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Source:
“Performance Management” Rapporteur

Title:
“Performance Management” Rapporteur Group Detailed Session Report

1 Call to order

The meeting was called to order at 08.45 Wednesday.

2 Participant registration

17 delegates attended the rapporteur group meeting, including the joint SWG-C/SWG-D session for PM IRP specification.
The list of participants can be found in Annex C.

3 Approval of the agenda

The agenda of the meeting was agreed:

	Agenda item
	Input Documents

	1
Call to order (Wednesday 1st Q)
	

	2
Participant registration
	

	3
Approval of the agenda
	 S5-038033

	4            Review of the SA5 #32 PM RG report 
	S5-028602

	5 
Registration of input documents
	

	6            Action Items from last meeting
	S5-028602

	7            Joint Meeting with SWG-C Wednesday Q3-Q4 and Thursday Q1-Q2
	S5-038014, 

S5-038006, 
S5-038011,
S5‑038012, 
S5-038615, 
S5-038616, 

 S5-038005 (if time permits)

	8            WT1 – PM IRP Requirements Specification 
	S5-038014

	9            WT2 – PM IRP Information Service and Solution Set specification 
	S5-038006,

S5-038011,

S5-038012,

S5-038015,

S5-038016 

	10         WT3 – Alignment of CMCC PM and 3GPP SA5 PM specification sets
	

	11         WT4 – PM File Format enhancements
	S5-038007,

S5-038008,

S5-038009,

S5-038010

	12         WT5 – Measurement job Administration functions 
	S5-038005,

S5-038017,

S5-038022

	13         WT6 – Performance Threshold Management functions 
	S5-038021

	14         WT7 – Performance Measurement definitions
	S5-038013

	15         Liaisons with other groups
	S5-038031

	16         Estimation of work task completeness
	

	17         Scheduling of future meetings
	

	18         Any other business
	

	19         Adjournment 17.30 Thursday
	


4 Review of the last meeting report

The draft report from the SA5#32 “Performance management” Rapporteur Group 

(S5-028602) was reviewed, and it was approved by the RG with the only modification related to an editorial error in the participants list. The updated report can be found in S5-028602r1.

5 Registration of Documents

5.1 Input Documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Comment
	Result

	S5-028602
	Performance Management RG Report
	Rapporteur
	
	Approved 

	S5-038005
	Comparison between 32.401 and 32.411/32.412
	Nortel Networks
	Resubmitted from SA5#32
	Discussed. Resulted in agreed APs related to CRs and future contributions

	S5-038006
	Proposed diagram modifications in 32.412
	Orange
	
	Discussed. To be updated

	S5-038007
	Draft Rel-6 TS 32.414 V0.1.0 'Measurement report file conventions and format'
	Nortel Networks
	
	Postponed

	S5-038008
	Draft Rel-6 TS 31.415 V0.1.0 'eXtensible Markup Language (XML) measurement report file format definition'
	Nortel Networks
	
	Postponed

	S5-038009
	Draft Rel-6 TS 32.416 V0.1.0 'Abstract Syntax Notation 1 (ASN.1) measurement report file format definition'
	Nortel Networks
	
	Postponed

	S5-038010
	Rel-6 CR 32.401 'Removal of annexes from Performance Management Concepts and Requirements'
	Nortel Networks
	
	Postponed

	S5-038011
	Draft Rel-6 PM IRP Information Service, updated
	CMCC
	
	Partly reviewed. Updated on-line in S5-038011r1

	S5-038012
	Draft Rel-6 PM IRP Threshold Information Service, updated 
	CMCC
	
	Partly reviewed

	S5-038013
	Updated Rel-6 Performance Measurement definitions WID
	CMCC
	
	Briefly presented in SWD-D closing plenary

	S5-038014
	32.411 PM IRP Requirements – Updated
	Ericsson
	
	Reviewed. To be updated

	S5-038015
	Need for notifyMeasurementJobStopped
	Ericsson
	
	Discussed

	S5-038016
	MeasurementJob behaviour in Exit State
	Ericsson
	
	Discussed

	S5-038017
	Alignment on “reporting period” concept
	Nortel Networks
	
	Postponed to SA5 #33

	S5-038021
	Requirements for Performance Threshold Management
	Nortel Networks
	Resubmitted from SA5#32
	Partly discussed

	S5-038022
	Requirements for Measurement Job Overload Management
	Nortel Networks
	Resubmitted from SA5#32 (modified)
	Postponed to SA5 #33 

	S5-038031
	LS 3GPP2 S.S0028-A (OAM&P for cdma2000 [3GPP R4 Delta Specification - Revision A]) 
	3GPP2
	
	Postponed to SA5#33

	S5-038033
	PM agenda for SA5#32bis including JM with SWG‑C on PM IRP 
	Rapporteur
	
	Approved


5.2 Output Documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source

	S5-038002
	RG report
	Rapporteur

	S5-038011r2
	TS 32.412 draft updated on-line after review
	Editor

	S5-038035
	 Clean draft version v 0.1.1 of 32.412
	CMCC


6 Action items from the last meeting

Performance Management Rapporteur Group action items from the last meeting

The action items from the last meeting of the PM RG (SA5#32) and their status are listed below.

