Doc # OMA-IOP-MEC-2006-0190-XDM1-ETS-PR-0002-Answer
Input Contribution
Doc# OMA-IOP-MEC-2006-0190-XDM1-ETS-PR-0002-Answer[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Input Contribution



Input Contribution

	Title:
	OMA-IOP-MEC-2006-0190-XDM1-ETS-PR-0002-Answer
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	IOP-MEC

	Submission Date:
	31 March 2006

	Source:
	Ingemar Lindgren, Ericsson, ingemar.lindgren@ericsson.com
Agnieszka Szczurowska, Ericsson, Agnieszka.r.Szczurowska@ericsson.com

	Attachments:
	N/A
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	N/A


1 Reason for Contribution

A response to the Problem Report XDM PR 0002 is proposed for agreement in IOP-MEC
	Problem Report Number
	0002

	Submitter's Classification
	Test Suite Problem (TSD)

	State
	TSMA Review

	Resolution
	No Resolution Given

	Problem Resolution ID
	No Resolution ID Given

	Raised
	2005-11-14 09:42

	XDM Version
	XDM 1.0

	Test Specification
	Test Specification - OMA-ETS-XDM-V1_0-20050719-D

	Test Number
	XDM-1.0-int-M-0100

	Specification
	XDM Core Specification - OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V1_0-20050415-C

	Location in Spec
	OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V1_0_20050628-C Section 6.4.1

	Problem Summary
	No TLS, but also no qop=auth-int

	Problem Text
	In OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V1_0_20050628-C section 6.4.1 is: 
the "qop" header shall be set to "auth-int" 

Very few participants implemented auth-int because 
it is removed in October specification. 

In OMA-PAG-2005-0250-XDM-Core-TLSandAuthint change 
request removed that, but now it is not clear 
if qop="auth" or qop="" should be used ? is "auth-int" 
optional ? 

It is removed because it is overhead when TLS is used, 
but test cases were done without TLS on this testfest. 

IMHO, auth-int is mendatory on this test fest, but test 
case XDM-1.0-int-M-0100 PASSed by test case description 
even not using OMA mandatory things.

	Test Result
	OMA-ETS-XDM-V1_0-20050719-A: 
PASSed even not using mandaroty qop="auth-int"


Also available at 
" 

http://www.opengroup.org:8000/OMA-PR/XDM/PRView?PR=0002



2 Summary of Contribution

The Problem Report answer is shown in section 3

3 Detailed Proposal

The XDM PR 0002 describes mainly an administrative problem:
Two implementations show up at the Test Fest adhering to two different versions of the technical specifications.

Suggested answer to be entered in the PR database:

“The document version that shall apply for each Test Fest is currently defined by the OMA Test Fest sign-up page which for each Test Fest links to all the applicable documents.


Technically the XDM-Core specification does not require the “auth-int” any longer.
The change to remove the required support for “auth-int” was introduced with OMA-PAG-2005-0250 which was agreed in OMA-PAG 2005-03-08 but was for unknown reasons not incorporated in the XDM-Core until the OMA-TS-XDM_Core-V1_0-20051006-C version. Additionally, the qop parameter shall be used as specified in the RFC 2617, where Digest Authentication is described. PoC does not have any additional modifications or clarifications to the usage of qop
This means that for the Test Fests before October 2005 “auth-int” was formally required.”
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

Upon the agreement from IOP-MEC, it is recommended to deliver the answer in Section 3 to the PR portal as the IOP-MEC response to XDM PR-0002. 
It is also recommended that OMA-IOP-POC-2005-02XX-XDM-ETS-PR-002 is Noted
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