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1. Review Information

1.1 OMA Groups Involved

	Name Of Group
	Role
	Invited
	Comments Provided

	Requirements
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Architecture
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	Security
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	IOP
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	


1.2 Review History

	Review Type
	Date
	Review Method
	Participating Groups
	Full Document Id

	Full
	2007.05.07
To 
2007.05.20
	Email
	ARC
	

	Full
	2007.05.07
To 
2007.05.20
	R & A
	ARC
	


2. Review Comments

2.1 OMA-AD-PIOSE-V1_0_1-20070418-D
	ID
	Open Date
	Type
	Section
	Description
	Status

	A001
	2007.05.28
	E
	 
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: The cover pages shows “2006 Open Mobile Alliance Ltd” in the page footer, do we need to change it to 2007?

Proposed Change: Change to “2007 Open Mobile Alliance “ if the time shows when the enabler is finished. 


	Status: CLOSED

Agreed

	A002
	2007.05.19
	E
	ToC, Figures
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment Fig 6 caption is not inline with the actual figure heading “bbimplementation”

Proposed Change: align with actual caption.


	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed



	A003
	2007.05.19
	E
	General
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment: OSA / Parlay, OSA/Parlay, Parlay / OSA and Parlay/OSA are used throughout the document

Proposed Change: consistently use one of these throughout the document
See also A004
	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed

Resolved with ID 004


	A004
	2007.05.28
	E
	General
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: OSA/Parlay  and Parlay/OSA are all used in the draft

Proposed Change: consistent usage, maybe use only OSA/Parlay.
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed


	A005

	2007.05.19
	E
	Scope
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009 

Comment: 1st sentence can be improved
Proposed Change: The PIOSE AD addresses how OMA OSE and Parlay/OSA architectures could be integrated and how the components implementation/realizations can coexist; it addresses integration of OSA/Parlay, Parlay X Web Services, and OSE.

See also ID A006
	Status: 
CLOSED
Resolved with ID 007


	A006
	2007.05.21
	E
	Scope
	Source: IBM

Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment:
1st sentence can be improved

Proposed Change: 
The PIOSE AD addresses how OMA OSE and Parlay/OSA architectures could be integrated and component implementations/ realizations coexist; it addresses integration of OSA/Parlay, Parlay X Web Service, and OSE. 


	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed

	A007
	2007.05.19
	T
	1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent
Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011
Comment: 1st sentence of 1st paragraph reads funny.
Proposed Change: Change “The PIOSE AD addresses how OMA OSE and Parlay/OSA architectures could be integrated and components implementation/ realizations coexist”

Into

“The PIOSE AD addresses how OMA OSE and Parlay/OSA architectures could be integrated and how components (in an implementation or realization) could coexist”
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A008
	2007.05.28
	E
	1
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: Only Parlay/OSA is mentioned, Add Parlay X Web Service, 

Proposed Change: The information contained in this AD is applicable to OMA working groups that are developing service enablers that may use other resources such as Parlay and Parlay X components. The AD focuses on how the OSE could take advantage of OSA/parlay and Parlay X Web service. 


	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A009
	2007.05.19
	E
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011
Comment: OSE uses an outdated reference

Proposed Change: Update the reference to OMA-AD-Service_Environment-V1_0_4-20070201-A

See also ID A0011
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A010
	2007.05.19
	E
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011
Comment: Dictionary uses and outdated reference

Proposed Change: Update the reference to OMA-ORG-Dictionary-V2_5-20070116-A

See also ID A0011
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A011
	2007.05.19
	E
	2.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment:

References to OSE and OMA DICT are outdated

Proposed change:
Change the reference to the latest one
	Status:

CLOSED
Resolved with ID 009, and 
ID 010


	A012
	2007.05.19
	E
	2.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011
Comment: PIOSE RD does not reference the approved version

Proposed Change: Once the RD is approved (or candidate), update the reference
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A013
	2007.05.21
	T
	2.1
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: [IMSinOMA] not found in doc
Proposed Change: remove ref. to [IMSinOMA]

	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed

	A014
	2007.05.19
	T
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011
Comment: The definition of OSA Application Server uses a reference to 3G TS 29.198. Should that be added to the informal references in section 2.2?

