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1. Description:

3GPP SA5 is analysing further ETSI ES 202 336-12 V1.1.1 (2016-05) and is studying how 3GPP specifications can provide support to power, energy and environmental parameters monitoring for mobile access networks. As part of this work, 3GPP SA5 would like to make the following comments / proposals with regard to Figure 1:
1. To comply with ITU-T M.3010 layered management architecture, “NMS” should be split in two parts: EMS (Element Management System) (a.k.a. “DM” (Domain Manager) in 3GPP Reference Management Model), and NMS (Network Management System). Generally, though not always, the “TMN protocol” between network elements and their EMS is vendor-specific whereas the northbound interface of EMS/DM (towards NMS) is standardized. Also, to be noted, some network elements may have direct standardized interfaces to NMS. It would be appreciated if Figure 1 could take this into consideration;
2. 3GPP reference management model uses the following terminology: “Type-1 interface” refers to the OA&M interface between network elements and their EMS/DM. “Type-2 interface” refers to the OA&M interface between EMS/DM and NMS, or to the direct OA&M interface between network elements and NMS. Though we are fully aware that this is 3GPP-only terminology, we realize that using, in Figure 1 and the whole ES 202 336-12, “Type-1” to refer to embedded sensors and “Type-2” to refer to external sensors is misleading. Our suggestion would be to change to “Embedded sensors” (or “Type-I” for Internal sensors) and “External sensors” (or “Type-E” for External sensors) or alike;
3. We identified a potential use case in which external sensors and XCUs/DGUs are provided to the network operator together with their RMS, as a comprehensive solution from the same vendor. Should this potential use case be relevant for ETSI EE, it would imply that, similarly to EMS/DM and NMS, RMS should be split in two parts: a vendor-specific RMS and a NM-layer umbrella RMS (exact terminology is FFS). The XCUs/DGUs may have vendor-specific interface to either the vendor-specific RMS (if any) or direct standardized (according to ES 202 336-12 and 202 336-1) interface to the NM-layer umbrella RMS; the interface between the vendor-specific RMS (if any) and the NM-layer umbrella RMS shall be standardized (according to ES 202 336-12 and 202 336-1).
3GPP SA5 kindly requests ETSI EE 02 to consider proposals made in points 1 and 2 above, and provide feedback on the relevance of the potential use case and consequences on the architecture described in point 3.

2. Action:

To: ETSI TC EE 02
ACTION: 
3GPP SA5 kindly requests ETSI EE 02 to consider proposals made in points 1 and 2 above, and provide feedback on the relevance of the potential use case and consequences on the architecture described in point 3. 

3. Date of Next SA5 Meetings:

SA5#111
16 - 20 Jan. 2017
Porto (Portugal)
SA5#112
27 - 31 Mar. 2017
Guilin (China)
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