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	2013-10- 15
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1
Opening of meeting 

1.1
Welcome

1.2
Schedule

1.3
Attendees

2
Review and Approval of Agenda


oneM2M-PRO-2013-006x, Agenda 2013-10-15 – PRO#7.0 – was NOTED
3
Review and Approval of previous Minutes 

· oneM2M-PRO-2013-0060 Minutes 2013-10-09 - PRO 6.6 – were AGREED
4
Review of Objectives for the Meeting

· Progress the TR on Protocol Analysis WI-0009 TR-0008
· Prepare items for JM Wg-3/Wg-2 during TP#07

· Progress the TS on Protocol Specification WI-0008 T2-0004
5
Action Item Status

None
6
Joint Meetings


WI-0009, TR0008
JM WG-2/WG-3 (Monday 09.00 (9am))

	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0458
	oneM2M FAST
	Telecom Italia


· Presented by Enrico Scaronne, Telecom Italia.
· Comments and Issues

· The delay has been due to REST vs not rest and the Tree structure.

· There is not consensus for either REST only or messaging only, we must go for both

· We need to discuss the many features that would be introduced anyway and that will take just as long as the process we are currently following.

· Support to follow the current process.

· The benefit with the Telecom Italia proposal is the given structure that we can extend.

· More 

· Can use messaging for some things and REST for others

· Call for an initial non exclusive

· 17 companies indicated support for the proposal. – 12 companies indicated that they do not support the proposal

· Telecom Italia feels that we may not have a release until 2015 if we do not go for this fast solution.

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0458 oneM2M FAST was NOTED
	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0442
	Service Framework
	George Foti, Ericsson


· Presented by George Foti, Ericsson
· Comments and Issues

· Support for the proposal, but we do not need to do this on each CSF.
· Agree in principle, but it needs to be developed further.
· It needs to be mapped in terms of services.

· Will come back to this after processing the other contributions

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0442  is on hold until the other presentations on the same subject are processed,

	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0402
	Architectural Principles for Services
	Tim Carey, ALU


· Presented by Tim Carey, Alcatel Lucent
· Comments and Issues

· Pattern today is simply “publish” but we are spending a lot of time discussing restful request/response which seems unnecessary.
· Two problems with a RESTful-like solution one is the bindings, 

· It will be much easier to bind to message format. 

· We can translate or encapsulate which can overcome many of the problems. We can add resources.
· Can adapt from message based into REST a lot more easily than the other way round.

· RESTful interfaces are on the market now, but the vast majority of those deployed are message based.

· Almost zero implementations of resource based architecture.

· The style of the architecture is not the problem

· The main demand for RPC comes from the application side.

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0402 was ON HOLD until the drafting session
	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0469
	oneM2M Functional Architecture Evolution
	Rajesh Bhalla, ZTE


· Presented by Rajesh Bhalla, ZTE>

· Comments and Issues

· Is this necessary and can it be done within the available time?
· Are we all inter CSF and Intra CSE is not being standardized.

· Architecture style/ Message flows

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0469 is ON HOLD.
	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0466
	Thoughts on Architecture for IoT
	Nicolas Damour, Sierra Wireless


· Presented by Nicolas Damour, Sierra Wireless
· Comments and Issues

· Presentation for information

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0466 was NOTED
	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0464
	Discussion on High/Low Level Services
	LG Electronics


· Presented by Hongbeom Ahn, LG Electronics.
· Comments and Issues

· This goes in the same direction as contribution oneM2M-ARC-2013-0402
· This is needed but there has to be an abstraction beyond this.
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0464 was NOTED
	oneM2M-ARC-2013-0395R01
	Usage Scenarios
	FUJITSU (TTC)


· Presented by Shingo Fujimoto, Fujitsu

· Comments and Issues

· Support for this. It may not be complete but it is a good start.

· This should be done early to expose any problems
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0395R01 was NOTED
	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0052R01
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0472
	Output_Draft_TR-0009_Protocol_Analysis_v022
Protocol Analysis Impact on ARC
	Co-Rapporteurs - Richard Brennan - Telxxis, Phil Jacobs - Cisco


· Presented by Phil Jacobs, Cisco.
· Comments and Issues

· This TR is outside the scope explained in the WI.
· Slide 3 lists 5 items – can we bind these to our resource structure?
· Which of the 5 have been by members of the oneM2M – can we put the names of the member or the PT1

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0472 was NOTED
JM WG-3/WG-5 (Monday 15.45 (3.45pm))
	oneM2M-MAS-2013-0104
oneM2M-TP-2013-0340-
	management enablement WI
Management_enablement_WI
	Huawei Technologies UK (ETSI);Huawei Technologies Co.,Ltd (CCSA)


JM WG-3/WG-5 (Monday 15.45 (3.45pm))
oneM2M-TP-2013-0340-Management_enablement_WI
Document oneM2M-TP-2013-0340-Management_enablement_WI
· Presented by Jiaxin Yin (Huawei Technologies UK (ETSI))
· Comments and Issues

· Scope section: the first bullet should include the X reference point, not only Y and Z
· There should be a generic mapping route/procedure how to map external protocols into OneM2M resources.
· Might be difficult to have the same set of rules for all the protocols and technologies.
· Schedule section: reduce the scale. Meeting cycle issue. We should set an initial target and then extend after Rel. 1.
· Clearly define the scope of initial work. Possible to move 2 last TSs to align with protocol TS. 
· Title: OMA DM -> OMA
· Keep X,Y,Z until new names are defined in ARC. 