	No.
	Action item
	Who
	Status

	29:1
	Investigate if an example on Management of Threshold Alarms should be added to either 32.401 or the 32.411 draft.  (Rel-6)
	PM RG Rapporteur
	OPEN

	30:1
	Propose regarding 32.401 which parts should be moved to other TSs (e.g. PM IRP TSs), to make the rel-6 32.401 describe the general PM Concepts and Requirements. This includes review of the existing annexes (e.g. the PM file formats could possibly be moved to other new/existing TSs). (Rel-6)
	All
	 CLOSED (Provided by Nortel in S5-038007-010)

	31:6
	Check the consistency between the 32.411 and 32.412 regarding optional requirements
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (check in updated draft of 32.411)

	31:8
	Check the name of the TS 32.412 towards the MCC drafting rules in 21.801
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (we expect clarification from SWG-C/MCC on this. Check also updated draft of 32.412)

	31:10
	Propose aligned usage of the term “granularity period” in section 6.3.1.2 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0 and TS 32.401 fig.2.
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (Needs CR towards TS 32.401. Should be addressed after the presentation of S5-038005)

	31:11
	Propose list of legal values for “jobSchedule” in Section 6.5.1 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0: it should be complete list, not just examples. 
	Lucent Technologies
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	31:12
	Propose list of legal values for “jobID” in Section 6.5.1 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0
	Lucent Technologies
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	31:13
	Prepare CR towards 32.401 rel-6: 
Section 6.5.1 of 32.412 v 0.1.0 jobGranularityPeriod: should be aligned with corresponding definition in TS 32.401. 
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (see also 31:10). (Needs CR towards TS 32.401. Should be addressed after the presentation of S5-038005)

	31:14
	Prepare CR towards 32.401 rel-6: 
Section 6.5.1 of 32.412 v 0.1.0 jobReportingPeriod: aligned definition needed in TS 32.401.
	Nortel Networks
	CLOSED. (“Pre-CR” provided by Nortel in S5-038017).

	31:21
	Suggest clarifications in section 7.3.2.1 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0: Why is it required to suspend the measurement job before stopping it? 1. Is the Suspend operation optional? 2. Should the Stop operation be “graceful” or “violent”?, 3. Is the measurement job “reset” when it is suspended?, 4. In the state diagram (sect 6.3.1.3), should the transition “stop time expired” lead to “suspended” state before “expired” state?, 5. Which measurement (types) can be resumed after being suspended? 
	All
	OPEN (clarifications have been made in the S5-038011 regarding question no.1. It remains to discuss question no. 5).

	31:25
	Suggest improved text in section 7.3.6.2 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0: the comment texts for beginTime and endTime should be enhanced. 
	Lucent
	CLOSED (the AP is not relevant any longer, because of new 32.412 draft content).

	32:1
	Provide suggestion in PM Threshold part of PM IRP IS: Section 6.4.5.3: “inv_”: Clarify why this naming is used.
	CMCC
	CLOSED (addressed in new 32.412 draft)

	32:2
	Provide updated draft of PM IRP IS TS 32.412 based on S5-028611r1 and review notes.
	CMCC
	CLOSED (new 32.412 draft in S5-038011)

	32:3
	Provide updated draft of Threshold part of PM IRP IS, based on S5-028612r1 and review notes.
	CMCC
	CLOSED (new draft in S5-038012)

	32:4
	Update draft TS 32.411 according to comments received during review.
	Rapporteur (Ericsson)
	CLOSED (new draft in S5-038014)

	32:5
	Re-submit contribution for Threshold Management definitions.
	Nortel Networks
	CLOSED (provided in S5-038021)

	32:6
	Suggest alignment of 32.412 with 32.403 terminology related to AttributeReader.
	Lucent
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32:7
	Provide draft CR towards 32.403 v5: Introduce definition of “Pegged by”
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32:8
	Check with MCC: 52.402 it to be automatically upgraded to rel-5.
	WT7 rapporteur 
	OPEN (to be done by MCC before TSG-SA #19 in March –03)

	32:9
	Suggest new definition of uRL in Section 6.5.1 of 32.412.
	All
	OPEN

	32:10
	Suggest regarding  “eventType” in section 6.5.1. of Threshold PM IRP IS draft S5-028612, if this should this be restricted to “qualityof Service” only.
	All
	CLOSED (see section 9.6).

	32:11
	Section 6.5.1: Attribute name “direction”: The definition text should be improved. 
	Lucent
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32:12
	Re-submit for SA5#32bis the contribution “Comparison between 32.401 and 32.411/32.412”. 
	Nortel Networks
	CLOSED (provided in S5-038005)

	32:13
	Re-submit for SA5#32bis the contribution “Measurement Job Overload Management”
	Nortel Networks
	CLOSED (provided in 038022)

	32:14
	Re-submit for SA5#32bis the contribution “Requirements for Performance Threshold Management”
	Nortel Networks
	CLOSED (provided in S5-038021)

	32:15
	Re-submit for SA5#32bis the contribution “Clarifications on beginTime and endTime in TS 32.412”
	Lucent
	CLOSED (the AP is not relevant any longer, because of new 32.412 draft content).


