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1. Introduction
This contribution provides a description on the difference between resource control versus resource usage.
2. Proposal

It is proposed to add the following sub-section to section 4. 
	Start of 1st Change


4.4
Resource control versus resource usage 
Network Composition is in many ways an aspect of what CCN is as a result of a Composition Agreement controlling how contributed resources are used and controlled. It shall then be noted that the CA basically provides a ruling for this for each resource available in the composing CCNs. In order to better understand what is meant by ‘resource control’, a distinction is made to the difference to ‘resource usage’, and the text below provides an explanation of this difference.
Let us say there is a resource R. Let us also assume that this resource R is located 
in one specific CCN, let us call this CCN ‘A’. As long as A has not composed with any other CCN, A also fully controls the resource R. Alternatively, the resource R may be located outside of A and A just has the control of the resource R through a CA, for example, see further below. In both cases, control means the ability to allocate, deallocate, manipulate and manage the resource. Use of a resource is always done indirectly via an interface; it is thus rather so that there is a right to use a number of services through an interface
. This is then also to note that no CCN can claim control over a resource unless the CCN "owns" it (possibly though a contract such as a CA). Just providing an interface doesn't fulfill the control aspect, as you may for instance provide an interface, but where you need to further relay the execution of a service request to the CCN who actually owns the resource.

When now for instance A composes with another CCN, call it ‘B’, then depending on the Composition Type, the resource R in A may:

 - Still be under full control by A (Network Interworking), but can be indirectly used by B through an interface
- Be under control by B (Control Delegation), and may then be indirectly used by A (or rather and more likely by some other CCN) through an interface
- Be under control by a newly created CCN, call it ‘C’ (Control Sharing, Network Integration), if A and B like to have shared control over the resource. Other CCNs may then compose with C, and depending on composition type, things as described here and above may then happen once again with the resource R.

As a rather concrete example, if there is a WLAN hot spot who actually can do Authentication (but only of its own user base), and which then composes with a 3G network (who can do Authentication of its own user base), the resource is Authentication in this example, and please note that it is available in both networks but with potentially different contents, they may select to compose according to:

- Network Interworking, so that each of them can call upon an authentication service provided by each CCN (the WLAN hot spot and the 3G network).
- Control Sharing, so that both can share and control the Authentication via a new AN/CCN, which could be a valid option if e.g. their respective user bases overlap. 
- Control Delegation, e.g. the WLAN hot spot can delegate the control of its Authentication resource to the 3G network, and then the 3G network can authenticate via either Authentication resource (if e.g. there is an overlap, it uses its own Authentication resource, but if another not known user for the 3G network shall be authenticated, then it could check with the WLAN hot spot's Authentication resource).
- Network Integration, not really applicable in this case, but would end up in a similar result as for Control Sharing.
	End of 1st Change

































































�By saying “fully located”, do you mean that resource could be also partially located (=”a distributed resource”)?


MJ: No not really, so I scrap “fully”.


�Since SAP is already a known and defined term in 3GPP and I am not sure how it is defined in the AN project, I thought that perhaps we should just use ‘interface’ term. Note that I didn’t check how SAP is defined in the AN project. Or what do you think? 


MJ: I believe the SAP term is OK, as I use it the OSI way, which probably also has been adopted by 3GPP, but let us avoid the SAP term for now.


�Not sure what is the point here. Isn’t it enough to say that “to the CCN who actually owns the resource”?  Or why we need to refer to the CCN, which actually both has and owns the resource?


Well, probably it is, so I scrap “has”.





