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SWG-C opening plenary session

1.1 Call to order

The meeting was opened and chaired by Thomas Tovinger, SWG-C Chairman, on Monday 29 Aug. at 08.45AM (together with SWG-D during the first half quarter to check common aspects between the C- and D- agendas and schedules).
1.2 Participant Registration

The list of participants at the opening and closing SWG-C plenary sessions is available in annex A of this report.

1.3 Agenda approval (S5-056500r1)
The SWG-C agenda was approved after minor adjustments in S5-056500r2, and later updated to r5. 

1.4 Schedule approval (S5-056500r1)
The SWG-C schedule was approved after minor adjustments in S5-056500r2, and later updated to r5. 

1.5 Approval of SWG-C meeting report(s) from last meeting(s) (S5-056402r1, S5-056403r1)
The SWGC reports from last meeting were agreed and approved without changes.

1.6 Review of action items from last meeting
1.6.1 Input list of action items from earlier meetings

SWG-C members: Please look at this action list and: 

· Report to SWG-C chair (by email) if you consider any items closed

· Check your own action items to next meeting.

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

	38bis.2
	Consider further treatment and file name convention for “IRP UML diagrams” (joint SWGC/D)
	All
	All
	Open
	SWG-C/D
	SA5#41

	39bis.1
	Clarify with MCC who fills in the keywords in second page of TSs and what is the related process (joint SWGC/D)
	All
	SWGD Chair
	Open
	SWG-C/D
	SA5#41

	40.1
	Propose a way to document the estimated discussion time required for a CR to allow a more precise allocation of time slots to CRC, CRD, CRCD sessions (joint SWGC/D)
	All
	Siemens /

All
	Open
	SWG-C/D
	SA5#41

	42bis.1
	Create a new clean template for the RG reports and ask MCC to include it in the standard package of SA5 templates.
	-
	Thomas
	Closed
	-
	SA5#43

	42bis.2
	Discuss removal of participants list in the RG reports with Christian and Clemens. (Decision: No change)
	-
	Thomas
	Closed
	-
	SA5#43


1.6.2 Review of SWG-C Action items:

No progress to report on the first three items. The last two have been resolved and are closed.

1.6.3 New action items

-
1.7 LS allocation 

Common SWG-C/D session agreed to treat in a breakout session which will present the result to closing SA5 plenary, and the other ones will be treated directly at the SA5 plenary (and the Leaders’ meeting). 

1.8 Administrative issues (SWG-C work plan, ToR status, …)

1.8.1 New RG report template (clean) - S5-056516

Provided in response to action item 42bis.1. Should be agreed and then asked to be placed in the standard SA5 template package. Result: S5-056516 Agreed. Later updated with minor corrections in S5-056516r2.

1.8.2 SWG leadership renewal

Thomas announced that he will not be able to continue as SWGC chair after this meeting. John Islip then, after some discussions, stepped forward as candidate for the C-chair, given that he gets support for this by the group. This offer was very appreciated and supported by all the present group members at the opening C-plenary. So we now have candidates for both the chair and two vice chairs!

1.8.3 AOB

-

1.9 Remaining input documents and issues (other Tdocs, parked CRs, …) 

1.9.1 Other Tdocs

-

1.9.2 Checking of any Parked CRs from earlier meeting(s)

-

1.9.3 Other issues

-

2 SWG-C (and joint SWG-C/D) RG sessions’ output and conclusions (recorded during the RG session)
Below the conclusions by SWG-C during the SWG-C (and joint SWG-C/D RG) sessions are summarised. For the detailed RG reports, see the relevant Chapter/Annex below.

2.1 SWG-C Rel/7 WID Session

The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.1.1 Output Documents

Documents for approval

The following documents have been provisionally agreed for checking and approval at the closing C-plenary:

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	WID
	S5-056575
	-
	7
	Trace WT WID Subscriber and Equipment Trace Management IRP.
	

	WID
	S5-056574
	-
	7
	WID on Implementation Conformance Statement (ICS) Template.
	


The following document has been agreed for offline work to seek clarification and agreement in a breakout session before the closing C-plenary. If agreed at the breakout session, it will be sent to the closing C-plenary for final checking and possible approval:

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	WID
	S5-056573
	-
	7
	WID on Element Operations Systems Function (E-OSF) Definition
	


Documents for Information to SA

-

Documents to be withdrawn

-

Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

-

2.1.2 Progress status

N/A

2.1.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

S5-056575 agreed.

S5-056574 had comments:

· Ericsson to be removed from “supporting companies” list.

· Yellow text at beginning about “status” to be removed. Remove yellow color on rapp. name.

· Provisionally agreed for approval, updated version in S5-056576, to be sent directly to the SA5 plenary.

S5-056573: Agreed.
2.2 Joint SWG-C/D session for CRs and common interest topics (Convenor: Christian Toche)

The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.2.1 Output Documents

	LS out
	S5-050429
	LS Response to ITU-T SG4 on Management Specification Harmonization
	SWGC/D
	Joint C/D
	


	S5-056553
	Methodology to introduce new interface protocol as 3GPP Interface IRP Solution Set. 

RG Conclusion: Agreed to be used for the SOAP SS WID in S5-050430 proposed by Nortel (below). The WID will be updated to include this list. 
	China Mobile

	S5-050430
	Study of IRP Solution Sets in SOAP/HTTP
	Nortel


2.2.2 Progress status

N/A

2.2.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

S5-050429 agreed.

S5-056553 agreed to be used as input to the new SOAP SS WID in S5-050430.

S5-050430 agreed.
2.3 SWG-C CR RG: Maintenance of Interface IRPs (R7 improvement CRs / R99-R6 Error CRs)  (Convenor: SWG-C chair)

The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.3.1 Output Documents

Documents for approval

Colored Tdocs below require confirmation that offline updates for provisional approval were done as agreed.