7  SWG-C/D Joint Session on PM IRP 

The SWG-C/D joint session on PM IRP took place Q3-Q4 Wednesday + Q1-Q2 Thursday. 

7.1 Input documents to the joint session

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Result

	S5-038006
	Proposed diagram modifications in 32.412
	Orange
	Discussed. To be updated.

	S5-038011
	Draft Rel-6 PM IRP Information Service
	CMCC
	Partly reviewed. Updated on-line in S5-038011r1

	S5-038012
	Draft Rel-6 PM IRP Threshold Information Service
	CMCC
	Partly reviewed

	S5-038014
	32.411 PM IRP Requirements – Updated
	Ericsson
	Reviewed. To be updated to next meeting.

	S5-038015
	Need for notifyMeasurementJobStopped
	Ericsson
	Discussed.

	S5-038016
	MeasurementJob behaviour in Exit State
	Ericsson
	Discussed. 


7.2 S5-038011 Draft rel-6 PM IRP Information Service

The contribution was presented by Rui Lanlan from CMCC (BUPT), and the updates made from last meeting were reviewed. See section 9.2 for detailed review notes and conclusion.
7.3 S5-038006 Proposed Diagram modifications in 32.412

The contribution was presented by Baptiste Caroz from Orange. See section 9.3 for comments and conclusion.

7.4 S5-038012 Draft rel-6 PM IRP Threshold Information Service

The contribution was presented by Rui Lanlan from CMCC (BUPT), and the updates made from last meeting were reviewed. See section 9.6 for detailed review notes and conclusion.

7.5 S5-038014 32.411 PM IRP Requirements – Updated

The contribution was presented by Ulf Hübinette, Ericsson, and the updates made from last meeting were reviewed. Se section 8.2 for detailed review notes and conclusion.

7.6 S5-038015 Need for notifyMeasurementJobStopped (PM IRP IS)

The contribution was presented by Edwin Tse, Ericsson. See section 9.5 for comments and conclusion.

7.7 S5-038016 Measurement Job behaviour in Exit State (PM IRP IS)

The contribution was presented by Edwin Tse, Ericsson. See section 9.4 for comments and conclusion.

8  WT1 - PM IRP Requirements Specification

8.1 Input documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Result

	S5-038014
	32.411 PM IRP Requirements – Updated
	Ericsson
	Reviewed – to be updated to next meeting


8.2 S5-038014  32.411 PM IRP Requirements – Updated

The contribution was presented by Ulf Hübinette, Ericsson, and the updates made from last meeting were reviewed. 

The difference between the definitions of “Measurement Schedule” and “Recording Interval” was discussed. It was agreed to add the clarification “The measurement schedule contains one or several recording intervals” to the former definition.

In section 5.2, it was agreed that “Create measurement job schedule” should be changed to “Define measurement job schedule”. 

In section 5.5, it was agreed that, in the sentence “The requirements for measurement file management could eventually be covered by a separate File Transfer IRP”, the word “covered” should be changed to “satisfied”.

In section 5.2, 6th bullet, the parenthesis can be removed.

The usage of “Delete Measurement job” or “Stop Measurement job” was discussed. It was agreed to discuss this further in conjunction with the contribution S5-038016.

Regarding the “optional” statements, it was agreed that these should remain in the TS for traceability reasons, but an editor’s note should be added about that the “optionality statements” should eventually be included in the PM IRP IS. 

The TS should be updated with the agreed new modifications for SA5#33 (AP 32bis:1 Ericsson).

9  WT2 - PM IRP Information Service and Solution Set Specification

9.1 Input Documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Result

	S5-038006
	Proposed diagram modifications in 32.412
	Orange
	Discussed. To be updated to next meeting.

	S5-038011
	Draft Rel-6 PM IRP Information Service
	CMCC
	Partly reviewed. Updated on-line in S5-038011r1

	S5-038012
	Draft Rel-6 PM IRP Threshold Information Service
	CMCC
	Partly reviewed

	S5-038014
	32.411 PM IRP Requirements – Updated
	Ericsson
	Reviewed. To be updated to next meeting

	S5-038015
	Need for notifyMeasurementJobStopped
	Ericsson
	Discussed

	S5-038016
	MeasurementJob behaviour in Exit State
	Ericsson
	Discussed


9.2 S5-038011 Draft rel-6 PM IRP Information Service

The contribution was presented by Rui Lanlan from CMCC (BUPT):

The review notes from the SA5#32 meeting were used as a base for the walk-through. (notes and conclusions made during 32bis are added in italics):

· 1. Cover page is missing. (Page has been added. The title needs to be aligned with 32.401. AP to check with SWG-C).


· 2. It should be clarified if it should be possible to “Read” the fileAccessPassword in section 6.3.3.2. (fileAccessUserName and fileAccessPassword have been removed. It was agreed  that an editor’s note should be added: use of file fileAccessPassword and fileAccessUserName is to be studied in conjunction with File Transfer IRP. The two attribute names to be kept).


