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Decision/action requested

The group is asked to discuss and endorse the proposal.
2
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Rationale

In one of previous SA5 meetings a new RESTful HTTP-based solution set was introduced and implemented in 3GPP TS 28.532 [1] for enabling ONAP DCAE VES Collector to consume 3GPP fault supervision data report management service. Although we strongly support the integration of ONAP and 3GPP, we are concerned about the timing for introducing ONAP related information in 3GPP specifications. Taking the example of Mapping of 3GPP IS fault notification parameters to ONAP VESevent fields, we can see that the “fault3gpp” domain does not currently exist in any published VES specification. Also, the VES specification does not define any mechanism for extensions, so the new domain fault3gpp cannot be added unilaterally by 3GPP.

Looking at TS 28.532:

12.2.2.2.1.2
Notification parameter mapping principles

3GPP fault supervision alarm notification parameters are mapped either to:

- ONAP VES API commonEventHeader fields [21] – see Table 12.2.2.2.1.2-1, or to

- ONAP VES API fault3gpp fields – see mapping tables in the following clauses.

The first bullet link is broken and the second does not refer to a VES specification, but to an extension of VES.
How can the TS pre-empt and specify a SS in VES that is not part of the linked VES specifications? Here it seems that 3GPP has attempted to do a mapping which is not valid.

Further, the links for references 21, 22, 23 & 24 (see below) are broken. Is it appropriate to put a reference to Wiki pages that might be broken any time? 
[21]
Text Attribution: Creator: ONAP, under Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/, URI to access the text: https://docs.onap.org/en/latest/_downloads/2c2b5962df52a0c1f2862f3bba3d67c7/CommonEventFormat_30.1_ONAP.json, accessed 21.03.2019.
[22]
Figure Attribution: Creator: ONAP, under Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/, URI to access the figure: https://docs.onap.org/en/latest/submodules/vnfsdk/model.git/docs/files/ves7_1spec.html?highlight=heartbeatIntervalChange#resource-structure, accessed 21.03.2019).

[23]
Text Attribution: Creator: ONAP, under Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/, URI to access the text:
https://docs.onap.org/en/latest/submodules/vnfsdk/model.git/docs/files/VESEventListener_7_0_1.html?highlight=ves%207#naming-standards-for-eventname, accessed 11.04.2019).

[24]
Text Attribution: Creator: ONAP, under Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/, URI to access the text:
https://docs.onap.org/en/latest/submodules/vnfsdk/model.git/docs/files/VESEventListener_7_0_1.html?highlight=ves%207#datatype-commoneventheader, accessed 11.04.2019).

Our proposal is: 
· Do not to rush with standardisation depending on definitions that are not mature in ONAP.

· Do not specify any mapping before the corresponding definition exists in the VES specification.

· Use formal procedure of sending LSs for requesting information and actions between 3GPP and ONAP, and possibly send a LS to ONAP requesting for this WoW.
· Not to use temporary references in 3GPP TSs.
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Detailed proposal
We ask for endorsement of below approach: 

· Not to rush with 3GPP standardisation depending on definitions that are not mature in ONAP.

· Use formal procedure of sending LSs for requesting information and actions between 3GPP and ONAP.
· Not to use temporary references in 3GPP TSs.