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	CR
	S5-056547
	32.603
	6
	32603-631 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL
	-

	CR
	S5-056557
	32.111-3
	6
	CR R6 32.111-3 v630 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL


	-

	CR
	S5-056558
	32.303
	6
	CR R6 32.303 v640 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL


	-

	CR
	S5-056559
	32.313
	6
	CR R6 32.313 v610 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL


	-

	CR
	S5-056560
	32.413
	6
	CR R6 32.413 v650 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL


	-

	CR
	S5-056570
	32.663
	6
	32.663 v650 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL
	-


Following Tdocs require confirmation if breakout sessions resulted in agreement and updated versions:

	CR
	S5-056572
	32.111-2
	6
	32111-2-640 on auto-ack capability
	

	CR
	S5-056345
	32.111-2
	6
	CMCC Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalText
	

	CR
	S5-056550
	32.111-2
	6
	CMCC Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalInformation

Agreed to be discussed offline together with S5-056523. Result to be presented to the closing C-plenary.


	

	CR
	S5-056562
	32.362
	6
	CR on EPIRP IS for NRM IRP version
	


Documents for Information to SA

-

Documents to be withdrawn

-

Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

-
2.3.2 Progress status

N/A

2.3.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Green-marked above: Agreed.

S5-056345 and S5-056550: Not ready for approval. Lucent has sent out some information  over email. Further email discussions are expected to next meeting, an based on that, Lucent and China Mobile will prepare updated CRs to next meeting.

S5-056562: Has been updated to S5-056562r3 by Huawei after the RG session based on the comments, but still it is not completely agreed, so it has to be reworked to next meeting.

2.4 Rel7 WT45 IRP Usage Scenarios (Rapporteur: Lucent)
No session at this meeting.
2.5 Rel7 WT47 Network Management (NM) Itf-N performance criteria (Rapporteur: China Mobile)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.5.1 Output Documents

Documents for approval

None.

Documents for Information to SA

None

Documents to be withdrawn

None

Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

None

2.5.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT47): 2% (previously1%)
Summary of progress: More discussion is need regarding the performance definition
Outstanding issues: None
2.5.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Report noted. No action needed.

2.6 Rel7 WT48 Delta synchronization between IRP Manager and IRP Agent (Rapporteur: Siemens)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.6.1 Output Documents

-

2.6.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (WT48): 27 % (previously 10%)
Summary of progress: 
Several agreements on requirements, first discussions of Information Service. 

Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements and draft Information Service need updates.
2.6.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Report noted. No action needed.

2.7 Rel7 WT49 Subscription Management (SuM) IRP Solution Sets (Rapporteur: T-Mobile)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.7.1 Output Documents

-

2.7.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT49): 41% (previously 40%)
Summary of progress: Not available at report time – pls. check with the rapporteur.
Outstanding issues: -
2.7.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Report noted. No action needed.

2.8 
Rel7 WT50 IRP Security Management (Rapporteur: Huawei)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.8.1 Output Documents

-

2.8.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT50): 10% (previously 5%)
Summary of progress: All the input contributions are reviewed.
Outstanding issues: -

2.8.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Report noted. No action needed.

2.9 Rel7 WT51 IRP Methodology (Rapporteur: Ericsson)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.9.1 Output Documents

Documents for approval

The RG requests SWG-C to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval: 

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	CR
	S5-056571
	32.150
	R6
	Add new definitions for IRP types
	


Documents for Information to SA

None.

Documents to be withdrawn

None.

Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

The WG has decided that the completion date is moved to 2006-12.

2.9.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT51): 5% (previously 0%)
Summary of progress: One CR was agreed and two contributions were discussed.

Outstanding issues: None.

2.9.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

S5-056571 agreed. SWGC-agreed to move completion date to 2006-12.
2.10 Rel7 WT52 Partial suspension of Itf-N during maintenance/testing (Rapporteur: Siemens)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.10.1 Output Documents

-

2.10.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (WT52): 15 % (previously 6%)
Summary of progress: 
Draft requirements were discussed and some agreements were made. 

Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements to be updated, multi-manager aspect to be addressed, examples for operating procedure to be supplied, information service to be drafted.
2.10.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Report noted. No action needed.

2.11 Rel7 WT53 Advanced Alarming on Itf-N (Rapporteur: Siemens)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.11.1 Output Documents

-

2.11.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (WT53): 25 % (previously 10%)
Summary of progress: 
Draft requirements were discussed and intention was agreed. Text of requirements needs rewording and extension. 


Draft Information Service was discussed. General approach (specify individual rules, not a rule grammar) was agreed.

Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements need to be updated, Information Service needs additions.
2.11.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Report noted. No action needed.

2.12 Rel7 WT55 Rules for Vendor Specific Extensions (Rapporteur: Siemens)
The following two subclauses are an excerpt from the RG report.

2.12.1 Output Documents

-

2.12.2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT55): 5% (previously 0%)
Summary of progress: Not available at report time – pls. check with the rapporteur.
Outstanding issues: -
2.12.3 Conclusion by SWG-C 

Report noted. No action needed.

3 SWG-C closing plenary session 
3.1 Remaining input documents and issues from opening SWG-C plenary

-

3.2 Outgoing LSs (LS treated in a joint SWG-C/D session also reported here)

	LS out
	S5-050429
	LS Response to ITU-T SG4 on Management Specification Harmonization
	SWGC/D
	Joint C/D
	


3.3 RG Reports and Remaining issues for the WTs (e.g. final approval of reworked CRs)

See above.

3.4 Any other action requested by SA5 (approval of other outgoing documents to SA5, WIDs,…)

See 2.x.3 above. In addition, no further action requested.

3.5 SWG-C work plan status & level of completion for WTs and BBs

Regarding the level of completion for WTs: See chapter 2 above.

3.6 Any other business

This is Thomas Tovinger’s last SWG-C detailed report of this four-year term, and I wish to thank all the SWG-C members for very professional, friendly and respectful support. I also wish the new SWG-C chair team the best of success!

3.7 Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned on Thursday at 15.30.

Annex A: Participant list

Participants at the SWG-C plenary closing session were the following. For information about the attendees’ telephone numbers and/or email addresses, please refer to the SA5 document for registered participants (normally in S5-0x0x04)):

	Attendee name
	Company

	Habib Nouira
	Alcatel S.A.