Proposed Change: Consider adding a reference to 3G TS 29.198 in section 2.2
Agreed to use the Parlay overview reference instead of the suggested resolution as it also includes this reference.
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed



	A015
	2007.05.19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011
Comment: There is a superfluous closing bracket in the term “OSA / Parlay) GW”

Proposed Change: Remove the closing bracket.

See also ID A019 and A020
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A016
	2007.05.19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011
Comment: There is a typo in the term “OSA/ Parlabby Interface”

Proposed Change: “OSA/ Parlay Interface”

See also ID A017 and A018
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A017
	2007.05.19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010
Comment:

Misspelled definition “OSA/Parlabby Interface” 

Proposed change: correct spelling
“OSA / Parlay Interface”.


	Status:

CLOSED
Resolved with ID 016

	A018
	2007.05.21
	E
	3.2
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment:

Misspelled definition “OSA/Parlabby Interface” 

Proposed change: correct spelling
“OSA / Parlay Interface”.


	Status:

CLOSED
Resolved with ID 016

	A019
	2007.05.19
	E
	3.2
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010
Comment:

Misplaced closing bracket in definition: 
OSA / Parlay) GW

Proposed change:

Delete “)”
	Status:

CLOSED
Resolved with ID 015

	A020
	2007.05.21
	E
	3.2
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment:

Misplaced closing bracket in definition: 
OSA / Parlay) GW

Proposed change:

Delete “)”
	Status:

CLOSED
Resolved with ID 015



	A021
	2007.05.28
	E
	3.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: one more parentheses at OSA/Parlay GW
Proposed Change: delete
	Status: CLOSED

Resolved with ID 015

	A022
	2007.05.28
	E
	3.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: wrong typing of OSA/Parlabby Interface 

Proposed Change: delete bb
	Status:
CLOSED

Resolved with ID 016

	A023
	2007.05.21
	E
	3.2
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment:

Misplaced “:”in definition: 

Service Capability Feature (SCF):

Proposed change:

Delete “:”
	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed

	A024
	2007.05.21
	T
	3.2
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment:

SCF and SCS definitions.
I recognize that these come from Parlay, but note that OSA/Parlay Interface and SCF definitions are circular – Interface is used to access SCF and SCF is function accessible by Interface

Proposed change: -

AI on Paulus to propose an enhanced definition for SCF
Proposed text:

Service Capability Feature definition:
Functionality offered by Parlay or Parlay X services


	Status: OPEN



	A025
	2007.05.21
	E
	3.3.
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment: add PIOSE

	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A026
	2007.05.20
	E
	4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010
Comment:

There is a comment box 

Proposed change:

Delete it.

See also ID A027, A028
	Status:

CLOSED
Agreed

	A027
	2007.05.21
	E
	4
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment: yellow comment box

Proposed change: remove yellow box

	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID 026

	A028
	2007.05.28
	E
	4
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: explanation of the template is still in the draft

Proposed Change: delete
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 026

	A029
	2007.05.21
	T
	4
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment: We need some text here, perhaps from RD
Proposed change:-
See also ID A030, A031, and A032 – and A068, A069

	Status: 
CLOSED
Resolved with ID 032

	A030
	2007.05.19
	T
	4
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009 
Comment: Introduction is missing 

Proposed change: 

Provide an introduction text in (the comment box that is to be deleted provides guidance on the contents).
	Status:

CLOSED
Resolved with ID 032

	A031
	2007.05.19
	T
	4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: There is still the yellow comment box and no content.

Proposed Change: Delete the yellow comment box, and add content to the section. For the latter, a contribution is required. Alternatively, the content from section 6 could be moved to the Introduction section 4..