· Change control: TP#11 instead of TP#10
· Discussion on the split of the work between WG3 and WG5. 

· Additional supporters needed for this WI. InterDigital will support the WI.
· Rapporteurs volunteered: TS 0005: Seung Kyu Park (LGE) and Jiaxin Yin (Huawei) , TS0006: Timothy Carey (ALU)
· Question about dependency on other TS: there’s a dependency on Protocol TS.

· Question from WPM perspective: Which milestone must ARC achieve so the milestone is valid? -> The TS will be included in the initial Release package. 
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-TP-2013-0340-Management_enablement_WI was NOTED. 
oneM2M-TP-2013-0340R01-Management_enablement_WI was AGREED Joint conf calls to be scheduled either on Monday (MAS) or on Wednesday (PRO), end of November.
JM WG-4/WG-5 (Wednesday 14.00 (2pm), if needed)
	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0062
 - LATE
	Security additions to CoAP Analysis
	Gemalto


Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0062 Security additions to CoAP Analysis
· Presented by Francois Ennesser (Gemalto N. V. (ETSI))
· Comments and Issues

· Clarification on operability TTS
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0062 was AGREED as is 
Document oneM2M-SEC-2013-0043R01-Authorization_Funtionality
· Presented by Shingo Fujimoto (Fujitsu Ltd. (TTC)) 
· Comments and Issues

· Question for clarification: some roles are defined, how are they mapped to roles defined in oneM2M? Not clear. Change the Figure to match the OneM2M roles. 
· Section 6.4.2 (Requirements) – which kind of systems these requirements refer to?
· Access control mechanisms are not yet designed. Can the example apply to any other protocol? Let’s first design mechanisms before describing specifics. No need for specific chapter for Description for now.
· One objection concerning the fact that the example should be either for users or for M2M, not a mixture of both.
· The contribution lacks of information on limitations and drawbacks.

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-SEC-2013-0043R01-Authorization_Funtionality was NOTED

oneM2M-SEC-2013-0043R02 expected for next session 
7
Contributions

WI-0009, TR0008
	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0052R01
	Output_Draft_TR-0009_Protocol_Analysis_v022
	Rapporteur

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0053R01
	Protocol Analysis Summary Table Template
	Cisco

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0057
	UPDATE Operation Consideration
	LG Electronics

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0050R01
	Analysis WebSocket
	Fujitsu

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0054R02
	Bluetooth description
	LM Ericsson

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0056R02
	Wireless / Radio Metrics Comparison
	LM Ericsson

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0051R01
	XMPP Analysis
	Cisco

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0058
 - LATE
	XMPP Analysis - An Update
	Cisco

	oneM2M-PRO-2013-0059
 - LATE
	Consideration for Reliable Delivery Option
	QUALCOMM Japan Inc.


Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0052R01-Output_Draft_TR-0009_Protocol_Analysis_v022
· Presented by Richard Brennan (Telxxis LLC (TIA)) 
· Comments and Issues

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0052R01-Output_Draft_TR-0009_Protocol_Analysis_v022 was AGREED as baseline
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0053R01-Protocol Analysis Summary Table Template
· Presented by Philip Jacobs (Cisco Systems Belgium)
· Comments and Issues

· Is there any guidance about which values to put in the table? -> Not specified for now. In worst case each protocol would have its own use case.
· How many devices can be addressed at one time -> define addressing limit.
· Additional traits to be considered.
· Volunteers needed to write some text. 

· IPR statement – agreed.

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0053R01was NOTED
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0053R02 was AGREED – to be provided before the end of the week.
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0057-UPDATE Operation Consideration
· Presented by Seongyoon Kim (LG Electronics (TTA)) 
· Comments and Issues

· Discussion required for Partial Update. We do not yet have a data model.  
· Partial Update could take into account the attributes which can be either mandatory or optional.
· More discussion needed before picking either option. 
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0057 was NOTED
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0050R01-Analysis WebSocket
· Presented by Shingo Fujimoto (Fujitsu Ltd. (TTC)) 
· Comments and Issues

· Rewording needed in section 7x4 -> remove first sentence.
· Document to be accepted as input in the TR
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0050R01-was NOTED

oneM2M-PRO-2013-0050R02 was AGREED 
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0054R02-Bluetooth description
· Presented by Raymond Forbes (Telefon AB LM Ericsson (ETSI)) 
· Comments and Issues

· It’s just a text pointing to the specifications. If any input available – most welcome.
· 7x1 section :  is there further development ongoing on Bluetooth? 

