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6
OAM&P (Operations, Administration, Maintenance & Provisioning

6.1
OAM Studies

6.01
OAM Plenary

S5-082010
OAM/SON Time Plan





Source: WG Chairman

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082011
OAM/SON Detailed Report from LAST Meeting





Source: OAM Chair

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082012
OAM Action Item Register





Source: OAM Chair

Discussion: 

Not to be used in the future.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082013
OAM Executive Report from THIS Meeting





Source: OAM Chair

Discussion: 

The OAM Chairman presented the report.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082014
OAM Detailed Report from THIS Meeting





Source: OAM Chair

Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].



S5-082021
Reply to SG4 LS on Service Activation of NMS-EMS Interface





Source: 18bTD331r2

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082260
Draft Agenda for RAN3/SA5 Joint Meeting 12-13 Jan 2009





Source: WG Chairman

Decision: 

The document was approved.



6.02
New OAM Work Item proposals

6.03
OAM Maintenance and Rel-8 small Enhancements 

S5-082048
E CR 32662 re notifyAttributeValueChange





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 
Cover page need to be updated(e.g. category shall be A if R7 mirror CR is approved)

Clause 7.6.6.3.1 need to be updated, the definition of x is not clear.

Question: why there is no change for the notifyStateChange? Changes exist in R7 CR.

Question: do we need the R8 CR in case we have provided the R7 CR and R8 specs is not available yet.

Answer: we need to check with MCC.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn and replaced by S5-082385.



S5-082385
E CR 32662 re notifyAttributeValueChange





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082048)

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082119
CR - Clarification on alarm filters





Source: Huawei Technologies.,"Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Motorola: the action for matching one filter shall be possible for suppressed or unsuppressed in requirement level.

Huawei: we don’t change any thing according to the current specs.

Motorola: may be we need to clarify the requirement in another way.

Ericsson: share the opinion of Motorola.

Ericsson: we need to check if there any definition in IS level.

Conclusion: need more discussion.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082450
CR - Clarification on alarm filters





Source: Huawei Technologies.,"Alcatel-Lucent

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082140
CR 32.404 v 8.2.0. Enhancement of the measurement naming rules in the measurements definition template.





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 
Remove QOS, cause in the filter.

Undo the delete of paragraph on the subcounter and rewording needed.

Example shall be updated according the comments on the template.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082387.



S5-082387
CR 32.404 v 8.2.0. Enhancement of the measurement naming rules in the measurements definition template.





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082140)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082489.



S5-082489
CR 32.404 v 8.2.0. Enhancement of the measurement naming rules in the measurements definition template.





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082387)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082164
TS 32.111-x Alarm Reporting XML File Format





Source: ip.access ltd

Discussion: 

Motorola: the proposed solution on interface type 2 or not?

IPA: for interface type 1, mainly drived by Home NodeB.

NSN: Is the SS align with IS?

IPA: additonalInformation is the only difference comparing with the IS, It is align with TR069.

Ericsson: proposed to move to Huawei’s new WI(not been approved currently)

Conclusion: The contribution will be resubmitted after the WI Home NodeB OAM is approved.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082174
Change systemDN to be M in notifyAlarmListRebuilt





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Needs more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082175
Change systemDN to be M in 32.663





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Needs more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082176
Correct armTime in 32.111-5 to be consistent with the CORBA SS





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Needs more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082177
Correct armTime in 32.335 to be consistent with the CORBA SS





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Needs more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082191
Update of entities of the mobile system





Source: TeliaSonera

Discussion: 
Ericsson: Is Non 3GPP AN subject to 3GPP scope?

AW: it is in.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082445.



S5-082445
Update of entities of the mobile system





Source: TeliaSonera

(Replaces S5-082191)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082199
Update of Telecom Management Domains





Source: TeliaSonera

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082271
E CR Rel 5 32662 Add missing definition re notifyAttributeValueChange





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 
Clause 7.6.6.3.1 need to be updated, the definition of x is not clear.

ALU: Question on the need for CRs to release 5/6.

Ericsson: the CRs does impact on the network management. 

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082386.



S5-082386
E CR Rel 5 32662 Add missing definition re notifyAttributeValueChange





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082271)

Discussion: 

2271 new version in Inbox. MCC will handle the renumbering to 2386.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082272
E CR Rel 6 32662 Add missing definitions re notifyAttributeValueChange and notifyStateChange





Source: Ericsson

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082424.



