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Reason for Contribution

	Problem Report number 0024 was raised some time ago (2006-05-16) but has not been solved until now.

Problem Report Number
	0024


	Submitter's Classification
	Test Suite Problem (TSD)


	State
	TSMA Review


	Resolution
	No Resolution Given


	Problem Resolution ID
	No Resolution ID Given


	Raised
	2006-07-26 10:44


	PRS Version
	Presence-SIMPLE V1.0


	Test Specification
	Test Specification - OMA-ETS-Presence-SIMPLE-V1_0-20050616-D


	Test Number
	Presence-1.0-int-152


	Specification
	Resource List Server XDM Specification - OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE_RLS_XDM-V1_0-20050415-C


	Problem Summary
	An issue when list has to be referenced in a service element of rls- services document


	Problem Text
	There are 2 approaches to reference a list element from a resource-lists document in a service element of rls-services document (Presence List). It is not clear which approach has to be used to run test case. 

There is also potential IOP problem here. 

Problem: 

Because there are 2 ways to define resources in a service element (using resource-list or list element), client is not able to retrieve just a list of resources with simple GET request without local cached copy of document (whole document has to be retrieved). Further it is a problem to add additional entry in list of service resources if service/resource-list is used etc. 

Solution: 

Usage of service/resource-list element has to be avoided. It is possible because according rls-services scheme either resource- list or list/external element could be used for same purpose. With usage of service/resource-list element only one reference could be made while 0 and more external elements are allowed in service/list element. Also set of values for URI represented by service/resource- list element is a subset of values allowed in service/list/external/anchor attribute. 

To avoid service/resource-list element one of next approaches could be used: 

1. service/resource-list element has to be removed from rls-services scheme (only list element should be defined in scheme, draft-ietf- simple-xcap-list-usage-05 has to be updated). 

2. OMA should restrict usage of service/resource-list element in Presence List RLS XDM Application Usage (similar as restriction made for packages element). 

Note: If solution 2 is selected then, together with clarification in chapter Presence List Structure, chapter Validation constraint has to be updated. 


	Test Result
	Test number is according OMA-ETS-Presence_SIMPLE_INT-V1_0-20060606. In RLS XDM ETS test is not applicable. 



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

Summary of Contribution

The problem raised in this PR-0024 can not be considered problem of the test case specification. The PR itself proposes two potential solutions to avoid the potential interoperability problem. Solution number 2 is considered more convenient as it affects directly to OMA specifications (OMA RLS XDM). 
2. OMA should restrict usage of service/resource-list element in Presence List RLS XDM Application Usage (similar as restriction made for packages element). 

Note: If solution 2 is selected then, together with clarification in chapter Presence List Structure, chapter Validation constraint has to be updated.
So, the current Presence Simple 1.0 technical specification (OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE_RLS_XDM-V1_020060214-C) has to be updated to add the proper constraints. 

The solution to the PR should be deferred until OMA PAG WG (the TWG developing XDM enabler) updates the referred specification. IOP WG should advice PAG WG about this need.

Detailed Proposal

The problem raised in this PR-0024 can not be considered problem of the test case specification. The PR itself proposes two potential solutions to avoid the potential interoperability problem. Solution number 2 is considered more convenient. 

2. OMA should restrict usage of service/resource-list element in Presence List RLS XDM Application Usage (similar as restriction made for packages element). 

Note: If solution 2 is selected then, together with clarification in chapter Presence List Structure, chapter Validation constraint has to be updated.
So, the current Presence Simple 1.0 technical specification (OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE_RLS_XDM-V1_020060214-C) has to be updated to add the proper constraints.

The proposed changes are: 

Change 1: 

Within document OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE_RLS_XDM-V1_020060214-C, Section 5.1.1 Structure:

Structure

a. The Presence List document SHALL conform to the structure of the “rls-services” document described in [XCAP_List] section 4.1, with the following clarifications:

b. Each <service> element SHALL include the <packages> element.

c. Each <packages> element SHALL specify at least the presence event package as defined in [RFC3856].

d. The use of the <resource-list> element within the <service> element SHALL be avoided. To obtain similar functionality <external> element within <list> element SHALL be used.

Change 2: 

Within document OMA-TS-Presence_SIMPLE_RLS_XDM-V1_020060214-C, Section 5.1.6 Validation constraints:

Validation constraints

In addition to the XML schema, the validation constraints on a Presence List document SHALL conform to those described in [XCAP_List] section 4.4.5, with the following clarifications:

· The value of the “uri” attribute proposed by the XDM Client in the <service> element (i.e. the Service URI):

· SHALL be a valid SIP URI.

· SHALL conform to the syntax specified by the Service URI Template (see [PRES_Spec]), which is stored in the RLS XDMS and provisioned to the XDM Client.  

· SHALL NOT violate the “uniqueness constraint” defined in [XCAP_List] section 4.4.5.

If the Service URI does not conform to the local policy or the constraints described above, the RLS XDMS SHALL respond with an HTTP “409 Conflict” response as described in [XCAP]. ].  The error condition SHALL be described by the <uniqueness-failure> error element. The RLS XDMS SHALL include at least one <alt-value> element in the <uniqueness-failure> error element.

NOTE 1: The syntax of the <alt-value> element is according to the syntax stored in the RLS XDMS and provisioned to the XDM Client, but may also be a different syntax according to local XDMS policy and not yet provisioned to the XDM Client.

If the XDM Client repeats the XCAP request, it SHOULD use a “uri” attribute chosen from one of the values received in the <alt-value> elements.

To conform resource lists the <resource-list> element within the <service> element SHALL NOT be used. To conform resource lists <external> element within the <list> element SHALL be used.
OMA PAG WG should be noticed about these proposed changes. Solution to PR-0024 should be deferred until these changes are implemented and accepted.
1 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.

2 Recommendation

The recommendation is to discuss and accept this input contribution. IOP WG should notice PAG WG about the proposed changes and ask it to implement the proposed changes in the proper documents. The solution to PR-0024 should be deferred until these changes are implemented and accepted in the referred specification. 
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