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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

Quarter 4 on Tuesday the 21st and Quarter 3 on Thursday the 23rd of January 2003.

1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Three documents were treated and all were to be updated to the next meeting.
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT.

· Achievements:


Some agreement were made so that the documents can be updated.
· Percentage of completion:
5%

· Problems:
None.

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

None.

2 Approval of the last meeting report

S5-026915 Report of SA5 #32 SWG-C WT05/12 RG session was approved.

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #32bis
	WT RG respon-sible
	Target date

	#32bis.1
	Consider if alarms shall be sent from MeContext.

	Rel-6
	All
	Open
	WT05
	Meeting # 33

	#32bis.2
	Check the purpose of mscId in MscServerFunction.

	Rel-6
	T-Mobile
	Open
	WT05
	Meeting # 33


4 Review of release 5 input documents 

4.1 Tdoc/item S5-036055; Alignment of NRMs of CMCC and 3GPP

From Ericsson

[Ericsson] The newly added Notification of ManagedFunction should be deleted. Motorola supports this comment. ManagedFunction shall not have any notifications at all, as it does not represent any real reasource. CMCC requested more time to consider that.

The MeContext shall not have any alarm notifications. [Ericsson] AI on all: Consider if alarms shall be sent from MeContext.

[Ericsson]The new attribute of StandardType of Subnetwork should reflect GSM Standard if one RNC support two types of standards, what value is? It needs more consideration.

[Ericsson] SetOfCC/SetOfNdc is useful in GSM, is it useful for UMTS? These attributes should be clarified.

[Ericsson] What’s the requirement of new attributes of Mcc and Mnc of Subnetwork? Maybe there will be several values of  Mcc/Mnc for one SubNetwork. So it’s not correct to add the attributes of Mcc and Mnc to IOC SubNetwork. This comment is supported by Motorola and Siemens
[Ericsson] The “Reason for Change” and the “Consequences...” shall not refer to new requirements, unless they are specified somewhere in 3GPP documentation.

[CMCC] The intention is not to remove alarm reasons, but move some of them to equipment objects. [Ericsson] As 3GPP do not have any equipment model, such movements from the existing objects should be done when the equipment objects are defined (and when they get the alarm notifications). That means that the attribute supportedByObjectList shall be removed, as it does not have any equipment objects to relate to.
[Nortel Networks] There can be vendor specific extensions (e.g. equipment) below ME. They must be able to emit alarms. So ME need all types of alarm.
[Siemens]The types of alarm of IRPAgent, ManagementElement, ManagedFunction, ManagementNode, MeContext, and Subnetwork shouldn’t be limited. The restriction should be supported by NM function requirements. This comment is supported by Motorola and Ericsson

 [CATT]Why is there no locationName in ManagedFunction? Thomas answers there may be more than one managed function in one ManagedFunction (e.g. one ManagedFunction can contain both MscServerFunction and VlrFunction). That is why ManagedElement has locationName instead of managedFunction.

Rapporteur conclusion: it should be updated for next meeting.
4.2 Tdoc/item S5-036056; Alignment of NRMs of CMCC and 3GPP

[Seimens] The attribute of supportedByObjectList of each IOC should be deleted as there is no corresponding equipment model now. This comment is supported by Motorola and Ericsson.

[Motorola] The types of alarm of each IOC should not be limited. This comment is supported by Nortel Networks, Ericsson and Seimens.

[Ericsson] CMCC has add many attributes for IOC MscServerFunction, HlrFunction, VlrFunction, AucFunction, EirFunction, SmsIwmscFunction, GmscFunction, SgsnFunction, GgsnFunction, and GmscServerFunction. The requirement of adding these attributes should be stated if the “Reason for Change” is new requirements. And where does these attributes come from should also be stated. The meanings of these attributes need clarification and check. This comment is supported by Motorola, Seimens, Nortel Networks, and Telcordia.
There is an ongoing contribution from T-Mobile applying new methodology for 32.632. Those changes must be taken into consideration.

AI on T-Mobile: Check the purpose of mscId in MscServerFunction.

Rapporteur conclusion: it should be updated for next meeting.

4.3 Tdoc/item S5-036057; Alignment of NRMs of CMCC and 3GPP

 [Motorola]The notes to Notifications of NodeBFunction, UtranCell, RncFunction and IubLink shall be deleted. This comment is supported by Seimens and Ericsson.

[Motorola]The alarm Notifications of  ExternalUtranCell and UtranRelation should be deleted. This comment is supported by Siemens and Ericsson.

 [Ericsson] SA5 is considering whether IubLink should be modelled. On the question if this contribution is addressing that issue, CMCC answered no.

[Ericsson] The attribute of NodeBCapacity of NodeBFunction should be checked whether there is corresponding reference in the contributions of other 3GPP groups. Maybe there is the definition of NodeBCapacity in 25.433, but it should be checked. The description for nodeBCapacity uses the term “sector”. Is the intention that it is the cell?

 [Seimens] The attribute of supportedByObjectList of each IOC should be deleted, as there is no corresponding equipment model now. This comment is supported by Motorola and Ericsson.
[Ericsson] The contribution shall be based on the latest version of the specification.

Rapporteur conclusion: it should be resubmit for next meeting.

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

Not applicable.

6 Estimation of need for future RG sessions

1 quarter.

7 Any other business

Not applicable.
8 Participants

Robert Petersen, Ericsson (Co-rapporteur)

Yang Li, Huawei (Co-rapporteur)
Tapinder Pal, T-Mobile

Wang Enxi, Nokia

Jerry Nan, Ericsson

Wu Heng, CATT

Luo Yunzhong, CATT

Li Yewen, CATT

Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson

Olaf Pollakowski, Siemens

Trevor Pirt, Motorola

Frédéric Bonneau, Nortel Networks

Rui Lanlan, BUPT
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