S5-082424
E CR Rel 6 32662 Add missing definitions re notifyAttributeValueChange and notifyStateChange





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082272)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082273
E CR Rel 7 32.622 Add missing definitions re notifyAttributeValueChange and notifyStateChange





Source: Ericsson

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082425.



S5-082425
E CR Rel 7 32.622 Add missing definitions re notifyAttributeValueChange and notifyStateChange





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082273)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.04
OAM&P 8 (OAM8)

6.04.1
UID_35051 Telecom Management Methodology (OAM8) - new TS 32.155, CR 32.151/2, 32.622, 32.732

S5-082153
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.607





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 
Presented by Marie Divialle
Discussion:

- Shuqiang: Why did you add the "-wsdl" in the file name? Marie: because this is the real file name. Agreed.

- Frode: Why the cover page states a Rel-8 CR, as it doesn't correspond to the version in the file paths? This was a good observation, and we agreed that it should be a Rel-7 CR. Work item code to be updated to OAM-NIM. The contribution to be updated in a new Tdoc, and the "Consequences if not approved" needs to be updated (to a stronger statement). The Reason for change should also be simplified if possible.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082414.



S5-082414
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.607





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082153)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082464.



S5-082464
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.607





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082414)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082154
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.307





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 
Presented by Marie Divialle.
Discussion:

- Same comments as for S5-082153 above.

- Thomas: In addition, one "zero" in the updated version number in Annex B should be deleted. Agreed.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082415.



S5-082415
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.307





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082154)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082465.



S5-082465
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.307





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082415)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082155
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.667





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 
Presented by Marie Divialle.
Discussion:

- Same comments as for S5-082153 above.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082416.



S5-082416
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.667





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082155)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082466.



S5-082466
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.667





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082416)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082156
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.317





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 
Presented by Marie Divialle.
Discussion:

- Same comments as for S5-082153 above.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082417.



S5-082417
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.317





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082156)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082467.



S5-082467
Incorrect URI specified in TS 32.317





Source: Nortel

(Replaces S5-082417)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082157
XML version and encoding for SOAP Solution Sets





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 

- Frode: Annex C and D in 32.153 have overlapping info for XML; and it is not completely clear that the XML in Annex D is for the XSD of the 32.xx5 TSs, and not for the WSDL 32.xx7 TSs. Marie explained the history and reasoning behind the current solution. Conclusion of this discussion was that if we feel a need to clarify this in 32.153 it will have to be proposed in a separate CR.

- Li Gang: Is the UTF-8 encoding potentially a problem for some national characters, e.g. Chinese, which may occur in attribute values (inside XML documents) such as UserLabel? After some discussions we concluded that this cannot be considered for the standard, as the examples given were from test scenarios.

Agreed for inclusion in updated latest draft TS 32.153.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082158
XML version and encoding for XML specifications





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 

See discussion of 2157 above - these are related.

Agreed for inclusion in updated latest draft TS 32.153.
Note: A small mistake in the text before D.1.3, where it states "to be included in annex C" - it should be Annex D. But the actual change part is correct.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082159
SOAP Solution Sets WSDL file location





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 

- Marie: Some minor errors in the header information. Agreed that this does not affect the technical result so no need to update the contribution due to that.

- No other comments.

Agreed for inclusion in updated latest draft TS.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082160
WSDL file naming convention for SOAP Solution Sets





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 

- Marie: Some minor errors in the header information. Agreed that this does not affect the technical result so no need to update the contribution due to that.

- No other comments.

Agreed for inclusion in updated latest draft TS.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082165
Cleanup of 32153-110





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Agreed for inclusion in updated latest draft TS.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082266
WI Exception sheet for TM methodology





Source: Ericsson (Meth. Rapporteur)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082267
Report of last methodology alignment meetings with ITU-T





Source: Ericsson (Meth. Rapporteur)

Discussion: 

- Shuqiang asked what it means to upgrade to UML 2.x. for example if we start to use 2.x for a diagram, can we then make a CR on that with version 1.5? Frode Nergard replied: No, that is probably not possible because there is no standardised interchange format between 1.5 and 2.x tools.

- Shuqiang: It can potentially cause a problem with higher tool costs if we need to upgrade to 2.x. 

