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Motorola comments on SOAP SS’s

(1) Stating support literal encoding in current versions

(2) The SOAP/XML must be WS-I basic profile compliant. (Assuming that Ericsson can verify this). 

(3) It would be preferred if the payloads were defined in the “abstract” approach, that is complex types and for each complex type an element is declared.  (This is an argument made earlier, and from an extensibility perspective, it is a better approach.)

(4) Specification of XPath as the filter language is good, however, to be really useful XPath must be combined with Xpointer and XLink.

(5) All references to SOAP as an acronym must be removed.  SOAP is no longer an acronym (In SOAP 1.0 and 1.1 it was, in SOAP 1.2 it is not.)

(6) We should be using SOAP 1.2, it is the latest approved version and has some much need refinements and improvements over SOAP 1.1 – some :

· Many interoperability issues in SOAP/1.1 were caused by ambiguities in the processing model: scope of the mustUnderstand attribute in the processing of a message, processing done by intermediaries, etc. In the process of evaluating SOAP/1.1, the XML Protocol Working Group discovered and addressed around 400 issues in order to make the SOAP Version 1.2 and its processing model robust and unambiguous.

· Both the SOAP Version 1.2 specification and SOAP Version 1.2 implementations were tested with a test collection resulting in a comprehensive implementation report.

· SOAP Version 1.2 brings better interoperability thanks to a clarified processing model, comprehensive review, and testing.

· SOAP Version 1.2 is based on the XML Information Set. This is a significant change. A SOAP Version 1.2 message is specified as an Infoset which is carried from one SOAP node to another. While SOAP/1.1 was based on XML 1.0 serialization, SOAP 1.2 places no restriction about how the Infoset is transported. It could be using HTTP and an XML 1.0 serialization, or a completely different means. SOAP Version 1.2 processors are agnostic to this. This allows for compression, optimization, and other performance gains

· The power of SOAP Version 1.2 comes from its extensibility model. The SOAP/1.1 model has been reworked and formalized as features and properties that can be expressed either in the SOAP envelope or via the underlying protocol binding, making SOAP Version 1.2 very flexible and making it take advantage of any feature that the underlying protocol would be providing. SOAP Version 1.2 has better, more formalized extensibility.

· WSDL 1.2 will be based on SOAP 1.2.

(7) Repeated definitions of Generic IRP on a per xxxIRP SOAP SS is not considered to be appropriate – examples on how to circumvent this may be found in:

· http://docs.oasis-open.org/wsn/wsn-ws_brokered_notification-1.3-spec-pr-02.pdf --> see section 2 for feasible example

· “Web Services Business Activity Framework (WS-BusinessActivity)” - mandates the direct reuse of constructs defined in WS-Coordination

· “Web Services Resource Lifetime (WS-ResourceLifetime)” - see section 6, for another examples