· 3. It was pointed out that the File Transfer IRP related requirements need to be identified also in the IS. (File Transfer IRP 32.34x references added. The AP was not seen as very clear.)


· 4. Reference section: A reference to the Notification IRP IS should be included. (Added in the reference section).


· 5. Section 6.1: Labels for Notification IRP are missing. (Added in 6.1)


· 6. Section 6.3.1.1, last paragraph: An editor note should be added: “needs clarification”. (A new text had been added, which we did not agree on. The original text should be kept, but the wording should be improved. Compare also with Ericsson contribution S5-038015). 


· 7. Section 6.3.1.1: Regarding “suspect flag”: Add reference to TS 32.401 to clarify what suspect flag means. (Reference added).


· 8. Section 6.3.1.3: State diagram: The “expired state” was discussed. It was commented that the “expired state” should remain in the diagram, and that this state also needs to be further explained in the text.   (To be further discussed in conjunction with the other contributions S5-038015-016).


· 9. Section 6.3.1.3: State diagram: “stopTime expired” should be changed to “stopTime reached”. (Stoptime expired changed to Stoptime reached)


· 10. Section 6.3.3.1: The usage of the term “FileDescriptor” should be checked with the SWG-C File Transfer IRP definition group. (New term “File Transfer Descriptor” was agreed).


· 11. Section 6.3.3.2: It was asked how the fileAccessUserName and fileAccessPassword should be set. This is expected to be defined by the SWG-C File Transfer IRP definition group. (To be forwarded to Security Management IRP group).


· 12. Section 6.4.3.1: Spelling error: PMArributeScanner. (Corrected)


· 13. Section 6.4.3: The heading should contain the full name pMAttributeScanner (not abbreviated). (Corrected)


· 14. Section 6.5.1: Attribute name “jobStatus”: It was commented that a new value “Terminated” should be added. Also, corresponding text in annex A needs to be checked.  (OK, changed also in A.1.4)


· 15. Section 6.5.1: It should be clarified if the jobStartTime and jobStopTime specifies time within the same day. (Clarification added).


· 16. Section 6.5.1: It was discussed if it is redundant to have all of the attribute names fileURL, fileDirectory and filename. (Not clarified, need to come back to this).

· 17. Section 6.5.1: “”File Compression” might be clarified later by File Transfer IRP. (No modification. Not yet addressed by the File Transfer IRP team) 


· 18. Section 7.2 “Generic Rules” It was asked if these apply for all operations in the TS. And if they do apply, there might be inconsistencies with the rest of the document. It was concluded that they apply to all operations, and the mapping should be checked in the Solution Set(s).”  (No further change necessary)


· 19. Section 7.3.1: The naming of operations using “create”, “start” should be aligned. (Changed in 7.3.1).


· 20. Section 7.3.1.1: The “editor’s note” was discussed: “One pMAttribute can only be monitored or collected by just one measurement”. Clarify that it is for a given object instance. (Two paragraphs had been added). 


· 21. Section  7.3.1.2: 
It was discussed if MOInstanceList should be specified as “empty” or “absent”. It was concluded that “absent” is the appropriate term.
It was also discussed if “absent” statement in measurementCategoryList. ( The added comment was slightly modified, and the comment was also copied to the measurementCategoryList.) (Further contributions on this subject are invited)


· 22. Section 7.3.1.3:
The reason “The related Moinstance is unknown…” should be a separate reason “d)”. A new reason e) “Insufficient capacity to monitor the related moInstances” also to be added. (Added).


· 23. It was discussed regarding the possibility to create several meas jobs on e.g. the same cell. “When deleting a cell, it must not exist any measurement cell on this cell.”. New notification “PM-job stopped” needed? This notification needs to be described. (Added sentence in 6.3.1.1, which need to be further reviewed).

After this, a page-by-page review of other new changes was performed, with notes taken online, including accepting agreed changes in the document: 

· 24. Old change marks should be removed from the document


· 25. Section 6.3.1.1:  Ericsson wants to change “shall convey the fact to…” to “may” convey the fact to….”. , because it would not be possible to test the suspect flag setting. 
AP to clarify the conditions for setting the suspect flag. Compare with 32.401 section 4.3.2. It was pointed out by Nokia (Mikael Rutanen) that the Ericsson contribution S5-038015 describes related functions regarding the possibilities for an agent to interrupt a measurement job. 


· 26. Section 6.3.1.1: Last section suggests relation between CM and PM, i.e. the CM IRP agent needs to know what is going on in the PM IRP agent. We agreed only on the first sentence. We agreed that the last sentence should be deleted. 


· 27. Section 6.3.1.2. The M, O in support/read qualifier columns is still under debate in SWG-C. We keep them in the table for the moment. 

AP 32bis:2 on CMCC to provide an updated clean version (including agreed updates) 32.412 v 0.1.1 (T-doc no. S5-038035) for SA5#33 (should be available February 7 in order to be used as baseline for new PM IRP IS related contributions for SA5#33).  It was pointed out that figure 6.3 seems to have been deleted by mistake in the working draft of 32.412 (to be corrected in the planned baseline doc). Furthermore, the aim is to merge the Threshold parts with the main draft (to be discussed at SA5#33).




