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1 Reason for Contribution

OMA-ARC-2006-0419R01-INP_PIOSE_context_diagram was submitted
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution provides comments to OMA-ARC-2006-0419R01-INP_PIOSE_context_diagram.
3 Detailed Proposal

3.1 Comments to first figure and text
3.1.1 Parlay (X) API Enabler Implementation

The notion of enabler has an OMA definition relating to OMA specifications. In the OSE, an enabler implementation is defined and amounts essentially to implementing an OMA enabler.

The notion of other enablers or Parlay enabler has not been defined. The notion of such implementation has not been defined either.

The current PIOSE architecture uses the notion of Parlay X API implementation and Parlay API implementation, which again loosely means something that implements these APIs.

If we introduce the term enabler at the same level of OMA enabler we must define what it means. It certainly does not mean (yet?) and OMA specification.

3.1.2 Way forward

We need to remove the term enabler or generalize the definition of enabler. 

Another possibility (our preference) would be to define an enabler implementation as a reusable piece of code that implement an specific functionality useful to expose within the OSE to other resource via a northbound interface. For this “generalize” concept the northbound interface is also I0 and may exist with different bindings.

Definition to be agreed and added or enabler is to be removed from text and figure (figure 2 in text of 419R01).

3.2 Other comments to Section 5.3

3.2.1 Comment 1
We do not understand the sentence “It takes the IMSinOMA logical architecture [IMSinOMA] without detailing the I2 interfaces”.  We do not agree that it takes the IMSinOMA logical architecture without the I2 interface. It takes the OSE architecture and adds to it the Parlay API (enabler) implementation and Parlay X APIs (enabler) implementation. There is no need to have this in any way relate dto IMSinOMA. It is compatible with IMSinOMA.

3.2.2 Way forward

Remove the sentence.

3.2.3 Comment 2

We do not understand the text: “For the Parlay X APIs and Parlay APIs Enabler Implementations the I0 interface can expose Parlay X APIs or an appropriate realization of Parlay APIs. Parlay/OSA standards can be part of the Enabler Implementation of solutions using the OMA architecture by defining technology neutral specifications for application interface standards”
By definition it seems to us that a Parlay X API (enabler) implementation DOES or MUST expose Parlay X API as I0 / northbound interfaces. A similar comment applies to the Parlay API (enabler) implementations. 

3.2.4 Way forward

State: “For the Parlay X APIs and Parlay APIs Enabler Implementations the I0 interface exposes Parlay X APIs or an appropriate realization of Parlay APIs.
3.2.5 Comment 3

We do not understand the text: “Parlay/OSA standards can be part of the Enabler Implementation of solutions using the OMA architecture by defining technology neutral specifications for application interface standards”
This seems to mix multiple notions: 
· That Parlay (X) API (enabler) implementation do not imply the use of Parlay SCS in the network and may be technology neutral

· That OMA enabler could ruse Parlay (X) APIs as northbound I0 interfaces.

3.2.6 Way forward

It is not clear. We recommend dropping the sentence. The first bullet above is obvious per the architecture. The second bullet can be discussed elsewhere.

3.2.7 Comment 4

Regarding the text:
“The I2 type of interfaces shown in the figure 2 represent a wide variety of functionalities and capabilities that are standardized by 3GPP and 3GPP2 such as for example the IMS interfaces described in [IMSinOMA].The Parlay /OSA Resources represents I2 interfaces in the PIOSE context and are available as 3GPP OSA standards specifying interfaces for access to network capabilities independent of network type or implementation.”
Parlay specification are published by more than just 3GPP. 

There are no reasons to call out explicitly [IMSinOMA] or redefine I2.  I2 is perfectly well defined in the OSE specifications.

3.2.8 Way forward

Rephrase to just state that when deployed on a network that expose / supports Parlay /OSA Resources (SCS), these resources are considered to be used as I2 interface and refer to the OSE for a definition.
Separate the rest of the paragraph as a separate paragraph.

3.2.9 Comment 5

Regarding:

“The Figure 3 below depicts the logical functional view of Parlay/ OSA resources, which can be deployed in different physical forms such as e.g. OSA/Parlay  Gateways and SCSs. One of the Parlay/OSA SCSs is called the Parlay/OSA Framework, and is always present, one per network. This is further discussed in [OSA]. 


Figure 3 – Logical view of Parlay / OSA Resources 

The set of Parlay X APIs are listed in [Parlay X: Common] and the set of Parlay APIs in [Parlay: Overview].”
This text seems out of context. It explains Parlay. 

3.2.10 Way forward

If the group wants to have an introduction to Parlay, this should be in a completely separate section (e.g. introduction instead of architecture) or appendix. It seems that document OMA-ARC-2006-0422R01 propsoes such sections. Therefore this text should be put there or remove.
3.2.11 Comment 6

Regarding:

“The Figure 2 PIOSE context diagram shows that OMA enablers can expose Parlay interfaces (I0) without requiring to be implemented on Parlay/OSA Resources.”

We agree with this statement but it does note explain the logical architecture

3.2.12 Way forward

This text should be moved to an implication or analysis section.

3.2.13 Comment 6

Regarding:

“The enabler exposure of an interface I0”

Which enabler?

3.2.14 Way forward

This should also be moved to another section as for proposal in section 3.2.12. We should also qualify the notion of enabler and if this is a statement about OMA enabler or Parlay (X) API enabler implementation or something else.

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

We recommend that the WG accepts contribution OMA-ARC-2006-0419R02-INP_PIOSE_context_diagram that implements the way forward sections proposed in the present document.
Otherwise OMA-ARC-2006-0419R01-INP_PIOSE_context_diagram should not be accepted but instead further discussed.
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