
Annex E: Technical Diagrams and Business Process Diagrams 

Technical Diagrams

Figure 1: Identity Verification



Figure 2: Consumer Consent Management



Figure 3: Data Sharing Interactions



Figure 4: Ecosystem Management



Figure 5: Directory/Registry CCS User Interactions



Figure 6: Full Proposed Solution design



Figure 7: E2E granting of consent (consumer is registering, or is registered within the central portal)
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Figure 8: E2E granting of consent (consumer chooses not to register within the central portal)
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Figure 9: Consent management through the ATP  - revocation  and renewal
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Figure 10: Consent management via the central portal – revocation and renewal
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Figure 11: Queried consent
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Figure 12: ATP onboarding 
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Figure 13: EDP onboarding
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