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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The meeting was called to order at 015.45 on Monday Jan. 20, 2003. 1 quarter for this WT02.

14 delegates attended this session.

The list of participants can be found in Annex.
1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting
1.2.1.1 Input Documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Result

	S5-036054
	CR 32.303 CS CORBA SS
	CMCC
	

	S5-036072
	Discussion of different solutions for communication surveillance
	Simens
	

	S5-036079 

	CS Issues and Recommendations
	Motorola
	


1.2.1.2 Achievements

Input to this WT02 session was 3 contributions. 

In S5-036054, CMCC proposes an CR on TS 32.303, to add CORBA solution set for the CS IS which has been approved by C plenary and sent to SA5 for information in Vienna meeting. 
In S5-036072, Siemens proposes a discussion of different solutions for communication surveillance. A detail review was given to this contribution’s summary proposal. There are different opinions and debates against this contribution. Further study is needed for this contribution.

In S5-036079, Motorola introduces CS issues and recommendations. A detail review was given to this contribution. There are debates against this contribution. The recommendation from this contribution, that heartbeat for the purpose of verifying the communication link should not be considered, was not accepted. The comments and debates about this contribution were recorded in section4.

Conclusions: CMCC will modify the CS requirements from minimal set uni-direction CS requirement to bi-direction CS requirement. The updated CS requirements and corresponding IS, SS will be resubmitted again to the meeting in Phoenix.
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-6)

· Achievements:



· Percentage of completion: 30%

· Problems:



· Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C / SA5: Send these 2 contributions to plenary for information.
1. The RG requests SWG-C/ SA5 to approve the following documents (and forward the CRs to the TSG SA plenary):

	Type
	Tdoc 
	TS
	Release
	Title 

	Tdoc
	S5-020yyy S5C020xxx
	32.xxx
	R99
	

	LS
	
	
	R4
	

	CR
	
	
	R5
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


2. For information to SWG-C/ SA5:

	Type
	Tdoc 
	TS
	Release
	Title 

	 
	
	 
	
	  

	 
	 
	
	 
	 


3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: <Only if applicable: List any document(s) which are requested to be withdrawn by this closing plenary, and the reason(s)>

None.

4. Any other action requested by SWG-C/ SA5:
None.

2 Approval of the last meeting report

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #23
	WT RG respon-sible
	Target date

	#xx.1
	
	Rel-xx
	N.N.
	Open/

closed/ pending
	WTxx
	Meeting xx

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


4 Review of release 6/ WT02 input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-036054 (SS) 
In S5-036054, CMCC proposes an CR on TS 32.303, to add CORBA solution set for the CS IS which has been approved by C plenary and sent to SA5 for information in Vienna meeting. CMCC gave a presentation for this contribution. 

4.2 Tdoc S5-036079 
In S5-036079, Motorola introduces recommendations about CS issues. A detail review was given to this contribution. There are debates against this contribution. The recommendation from this contribution, that heartbeat for the purpose of verifying the communication link should not be considered, was not accepted. The comments for this contribution are as follows.

[CMCC] The issues proposed by this contribution that “ unsolicited notifications initiated by ONE IRP’ is not correct. It has already been described in CS requirement and IS that only subscribed IRPManager can receive the heartbeat notifications.

[CMCC] There is a question about the capability of notification service whether is it possible for notification service having different heart period for different subscribers who wants different heartbeat period.

[Nortel Networks] No, existing notification service doesn’t have this capability now.

[CMCC] Several enum heartbeat periods may be a good way to addresses this question. It is not necessary for IRPManager often change its heartbeat. 

[CMCC] The issues proposed by this contribution “the heart beat notification could be sent only to the initiating IRP Manager” is not right, because IRP Manager who is interested in the CS status has the right to know what he interested in. If one IRP Manager has already subscribed to notification service for CS, it is not fair for other IRP Manager who is interested in CS can’t receive heart beat notifications.

[Motorola] Propose that heartbeat period is set locally in IRPAgent, which means the heartbeat period value is decided by vendors not by operator.

[E///] Moto’ s goal is to move the setperiod operation. 

[CMCC] If vendors set heartbeat period independently, it is difficult for operator to co-ordinate in mutil-vendor management environment if they have requirement to change the hearbeat period value.

[CMCC] The period ~30 minutes suggested by this contrition need further study. Enumerating  hearbeat period may be a good method.

[CMCC] Different IRPManager wants different heartbeat period. However, the method “ping,” proposed by this contribution doesn’t address the problem also. “Ping period” problem needed to be addressed by period method.

[E///] “ping and pang” is not a good method.  If we adopt ping method, extra traffic will be generated.

[CMCC] The network capability and traffic model potentially causing slowdown on essential management traffic proposed by this contribution is not a big problem. Operator who has CS requirement will consider the traffic and IRP Agent performance when they begin to deploy its network. Operator will pay for the CS requirement.

[E///] CORBA has persistent connection. However, connection reliability doesn’t equal to let the IRPManager know the CS status.

[CATT] We agree with use bi-direction in CS requirements. But the default heartbeat period should be considered. 
Conclusions: The recommendation from this requirement that CS requirement is not necessary was not accepted. CMCC will give correspond answer to this contribution and resubmit CMCC’s contributions again.

4.3 S5-036072 

In S5-036072, Siemens proposes a discussion of different solutions for communication surveillance. A detail review was given to this contribution’s summary proposal. There are different opinions and debates against “ping” method proposed by this contribution, the comments are same as those comments to Moto’s contribution. Further study is needed for this contribution.
5 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

NO Joint sessions needed

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

1 quarter needed for this WT02 in next meeting;

7 Any other business
None.

8 (Annex) Participants List
	No
	Attendee Name
	Company
	E-mail address

	1
	Frédéric Bonneau
	Nortel Networks
	bonneau@nortelnetworks.com

	2
	Thoma Tovinger
	Ericsson
	Thomas.tovinger@ericsson.com

	3
	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola
	trevor.pirt@motorola.com

	4
	Luo Yunzhong
	CATT
	luoyunzhong@datangmobile.com

	5
	Tapinder Pal
	T-Mobile
	tapinder.pal@t-mobile.de

	6 
	Wu heng
	CATT
	wuheng@sdtm.online.sh.cn

	7
	LI Yewen 
	CMCC (Rapporteur)
	Liyewen@chinamobile.com

	8
	Robert Peterson
	Ericsson
	Robert.Peterson@era.ericsson.se

	9
	Krishma Kant
	Telecordia
	kkant@research.telcordia.com

	10
	WANG Enxi
	NOKIA
	Enxi.wang@nokia.com

	11
	YANG Li
	Huawei
	yangli@huawei.com

	12
	Jerry Nan
	Ericsson(China)
 
Jerry.Nan@etc.ericsson.se

	Jerry.Nan@etc.ericsson.se

	13
	Habib Nouria
	Alcatel
	Habib.nouira@alcatel.fr

	14
	Bilel Jamouss1
	Nortel
	jamoussi@nortelnetworks.com

	15
	Rui Lanlan
	CMCC
	Llrui@bupt.edu.cn
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