The questions and clarifications addressed below are to get a better view of what the operators are looking for and to understand the use cases defined. 
	Location
	Comments and Questions for Clarification

	General
	The use cases defined in section 2 are very helpful to understand where operators are going and how they really help cut OPEX.

	General
	There are many use cases provided in the document. Adding some priority may provide guidance to the SDOs and Vendors on how to phase it out. 

	General
	There are several places where a reference is made to single converged EMS for multi technology and multidomain, not just a converged single northbound interface. In particular section 1.1: Page 11/12. Does this blur the EMS layer and NMS layer?  

	General
	The requirements and the use cases seem to cover a very wide scope. They are useful, never-the-less it is not always clear where convergence/harmonization of the interface is necessary. It would be good to separate the two and indicate where the requirement is for a single EMS versus where a converged/harmonized interface is needed.

	sect. 2.1
	Request clarification of the differences between “basic”, “generic”, and “real” use cases. Does “real” mean that only these are to be found in real deployments and are “basic” and “generic” just abstract cases, i.e. not instantiable?

	use cases
	“Fixed network” appears to be used as a synonym for “Transport”. This because the “Fixed Network” is managed by TMF based interface and TMF interface specs address mainly transport. What about the management of e.g. fixed access (xDSL)

	use cases
	There is yet another dimension: ‘multi-vendorness’. Our assumption is that each EMS is managing equipment from a single vendor. Is that also the NGCOR view?

	Section 2.5.1
	Please clarify the use case where the EMS is combined but the NMS is separate. This again goes back to the EMS versus NMS in the architecture. 

	Section 2.5.2
	Seems like a typical scenario. Would this be the highest priority use case?

	Section 2.6.2
	Bullet 2 talks about Functional interfaces. A clarification would be useful on what is meant by functional interfaces.

	Section 2.6.4
	Why does the RAN sharing use case require converged EMS and converged NB interface? In fig 11, the EMS is only managing wireless network.

	Section 3.2 – R1
	Clarify “ideally without any development and/or configuration”. Is the real question to have out of the box interoperability between EMS and NMS and NMS-NMS

	Section 3.2 R7
	“Freely useable”. Does this imply no licenses are needed?

	Section 4.3.2 
	It will be good to get clarity on why EMS-EMS communication is forbidden

	Section 4.5.1.2
Req 18
	Federated Model containing 80% of the data.. not sure what that means. Is federated Model the same as umbrella model.

	Section 4.5.1.3, 4.6
	Is this section an input and expected to influence the outcome of the JWG for model harmonization?

	Section 5.3
	Is this section an input and expected to influence the outcome of the FMH JWG?

	Section 6.2
	Like the Model and FMH, is there a necessity to form a JWG for Inventory management or is this folded into the Model harmonization work? 

	Section 6.2 page 86
	The SON text in that section seems a bit out of place.

	Section 6.4.1.3

Page 100
	Reference to NEM needs some clarification of where/how it fits into the architecture