- Thomas: Most people at the conference call seemed positive to trying to use UML 2.x, though, and I encourage everybody to consider this issue, join the next conference call on the subject (20 Jan.) and give feedback or ask more questions there.  At that meeting, ATIS will present experience using UML 2.x with the MyEclipse tool. But concrete proposals for using UML 2.x in SA5 would have to be based on concrete contributions to SA5, as usual.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082274
Import and names of namespaces





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Revised to r1.

- Marie: Support all Detailed proposal in ch. 4. Re: the table 5 proposal in ch. 5, both solutions have drawbacks so Nortel has no clear position on this.

- Shuqiang: On the second bullet in ch.4, if you don't include the schemaLocation, isn't that a problem? Frode: No, e.g. for XMLSpy you can use the "CustomCatalog.xml" to map from name spaces to local file locations. Understood.

- Shuqiang: What is proposed to be changed in the TS or the CRs? Reply: Nothing, this just proposes a practise (which is pretty much like what we have done before). 

The changes in chapter 4 were agreed in principle (but does not lead to any change of the TS32.153 or any CR at this session). The proposals in chapter 5 to be discussed further offline.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



6.04.2
UID_360001 HSUPA performance measurements (OAM8) - CR 32.405

6.04.3
UID_360002 Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) for UMTS/GERAN (OAM8) - new TS 32.410

S5-082145
Distribution of Established RABs, new KPI for TS 32.410





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

NSN: there should be four KPIs, not one KPI, in d) four formulas should be given. And large number of measurement is used and measurements are too low level for per RAB type, it should be PI.

Ericsson: how to use per RAB type related measurements to calculate distributed KPI? Propose to change KPI category from utilization to other kind of KPI. 

Vodafone: formula is ok, but measurement is per RAB type, accept it is PI. We will submit measurements with per data rate to 32.405.

More discussion needed. This will be revised for the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082147
RAB Establishment Failure Rate, new KPI for TS32.410





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

ZTE: for some or all types of data rates?

Vodafone: for all data rates.

Same question for per RAB type, update for next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082212
Presentation of 32.410 to SA for approval





Source: China Mobile

Discussion: 

ZTE: New specification should be added before 32.410
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082460.



S5-082469
Exception sheet of 32.410 to SA for approval





Source: China Mobile

Abstract: 

2212r2

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082460
Presentation of 32.410 for information





Source: Rapporteur

(Replaces S5-082212)

Discussion: 

This will go for informationt to Plenary.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.04.4
UID_390016 Alignment with eTOM and M.3060 architectural concepts - (OAM8) CR 32.101/2, 32.xyz

S5-082190
Update with NGNM architectural concepts - Align with ITU-T M.3060/Y.2401





Source: TeliaSonera

Discussion: 

Ericsson: the reference to TOM shall be removed in TS 32.102.
TeliaSonera presented the changes proposed.  No disagreements were articulated. Some new changes had been requested by Ericsson since the document was submitted and the rapporteur proposed to submit an updated version before closing O&M/SON Closing plenary. 
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082388.



S5-082388
Update with NGNM architectural concepts - Align with ITU-T M.3060/Y.2401





Source: TeliaSonera

(Replaces S5-082190)

Discussion: 

TeliaSonera presented the contribution.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.04.5
UID_400030 SOAP Solution Sets (OAM8) - TS 32.3/4/6/7x7

S5-082254
pCR 32.111-7 Alarm IRP SOAP SS





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

For the three Generic IRP IS operations, Table 5.1 has TBD in the column for portType and binding. The author explained this mapping remains To Be Defined. For these three Generic IRP IS operations, the meeting carried out the following points in the discussion:

The columns for types and messages should simply refer the specification for the Generic IRP SOAP SS for mapping of the three Generic IRP IS operations. 

Related to that the column for portType and binding has currently TBD: The meeting pointed out that in general the Generic IRP operations should be defined in the Generic IRP and not in the Alarm IRP, and then the Alarm IRP should refer to the Generic IRP. We use this method for the CORBA solution sets. However, for the SOAP solutions sets made earlier (Notification IRP, Basic CM IRP and others), the Generic IRP SOAP SS defines the types and the messages for the three operations of the Generic IRP IS, while the other SOAP solution sets define the portType and the binding sections for these operations. The question that arises is if there is a technical reason for this practice for the SOAP solutions sets already made. The meeting concluded we need to investigate this point before taking a decision on the approach for the Alarm IRP SOAP solution set. 

The meaning of TBD should be explained.

