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GGF Intellectual Property Policy
All statements related to the activities of the GGF and addressed to the GGF are 
subject to all provisions of Appendix B of GFD-C.1, which grants to the GGF and its 
participants certain licenses and rights in such statements. Such statements include 
verbal statements in GGF meetings, as well as written and electronic communications 
made at any time or place, which are addressed to any GGF working group or portion 
thereof,

Where the GFSG knows of rights, or claimed rights, the GGF secretariat shall attempt 
to obtain from the claimant of such rights, a written assurance that upon approval by 
the GFSG of the relevant GGF document(s), any party will be able to obtain the right to 
implement, use and distribute the technology or works when implementing, using or 
distributing technology based upon the specific specification(s) under openly specified, 
reasonable, non-discriminatory terms. The working group or research group proposing 
the use of the technology with respect to which the proprietary rights are claimed may 
assist the GGF secretariat in this effort. The results of this procedure shall not affect 
advancement of document, except that the GFSG may defer approval where a delay 
may facilitate the obtaining of such assurances. The results will, however, be recorded 
by the GGF Secretariat, and made available. The GFSG may also direct that a 
summary of the results be included in any GFD published containing the specification. 
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Future Work Proposal

• Supporting Agreement for Web Services
- Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) for managing Web 

Services
- Resource claiming in Web Services
- Further alignment of agreement with the Web Services 

Stack
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Key Performance Indicator (KPI) for Web Services

Issue: Define commonly (expected to be) used KPIs for web 
services

?KPIs and their semantics must be well-defined in order to use in 
agreements for web services

?a small set will cover commonly used scenarios
?applicable to all web services
?use of agreement, i.e., customization based on client input is important for 
configuring services   

?Performance (Example KPIs)
•Average response time

Parameters: averaging window, unit, measurement point
• Percentile response time

Parameters: Additionally Percentile target
• Throughput

Parameters: Window, unit

?Resiliency (Example KPIs)
• Availability

Parameters: window

• Maximum down time
Parameter: unit 
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Claiming and Agreement Reference
• Issue: 

- How to claim a service against an agreement, e.g., in a 
SOAP service call?

• Objective:
- Common specification of reference to an agreement, i.e., define 

agreement token
• Use of web services security 

- Can be used for other purposes, such as reporting on agreements

Agreement
Factory

Agreement
Initiator

Agreement
@ A-EPR

ServiceClient

CreateAgreement(O)
A-EPR

Service(A-Token)

A-Token
Check(A-Token)

getResourceProperties()
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Further alignment of agreement with the Web 
Services Stack
Issue: Embrace emerging web services stack for further alignment
for defining Agreement for web services 

• WS-Metadata Exchange – for discovering service capabilities and 
customization policies, 

• WS-Policy – for expression of customization policies and other service 
configuration policies


