Joint-API-group (Parlay, ETSI Project OSA, 3GPP TSG_CN WG5)
N5-020434

Meeting #18, Budapest, HUNGARY, 13 – 17 May 2002

Source:
Andy Bennett (Lucent Technologies), Gareth Carroll (Open API Solutions), Joachim Zeiss (FTW)
Title:
The need for Service Type Administration Interfaces
Agenda Item:
8.6.6 Others (Framework) 

Document for:
Decision
It has been proposed in a number of previous JWG meetings that a new interface is introduced that allows Service Types to be managed. The previous contributions have identified the detailed specification of the interface but have not addressed the need for such an interface. For that reason the previous contributions have been rejected.

This contribution attempts to provide the missing justification.

As the specifications currently stand the Service Types against which Services are registered can only be managed using proprietary interfaces and administration tools for each Framework. We believe this needs to change for the following reason: -

We see the need for Service Suppliers to be able to add Service Types (from scratch or by extending existing ones) which contain properties appropriate for their Services, within constraints imposed by the Framework Operator. Without a standard interface this operation would have to be performed via off-line agreement between the Service Supplier and Framework Operator (where these roles reside in separate domains).

This doesn’t remove the existing need for proprietary interfaces that the Framework operator would use (unless they defined a Service Supplier ID that would “represent” the Framework administration.

A side benefit to defining the Service Type Administration interface is that it makes the semantics of Service Types more transparent and reduces the likelihood of incompatibilities between the Framework and Service Suppliers/Services.

Looking Ahead

There are two related reasons why the Service Type Administration interface in particular and future Framework administration interfaces in general should be introduced. These are provided below in order to indicate that the Service Type Administration interface may well be only the first such interface needed (another example is authentication key administration).

Standard Framework administration interfaces would allow a market to develop for management applications. For example a Framework operator would be able to switch Frameworks while keeping its existing management applications (or visa versa).

Standard Framework administration interfaces would make it more likely for vendors of existing network management tools to incorporate the Framework administration into their products.

Framework/Gateway operators cannot currently integrate Framework administration tools into their existing OAM&P software suites as the interfaces used are proprietary and specific to a framework implementation.

Note that moving forward this would require the introduction of a new role – that of the Framework Administrator.

