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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

Date:


Q1, Q2 and Q3 on 26th of June 2002

Input documents:

	Tdoc Nr
	Title
	Source

	S5-026221
	Report of SA5 #28 SWG-C WT11 RG session
	Siemens

	S5-026435
	32.671 State Management IRP: Requirements
	Siemens

	S5-026436
	32.672 State Management IRP: Information Service
	Siemens

	S5-026437
	32.674 State Management IRP: CMIP Solution Set
	Siemens

	S5-026438
	CR to 32.622 Generic NRM for inclusion of State Management
	Siemens

	S5-026439
	CR to 32.652 GERAN NRM for inclusion of State Management
	Siemens

	S5-026440
	CR to 32.622 UTRAN NRM for inclusion of State Management
	Siemens


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

The specifications 32.671 (State Management IRP: Requirements), 32.672 (State Management IRP: IS) and 32.674 (State Management IRP: CMIP SS) were approved by the group. It was decided to send the three specifications (S5-026493, S5-026494 and S5-026495) to the SA plenary for Rel-5 approval.

The proposed inclusion of the state attributes into the NRMs were discussed, but only minor agreements could be reached. This is because some companies think that the state definitions provided by ITU-T X.731 are sufficient whereas other companies believe that more details should be specified for every IOC supporting state attributes.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-5)

WT11: State Management (Rel5)
· Achievements:

32.671, 32.672 and 32.674 were approved and ready for Rel-5 approval at the next SA plenary. Little  progress regarding the update of the NRMs to support State Management.  

· Percentage of completion:
80%

· Problems:


none

1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C / SA5 

S5-026493 (TS 32.671 State Management IRP: Requirements), S5-026494 (TS 32.672 State Management IRP: IS) and S5-026495 (TS 32.674 State Management IRP: CMIP SS) shall be sent to SA plenary Rel-5 approval. 

It is requested that the question, whether the state attribute definitions provided by ITU-T X.731are detailed enough to be used within the NRMs, should be treated in a common SWG-C session during the next meeting.

2 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #24
	WT RG respon-sible
	Target date

	27.1
	Assess how much the post and pre-processing is increased when using getStateAttributes instead of getMoAttributes and if this outweighs the benefits of having an reduced amount of data on the wire.
	5
	All
	Closed, getStateAttributes operation removed
	WT11
	SA5#28

	27.2
	Clarify, if it is beneficial to extend existing mechanisms to retrieve attributes (getMoAttributes, Bulk CM) in a way reducing the amount of data to be transmitted on the wire by transmitting only attribute values different from its default value.
	5
	All
	Closed, moved to Rel-6
	WT11
	SA5#28

	27.3
	Provide summary on which interdependencies between state attributes are specified in ITU-T.
	5
	Siemens
	Closed
	WT11
	SA5#28

	28.1
	Clarify, whether the proposed  way (see S5-026268) of adding new attributes to NRM’s object classes could be used for other attributes beyond the state management.
	5
	Motorola
	Closed
	WT11
	SA5#29

	28.2
	E-mail discussion on the proposed inclusion of the state attributes into the NRM’s.
	5
	Ericsson
	Closed
	WT11
	SA5#29

	29.1
	Clarify what the MOC IubLink in the UTRAN NRM represents. Functionality or just navigation?
	5
	Siemens
	Open
	WT11
	SA#30

	29.2
	A contribution shall be provided to clarify how and in much detail the states shall be specified within the UTRAN and GERAN NRMs (operational state attribute and administrative state attribute for BtsSiteManager, GsmCell, RncFunction and NodeBFunction).
	5
	Ericsson
	Open
	WT11
	SA#30


3 Review of release 5/ WT11 input documents 

3.1 S5-026221: Report of SA5 #28 SWG-C WT11 RG session
It was once again highlighted that state propagation is postponed to Rel-6. The report was approved.

3.2 S5-026435: 32.671 State Management IRP: Requirements
The specification was approved by the group. It will be sent to SA plenary for Rel-5 approval. A proper cover page shall be added before sending it to the SA plenary.

3.3 S5-026436: 32.672 State Management IRP: Information Service
The specification was approved by the group. It will be sent to SA plenary for Rel-5 approval. A proper cover page shall be added before sending it to the SA plenary.

3.4 S5-026437: 32.674 State Management IRP: CMIP Solution Set
A sentence is missing that this CMIP SS belongs to the IS State Management IRP. The specification was approved by the group. It will be sent to SA plenary for Rel-5 approval. A proper cover page shall be added before sending it to the SA plenary.

3.5 S5-026438: CR to 32.622 Generic NRM for inclusion of State Management
This contribution proposes to add the administrative state to the IRPAgent. Locking the IRPAgent shall lock (block) the Itf-N, unlocking the IRPAgent shall unlock (unblock) the Itf-N.