9.3 S5-038006 Proposed Diagram modifications in 32.412

This contribution was presented by Baptiste Caroz, Orange. 

· The contribution suggests addition of MeasurementJobList in UML diagram. Ericsson asked for a clarification of the purpose of the proposed addition. It was explained that the main  purpose is to achieve consistency with other IRPs (e.g. Alarm IRP).


· The contribution also suggests the addition of measurementType. It was discussed what is the definition of measurement_type in 32.401 (section 4.3.1) and in 32.403. Alignment with definition in 32.403 measurement definition template should be made. 


· Regarding the Interface definition (PMIRP should not implement PMIRPNotifications, it uses it): It was agreed that this should be clarified according to the contribution.


· State diagram change proposal (introduction of “soft stop”): It was commented that the transition from Active to “violent delete” (Exit state) might cause problems in an implementation. 


Conclusion: Orange agreed to propose changes based on the discussed contribution in the  updated baseline draft of 32.412 as a new contribution for the next meeting. AP 32bis:3. (This requires that the updated 32.412 baseline is available well in time before SA5#33).
9.4 S5-038016 Measurement Job behaviour in Exit state

This contribution was presented by Edwin Tse, Ericsson. It suggests a clarification of the behaviour of MeasurementJob when it enters Exit state. A vendor specific transition to the last exit state is suggested.

· Motorola pointed out that, in a multi-vendor situation, there can be problems if different vendors have different triggers for going to the “last exit state”. It was explained by the contributor that the “trigger time” should be a configurable parameter.
 Motorola stressed that there is no configurable parameter presently described in the contribution.


· Nokia pointed out that the agents should work in the same way, and prefers a non-vendor specific behaviour. The contributor referred to  a similar discussion earlier in SWG-C for the Heartbeat function. 


· Motorola asked if this implies that we need a system wide parameter setting? Edwin Tse explained that it should be sufficient to set the parameter for each IRP manager.


· Lucent pointed out that in section 7.3.2.1 it is said that the MeasJob may or may not be visible via Itf-N. It was agreed that this needs to be clarified.


· Lucent also pointed out that in A.1.2.3: “Exit state” should be “stopped” (editorial).


Conclusion: The deletion of meas job by operation (from which job status?) or controlled by corresponding (time) parameter, remains to be agreed . Open issues from the discussion of this contribution were added as editor’s notes in section 6.3.1.3 in the draft 32.412 (version r2), to be included also in the baseline TS draft S5-038035 for SA5#33. 
9.5 S5-038015 Need for notifyMeasurementJobStopped

This contribution was presented by Edwin Tse, Ericsson. It discusses the need of new notification to indicate the stopping of a performance measurement job. 


· Lucent commented that the sentence about “creation of a measurement job for an uninstalled resource” needs to be clarified. It was proposed that the sentence is re-formulated to “not accessible (e.g. uninstalled) resource”. 

Conclusion: With minor modifications, it was agreed to add the proposed changes to the 32.412 draft document. 

9.6 S5-038012 Draft PM IRP IS Threshold Management

The contribution was presented by Rui Lanlan, CMCC (BUPT).

The result of the walkthrough of  modifications based on review notes from the previous meeting SA5 #32 is listed below. (Notes and conclusions made during 32bis are added in italics):

· Section 6.4.5.3: : It was commented that the naming of the constraint “inv_uniqueMonitorId” could be improved, especially for the part “inv_”:. (AP 32:1 CMCC). (Change made OK )


· Section 6.4.6.2: “TheThresholdMonitor-2” should start with small letter. It was also suggested for the relationship names “theThresholdMonitor-x” that the part “the” is omitted  (sections 6.4.5 – 6.4.7). (Change made OK)


· Section 6.5.1: “eventType”: should this be restricted to “qualityof Service only? 
(AP 32:10 on all) (Agreed to be restricted to quality of Service) 


· General: The term “quality of Service” was discussed. Better term was suggested (e.g. “service notification” or “decreased service level”. (ITU-T defines QoS. Suggests that we keep the term QoS ).


· Section 7.5.1.2: The terms PMAttribute/subCounter need to be aligned with the vocabulary used in 32.401/32.403. (Agreed to change PMAttribute -> Measurement TypeName + keep editor’s note about alignment of the “Sub Counter” term).


· Section 7.5.1.2: monitorID (see comment included in S5-028612r1) Consistency with mJob? (- no change)


· Section 6.5.1: Attribute name “direction”: The definition text should be improved. 
AP 32:11 (Lucent) to provide enhanced text. (OPEN AP).

· Annex 1: There was a discussion about what type of State Diagram to use (uml-diagram or the present table).  There was no final conclusion to change from Table type.
 (The group did not think that a UML diagram is usable, but Dave Raymer was willing to send out by e-mail a suggestion for UML usage before next meeting. It should be sent out to the C and D-reflectors.) (new AP 32bis:4 Motorola).
Updated draft of the Threshold Management part of PM IRP IS is planned to be provided for the next meeting SA5#33 (new AP 32bis:5 CMCC).

