3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)
S5-092635
Meeting SA5#65, 11-15 May, 2009, Tallinn, Estonia


Source:
Ericsson, NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
Title:
Way forward for design and maintenance for TR 069 based Data Models for HNB and HeNB management

Document for:
Approval, Information, Discussion

Agenda Item:
6.04.1 UID_420037 3G Home NodeB OAM&P Type 1 Interface
The contributing companies have the following understanding of the way forward IF SA5 agrees to have BBF define the HNB data model and the HeNB data model.

This “SA5 relationship with BBF for data model development” has to be agreed in writing between 3GPP and BBF before such a relationship can take effect. Therefore it is suggested to communicate above with the BBF via liaison.

==========================================================

SA5 working arrangement with BBF regarding data model development
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Note: based on discussions change “2. Sumit /feedback infomodel (semantics)” to “2. Submit requirements and infomodel to BBF” & add “3. Provide Data model to SA5”

3GPP SA5 will becomes the single focal point for OAM input towards BBF. The Femto Forum has achieved its goals in selecting TR069 as the basic protocol for Femto OAM and providing in conjunction with RAN3 the initial input to BBF WT196. Moving forward the HNB/HeNB OAM work split shall be as proposed in the above figure (pending MoU agreement between 3GPP and BBF).

In addition, the proposed working arrangement shall contain the following: 

Condition 1:

· When proposals are submitted as BBF member contributions into BBF meetings whose acceptance might result in modification or changes to HNB or HeNB data model specifications (or even new specification re HNB/HeNB), BBF should document the submission per the normal BBF process;

· Q: why not rejected, and requesting to go directly to SA5?? This seems in accordance w/ the original ALU proposal shown above, and we can skip sub-bullets below!

· The submission should be sent to 3GPP SA5 in a liaison or presented during joint meetings with 3GPP SA5;

· SA5 will review and evaluate the submission based on its technical merits and compliance with SA5 requirements and respond back to BBF in liaison indicating the results of the SA5 evaluation;

· If the evaluation result is positive, BBF should accept the submission and implement the modifications on specification(s).

· If the evaluation result is negative, BBF should reject the submission;

Condition 2:

· To support traceability, the BBF should include information in the data model specification allowing trace back of data model attributes to SA5 Requirement statements and SA5 information model definitions;

Condition 3:

· BBF would publish the model.  

· BBF shall produce separate two data models, one applicable only to HNB and one only applicable to HeNB; the potential of an addition model containing the common HNB/H(e)NB aspects is tbd

· 3GPP would copy and paste the BBF data model spec into 3GPP specifications and publish accordingly.
========================================

For discussion – anticipated CR “headaches”

Stage 1/2 changes that will require data model changes

EITHER

· CR’s on requirements or infomodel are submitted to SA5

· If changes are agreed, CR’s will be submitted to SA5 for approval to SA (note: this will cause some time-related inconsistencies between infomodel and data model)

· After SA approval, SA5 will liaise these changes to BBF

· BBF will update the data model, and provide the updated data models to SA5 (after some time – what is the anticipated turnaround? Do such changes require BBF ballot?)
· SA5 will send these updated data models to SA for approval

OR

· CR’s on requirements or infomodel are submitted to SA5

· If changes are agreed, those changes will be liaised to BBF

· BBF will update the data model, and provide the updated data models to SA5 (after some time – what is the anticipated turnaround? Do such changes require BBF ballot?)

· SA5 will send the complete package to SA for approval, the original CR’s and the updated data models

· … noting that if the Stage1/2 changes are not agreed by SA, then the efforts & delay producing the data model are wasted

EITHER WAY the administrative overhead and time-delays might be significant

Data model changes

· CR’s on data model are submitted to SA5

· If changes are agreed, those changes will be liaised to BBF

· BBF will update the data model, and provide the updated data models to SA5 (after some time – what is the anticipated turnaround? Do such changes require BBF ballot?)

· SA5 will send the updated data model to SA for approval (while somehow indicating the changes, as CR format may not be applicable)