I do recommend that the introduction includes the following guidance statement:

“The terms Parlay, OSA,and Parlay/OSA are used interchangeably throughout this document”

See also ID  A032 – and and A068, A069
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 032 and ID 004



	A032
	2007.05.19
	T
	4.
	Source: Appium
Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010

Comment: Introduction text is missing 

Proposed change: 
Delete the comment box and provide an introduction text 

Text proposal:

“The Parlay in OSE architecture document, as its name implies, is intended to define the high level architecture that defines the coexistence and use of  Parlay within the OSE. Its purpose is to describe how the OSE can take advantage of Parlay X APIs and Parlay APIs. The PIOSE provides clarification of the relationships between OMA enablers and OSA/Parlay and Parlay X Web Services API implementations within the OSE. 

Several OMA enablers are exposing or using capabilities that can be supported through OSA/Parlay APIs or Parlay X Web Services API interfaces. The Parlay Group has already together with 3GPP defined interfaces for functions that are similar to or overlap OMA enablers (e.g. presence, location). The PIOSE describes how OMA enabler implementations may take advantage of OSA/Parlay and Parlay X in particular to avoid overlaps. PIOSE defines how Parlay X Web Services interfaces and Parlay interfaces can coexist and be used with OMA enablers within the OSE.

The purpose of this is to help OMA working groups better understand how and where they can take advantage of these Parlay API and Parlay X API specifications to accelerate OMA Enabler work, when and where appropriate and in particular to help to avoid  overlaps.” 
	Status:

CLOSED
Agreed

	A033
	2007.05.19
	E
	4.1 and App. B and some Figure captions
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009 

Comment: The Font is different from the rest of the AD

 Proposed Change: Align the font 
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A034
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.1
	Source: Ericsson
Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment:

Reference to OSE missing 

Proposed change:

Add the reference to OSE
	Status:

CLOSED
Agreed

	A0035
	2007.05.28
	E
	5.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: Editorial problems 

The elements in this architecture include:

· The OSE [OSE], associated to a service provider domain, and it elements:
· Enabler implementations with

· I0 interfaces specified by OMA and used by resources to use the enabler implementations

· Proposed Change: The OSE [OSE], associated to a service provider domain, and it’s elements:
· I0 interface specified by OMA and used by resources to use the enabler implementations

	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A036
	2007.05.28
	T
	5.2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: “execution environment “ in OSE is missing. 

Proposed Change: The elements in this architecture include:

· The OSE [OSE], associated to a service provider domain, and it elements:

· Enabler implementations with

· I0 interfaces specified by OMA and used by resources to use the enabler implementations

· I1 interfaces with the execution environment

· I2 interfaces to supporting resources

· Technology specific bindings

· The Policy Enforcer function.
· The function of Execution Environment 

	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A037
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Second main bullet, first sub-bullet: the third-level bullet list can be further improved for consistent use of terminology

Proposed Change: 

· Network resources including:

· Parlay resources [Parlay]:

· Parlay GW

· Parlay FW
· Parlay SCS

· Non Parlay resources
See also ID  A038, A039
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 038

	A038
	2007.05.21
	T
	5.2
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment: 

No box in Figure says “network resources”. 

Proposed Change: 

· 
resources including:

· Parlay/OSA resources [Parlay]:
· Parlay GW

· Parlay Framework

· OSA SCS

· Non Parlay/OSA resources

· Parlay X API  implementations in the OSE execution environment

· Parlay API implementations in the OSE execution environment

	CLOSED

Agreed
ADRR Editor 
editorial comment:
[Parlay] ref should be 
corrected to 
a) [Parlay: Overview] or 
otherwise
b) change ref in 3.2 def. and elsewhere to 
[Parlay] (similar for  [Parlay X: Common] to [Parlay X]

option b) selected

	A039
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.2, 2nd. Last bullet. Below Fig 1
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010
Comment: :  Align text with box  text in the Figure 1

Proposed Change: add “API”, i.e. 

