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1 Reason for Contribution

To follow up on the survey given to the XDM and Presence Teams in the Milan TestFest.

2 Summary of Contribution

The Excel file includes 2 sheets: one for Presence and one for XDM. The summary of the answers is grouped by server and client answers in each enabler.

The Detailed Proposal below shows the answers that the IOP-PoC group put together as a result to the survey.

3 Detailed Proposal
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1) Comment from XDM Server Team on Proposed setup for Enabler Satisfactory?:

“As XDM is a pure Client-Server protocol I would expect Pass criteria to take this into account. A more appropriate pass criteria would be the following: (1) UE1-XDMS, (2) UE2-XDMS, and (3) UE1-XDMS-UE2. Test Cases where only 1 client supports the functionality can be specified more accurately.”

AND

“Policies: Split Test Cases to: (1) Client 1 vs. Server 1, (2) Client 2 vs Server 1, and (3) Client 1 vs Server 1 vs Client 2.Then the test is only passed if both clients and server function correctly.”

AND

“XDM is Client-Server”

Answer from IOP-PoC:

IOP-PoC added the following clarification to the ETS PoC Testing Policies about Client Server testing:
This section is intended to describe the testing policies used throughout the document.

It should be noted that the requirement of multi-company testing is imposed for TestFest events and similar multi-company IOT events.

For the UE testing, the focus is on UE1 (from Company1) and UE2 (from Company2). UE1, UE2 and the XDMS MUST be from different vendors. 

UE1 is used for test case execution (storage, retrieval and modification of the XML documents in XDMS). 

UE2 is used only for verification of UE1’s test cases execution (storage, retrieval and modification of the XML documents in XDMS). 

UE1 and UE2 are from different companies and are preloaded with the same user credentials to validate that UE1 correctly manipulated XML documents. 


2) Comment from XDM Client Team on question: More benefit to test XDM as part of PoC or Presence?:

“Partially. It is good splitted. Some of test from Poc Enabler should be moved to XDM ETS, such as M701, 702 and 704)”

Answer from IOP-PoC:

We split up the ETS documents into the following documents:

· PoC ETS

· XDM ETS

· PoC XDM ETS

· Presence XDM ETS

· RLS XDM ETS

· Presence ETS

This way the functionality to be tested should be well defined. 

NOTE: These new ETS documents will be available in early December and will not be used in Dusseldorf.

3) Comment from XDM Server Team on question: ETS Coverage of Enabler Sufficient?:

“No. No PoC-XDM Tests for PoC Rules. No PoC XDMS - Shared XDM "interworking" testcases”

Answer from IOP-PoC:

PoC rules tests will be added to PoC XDM ETS

PoC XDMS – Shared XDMS interworking test cases will be tested in conformance testing. Interoperability testing is limited to the results that are seen on the terminal. Additionally, the usage of the Shared XDM in PoC Enabler is optional and only used if the terminal uses external references to Shared XDMS.

Currently, most of the test cases on XDM ETS have the following in the Test Object : “[…] Shared XDMS (only required if UE stores documents in PoC XDMS that refer to Shared XDMS)”

4) Comment from XDM Server Team on question: ETS Coverage of Enabler Sufficient?: 

“Encrpytion should also be tested”

Answer from IOP-PoC:

Encryption is not part of the requirements in PoC Enabler Test Requirements, see the latest PoC ETR:

http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/PD/OMA-ETR-PoC-V1_0-20050509-D.zip
If you feel these are mandatory features for PoC Enabler, you can issue a PR (http://www.opengroup.org:8000/OMA-PR/).

5) Comment from XDM Server Team on question: ETS Coverage of Enabler Sufficient?:
“Caching was not really covered. Neither was validation of additional constraints”
Answer from IOP-PoC:

Caching and validation of additional constraints are not part of the requirements in PoC Enabler Test Requirements, see the latest PoC ETR:

http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/PD/OMA-ETR-PoC-V1_0-20050509-D.zip
If you feel these are mandatory features for PoC Enabler, you can issue a PR (http://www.opengroup.org:8000/OMA-PR/).

6) Comment from XDM Server Team on question: ETS Coverage of Enabler Sufficient?:
“No, Conditional Request”

Answer from IOP-PoC:

Conditional request is not part of the requirements in PoC Enabler Test Requirements, see the latest PoC ETR:

http://www.openmobilealliance.org/ftp/PD/OMA-ETR-PoC-V1_0-20050509-D.zip
If you feel these are mandatory features for PoC Enabler, you can issue a PR (http://www.opengroup.org:8000/OMA-PR/).

7) Comment from XDM Client Team on question: ETS Coverage of Enabler Sufficient?:
“At this point the cases were very basic and some were a bit unclear. For example, a URI attribute can be retrieved by GETTING the element and parsing it, OR by getting the attribute directly with an attribute selector. Test cases should be more precise.”

AND

“They should be more precise, because some tests could be passed with quite different approaches.”

Answer from IOP-PoC:

There are a lot of optional features in the PoC and XDM specifications. ETS cannot dictate to the terminal how to retrieve URI attribute. There is flexibility given by specifications. This flexibility needs to and is adapted by the ETS documents.

