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1 Reason for Contribution

IOP-PoC group has contributed 0468 Problem report from May Test Fest to be discussed and handled by PoC WG. It presents the problem that appeared during the Test Fest related to signaling between PoC Client and PoC Server and particularly to specifications

-  OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V1_0-20050428-C

-  IETF RFC3841 Caller Preferences for the Session Initiation Protocol

IOP group has requested PoC WG to discuss the report, find a solution, clarify the issue and provide a correcting CR, if needed.

PoC WG discussed this issue during 6th June Telco and solution for the problem was found. This Input contribution presents the answer.

2 Summary of Contribution

IOP-PoC contributed PoC WG the following Problem Report:

	Problem Report Number
	0001

	Submitter's Classification
	Specification Problem (INT)

	State
	SA Review

	Resolution
	No Resolution Given

	Raised
	2005-05-19 08:35

	PoC Version
	PoC 1.0

	Specification
	ControlPlane OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V1_0-20050428-C

	Location in Spec
	6.1.3.1 and others

	Problem Summary
	g.poc.talkburst example inconsistent

	Problem Text
	The SIP Invite example in the PoC CP specifications is inconsistent with 
the RFC3841 referred to. The PoC CP specifications show the Invite 
parameter as +g.poc.talkburst whereas the RFC example says the parameter 
should be of the form +sip.message="true". Which one is correct?


This input contribution provides an answer, which is based on discussions of June 6th PoC WG telco and the text excerpt from RFC3841.
3 Detailed Proposal

The question extracted from Problem report is as followed:

PoC CP show the parameter in SIP INVITE as +g.poc.talkburst

RFC3841 example shows the parameter in SIP INVITE as +sip.message=”TRUE” (e.g. in page 11 of RFC3841)

Which one is correct?
The answer is that both of the formats are correct and may be used and thus there should be no inconsistence between OMA-TS-PoC-ControlPlane-V1_0-20050428-C and IETF RFC3841 Caller Preferences for the Session Initiation Protocol.

The answer can be found from RFC3841 section 8 “Mapping Feature Parameters to a Predicate” (page 16) from the second paragraph, as below:

Mapping between feature parameters and a feature set predicate,formatted according to the syntax of RFC 2533 [2], is trivial.  It is just the opposite of the process described in Section 5 of [3].

Starting from a set of feature-param, the procedure is as follows.Construct a conjunction.  Each term in the conjunction derives from one feature-param.  If the feature-param has no value, it is equivalent, in terms of the processing which follows, as if it had a value of "TRUE”.

As problem report from the Test Fest presents a potential problem found in OMA PoC CP specification but as RFC is able to provide an unambiguous answer to the problem, it can be concluded that there is no clear error with regards to this issue in the specifications. 

If this Input Contribution is AGREED, it is interpreted that the Input Contribution 0468 has been provided with an appropriate answer and the issue can be closed. Consequently it means that no changes in OMA PoC CP are needed.

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

Discuss and agree this contribution.
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