10  WT3 - Alignment of CMCC PM & 3GPP SA5 PM Specification Sets

No specific contributions to SA5#32bis were received for this work task. 

11  WT4 - PM File Format Enhancements

11.1  Input Documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Result

	S5-038007
	Draft Rel-6 TS 32.414 V0.1.0 'Measurement report file conventions and format'
	Nortel Networks
	Postponed

	S5-038008
	Draft Rel-6 TS 31.415 V0.1.0 'eXtensible Markup Language (XML) measurement report file format definition'
	Nortel Networks
	Postponed

	S5-038009
	Draft Rel-6 TS 32.416 V0.1.0 'Abstract Syntax Notation 1 (ASN.1) measurement report file format definition'
	Nortel Networks
	Postponed

	S5-038010
	Rel-6 CR 32.401 'Removal of annexes from Performance Management Concepts and Requirements'
	Nortel Networks
	Postponed


The handling of the contributions S5-038007 – 010 was postponed to SA5#33 due to lack of time.
12  WT5 - Measurement Job Administration functions

12.1  Input documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Comment
	Result

	S5-038005
	Comparison between 32.401 and 32.411/32.412
	Nortel Networks
	Resubmitted
	Discussed. Resulted in agreed APs related to CRs and future contributions

	S5-038017
	Alignment on “reporting period” concept
	Nortel Networks
	
	Postponed to #33

	S5-038022
	Requirements for Measurement Job Overload Management
	Nortel Networks
	Resubmitted (modified)
	Postponed to SA5 #33


12.2 S5-038005 Comparison between 32.401 and 32.411/32.412

This contribution was presented by Bin Zheng from Nortel Networks during the joint session with SWG-C. Comments were taken online. The review resulted in agreed APs related to CRs and future contributions. 

The following review notes refer to the Notes 1 – 43 listed in the contribution:
· Note 1 is not any longer relevant because of updated 32.412 draft.

· Note 2 “Modifying a measurement job”. We agreed on that this should be removed. AP 32bis:6 to include in CR for 32.401. 

· There was a question from Nortel on what is the benefit of having Suspend/Resume job if the job cannot be modified. This is described in Use Case in 32.412 draft (e.g. load decrease reasons).

· Note 3. Optionality is not any longer included in the 32.411 draft, so this note is not relevant. It was agreed that Note 3 can be deleted.

· Note 4.  Christian Toche provided some background on this (e.g it should be possible to say “we want to be able to specify the Family, Type and Subtype.) The conclusion was that it should be possible to specify Family and Type.  Reporting of measurement is described in 32.403. Measurement type is specified in 32.412. 
Mikael Rutanen (Nokia) commented that the specification of “Family” would result in “heavy” measurements resulting in high system load.  
Conclusion:  As 32.403 describes, “Meas Family” should be optional, “Meas Type” should be mandatory, “Meas Sub Type” should be optional. If the “Meas Sub Type” is not implemented by a vendor, the “Sum” should be provided.  This is to be reflected in 32.412 (AP 32bis:7 on all to suggest).

· Note 5. It was conclude that the vocabulary is not needed to be aligned, because the specifications are on different level. Note 5 can be removed.

· Note 6. It was concluded that for the moment there is no agreement if suspend/resume is optional or mandatory in 32.412.

· Note 7. In 32.412 draft, it is described in section 7.4.1 that an IRP manager can be notified about the availability of measurement results. We concluded that this is fairly well corresponding to the 32.401 requirements .

We continued this contribution review Thursday Q3. The following comments were noted: 

· Note 8. The comment is not relevant because we have discussed to remove the “optional” statement from 32.411. v1.0.0b

· Note 9. The comment is not relevant in 32.411 v 1.0.0b

· Note 10. The comment can be deleted because the operation is not any longer included in TS 32.412 draft.

· Note 11. The comment is not relevant, because of scope and filtering mechanisms are part of EM or NE functionality (vendor internal), and is not part of PM IRP functionality. AP 32bis:8 to check if scope/filter needs to be described in the mentioned document.

· Note 12. Keep note. This is addressed by a separate AP regarding terminology.

· Note 13. It was commented that the inconsistency has been between 32.411 and 32.412 (old version).

· Note 14. This is not any inconsistency, but for information only.

· Note 15. Note is not relevant, because NE/EM interface is not within PM IRP scope.

· Note 16. IRP requirement doc 32.411 does contain information.

· Note 17. Note is for information only.

· Note 18. In 32.401: “or both” should be deleted. AP 32bis:6 to write CR.

· Note 19. Note is for information only.

· Note 20. No action. Outside scope for IRP.

· Note 21. Note is for information only.

· Note 22. This terminology is addressed by separate contribution

· Note 23. It was commented that the inconsistency has been between 32.411 and 32.412 (old version).

· Note 24. Handled by File Transfer IRP. AP 32bis:9 (Motorola, Frank K) to check SWG-C requirements regarding File Storage management.

· Note 25. AP 32bis:10 (Nortel) to check for inconsistencies in 32.401 regarding reporting.

