ETSI TISPAN#10bis

10bTDXXX

3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)
S5-071940
Meeting SA5#56, 22-26 October 2007, Guangzhou, CHINA
Title:
LS on Management Interface Specification Methodology
Response to:
LS S5-071731 (COM 4 – LS 129 – E) on M.3020: Management Interface Specification Methodology
Release:
3GPP Rel-8
Work Item:
Telecom Management Methodology (OAM8)
Source:
SA5
To:
ITU-T SG4 Question 9/4
Cc:
TISPAN WG8
Cc:
3GPP/IETF and 3GPP/ITU-T Co-ordinator

Hannu Hietalahti (3GPP TSG CT Chair (hannu.hietalahti@nokia.com)
Contact Person
Name:
Thomas TOVINGER
Tel. Number:
+46 31 7473010
E-mail Address:
<firstname.familyname> @ ericsson.com
Attachments:
Latest R8 versions of 32.15x
1. Overall Description:

SA5 wishes to thank ITU-T SG4 Question 9/4 for the LS in S5-071731 (COM 4 – LS 129 – E).

SA5 is happy to note that the cooperation on Management Interface Specification Methodology between our two groups is progressing with concrete update proposals, showing that it is a living process.
In response to your proposals we have the following comments:

· Firstly, as a comment to the classification of “Level 2, i.e. Agreed amendment…” we wish to express the request that although we have agreed that SG4 is the prime responsible for the Requirements phase and naturally will make the final decision on any approval of updated versions of the requirements methodology in M.3020, since we have agreed on a common methodology SA5 as before will be given a chance to review, comment and agree on any proposals for technical changes of the requirements methodology before approval. We assume that this is still the case, but we would like to see a clarification of what “Agreed amendment” means in this Level 2 context. Due to the statements in your LS reading “New contributions affecting Annex B (the Information Service template) are classified as Level 3 until these issues have been considered by SA5” and “SG4 requests SA5 to consider the following four level 3 requests as change requests towards 32.151” it seems that SG4 has considered it unnecessary to seek SA5’s agreement before approving the Level 2 changes. As SA5 has agreed to reference the complete M.3020 requirements template in our corresponding template in 32.155, all changes of the M.3020 requirements template will have a direct impact on our requirements specifications. Therefore it is important that we get a chance to review, comment and agree on all technical changes to the requirements methodology, in particular the requirements template, before approval. We are naturally prepared to let SG4 review, comment and agree on any technical changes of the IS-level methodology in the 3GPP 32.15x TSs before approval.

We realise that waiting for comments and agreement from SG4/SA5 could mean some delay before every new update can be approved, both for the M3020 and the 32.15x. But that is the “cost we have to be prepared to pay” if we shall have a cooperation on a common methodology. One way to speed up that process to a reasonable speed may however be to use conference calls between the meetings.
· Secondly, on the first attachment “prepublication version of M.3020”, since the corrections are all basically editorial SA5 is happy to accept them all with only the following comment: SA5 thanks SG4 for observing the error in B.2.3.b which also exists in 32.151, so SA5 will create an action item to correct that in a future update, but we also note that the font for “InterfaceName” should be Courier New (according to the font rules in chapter 4 of 32.151).
· Thirdly, on the second attachment “M.3020 status document” SA5 has the following technical comments:
· Subclause 5.2: 

· The introduction of such a new “Requirements overview” is an interesting idea. However it introduces a redundancy which is error-prone. Generally SA5 is reluctant to repeating information in the TS due to this drawback, even if the readability is reduced. We prefer referencing instead.
· If such a table (and redundancy) would be introduced, we are also reluctant to having a Support qualifier specified for each requirement since we don’t have qualifiers on that level today. According to the 3GPP drafting rules, mandatory/optional requirements can be specified but are expressed by means of well defined key words such as “shall, should and may”.
· Subclause A.2.2.2.3.a: We do not understand what the meaning of support qualifiers (CM/CO etc) for Use cases would be, since they are seen as leading to further clarification and understanding of the requirements, and the latter already have “qualifiers” showing if they are mandatory/optional.
· Subclause 6.1: Type definitions are in the IRP methodology done at the SS level because they may be SS technology dependent. The IS level is used for expressing meaning or semantics of a parameter, for example, where SS level is used to express representation/syntax of that parameter; and the represetnation/syntax is technology dependent.  We generally try to remove such definitions from the IS specifications if we find any remaining such definitions (for historical reasons). We are therefore reluctant to such a change.
· Subclause 6.2: Why only propose traceability for notifications, and not for e.g. IOCs and operations? For your information, we have at this meeting started work on introduction of traceability in the IS template 32.151.

· Subclause 6.3: We agree it is a good idea to introduce such a table for attribute constraints and we will create an action item to add that in a future update of 32.151.
· Subclause 6.4: We are reluctant to this for same reasons as our comment to subclause 6.1 above.

2. Actions:

To ITU-T SG4 Q9/4
ACTION: 
Please:
1. Review the attached latest versions of 32.15x and send any comments you may have to SA5.

2. Consider and inform SA5 of ideas on how we could align our methodologies for the Requirements and Analysis phases.
3. Consider our comments on the M.3020 Requirements and Analysis parts above. 
SA5 welcomes a discussion about this at the next conference call.
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