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2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-AD-OSPE-V1_0-20060725-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Edit
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	General
	Source: Lucent 
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

As a general practice, it may be advised to fully spell out a name, and follow it by its acronym the first time it is being used (and only the first time). Examples to the contrary occur starting with Section 1, but may be found elsewhere.

e.g. RD should be spelled out; acronyms for OSPE, SLT, LCM should be included in the Scope section, etc …
	Status: CLOSED
fully spell out a name, and follow it by its acronym the first time it is being used 

Agreed

	002
	20 Aug 2006
	
	1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

1st. paragraph, 1st. sentence – no content. Suggest to delete sentence: 

“The scope of the OMA Service Provider Environment (OSPE) architecture document is to define the architecture for the OMA Service Provider Environment enabler”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	003
	20 Aug 2006
	
	1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

2nd paragraph, 2nd  sentence: 
“The relationship between each of the OSPE entities and the interfaces which are used for cooperation to fulfil the requirements from OSPE-RD are described”

Suggest to delete:
: “ which are used for cooperation” 
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	004
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	1
	Source: Lucent
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Third paragraph:
Replace identify with identifies in sentence:

“The OSPE focuses on Life Cycle Management, Service Level Tracing, and Service Model Management and identify corresponding OSPE I0 interfaces.”
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 008


	005
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

2nd paragraph, 2nd  sentence:
Correct spelling error: “fulfill”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	006
	15 Aug 2006
	
	1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

2nd paragraph, 1st.  sentence
Suggest replacing “entities” with “components” within the sentence:
 “This document provides the architecture and functional entities description for OMA Service Provider Environment”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	007
	15 Aug 2006
	
	1
	Source: CMCC
Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

2nd paragraph, 2nd.  sentence
Suggest replacing “entities” with “components” within the sentence:
 “The relationship between each of the OSPE entities and..”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	008
	20 Aug 2006
	
	1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Last sentence
“The OSPE focuses on Life Cycle Management, Service Level Tracing, and Service Model Management and identify corresponding OSPE I0 interfaces
- suggest to delete:
 “and identify corresponding OSPE I0 interfaces”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	009
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc


We don’t seem to have a definition for Life Cycle Management – we need one.

Proposal: add a definition for LCM.

 


	Status: CLOSED
 Agreed that LCM definition is needed. AI to John-Luc to investigate whether the  proposed text originates from the RD.
Answer: no exact definition in RD (see OMA-ARC-2006-0290R01-INP_OSPE_ADRR_issue_9)
AI closed.

agreed changes :
Life Cycle Management

“The sequence of steps of deployment (including download, installation, configuration, activation, and publishing), update (including download, installation, and activation), and removal/withdrawal of services and components”
Align section 5 with the LCM definition:

AD Section 5, 1st bullet:
Replace:
“Life Cycle Management 
OSPE will support automated deployment (including configuration, installation, activation, publishing) and removal/withdrawal of components, applications and services”
With:
“OSPE will support Life Cycle Management of components and services”
Agreed with updates  

	010
	20 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Do we need a definition of “life cycle” (since we define tracing)?
	Status:  CLOSED

No change


	011
	20 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

 Attribute Qualifier definition:

“An optional annotation, which is semantically understood by specific applications.  The annotation indicates specific usage or functional roles.”


-suggest to delete: 
“semantically”

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	012
	15 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Component definition: 
“A replaceable/reusable unit on which LCM operations can be performed.”

Suggest to replace it with:
“A replaceable/reusable unit that is responsible for a particular set of functionality and associated information. A component forms part or all of an enabler. [OMA-DICT]”

	Status: CLOSED

AI to Juan to verify if replacing the definition as suggested will have any impact on the AD

Answer is No - AI closed

It was clarified that the change has no further impact on the AD

Suggestion
Agreed

	013
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

In definition for OMA Service Provider Environment  , i.e.
 “A system that consists of applications, multiple Resources, and standardized Components that are used to construct end-user services. Examples of an OSPE may include an Enterprise network, Mobile network, or Third Party Service Provider”
- the term application and the term component seem to be used redundantly, since resources as per OMA-Dict, includes applications and components:

“Proposal:

A) Remove “applications” and “standardized components” 
B) OR, alternatively,  avoid using “resources” – and instead use “enablers” and any other category otherwise needed, but not currently included in the text.

See also ID 014 and 015
	Status: CLOSED
Proposal A 
Agreed 


	014
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

In definition for OMA Service Provider Environment, the term “standardized Components” is used. The term “standardized Component” is not defined, but “Component” is. 

Proposal:

Pending resolution of previous comment, if there is a difference, we need a definition for “standardized Component”; if there is no difference, then we should fix here (and everywhere else such a term is used) to use just “component” instead.
	Status:  CLOSED
Dependency to next IBM comment

Resolved by ID 013

No action

	015
	20 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

OMA Service  Provider Environment definition 
Suggest to 
1) delete “multiple”, and 
2) to  replace “standardized Components” with “enabler implementations”
	Status:  CLOSED
Proposal 1 Agreed.

Proposal 2 not agreed
resolved by ID 013

	016
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source Lucent: 
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

“Provisioning” definition (The mechanism to support life cycle of Components. This can be achieved by specifying standard Component interfaces to handle aspects such as installation, configuration, administration, versioning, etc.) could be improved.

a) First sentence. Since “Provisioning” may be a candidate for OMA-Dict (or it may already exist in OMA-Dict) – OSPE needs to decide whether to qualify this term here with “component” in front of it, or to make the 1st sentence text more generally applicable.

b) 2nd sentence shows “ways” this  can be achieved – maybe a better wording could be more appropriate for a definition ?

See also ID 017
	Status: CLOSED
Suggested improvement not agreed. AI to Juan with Michael to verify the essence of a new  Provisioning definition.