· Note 26. No action. Outside scope for IRP.

· Note 27. No action. 

· Note 28. No action.

· Note 29. No action.  See action for Note 4.

· Note 30. Clarification in 32.401 needed.

· Note 31.  No action.

· Note 32. 32.401 should be aligned with 32.412.

· Note 33. No action.

· Note 34. Same as Note 31.

· Note 35. Addressed by separate contribution.

· Note 36. Proposal is to remove this text (in 5.4.2) from 32.401. AP 32bis:11 on all to confirm.

· Note 37. Same as Note 2.

· Note 38. Same as Note 8.

· Note 39. Same as Note 6.

· Note 40. Same as Note 9.

· Note 41. Same as Note 10.

· Note 42. Same as Note 26.

· Note 43. No action.

13  WT6 – Performance Threshold Management functions

13.1 Input documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Comment
	Result

	S5-038021
	Requirements for Performance Threshold Management
	Nortel Networks
	Resubmitted
	Discussed


13.2 S5-038021 Requirements for Performance Threshold Management

This contribution was presented by Christian Toche, Nortel. The contribution was updated on-line. 

2nd Paragraph: the first sentence was changed to avoid the statement “for all instances of the same object class”.

3rd Paragraph: Editor’s notes were added.

6th Paragraph: Discussed the usage of rate.  

An updated contribution is foreseen for SA5#33. (AP 32bis:12)

14  WT7 – Performance Measurement Definitions 

14.1 Input documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Comment
	Result

	S5-038013
	Updated Rel-6 Performance Measurement definitions WID
	CMCC
	
	Briefly presented in SWD-D closing plenary


14.2 S5-038013 Updated Rel-6 Performance Measurement definitions WID

The contribution S5-038013, suggesting an updated WID for the Performance Measurement Definitions Work Task was briefly presented by Rui Lanlan CMCC (BUPT) during the SWG-D closing plenary. It will be re-submitted to SA5#33, where it will be further discussed.

15 Liaisons with other groups

15.1 Input documents

	Tdoc
	Title / Subject
	Source
	Comment
	Result

	S5-038031
	LS 3GPP2 S.S0028-A (OAM&P for cdma2000 [3GPP R4 Delta Specification - Revision A]) 
	3GPP2
	
	Postponed to SA5 #33


15.2 S5-038031 LS 3GPP2 S.S0028-A 
The SA5 leaders meeting had suggested that there is no immediate need to reply to this LS. Hence, the handling was postponed to SA5#33.

16 Estimation of work task progress

The following estimation of PM Work Task progress was made during the SWG-D closing plenary. 

PM IRP Requirements (rel-6)  80% complete.

PM IRP Information Service/Solution Sets (rel-6)  25% complete.

CMCC Alignment (rel-6)  0% complete.

PM File Format enhancements (rel-6)  0% complete.

Measurement Job Administration (rel-6) 10 % complete.

Performance Threshold Management (rel-6)  5 % complete.

Performance Measurement definitions (rel-6)  0 % complete.

17 Scheduling of future meetings

The planning of PM sessions for #33 was discussed during the SWG-D closing plenary. An evening session on Wednesday was planned, as well as an extra quarter on Tuesday Q4, resulting in 7 PM quarters. A more detailed pre-schedule is needed before the meeting to let delegates plan their participation.

18 Any other business

-

19 Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned on Thursday 18.30. 

Annex A

SA5 Issues

Requests for SA5 action: 

Approval of the following CRs is requested:

--

Approval of the following Rel-6 WT WIDs is requested:

It is requested that the following new TS is sent to the next TSG-SA for information:

-

Other issues:

The TS 52.402 is still to be updated for rel-5 (MCC).

Annex B

Action items from this meeting (SA5#32bis)

The following action items are for the next meeting, SA5 #33:

	No.
	Action item
	Who
	Status

	29:1
	Investigate if an example on Management of Threshold Alarms should be added to either 32.401 or the 32.411 draft.  (Rel-6)
	PM RG Rapporteur
	OPEN

	31:6
	Check the consistency between the 32.411 and 32.412 regarding optional requirements
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (addressed by T-doc S5-038005. Check also in updated draft of 32.411)

	31:8
	Check the name of the TS 32.412 towards the MCC drafting rules in 21.801
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (we expect clarification from SWG-C/MCC on this. Check also updated draft of 32.412 )

	31:10
	Propose aligned usage of the term “granularity period” in section 6.3.1.2 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0 and TS 32.401 fig.2.
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (Needs CR towards TS 32.401. Related to S5-038005)

	31:11
	Propose list of legal values for “jobSchedule” in Section 6.5.1 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0: it should be complete list, not just examples. 
	Lucent Technologies
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	31:12
	Propose list of legal values for “jobID” in Section 6.5.1 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0
	Lucent Technologies
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	31:13
	Prepare CR towards 32.401 rel-6: 
Section 6.5.1 of 32.412 v 0.1.0 jobGranularityPeriod: should be aligned with corresponding definition in TS 32.401. 
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (see also 31:10). (Needs CR towards TS 32.401. Related to S5-038005)

	31:21
	Suggest clarifications in section 7.3.2.1 of TS 32.412 v 0.1.0: Why is it required to suspend the measurement job before stopping it? 1. Is the Suspend operation optional? 2. Should the Stop operation be “graceful” or “violent”?, 3. Is the measurement job “reset” when it is suspended?, 4. In the state diagram (sect 6.3.1.3), should the transition “stop time expired” lead to “suspended” state before “expired” state?, 5. Which measurement (types)  can be resumed after being suspended? 
	All
	OPEN (clarifications have been made in the S5-038011. It remains to discuss question no. 5).

