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Requested change
Reason for change

1. In clause 6.4 (intro), add a statement clarifying that this subclause currently only defines a more detailed model for UTRAN specific functionality. 
The current text could otherwise be misinterpreted, as it indicates that the subclause gives a full UMTS model, which it doesn’t.

2. Add the ManagedElementType attribute of ManagedElement MOC (as a multi-valued attribute).
It is a useful attribute for the IRPManager, especially when identifying NEs which currently don’t have any modelled sub-functionality.

3. Rename the MOCs RNCFunction and NodeBFunction to RNCRadioFunction and NodeBRadioFunction, respectively.
Below the ManagedElement MOC which models an RNC and a NodeB, there could also be other “main branches” in the future, for e.g. Transport and Equipment functionality. The current branches are only for radio related functionality.

4. Add an association between the MOC IUBLink and UTRANCell.
This is the way the original CCM-based proposal was modelling this association. We believe that this (together with the proposal in item 5 below) is the best way to model these connections. The current model works from a “network perspective” when the complete model is located in one place, but if this model shall be used for distributed management and implementation it becomes more difficult, leading to increased network traffic. 

For example, in System Context B when the RNC and NodeB take care of their respective portions of the model, the RNC cannot find which UTRANCell(s) the IUBLink is connected to without “asking” the NodeB NE. With the proposed change, this connection is directly accessible inside the RNC portion of the model.

5. Remove the association between the MOCs NodeB(Radio)Function and IUBLink.
Cf. item 4 above. As a consequence of the need for the association between IUBLink and UTRANCell, the association between NodeB(Radio)Function and IUBLink becomes redundant, as there is already an association between NodeB(Radio)Function - IUBLink - UTRANCell. 

Besides, NodeB itself has no need of knowing about the logical UTRANCell managed by the RNC. The NodeB has its own “LocalCell” with other parameters, which we may want to model in the future. It that is done, it may instead be a better solution to add an association between this LocalCell and the UTRANCell.

Thus, the proposed changes in items 4 and 5 support the same requirements as the current model does, but in addition they also support distributed models in a better way – and the model also becomes more like the current CCM model.

6. Make all naming (RDN) attributes start with Upper case.
As the convention is that the RDN attribute consists of “class name + ‘Id’”, and the class names all start with a Capital, it would be an advantage for implementation if the first part of the RDN attribute is exactly the same as the class name.

7. Rename the operation ‘getMoAttributes’ back to ‘getMO’ (reversing the earlier agreement).
This operation gives as result not only the MO attributes, but also its associations. Therefore this name is misleading. GetMO is also a much more convenient name for specification & design work.
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