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1 Reason for Contribution

At the joint meeting with IM at Paris meeting, there are some contributions describing the relation between PoC and IM functionalities. In those contributions there are some descriptions that the functionality of the operator warning header(*) in PoC2.0 and some functionality in IM are similar. So, in order to make a progress on those functionalities in the AD work, it is necessary to clarify the relation of the two.
(*) It has been agreed to call it "operator specified warning message” during the PoC2-RD review. But the old terminology is used in the contribution.
2 Summary of Contribution

The comparison analysis of each function was done.
As a result, the requirements of operator warning header in PoC2.0 and the requirements of System Message in IM1.0 are definitely different though these may look similar. So this contribution recommends to specify operator warning header separately from System Message.
It should be noted that operator warning header and System Message are independent each other. So we can get a benefit if we specify both of them separately.

3 Detailed Proposal

The definition of System Message in IM1.0 is:

	System Message
	A special type of message sent by the System for different purposes (e.g. advice of charge, service notifications, advertisements, instructions, etc). System Messages may contain a list of possible options and require a response from the 
user.


However, in the requirements of operator warning header there is no requirement for a response from the user.

Comparison of the requirements between PoC2.0 and IM1.0 regarding warning message is here. 

	From IM1.0 RD

	IM
	PoC 2.0

	SMSG-1
	The IM system SHALL support sending a System Message to the IM client.
	Operator warning header is treated as “MAY” issue. However some system message like as “too many participants” are treated as “SHALL” issue from PoC1.0.

	SMSG-2
	The IM system SHOULD be able to identify unsupported client releases (e.g. old client versions) and MAY block access to the service.

The IM system SHOULD support a way to notify unsupported clients about the reason for denying access to the IM service.
	None in PoC2.0

	SMSG-3
	System Messages SHALL support an answer mode that requires a response from the IM
client.

System Messages SHALL support the following answer options:

· No answer required (i.e. information message)

· Two options (e.g. accept/refuse)

· More than two options
	None in PoC2.0

As for PoC2.0 operator warning header, it does not require a response from the PoC Client. 

	SMSG-4
	The IM system SHALL be able to block access to the IM service until the client has responded to a System Message if requested.
	None in PoC2.0

As for PoC2.0 operator warning header, it does not require a response from the PoC Client.

	SMSG-5
	The IM system SHALL be able to send the System Message to the IM client before the client is logged into the IM service.
	None in PoC2.0

	SMSG-6
	The IM system SHALL be able to send a System Message containing at least 128 characters.

The IM system SHOULD be able to send a System Message containing at least 512 characters.
	The size of the message is one of the stage 3 issues. Except this part, the requirement is almost corresponding.

	SMSG-7
	The IM client SHALL be able to prompt to the end user with a System Message containing at least 128 characters.

The IM client SHOULD be able to prompt to the end user with a System Message containing at least 512 characters.
	The size of the message is one of the stage 3 issues. Except this part, the requirement is almost corresponding.

	SMSG-8
	The IM client SHALL prompt the answer options to the end user for selection when the client receives the System Message.
	None in PoC2.0

	SMSG-9
	The IM system SHALL be able to use the answer option from the IM client to decide which level of service is granted.

The end user SHALL NOT be visible as online until the level of service has been negotiated.
	None in PoC2.0

	SMSG-10
	The IM system SHALL be able to send the System Message at anytime.(e.g. system shutdown)
	None.

Operator warning header is specified to be used during the PoC Group Session setup. However it does not objecting this feature.

	SSMG-11
	The IM client SHALL be able to receive the System Message at any time.
	None.

	SMSG-12
	The IM system SHALL be able to deny access to the service if no response is received to a System Message within a specific period of time (e.g. timeout).

The timeout period is implementation specific (i.e. selectable by Service Provider).
	None.

	SMSG-13
	The IM service SHOULD support a way to make sure that the end-user has read and responded to the system notification accordingly.
	None

	SMSG-14
	The IM system SHOULD send System Messages (e.g. for AoC) to the IM client only in case of necessity (e.g. by first time use or if AoC needs to be re-negotiated), in order to minimize latency during transactions such as login.
	None

	SMSG-15
	System Messages SHALL NOT include any sensitive information (e.g. E.164 numbers, names, etc.)
	None.

	From PoC2.0 RD

	FUNC-ADD-WH-001


	System message is treated as “SHALL” issue.
	The PoC Service Infrastructure MAY support the operator warning header functionality.



	FUNC-ADD-WH-002
	System message is treated as “SHALL” issue.
	The PoC Client SHOULD support the operator warning header functionality.

	FUNC-ADD-WH-003


	No specific requirement for requesting the language.
	PoC Client SHOULD be able to request to the PoC Server the language that it can accept. Upon receiving such an accept language request, the PoC Server SHALL be able to send back a response using the requested language in the warning text if the language is supported

	FUNC-ADD-WH-004


	No specific requirement that message is in a response.

No specific requirement that operator can specify the message.
	PoC Server MAY be able to send warning message in a response to a request from a PoC Client. If supported, the warning text SHALL be able to contain miscellaneous information to be presented to the user.  The network operator who runs the server can send an appropriate message to the PoC Client using the warning text

	FUNC-ADD-WH-005


	Treated as “SHALL” issue.
	PoC Client SHOULD display on the device the received warning message as it is received


Based on the above comparison analysis we can find out that operator warning header and System Message are independent each other.

So we propose to specify the operator warning header separately from System Message.
The positioning of those functionalities is mapped as the following table. These functionalities are able to be specified separately. In other words, we can get a benefit if we specify both of them separately.
	
	PoC2.0 operator warning header
	PoC1.0 warning header
	System Message in IM

	Relation to SIP signalling
	Initiated by SIP signalling
	Initiated by SIP signalling
	Independent from SIP signalling

E.g. Used for a notification of the case that a new user is added to friend list.

	Free text
	Yes–(new feature)
(Service provider can configure it)
	No
	-

(Not specified explicitly)

	Free Language
	Yes—(new feature)
	No
	-

(Not specified explicitly)

	How to transfer it
	Using SIP header
	Using SIP header
	Using IM messaging


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

It is recommended for PoC WG to take this into account for further standardization work. And if this idea is acceptable within PoC WG, we would like to introduce this idea on behalf of PoC WG on the next joint meeting with IM WG.
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