It was outlined by the proposing company that using the administrative state of IRPAgent is just one solution to include the functionality to block the Itf-N in the MIB, other solutions maybe considered.

The group concluded that one  issue to have this functionality is security. For this reason this functionality might be treated in the Rel-6 WI Security Manangement, supposed the functionality should not be modelled using the administrative state any more.

It was debated what the locking of the IRPAgent really means. Is the IRPAgent still able to collecting information? This issue is FFS.

3.6 S5-026439: CR to 32.652 GERAN NRM for inclusion of State Management
The sentence within the scope section, specifying which document version of the State Management IRP shall be used by this NRM, shall not mention other NRM’s than this NRM. Additionally, the term release shall be substituted by the document version number like 5.0.x.

Within the table 1a) and the other added tables the U for unused shall be replaced by a “-“. The need for an additionally visibility column shall be in line with WT15.

Section 4.1 System context should be in line with the newest template like used in S5-026452. It has to be checked whether changes in this section for state management are necessary.

It should be clarified, whether additional tables for state management are needed, even when MOCs don’t have any state management attribute. This issue shall be discussed within WT15.

Ericsson outlines that the state attribute definitions provided by ITU-T X.731 are not detailed enough for the MOCs BtsSiteManager and GsmCell. Ericsson asks for a more detailed description what a certain state really means for this objects, otherwise Ericsson see problems within a multi-vendor environment.

However, Motorola and partly also Alcatel stated that they believe that the description in ITU-T X.731 is sufficient and that specifying the exact meaning of states of an IOC is very much dependent on the implementation and should therefore be left to each vendor. Also, the NRMs itself provide only a high-level view on the network and there is no real argument for going into more detail for the state descriptions, since the network manager shall only have this high-level view on the network. It is the EM, that has more detailed knowledge on the network.

Ericsson got an AI 29.2 to provide a contribution for the next meeting helping to clarify their position on the state attributes for the UTRAN and GERAN NRMs. This contribution shall provide a proposal for the meaning of the operational state attribute and the administrative state attribute for BtsSiteManager, GsmCell, RncFunction and NodeBFunction so that the group gets an understanding of the level of detail Ericsson wants to specify.

It was concluded that this issue should be treated in a joint WTC1/WTC2 session during the next meeting.

3.7 S5-026146: CR to 32.622 UTRAN NRM for inclusion of State Management
The sentence within the scope section, specifying which document version of the State Management IRP shall be used by this NRM, shall not mention other NRM’s than this NRM. Additionally, the term release shall be substituted by the document version number like 5.0.x.

Table 1a) and other added tables shall be in line with the newest results within WT15, i.e. check both the use of U for unused and the need for an additionally visibility column .

Section 4.1 System context should be in line with the newest template like used in S5-026452. It has to be checked whether changes in this section for state management are necessary.

 It should be clarified, whether additional tables for state management are needed, even when MOCs don’t have any state management attribute. This issue shall be discussed within WT15.

The group could not reach a common opinion what the MOC IubLink really represents, i.e. functionality (Siemens) or just navigation (Ericsson)? Siemens got an AI 29.1 to initiate clarification within WTC1.

Ericsson outlines that the state attribute definitions provided by ITU-T X.731 are not detailed enough for the MOCs RncFunction and NodeBFunction. Ericsson asks for a more detailed description what a certain state really means for these objects, otherwise Ericsson see problems within a multi-vendor environment. Ericsson got an AI 29.2 to provide a contribution for the next meeting helping to clarify this issue for the UTRAN and GERAN NRMs. The group could reach an agreement on the proposed operational state attribute for the MOC UtranCell. It was concluded that this issue should be treated in a common SWG-C session during the next meeting. Opinions from operators would be appreciated.  

4 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

None.

5 Estimation of need for future RG sessions (if necessary)

It is estimated that four quarters are required at SA5#30. At least two of these quarters should be held in a common SWG-C session. 

6 Any other business

None.

7 Participants

	Attendee Name
	Company
	Telephone/Fax
	E-mail address

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson
	+1 514 82 36 301
	edwin.tse@lmc.ericsson.se

	Habib Nouira
	Alcatel
	+33 130775109
	habib.nouira@alcatel.fr

	Jerry Nan
	Ericsson
	+86 13911374314
	jerry.nan@etc.ericsson.se

	Jörg Schmidt
	Motorola
	+1 480 732 6493
	j.schmidt@motorola.com

	Robert Petersen
	Ericsson
	+46 13 284601
	robert.petersen@era.ericsson.se

	Martin Öttl
	Siemens
	+49 89 722 34163
	martin.oettl@icn.siemens.de

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens
	+49 30 386 32928
	olaf.pollakowski@icn.siemens.de 


The meeting was chaired by Olaf Pollakowski.
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