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1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	
	
	
	

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	Source
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	XXX
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	<add others as appropriate>
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Select: Full / Followup / Preliminary
	200y.mm.dd
	Select: F2F / Email / Teleconference
	
	OMA-<type>-<desc>-<version>-200ymmdd-<state>

	
	
	
	
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	2006.08.15
	Y
	All
	Source:  Nortel
Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:


The document is currently using the 2005 RD Template.
Suggested resolution:

Update to the 2006 RD template.
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2006.08.15
	
	4
	Source: Nortel

Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:

The PIOSE RD could benefit from an introductory section on the essence of the Parlay paradigm, including the relations between the 4 major components specified by Parlay, aka:

· Parlay Framework

· Parlay SCS

· Parlay Application

· Enterprise operator admin tool

… and the function available between them (e.g. authentication, authorization, discovery, SLA & access control between the Application & the Framework). Considering the functional overlap between OSE elements like the PE and Parlay component like the Framework, such an overview would shed a better light on the problems at hand.

Suggested resolution:

The introduction to section 5 of the Parlay group whitepaper “Comparing OMA OSE and

Parlay Architectures” (http://www.parlay.org/imwp/idms/popups/pop_download.asp?contentID=5741) would seem a good starting point should we wish to re-use Parlay material (with agreement or copyright notice from the Parlay group).

Alternatively such an introduction could take place as part of the AD (instead of the RD).
	Status: OPEN 



	
	2006.08.15
	
	5.2.7
	Source: Nortel

Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:


What is the model we’d like to promote? In the scenario where the Service Provider has multiple implementations, do we want to leave the choice to the VASP (aka exposing network internals) or leave it to the SP to choose which of his "enablers" (as in OMA enabler or Parlay/X-enabled platform) shall render the service (aka preserve encapsulation of the SP domain)? 
Leaving it to the SP allows him to modify its internal preferences as to which “enabler” (as in OMA enabler or Parlay/X-enabled platform) to leverage based on the VASP and/or the application.

Suggested resolution:

Reword into: “The Service Provider has the freedom to select the type of the component he wishes to use to realize the service of the VASP.”
	Status: OPEN 

	
	2006.08.15
	
	6.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:


ParlayinOSE-FUNC-008 appears redundant with ParlayinOSE-FUNC-004

Suggested resolution:

Remove ParlayinOSE-FUNC-008 from Table 1 and keep ParlayinOSE-FUNC-004.
	Status: OPEN

	
	2006.08.15
	
	6.1
	Source: Nortel

Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:


The current wording of the requirement (A selection mechanism MUST be supported) seems to imply an architectural bias towards implementing a selection component and differs in its form from the other HLFRs in Table 1.
Suggested resolution:

Reword as: “The ParlayinOSE enabler MUST specify how to select between logically equivalent OSE and Parlay/OSA components in case the requestor doesn't indicate the type of component that is expected to service the request.”
	Status: OPEN

	
	2006.08.15
	
	6.1.4
	Source: Nortel

Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:


The wording of ParlayinOSE-USAB-1 is not very clear.
Suggested resolution:

Reword as: “The ParlayinOSE enabler MUST specify how and under which conditions using or not Parlay in the OSE does affect or not the user experience.”.

Ultimately, the goal is for PIOSE enabler NOT to modify the user experience but it would be interesting to take note of the conditions where it DOES affect the user experience and in which manner (the modification might be acceptable if its introduction is an improvement).
	Status: OPEN 

	
	2006.08.15
	
	
	Source: Nortel

Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:


The wording of ParlayinOSE-USAB-2 is not very clear.
Suggested resolution:

Reword as: “The ParlayinOSE enabler MUST specify how and under which conditions the fact that Parlay is used or not in the OSE does impact or not enabler usage and exposure to third parties.”.

Ultimately, the goal is for PIOSE enabler NOT to modify the enabler usage and exposure to third parties but it would be interesting to take note of the conditions where it DOES affect those aspects and in which manner (the modification might be acceptable if its introduction is an improvement).
	Status: OPEN 

	
	2006.08.15
	
	6.1.5
	Source: Nortel

Form: OMA-RD-ParlayinOSE-V1_0_0-20060711-D_NN_Comments.doc
Nortel comment:


The wording of ParlayinOSE-INTOP-001 is not very clear and seems to contradict stated intent of the introduction of the RD to focus on OSE leveraging Parlay / Parlay components.
Suggested resolution:

Nortel suggest replacing the current interoperability requirement as follows: “The ParlayinOSE enabler MUST NOT prevent the interoperability and/or interworking with other enablers (aka non-OSE or non-Parlay realized) and/or frameworks or infrastructure.” in line with the wording used in the IMSinOMA RD document.

On a separate note, what is the intent of the interoperability requirement as currently expressed in the RD? It seems to be willing to say that the PIOSE enabler intends to specify how and under which conditions an OMA enabler might be implemented inside a Parlay-enabled service environment. If it is so, the current ParlayinOSE-INTOP-001 seems in contradiction with the stated intent of the RD as expressed in the introduction is to focus “on determining the requirements for how the OSE could take advantage of Parlay/OSA components”.
	Status: OPEN 
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