Suggested new Provisioning definition to include  in the AD replacing the existing one:

“Provisioning: The process of setting data (e.g. user data, service subscription data, installation and configuration data, etc).”
Agreed
AI closed


	017
	20 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Provisioning definition. 
This is not a definition of what provisioning is. Is it perhaps “setting of configuration parameters”?
	Status:  CLOSED
No change

Resolved with ID 016



	018
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

“Resource” definition.

a) do we need 2 definitions, from 2 different sources, and why ? This seems to make it more confusing.

b) Don’t we have “resource” yet defined in OMA-Dict ? If yes, we should use that definition.

See also ID 019
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed to redraft existing definition:

1) Adopt  the [OSE AD] def part with add ”physical” before “element” and delete ref. [OSE AD] 

2) Delete the [OSE-RD] definition part

.
“A resource is any physical element, component, enabler, function or application that can receive and process requests. A Resource is an abstract concept that represents a capability, e.g. a network element, in a Service Provider’s domain ”

Redrafted text
Agreed



	019
	15 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest for Resource definition the removal of the [OSPE-RD] definition (use the [OSE AD] one). 

Delete:

“Resources represent physical and non-physical components used to construct Services. They are drawn from the Application, Computing and Network domains, and include, for example, Network Elements, software, IT systems, and technology components [OSPE-RD]”


	Status:  CLOSED
Resolved with ID 018



	020
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Suggest for Service Attribute definition:
“An attribute that represents an atomic or compound data element associate with the service. A Service Attribute can have zero or more Attribute Qualifiers”

Suggest to delete 
“An attribute that represents” (has no content) and correct misspellings - associated
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	021
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	3.2
	Source: Lucent
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Service Attribute definition

 “associated” instead of “associate” in:

“An attribute that represents an atomic or compound data element associate with the service. A Service Attribute can have zero or more Attribute Qualifiers.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	022
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Questions: 
1)Should “Service Deployment Instance” definition include also the aspects of de-installation of a service ? No


Also, is an “upgrade” - as opposed to “replacement” -  considered a complete new instance? (otherwise, upgrade aspects should also be included in the definition) .
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed to redraft existing “Service Deployment Instance”definition:

Redraft:

“Representation of the aspects associated with the lifecycle (e.g. from the service installation to the final tests and service activation, and component upgrades) of a service in an OMA Service Provider Environment, according to its Service Model”.
Agreed

	023
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

In SLT definition, the term “service chain” is used, but not defined.


Proposal: describe differently in SLT definition or provide a definition for “service chain”.

See also ID 024
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed to redraft existing “Service Level Tracing”definition:

Redraft:

“Service Level Tracing is the ability to capture and log all relevant information at each Component participating in the execution of a specific service,, that is initiated either by an end user or a Component.”
Agreed



	024
	20 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Service Level Tracing:
 Do we need  a definition for “service chain” ?
	Status:  CLOSED
Resolved with ID 023 

	025
	20 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Service Life Cycle definition 

Suggest  to replace “process” with “set of steps”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	026
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Service Model definition
 uses redundantly terms applications, components – given that they are included in the definition of resource.

Proposal: either enumerate all needed, and remove resources, or keep resources, remove all others.

Also editorial – remove any unnecessary “and”.
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed to update existing definition instead:

Agreed text update::

“A structured representation of services, Resources, and their interrelations, Inherent Attributes, and Service Attributes for a given service.”

Agreed

	027
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent 
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Question: 
We are talking occasionally about component LCM (I think) – do we need a definition for “Component Life Cycle” (similar to “Service Life Cycle”) ? 
See also ID  046
CMCC suggested split into  Service  LCM and Component LCM for Life Cycle Management description in section 5
	Status: CLOSED
Answer: Yes, definition needed

Agreed to define new  definition: “Component Life Cycle”:
Add a new definition to AD:
Component Life Cycle:

“The set of steps a component goes through from idea, to creation, to intoduction in the Service, to retirement (when a component is removed from the Service).”
Agreed


	028
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Service Subscription Provisioning Correct spelling error: “fulfill”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	029
	15 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

 Tracing definition
suggest to replace “tracing of Component” with “capturing and recording runtime information and actions at a component”.

See also  ID  030 and 031
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	030
	19 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Tracing definition may be improved. “can be achieved”  implies alternative - should either become A)  “is achieved” or,B)  if not the only way, express it as an example.
	Status: CLOSED
<provide response>

Proposal A
Agreed

	031
	20 Aug 2006
	
	3.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Tracing definition isn’t this a synonym for “service level tracing” (or maybe a shortened version of the phrase)? No
	Status: CLOSED

No change


	032
	15 Aug 2006
	
	3.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest insertion of the abbreviation of OSE: OMA Service Environment
	Status: CLOSED
Suggestion 

Agreed


	033
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Suggest to replace text:
 “OSPE will focus standardization efforts in the following areas:”

 with: 
”OSPE enabler will cover  the following areas:”


	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	034
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Last paragraph, first sentence:


Reuse is on OMA guideline so we don’t need to say this.

Suggest to delete text:: 
“To ensure the use of coherent terminology and consistent architectural mapping, other OMA working groups are encouraged to use the OSPE AD as a baseline when defining how their enablers interface with provisioning and tracing.”

See also ID 036
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	035
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

No need to explain OMA process here.
Last paragraph, last 2 sentences:


Suggest to delete text::

However, the purpose of the OSPE RD and AD is not to mandate if and how other OMA enablers should support provisioning and tracing. It is the responsibility of each OMA working group to define their enabler or service specific provisioning and tracing requirements.”