8) Comment from XDM Client Team on question: General comments on Section 3 of ETS?:
“If I use the tests internally, do I still need two other companies”

Answer from IOP-PoC:
We added the following clarification to the Testing Policies of the XDM ETS:

It should be noted that the requirement of multi-company testing is imposed for TestFest events and similar multi-company IOT events.
9) Comment from Presence Server Team on Proposed setup for Enabler Satisfactory?:

“No, there was no information on the setup for presence before the TestFest.”

Answer from IOP-PoC:


Milan TestFest was first for Presence and XDM testing. No documentation as avaiable at that time. Dusseldorf testing is the first regular event for these 2 events.

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

To provide this document to the Milan TestFest XDM and Presence Teams for re-evaluation and possible further questions to IOP-PoC SWG.
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_1191799706.xls
Presence Results

		

				Question		Presence Server		Presence Client

				Proposed setup for Enabler Satisfactory?		In Future it would be helpful if the IMS core could support multiple clients from the same IP (for testing purposes).		When one client had bugs which prevented him from trying further tests, the other could not continue either.

						No, there was no information on the setup for presence before the TestFest.		Yes

						Infrastructure OK - Client Maturity Not OK.		Yes

				Was XDMS Needed for Presence Testing?		No - although we could have used another XDMS - but ran out of time.		No

						Yes, Presence uses the XDMS enabler		Yes, It was not configured in advance and it caused a delay.

						Yes, so XDMS need to bee available		Yes

				ETS Coverage of Enabler Sufficient		RLS testing and SIP Profile testing need to be Examined / Added		Yes

						Lots of RLS test cases for RLS, and the test cases for "user presence" should also be run for list presence subscriptions (RLS).		Yes

						RLS ought to be covered better. The test spec needs more maturity.		No

				Any General Comments on Testing Procedures and Pass Criteria of ETS		OK		No

						Need to be more detailed, see PRs etc.		It was confusing that for all tests two clients from different companies were needed.

						More details neeted		Could be more real time scenarios

				General comments on Section 3 of ETS		-		No

						-		-

						-		Not Complete

				General Comments on Section 5 of ETS		SIP Profile testcases and more RLS test cases.		No

				Any other comments		It is imperative to have pre-TestFest Interop Testing with the IMS Core		No

						-		Support could be better and non accurate comments

						-		Should use one stable IMS, otherwise time wastage is more





XDM Results

		

				Question		XDM Server		XDM Client

				Proposed setup for Enabler Satisfactory?		As XDM is a pure Client-Server protocol I would expect Pass criteria to take this into account. A more appropriate pass criteria would be the following: (1) UE1-XDMS, (2) UE2-XDMS, and (3) UE1-XDMS-UE2. Test Cases where only 1 client supports the functionality can be specified more accurately.		-

						Yes		Yes

						-		Yes

						Yes		Yes

						Yes

						Yes

						Yes

				Was PoC Needed?		No		Yes

						No		No

						Yes		No

						Sometimes. No problems with connectivity between PoC and XDM systems		No

						No

						No

						-

				Was XDMS Needed for Presence Testing?		No		Yes, but we did not have time to get to that part.

						No		No

						Yes, but we did not have time to get to that part.		No

						Sometimes - No problems with connectivity between Presence and XDM systems		No

						No

						No

						-

				More benefit to test XDM as part of PoC or Presence?		No		No, but only because TestFest is a bit early and it's to our benefit to test separately (simpler!)

						No		Well…. No

						No, but only because TestFest is a bit early and it's to our benefit to test separately (simpler!)		Not sure

						No time for this testing in PoC Test.		Partially. It is good splitted. Some of test from Poc Enabler should be moved to XDM ETS, such as M701, 702 and 704)

						No - because dependencies to other enablers will lead to more waiting time… But Yes, because the test cases will be more complex and realistic…

						No

						-

				ETS Coverage of Enabler Sufficient		No, Problem Report Written		Yes

						No. No PoC-XDM Tests for PoC Rules. No PoC XDMS - Shared XDM "interworking" testcases		At this point the cases were very basic and some were a bit unclear. For example, a URI attribute can be retrieved by GETTING the element and parsing it, OR by getting the attribute directly with an attribute selector. Test cases should be more precise.

						Yes		More Client Client interop - like one client change display name of one contact then the next client change the display name of the same contact.

						PoC Authorizaton rules should be covered in XDM Testing		-

						Encrpytion should also be tested.

						Caching was not really covered. Neither was validation of additional constraints

						No, Conditional Request

				Any General Comments on Testing Procedures and Pass Criteria of ETS		XDM is Client-Server		-

						-		They should be more precise, because some tests could be passed with quite different approaches.

						-		-

						-		There should be pre-testing session just client-server before entering in test session (to avoid blocking points and to be able to test clients interoperability.

						-

						-

						-

				General comments on Section 3 of ETS		Arranging a "Coding Fest" where different vendors can make first implementations is something useful This should not be mistaken with a "TestFest". Too many client implementations are using the TestFest to learn about the specification.		-

						Policies: Split Test Cases to: (1) Client 1 vs Server 1, (2) Client 2 vs Server 1, and (3) Client 1 vs Server 1 vs Client 2.Then the test is only passed if both clients and server function correctly.		-

						-		-

						If I use the tests internally, do I still need two other companies		-

						-

						-

						-