“Parlay X API implementations….”
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID 038

	A040
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.2, Figure 1 + acc. text
	Source: Appium
Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010
Comment: 

the text below Figure 1 for the bullet item
“Enabler implementations  with” 
include sub-bullets describing I0, I1, and I2 interfaces in OSE. The  PIOSE Logical Architecture in Figure 1  do not (and should not) show any interfaces (out of scope).

Notice: the text describing these interfaces could instead be put into section 5.3 for the PIOSE Context Diagram (Figure 2) where the three categories of interfaces IO, I1, and I2 are described – and currently “explained”  through the [OSE] reference (section 5.3., 2nd paragraph 1.st sentence starting “Figure 2 shows..”

Proposed Change:

align figure and text . Propose to 
delete any description of interfaces I0, I1, and I2, 

for the bullet item, i.e.

delete “with” in  “Enabler implementations with” and delete the acc. sub bullets with text for I0, I1, and I2.
See also ID  A041
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A041
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.2, figure 1 + acc. text
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment: 

the text below fig 1 refers to I0, I1, I2 whereas these are not shown in the figure

Proposed Change:

align figure and text 


	Status: 
CLOSED
Resolved with ID 040

	A042
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Question for clarification to the last two bullets: Does the “execution environment” refer to the orange box in the OSE to which we have the I1 interface category? Or is it something else?

Proposed Change: 

Agreed resolution:

Delete last part of sentence in the two bullets:
“….in the OSE execution environment”

	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A043
	2007.05.21
	T
	5.2
Figure
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment: Question for clarification to Figure 1
See arrow  – includes terminals.  Does PIOSE also handle terminals?  Operators are a subclass of SPs so I don’t ask that question

Agreed add : or terminal domain to figure - general
both SP or terminal domain needs to be in the label
	Status:
CLOSED
Agreed

	A044

	2007.05.19
	T
	5.2
figure 1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment: Some boxes with a particular outline are called “enabler” and other similar boxes are called “API implementation”, it is not clear in the figure or the accompanying text what the difference is between these two
Proposed Change: 

Add an explanation what the difference is between the two of them.

AP to Mark to come up with  text to explain  Parlay API implementation and Parlay X API implementation ” in the figure (boxes) Text to be put below the figure

Mark proposal:
(email 

"The OSE structure permits non-enabler implementations (such as a Parlay X or Parlay API implementation) at the same level as enabler implementations.  Any underlying resource can be used to provide functions needed to support or realize those enabler or non-enabler implementations.  For example, OSA/Parlay resources could be used by an OMA enabler implementation, or non-OSA/Parlay resources could be used by a Parlay X or Parlay API implementation."
	Status: OPEN



	A045
	2007.05.21
	T
	5.3
1st and 2nd. paragraph
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 
Comment: text can be improved
A question for clarification:

Could location be done by GPS in the terminal?  If so, not limited to “network” resources.  
Proposed Change: 
The PIOSE context diagram in Figure 2 describes how Parlay can be used consistently with the OSE. 
Figure 2 shows the conceptual OSE architecture including its three categories of interfaces, I0, I1 and I2 [OSE]. For the Parlay X APIs and Parlay APIs implementations the I0 interface represents a realization of Parlay X APIs or Parlay APIs. There exists multiple Parlay X API [ParlayX: Common] and Parlay /OSA API [Parlay: Overview] specifications that expose 
capabilities such as user location, call control, charging, presence, terminal capabilities.. 
See also ID  A046
Agreed resolves also 46

	Status:  CLOSED
Agreed

	A046
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Third sentence, second paragraph could be improved.

Proposed Change: 

“There exist multiple specification parts both for the Parlay X APIs [ParlayX: Common] as well as for the Parlay /OSA APIs [Parlay: Overview], that expose network service capabilities for different areas such as user location, call control, charging, presence, terminal capabilities, etc..”