See also ID 036
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	036
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4.
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Last paragraph 
– not sure exactly what we are advising other groups to do wrt use of OSPE. We may need to make it crisper – to ensure other groups understand the relationship, if any, between their enablers and OSPE. 
	Status:  CLOSED
Resolved by IDs 034 and 035.

	037
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


Third paragraph. First sentence:
“The OSPE requestors or OMA enabler and non-OMA resource may reside in the same domain as the OSPE enabler domain and security measures should be considered that allow for secure intra-domain exchanges between the peers and OSPE enabler, and these security measures are likely to be applied at the discretion of the administrator of this domain”

Suggested change:

delete “or” and “and insert bracket. –delete  last occurrence of “domain” (i.e. in OSPE enabler domain). Changed text::
 

“The OSPE requestors (e.g., OMA enabler and non-OMA resource) may reside in the same domain as the OSPE enabler and…”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	038
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


Third paragraph. First sentence:
delete  last part of sentence:

“, and these security measures are likely to be applied at the discretion of the administrator of this domain”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	039
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


Third paragraph. 
Replace the two occurrences of “peers”  with “requestors”:
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	040
	19 Aug 2006
	
	4.2
	Source: Lucent

Form:OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

3rd paragraph, sentence starting with “Alternatively the OSPE Requestors or OSPE agents may reside in a different domain from the OSPE enabler domain …” implies that OSPE agents are NOT part of the OSPE enabler.

Proposal:

Maybe replace “OSPE enabler” with “OSPE Server” ? Yes
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	041
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


4TH. Paragraph, 1ST. sentence:
 
Replace: 
“Authentication can provide origin verification and message integrity protection, while confidentiality ensures that a third party cannot decipher the contents of a message”
with:
 “Authentication can provide origin verification; confidentiality ensures that a third party cannot understand the contents of a message; integrity ensures that unauthorized changes to messages will be recognized.”
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	042
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


4TH. Paragraph, 2nd. sentence:
this is a choice of the SP, not a MUST of the spec-
suggest to delete this sentence:
“The messages between OSPE and the peers must be authenticated such that requests to the OSPE from unauthenticated sources will not be performed, and such that messages sent to the OSPE agents can be ensured to come from the intended OSPE server”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	043
	20 Aug 2006
	
	4.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


4TH. Paragraph, last. sentence:
suggest to add “and integrity”, i.e:  
 “The messages may be protected for confidentiality and integrity”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	044
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


1st.. Paragraph, 1st. sentence

provisioning is just one aspect of life cycle management ?

Can delete the following sentence based on rest of section

i.e. suggest to delete:

“The OSPE Enabler enables the provisioning and tracing of compliant applications and enablers”


	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	045
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


bullet item 1) Life Cycle Management
Suggest  to insert “downloading”, i.e.
 “OSPE will support automated deployment (including downloading, 
configuration, installation, activation, and publishing) and removal/withdrawal of components, applications and services”

See also next ID
	Status: CLOSED 
No change



	046
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Bulllet item 1) Life Cycle Management
Suggest  to detail service LCM and component LCM by deleting the current text:
 “OSPE will support automated deployment (including configuration, installation, activation, publishing) and removal/withdrawal of components, applications and services” 


and replacing the deleted text with:

“Service LCM: OSPE supports automatical deployment (install/modify /publish/package/etc.), status change (activate/deactivate/pause/resume), and withdrawal of services”.

“Component LCM: OSPE supports  automatical deployment (install/upgrade/configure/modify/etc.), status change (start/stop/restart), and removal of applications and components”
	Status: CLOSED
Life Cycle Management (1st. bullet)  resolved with ID 009

(text aligned with LCM definition)
Editorial updates
Redefined definitions of Service Level Tracing and Service Model- require also an editorial update to bullet items 2) and 3) as well

2) Service Level Tracing
Service Level Tracing is the ability to capture and log all relevant information at each Component participating in the service execution of a specific service that is initiated either by an end user or a component..
3) Service Model Management
The ability to manage information about services and resources, as well as their relations and versions


	047
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Existing sentence: 
“Because services are executed by one or several enablers …” may need re-wording. 

Proposed change:

“Because one or more enablers may be involved in the execution of a service …”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed


	048
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Last paragraph. Sentence “OSPE will comply with OSE principles described in [OSE-AD].” 
Seems to be sort of out-of-context. As a generic statement it is not very useful at least; as a specific statement – are we trying to refer to some particular OSE principle in this context ? No
	Status: CLOSED
Deletion text
“OSPE will comply with OSE principles described in [OSE-AD].”

Agreed

	049
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

last sentence
“OSPE will comply with OSE principles described in [OSE-AD].”

If want to say this, then we need to say the other things (like Arch principles, …) that it complies 
suggest to delete the sentence:

“OSPE will comply with OSE principles described in [OSE-AD].”


	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID 048

	050
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Hyperlinks to figures ?
	Status: CLOSED
No change

	051
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

1st.paragraph, 2nd. Sentence

Replace “from” with A) “trough” or B) “via” in sentence:

“The OSPE Server receives LCM and SLT requests from OSPE-1 and OSPE-2 respectively …”
	Status: CLOSED
Suggestion A  
(selected for consistency reason as  “through” is used elsewhere).

Agreed

	052
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


1st.paragraph, 2nd. sentence
Delete end of sentence
“……and Service Model & Catalogue (SMAC) via OSPE-3” 

 as this is repetitive of the following sentence (“The OSPE Server uses service, component, and resource meta-data stored in Service Model & Catalogue (SMAC) through OSPE-3.” )
	Status: CLOSED 
Agreed

	053
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Since resource includes, in general, components, suggest to introduce the word “other” in front of resource in the following – e.g.:

“The OSPE Server uses service, component, and other resource meta-data stored in Service Model & Catalogue (SMAC) through OSPE-3.”
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed


	054
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: Lucent 
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc
OSPE Server, first Sentence: 

“The OSPE Server uses resource, t and service meta-data dealing with dependencies and configuration/provisioning information to execute LCM and SLT functions.”