	Xuelong Wang
	CATT

	Li Yewen 
	China Mobile

	Robert Petersen
	Ericsson

	Xuejun Li
	Ericsson

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson (SWG-C Chair)

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson

	Yang Li
	Huawei 

	John Islip
	Lucent Technologies

	Michael Truss
	Motorola

	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola

	Mikael Rutanen
	Nokia

	Suzèle Lariven
	Nortel Networks

	Clemens Suerbaum
	Siemens


Annex B: RG reports

B.1: RG report, Rel7 WID session


[image: image2.wmf]S5-056517 SWGC#43 report of WID session.zip


B.2: RG report, Joint SWG-C/D session for CRs and common interest topics

Not available at report time – pls. check with  the convenor Christian Toche (and output results reported in section 2.2 above).

B.3: RG report, SWG-C CR session


[image: image3.wmf]S5-056505 SWGC#43 CR-C report.zip


B.4: RG report, Rel7 WT45 IRP Usage Scenarios

No session at this meeting.

B.5: RG report, Rel7 WT47 Itf-N performance criteria


[image: image4.wmf]S5-056508 RG report Rel7 WT47 Itf-N Performance Criteria.zip


B.6: RG report, Rel7 WT48 Delta synchronization


[image: image5.wmf]S5-056509 WT48Report(deltaSynchronisation).zip


B.7: RG report, Rel7 WT49 SuM IRP Solution Sets


[image: image6.wmf]S5-056510 RG report 049 - SuM IRP SS.zip


B.8: RG report, Rel7 WT50 IRP Security Management


[image: image7.wmf]S5-056511 WT50 IRP Security Management RG report.zip


B.9: RG report, Rel7 WT51 IRP Methodology


[image: image8.wmf]S5-056512 RG report WT51 Methodology.zip


B.10: RG report, Rel7 WT52 Partial suspension of Itf-N


[image: image9.wmf]S5-056513 WT52Report(partialSuspensionOfItfN).zip


B.11: RG report, Rel7 WT53 Advanced Alarming on Itf-N


[image: image10.wmf]S5-056514 WT53Report(advancedAlarming).zip


B.12: RG report, Rel7 WT55 Rules for Vendor Specific Extensions

Not available - to be provided later.
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Source:
Rapporteur (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com) 



Title:
Report about WT48 session (Delta Synchronisation)


Document for:
Information



Agenda Item:
3.7 (SWG-C) [3.3 in SWG-C Agenda]


1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



None



1.2 Documents for Information to SA



1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion (WT48): 
27 % (previously 10%)


Summary of progress: 
Several agreements on requirements, first discussions of Information Service. 



Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements and draft Information Service need updates.


3 Minutes



The WT52 session was held on 1st of September 2005, 2nd quarter.



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056525


			Draft requirements for Delta Synchronisation, Version 0.0.2



Motorola wanted to keep the question open, if an IRP of it own shall be done or CRs to existing TSses, until the solution is cleaer. So, this is left for further study.



Q: What is starting point for the delta?
A: Last synchronisation, no matter if it was a delta or a full synchronisation.
Comment: We also require the manager to specify the starting point. E.g. if the last synchronisation took place months ago and everything was running smoothly, but then a problem is identified quickly, then the IRP manager is only interested in e.g. the last few minutes, not all changes since months.
It is useful for an agent to remember each manager’s last synchronisation, because then all what has been synchronized by all managers can be removed from the agent’s memory. 
Agreement: We need both options.



Ericsson requested that an agent shall be allowed to give more than what has changed since the synchronization point. The agent should guarantee only: Never less. But no promise for “this is it exactly”. The IRP Manager must be prepared for this. This looser requirement would allow IRP Agents to prepare packages of changes, e.g. per hour. Motorola: Best effort should be made not to deliver too much. 
Motorola asked to allow a coarser granularity of the change indication. E.g. only an object instance upwards in the containment tree is reported, with an indication that contained instances potentially might have changed. 
The might-give-more-but-as-little-more-as-possible approach was agreed for time aspect. Regarding the object tree granularity it has to be studied further.



Q: Do we encourage to do this delta synchronisation often?
A: It is mainly intended for the cases listes in requirements. But also a regular usage, e.g. daily at midnight can be useful, because the alternative is to synchronize everything.
Agreement: No scheduling within the agent is required.



Conclusion: Requirements shall be changed according to the agreements.


			Siemens





			S5-056526


			Draft Information Service for Delta Synchronisation, Version 0.0.1



This document was only visited shortly with a focus on the proposed input and output parameters:



· The list of deleted instances needs no attributeList.



· Following the discussion of the requirements, a parameter is needed to specify, if the trigger point is the last synchronisation or specified time.



· The attributeList in the output parameters should only refer to changed attributes. But again here the more-is-allowed statement is valid. 



· A statement is needed, if the operations shall be synchronous or asynchronous. No decision made yet.



· If an instance was created and later changed after the synchronisation point, then either the instance can either be returned only in the created instance list, but with the final attribute list or the instance can be returned both in the create and the changed instances list.



Conclusion: Information Service shall incorporate these issues – and be aligned with the updated requirements.


			Siemens








4 Action items



			Item


			Description


			Release


			Owner


			Status 


			Target 





			42bis.1


			Update Requirements 


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Closed


			SA5#43





			42bis.2


			Draft Information Service


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Closed


			SA5#43





			43.1


			Update Requirements based on agreements at SA5#43


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			New


			SA5#44





			43.2


			Update Draft Information Service based agreements at SA5#43


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			New


			SA5#44








Participant list



			Attendee name


			Company





			Clemens Suerbaum


			Siemens





			Edwin Tse


			Ericsson





			Thomas Tovinger


			Ericsson





			Xuejun Li


			Ericsson





			Yang Li


			Huawei





			Mikael Rutanen


			Nokia





			Xuelong Wang


			CATT





			John Islip


			Lucent





			Habib Nouira


			Alcatel





			Olaf Pollakowski


			Siemens





			Min Lou


			Nortel





			Trevor Pirt


			Motorola








---------------------------------------------------- End of Document ----------------------------------------------------
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Meeting #43, Bordeaux, FRANCE, Sept 2, 2005


Source:
Yangli (afi@huawei.com)  


Title:
WT50 RG Session Report


Document for:
Approval 



Agenda Item:




The WT50 session was held on Aug 30 the 3rd quarter, Aug 31 the 4th quarter and Sept 1 the 1st quarter .



Please refer to Clause 5 for the list of participants. 



