Doc# OMA-IOP-MEC-2006-0379-Solution-to-PRES-PR-21[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Input Contribution

Doc# OMA-IOP-MEC-2006-0379-Solution-to-PRES-PR-21
Input Contribution



Input Contribution

	Title:
	Solution to Presence Simple v1.0 PR #21
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	IOP-MEC

	Submission Date:
	August 2006

	Source:
	Bernardo Campillo, Telefónica Móviles

+34 91 337 47 25

bcs@tid.es

	Attachments:
	n/a
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	n/a


1 Reason for Contribution

Problem Report number 0021 was raised some time ago (2006-06-29) but has not been solved until now.

	Problem Report Number
	0021

	Submitter's Classification
	Test Suite Problem (TSD)

	State
	TSMA Review

	Resolution
	No Resolution Given

	Problem Resolution ID
	No Resolution ID Given

	Raised
	2006-06-29 11:05

	PRS Version
	Presence-SIMPLE V1.0

	Test Specification
	ETS RLS XDM INT v1.0.1 (8th October 2005)

	Test Number
	RLS-XDM-1.0-int-203

	Specification
	OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE_RLS_XDM-V1_0-20060214-C

	Location in Spec
	2.1 Normative References [XCAP_List]

	Problem Summary
	Adding of new <package> element to the RLS service

	Problem Text
	RLS XDM Specification requires at least event presence package. So a service element has to have: 

… <packages> 

<package>presence</package> 

</packages> 

…

To add new package element XDMC needs to replace whole <packages> or it needs to use positional insertion. To do that XDMC needs to be aware of the current existing packages, so it needs first to retrieve the <packages> element ( and namespace binding too, if XDMC retrieves <packages> element only). 

This is an exception considering how XDMC handles adding of other elements in a document (i.e. adding of entries in a resource-list or PoC Group or adding of “one” elements to “rule/identity” element in “pocrules” or “pres-rules” document). We have different handling because required attribute is not defined for package element (in resource-list we have “uri” attribute, in common-policy we have “entity” (“id”) attribute). 

Note that similar problem existed in draft-ietf-geopriv-common-policy- 04 and this is fixed adding an “entity” attribute in common-policy-05. 

Solution: 

Add a required attribute to “rls-services" schema defined in draft-ietf- simple-xcap-list-usage-05 for package element (<xs:element name="package" type="packageType"/> modification) such as 

<xs:attribute name="event" type="xs:string" use="required"/> 

Note: 

Attribute name “event” is selected because <package> element representing a SIP event package. XDM PR 0022 requested update of draft-ietf-simple-xcap-list-usage-05 too. 

	Test Result
	test procedure step 3 

It is not clear how to run test case (should be <packages> element replaced or positional insertion has to 
be used). 

Also this test case leads us to an specification issue described in problem text.


To solve this PR related with Presence Simple 1.0 specification and testing. 

2 Summary of Contribution

The problem raised in this PR-0021 can not be considered problem of the test case specification. The PR itself proposes a solution related with the proposed solution to XDM 1.0 PR-0022 so, if the solution for XDM 1.0 PR-0022 is considered valid and it is implemented, this PRES PR-0021 can be considered solved. 

So, finally, the proposed solution for PR-0021 is to move its state to “Duplicate” in the PR tool with a pointer to XDM 1.0 PR-0022. 

3 Detailed Proposal

The Problem Text section in the PR-0021 depicts the problem and proposes a solution. This solution is the same as the proposed for XDM PR-0022:

RLS XDM Specification requires at least event presence package. So a service element has to have: 

…

<packages> 

       <package>presence</package> 

</packages> 

…

To add new package element XDMC needs to replace whole <packages> or it needs to use positional insertion. To do that XDMC needs to be aware of the current existing packages, so it needs first to retrieve the <packages> element ( and namespace binding too, if XDMC retrieves <packages> element only). 

This is an exception considering how XDMC handles adding of other elements in a document (i.e. adding of entries in a resource-list or PoC Group or adding of “one” elements to “rule/identity” element in “pocrules” or “pres-rules” document). We have different handling because required attribute is not defined for package element (in resource-list we have “uri” attribute, in common-policy we have “entity” (“id”) attribute). 

Note that similar problem existed in draft-ietf-geopriv-common-policy- 04 and this is fixed adding an “entity” attribute in common-policy-05. 

So, the proposed solution is: 

Add a required attribute to “rls-services" schema defined in draft-ietf- simple-xcap-list-usage-05 for package element (<xs:element name="package" type="packageType"/> modification) such as 

<xs:attribute name="event" type="xs:string" use="required"/> 

Note: 

Attribute name “event” is selected because <package> element representing a SIP event package. XDM PR 0022 requested update of draft-ietf-simple-xcap-list-usage-05 too.
If this proposed solution is considered valid and accepted for XDM PR-0022 and the proposed change in draft-ietf- simple-xcap-list-usage-05 is implemented, this PRES PR-0021 can be considered solved.

So, finally, the proposed solution for PR-0021 is to move its state to “Duplicate” in the PR tool with a pointer to XDM 1.0 PR-0022. 

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

The recommendation is to discuss and accept this input contribution. The proposed solution for PR-0021 is to move its state to “Duplicate” in the PR tool with a pointer to XDM 1.0 PR-0022.
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