This points to a recurring issue (component is an example of a resource, by definition) throughout the text – the use of resource & components (or application, or enablers) in an enumeration in a sentence.
	Status:  CLOSED
Accept suggestion as per previous agreements

Agreed



	055
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

OSPE Server 2nd Bullet text
Suggest to improve reading of text by replacing ”

“Issuing LCM commands (e.g., start/stop/pause) and/or data configuration request messages to Provisioning Agent to delegate execution”
with

“Issuing LCM commands (e.g., start/stop/pause) and/or data configuration messages to Provisioning Agent”

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	056
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

OSPE Server 3rd. Bullet text
Suggest to improve  text (adding initiating tracing operations) by replacing::

“Issuing tracing commands (e.g., initiation/termination tracing, marking a service) to Tracing Agent for delegate execution and/or retrieving/receiving tracing information from Tracing Agents.”

with
“Issuing tracing commands (e.g., initiation/termination tracing, marking a service) to Tracing Agent for initiating tracing operations and retrieving/receiving tracing information.”
(delete “delegate execution” …) 

	Status:  CLOSED
Apply this through the text. 

Agreed


	057
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

OPE Server,3rd  bullet

Replace “for” with “to” in:

· Issuing tracing commands (e.g., initiation/termination tracing, marking a service) to Tracing Agent for delegate execution and/or retrieving/receiving tracing information from Tracing Agents.
	Status: CLOSED
No change
Resolved with ID 056

	058
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc


OSPE Server First sentence after bullets 

Sentence “In addition, the OSPE Server may notify Notification Agents (e.g. representing back office systems).” 
Needs work.

Proposal: use (e.g. interfacing with back office systems) instead of “representing”.
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed


	059
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

OSPE Server first sentence after bullet items

Suggest to improve OSPE Server description by replacing:
 “In addition, the OSPE Server may notify Notification Agents” ” 
with 
“In addition, the OSPE Server may  send notification messages to  Notification Agents “


	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed to redraft existing text:

Redraft:

change “sends” into
“may send”

Agreed

	060
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

In addition, the OSPE Server may notify Notification Agents (e.g. representing back office systems).  

With:
“In addition, the OSPE Server may send messages to Notification Agents (who then interact with e.g. back office systems). 
	Status:  CLOSED

covered by ID 058 and 059



	061
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

OSPE Server, paragraph after last bullet

 “Changes in OSPE-managed data may be made available through notifications to other resources in the SP environment, who are responsible for managing and/or storing such other data (e.g. to perform changes to their data, when they are notified).
Suggested change:

A) Replace “who” with “that”. Also remove “other” 
B) (and/or introduce “some” in front of OSPE-managed data):

	Status: CLOSED
Suggestion A

Agreed

	062
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc
OSPE Server description, last sentence (bracket)
In “ (e.g., all subscription to this service is cancelled).” It may read better “(e.g., all subscriptions to this service are cancelled).”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	063
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Align abbreviation (does not include “instances”) with description here for Service Model, instances, & Catalogue (SMAC). 

Proposal: remove instances.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	064
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

This section seems to describe components and interface in a pre-amble, and then go again into the description in different section. Does this make sense ? It may be a source for conflicting description. Recommend only to list them in the pre-amble, if necessary, and describe them only in the subsequent sections.
	Status: CLOSED
 No change

	065
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

OSPE Agent, last sentence:
Suggest for OSPE Agents description to include Notification Agents 
by replacing 
 “Enabler or other resource implementations can be notified, provisioned and/or traced by OSPE by implementing the provisioning and/or tracing agents” 

with

“Enabler or other resource implementations can be notified, provisioned and/or traced by OSPE by implementing Notification agents, provisioning agents, and/or tracing agents.”
See also ID 066
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed


	066
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

OSPE agents, last sentence

replace

“Enabler or other resource implementations can be notified, provisioned and/or traced by OSPE by implementing the provisioning and/or tracing agents”

With:


“Enabler or other resource implementations can be notified, provisioned and/or traced by OSPE by implementing these agents.”

	Status:  CLOSED
Resolved with ID 065

	067
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Service Model, instances, & Catalogue (SMAC), 2nd. sentence

Suggest to insert  “component data” (after Service Packages)  ,
 i.e. the new proposed text reads 
“OSPE SMAC manages and possibly stores at least the following data: Service Models and their Service Deployment data, Service Packages, , and partner Service Provider data.”
	Status: CLOSED
AI to John-Luc and Danny to check the inconsistencies to ensure that all SMAC descriptions in the AD are consistent with the proposal and provide a proposal.
Answer: Answer: consistency ensured (see OMA-ARC-2006-0291R01-INP_OSPE_ADRR_issue_67)

AI closed.

Agreed to update existing text:

Service Model, & Catalogue (SMAC)
“SMAC is a component that manages the Service Models, the  Service Deployment Instances and catalogue data. OSPE SMAC manages data relating to: Service Models and the Service Deployment Instances, Service Packages, and partner Service Provider data. This data supports OSPE in order to execute at least LCM and SLT.”
Agreed with update


	068
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Last paragraph, list of the OSPE interfaces 
Replace

· OSPE-4: interface for the OSPE server to issue a LCM command and/or data configuration request message to Provisioning Agent.
· OSPE-5: interface for the OSPE server to issue a SLT command and/or retrieving/receiving tracing data from Tracing Agent.
· OSPE-6: interface for the OSPE server to issue a notification to Notification Agent.
With:


· OSPE-4: interface for the
 Provisioning Agent to receive  LCM commands and/or data configuration commands.

