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1 Reason for Contribution

Michel sent ARC the following request on behalf of the MCC work group on June 13:
PAG documents 290R01 and 291R01 propose the inclusion of the charging enabler to the Presence 2.0 and XDM2.0 enabler. During the discussions in PAG, the question was raised as to whether there is an OMA convention that PAG should follow in the naming of the interfaces on the Presence and XDM ADs. PAG's approach so far has been to prefix all interfaces that have Presence and XDM specific data by PRS-x and XDM-x respectively, where x > 0. If the XDM and Presence enablers require additional AVPs, the suggestion was to use PRS-x and XDM-x as labels for the CH-1 and CH-2 interfaces. At this stage it is unknown whether Presence 2.0 or XDM2.0 will require additional AVPs to CH-1 and CH-2 to support the charging requirements. 

PAG would like to know if MCC or ARCH has an opinion (ideally common one) on the labels that PAG should adopt in their ADs. My understanding is that BCAST and IM have used CH-x as the labels in thier specifications, and thus consistency across OMA would seem appropriate.

2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution proposes a resolution to the question raised by PAG work group in section 1.
3 Detailed Proposal

Each work group defines the I0 interfaces for its enabler; naming conventions are described in the AD template.  The I0 interface generally defines the message flows (protocols) and formats between components.  The formats permit the necessary flexibility to exchange many different types of data between the components.  Each requestor for an interface will send particular data values in the messages (i.e., will choose a particular instantiation of the message format).  Therefore each requestor still uses the I0 defined for the enabler (which is the receiver of the message flows), but customizes it to use specific data values.  In some cases, the requesting enabler requires specification of additional AVPs or DM MOs in order to use the target enablers I0 interface (e.g. CH-1).
We identify three cases (in each case ARC recommends that the enabler and its I0 are listed as a dependency in the AD):

· The requesting enabler can use the target enabler’s I0 as is.  

· The requesting enabler requires additional specification before the target enabler’s I0 can be used.  There are two cases:

· The additional specification will be part of another enabler or in OMNA.  

· The additional specification will be part of the requesting enabler.  The AD should identify the I0 as an I0 specified as part of the requesting enabler.  

Regardless of where the additional specification is documented, the same naming convention should be used for the extension.  Existing ARC directives imply that the name of an interface is derived from the enabler in which it is defined.  Note that for the examples of additional MCC AVPs or DM MOs, the base protocol and message formats are defined in the charging and device management enablers, respectively.  Additional AVPs and MOs fit in the existing message flows (using existing message formats) so no new interface is being defined, but rather, specific valid choices are being defined.  The AVP or MO is still be sent to the charging or device management enabler, so the interface should be named using a charging or device management convention.  When the extended or profiled version of the interface is used, it should be labelled using the base interface (e.g., “CH-1” or “DM”) followed by the customization.  Examples using this format would therefore look like 
· “CH-1(PRS-AVP)” or 
· “DM(XDMMO)”
Note that if the charging or device management enablers had been originally defined to include these extensions (AVP or MO), then there would be no discussion about the name of the interface.  And even if the extensions were not defined in the original enabler, the process could be that the requesting enabler work group should request the extension to be defined by the original work group (e.g., MCC or DM).  Certainly in this case the interface would still be named based on the original enabler.  We should not change the interface naming convention just because of which group does the work, or where it is documented.  The underlying interface remains the same.
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

ARC should agree on the proposed solution specified in section 3 and it should be communicated to MCC and other work groups.
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