1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



The RG requests <SWG-yy> to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval: 



			Type


			Tdoc#


			TS


			Rel


			Title


			Relation to other CR





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			








1.2 Documents for Information to SA



None.


1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



None.



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



None.



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT50): 10% (previously 5%)



Summary of progress: all the input contributions are reviewed.


Outstanding issues:



3 Minutes



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056540


			Security solution for CORBA SS


It is reviewed.



Notification sender need not be authenticated due to 32.371.


			Ericsson





			S5-056541


			Security Management solution


Discussed, and to be updated and resubmitted.



Lucent: The authorization granularity can only be IRP level? As stated in Lucent’s contribution for last meeting, read/write operation should be differentiated.



Ericsson: the IRP IOR returned by the security IRP should be dynamic, but it is not easy for it to expire once issued. EPIRP is supposed to be mandatory in the document, but it is not in 3GPP.



Huawei: when IRPManager accesses IRPAgent using the returned IOR, how IRPAgent authenticates the IRPManager?



Nortel: Performance and cost of security SS should be considered. This SS is light and cheap. There can be more than 1 SS.



Siemens: wandering if the connection between central IOR library and Security IRP  is secured.



Ericsson: this is security service for EPIRP, implying that each other IRP needs their respective security service.


			Nortel 





			S5-056542


			Huawei IRP Security Management SS Draft v1.4


Discussed, and to be updated and resubmitted.



Ericsson: the title should be Solution, instead of Solution Set.


Moto: 32.371 should be listed in the reference section.



Nortel: multiple words need to be re-considered. Huawei will work with Nortel offline on this issue.



Nortel: Service Context should be capitalized first letter. SAS should be listed in abbreviation. Interceptor concept should be referred to original CORBA spec.



Nortel: Interceptor mechanism is not understood, it should be described more clearly. Huawei: corresponding reference will be added in the section.



Ericsson: in section 6.1.1 and 6.1.2, both successful and failure cases of authentication and authorization should be explicitly described. Will provide a matrix describing authentication procedure and Mgr-Agt, Clt-Svr interceptor, one way and req-response operation.


Nortel: security events that can be logged by CORBA security service should be listed. Huawei: Try to refer it to the CORBA security service.






			Huawei





			S5-056543


			Huawei Industrial Authentication services available for IRP Security Service


Discussed, and to be updated and resubmitted.


			Huawei





			S5-056544


			Huawei Proposal on Acess control Policy for IRP Security Service


Discussed, and to be updated and resubmitted.


			Huawei





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			








4 Action items



			Item


			Description


			Release


			Owner


			Status 


			Target 





			43.1


			Nortel will work with Huawei on the wording problems of S5-056542


			7


			Nortel, Huawei


			Open


			#44
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Source:
Rapporteur (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com) 



Title:
Report about WT52 session (Partial Suspension of Itf-N)


Document for:
Information



Agenda Item:
3.7 (SWG-C) [also 3.7 in SWG-C Agenda]


1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



None 



1.2 Documents for Information to SA



None 



1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



None 



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



None 



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion (WT48): 
15 % (previously 6%)


Summary of progress: 
Draft requirements were discussed and some agreements were made. 



Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements to be updated, multi-manager aspect to be addressed, examples for operating procedure to be supplied, information service to be drafted.


3 Minutes



The WT52 session was held on 29th of August 2005, 2nd half of 4th quarter.



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056524


			Draft requirements for partial suspension of Itf-N, Version 0.0.2



The following new statements in the document were not challenged: 



· It is not required to exclude operations from the suspension.



· Operations which are executed from a bulk file are not suspended, because the are not requested via Itf-N.



· Both alarmList and MIB behave normally during suspension. Partial suspension of Itf-N only deactivates Itf-N.



· Partial suspension should become an TS of its own, not realized via CRs to existing TSses.



The following questions were raised and answered.



Q: Are operations of Communication Surveillance also suspended?
A: Yes.



Q: Are specific security measures intended for partial suspension?
A: No specific measures, but usage of  Security Management IRP.



Q: What is the use of suspending operations?
A: E.g. AVC-notifications might be used by IRP managers as confirmation, and will not arrive during suspension. Therefore operation suspension can make sense. 
Individual companies stated reservations about the suspension of operations, others mentioned regarded it as useful, e.g. to avoid interference with local maintenance actions.



Q: If so, how can one be sure, that not a second OMC can manage the involved instances?
A: This is not via Itf-N and needs to be handled locally/internally.



Further statements made:



The more fine grained a suspension can be specified, the more it becomes complex. Ericsson promotes not to go more than one level below subnetwork. Nortel responded, that this bears the danger of blocking too many instances. The needed level might depend on the actual scenario like re-homing or adjusting the antenna function. When such scenarios are available, then base object and scope can be identified – and difference to filtering (beyond the multi-manager aspect) made clearer.



The Multi-Manager case is regarded as important. 
If a new-coming manager sends a request, it needs information back, if the operation is suspended (if operation suspension is agreed as needed). How to do this – by a new error reason or by a new notification – is to be decided. Introduce descriptions that outside Itf-N coordination is needed.
A notification is needed to tell other managers about a suspension.



Conclusion: The requirements need more work. Usage scenarios shall be supplied. Multi-Manager aspects need to be addressed. .


			Siemens








4 Action items



			Item


			Description


			Release


			Owner


			Status 


			Target 





			42bis.1


			Update Requirements 


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Closed


			SA5#43





			42bis.2


			Examples for operating procedure to be supplied


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Open


			SA5#44





			43.1


			Update Requirements based on comments at SA5#43


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Open


			SA5#44





			43.2


			Draft information service


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			New


			SA5#44








5 Participant list



			Attendee name


			Company





			Clemens Suerbaum


			Siemens





			Edwin Tse


			Ericsson





			Thomas Tovinger


			Ericsson





			Xuejun Li


			Ericsson





			Yang Li


			Huawei





			Mikael Rutanen


			Nokia





			Suzele Lariven


			Nortel





			Xuelong Wang


			CATT
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Title:
Report about WT53 session (Advanced Alarming)


Document for:
Information



Agenda Item:
3.7 (SWG-C) [also 3.8 in SWG-C Agenda]


1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



None 



1.2 Documents for Information to SA



None 



1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



None 



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



None 



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion (WT48): 
25 % (previously 10%)


Summary of progress: 
Draft requirements were discussed and intention was agreed. Text of requirements needs rewording and extension. 