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Resolved with ID 046

	A047
	2007.05.28
	E
	5.3, figure 2
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: There are two “Execution Environment “ in the “SP domain” in the figure 2

Proposed Change: delete one


	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A048
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.3, 1st par. Below Fig 2
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment: :  “OSE constraints” reads funny

Proposed Change “constraints imposed by OSE ”

agreed
See also ID  A049, A50

	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed

	A049
	2007.05.21
	E/T
	5.3, 1st par. Below Fig 2
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: text can be improved

There are no OSE constraints on Enabler implementations regarding which resources and I2 interfaces that can be used. Per the OSE architecture the Parlay X and Parlay API implementations can expose I0 interfaces without using any underlying OSA / Parlay resources.
A possible set of Parlay/OSA resource interfaces that correspond to I2 are the Parlay / OSA API specifications listed in [Parlay: Overview]. Notice that the specification of the Parlay and Parlay X APIs as well as Parlay/OSA Resources (e.g. SCS) is not within OMA’s scope.

Agreed
see also A051

	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A050
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.3, 1st par below fig 2, 2nd sentence
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment: The 2nd sentence says "can"

Proposed Change: change can to may

Agreed instead to rephrase text:


Change:
“Per the OSE architecture the Parlay X and Parlay APIs implementations can expose I0 without any underlying OSA / Parlay resources.”

To:
“It is possible to provide the Parlay X and Parlay API implementations without using any underlying Parlay/OSA Resources for that function” 


	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed

	A051
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment:  last sentence readability may be improved “The use of Parlay and Parlay X capabilities is one such a group of resources and capabilities described in this document”

Proposed Change: rephrase

"That includes OMA enablers, and interfaces to use them, plus underlying resources to support enabler implementations. Parlay and Parlay X capabilities is one such group of resources described in this document"
See also ID  A052

	Status: 
CLOSED
Agreed

	A052
	2007.05.21
	T
	5.4.1
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: text can be improved
“The use of Parlay and Parlay X capabilities is one such a group of resources 
and capabilities described in this document”

This is confusing – are the Parlay things examples of OMA enablers or interfaces or enabler impls, or underlying capabilities?  Don’t understand what “described in this doc” refers to

Proposal

Agreed to rephrase text

change:

The OSE [OSE] is a conceptual and structured environment that includes OMA enablers, interfaces from applications that make use of OMA enablers, and use underlying capabilities and resources for enabler implementations. The use of Parlay and Parlay X capabilities is one such a group of resources and capabilities described in this document

To:.

The OSE [OSE] is a conceptual and structured environment that includes OMA enablers, interfaces from applications that make use of OMA enablers plus  underlying resources to support enabler implementations. The use of Parlay and Parlay X capabilities is one such a group of resources described in this document.
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 051

	A053
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.4.2, 1st paragraph
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009
Comment: 

this par. may be interpret as if Parlay/OSA specs are aimed to leverage WS-framework.

Proposed Change: fix that 

See also ID  A054
	Status: CLOSED
Resoved with ID 054

	A054
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.4.2, 1st paragraph, 1st sentence
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010
Comment: 

Too long sentence, text unclear.,– clarify what is meant with “aims of leveraging industry standards”.

Proposed Change: split sentence into two; 
First sentence: full stop after [Parlay X: Common].
Second sentence:agreed- delete 2nd part
Change  “with the aims of leveraging industry standards…” to  “Regarding a Web Services framework the approach taken is to adopt and reuse specifications and recommendations available in the industry as outlined by amongst others: OMA (OWSER), OASIS, W3C, and WS-I.  

First part agreed
keep first sentence only, i.e.full stop after [Parlay X: Common].
 and delete last part of sentence .
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A055
	2007.05.19
	T
	5.4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: First paragraph, last sentence. Should there be informal references to OWSER, OASIS, W3C, and WS-I?

