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1. Intent

This paper discusses the meaning of ‘consistency’ with respect of various specifications of Type-1 Interfaces for HNB Management.

2. Background
We will have various types of specifications:

1. Stage 1 specifications that contains Requirement statements;

2. Stage 2 specifications that contain, among other things, Information Model (e.g. that defines attributes/parameters (APs), their semantics/ behaviours/ capabilities.
3. Stage 3 specifications that contain 
1. A mapping (or mapping information, often expressed in a Mapping Table) that relates stage-2 defined APs with Stage-3 defined APs and 
2. The encoding syntax of the stage-3 defined APs.  
Because Stage-2 APs semantics/behaviours/capabilities are defined (see 2.2 above) and because of the mapping (see 3.1 above), the Stage-3 APs semantics/behaviours/capabilities are clear.

Therefore, Stage-3 specifications are not required (and not allowed) to define semantics/behaviours/capabilities of Stage-3 APs.  
4. BBF Data Model (DM) specification contains named APs, description of their semantics/behaviours/capabilities.  It also defines the encoding (syntax) of its APs. 
3.
Meaning of the term ‘consistency’

Suppose there are A and B described below. 

A) The set of related 3GPP Stage-1/2/3 specifications such as that for Type-1 Interface for Home NodeB management;
B) The BBF FAP DM specification.
Item-B is said to be consistent with Item-A if all the following conditions are true.

i) Each DM-defined AP must relate to at least one Stage-3 defined AP.

ii) There is no DM-defined AP that does not relate to at least one Stage-3 defined AP.

iii) There is no Stage-3 defined AP that does not has a related DB-defined AP. 