A comment was made on that the XML fragments under each attribute table mapping is a duplication against the WSDL definitions in the annex. The meeting concluded that it is suffiecient to provide the mapping table in these clauses and that the fragments shoual be removed.
Note: the revised version was agreed to be included in draft TS. The lastest draft TS is expected to be sent for SA for information after this meeting.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082409.



S5-082409
pCR 32.111-7 Alarm IRP SOAP SS





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082254)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082255
CR R8 32.111-5 XML definition updates due to creation of SOAP SS





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

NSN: Check if 32.335 makes reference to the 32.111-5 since you have changed the name fo the namespace. This is to be checked and CR to be written to next meeting if necessary. 
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082256
CR R8 32.625 Make globally available IRPAgent IOC attribute





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

The XSD file has here been included. A question is if this should be included. The OAM-SWG Chair to check with MCC for what to do for later. OK to include it in this CR.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082261
CR R8 32.111-2 Spelling and naming corrections





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

NSN: Question on that the PartiallyFailed has been changed to PartiallySucceeded. Ericsson: The reason for this change is to make the IS consistent with itself and also consistent with the CORBA SS. 

NSN: It is the solution set that should change to follow the IS and not the other way around. 

Ericsson: We mean in this case the IS is inconsistent with itself. There is no reason to change the CORBA SS on this point. It is better to change the IS.

NSN: We still think this is the wrong way, but do not object to the CR.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082393
Exception for SOAP SS





Source: Ericsson

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082470.



S5-082470
Exception for SOAP SS





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082393)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.04.6
UID_XXXXXX Software Management

S5-082120
Use case for Non-Automated Software Management





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 
E, N & Motorola (M): Put a comment before “steps” that some of the steps mentioned below may be combined together and the details can be finalized later.
N: How to handle the optional operation?
H: As discussed, a general comment that some of the steps can be combined would allow vendors to combine the optional operations. But we need to carefully evaluate the details. A remark would be added. 

H: It is important that sequence is maintained irrespective of whether the operations are combined or not
All: Agreed that sequence should be maintained as it has been mentioned in the UC
N: How to handle the Fallback scenarios where an operator would like fallback even when everything is working fine?
Conclusion on above: Need a separate contribution to include a use case where fallback can be invoked even under a successful scenario when IRP Manager is not willing to perhaps proceed any further
E: Why OSS has been mentioned in the resource?

Conclusion: May be we can remove OSS and mention only the network elements in the UC
E: What is meant by IP Connectivity?

H &NSN: I think the intention here is to mention there is connectivity between IRPManager and the managed entities otherwise it wouldn’t be possible to perform any on the SWM operation

M: True and also it not necessary that we have P2P configuration always. So, it is kind of implicit.

M: Is it specific to eNode-B? Can we make it generic and say NE?
E: We need to relook if eNodeb is replaced by NE. Since the scope become broader e.g HLR gets included. But apparently it seems ok to E. However, E wants to cross check it again internally before confirming the decision.

Chair: May be we can approve this contribution for eNode-B. Huawei can check with E offline to check whether it would create if eNB is replaced by NE. If E confirms that there is no issue, we can have a separate contribution for the next meeting to broaden the scope of the UC
N: In the precondition, mention that software is available, and n the post condition, mention that software is now operational

N: Remove the word “latest applicable” word in Goal to be more generic

H: Ok

E: In SU4 why and how inventory system is informed? 

H & NSN: This is to allow users to use Inv IRP. When new software is added we can notify the changes.

E: In that case, rephrase the sentence to be more generic to mention “IRPManager is informed about the inventory change” and remove the word “is available” to replace it with “is activated and ready to be used”

E: Network resource model visible over Itf-N – can be included as part of step 4 so it can be removed

NSN: Remove Step N from the table

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082418.



S5-082418
Use case for Non-Automated Software Management





Source: Huawei Technologies.

(Replaces S5-082120)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082121
Non-Automated SWM Requirements





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 
Nortel (N): What do you really want to cancel during download operation?

Huawei (H): The cancel operation, if invoked during a download operation, would basically cleanup the software entities that has been downloaded. Moreover, cancel can be done only for an ongoing download operation and not for an already completed operation. Hence no change required
N & Ericsson (E): Req#6 seems to be unclear. What exactly is meant by 'stable configuration'? May be we need to rephrase the phrase “fallback to a stable configuration” 
NSN: Add the word 'software' before installation and activation to add clarity

H: Ok
E: The definition for NASWM and ASWM doesn't seem to be proper. Is it possible to rephrase/enhance? 

