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	New Generation Wireless Wireline Networks and Services

Team Action Week: Meeting Minutes and Actions
	January 26th, 2009



Team Action Week: Day 2: Meeting with 3GPP SA5 to progress liaison work.

Attendees:

Christian Toche Huawei, 3GPP SA5 Chair
Olaf Pollakowski NSN

Leen Mak Alcatel-Lucent

Joerg Schmidt NSN

Istvan Aba Deutsche Telekom, 3GPP SA5 Vice-chair

Edwin Tse Ericsson 

Marie Murphy TM Forum

Nigel Davis Nortel

Mark Flauw HP

Klaus Martiny Deutsche Telekom

Ilkka Westman NSN

Li Hui Huawei 

Zue Min Huawei

Session 1: Tuesday 26th January 09:00 – 10:30

Leen introduced the meeting agenda and objectives (main objective: One FM IF across the industry).

Mark Flauw overviewed the Fault Management interface status:

Merging the best of MTOSI and OSS/J using model driven engineering to drive the generation of the interface implementation. Tigerstripe for implementation. The goal is to release 1.0 during February. So the new interface is very close to complete.

OSS/J joined TM Forum, MTOSI already existed and had a DDP structure: data DDP (resource assurance) and Operation DDP(Resource Trouble Management). 

The process followed was to complete a study, then a BA(requirements and use case definition). 

SA5 Fault Management is stable. It can have some additions from time to time but no changes.

There is a window of opportunity to do something with the TM Forum interfaces. 

Edwin pointed out that 3GPP makes a distinction between event and alarm management so we should be clear about whether we just want to align fault or also event management.

Leen responded that our goal was specifically alarm fault management and not event management.

In OSS/J the alarm is considered across the interface as an object. It has an alarm ID, which is aligned with 3GPP. MTOSI does not have this concept.

We send a change event on the alarm object, which again is very similar to what is done in 3GPP.

ObjectCreation, ObjectChange is only relevant to the alarm object and not to any managed resource objects.

Session 2: Tuesday 26th January 11:00 – 12:30

We need to agree next steps.

There is one work item in SA5 to compare MTOSI and SA5 Alarm handling.

There is the BA for the harmonised TM Forum fault management interface.

The next step should look at how we bring these things together.

The TMF FM FDD is quite close to 3GPP, while the BA seems to be only a MTOSI-focussed subset. In addition it was noted that the current BA activities (or team charter driven activities, given that the BA is under review currently) may conflict with the 3GPP/TMF FM harmonization activities (resource-wise as well as different level of work).

Olaf asked about the process from the study outcome. The 3GPP delegates have some concerns about the TM Forum process and in particular the commitment and approval models we use. There was a significant discussion on these points and 

Action: Marie to investigate if Tina can come and present the approval process this afternoon.

Session 3: Tuesday 26th January 12:30 – 13:30

Modeling discussion, exploring the following scenarios:

1. an NMS which needs to talk to a EMS across 3GPP interface and EMS across MTOSI interface.

2. an EMS which needs to talk to two different NMS’s one across 3GPP interface and one across MTOSI interface

3. an MTOSI object within a 3GPP interface

4. a 3GPP object within an MTOSI interface

Naming issues to be addresses: name uniqueness so they are identifiable and how we can know something is a foreign managed element.

Action: Nigel to extract the link end foreign name definition.

Action: Nigel to draw the options for foreign pointers between 3GPP and MTOSI model in the case of an MTOSI managed NE and a 3GPP managed NE. The recommendation will be discussed at SA5.

Action: We will set up a small working team who will come together to define the study scope within the next two weeks. Nigel will lead the scope proposal effort and we will look for two further resources with specific TM Forum expertise in MTOSI/ Interface Program interfaces and Information Model (SID). They will meet within the next two weeks and complete the final definition of the study scope by the 19th February to input to the next 3GPP SA5 meeting on the first week of March.

Session 4: Tuesday 26th January 13:30 – 15:00 Closing Session

Tina provided an overview of the TM Forum process. This is fully available online at: http://www.tmforum.org/ProcessDocuments/TMForumCollaboration/35405/article.html.

The technical committee members are posted on the following web page:

http://tmforum.org/AbouttheTMForum/TechnicalCommittee/2268/Home.html
Action: Tina will pull together a slide overview of the structure and interaction of the CCB and Technical committee. Marie will ensure Christian receives a copy.

Action: Marie will open a CR to track the Fault Management harmonisation study. 

Conclusion:

It is clear from our discussions that 3GPP and TM Forum have some very different approaches and working methods and we will need to focus attention on a common understanding of these methods as well as the technical work if we are to have a successful outcome from this work.

We have agreed a way forward to:

Put together a working team to complete the Alarm / Resource Fault Management harmonisation study.

Put together a team to define the final scope of the model harmonisation study. This team will define the scope within two weeks and the study proper can be initiated once this is completed.

Address the potential conflict between the 3GPP/TMF FM harmonization work and the ongoing TMF activities based on TIP FM BA / TIP FM Team charter.
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