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1 Reason for Contribution

CONR comment B018 states:

	B018
	2011.02.24
	Q
	5.2.15
	Source: NSN

Form: OMA-CONR-2011-0012

Comment: The address element has been removed from the response because it is only used for correlation in an HTTP request/response pair. It is however still in the request. There were some offline discussion whether it should be re-instantiated for improved consistency and alignment with PAP. To be discussed.

Proposed Change: none.
	Status: OPEN

Response: 

Resolved by: 

Recorded in:



2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution gives design rationale for this omission, and lists alternatives, to stimulate discussion and selecting a resolution.
3 Detailed Proposal
Situation

The resultnotification-message contains an “address” element that tells the PI which destination address this report applies to.
In PAP, the resultnotification-response contains the same element. It is assumed that the pair of push-id and address is used by the PPG to correlate the response to the related message. Note that PAP does not make any statement on the address element. 

PushREST as of today omits the “address” element from the resultnotification-response.
Discussion

PAP is a kind of “abstract protocol” that may be bound to different transports – those that are synchronous (e.g. HTTP) as well as those that are asynchronous (e.g. SMS, Mail). 
· In asynchronous transports, this correlation is absolutely needed. 
· In synchronous transports, this correlation is not needed (as a pair of HTTP request and response provides the needed correlation). 

However, PAP HTTP binding includes “address” in the resultnotification-response.

· This introduces a source of additional errors: In case the PI returns an address in the response different from the one in the request, it is undefined how the PPG should react. It is an error, but the PPG has no means reporting it (as it comes in the response). As a result, this limits severely the value of this field in the resultnotification-response, because the PPG cannot rely on it for correlation purposes, but needs to rely on the HTTP request-response pair context.

· Due to this, it has been omitted from PushREST.

Two alternatives as way forward
· One option is to leave it as it is in PushREST. A PushREST gateway in front of a PPG would store in local memory the “address” element before sending out the HTTP POST for the notification, and add it to the response before forwarding it to the PPG. Advantage: avoid the error sketched above.
· The other option is to add it to PushREST, for improved consistency with PAP. Even though it’s error prone and can be improved.
The group members are requested to share their views.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

CD is requested to discuss the alternatives, and pick on as the way forward. CRs will follow if necessary.
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