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This contribution provides in written form some initial China Mobile comments and question regarding the updated version of S5-038610r1).

The contribution of S5-038610r1 has following proposal regarding the PM IRP compliant requirement. 

For an IRPAgent to be compliant to the PM IRP IS, it shall include the following:
1. The support of all mandatory items (e.g., operation) defined in this specification.
[Editor’s note: The statement in bullet point 1 is too general and will need more refinement.]
[China Mobile Comments]: The suggestion in bullet1 is true. China Mobile agrees the bullet point1 in principle. However, it is not a PMIRP compliant requirement. All the xxxIRP has the same compliant requirement. The best way is trying to introduce a compliant rule in 32.401 for all M and O items. Based on above arguments, we propose to remove bullet1 and the relative editor notes.

2. An FTIRP that shall minimally have: 

a. An FTP Server capability.

b. The capability to emit notifyFileReady and notifyFilePreparationError.
[Editor’s note: Once the FT IRP compliance M&O qualifiers will be agreed, we will revisit bullet point 2 with the intent to replace bullet 2 with one simple statement “A compliant FTIRP”.]
[China Mobile Comments] We did not agree the existing bullet2, which will make the hard work of FT IRP useless. For example, in FTIRP we have defined a M operation “ListMeasurementJobFile”. If we agree existing bulltet2, operators will lose this operation even they have FTIRP and PMIRP.    Based on arguments, we propose change the existing bullet2 to  “A compliant FTIRP”.  

3. The capability to respond to getIRPVersions() with PM IRP SS Version string(s).
[Editor’s note: Bullet point 3 needs more consideration before agreement.]
[China Mobile Comments]: getIRPVesion is an operation defined the genericIRP. If we can’t get agreement, we suggest to removed and relative editor notes now.
4. A compliant NotificationIRP.
[China Mobile Comments]: Agree

A compliant AlarmIRP if the PM IRPAgent PMIRP supports the threshold monitoring capabilities.

It is noted that the NotificationIRP may not be exclusively used by the PMIRP.  It may be shared by other xxxIRP(s) such as BasicCMIRP in the sense that in a single subscribe operation, the IRPManager can subscribe for both PM and CM related notifications.  Whether the NotificationIRP is shared or not is a vendor-specific design choice.

It is noted that the AlarmIRP may not be exclusively used by the PMIRP.  Its AlarmList may contain non-PM related alarms, for example.  Such usage of AlarmIRP is a vendor-specific design choice.  

It is noted that the FTIRP may not be exclusively used by the PMIRP.  Such usage of FTIRP is a vendor-specific design choice.  

 “
[[China Mobile Comments]: Agree

China Mobile proposal is as following

For an IRPAgent to be compliant to the PMIRP, it shall include the following:
1. A compliant NotificationIRP.
2. A compliant FTIRP.
3. A compliant NotificationIRP.
4. A compliant AlarmIRP
The usage of above xxxIRPs by PMIRP is a vendor specific design choice.