· OSPE-5: interface for the Tracing Agent to receive a SLT initiation commands and report tracing logs.
· OSPE-6: interface for the Notification Agent to receive  notifications.

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed



	069
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3.1.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

First sentence – insert an “a” or “the” before basic, and change “process” to “processes”:

“The OSPE Server provides basic mechanism for Service Providers to create, execute and manage the service LCM and SLT process according to Service Provider’s own requirements.”
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	070
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3.1.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

“cooperate” instead of “cooperates” in:

“The OSPE Agents receive messages through the OSPE-4, OSPE-5, or OSPE-6 interfaces, and cooperates with target resources to perform the OSPE actions.”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	071
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.1.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

SMAC

1st. paragraph, 3rd. sentence

Qualifier not understood- only place it occurs, don’t think we need it

Delete.sentence? Yes
“A qualifier, optionally associated with these attributes, could indicate to applications the role the attribute has.”
	Status:  CLOSED
Note: definition “Attribute Qualifier” is kept as it is still referenced.

Suggested text deletion, 
Agreed

	072
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3.1.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

SMAC

1st. paragraph, 4th. sentence

Replace:

“SLT and LCM activities such as Provisioning are example applications”
with

“SLT and LCM activities such as Provisioning are example users of this component.”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	073
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.1.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

SMAC

1st. paragraph, 5th. Sentence (last)
 “The SMAC considers Service Attributes as transparent; it understands the Service Attributes syntactically, but not semantically”

Don’t know what “transparent” means – does it mean that SMAC does not understand attributes?

	Status: CLOSED
Discussed to “add “but not semantically” (end of sentence) and what does “transparency”  mean?

AI to John-Luc and Danny to look into the issue 
Answer: Issue resolved with
OMA-ARC-2006-0292R01-INP_OSPE_ADRR_issue_73
AI closed

Change in OMA-ARC-2006-0292R01-INP_OSPE_ADRR_issue_73
 Agreed

	074
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Services LCM reguests (1st. bullet)
Suggest to replace existing text
 “(e.g., installing, activating/deactivating, modifying, , packaging, or withdrawing a service) 
with : 

Upgrade deleted, added modify ,publish added 
	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed to redraft existing text:

Redrafted text:

 “(e.g., installing, activating/deactivating, modifying, packaging, or withdrawing a service) 

Agreed

	075
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Services LCM reguests (1st. bullet)


Suggest to replace “install” with “installing”


	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	076
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Component LCM reguests (2nd. bullet)

Suggest to replace existing text:

 
“(e.g., activating/deactivating, modifying, upgrading, or withdrawing a component)”  with :

 “( e.g Installing, upgrading, configuring, starting/stopping/restart,ing removing a component)”

See also  ID 077
	Status: CLOSED
Redrafted text:

Agreed

	077
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Component LCM reguests (2nd. bullet)

Suggest to add “installing” to list

“(e.g., installing, activating/deactivating, modifying, upgrading, or withdrawing a component)

	Status:  CLOSED
See ID 076

Agreed

	078
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.3.2.1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

OSPE Interface, 3nd. Bullet
Replace:
“Service data/component data configuration, synchronization, and/or notification requests”
With:

“Service data/component data configuration
 requests”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	079
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Last sentence 
“In addition, this interface may support access authorization.” 

May require additional explanation. Is “access authorization” in-scope for OSPE ? 
This comment applies to all subsequent sections that include the sentence.
	Status: OPEN
Answer: no, not in scope
AI to Duan to do further investigation on access authorization
See also ID 085

	080
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.2
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


OSPE-2

3nd. Bullet and last sentence

This is the result of a retrieval request 

Delete:
bullet 
“Service tracing data reporting return (i.e. push).”

- and delete last sentence:
“In addition, this interface may support access authorization.”

	Status: OPEN
NOT an editorial change- needs discussion:

	081
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

First paragraph, 2nd. sentence

Suggest  to replace  

“The OSPE-3 interface shall support following create, read, update and delete functions” 
with

“The OSPE-3 interface shall support functions including service registration / unregistration, component registration / unregistration,  and data create/read/update/delete manipulations:”

See also ID082
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	082
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


First paragraph, 2nd. Sentence

Replace

“OSPE-3 interface shall support following create, read, update and delete functions”
With:

“OSPE-3 interface supports the following functions:”


	Status:  CLOSED
Resolved with ID 081.

	083
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


First Bullet states:

“Creation and updating of Catalogue data.  Manipulations will be verified for consistency  against the Service Model”
Is this actually possible?


	Status: CLOSED
Answer: yes
Agreed with change

	084
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


2nd. Bullet states:

“Deletion of Catalogue data.  Manipulations will be verified for consistency with pre-, post conditions.” 

This is not part of the spec.
	Status: CLOSED
Part of the requirements document (ACM HL file)
No change



	085
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.3
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


Last sentence. 
Suggest to delete the sentence:

“In addition, this interface may support permission based access authorization.”
	Status: OPEN
Linked to IA related to ID 079 



	086
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest  to add bullet item: 
“Service/component registration: while receiving service/component registration request from OSPE-3, inserting service/component related catalogue data into SMAC. Manipulations should be verified for consistency against the Service Model”
	Status:  CLOSED
Redrafting, agreed to add “against the Service Model”
The added bullet would become the main bullet.
Add another main bullet below: Management of Service and Components related data (not related to Registration).
The 1st and 2 following bullets should become sub-bullets to the last main bullet
Agreed


	087
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest  to add bullet item: 
“Service/component unregistration: while receiving service/component unregistration request from OSPE-3, removing the service/component related catalogue data from SMAC. Manipulations should be verified for consistency against the Service Model.”


