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1. Status of CC/UI sub-team

This contribution serves to inform the Group of the activities of the sub-team formed to investigate the Call Control/User Interaction interdependence issue.

The team met via conference call on 10th September 2002 and made good progress towards being able to bring a proposal to the Group on a solution to this issue. The three alternatives (previously identified in N5-011168 and N5-020053) were discussed. Please refer to the minutes of that meeting (below) for details on the discussion of each alternative.

We concluded that Option 3 (clarification of behaviour) was the alternative that would most likely be proposed but we didn’t want to close off Option 2 (UI – CC API to be defined) until some further investigation work had been carried out. Option 1 was rejected as we considered that the impacts on the current UI and CC APIs would be too great.

Subsequent to the meeting two email discussions took place. 

Sun’s Thoughts

Sun put forward a number of thoughts: -

1. Let’s keep the APIs simple (i.e. no passing of SSN etc)

2. Let’s keep the architecture simple (i.e. no SCF-SCF interfaces defined)

3. Let’s keep the APIs flexible (i.e. have the possibility to do pure call control; call control and call user interaction; and pure user interaction)

4. Let’s allow vendor multivendorship (i.e. single vendor solutions for the pure call control SCF; the call control and call user interaction SCF and the pure user interaction SCF).
Items 1 and 2 appear to eliminate Option 2. We believe that Item 3 is covered as it is possible for a non Call-based User Interaction SCF to be implemented and registered with the Framework, likewise a “pure” Call Control SCF. However, we have at this point moved away from a single Call Control and User Interaction SCF (Item 4).

Further discussion on this at the Miami meeting is welcomed.
Mated-SCF Issue

Lucent raised the issue that with Option 3 the interdependence of implementations of Call Control and Call-based User interaction is not removed. This means that if an Application is using a Call Control SCS and wishes to do Call-based User Interaction it must set up a service session with the correct User Interaction SCS. This issue also applies if a User Interaction was selected set up first.

[This will also be a problem for any pair of SCSs which, because of underlying network technologies must be selected as a pair (or group).]
 

Selection could either be a function of the Framework (by only presenting the Mate SCSs during Discovery) or of the Application. Either way there will probably need to be some information associated with the SCSs (eg properties that the SCSs are registered with) that enables either the Framework or the Application to work out which SCSs are mated.

Alternatives: -

1. A new property could be introduced which contains a Mated Group ID. Each SCS belonging to a Mated Group will have the appropriate ID provisioned when the SCS is registered with the Framework. The selection behaviour can then be pre-programmed into the App or Framework. 

2. This property could be a string containing a text description of the dependency. Manual intervention would be required on the part of the App or Framework administrator to ensure the correct SCSs are selected. 

3. Don't have any properties. The Application owner would be responsible for configuring the App with the appropriate information after an "off-line" discussion with the Network Operator.
Regardless of the solution chosen there needs to be a way of indicating that un-mated SCSs have been selected.
Feedback and other alternatives are welcomed.

2. Minutes of Meetings

Minutes Conference Call - CC and UI 

Date:
Tuesday 10th Sept 2002

Time:
3.00 p.m.

Participants:


Eamonn Murray - AePONA


Andy Bennett - Lucent


Jane Humphrey - Marconi


Richard Stretch - BT


Erik van der Velden - Ericsson


Coskun Demir - Telenity (Eu)

Agenda:


1. Brief recap on N5-011168 and N5-020053.


2. Solicit further suggestions not previously presented?


3. Agree a plan of work 


4. Consider SA1/2 and multivendorship. 


5. AOB 

Minutes:

Item 1:  Briefly recapped on the previous work in N5-011168 and

N5-020053. N5-011168 outlined 3 options for dicussion namely:


Option 1: Move Call UI into Call Control service, leaving


a remaining non call related UI service only. This proposal


represents a significant change to the existing Parlay SCSs.


Concerns regarding backwards compatibility were expressed,


although it was pointed out that deprecation and support


for duplicate functionality would accomodate this option in


a backwards compatible manner. It was agreed that this option


would not receive strong support in the joint work group and


would result in a single vendor solution with significant API


changes for application developers. The solution was considered


to result in a similar offering to option 3 in terms of a 


single vendor solution, and less attractive than option 3 due


to the level of change envisaged. For these reasons it was 


agreed that option 1 would no longer be considered and no 


further work would be carried out.


Option 2: Ensure complete multi-vendorship and introduce a


new reference point in the Parlay model and define an API


to be used between Call UI and Call Control SCSs. Initially


this option was also excluded based on the need to introduce


a new 'inter-SCS' API, and the need for network based 


knowledge to be passed across this API and possibly to


applications. However there was a recognition that in the


absence of further solutions, this option represents the


only means for complete multi-vendor solution. Further input


was sought on how Option 2 could be supported and what


impacts would result. (AP1)


Option 3: Clarify existing beahviour of Call Control and


Call UI service, including expected interaction. This solution


represents least change to the existing SCSs and shall result in


a need to source both SCSs from a single vendor to ensure that


call user interaction can be supported. It was pointed out that


the motivation for progressing option 3 was that, at present


the level of ambiguity surrounding call UI would result in 


vendor specific solutions with the result that applications would


be strongly dependent on the behaviour and functionality supported


by each vendor implementation. In addition although a single


vendor call UI solution results, it was also pointed out that


by registering different SCSs for non-call UI for example, a


degree of multi-vendorship is retained in the overall solution.


It was agreed that further work on Option 3 would be carried out.

Item 2: There were no new options put forward during the conference call

however if further ideas were forthcoming these would be considered by

the group and forwarded to the Joint Working Group if appropriate.

Item 3: It was agreed that the short term plan for work should be based

on further clarifying option 3 above. An email review of N5-020053 shall

take place, with a target cut-off for comments, close of business

Friday 13th September 2002.(AP2). The comments received shall then be

used to create an update to N5-020053 (AP3), with a view to holding a

further conference call review of this updated document during the 

week of 16th September 2002. (AP4).

It was highlighted that we need to consider which 3GPP releases we

target any contributions towards. It was discussed that Release 6

would be no problem, and Release 5 may also be possible given suitable

explanation of the need for changes. The timing of publicising our

findings to the wider joint work group was also discussed. It was

agreed that if we can reach consensus on the review of an updated

contribution - this contribution may be put forward to Miami. At

a minimum a contribution to Miami indicating that this work is taking

place shall be provided. (AP5)

Item 4: In consideration of SA1/2 requirement for multi-vendorship

it was agreed that the understanding of the participants was that

multi-vendorship was evident in the current API definitions but did

not extend to guaranteeing full multi- vendor interoperability between

SCSs. The group felt it was acceptable that in order to support Call

UI, a single vendor SCS solution was valid.

Item 5: None

Next meeting / call targetted 18/09/02.

Actions:

AP1: 
Propose a simple solution for Option 2 (new inter SCS reference point)


Erik van der Velden; Date Due: N/A

AP2:
Review N5-020053 and supply comments on required functionality and


behaviour changes to support Option 3.


All; Date Due: 13/09/02

AP3:
Amalgamate all comments on N5-020053 and update for review


Eamonn Murray; Date Due: 16/09/02

AP4:
Arrange conference call to review output from AP3


Eamonn Murray: Date Due: 18/09/02

AP5:
Agree on contribution to provide to Miami JWG.


All; Date Due: 18/09/02

Issues:

IS1: 
Which 3GPP release to target a submission based on the group work and


findings

