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1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 100% (previously 25%) – 
Summary of progress: after revision it will be 100% complete for rel 8
Outstanding issues:

2 Minutes

The RG session was held on <Date, Quarter(s)>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-091348
	the next version should be 010 and Release 8 should be on the next line.

Document Noted …
	chair

	S5-091146
	withdrawn
	E///

	S5-091168
	Taka presented the document. The updated version was worked with Huawei and ALU. This contribution needs to be updated to reflect the voting.
	Thomson

	
	use auto configuration or self optimization  instead of self configuration. Behaviour should also be redefined a little
	QC

	
	BBF has changed the terminology to self configuration from auto configuration.  QC: However we do need to use SA5 terminology
	Thomson

	
	software Management has no contribution. Chairman suggested  just keep it as FFS
	ALU

	
	E///: What does it mean for PM now? The file upload is now gone. RPC method should be reflected in the FM and PM.

TMO: Talk about configuration of alarm transfer handling. 

Thomson: will come up with the correct working.
	E///, TMO. Thomson

	
	Revision will be made S5-091437
	

	S5-091169
	Taka presented the document. Updated based on the BBF data model changes. Changes are marked.

No comments were received. 

This has been approved to be included in the draft TS
	Thomson

	S5-091171 withdrawn and replaced byt 091401 and revised by 091401r1
	Ian presented the document. However this was updated based on the call last week in S5-091401r1. And based on the decision this morning changes that were made are in S5-091401r1.  Ian presented this document.

Contains the FM and PM data model. 
	

	
	Section 6.2.1: E/// what should be in the ManagedObjectInstance: 

IPAccess: It is the DNPrefix+LDN. LDN can be a serial number.

E///: but it is not mentioned anywhere.

IPAccess: How uniquely we do the LDN is not part and parcel of the FM.  It is exactly like the LDN.. ie provide the subtree and all the MOs associated with it will be identified in the ManagedObjectInstance.

ALU suggested a rewording to use identifier.

E///: would like the LDN to be called an identifier.

IPAccess: DNPrefix + the identifier of the managed object will reword that 

ALU: where does the severity values come from.

IPAccess: BBF data model defines these values. 

E///: The numbers should be defined as legal values.  

IPAccess: will just point to 3GPP 32.111-5.

Will have to let BBF know that the values need to be alligned
	

	
	Probable cause: what is the value that will be inserted in the probable cause field. It is contained in the data model that we can extend the enums. E/// would like to remove it.  BBF has requested that the probable cause can be extended. We need to identify that in the liason to BBF
	

	
	We will send the delta changes to BBF to resolve as LS. A draft LS is already available and we will add to it.  
Probable cause and event type vendor extensions.

Severity values values need to align with 3GPP

LS 1467 : Taka will draft a TS to indicate the differences in the data model.

LS 1468: send LS to BBF to let them know that TS from 3GPP is complete

LS 1469 to check for consistency. Edwin will draft it
	

	
	Section 6.2.2: Ian presented the section
E///: Alarm Identifier is a string in 3GPP. Ian: will align with the definition in 32.111-5
	

	
	Section 6.2.3: The alarm identifier will be fixed. Reference to the section needs to be fixed as well.
E///: English definition for the Alarm Identifier is wrong. What is the scope.
Copy and paste the 3GPP reference.

Ian: ok copy and paste it.
	

	
	Section 6.2.4: Consolidated Expedited and Queued table based on conf calls.
Changes that were mentioned earlier for alarm identifier will be carried forward. 

E///; Why do we need eventTime and alarmed for expedited. 

IPAccess: These are needed to support TR069

E///: Name Queued needs to be lined up with 32.581
	

	
	Section 6.2.5: the uniqueness of the alarm entry.
E///: All the description should be 3GPP definition.

IPAccess: Will align with yesterday’s comments.
E///: How do we use the * and the empty. ALU: Explained what this is.
IPAccess: explained further.

E///: For Probable cause. 

IPAccess: We can add * for a probable cause.

E///: change does not want to does not support.

E///: Reporting mechanism should not having logged.

IPAccess: Can be uploaded using get Parameter value.

ALU: Just reference TR069 for dateTime
Thomson: The comment in one of the conf calls it was agreed that the name should not be identical.

E///: The names are upper case/Lower case.
	

	
	Revisions made in 1438
2-19-09: Revision S5-091438 was approved.
	

	S5-091402
	IPAccess: this is a presentation about show the alarms work
	

	
	This document is noted
	

	S5-091465
	Ian presented the document. 

QC: What happens if the SampleInterval falls within the Report interval

ALU: shouldn’t we say ReportingPeriod should be = or > than Report interval.

E///: should reflect the same as in 3GPP and show the same definitions.

IPAccess: this contribution reflects the BBF data model.

E///: Wants 3GPP semantics
IPAccess: this is not file contents so can can we approve that.

E///: why do we need the Name. Is it jobid?? 

Chairman: No we do not have to map it to jobid, it may or may not apply. But that is for file

E///: Sample Interval descry should match GP definition.
IPAccess: Just reference 32.432 but 32.432 does not have a real definition so 32.401 should be the appropriate one.

E///: Here the behavior is very different

Looked at 32.401 which is a generic req for PM.

E///: what happens when the GP is changed

IPAccess: Ref the def for SampleInterval to 32.401 and send LS to BBF.

QC: Remove the word report from the definition. Is ReportSamples useful?
E///: ReportSample what is this and why is it needed.

Moto: The objectives of the PM file is different for HNB than Macro. 

Chairman: what is the reason for ensuring that 3GPP and HNB PM collection should be aligned. Do we have operator input or use case?

Proposal: To take this as is from BBF.

E///: Why do we want to store it. 

QC: just say ReportSample = UploadInterval/SampleInterval

IPAccess: Time Reference  : is this absolute timeReference. 
ReportStartTime: definition is not correct.

It was decided that we will make the changes but we do not need to send anything to BBF.
Section 6.3.2.2: 

E///: we do not need it unless it is for real time.

IPAccess: why do we need to remove values?

E///: why do we need this if no RPC method is going to be supported.
Chiarman: Put only file upload is used.

IPAccess: remove values.

REQ number  have to be checked by Rapporteur
	

	S5-091470
	E/// presented the file.
IPAccess: this should be 32.584. along with the mapping table.

E///: This is not a mapping table. This is the 3GPP list of attributes needed for PM. The mapping has to be done between the BBF names and 3GPP names.

This belongs in 32.584
	


3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	63.1
	Description of the action
	Rel-9
	Rapporteur
	New
	SA5#64
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