Chair: More offline discussion is necessary among Huawei, NSN and Ericsson to come up with a definition for ASWM and NASWM
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082419.



S5-082419
Non-Automated SWM Requirements





Source: Huawei Technologies.

(Replaces S5-082121)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082258
Add Specification Level Requirements for Non-Automated Software Management





Source: Nortel

Discussion: 
E: what is the scope of pre-checks and post checks?

N: The exact definition is not available right now but these checks would ensure that operation initiated thereafter have a fair chance to run smoothly

Ch: Is there any operation that needs to be invoked? Otherwise how to start the prechecks/post checks from IRPManager?

M & Chair: How to ensure that SW is corrupt? What checks will you run? 

H: perhaps validation operation can be used and one of its input parameter can be the state of the software entity. What checks needs to run could be decided based on the state of the software and can be purely vendor specific.

Chair: Then what are we planning to standardize here? Which checks need to be standardized needs to be clear before we accept this contribution.

M: If we don’t know what checks we need to standardized what’s the use of these requirements?

M & Ch: We need more use cases to support why we need these requirements.

M: Requirement 2 is duplicate. 

H: yes, confirmed and can be removed. It has been already in General SWM already. 

N: There is some swm recommendation from ITU-T -X.744

Decision: 

The document was noted.



6.05
BB: E-UTRAN Data Definitions

6.05.1
UID_370001 Subscriber and Equipment Trace for eUTRAN and EPC - CR 32.42x-/44x-family

S5-082115
M CR R8 Add trace recording session failure report to 32.421





Source: Motorola

Discussion: 
R1 version is presented.

ALU: The NE does not need to do the notification: Moto: Agree. 

NSN: TRS may not start due to the at the criteria is not met, so the text is not really relevant. 

Ericsson: What reason exist for not propagating the Trace Session? NSN: Why is this needed? Moto: A separate message can be used for trace propagatiion, which cannot be propagated. 

First requirement is agreed, if the removal of NE is done. 

Second requirement is not agreed. 
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082420.



S5-082420
M CR R8 Add trace recording session failure report to 32.421





Source: Motorola

(Replaces S5-082115)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082471.



S5-082471
M CR R8 Add trace recording session failure report to 32.421





Source: Motorola

(Replaces S5-082420)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082116
M CR R8 enhance the XML schema to support failure report in 32.423





Source: Motorola

Discussion: 

R1 version is presented.

NSN: A notificaiton is already defined in Trace IRP. If a TRS is not started, how can a trace record be created? Moto: The trace can be initiated by EM. 

Ericsson and NSN: This solution is not acceptable, as it is not following the solution in Rel-7. Moto: Rel-7 solution does not support that the Trace Collection Entity is placed outside the NMS. NSN and Ericsson: We would like to reuse the Rel-7 solution even if the TCE is placed outside the NMS.
More discussion is necessary.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082143
Adding EPS to Trace IRP  XML schema





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082178
E CR Rel-8 32,443-700 EPPS intorduction





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Revised to S5-082397, which had competed the unfinished parts of S5-082178.
Moto: The notification should not be part of Trace IRP. Ericsson: What we propose is to have a notificaiton over Itf-N for the case that the Trace Collection Entity. is placed in the NMS. In this contribution we do not say anything about the case that the TCE is placed outside the NMS, as it is not included in the IS.
Note: packaged with CR S5-082143 and the CR for IS which has been approved in Dalian meeting.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082397.



S5-082397
E CR Rel-8 32,443-700 EPPS intorduction





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082178)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082395
Exception for Trace for UTRAN and EPC





Source: Ericsson

Abstract: 

r1

Discussion: 

Some editorial corrections to be applied.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082473.



S5-082473
Exception for Trace for UTRAN and EPC





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082395)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.05.2
UID_380036 E-UTRAN NRM IRP – TS 32.761/2/3/5

S5-082051
E pCR TS 32.762 EUTRAN NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

ET presented.

JMC: 4th modified section: adminstrative state misspelled. Write qualifier missing.

ET: OK on misspelling. Need to check on write qualifier:

JS: Curious on availabilityStatus: Why did you pick this one?

ET: These three attributes always come in a set.

AN: Why is there a separate table for these states?

ET: Because the template says it should be written this way.