Draft Information Service was discussed. General approach (specify individual rules, not a rule grammar) was agreed.



Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements need to be updated, Information Service needs additions.


3 Minutes



The session was held on 31st of August 2005, 2nd half of 3rd and 1st half of 4th quarter.



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056527


			Draft requirements for Advanced Alarming on Itf-N, Version 0.0.2



The proposal to put advanced alarming into an own IRP was not challenged.



Q: When is an alarm “not significant” ? 
A: The definition of significance is done by the manager by choosing one or several rule in the IS.
This needs to be stated more clearly.



Comment: The significance may depend on alarmtype, environment, time of day …



It was requested and agreed to add a statement to the requirements, that the request mentioned in the requirements only affects the issuing IRP manager.
At some places a clearer English is needed, e.g. “enabled to request” is misunderstandable.



Q: Does the advanced alarming have impact on the content of alarm notifications? 
A: It is not intended to change the content. 
Group’s agreement: Content of notifications will not change.



Ericsson’s proposal to combine requirements 1.1 and 1.2 into one related to alarm notifications was agreed.



Q: Is it intended that a manager uses one of the rules or defines own rules. 
A: The first.



Conclusion: Requirements shall incorporate these comments and agreements.


			Siemens





			S5-056528


			Draft Information Service for Advanced Alarming on Itf-N, Version 0.0.1



Q: Shall a rule grammar or actual rules be specified? A rule grammer could be very complex.
After intensive discussion the group reached the following 
agreement: 
Specific rules shall be defined, plus one rule with an container to allow vendor specific rules. The whole advanced alarming module is optional, individual rules too. The current rules are accepted as useful, additional ones might be added.



Q: How about having one operation indication the number of the rule to be applied and its parameters? 
A: Current approach with one operation for each rule seams simpler.



Comment: Imagine that before setting a rule there is an alarm. After setting the rule it is cleared, but the rule prohibits the clearing notification. The manager is responsible to handle this 
himself. 
The currently proposed rules probably do not produce such situations, but a detailed analysis has not been done yet.



Threshold rule: 
Q: Will there be an indication in the first reported alarm, that others have been supressed. 
A: No, because the content shall not be changed. The supressed alarms are anyway logged.



Q: What if there is are instances to which several rules shall apply? Clearing of a rule might also result in such an intersection. Is a message foreseen what currently is applied?
A: For further study.



Q: Will advanced alarming affect alarm list or log? 
A: No.



It was proposed to define maximum values for the time parameters. This is not the current practice at SA5, but could be done.



Q: Is the input parameter managerReference the same as in notification subscription? 
A: Yes.



It has to be clarified what happens if an unsubscribed manager requests a rule.



Ericsson regards as one aspect of advanced alarming to enrich the data of an alarm by adding information about the involved scenario, other notifications etc. Contributions are expected.



Conclusion: All companies are invited to add additional useful rules to the IS. Changes to the IS are needed to reflect the above mentioned agreements.


			Siemens








4 Action items



			Item


			Description


			Release


			Owner


			Status 


			Target 





			42bis.1


			Update Requirements 


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Closed


			SA5#43





			42bis.2


			Draft Information Service


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Closed


			SA5#43





			43.1


			Update Requirements based on comments at SA5#43


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Open


			SA5#44





			43.2


			Contribute further additional rules 


			Rel-7


			All


			Open


			SA5#44





			43.3


			Add “free-form” rule for vendor-specific advanced alarming


			Rel-7


			Siemens


			Open


			SA5#44








5 Participant list



			Attendee name


			Company





			Clemens Suerbaum


			Siemens





			Olaf Pollakowski


			Siemens





			Edwin Tse


			Ericsson





			Thomas Tovinger


			Ericsson





			Xuejun Li


			Ericsson





			Yang Li


			Huawei





			Mikael Rutanen


			Nokia





			Suzele Lariven


			Nortel





			Habib Nouira


			Alcatel





			John Islip


			Lucent





			Xuelong Wang


			CATT
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RG report 049 - SuM IRP SS RG report 049 - SuM IRP SS
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Approval 



Agenda Item:
<yyy>



1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



The RG requests SWGC to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval: 



			Type


			Tdoc#


			TS


			Rel


			Title


			Relation to other CR





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			


			








1.2 Documents for Information to SA



1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion (Rel-yy WTyy): zz% (previously yy%)



Summary of progress: 



Outstanding issues:



3 Minutes



The SuM IRP SS session was held on 31st  August in parts of Q1, Q2  and Q3.



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056518


			32.307-030 Notification IRP SOAP SS


-noted


			MCC





			S5-056519


			32.307-031 32.317-030  Generic IRP Management SOAP SS


-noted


			MCC





			S5-056520


			32.307-032 32.607-030  Basic CM IRP SOAP SS


-noted


			MCC





			S5-056521


			32.307-033 32.667-030  Kernel CM IRP SOAP SS


-noted


			MCC





			S5-056522


			Add new SOAP solution set for SuM



Discussion:



Nokia: restriction to SuM should be kept, general application of SS is a study item



Siemens.:  the same 



Ericsson. Agreed at last meeting, study is on how to do it, could reach negative concusionl. CR does not mean application for all IRP



Siemens. Not logical to state as valid SS before SI is finished



Ericsson. Strong reason needed to change agreement from last meeting



Nokia. Publishing as valid SS without limitation is misleading



Nortel. R7 not closed , at end we should summarize in 32.101



Tmo. No need for hurry for change in 32.101



Siemens. Operators would require SS if in 32.101



Motorola. Undo change is a problem, SS already in development



Ericsson. Soap SS for SuM has been agreed



Siemens. Soap  is different  from cmip-corba


Lucent. Only published soap SA5 solution sets are visible



Nortel. Soap ss for other irp can only be published after positive SI result 



Nokia. The soap ss produced for SuM are also applicable  other irp, how can restriction to SuM be kept. Propose to add SuM restriction in specification scope chapter.



Ericsson. That statement restricts packaging, and is not contained elsewhere.