Proposed Change: 

Resolved by 54
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 054

	A056
	2007.05.19
	E
	5.4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Add Framework abbreviation to second paragraph, second sentence

Proposed Change: 

“The Parlay/OSA Framework (FW) is a general component”
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A057
	2007.05.19
	E
	5.4.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Typo in second paragraph, fourth sentence

Proposed Change: “It may also be worth noting that”
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed



	A058
	2007.05.21
	E
	5.4.3
from 2nd  paragraph…
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: text can be improved 

Proposed Change: 

The Figure 3 below clarifies how the PIOSE logical architecture can be seen as relating to different resources including the Parlay /OSA Resources  and OSA architecture components described in OSA [OSA].The I0 interface can be exposed both to applications and enablers.
The Figure 3 clarifies how the OSE and OSE elements integrate and can take advantage of Parlay components and shows that the OSE can interact via the I2 interface category with OSA/Parlay resources (Gateways, framework and Service Capability Server (SCS)), and other resources.

There may be multiple ways to divide / organize physical deployment of Parlay /OSA resources and that the Figure 3 below is provided only to support explanation and may be used to cover logically different options but does NOT  intend to imply or anticipate any particular Parlay X API or Parlay API Implementation in OSE.
See also 059

	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A059
	2007.05.28
	E
	5.4.3, second paragraph 
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Proposed Change: 
Comment: The Figure 3 below clarifies how the PIOSE logical architecture can be seen as relating to different network resources including the Parlay /OSA Resources  and OSA architecture components described in OSA [OSA].The I0 interface can be exposed both to applications and enablers.

	Status: CLOSED

Resolved with ID 058

	A060
	2007.05.19
	E
	5.4.3
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Figure 3, binding box for Parlay X API contains “bbbbbbbb” 

Proposed Change: Remove “bbbbbbbb”

See also ID  A061
	Status: CLOSED

Agreed

	A061
	2007.05.21
	E
	5.4.3
	Source: IBM

Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: “bbbbbb” in the figure in “web service bindings”

Proposed Change: Remove “bbbbbbbb”
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 060

	A062
	2007.05.28
	E
	5.4.3, figure 3 
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: add two “s ” to keep consistence to figure 1 and 2.

 “Parlay X APIs Implementation” and “Parlay  APIs Implementation “in figure 3

Proposed Change: add two “s ” 


	Status: OPEN / CLOSED

Agreed

	A063
	2007.05.19
	E/T
	5.4.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Contains an editor note. Depending on the solution (i.e. either just remove the editor note, or move text parts to other sections) this comment is either “E” or “T”

Proposed Change: Remove editor note

See also ID  A064, A065, A066 and A067

	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A064
	2007.05.19
	E/T
	5.4.4
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009

Comment: there is an editor’s note

Proposed Change:

remove it 
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID A063

	A065
	2007.05.19
	E/T
	5.4.4
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010

Comment: Editor’s note

Proposed Change:

remove it 
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID A063

	A066
	2007.05.21
	E/T
	5.4.4
	Source: IBM

Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: Editor’s note

Proposed Change: delete note


	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID
A063

	A067
	2007.05.28
	E
	5.4.4
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: Yellow box of “editor Note” is still left. 

Proposed Change: delete 
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID A063

	A068
	2007.05.19
	T
	6
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: This looks like “Introduction” material

Proposed Change: Remove section 6, the first paragraph and move the remainder to section 4. 
This removes effectively section 6
See also ID A057 – and A025, A026, A069

	Status: CLOSED

Agreed



	A069
	2007.05.19
	T
	6, 
1st par.
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009

Comment: This paragraph consists mostly (if not all) of literally copied text from previous sections.

Proposed Change: Remove the 1st paragraph.

See also A068

	Status: 
CLOSED
Resolved with ID 068

	A070
	2007.05.19
	E
	6, 2nd par
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009

is the verb correct in the 1st sentence?