YY: Why is cellIdentity not shortened?

ET: This is not part of the contribution

RP: The cellIdentity is not equal to the CGI, its another identifier.

AN: 6.3.3.4: Why are these optional?

RP, JS et al: All are optional, according to notification IRP.

JS and RP discuss Notification IRP and Kernel IRP…….

AC: Cannot agree, as the optional qualifiers needs more work.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082411.



S5-082411
E pCR TS 32.762 EUTRAN NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082051)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082052
E pCR PCI mgmt in EUTRAN NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

ET presented.

AC says S5-082080 is essentially equivalent to the Ericsson one.

Padma: Minor comment: Rename pci to “assignedPci , or similar?

ET: Are definitions and legal values OK

Padma: Yes.

AC: Suggests some offline change of wordings.

AK: Suggests always to support a range of PCIs.

AC: We have discussed this extensively for several meetings, will not go back to these discussions again.

YY: …

YY: Write qualifier for pci should be CO.

(JS: See 32.150)

ET: CO is not correct either.

ET: Need offline discussion on this. 

JS: …

Padma: We need an additional requirement, to tell whether the eNB supports centralized or distributed PCI assignment.

AC: Further requirement can be discussed, but not now.

AK: …

AC: Supports can be either centralized or distributed or both.

AK: …

AC: Need a contribution for your idea. The current solution supports the current requirements. If you have further requirements, please send contributions.

AI: Qualcomm, Ericsson and Motorola:  Work offline on this. Also merge with Qualcomm’s S5-082080. New Tdoc: S5-082410.

AK: PCI is … 

ET,AC: Disagrees.

AK: This solution puts unnecessary burden on the NMS for discovering whether the eNB supports distributed or centralized PCI assignment.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082410.



S5-082410
E pCR PCI mgmt in EUTRAN NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082052)

Discussion: 

AC: Definition for pci and pciList are the same, despite the fact that one number a list and one is a list of numbers.
Legal value for pciList should indicate that it is a list, and its max length.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082444.



S5-082444
E pCR PCI mgmt in EUTRAN NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082410)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082472
E pCR PCI mgmt in EUTRAN NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082444)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082490.



S5-082490
E pCR PCI mgmt in EUTRAN NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082472)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082053
E TD SectorFunction IOC for EUtran NRM IRP





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

ET presented.

Long discussion on the power percentage parameters.

Chairman stopped the discussion as it became longwinded. Offline discussion.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082072
New requirements for 32.761, E-UTRAN NRM IRP Requirements





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

PE presented.

AC: Add CDMA2000

AC, AN: Change GSM BSS to GERAN.

JMC: MOC should be changed to  IOC.

Conclusion: Agreed with comments. -> S5-082072r1.

--

The meeting checked the draft TS, 32.761 v0.0.3

MOC should be removed all right.

Unneeded references should be removed. [Rapporteur’s note: No one needs to be removed.]

We should keep 101 and 102 and 600!
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082404.



S5-082404
New requirements for 32.761, E-UTRAN NRM IRP Requirements





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082072)

Discussion: 

Ericsson presented the revised contribution. There were no comments.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082074
Options to Manage PCI Assignment





Source: Orange, Qualcomm

Discussion: 

AC + JMC presented

AK:  thinks the distributed PCI management is mandatory.

AC: No, it is not.

AT: What are the “tricks”?

YY: …

ET: Ericsson likes the NRM option. For multiple IRP managers, it is important that the IRP list is visible in the model.

YY: …
The NRM approach is preferred by the group 
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082080
Add pciList attribute to the Eutran Generic Cell object





Source: Qualcomm Europe, Orange

Discussion: 

Merged with 2052.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082410.



S5-082222
Adding X2 IP address of eNB to E-UTRAN NRM





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: 

JS presented.

AK: How many IP addresses?

JS: Only one IP address.

AK: The eNB could possibly have more than one IP address.

JMC: 6.3.7.2: Wrong table caption.

AC: Can not see the use case for these attributes, as we have already agreed to the automatic setup of X2 links.

JS: This is a SON function, and potentially not available.

…

Padma: An EP_X2 object may be created even without having an X2 link. What will the farEndIpAddress then contain?

JS: The eNB may lose the link, but the EP_X2 object may still be kept.

Offline discussion. 

AC: We need to have a Use Case for this before we proceed.