Nokia: Good to show we work on soap, but dangerous to  make believe general applicability to IRPs


Siemens: 32.101 should until end of SI contain note currently restricting SOAP SS to SuM 



Motorola: Such a change of CR is not acceptable


Rapporteur: Delegates to discuss possibility of agreement before SWGC closing plenary


Conclusion: Provisionally rejected


			Ericsson





			S5-056530


			32.307-040 Notification IRP SOAP SS



Conclusion:  Agreed –r3 as current draft 0.3.1   New  update at next meeting


			Ericsson





			S5-056531


			32.317-040 Generic IRP Management SOAP SS 



Conclusion:  Agreed –r3 as current draft 0.3.1   New  update at next meeting


			Ericsson





			S5-056532


			32.607-040 Basic CM IRP SOAP SS 



Conclusion:  Agreed –r3 as current draft 0.3.1   New  update at next meeting


			Ericsson





			S5-056533


			32.667-040 Kernel CM IRP SOAP SS 



Conclusion:  Agreed –r3 as current draft 0.3.1   New  update at next meeting


			Ericsson





			


			


			





			S5-056546


			Proposals on Notification IRP WSDL/SOAP SS



Conclusion:



3GPP needs to consider defining a 3GPP web Notification service to push notifications across Itf-N to IRPManager(s).  It is TBD where (i.e. which Interface IRP SOAP SS?). 3GPP should publish such definition.  3GPP does not need to modify current Notification IRP IS or any other Interface IRP specifications to support such capability.



The group needs to discuss the below options:


(Option 1) In NotificationIRP subscribe operation, the service address and web service description information of this 3GPP web Notification service shall be specified explicitly. Web service description information can be specified directly or indirectly (i.e. specifying the WSDL file location).



(Option 2) In NotificationIRP subscribe IS-defined operation and all SS-defined methods, the service address and web service description information of this 3GPP web Notification service need not be specified explicitly.  This is in-line with semantics defined in Notification IRP IS and CORBA SS and CMIP SS today


			Huawei





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			








4 Action items



			Item


			Description


			Release


			Owner


			Status 


			Target 
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CR-C Convenor (thomas.tovinger@ericsson.com)   


Title:
SWGC CR-C RG Session Report


Document for:
Approval 



Agenda Item:
2.1



1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



The RG requests SWG-C to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval.



Colored Tdocs below require confirmation that offline updates for provisional approval were done as agreed.



			Type


			Tdoc#


			TS


			Rel


			Title


			Relation to other CR





			CR


			S5-056547


			32.603


			6


			32603-631 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL


			





			CR


			S5-056557


			32.111-3


			6


			CR R6 32.111-3 v630 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL






			





			CR


			S5-056558


			32.303


			6


			CR R6 32.303 v640 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL






			





			CR


			S5-056559


			32.313


			6


			CR R6 32.313 v610 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL






			





			CR


			S5-056560


			32.413


			6


			CR R6 32.413 v650 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL






			





			CR


			S5-056570


			32.663


			6


			32.663 v650 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL


			





			CR


			S5-056572


			32.111-2


			6


			32111-2-640 on auto-ack capability


			








Following Tdocs require confirmation if breakout sessions resulted in agreement and updated versions:



			CR


			S5-056345


			32.111-2


			6


			CMCC Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalText


			





			CR


			S5-056550


			32.111-2


			6


			CMCC Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalInformation



Agreed to be discussed offline together with S5-056523. Result to be presented to the closing C-plenary.






			





			CR


			S5-056562


			32.362


			6


			CR on EPIRP IS for NRM IRP version


			








1.2 Documents for Information to SA



-



1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



-



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



-



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion: N/A



Summary of progress: 14 documents reviewed, of which 7 were agreed or provisionally agreed for approval. Three of the rest need breakout discussions which may result in updated and agreed versions, to be confirmed at the closing C-plenary.


Outstanding issues: Remaining CRs need more discussion/consideration and rework.


3 Minutes



The CR-C session was held on Mon Q3, Q4, and Wed late session.



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056345


			CMCC Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalText



Discussion:



China Mobile: Open to any of the two alternatives (AdditionalInfo or AdditionalText), whichever the group prefers.  So we should discuss S5-056523 first and then decide.



Conclusion:  See S5-056523 below.






			China Mobile





			S5-056523


			Lu usage of additional information field for VS alarm information



Discussion:



Nortel: How many name-value pairs does Lucent anticipate? R: In the worst case, those four cases shown in the last table of proposal.



Lucent: If we can accept this principle, Lucent is open to discussing the details of how it is structured.



Siemens: Support using additionalInformation, as also said in the email discussion before this meeting.



China Mobile: Also support using additionalInformation.



Huawei: If we agree to that, we have to consider if some vendors have used additionalInformation for other purposes before, which could create a conflict.



Ericsson: Have some concerns on the way the information is structured if we use this field, which needs to be resolved.



Conclusion: Provisional agreement to use additionalInformation for the VS alarm info. But we need a concrete solution for how it is structured – a CR for 32.111-2 and 32.111-3 (and later 32.111-4) is required. Offline discussions will be held this week, to try to create such CRs, and be presented at the closing plenary if agreed with everybody involved.






			Lucent Technologies





			S5-056529


			Lu CORBA SS Backward Compatible Drafting Rules



Discussion:



Only a quick presentation & discussion at this meeting, awaiting formal approval of the new WID for backward-forward compatibility.



One comment was that we need to carefully consider how much version information that should be included in file names. Lucent at least believes it is valuable to include the major 3GPP release number.



Another comment was that in case BC rules are added to the common CORBA style guide, it should be clearly indicated that they are for “BC”.



Conclusion: Noted. To be continued when the WID is approved.






			Lucent Technologies





			S5-056547


			Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL



Discussion:



Lucent: The removal of  “Type” in type names of releases up to R6 is questioned for legacy support purposes. Nortel and Ericsson. Then we should discuss the Style guide itself first. This is a deliberate choice in the style guide. Ericsson does not support a change of this rule, for consistency purposes. So this change needs to be proposed for the style guide, if at all, not for this CR which just aligns with the approved style guide. And a change of that would cause a lot of work according to Ericsson.



Conclusion: CR agreed for approval.






