joint-API-group (Parlay, ETSI Project OSA, 3GPP TSG_CN WG5)
N5-050036

Meeting #30, Austin, TX, USA 24-27 January 2005

Source:

The Parlay Group
Title:

DTR-TISPAN-01021-01v003

Agenda Item:
6 OSA3 - 3GPP Rel-6 
Document for:

Approval 
Enclosed in the same Zip archive as the present document is the latest draft mapping of Parlay X Web Services to Parlay/OSA APIs, Part 1: Common.

This document is submitted by member companies of The Parlay Group.

Version 001 of this document was reviewed at Meeting #29 in Barcelona, Spain.  Following this meeting, Version 002 of this document was generated in December and submitted for email review.  The email review process resulted in two sets of comments, from AePONA and Appium.  These comments and their disposition are listed below. Version 003 of this document implements the results from the email review process: Version 003 is now submitted for approval at Meeting #30 in Austin.

Email Review Process: AePONA comments and disposition

Part 1 Common (803):

1. Title includes IMS. From Barcelona notes the action was to ensure scope and forward referred to mapping to IMS where applicable. I would agree that the forward has been corrected accordingly and is applicable across all mapping documents. However the forward currently clearly indicates that we have only produced one IMS mapping for part 14-2. Therefore the document titles and scope should reflect what is contained in each current document rather than another sub-part. Therefore for all documents where there is no IMS mapping, the title and scope should not allude to that (as I said above the Forward should indicate the existence of IMS mapping subparts as they are produced). Therefore only 14-2 should have the title and scope changes as produced.

jsr, 12/23: Update complete


2. Addressing: Parlay supports national addressing schemes such as discussed in section 5.1 of PX Part1. Could therefore extend table.

jsr, 1/5: Update complete


3. There is no Time or Charging based mappings. Could we not include a table similar to addressing in which Time is cross-referenced with Parlay Common section 5.5, and charging section 5.7?
jsr, 1/7: Update complete

4. Is it possible for Parlay exceptions to map to multiple or alternate PX exceptions (and vice-versa). E.g P_INVALID_CRITERIA  - svc0002/3?
jsr, 1/7: These default mappings can be overridden for a specific web service as noted in the existing text.  I agree with your example and added it as an alternative.  Not sure what you mean by “vice-versa” since the mappings are one way only: i.e. from Parlay/OSA to Parlay X.  Also many of the mappings are to SVC0001 only, because the Parlay exception indicates an error (interface inconsistency, loss of sync,…) between the web service implementation (in the role of a Parlay /OSA app) and the SCF, rather than bad data in the message from the PX app.   On that note, I would also expect the web service to catch bad data and throw the SVC0002, SVC0003… exceptions before mapping to, and invoking methods on, the OSA interface.  

5. Can you clarify the mailto mapping for address in 6.1.2, The PX common description of address refers to sip and tel but not mailto?
jsr, 1/7: Replaced RFC 822 reference with reference to RFC 2368, which defines the mailto URL scheme.

Email Review Process: Appium comments and disposition

General (all parts 2..n))

1. Section 4 versioning: Check that ETSI 3.x, Parlay 5.x and 3GPP 6.x versions are captured, mapping should be applicable to all parts (as backward compatibility is secured in OSA/Parlay). E.g. in Part 2 –both subparts-  this is lacking

jsr, 1/5: Update complete

Part 1 Common (803):

1. URI address mapping:
Propose to extend table 6.1.1 and 6.1.2 to include mapping between URI tel and P_ADDRESS_PLAN_NATIONAL 
For tel both the international (with +) and local (without +) notation should be supported with mapping to international and national numbering plans in Parlay.
 Note: When mapping a national number between Parlay X and Parlay 3.2 or earlier version of GCC or MPCC call control API where no "National Number Plan" support is defined a proprietary mapping could apply (e.g. recommend to use P-ADRESS_PLAN_UNDEFINED instead of P_ADDRESS_PLAN_NATIONAL )
jsr, 1/5: Update complete


2. Other common mappings
Suggest to also include tables for mapping of the optional charging parameter. Would be useful information.

jsr, 1/5: Agreed.  Update complete

