Doc# OMA-LS_0022-Reply-to-Parlay-on-OSE-and-PEEM-V1_0-20050426-A[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance




Liaison Statement

Doc# OMA-LS_0022-Reply-to-Parlay-on-OSE-and-PEEM-V1_0-20050426-A
Liaison Statement



Liaison Statement

	Title:
	OMA Architecture Working Group response to the Parlay Liaison on OSE and PEEM 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 Confidential LS


	Date:
	25 Apr 2005

	To:
	The Parlay Board of Directors

	Response to:
	Reply to OMA Liaisons on OSE and PEEM presented in OMA-ARC-2005-0135-ILS-Reply-to-OMA-Liaisons-on-OSE-and-PEEM

	Source:
	Architecture Working Group of the Open Mobile Alliance

	Send Replies to:
	OMA Architecture Working Group, via
OMA-LIAISON@mail.openmobilealliance.o rg 

	Contact(s):
	Richard Stretch, BT Group PLC. richard.stretch@bt.com
Stéphane H. Maes, Oracle Corporation PH: +1-203-300-7786

stephane.maes@oracle.com  

Mark Pozefsky, IBM, Ph: +1-919-254-6051

poz@us.ibm.com

	Attachments:
	N/A


1 Overview

The OMA Architecture WG wishes to thank the Parlay Group for replying to the OMA liaisons on the OSE Architecture, and PEEM Requirements specifications and providing comments and questions. 
The purpose of this liaison is to answer the questions and comments in the liaison reply from the Parlay Group. 
2 Proposal

The numbering of the answers and feedback refers to the numbering in the original reply liaison from Parlay.

2.1 Answers to comments to OMA-Service_Environment-V1_0-20040907-A
	1
	Comment
	Sec 1; Page 5; 1st Para
	The OMA-Dictionary-V2_1-20040914-A does not contain a definition for ‘Service Provider’. Is there any possibility of confusion or conflict between OMA and Parlay understandings of this term?




Response: 

Service providers are owner of enablers that are made available to others. Examples of Service Providers include: network operators, content providers, MVNOs, enterprises.

	11
	Comment
	Sec 5.1.4; Page 13; 4th para
	Confirm that the function describing enabler registration with discovery enabler is consistent with the role supported by the Parlay Framework.




Response: 

We are in the beginning of developing a discovery enabler at OMA. We believe that it is and should be consistent with Parlay FW views. Figure 4 of the OSE document abstractly describes how such an enabler could be used; we believe it is consistent with the Parlay FW.

	13
	Question
	Sec 5.3; Page 17; final para
	The figure shows I0 above the particular technology binding, does this mean that there are multiple I0’s for different technology bindings to the same enabler?

To date contradictory views have been expressed on this within Parlay companies.




Response: 

An I0 describes abstractly the set of information data / messages that are exchanged with the enabler. An I0 is technology independent and bound to a particular technology only when realized. So, for example, an I0 might be described using UML / IDL and its web service or Java realization would be a particular binding. So one I0 interface can have multiple possible bindings for it (and still be considered the same interface).

2.2 Answers to comments to OMA-RD-Execution_Policy_Enforcement_Management-V1_0-20040928-D
	4
	Question
	Sec 5.1; Page 15
	Although Informative, the typical use case describes the PEEM proxy pattern only rather than the callable PEEM. Is this an indication of a typical/preferred usage pattern for PEEM?




Response: 

This is actually something that has been fixed in the approved PEEM RD (OMA-RD-Policy_Evaluation_Enforcement_Management-V1_0-20050112-C). We expect that PEEM is equally useful and expected to be deployed in callable and proxy mode. 

	8
	Comment
	Sec 5.2.5; Page 19
	Both User A and 3rd Party service identity is established. Is there not also a need to establish identity of user B, particularly if an alias is being used?

Likewise for 5.3.5




Response: 

We do not know the exact meaning of “establish identity” in the comment but in this case one does not need to authenticate B. Indeed for this use case, we believe that for user B, we solely need to 

1) have an identifier for user B (without need to authenticate B)

2) be able to use that information to query information about user B (e.g., his/her location) and interact with user B (e.g., send him a message)

	18
	Question
	Sec 5.8.7; Page 40
	1st Bullet, 2nd sub-bullet. Is delegation only supported by a Proxy PEEM or can callable PEEM also support this use case?




Response: 

In the RD, it is assumed that PEEM does not need to be able to perform most of the actions (e.g authentication and charging) of the specific policies.  In general, PEEM performs such tasks by delegating to other enablers, regardless how the PEEM implementation is deployed or invoked (via a call to PEEM or as a proxy).

	19
	Comment
	Sec 5.9; Page 40
	Enabler Composition: Composition as described is understood from the perspective of the user, however the composition itself appears to be under the control of the 3rd party service provider and not the PEEM as shown in the sequence in 5.9.5. Strictly speaking is the PEEM or the 3rd party performing the enabler composition.




Response: 

PEEM is the composition engine. PEEM is in the SP domain (the SP role in this case is taken by the Network Operator), in this case, the operator domain. Based on the policies, PEEM invokes multiple enablers for the single “Game Play” request.

	20
	Comment
	Sec 5.10.8; Page 47
	Parlay supports the register and discover use case outlined, through the defined Framework specified. However in the description of point 1 suggests information for accessing Framework and enabler is offline, whereas the Parlay Framework supports on-line mechanisms for accessing and in particular registering and discovering enablers. 




Response: 

Use case 5.10 describes online registration as main the flow. 5.10.8 is a possible alternative for discovering the interfaces of the exposed enablers that would not use an online discovery mechanism. Notice that the 5.10.5 – 6 and -7 are online cases. These cases are also consistent with the different cases described in figure 4 of the OSE where one case is also offline. Even if this case is not supported by Parlay, we believe that it is fully compatible with web services deployments. Anyway, it is not necessary for Parlay to support all possible discovery techniques.
	24
	Comment
	Sec 6.2; Page 53
	Bullet 23. PEEM MUST NOT specify additional mechanisms for registration and discovery.

In this context does the OSA Framework contradict this PEEM requirement ?




Response: 

This requirement means that PEEM must be able to work with existing registration and discovery mechanisms (like OSA), and MUST NOT introduce new requirements on these that would prevent their immediate use.
3 Requested Action(s)

Parlay Borad of Directors to distribute to all appropriate members of the Parlay Group for review and further feedback as necessary.

4 Conclusion

The OMA Architecture Working Group wishes to thank the Parlay Group for reviewing and commenting on the PEEM RD and OSE. Furthermore the OME Architecture Working Group looks forward to a continued dialogue and cooperation on these matters. Finally the OMA Architecture Working Group wishes to thank the Parlay Group and Board of Directors for their kind consideration of this liaison.
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