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Attachments:
S5-0680114 DRAFT update WID BB Trace Management (OAM7-Trace)

1. Overall Description:

SA5 thanks CT1 for their Liaison Statement (S5-060022 C1-060091) on Reply LS on "end-to-end service level tracing for IMS".
SA5 have discussed the questions raised by CT1 and have provided a number of answers.

Question 1: CT1 assumes that the requirement to mark any UE implies that signalling based marking is necessary (at least for non test equipments). Can SA5 confirm this assumption?

SA5 confirms that signalling based activation/deactivation will be used for marking/unmarking of the UE.

Question 2: Marking network elements can be done by signalling based marking and / or management based marking. As tracing a UE terminating procedure may require the marking of all the entry points of the network, it is foreseen that in some cases the management based marking is the only possible solution. Please confirm.

SA5 confirms that when it is not possible to mark the UE then marking procedures need to be applied to appropriate IMS network elements (NEs). However, SA5 need to further consider the role of management based activation for both marking/unmarking of IMS NEs and activation/deactivation of SLT functionality on the NEs.

Question 3: Assuming that the options for the of IMS trace (e.g. detail level of reports, what events trigger the reports) are also available for service-level tracing (encoded in the trace token), and the marking procedures can be used for trace activation as well, it appears that end-to-end service level tracing is the superset of IMS trace

SA5 confirms that there are features common to both service level tracing for IMS and IMS trace, and that there are features required for service level tracing for IMS but not for IMS trace (e.g. marking of the UE). SA5 therefore agrees that service level tracing for IMS can be viewed as a superset of IMS trace.

Question 4. Should CT1 still create separate WIs for IMS-trace and end-to-end service level tracing, or can one WI be used to cover the features?
SA5 discussed several input contributions during the SA5#45 meeting that highlighted the overlap and possible implications of having two similar work tasks. SA5 believe that there should only be one work item that encompasses both service level tracing for IMS and IMS trace. As service level tracing for IMS could be viewed as a superset of IMS trace it may be possible to merge the two activities into a single work item.

The attached document (S5-068114 WID BB update Trace Management (OAM7-Trace)) was a proposal made during SA5#45. Considering that “Trace Management, stage3, IMS” is a CT1 owned work task, no decision has been made to the proposed WID changes but is included for information and further consideration by CT1.
2. Actions:

To CT1 group.

ACTION:

1. SA5 asks CT1 group to consider the above answers and to consider the impacts on their specifications.

2. SA5 asks CT1 to determine the best way of combining service level tracing for IMS and IMS trace as one work item, and provide feedback on the proposed changes to the WID BB update Trace Management (OAM7-Trace) as contained in S5-068114.
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