	Status: CLOSED
Redrafting, agreed to add “against the Service Model”

Add redraft as another main bullet 
Agreed

	088
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.4
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


First sentence:

“OSPE-4 is the interface used by OSPE Server to issue a LCM configuration and data configuration request to Provisioning Agent.”  

Use the rewording supplied previously.  Interface is provided by Agent …see ID 068
	Status: CLOSED
OSPE-4 is the interface for Provisioning Agent to receive LCM commands and/or  data configuration commands..  OSPE-4 interface supports the following functions:
Agreed

	089
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.4
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279


Bullet items:

· Sending  LCM configuration messages to corresponding Provisioning Agent of target resources.
· Sending  data configuration messages to corresponding Provisioning Agent of target resources.

Explain the function from Agent point of view, not how Server uses it.

	Status: OPEN
The intention with the change
agreed.

AI to Mark to come up with the exact text. 



	090
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.4
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace text 
“Sending  LCM configuration messages to corresponding Provisioning Agent of target resources”   

with. 

“Sending  LCM status commands to corresponding Provisioning Agent of target resources”   
	Status:  CLOSED
No change

	091
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.5
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

First 2 sentences

Explain the function from Agent point of view, not how Server uses it + editorial correction.

Replace:
“OSPE-5 is the interface for receiving tracing commands for targert resourcesand sending tracing data to the OSPE serverm .  The OSPE-5 interface supports the following functions.”
With:



	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed to redraft text:

Redrafted text:

“OSPE-5 is the interface for receiving tracing commands for target resources and sending tracing data to the OSPE server .  The OSPE-5 interface supports the following functions.”
Agreed

	092
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.5
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Bullets:

· Sending tracing initiation/termination messages to target resources.

· Sending marking commands to target resources.
· Retrieving or receiving tracing data from target resources
.

Reword text above from point of view of Agent.
	Status: CLOSED
The intention with the change
is agreed.

AI to Mark to come up with the exact text. 

Email “Fw: [OSPE] ADRR open issues -- AI 092” on 31st. August from Mark:

Mark suggest that the two first bullets could be reworded as: 

· Receiving tracing initiation/termination messages for target resources 

· Receiving marking commands for target resources
Agreed

Note: A new AI is created to  clarify if the meaning of the third bullet item and if any AD change is needed

See ID 095 for details



	093
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.6
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

1st. paragraph, 1st. sentence

 “OSPE-6 is the interface used by OSPE to issue a notification request to target resources. For example, when stopping a running component X, OSPE issues a notification to enablers or components related to component X via OSPE-6, notifying the status change of the component . Confirmation of the notification may be sent back via the same interface

.”

We may need to clarify if notification is a unidirectional or bi-directional interface. 

This seems to indicate it is only a unidirectional interface. But if the expectation is for the receiver to complete some action, shouldn’t a confirmation be expected, before the issuer can continue with whatever it needs to do ?
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed as updated

	094
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.6
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

1st. paragraph, 1st. sentence

Explain the function from Agent point of view, not how Server uses it + editorial correction.

Updates:

“OSPE-6 is the interface for receiving a notification request for target resources. For example, when stopping a running component X,  a notification messsage is used  , indicating the status change of the component X.  The OSPE-6 interface supports the following functions:”

 


	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed with updates

	
	

	095
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.5
	Original Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Third bullet:

· Retrieving or receiving tracing data from target resources
.

See also AI 92 to clarify possible change  (closed with the creation of a new AI 95 to deal with the third bullet item above).


	Status: OPEN
AI 95 to Mark 
Clarify the meaning and possible receivers related to third bullet (e.g. OSPE-Server ?, Agent ?i) and propose AD changes, if appropriate
See minutes OMA ARC Conference Call 05Sep2006 for details.

	096
	20 Aug 2006
	
	5.3.2.6
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

Last  sentence

About associated resources -suggest to delete sentence :

“Notifying associated resources about status and/or configuration change of any services”.
	Status:  CLOSED

Update:

[…]The OSPE-6 interface l supports:
The OSPE-6 interface supports receiving notifying  messages for target resources about status and/or configuration change of any service/components
Agreed with update



	097
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “Deploy” with “Deploying” in header text
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	098
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

2nd paragraph, first sentence

Suggest  to replace

 “After physical installation, OSPE Server will be requested to configure and register the component”

 with 

“After physical installation and the registration of component data in  the OSPE SMAC, the component  deployment is ready to be completed   by OSPE ”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed with updates



	099
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest Insert new text: 
“All the component related data should be registered, such as software version, functions and capabilities, provisioning interfaces, tracing interfaces. Besides these, the dependencies between components should also be declared for the new component in SMAC, e.g. POC enabler will use presence capability.”  (suggested place to insert: before sentence starting with “When a new component is to be deployed….)”

	Status:  CLOSED
There was an agreement to a change prior to that issue.

No change

	100
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “When a new component is to be deployed in the OMA Service Provider Environment, “ with “When deploying the component in the SP domain,”
	Status: CLOSED
Existing text redrafted

Agreed changes below only:

“When deploying a new component the OSPE requestor will initiate a component deployment request with necessary information provided”

Agreed with redrafted text above


	101
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to delete the paragraph: “All the information needed to populate the element(s) of a Service Model should be registered, such as software version, functions and capabilities, provisioning interfaces, tracing interfaces into OSPE server. Besides these, the dependencies between components should be declared for the new component in SMAC, e.g. POC enabler will use presence capability.”


	Status: CLOSED
There was an agreement to a change prior to that issue.

No change


	102
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

4th. Paragraph, 2nd. Sentence 

needs some wording adjustment.

Replace:
 “Firstly after receive the requests and required information from OSPE requestor; OSPE Server issues a request to SMAC for check the dependencies of component.” 