			Nortel





			S5-056550


			CMCC Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalInformation



Discussion: -



Conclusion: Agreed to be discussed offline together with S5-056523. Result to be presented to the closing C-plenary.






			China Mobile





			S5-056557


			CR R6 32.111-3 v630 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL



Discussion: -



Conclusion: Agreed.






			Nortel





			S5-056558


			CR R6 32.303 v640 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL



Discussion: -



Conclusion: Agreed.






			Nortel





			S5-056559


			CR R6 32.313 v610 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL



Discussion: -



Conclusion: Agreed.






			Nortel





			S5-056560


			CR R6 32.413 v650 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL



Discussion:



Ericsson: Should we align the spelling of “get_pm_irp_operations_profile” in all CORBA SSs, to remove the “s” in “operations”? After some discussion, we agreed to keep it as is for now.



Conclusion: Agreed.






			Nortel





			S5-056561


			CR R6 32.663 v650 Alignment with TS 32.150 Style Guide for CORBA SS IDL



Discussion: 



· Ericsson: 



· In table 7.1, the attribute names should start with lower case and contain no spaces. This is probably due to a “Word feature” that automatically has changed this. Should be corrected. Agreed to be done in an updated version.



· getNRMIRPVersion should have lower case



· Add an “s” to “operation” in get_kernel_cm_irp_operation_profile (in mapping table, exceptions etc.)


Conclusion: To be updated in S5-056570 to the closing C-plenary.






			Nortel





			S5-056534


			Auto-ack capability - Finalization after CR-C/D discussion



Discussion:



After some discussion and editing, it was provisionally agreed with a new wording.



Conclusion: Provisionally agreed in new version in S5-056572, to be checked by everybody to the closing C-plenary.





			Ericsson





			S5-056536


			Add token parameter in exportLogRecords of NL IRP - Finalization after CR-C/D discussion



Discussion:



Ericsson proposed an email discussion on the SWGC reflector to resolve the two alternatives (mentioned at the CR-CD session) before next meeting. Agreed.



Conclusion: Email discussion and update to next meeting.






			Ericsson





			S5-056538


			CreateMeasurementJob of PM IRP - Finalization after CR-C/D discussion



Discussion:



Ericsson proposed to capture all discussion points in an updated version to next meeting. Agreed.



Conclusion: All discussion points to be considered in an updated version to next meeting.






			Ericsson





			S5-056562


			CR to EPIRP IS



Discussion:



Questions: -



Comments:



· SWGC chair: Alt. 1 and 2 should be marked in the actual changed text



· Ericsson: For Alt. 2 we acknowledge the problem, but this is related to the issue of aggregation or inheritance of Bulk/Basic CM IRP and Kernel CM IRP, which earlier has been principally agreed but the CR work is not completed yet. That would be another solution to the same problem. So we should await that solution first if we want alt. 2. But that cannot be for Rel6, only for Rel7.



· Lucent and Huawei: CO-OP also needs a solution for this, for R6. Siemens disagreed.



· Ericsson: Alt. 1 could be a feasible solution for R6, but then it needs some modifications and considerations, e.g. because it also extends the management scope of EPIRP to include the NRM versions. Earlier it was only about instances. We also need to consider the changing of Optional items to M.



· Lucent: Due to the CO-OP need, we should choose alt. 1 and do it now.



Conclusion: Offline discussions to see if an agreeable solution based on alt. 1 can be found between the involved persons and described in an updated CR to the closing C-plenary. If so, the SWGC chair will ask them to present that and then ask for email approval after this meeting. If not, offline work is needed to the next meeting.






			Huawei
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1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



None.



1.2 Documents for Information to SA



None


1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



None


1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



None


2 Progress status



Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT47): 2% (previously1%)



Summary of progress: More discussion is need regarding the performance definition


Outstanding issues: None


3 Minutes



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056556


			Title: CMCC TS 32.xxx Itf-N Performance Criteria


The WT47 session was held on 29 Aug, Q3 Quarters.



Please refer to Clause 5 for the list of participants. 


			China Mobile





			


			E///: Why do we need the data consistency for performance



Nortel: Performance should be related to the how fast for the InterfaceIRP



CMCC: InterfaceIRP, NRM, Performance measurements are all contents of Itf-N. We need the criteria for InterfaceIRP, e.g how fast for some operation. However, the data transferred in interface should be correct.



E///: This evaluation method like the company human resource evaluation from different view point. CMCC wants to define the criteria from the data correct view point.






			





			


			Nortel: If we define data consistency criteria, we need define how to measure the data consistency criteria.


CMCC; Yes, we can.



E///: It’s still part of conformance test.



CMCC: 3GPP define PM measurements which include the trigger definition. Based on our test experiences, some products claim that they fully comply 3GPP measurements. But we found a fact that sometimes they mapping the wrong private measurements to standard measurements. The mapped measurement data is correct, but the mapping algorithm and trigger point are wrong. Although the InterfaceIRP capability is strong, the PM data transferred in the Interface is not correct. We need performance criteria from interface viewpoint and data view point. 


Conclusion; More discussion is needed regarding the meaning of the performance


			





			S5-056539


			E Sample skeleton of new itf-n performance criteria


CMCC: The template proposed here reuses the PM measurement definition template. But the key point of the PM measurement definition is the trigger where standard signaling and control flow are defined by 3GPP.  The IRPAgent internal structure and the controlling method is vendor specific. 


			Ericsson
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1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



The RG requests SWG-C to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval: 



			Type


			Tdoc#


			TS


			Rel


			Title


			Relation to other CR





			CR


			S5-056571


			32.150


			R6


			Add new definitions for IRP types


			





			


			


			


			


			


			








1.2 Documents for Information to SA



None.



1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



None.



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



The WG has decided that the completion date is moved to 2006-12.



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT51): 5% (previously 0%)



Summary of progress: One CR was agreed and two contributions were discussed.



Outstanding issues: None.



3 Minutes



The WT51 session was held on 31st of Aug 2005 first half of Q1.


			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056535


			Title Add new definitions for IRP types



Discussion:



Huawei: Should not measurements specifications be Data Definition IRPs? That is outside the scope of this CR.



Motorola and Lucent: The term "<interface> IRP" is not clear. To be changed to "YyyIRP".



The date on the cover page shall be added.