Proposed Change: fix the verb
	Status: 
CLOSED
Resolved with ID 068

	A071
	2007.05.21
	E
	Appendix A
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: yellow box 

Proposed Change: delete yellow box 

See also A072,073
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A072
	2007.05.21
	E
	A.1
	Source: IBM
Form: AD 4-18.doc (email) 

Comment: yellow box 

Proposed delete yellow box 


	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A073
	2007.05.28
	E
	Appendix A 
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: yellow box from template is still left

Proposed Change: 

delete
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 071

	A074
	2007.05.19
	E
	B.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: Editor note can be removed

Proposed Change: Remove editor note

See also ID A075, and A076,A077
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A075
	2007.05.20
	E
	B.1
	Source: Ericsson

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0009

Comment: Comment:  there’s an editor’s note

Proposed Change: remove it
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID 075

	A076
	2007.05.20
	E
	B.1
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010

Comment: Comment:  editor’s note

Proposed Change: remove it
	Status: CLOSED
Resolved with ID 075

	A077
	2007.05.28
	E/T
	Appendix B
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: yellow box of “editor note”. as there is only “~I0” in the figure and “~I0” has been explained, 

Proposed Change: delete the note

agrred
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 075

	A078
	2007.05.19
	E
	B.1
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: The Heading for B.1 could be removed. This means that the text in B.1 gets promoted to the text for B, and that B.1.1 becomes B.1.

Proposed Change: 
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A079
	2007.05.20
	T
	B.1.1
Fig. 5
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010

Comment: faulty +p in relation to I0 for the interface between Parlay APIs implementation and Policy Enforcer

Proposed Change: delete +p, change  
“Parlay API (~I0+p)” to “Parlay API (~I0)”
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A080
	2007.05.28
	E
	Appendix B, figure 5
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: Figure 5: Integration of OMA Enabler and Parlay implementations including Policy Enforcement 

Proposed Change:
	Status: CLOSED Agreed

	A081
	2007.05.19
	T
	B.1.2
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: First paragraph, first sentence reads funny.

Proposed Change: “This scenario addresses the case where an Enabler implementation is used to realize the function of Parlay/Parlay X API interfaces.”
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A082
	2007.05.20
	E
	B.1.2, 2nd paragraph
	Source: Appium

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0010

Comment: The Font is different from the rest of the AD

 Proposed Change: Align the font
See also A 083
	Status: CLOSED
Agreed

	A083
	2007.05.28
	E
	Appendix B.1.2, second paragraph
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: Thus an existing Parlay application can be deployed also on other networks, where the service provider has deployed OSE but not Parlay infrastructure. The approach illustrated in the Figure 6 is provided as an example and not the only way to do that.
Proposed Change: different font format, change to the same.
	Status:  CLOSED

Resolved with ID 082

	A084
	2007.05.28
	E
	Appendix B.1.3 
	Source: Huawei

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0013

Comment: Some new OMA Enabler implementations could use Parlay APIs or Parlay X APIs as I2, where there is no corresponding OMA enabler so far; for instance third party call control and conferencing. 

Proposed Change: 
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

	A085
	2007.05.19
	E
	B.1.4
	Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Form: OMA-ARC-PIOSE-2007-0011

Comment: I think “transfers” should be “transforms”

Proposed Change: When similar functions are supported by Parlay/Parlay X components and OSE enabler implementations at the same time, a mechanism (e.g. an API adaptor) that transforms the format from I0 of OMA enabler to the format of Parlay X API (or Parlay API) may become useful (Figure 8). A variant is when this mechanism transforms the format from Parlay API (or Parlay X API) of Parlay implementation to the format of I0 of OMA enabler (Figure 9).
	Status:  CLOSED

Agreed

















�No box above says “network resources”


�Could location be done by GPS in the terminal?  If so, not limited to “network” resources.  


�This is confusing – are the Parlay things examples of OMA enablers or interfaces or enabler impls, or underlying capabilities?  Don’t understand what “described in this doc” refers to.
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