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Multi-SDO Project on Converged Management PM Interface Definitions

Document number:	S5eCPM0046
Source:	TEOCO (TM Forum)
Title:		M-SDO Comments on NGCOR PM Draft Requirements 
Meeting date:	2013-06-04

1- Objective
Reviewing the draft of NGCOR PM Requirements Document (V1.13)

2- References
· Requirements for Performance Management for Converged Networks, Version 1.13

3- Detailed proposal 

General Comments
First, I would like to make some general comments/suggestions:
         in section "2.2 References" – the references to TM Forum documents are missing: ETOM, TAM, SID, TIP PM
         I hope that this is not too much work, but I would suggest to have a general classification of requirements, such that organizations and vendors will be able to better identify what requirements are addressed to them. Some of the requirements are related to the generation of indicators (mainly for equipment vendors); others are for how to calculate KPIs and KQIs (mainly for NMS vendors). There are some architecture related requirements, etc. There may be requirements that apply to all (such as being real-time). I believe that this may help.
         For the TM Forum SID diagram in the appendix, I would suggest to use diagrams PF.15 and/or PF.16 (pages 29-31) from the TM Forum SID Performance Addendum version 1.10 that was released as part of Frameworks 12.5. Massimo, I f any further assistance is required in this appendix (on eTOM, TAM, SID, TIP), I will be glad to assist.
         Something that we mentioned in Vienna; although there are requirements here for supporting multi-technology networks, there is no more specific requirement on interfaces being able to support this, being a bit "decoupled" from resource inventory or Service Inventory. Do you think that such a requirement is valid?
 
Specific Comments

         Section "2.3.2 Definitions" – Network Element (NE) - Does it include applications or is it always a physical device?
· REQ-PM-10 - Why necessarily a different template for PIs and KPIs?
· REQ-PM-12 - Is it really different from PM-10? Maybe there is a need to better clarify what is a “unified change format”
· [bookmark: _GoBack]REQ-PM-12 - Additionally, is it for both Resource KPIs and Service KQIs?
· REQ-PM-17 - It’s stored by a PM system; maybe the meaning is “a central resource KPIs repository”? Or alternatively, is it about the ability to fetch them for the Inventory system usage?
· REQ-PM-18b – A similar comment, it is a “central KQIs repository” of a Service Performance System



form change history:
v1.13.1: minor changes resulting from discussions at CT#41 & SA#41
v1.13.0: mods to enforce linkage amongst stages 1, 2, 3
draft mods Scarrone-Meredith 2008-07 ff
v1.12.1: removes revision marks following approval at SP-29
v1.12.0: includes provision for Study Items (SP-29)
v1.11.0: includes those changes from v1.8.0 agreed at SP-25.
	v1.10.0: full circle
v1.9.0: a clean sheet
v1.8.0: includes comments from SA#24 
v1.7.0: includes comments from RAN, CN and T #24; also includes “early implementation” data
v1.6.0: includes comments made during review period prior to TSGs#24
v1.5.0: includes comments made at TSGs#23 (Phoenix)
v1.4.0: offered to SA#23 for approval
v1.3.0: offered to CN#23, RAN#23 and T#23 for comments
DRAFT4 v1.3.0: 2004-03-09: Incorporation of comments from Leaders list
DRAFT3 v1.3.0: 2004-02-19: Incorporation of comments from MCC members
DRAFT2 v1.3.0: 2004-01-29: Complete redraft:
v1.2.0: 2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"
2003-05-28: spelling of “rapporteur” corrected
2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"