With:

First, after receiving the requests and required information from OSPE requestor, OSPE Server issues a request to SMAC for check the dependencies of component.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	103
	20 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: IBM

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0279

4th. Paragraph, 2nd. Sentence 

needs some wording adjustment..
Replace:
 “Firstly after receive the requests and required information from OSPE requestor; OSPE Server issues a request to SMAC for check the dependencies of component.”
 With:
“Firstly after receiving the required information from OSPE requestor; OSPE Server issues a request to SMAC to check the dependencies of component”.
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved with ID 102 and 104



	104
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257
4th. Paragraph, 2nd. Sentence 

Suggest to replace “check” with “checking in the sentence starting with 
“Firstly after receive the requests and…”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	105
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to delete sentence: “Then, OSPE Server will trigger the configuration of this component.”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	106
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “Modify” with “Modifying” in header text
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	107
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

3rd paragraph, 3rd sentence
 “Firstly OSPE Server should assure that the pre-conditions are fulfilled by checking component dependency from SMAC and taking necessary actions.” needs some wording adjustment. (replace “Firstly” with “First”

Proposal:

“First, OSPE Server should ensure that the pre-conditions are fulfilled by checking component dependency from SMAC and taking necessary actions.”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	108
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

3rd paragraph, 4th. sentence In sentence “Then OSPE Server distinguishes the modification type and composes the appropriate message (such as reconfiguration, deactivation, reactivation, upgrade, downgrade, etc) according to the information provided by the SMAC.”  Replace “distinguishes” with “identifies”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	109
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257
3rd paragraph, 4th. sentence

Suggest to replace “composes” with “generates”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed


	110
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

In 2nd. last  sentence “For example, the modification request may include check the component dependency, deactivation, reconfiguration and reactivation.” Replace “check” with “checking”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	111
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “Deactivate” with “Removing” in header text
	Status: CLOSED

Figure 4 text should be updated as well to

“OSPE Removal of a deployed Component “

Agreed

	112
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “deactivating” with “removing” – 1st. sentence
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	113
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

2nd paragraph, sentence 

“After check the dependency of component, the OSPE Server may notify the related enablers/components/back-end systems about the component removal according to the dependency with or requests from other systems.” 

Replace “check” with “checking”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	114
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.1.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

2nd paragraph, sentence “After check..” Suggest to replace “check” with “checking” (same as ID 113 above)
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID 113



	115
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace text “After confirmations are collected, OSPE deactivates the component” with ““After confirmations are collected, OSPE sends stop command to the component.”
	Status:  CLOSED
Decided to redraft existing text:

Agreed as follows:

After confirmations are collected, OSPE stops (not shown in the figure 4) and deactivates the component.


	116
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.1.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “and the OSPE requester will unregisters the component by removing the data from SMAC” with “Then the component will be unregistered from SMAC (corresponding component data will be removed from SMAC).”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	117
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “Deploy” with “Deploying” in header text
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	118
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

 2nd. Paragraph - suggest to replace text
starting with: 

“When a new service is to be deployed in the OMA Service Provider Environment, the OSPE requestor will initiate a service deployment request with all the information needed to populate the Service Model. OSPE Server will execute the process for this request. Administrators will be involved if approval needed”

 with new text :

“In advance to a new service being deployed in the SP domain, the service related data will be loaded into SMAC by service registration via OSPE-3 in advance. All the service related information should be registered, such as software version, functions and capabilities, the service call-up  interface (e.g. a URL to call the service), service subscription provisioning interface, accounting interfaces (needed if the service is to generate accounting information on demand from the Service Provider). Besides these, the dependency between the new service and other components or services should be registered into SMAC. Then OSPE requestor could start deploying the service by sending service deployment request to OSPE server.”

	Status:  CLOSED
No change



	119
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

2nd. Paragraph. Last sentence “Administrators will be involved if approval needed.” 

Add an “is” before “neededl”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed with updates



	120
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest  to delete 3rd paragraph: 


“After physical installation of related components, OSPE Server configures and registers the service. All the required information should be registered, such as software version, functions and capabilities, the service usage interface (e.g. a URL to call the service), the service subscription provisioning interface (to properly provision user information when subscribing to the service), accounting interfaces (needed if the service is to generate accounting information on demand from the Service Provider). Besides these, the dependencies among services and components should be declared for the new service in SMAC. Service Provider will register the dependency between the new service and other components or services, such as location capabilities, messaging, charging.” 

See also ID 121
	Status: CLOSED
No change

	121
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

3rd paragraph, 2nd sentence:

Not clear what is meant by “registering interfaces” in sentence “All the required information should be registered, such as software version, functions and capabilities, the service usage interface (e.g. a URL to call the service), the service subscription provisioning interface (to properly provision user information when subscribing to the service), accounting interfaces (needed if the service is to generate accounting information on demand from the Service Provider).” 
	Status: CLOSED
No change



	122
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: Lucent 
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

4th. Paragraph, 2nd sentence. In sentence “Firstly, based on the service dependency, OSPE Server decomposes the service configuration into several configuration actions and performs them with the help of Provisioning Agent.” Suggest replacing “firstly” with “first” and insert “the” before “Provisioning agent”.

Note: “firstly” may be used in different places. A replacement with “First,” is suggested wherever applicable.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	123
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

4th. Paragraph
updated text: 

“Based on the service dependency, OSPE Server decomposes the service configuration into several configuration actions”

 
“
	Status: CLOSED
Decided to update existing text

Agreed updates:

Delete first part of sentence

Agreed with updates

	124
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc


4th paragraph, 2nd last sentence

Sentence “The configuration request may contain the SLA of the service or some parameters of the service in the related component.” 

