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1 Reason for Contribution

Document OMA-GSSM-2006-0045R01-INP_GSSM_and_Business_Processes and OMA-GSSM-2006-0046-INP_How_do_GSSM_and_PE_relate is uploaded.
2 Summary of Contribution

This contribution provides comments to 0045R01 and 0046.
3 Detailed Proposal

3.1 Comments to OMA-GSSM-2006-0045R01-INP_GSSM_and_Business_Processes
3.1.1 Section 3.1 – 3.3
1. GSSM does not cover subscriber management/manipulation. It is subscription management.
2. GSSM does not cover authentication. 
3. GSSM manages subscription profile (or a set of data that comply with subscription data model). There should be some data that related to provisioning, authorization, and charging. However generally GSSM does not need to define or manage any “flow” or “process”. 
4. GSSM is mainly a foreground/realtime enabler. It is not a background/non-realtime enabler (like OSPE). Therefore generally it does not define or manage back-office business process, like setting/configuration of service price, or CRM. 
3.1.2 Section 3.4

1. Authorization is not only determined by subscription. However, the subscription validation result can be used for authorization.
2. GSSM does not intercept service requests, therefore does not introduces any policies to control them like PE. Instead, GSSM provide interfaces for subscription validation. PE can go to GSSM for getting a subscription validation result for enforcing its intercepting service requests according to Service Provider’s policy, or do not contact GSSM is the Service Provider allows to do so. Anyway, the function of GSSM does not have anything to do with the policies preset by Service Provider and executed/enforced by PE.
3. As mentioned above, GSSM does not define or directly concern with back-office business process, including setting the price/rate of a service. However, providing service usage rate for a subscriber is a realtime function requirement of GSSM. We do not prevent GSSM of providing rating/charging information for service usage at any condition.
3.1.3 Section 3.6 and 3.7

1. The first 3 items of the proposal is:

“We recommend that the group considers agreeing to explicitly limit the scope to:

· Interfaces to access subscription data

· Interfaces to manipulate subscription data

· Interface to provision subscription data”
which we think is intend to limit GSSM scope to something like an enhanced database. However, GSSM is not a database, but a self-contained logical set of functions and interfaces that satisfies service subscription management use cases and requirements. The requirements does not focus on access/manipulation data, but from application’s perspective, e.g.,  subscribing to a service, unsubscribing from a service, evaluate the service requests with an existing subscription and conforming the subscription preference as a “right” request (i.e. subscription evaluation). 
2. The last item of the proposal is:

· Other functions that are of interest to the members but do not introduce business processes flows (incompatibility with TMF) and do not overlap with functions provided by other enablers 9per OSE principles).
As we discussed in WID, one of the most important objectives of defining GSSM is to avoid silo-like design and implementations for service subscription management related functions. We should define GENERAL service subscription management functions in OSE, being aware that some enablers have begun to define subscription management functions separately, which may have overlap with GSSM functions.
3.2 Comments to OMA-GSSM-2006-0046-INP_How_do_GSSM_and_PE_relate
The contribution reads: “The PE component was envisioned to intercept incoming and outgoing messages for an OSE”. We fully agree with that. PE is a component that intercepts any service/messages request for executing and enforcing Service Provider’s policy for protecting the in-domain resources from unauthorized/invalid requests.
While considering GSSM, it is not a policy execution/enforcement component; it will NEVER intercept any service requests in an OSE. Instead, the intercepting component (PE) can delegate to GSSM as a resource for determining the evaluation result of a policy. As an example, the Service Provider will set a policy like this: “Any service requests from 3rd party service provider domain to the end user will be checked if there is a subscription exists”. In this case, while PE intercepts a service request, it checks if it comes from 3rd party service provider domain. If the answer is yes, PE will go to GSSM asking if there is a service subscription exists. When get a positive answer, the PE will forward the service request to target resources; otherwise the request is blocked or rejected.
By subscription validation, it means the process when GSSM receives a subscription validation requests, it checks if there is an existing subscription, if the service request is happened in the right time and right condition that is consistent to the subscription preference and/or service usage constraints saved in the service subscription profile, and then return necessary indications for the checking result. It may be one of the step or actions for getting result of authorization decision.

With above consideration, requirements HLF 8/9/13 is of the basic functions provided by GSSM, and they do not conflict with any functions provided by PE, and is necessary requirements that may provide support for authorization. Therefore, HLF 8/9/13 should not be removed.
3.3 The way forward

We propose to get a clearer understanding on the location on where that PE and GSSM (and maybe other entities) stand in order to get an agreement on what GSSM should be on.
In the following figure, PE is the policy evaluation/enforcement point, while GSSM is a common function, which is one of the policy decision points that PE will delegate to for obtaining the necessary indication and information for policy evaluation. GSSM provide basic functions like service subscription manipulation and validation in order to satisfy the requirement.
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5 Recommendation

We recommend GSSM group agree on the analysis of Section 3, and get an agreement on the relationship between PE and GSSM (and maybe other common functions in OSE, like GPM) based on section 3.3, so that a contribution to RD document describing and clarifying that would be possible.
We also recommend GSSM group note document 0045R01 and 0046.
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