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The S1 OSA drafting group agreed to use Tdoc S1-OSA-0005, titled: "Alignment of Service Capability Features (SCFs) across the 3 VHE / OSA Stages for R'99", as a valuable input for their work on OISP stage 1.

In a joint meeting with CN5 it was agreed to leave release 99 (22.121) as it is but use the document for a consistency check for names and content of OISP stage 1 with  23.127 and 29.198

The decisions of the meeting were based on the table provided by Tdoc S1-OSA-0005. 
The table below shows the results:

Remark:  "YES" and "NOT" indicate alignment with other stages

Results of S1 OSA drafting group are underlined and  in ITALICS

SCF(s)
OISP Stage 1
R99 Stage 2
R99 Stage 3

Framework SCF
NOT as a single SCF

OK, will become single SCF
YES
YES

Privacy/ Security functionality

Should be part of the framework SCF
YES as an SCF, should be stated as a functionality but not an SCF

 OK, will become function of Framework SCF
NOT because mechanism
NOT because mechanism

Discovery interface
YES as an SCF, should be stated as an interface but not an SCF

OK, will become function of Framework SCF
YES
YES

Trust and Security Management interfaces
YES afer CR

done
YES
YES

Initial Contact interfaces
YES after CR

No need in stage 1
YES
YES

Authentication interfaces
YES as an SCF, should be stated as interfaces but not an SCF

OK, will become function of Framework SCF
YES
YES

OSA access interfaces
YES after CR

No need in stage 1
YES
YES pending new draft

Authorisation interfaces
YES as an SCF, should be stated as interfaces but not an SCF

OK, will become function of Framework SCF
YES
NOT to be discussed by email.

Notification interfaces
YES should be removed

Remove, but keep a note
Removed in CR
NOT

Registration interfaces

(between framwork and other SCFs)
YES as an SCF, should be stated as interfaces but not an SCF

OK, will become function of Framework SCF
YES
YES pending new draft. vendor specific only, but no requirements for anything else.

Integrity Management interfaces
YES after CR

Requirements need to be specified
YES
YES

Load Manager interfaces
YES after CR 

Requirements need to be specified
YES
YES

Fault Manager interfaces
YES after CR 

Requirements need to be specified
YES
YES

OAM interfaces
YES after CR 

Requirements need to be specified
YES
YES

Heart Beat interfaces
YES after CR 

Requirements need to be specified
YES
YES

Heart Beat Management interfaces
YES after CR 

Requirements need to be specified
YES
YES

Call Control SCF


NOT (only Session Control mentioned) should be changed to ‚Call Control‘ SCF

New requirements in Release 2000
YES
YES

Charging method
YES as an SCF, should be stated as a functionality but not an SCF

New requirements in Release 2000
NOT because method
NOT because method

User Interaction SCFs

Or naming could be aligned in stage 3 if simpler, to Information or Message Transfer SCF
NOT need name change, current is Information Transfer

Stay with present name
NOT need name change, current is Message Transfer
YES

Generic User Interaction SCF
NOT

Some work is needed to align
YES
YES 

Check alignment

Call User Interaction SCF
NOT

Some work is needed to align
YES
YES 

Check alignment

Network User Location SCF
YES need to add ‚Network‘ in the name

Stay with present name
YES
YES

User Status SCF
YES
YES
YES

Terminal Capabilities SCF
YES
YES
YES

Address Translation SCF
NOT after CR

done
NOT
NOT

User Profile Management SCF
YES but should add that it is out of R99 scope

New requirements in Release 2000
YES but already says that it is out of R99 scope
NOT

