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1
Decision/action requested

The contribution is provided for discussion and decision in the group.
2
References

[1] S5-112527 “NGMN Project NGCOR liaison statement and draft requirements”, NGMN Alliance, Project NGCOR
3
Background
NGMN has consolidated their requirements on Next Generation Converged Operation in [1]. It is proposed the standardization shall focus on the following areas:
· Fault Management;

· Inventory Management

· Modelling and Tooling

· Converged Operations
As the involved SDOs in the standardization of the converged network management,  3GPP SA5 is requested to response the requirements documented in [1].  We provided our comments for discussion and information.
4
Comments and Proposals
4.1
HIGH LEVEL REQUIREMENTS FOR CONVERGED NETWORK OPERATIONS (GEN)
The high level requirements for the converged network operations in [1] is reasonable and shall be the goal of 3GPP SA5 standardization work on this area. We understand the table 3 Requirements vs Players described the expected roles of the players from NGMN point of view. The questions are:
1) For R1, what kinds of “unified way” do the operators expect if there is no SDOs involves? In other words, who can define a unified way the vendor’s EMS managing their wireless and wireline network domains?

2) For R8, why the operators exclude the SDOs involved in this requirement? We think the service configuration and activation, service problem management, and service quality management could also be standardized if needed.
4.2 GENERIC NEXT GENERATION CONVERGED OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENTS (CON)
3) For R1, we understand the “Plug & Play” shall be between the OSSs. When we looking at the example “e.g. plug & play must be still possible, if the client uses version 1.0 and the server uses version 1.2 of the same interface specification) ” , do we really want the client and the server of EMS shall be “Plug & Play” also?
4) Most of the requirements in this clause (i.e. CON) are subject to product implement level, can the operators clarify clearly which requirements are SDOs involved?
4.3 REQUIREMENTS FOR MODELLUNG AND TOOLING (MT)
5)  General question on the figure 16, the EMS-EMS communication is forbidden. Is that means no p2p interface needed for NGCOR?

6) For Requirement 25, why we need 1:1 Relation between Event Managed Object Instances and Inventory Managed Object Instances? It is possible that the MO originating event is not the subject to the inventory MO. 
7) For Requirement 26, the assumption is that there is a one-to-one mapping between managed object instance and the inventory information. This is not true at least in 3GPP SA5 specifications. For example, the EutranRelation is a managed object class which can not be mapped to the inventory information.

8) For requirement 41, what does the “20%” means? Does it mean 20% of total number of the information object classes or the object instances? Does it include both the data model and operation model or just the data model?
9) For requirement 78, the interface protocol specification shall be created automatically supported by a single software tool to ensure the usage of common design guidelines. Whether the standardization of single software tool is needed if there no such tool in the commercial market? Is it possible to change the requirement to “the interface protocol specification shall be created automatically supported by open software tools to ensure the usage of common design guidelines”?
4.4 REQUIREMENT SPECIFICATION FOR FAULT MANAGEMENT INTERFACE 

No Comment up to now.

4.5 HIGH LEVEL OSS REQUIREMENTS FOR INVENTORY MANAGEMENT 

No Comment up to now.
______________________


































































































































































