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1 Registration of participants

The following participants took part at the discussions for this work task:

Frédéric Bonneau
Nortel Networks

Krishna Kant
Telcordia

Habib Nouira
Alcatel

Tapinder Pal
T-Mobil

Georgios Papoutsis
Siemens
(Rapporteur)

Robert Petersen
Ericsson

Trevor Pirt
Motorola

Dave Sidor
Nortel Networks

Thomas Tovinger
Ericsson

John Wilber
AWS

Di Zhou
Siemens

2 Sessions used and Items discussed

This RG session took place on 18th October (4th quarter) and on 19th October (1st quarter).

Discussion topic in this RG session is the Work Task 11 (State Management).

Input documents for this session were the following:

S5C010338: State management IRP requirements (Source: Siemens)
S5C010409: Proposed new TS: "3G Configuration Management; State Integration Reference Point: Information Service" (Source: Siemens)
Due to lack of time, only document S5C010338 was discussed.

3 Executive summary

During the discussions it was concluded, that there is a need for a new IRP for state management.

The scope of this IRP is to define a framework, parts of which may be implemented in different MOCs of the other IRPs/NRMs.

It was highlighted, that the specification shall be such, that each MOC may selectively choose what parts of this framework are to be supported by this MOC.

As a starting point for this framework, it was decided to use parts of the definitions in ITU-T Recommendation X.731, with the possibility for further extensions or omissions (e.g. definition of new types, re-definition of the behaviour of attributes).

4 Action items

Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #23
WT RG responsible
Target date

23.1
Update the proposal for State Management Requirements
5
Siemens
Open
WT 11
SA5#24

23.2
Prepare an information service document for State Management, incorporating the results of the discussions so far
5
Siemens
Open
WT 11
SA5#24

5 Release 5/ WT11 input documents 

5.1 Tdoc S5C010338: State management IRP requirements (Source: Siemens)
In the beginning, the discussions from the AdHoc meeting SA5-SWG-C #22bis were summarised, and there were some discussions in order to come to conclusions on the open points from that meeting.

There was a discussion, whether or not to define state management as a new IRP, or to include the functionality in the existing IRPs. The main benefit of having a separate IRP is to have all common functionality concentrated in a central place. It was clarified, that the objective of a separate IRP is not to define some attributes/operations that are mandatory to all MOCs, but that this should be only a framework, and the MOC definitions should clarify, which parts of this framework to use. This proceeding was accepted.

Another open point was whether to specify from the beginning the attributes and operations for the framework, or to initially put it in some informative annex, and move it into the framework one by one as they are being used. It was clarified here, that the basis, with which we start the framework is not binding in any way, and is open to extensions and omissions according to the needs. The final goal is to have all attribute definitions in the framework, and we should work towards this goal, which would mean to define the parts of the framework that seem necessary from an initial view, and stepwise update it, depending on the actual needs in the MOC definitions that use parts of this framework. A further discussion then clarified, which parts of this framework look important for this initial requirement definitions (see below for the results of that discussion).

One point noted was that, as long as there is no actual MOC using parts of the state management framework, it is difficult to conclude the actual needs for this framework. In fact, having the framework without any MOC actually using it is of not much use. Therefore, the goal is also to specify the framework usage in the individual MOCs, though it is not sure if this can be accomplished in a timely manner. In the meantime, definition of the framework can be started, but can always be changed and adapted to the needs in the other MOCs.

After this discussions, the actual requirements proposal was reviewed (S5C010338), to decide what points to keep in the initial version of the framework.

As a starting point, it was accepted to keep the three state attributes modelling operability, usage and administration. For the actual definition of these attributes, the ITU-T Recommendation X.731 should be referenced, in order to avoid having duplicate descriptions.

Further, status attributes should be defined, containing more detailed information about other aspects of  the state of the corresponding resource. Definition of these attributes should also be initially aligned to X.731, and appropriate references to that Recommendation should be used to avoid duplications.

In the initial proposal, there was also a requirement to have a state change notification. It was pointed out, that the same behaviour could be reached by using the existing attribute change notification. There were pros and cons to using a new notification instead of the existing one, but it was decided that a conclusion is not needed in this level (requirements). The requirement described here should be to have a state change notified, and the method how to notify this should be specified in the information service document. 

There was a final requirement to have a mechanism to allow managers to align their knowledge of the actual state values. It was noted, that the same can be achieved with the GetMoAttributes operation. It was decided, that it should not be specified in this level (requirement document) how to align the knowledge between agent and manager. The requirement should be just, that there shall be a possibility to align this knowledge in an efficient way, and the actual method (whether that is an existing one or a new one) should be specified in the information service document.

6 Action requested by SWG-C

No action required at this time.

7 Report of progress relative to the Release 5 work plan

Work started on work task 11 (State Management). Initial agreements reached, estimate of work task completion: ~5%.

8 Estimation of need for future RG sessions

Work expected to continue on this work task, with contributions expected to update the requirements and information service proposal according to the result of the discussions. Expected need for time allocated to this RG at SA5#24 meeting: At least two quarters.

9 Any other business
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