The title on the cover page shall be changed.



Huawei: Can more examples of Data Definition IRPs be given? No, State IRP is the only IRP that currently is a Data Definition IRP.



Motorola: The "support – IOCs" is unclear in the last definition. The last definition shall be rephrased.



Conclusion: Agreed with updates. To be updated to S5-056571.


			Ericsson





			S5-056537r1


			Draft 3215x IRP SS template



Discussion:



Huawei, Siemens and Nortel: Is the intent to cover CORBA SS only with this contribution? Yes, the intention is to have one specification per SS technology. In that case the title of the specification should indicate that it is valid for CORBA SS. However, Ericsson is open for proposals on specification structure. It was agreed to minimise the number of specs, as long as it makes sense.



Siemens: Is it needed to use different fonts for e.g. IOCs? It is an old agreement, to use different fonts. It was agreed that diffeerent fonts are helpful and should be kept.


Lucent and Nortel: It would be better to use fonts that are "allowed" in 3GPP (21.801 Drafting Rules). It was agreed to use fonts specified in 21.801.


Siemens: The spec version on the spec cover page is faulty. It shall be 0.x.x.



Lucent: Can the style guide be included in the same specification as the template? It was not intended, but the group agreed to Ericsson should try to make a Table of Contents for such a specification containing IS Template, SS Templates and Style Guides.


Motorola: The NRM IRP SS part is missing Annex A, B and C.



Conclusion: To be continued. Several agreements were made. See above.


			Ericsson





			S5-056545


			Proposals on style of WSDL/SOAP SS



Discussion:



Ericsson had a proposal of the SOAP SS Template (and a CORBA SS Template).  See S5-056537r1.ft 3215x IRP SS template


This contribution is not presented in a form of a template. It suggests various elements of styles. This contribution can be useful for the template. That needs discussion. The contribution needs to discuss if there is a need to align the style with those used by other standard group (whose work is more advance than ours.)



All companies are encouraged to send their comments to Huawei.



Motorola needs more time to study the proposal.



Ericsson is against proposal 1,2 and is doubtful towards proposal 4.



It was agreed that the agreements of the contributions should be documented in a methodology specification.



Conclusion: More discussions are needed.


			Huawei





			


			


			





			


			


			





			


			


			








4 Action items



			Item


			Description


			Release


			Owner


			Status 
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			43.1


			Ask MCC if it is necessary to update the WID for moving the conclusion date one year. Response from MCC: It is not needed. It is sufficient to inform the SA5 plenary.


			R7


			Rapporteur


			New


			SA5#43
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1 Output Documents



1.1 Documents for approval



The following documents have been provisionally agreed for checking and approval at the closing C-plenary:



			Type


			Tdoc#


			TS


			Rel


			Title


			Relation to other CR





			WID


			S5-056575


			-


			7


			Trace WT WID Subscriber and Equipment Trace Management IRP.


			





			WID


			S5-056574


			-


			7


			WID on Implementation Conformance Statement (ICS) Template.





			








The following document has been agreed for offline work to seek clarification and agreement in a breakout session before the closing C-plenary. If agreed at the breakout session, it will be sent to the closing C-plenary for final checking and possible approval:



			Type


			Tdoc#


			TS


			Rel


			Title


			Relation to other CR





			WID


			S5-056551/ S5-056573


			-


			7


			WID on Element Operations Systems Function (E-OSF) Definition


			








1.2 Documents for Information to SA



-



1.3 Documents to be withdrawn



-



1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5



-



2 Progress status



Percentage of completion: N/A



Summary of progress: Three WIDs were input and all reviewed. Of them, two were provisionally agreed (with updates), and one was sent to a breakout session which potentially may lead to agreement to be presented for approval to the closing C-plenary.


Outstanding issues: None.


3 Minutes



The SWGC R7 WID session was held on Mon Q2.



			Tdoc


			Title/Discussion/Conclusion


			Source 





			S5-056548


			Trace WT WID Subscriber and Equipment Trace Management IRP



Discussion:



Some minor questions and comments.



Conclusion: Provisionally agreed given updates due to the comments, to be sent to closing C-plenary for approval. Updated version in S5-056575.






			Nortel





			S5-056551


			WID on Element Operations Systems Function(E-OSF) Definition



Discussion:



Tommy B: TeliaSonera added as supporting company. Also, remember that this is a TR, not a TS.



Questions/Comments:



· CATT: Why is this discussed in C and not D? To be considered to next meeting (if not agreed at this meeting)..



· Lucent: Commercially, vendors may have problems to agree on this because they e.g. have to “give away much of the OSS functionality” to the customers.



· Ericsson: Since we have already defined interface specifications for system context A and B, what is this then? A new context C, or a refinement of A or B? Reply: The WID already explains this, in the second paragraph of Justification and especially the last sentences of that:: “The Itf-N function published in 3GPP is the overlapped functions between E-OSF and N-OSF. A clear definition for Element OSF can help operators and vendors clarify what are required and can be used as a guide when they deploy network.”.



· Lucent: The ITU-T M.3010 defines a lot of functions for E-OSF, so which of them are intended to be covered here? Reply: The input to this should be mainly market experience by the 3GPP members, even if we can also use ITU-T as useful input.



· Ericsson: How does this grouping of functional blocks affect the system context A or B, e.g. can it be clarified that some of these blocks are only relevant to be managed as a group, and some other only relevant to be managed as a “single group” at a time? Reply: Not only the Itf-N aspects are important for O&M standardisation, but also the internal functionality.



· TeliaSonera: Choosing system context A or B is implementation dependent according to our standards, but it would be good if we could get a clarification of when A fits better than B and vice versa, and also what is the difference between N-OSF and E-OSF functions.



Conclusion:  Offline work during the week to try to clarify these questions in the WID, before potential agreement at this closing plenary. Updated version, if agreed, in S5-056573.





			China Mobile





			S5-056552


			WID on Implementation Conformance Statement(ICS) Template



Discussion:



Some minor comments agreed for clarification and editorial corrections. All companies to inform China Mobile whether they are supporting companies or not – not supporting companies to be removed from the list.



Conclusion: Provisionally agreed for approval by closing C-plenary; updated version in S5-056574.





			China Mobile
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