JS: The Use Case and requirements are already there, as presented by the RAN3 liaison.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082265
Erroneous attribute names in TS 32.762





Source: Orange

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082403
Exception for WID on E-UTRAN NRM





Source: Ericsson

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082407.



S5-082457
Presentation of 32.761 for SA approval





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion: 

Presented for information and approval. MCC will amend this. Provisionally agreed. The usual email approval process must be conducted.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082458
Presentation of 32.762 for information





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion: 

Provisionally agreed. The usual email approval process must be conducted.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082407
Exception for WID on E-UTRAN NRM





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082403)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.05.3
UID_390002 Performance measurements for E-UTRAN - TS 32.425

S5-082026
LS on QoS measurements





Source: R2-087431

Decision: 

The document was replied to in S5-082474.



S5-082474
Reply to: LS on QoS measurements





Source: current meeting

(Replaces S5-082026)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082054
Cell downtime related measurements





Source: Ericsson

Conclusion: Same conclusion as the S5-082055, Offline discussion. 

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082055
Use case for monitor of cell downtime





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Motorola: The KPI can be met by the alarms.
Ericsson: The detailed meaning for the alarms is not standardized.

Motorola: Yes, but IRPManager can know which alarm is for Cell down by the means outside of standards scope, because IRPManager need understand the problem at try to fix it.

Conclusion: Offline discussion
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082104
Extended Use case - Monitor of call setup performance





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

NSN: It is session duration?

Moto: No, the setup time.
NSN: How it can be calculated if the setup is failed.

Moto: Only successful setup will be counted.

Ericsson: The needs for setup.

Moto/TMO: There is a benchmark requirement about the call setup time in E-UTRAN, we need measure the real performance to compare this, and it may need some optimization if the performance is not good.
Conclusion: Revise to OAM plenary.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082438.



S5-082438
Extended Use case - Monitor of call setup performance





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

(Replaces S5-082104)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082105
RRC connection number related measurements





Source: Motorola, HUAWEI, Vodafone, T-Mobile

Discussion: 

NSN: RRC connected UEs?

Motorola:.Yes, and it is the same as RRC connections.

ZTE: One editorial issue. sRRC.

Conclusion: Agreed. Editorial changes need by editor.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082107
RRC connection reestablishment related measurements





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

NSN: The 3rd measurements, bullet c, d 

Motorola: Agree, will update.

Ericsson: Use case?

Motorola: The use case agreed just now.
Conclusion: Agreed, revised to new number.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082439.



S5-082439
RRC connection reestablishment related measurements





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

(Replaces S5-082107)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082108
RRC connection setup time related measurements





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

NSN: Maximum should equal to the Timer to reject the call/session.

Motorola: This is to count the maximum for successful case.

Ericsson: How to optimize basing on the measurements?

QualComm: can be many, like RACH optimization.

Conclusion: Agreed.

Decision: 

The document was approved, to be included in draft TS.



S5-082109
SAE Bearer setup time related measurements





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

Ericsson: The total call setup time should include the time used for S1 connection, e.g., Initial UE information.

Motorola: This kind of time is mainly impacted by EPC, and we want to focus on the time in E-UTRAN.

Ericsson: The purpose of maximum call setup time?

HUAWEI: The gap between the maximum and mean time is helpful to find out the problem in network.
Conclusion: Agreed.

Decision: 

The document was approved. to be included in draft TS.



S5-082110
SAE Bearer usage time related measurements





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

Discussion: 

NSN: How to compare holding time and traffic volume using the proposed measurements.

Motorola: Not the exact value, but can be used for a reference.

HUAWEI: Seems we can have other method to define the counters.

NSN: Maybe we can use the similar method to measure the KPI in E-UTRAN regarding the throughput.

Conclusion: Need more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082111
Use case - Monitor the scale of uses and service usage





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

NSN: What’s the usage time?

Motorola: The time between setup and release.

NSN: What’s the benefit as we have already defined the Traffic Volume meas in draft TS.

Motorola/VF: It can be used to compare with the holding time of bearers per QCI with the real traffic for this QCI, to see the resource utilization status.

Conclusion: Revised to new version, try to open at OAM plenary.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082440.



S5-082440
Use case - Monitor the scale of uses and service usage





Source: Motorola, Vodafone, T-Mobile

(Replaces S5-082111)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082122
Enhancement of eNodeB initiated SAE Bearer Release counter (measurement)





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Conclusion: Same comments to 082124, Revise to OAM plenary.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082441.



