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Recap - Workload Proof Token

{
"alg": "EdADSA",

"typ": "wpt+jwt"
14
"aud": "https://workload.example.com/path"”,
"exp": 1740755048,
"jti": "0c740386ca1dcad37de1b5f9de1b0705",
"ath": "CL4wjfpRmNf-bdYIbYLnV9d5rMARGwWKYE10wUwzCOjl",
"wth": "aAOW_oFJK7qV7zYhcmzR1KOXVCHjd2x6c4sOQLVEQQY",
"oth": {
"X-Session-Token": "9PA7bUYRfLKSWY8Th78pplCZLDAbN0o9C6mMF8svB9b Tw"
}

}



Since IETF 123

- Document split
- Rework the WPT's oth claim.
- Update the media types.

- "wimse-proof+jwt" => "wpt+jwt"
- Discuss extensibility of WPT.

- Add implementation status section exhausted from
document-split editing work




Discussion - Profile guidance

- Other protocols may want to add claims to scope the context of Workload

Proof Token

- To what extent do we want to make allowances and/or provide guidance for that?

- In how many different ways can we ask if more than audience is really needed?

- Should we recommend that such claims go into the root of payload?

- Or, should we pick/introduce a specific claim that can be a general container for any such
claims?
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