	32:6
	Suggest alignment of 32.412 with 32.403 terminology related to AttributeReader.
	Lucent
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32:7
	Provide draft CR towards 32.403 v5: Introduce definition of “Pegged by”
	Nortel Networks
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32:8
	Check with MCC: 52.402 it to be automatically upgraded to rel-5.
	WT7 rapporteur 
	OPEN (to be done by MCC before TSG-SA #19 in March –03)

	32:9
	Suggest new definition of uRL in Section 6.5.1 of 32.412.
	All
	OPEN

	32:11
	Section 6.5.1: Attribute name “direction”: The definition text should be improved. 
	Lucent
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32bis:1
	Update draft TS 32.411 according to comments received during review.
	Rapporteur (Ericsson)
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32bis:2
	Provide an updated clean version (including agreed updates) of 32.412 v 0.1.1
	CMCC
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32bis:3
	Propose changes, based on the discussed contribution S5-038006, to the updated baseline draft of 32.412 (S5-038035) as a new contribution for the next meeting
	Orange
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32bis:4 
	Suggest a UML diagram  as alternative to the current State Diagram in PM IRP IS Threshold part.
	Motorola
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32bis:5
	Update draft PM IRP IS Threshold part according to comments received during review.
	CMCC
	OPEN (planned for #33)

	32bis:6
	Suggest CR towards 32.401 rel-5, based on agreed conclusions from the review of S5-038005.
	ALL
	OPEN

	32bis:7
	The  32.403 describes “Meas Family”, “Meas Type”, “Meas Sub Type” and their optionality related to each other.. If the “Meas Sub Type” is not implemented by a vendor, the “Sum” should be provided.  
Suggest how this is to be reflected in 32.412.
	ALL
	OPEN

	32bis:8
	Check if scope/filter needs to be described in the mentioned document, according to “note 11” in S5-038005. 
	ALL
	OPEN

	32bis:9
	Check with SWG-C, requirements regarding File Storage management, according to “note 24” in S5-038005
	Motorola
	OPEN

	32bis:10
	Check in 32.401 for inconsistencies regarding ”reporting”, according to “note 25” in S5-038005.
	Nortel
	OPEN

	32bis:11
	Confirm if text in section 5.4.2 of  32.401 can be removed (see “note 36” in S5-038005.


	ALL
	OPEN

	32bis:12
	Provide updated contribution based on S5-038021 (Reqs for Performance Threshold Mangement) and comments received during the presentation.
	Nortel 
	OPEN


Annex C List of participants



List of participants in the PM rapporteur group/Joint SWG-C/D meetings

	Name


	Organisation
	Phone
	Email

	CAROZ, Baptiste
	Orange 
	+33 1 4529 4794
	baptiste.caroz@francetelecom.com

	GAIGG, Peter
	Siemens
	+43 51707 21078
	peter.gaigg@siemens.com

	HÜBINETTE, Ulf
	Ericsson
	+46 13 28 48 91
	ulf.hubinette@ericsson.com

	JAMOUSSI, Bilel
	Nortel Networks
	+1 978 288 4506
	jamoussi@nortelnetworks.com

	KORINEK, Frank
	Motorola
	+1 847 576 1643
	frank.korinek@motorola.com

	LI, Ye Wen
	CMCC 
	+86 10 6600 6688-1771
	liyewen@chinamobile.com

	NOUIRA, Habib
	Alcatel
	+33 1 3077 5109
	habib.nouria@alcatel.fr

	RAO, Mohan
	Lucent Technologies
	+44 1793 897872
	mohanr@lucent.com

	RAYMER, David
	Motorola
	+1 817 966 1634
	david.raymer@motorola.com

	RUI, Lanlan
	CMCC
	+86 10 6228 3259
	llrui@bupt.edu.cn

	RUTANEN, Mikael
	Nokia
	+358 50 387 2903
	mikael.rutanen@nokia.com 

	SCHMIDT, Jörg
	Motorola
	+1 480 632 7493
	j.schmidt@motorola.com

	SIDA, Samuel
	ADC
	+44 208 334 3266
	samuel_sida@adc.com

	SUERBAUM, Clemens
	Siemens
	+49 89 722 42418
	clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com

	TOCHE, Christian
	Nortel Networks
	+33 1 6955 4491
	toche@nortelnetworks.com

	TSE, Edwin
	Ericsson
	+1 514 823 6301
	edwin.tse@ericsson.ca

	ZHENG, Bin
	Nortel Networks
	+86 10 6510 8037
	zhengbin@nortelnetworks.com