-> lot of work on conformance testing ongoing, but it’s stable. Need to add a sentence on status.
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0054R02- was NOTED
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0054R03 – was AGREED
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0056R02-Wireless / Radio Metrics Comparison
· Presented by Raymond Forbes (Telefon AB LM Ericsson (ETSI))
· Comments and Issues

· none
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0056R02 AGREED
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0051R01-XMPP Analysis
· Presented by Phil Jacobs (Cisco Systems (ATIS)) 
· Comments and Issues

· none
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0051R01was AGREED
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0059-Consideration for Reliable Delivery Option
· Presented by Nobu Uchida (Qualcomm Japan Inc. (ARIB))
· Comments and Issues

· Service layer level reliable delivery option is proposed
· Clarification needed on the reliable delivery. If delivery is reliable shouldn’t be stored but delivered immediately. Acknowledgement back is needed. There’s a number of impacts.
· Response from the destination if message is delivered, no intermediate responses are needed.
· The flow of the call doesn’t seem correct in the Call flow example. It illustrates only the successful flow. 
· Question for clarification: What is the value of multiple re-checking at intermediate node of content added here? What happens if the message cannot be delivered to receiver 2?
· Is this call flow applicable in the other way (from Infrastructure node to intermediate and Application node)? -> It should apply.

· Requirement: detection of failure of message in a given time. Which time out is a requirement?  Requirements level discussion on reliable acknowledgements is required.
· Requirement needs clarifying 1. Confirm delivery from the far end 2. Hop by hop reliable pass on immediate. 3. Reliable hop by hop for the reliable response is it needed? This slows all three protocols which can be clarified.
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0059-was NOTED. More off-line discussion needed.
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0063-OpenSource_M2M_Bridge (late contribution)

· Presented by Richard Brennan (Telxxis LLC (TIA)) 
· Comments and Issues

· none
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0063-OpenSource_M2M_Bridge - was NOTED
Document oneM2M-TP-2013-0349-Protocol_Analysis_Work_Item_Revision 
· Presented by Philip Jacobs (Cisco Systems Belgium)

· Comments and Issues

· none

· Decisions and Actions

oneM2M-TP-2013-0349 - was supported to go to the TP.
Document oneM2M-TP-2013-0350-Req_Approval_on_target_date_WI0009 
· Presented by Shingo Fujimoto (Fujitsu Ltd. (TTC))
· Comments and Issues

· Decision to move the deadline for the specification to TP12 (July 20140)

· Request is going to the TP. 
· No comments received.

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-TP-2013-0350- was  AGREED 
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0064-Hybrid_Communication_Model 
· Presented by Shingo Fujimoto (Fujitsu Ltd. (TTC))
· Comments and Issues

· Clarification on the Example of the Hybrid System (last slide): web sockets: one line with both arrows, web sockets with asynchronous communication seem incorrect. 
· HTTP-REST is not Restful which is stateless & asychronous. Websockecets may be synchronous.

· Some off-line clarifications needed.

· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0064-Hybrid_Communication_Model was NOTED
Document oneM2M-PRO-2013-0065R03-Protocol_Segments 
· Presented by Philip Jacobs (Cisco Systems Belgium) 
· Comments and Issues

· What are the differences between PS1 and PS2 , why not the same transport protocols? 
· Why can we not allow any protocol on any interface?
· No prohibitions or restrictions at that stage of development – why should we develop any at this point?
· PS5, PS4, PS6 – what’s the difference according to what had been defined so far? 

· Why the transport should be the same? Should be left for decision afterwards.  Picking up one protocol now is dangerous as each one has its own characteristics.
· The diagram doesn’t reflect the change of protocol talking to different nodes  with constraints.
· The concept of protocol statements is very useful. Some reference points are not covered.  Need a protocol segment for Mcn.

· More reference points to be covered as in the diagram.

· In most cases PS1 goes over larger network and  PS2 goes over local area network – could justify different protocols.
· More protocols should be considered.
· Very different deployment scenarios covered are by the figure. The real question is: which are the protocols of interest for members of OneM2M. Check the context in which they could apply. This is more important than the number of protocols.
· No difference seen between PS 3 and PS5.
· PS1 and PS2 are to be sorted at first, the others can come further. Most likely to support more than one option.
· Choosing from the list of candidatures seems still premature before solidifying a portion of Architecture.
· Decisions and Actions
oneM2M-PRO-2013-0065R03-Protocol_Segments  was NOTED
8
Planning for next Meeting(s)
7.3. Proposed Interim meetings between TP#7 and TP#8 (December 09) 

· PRO#7.1 Wednesday – 1:00 pm UTC, October 30 (NA daylight time - EU standard time)

· PRO#7.2 Wednesday – 1:00 pm UTC, November 06 (World on standard time)

· PRO#7.3 Wednesday – 1:00 pm UTC, November 13 (World on standard time)

· PRO#7.4 Wednesday – 1:00 pm UTC, November 20 (World on standard time)

· PRO#7.5 Wednesday – 1:00 pm UTC, November 27 (World on standard time)

8
Any other business
- Explore protocols and their capabilities and provide contribution to WG2
- Think and discuss on which underlying protocols we should create binds to -> Position papers / power points are welcome. 

9
Closure of meeting
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