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1 Reason for Contribution

This contribution provides comments to documents OMA-GSSM-2006-0045R01-INP_GSSM_and_Business_Processes and OMA-GSSM-2006-0046-INP_How_do_GSSM_and_PE_relate, and complements document OMA-GSSM-2006-0058-INP_comment_0045_0046.
2 Summary of Contribution

Documents OMA-GSSM-2006-0045R01 and OMA-GSSM-2006-0046 both already introduce architectural considerations and provide implementation options-related comments to the existing -and work-in-progress- GSSM RD.  The present contribution proposes to respond to the main comments raised in these documents, while requesting to keep the focus at present Requirements stage on gathering, refining requirements and use cases (i.e. we recommend these documents to be noted).  This contribution also comes as a complement to document OMA-GSSM-2006-0058.
3 Detailed Proposal

Although contributions 0045R01 and 0046 both already introduce architectural considerations and provide implementation options related comments to the existing (and work-in-progress) GSSM RD, we would like to provide here some first elements of response to these comments.

About 0045R01 section 3.3 and the risk of overlap with TMF specifications, and for example “business processes like rating/pricing setting, billing, invoicing, CRM”:  we are pleased to confirm that there is absolutely no intention to have a GSSM enabler overlapping these functions.

About 0045R01 section 3.3 and the support of TMF’s eTOM and SID:  obviously GSSM, as we anticipate any other OMA enabler does, will leverage existing Standards when relevant and beneficial for OMA.  This is certainly the case of TMF’s eTOM and SID; however we expect this to be analyzed in details at Architecture phase, not at Requirements phase.

About 0045R01 section 3.4 “the determination of prices / rates is not something that should be done at the subscription level. Subscriptions should limited to characterization of the type of subscription (e.g. gold subscription, category or subscription or subscription type identifier)”:  of course there is no intention to have GSSM becoming a rating engine.

About 0045R01 section 3.4 “authorization is not determined by subscription. For example, campaigns may change the terms of access to certain services under certain conditions and therefore decide to rely on other considerations to determine authorization.”:  the validity of this statement depends on the definition given to “subscription”.  In order to cover the above use case, the WID has proposed on-purpose a flexible approach for the definition of “subscription” -quoting: “Service subscription describes the agreement between the subscriber and operator/service provider based on which the subscriber is allowed to consume the service, and charged according to an agreed rate.”

About 0045R01 section 3.4 “authentication is different from GSSM information.  TMF describes the BSS processes associated to subscriber account creation and provisioning. This information is critical to provisioning service, enablers /OSE and other sources to ensure appropriate security and support of identity management (e.g. single sign on).”:  this points is somewhat confusing as GSSM objective is to standardized “services subscriptions”, not “subscriber account provisioning”.

About 0045R01 section 3.4 “policies for usage of the services are to be managed by the Service provider, preferably in one location and based on business processes. To a large extent, PE factors out business rules and they can be setup and provisioned by BSS or OSS. We envisage that BSS and OSS provision policies, SLAs etc…”:  we think this statement introduces architectural considerations at present Requirements stage.

About 0046 section 3 “the Service Provider needs to have a fool-proof mechanism to make sure that unauthorized/invalid messages do not even get through to resources – the service provider should not have to depend on the resource explicitly requesting some component (like GSSM) to do the check.  Further, the charging operations should be controlled by the service provider (and selected policies).  These functions are intended to be performed by an intercepting component like PE.”:  we think this statement (and altogether contribution 0046) introduces architectural considerations at present Requirements stage.

About document 0058 section 3.2 “Comments to OMA-GSSM-2006-0046-INP_How_do_GSSM_and_PE_relate” and section 3.3 “The way forward”:  while those sections are already in the architecture territory, we note the architecture proposed may possibly be an option; while another option that we would certainly like to see considered at Architecture stage is one similar to CBCS enabler (c.f. OMA-AD-CBCS-V1_0, section 5 “Architectural Model”).

Finally, about 0046 section 3 “the GSSM RD activity is going beyond the original scope of the WID and defining an enabler whose functions are already being performed by the PE.”:  this statement confused us; does it intend to state that the “PE” (Policy Enforcer) is an independent OMA enabler?

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

We hope to have responded to the main concerns raised in documents OMA-GSSM-2006-0045R01 and OMA-GSSM-2006-0046, while complementing the initial architecture analysis proposed in document OMA-GSSM-2006-0058.  We recommend these documents to be noted, while keeping the GSSM Ad-hoc group focus on requirements and use cases, at present stage.
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