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1. Overall Description:

SA5 would like to thank SG2 for your LS (COM 2 – LS 124 – E; S5-162036) on “M.3020 upgrade and some related question on Methodology harmonization”. We are very pleased to receive the message that you have decided to update ITU-T Rec. M.3020 by adopting the UML version 2.4, and that you will also try to harmonize your interface specification methodology with 3GPP TS 32.156 and 32.157.
Below is our reply to the questions in your LS, and we would like to have your feedback on whether you wish us to take further actions in order to improve or align our respective methodology specifications.
We also thank you for attaching the latest version of M.3020 for review. We have not yet had time to make a detailed review of it, but we expect to do that soon and then we will inform you if we have any questions or comments.
We are looking forward to continuing the good cooperation with SG2 for methodology harmonization which we have had since 2008, by means of telephone conferences and LSs. Responses with further clarifications on the questions in this LS can preferably be made by conference calls, while more formal statements such as agreements to update our respective specifications should preferably be made via LS exchange.
Here follows our answers to the questions in your LS.
Question 1 (Relationship definitions subclause has been deleted): 

In the creation of the updated IRP IS (Information Service) template in 3GPP TS 32.157 (in 2013) to support management of converged networks, 32.157 was a new TS which means that there is unfortunately no Change Request that documents in detail the “delta” between the previous IS template in 32.151 and the new template in 32.157. As far as we can recall, the main reasons for removing the subclause “X.3.a.2 Relationships” was that it had not been used in any IRP specifications and it is redundant information as it is also shown in the UML diagrams. It is the same reason that was behind removal of the “Information relationships definition” subclause X.4 in 32.151 - we have a continuous strive in SA5 to remove redundant definitions. However, if SG2 finds this subclause X.3.a.2 useful and want to have it in the template, we will consider adding it to the template again as an optional subclause.
Question 2 (State diagram has been deleted):

Thank you for pointing this out. We did not see much use of this subclause for NRM IRP specifications as it had never been used in any NRM IRPs. However there is an important difference – this subclause has been used by some of the existing Interface IRP specifications. But when producing this version of 32.157 we focused mainly on support for the NRM IRPs, and that is why this subclause was omitted. As you have already observed (cf. question 6), this IS template so far doesn’t support Interface IRPs. As soon as this support is included, the subclause for State diagram should also be added to the template.
Question 3 (Attribute constraints):

As you can see in the template example in W4.4.2, the text in the Definition states “The ntfTimeTickTimer is lower than or equal to ntfTimeTick.” and it has been the assumption that all such constraint descriptions would always include the affected attribute(s) in order to be clear. We understand that from a template perspective it may be more clear and give better overview of affected attributes if a separate column for that is created, so we can consider adding that to the template.
Question 4 (Specific notifications):

In our NRM IRP specifications that specify notifications related to each IOC, the “Common notifications” is a grouping of notifications that may be common to more than one IOC and thereby it may be easier to refer to the common set instead of listing all common notifications in each IOC definition. For such common notifications, we only have alarm and configuration notifications in our specifications. However, other types of notifications can also be defined for any of the IOCs, but then they will have to be defined in the specific IOC definition, as described in the template clause W4.3.a.4. 
Question 5 (System state model):

The reason for removing this clause was probably (cf. reply to question 1 above) that it had never been used by any IRP specification, so it was seen as less useful. However, if SG2 finds this subclause useful and want to have it in the template, please tell us and we will consider adding it to the template again as an optional subclause.
Question 6 (Template for Interface IRP):

Correctly observed, the template for Interface IRPs is missing in 32.157 - the work to complete 32.157 with the template for Interface IRPs has unfortunately been postponed due to higher priority for other work items. This has not caused any problems in SA5 so far because the set of Interface IRPs has been very stable since 32.157 was created, so no new Interface IRP has been defined since then. If we would do that before 32.157 is complete, we would take the template from 32.151. We cannot give you any time plan for the work to complete 32.157 since it has not started yet. 
2. Actions:

To ITU-T SG2.

ACTION: 
SA5 kindly asks SG2 to give us feedback on whether our answers are clear and complete enough and whether you wish us to take further actions in order to improve and/or align our respective methodology specifications.
3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG5 Meetings:

SA5#107
23-27 May 2016
Santa Cruz de Tenerife, Spain

SA5#108
11-15 July 2016
Harbin, China