Does not read very well. – see “or to configure”. Was it meant to mean “a request to configure …” ?
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed with updates

	125
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

4th paragraph, last sentence
Suggest to replace “causing steps 2, 3, 4, and 5” with “causing steps 4 & 5”


	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	126
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.2.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

In sentence “Note several components may be involved in the service configuration causing steps “2, 3, 4 and 5” to be potentially repeated.” Insert “that” after “Note”.

This editorial is found in several places – probably as result of cut-and-paste.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	127
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.2.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “Modify” with “Modifying” in header text
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	128
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

– 2nd paragraph, 1st. sentence. Suggest to replace “After a service is deployed into the OMA Service Provider Environment,” with “After a service is deployed,” 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed with updates

	129
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.2.2
	Source: Lucent 
Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

2nd paragraph, 4th sentence

In sentence “Also OSPE Server should assure the pre-conditions by checking service dependencies and taking necessary actions accordingly.” Replace “assure the pre-conditions” with A) “verify the pre-conditions” (or B) with “ensure that the pre-conditions are met”).

This editorial is found in several places – probably as result of cut-and-paste.
	Status: CLOSED
Proposal A 

Agreed 


	130
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

– 2nd paragraph, 5th. Sentence. Suggest to 

Replace text “. OSPE Server finds which components are involved based on service dependency,” 
with:

“OSPE Server finds which components are involved based on service dependency obtainedt from SMAC (step 2 & 3)”


	Status: CLOSED
Agreed with updates

	131
	19 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

2nd paragraph, 5th. Sentence 
In sentence “OSPE Server finds which components are involved based on service dependency, distinguishes modification type, composes suitable message (such as reconfiguration, deactivation, reactivation, upgrade, downgrade, etc), and sends the message to involved components.” 

Replace “distinguishes” with “identifies”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	132
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.1.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “Withdraw” with “Withdrawing” in header text
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	133
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

 – 2nd paragraph, 4th. sentence. Suggest to replace “service removal” with “service withdrawn”
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed

	134
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

– 2nd paragraph, last sentence.
 Suggest to insert 

“OSPE server will return a confirmation to OSPE requestor to complete the service withdrawn process.”  

 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	135
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.1.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

– 2nd paragraph, last sentence 

Suggest to update text: “,the service is unregistered by removing the service data from SMAC” 

 


	Status: CLOSED
Agreed with updates


	136
	15 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.2.1
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Suggest to replace “Turn” with “Turning” in header text
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	137
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.2.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

3rd paragraph-3rd. sentence state: 
“”

What does it mean? A token is to invoke log, not tracing 

	Status: CLOSED
Decided to update existing text

Agreed updates:
“The component receives the message (including the token) and checks if it needs to start the tracing session.”
Agreed with updates



	138
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.2.2
	Source: Lucent:

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

Third paragraph. In sentence “During the service execution, the related outgoing messages shall be marked by the token and thus will the token be forwarded to other components.” 

Suggest to replace “thus will the token” with “thus the token will”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	139
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.2.2
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

3rd paragraph -2nd. last sentence.

Suggest to replace “tracing information” with “tracing log data ”
	Status: CLOSED
Decided to update existing text

Agreed updates:
 “Tracing log data will be transferred to the OSPE Server.
After receiving tracing log data from Tracing Agent, the OSPE Server may correlate the log data.

The log data will be finally transported to the requestor through the interface OSPE-2.”

Agreed with updates

	140
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	5.4.2.3
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

3rd paragraph  - 3nd. last sentence
 In sentence “The component starts tracing; the logs data will be collected.” Replace “logs” with “log”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	141
	15 Aug 2006
	
	5.4.2.3
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

3rd paragraph  - 2nd. last sentence.

Suggest to replace “tracing” with “recording logs” by  updateting the  sentence: “ The following components will check the token and start the tracing session if service level tracing is turned on.”  




	Status: CLOSED
Decided to update existing text

Agreed with updates


	142
	15 Aug 2006
	
	Appendix B
	Source: CMCC

Form:OMA-ARC-2006-0257

Figure 11 OSPE Service Meta Model

Suggest to replace text:
 “Service Component data ” 

with  “Component data”

 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	143
	19 Aug 2006
	
	Appendix B.1.1
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

3rd last sentence

Update sentence “Also, in this particular example, we assumes PoC is realized with IMS and the PoC Server component [PoC-AD] is hosted on a IMS Application Server (AS), which contains other resources such as realizations of ISC, Sh and Ut [IMSinOMA-AD].”

The definition of “resource” does not include interfaces or reference points – but the sentence seem to infer that.

Also, editorial: replace “assumes” with “assume”. 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed with updates

	144
	19 Aug 2006
	Y
	Appendix B.1.2
	Source: Lucent

Form: OSPE-ADRR-comments.Lucent.doc

2nd paragraph, first sentence

In sentence
 “In addition, for those services – upon which the newly deployed service depends – that are offered by partner Service Provider (in this example, the PresenceService could have been offered by a partner Service Provider) will added to the Service Deployment Instance as a dependency.

” Insert an “be” in front of “added to the …”, and insert a space between “Presence” and “Service”.
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

















�Reuse is on OMA guideline so we don’t need to say this


�I think installation covers “getting the code to the right place” but some people may not use the word that way.  The DM enabler handles this movement of the code to the device.  I think OSPE covers the same function, except to a server.  Should this  be made clear by a definition of “life cycle”?


�The interface is exposed by the agent and any component (OSPE server or other) can make use of it.


�Either use commands or messages consistently.


�Synchronization to agent is a result of changing a value thru OSPE1.  Notification is not something initiated thru OSPE1


�Explain the function from Agent point of view, not how Server uses it.


�Reword from point of view of Agent


�Reword from point of view of Agent
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