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Introduction

Lucent Technologies and Open API Solutions have had the opportunity to review contribution N5-020220 on Administration and Maintenance Interfaces. A commented version of the contribution is attached in the same zip file. In addition, this paper also lists the major issues below. Lucent and Open API Solutions kindly request the meeting to discuss these comments and issues.

Major Issues

· In a number of places it is stated that the Service Type interface should be accessible to an SCS since in order to obtain the interface the SCS would have to be registered and to be registered would require the prior existence of an appropriate Service Type. Appropriate entities to access these interfaces are Framework Operator and Service Supplier.

· We notice that the previously proposed listServiceTypes and describeServiceType methods have been removed. It is felt that they are needed in order to provide a more complete capability for managing service types (particularly as the Service Supplier may not want to have to obtain the Service Discovery/Registration interfaces to get access to those methods).

· The behaviour of the system when disabling or removing a Service Type needs to be more closely defined. It would seem that all sub-types would also have to be removed, or else the properties in the supertype explicitly added to the sub-types. Need to also describe what happens to all of the services that have already been registered and what happens to all of the service sessions that these services are involved in. Additionally, need to mention what happens to any event notifications requested that involve this service type.

· We would recommend that a service type can only be remove once all services registered against it have been unregistered (which in turn implies that all service sessions and contracts have been terminated).

· It would seem that potentially a new domainID type representing the Framework Operator may need to be introduced.

· We don’t believe that the new paragraph in unannounceService is necessary.

Detailed Review Comments

The detailed review comments can be found in document titled “N5-020220 admin-maintenance-interfaces-COMMENTS”. This document is contained in the same zip file as  the current document. The comments are included as “review comments” using the “track changes” feature of MS Word.
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