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1 Introduction

The 29.240 specification aligns the GUP Rp and Rg interface with the Data Service Template framework defined by Liberty Alliance.

The Liberty Alliance specifications are protocol and implementation agnostic. Interfaces are defined in terms of abstract messages. Bindings to protocols are described, usually through “profile” definitions.

In particular, Liberty Alliance DOES NOT mandate SOAP. SOAP is just one possible binding. Note also that this does not contradict in any way GUP “web services” architecture. Web services are defined using WSDL definitions, for which SOAP is one possible binding.

It is important that in 29.240, we keep this independence.
First, because this is in the spirit of Liberty Alliance.
Second because it is not clear that SOAP will be the best binding on mobile networks. Previous contributions have identified performance issues due to the verbosity of XML in the context of SOAP messages.
Third, because it permits to define new bindings that may be more appropriate for some specific usage scenarios.

As a consequence, normative references to SOAP in 29.240 should be removed (e.g. mention on SOAP headers, etc.). A SOAP binding for the messages and interfaces should be added.

As an example, we consider a query message from the idswf-soap-binding specification. We fist show the  message described using the SOAP binding and then show how it could be described using a different binding (HTTP+XML). 

SOAP binding:

<S:Envelope xmlns:s="http://schemas.xmlsoap.o rg/soap/envelope/" 



xmlns:idpp="urn:liberty:id-sis-pp:2003-08">

  <S:Header>

<!-- other header blocks, eg wsse:security, may go here -->

    <Correlation S:mustUnderstand="1" id="A13454...245" 




 actor="http://schemas.../next"



 messageID="uuid:efefefef-aaaa-ffff-cccc-eeeeffffbb bb" 

           timestamp="2112-03-15T11:12:12Z"/>

      <Provider providerID="example.com"




affiliationID="affiliation.example.com"




S:mustUnderstand="1"




id="A9kendan...542"




actor="http://schemas.../next"/ >

<!-- other header blocks, eg wsse:security, may go here -->

  </S:Header>

  <S:Body>

    <idpp:Query>this is the query</idpp:Query>

  </S:Body>

</S:Envelope>
Here is another way to do it using just HTTP and XML

GET xxxxx HTTP/1.0

Content-type: text/xml

Provider: 

providerID="example.com";affiliationID="affiliation.example.com";S:mustUnderstand="1";id="A9kendan...542"

actor="http://schemas.../next"
Correlation: S:mustUnderstand="1" 

id="A13454...245";actor="http://schemas.../next";

messageID="uuid:efefefef-aaaa-ffff-cccc-eeeeffffbbbb";timestamp="2112-03-15T11:12:12Z"

Content-length: 1234

<idpp:Query>this is the query</idpp:Query>

The new bindings carry the exact same information, defined by the abstract messages and headers. Only they syntactic description is different. Also note that the second binding is more concise.

2 Proposal

We propose that:

· normative references to SOAP be removed from the interface descriptions in 29.240.

· a normative SOAP binding (and maybe others) be defined in the Annex
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