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Introduction

Building off the work done so far for Entry Point, this contribution outlines some proposals and issues for further discussion. Following the discussion, it is anticipated we can agree to possibly further extending the current scope of the EP interface(s) specification and/or further clarification of: the EP service, EP context, EP application and expected usage.

This contribution was generated following review of current status of EP contributions. The points below provide our understanding and expectation for EP together with suggestions how it may be further extended or issues that are open.

(Note: though some examples below reference CORBA, our proposals are aimed meant to only apply to Reqs and IS level present i.e. we assume solution can be applied across all appropriate solutions sets).
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EP Agent View (EP Interfaces 1 and 2)
· The EP is a “convenience” layer for finding IPRAgents. It does not in anyway control the lifetime of IRPAgents. EP has no knowledge of how many times or to whom it has handed off IRPAgent references. (Note: this follows CORBA Naming service, trader service and COM Service-provider in this regard).

· EP Agent shall be vendor Independent (implicit). One EP shall be able to support all vendors IRPAgents in a network. 

· The EP Agent should have persistent storage of Registration Items i.e. registered IRPAgents.

· Motorola propose/assume EP shall be based off concepts similar to OMG/CORBA "Trader Service". (For CORBA SS it could in fact front the trader service, but this subject to further study i.e. when address SSs). 

· EP should provide service to support legacy IRP Agents (pre EP, not support interface 2)

· EP conceptually needs to support two types on management interface i.e. Interface 1 and 2 illustrated in above figure. Currently only interface 1 is being considered, reference latest EP Reqs and IS. The following points outline our understanding and expectations for the scope Interface 2. (Whether this is specified in part or in whole as part of EP for Rel 6 is an open issue. In either case we believe Interface 2 needs discussed further so that we have a common understanding). 

Interface 2 shall support:

· Registration of IRP Agents with their profile (Profile. IRPs supported, versions, NRMs and scope,..)

· Deregistration of IRP Agents

· Provide a clean-up service.

· Interface 2 shall provide interfaces to

· IRPAgents

· Other applications

Interface 1 shall support:

· Query service to find IRPAgents i.e. as already covered in latest EP Reqs and ISs.

· New: Notification when IRPAgents register and deregister

· Assume EP starts first i.e. before other IRPAgents register (EP the 'master').

IRPAgent View (EP interface 2)
· Backward Compatibility: Legacy IRPs are "manually" registered into EP-Agent, based on management interface 2, but not by legacy IRP Agent.

· New IRPs may automatically register (optional).

· IRPAgent may repeat its registration.

· New IRPAgents may automatically deregister (optional)

· Close relation between Generic IRP and EP (From a IS and SS specification level)

· A "ping" type interface should be supported. EP Agent may use this to verify IRPAgent alive/connected.

· Need a consistent policy for overall responsibility for Registration/Deregistration. Propose this shall be the EP Agent.

· Registration/deregistration needs to be support in a consistent way (policy).

· Generic IRP is base class for supporting EP interface 2. (From a IS and SS specification level)

· Generic IRP should support the "ping". (From a IS and SS specification level)

NMC (IRPManager) View (interface 1)
· Dynamic subscription.

· The IRPManager establishes reference to 'registration' object

· Object in EP. (Working assumption. Other options considered, with potential advantages, e.g. IRPAgent Generic IRP).

· Object may be created, deleted, changed.

· Some form of Notification support for create, delete and change.

· Query exists i.e. as per current scope of EP Reqs and IS, but with additional suggests:-

· IRP Version(s)

· Vendor

· NE (NRM MOs, filter/scope)

· Alive (further study)

· Load (further study, later phase(?)

· Query support by "TCL" type expression
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