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1. Overall Description:

3GPP CN5, ETSI SPAN12 and Parlay thank the ITU-T SG11 Q4 for providing a copy of the API Reference Document for review.  Our comments are as follows:

A: General comments

A1. Although we understand the need to make the information in this document more widely known, we believe it had rather not be a recommendation.

A2. We would like to suggest to set up an informative web page rather than a reference document. A document is more formal, and also more difficult to keep updated. The web page alternative would solve our concern expressed in comment A1.

A3: According to the Scope section, one of the purposes of this document is to "help to avoid the overlapping of the standardisation effort". But unfortunately the way the document is structured does not help this purpose; even in the cases where this overlap has been avoided, like in the cases of Parlay, ETSI and 3GPP, this fact is not stressed in the document: it is necessary to read attentively a third-level clause in each of the body's sections ("Co-operation with other bodies") to realise that there is really only one API specification. 

Having different architectural figures for each body does not help either: even if the scope of the three is not the same, the commonalties would be more visible if there were only one figure, a superset of the scope of the three (which would really be the scope of ETSI and Parlay); each section would have its own subset of that figure, in the same style.

We would like to suggest to turn the document focus, and to reflect this turn in a different document structure, for the sections on Parlay, ETSI and 3GPP. We would suggest a top-level section called OSA/Parlay API, containing:

· An Overview section with the introduction to the OSA/Parlay API, which can be copied from any of the three existing Parlay, ETSI or 3GPP sections. There is currently an Overview section for each of the three bodies, and we would suggest that it is common for the three of them. Note that in the current draft the Overview for the three bodies says things that are applicable to all of them, but in a different way, which hides the similarities; this would be avoided with a common Overview section. The introduction would then explain that the OSA/Parlay API is being specified jointly by ETSI, 3GPP and the Parlay Group.

· One sub-section for each of the three bodies, with an Architecture subsection and a Released Specification, as it is now. The Architecture subsection would contain a figure (plus explanatory text), but the figure would be in the same style for the three bodies, so the commonalties are highlighted. The Released Specification section would just contain a pointer to the last release of each body, to avoid the need to update it frequently.

· For the OSA/Parlay section, there would be no need for the sub-section "Co-operation with other bodies": this information would now be very visible.

A4: There is an interesting API classification in the Scope section, but the different API categories are not further mentioned in the document. It would be useful to have another figure (or even the same 1-1) with the APIs in the rest of the document associated to their category. Another suggestion, in line with the document structure changes proposed in comment A3, would be to have the document structured in terms of the different API categories; then OSA/Parlay would be in the 3rd Party APIs section.

A5:  We would like to understand the rationale for the inclusion of TINA-C section as we believe that this work has been superseded.

B: Comment to a specific section:

B1: Section 1: why the name "Service Control APIs"? They seem to be rather APIs for service development (this is what the explanatory paragraph says).

B2: Scope: Service Creation Environment and OSS/BSS should be within the scope of the document.  Also, change the ordering of the sections. Put 3rd Party APIs first; Service management APIs second; and Service control APIs third.
B3: 5.1.5, 5.2.5, 5.3.5, 5.4.5: change to "cooperation with JAIN Community member companies"

B4: 5.3.2.3:  The section numbering has gone astray also, service registration is interface 5.

B5: 6.3.2:  In the JAIN row, change "JCC,SPA" to "SPA Service APIs"; and in the 3rd Party API column, add "SPA Framework APIs".  The 3GPP row / Service Control column change "OSA" to "OSA SCS APIs". Remove "OSA" from the Service Management column; and in the 3rd Party column change "OSA" to "OSA Framework APIs".  In the OMG row, should TSAS be in the 3rd Party column?
2. Actions:

To ITU-T SG11 Q4

ACTION: 
The joint group of 3GPP CS5, ETSI SPAN12 and Parlay request that the comments provided above be considered for inclusion in the next version of the reference document  