S5-082441
Enhancement of eNodeB initiated SAE Bearer Release counter (measurement)





Source: Huawei Technologies.

(Replaces S5-082122)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082123
RRC Connection Release related measurements





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Need more discussion.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082124
Enhancement of eNodeB initiated SAE Bearer Release counter (use-case)





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Motorola: Agree to have per cause measurements, what’s the additional value to split into per cause at per QCI basis? It will increase a huge number of measurements by multiply.

Ericsson/ZTE/: Same comments.

HUAWEI: agree
Conclusion: Revise to OAM plenary.

Not agreed.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082125
Use case for monitor of RRC Connection Release





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Motorola: The value to monitor the RRC release, as we today have the SAE Bearer release, SAE bearer setup failure.

HUAWEI: the release by initial security activation can not be covered as no SAE bearer request need be initiated.

Motorola: It is really important the just monitor the initial security activation failure case, it reflects network problem or UE?
ZTE: Maybe caused by some incorrect decoding in network. If so, the use case need to be update as monitor the initial security activation failure.
Conclusion: Need more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082126
Use case for monitor of RACH usage in a cell





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Ericsson: only for SON?

HUAWEI: No.

Ericsson: For the RACH configuration optimization, the OAM interfaces need be involved for signaling the preambles.

HUAWEI: Agree
Conclusion: Revise to OAM plenary.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082475.



S5-082475
Use case for monitor of RACH usage in a cell





Source: Huawei Technologies.

(Replaces S5-082126)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082127
RACH usage related measurements





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Decision: 

The document was approved. to be included in draft TS.



S5-082128
Use case for monitor of UE QoS satisfaction





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Ericsson: KPI, why propose to measurements?

TMO: Just indicate to key value, whether KPI or not is not sure yet.

Motorola: Could we consider another alternative Call/session satisfactory rate per QCI at the SAE Bearer level.
HUAWEI: You can not distinguish the delay at SAE bearer level.

Motorola: MAC scheduler is too detailed.

HUAWEI: Will change to RRM.

Ericsson: Key proposal 1, need check.

Ericsson: Key proposal 2, only uplink?

HUAWEI: Downlink is in proposal 1.

Ericsson: Key proposal 3, similar to KPI, should we differentiate it.

HUAWEI: Similar part with throughput KPI maybe the same finally in RAN2.

Conclusion: Not agreed

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082129
UE QoS satisfaction related measurements





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Ericsson: KPI, why propose to measurements?

ZTE: for example, multiple managers, NE need calculate to different values.

Motorola: Yes, maybe we should define the raw meas rather than the rate which needs the Threshold set by IRPManager.

Ericsson: Normally, the detailed measurements should be defined to support the calculation, not to directly have an final indicator..

TMO: Threshold should be configurable.

Conclusion: Need more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082134
Pseudo CR TS 32.425 v 0.3.0, Measurements for Accessibility KPI for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

HUAWEI: This is the counter to map the KPI, which needs more discussion.
Conclusion: Need more discussion, as the KPI is still in the discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082135
Pseudo CR TS 32.425 v 0.3.0, Measurements for Retainability KPI for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

HUAWEI: to meet the KPI, the released SAE Bearers should include both active and inactive cases.
Conclusion: Need more discussion, as the KPI is still in the discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082138
Pseudo CR to TS 32.425 v 0.3.0, Measurements for Accessibility KPI for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Conclusion: Need more discussion, as the KPI is still in the discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082162
Use case for Interference Measurements





Source: T-Mobile

Ericsson: Not rrc connection release?

TMO: No, it is editorial mistake.

HUAWEI: Downlink and/or uplink?

TMO: Downlink

Ericsson: Detailed proposal does not mention CQI which are in section 3.

TMO: Agree to include it.

HUAWEI: Do not agree the CQI approach.
Moto: Coverage hole seems the meas for coverage optimization, not directly reflect ICIC.

TMO: Can remove it.

Conclusion: Revise to OAM plenary.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082476.



S5-082476
Use case for Interference Measurements





Source: T-Mobile

(Replaces S5-082162)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082163
Interference measurements





Source: T-Mobile

Discussion: 

NSN: the average is calculated from all coming CQIs, but it is CC in b)

TMO: Yes, should be calculated, CC is wrong.

HUAWEI: CQI report process may not meet the requirement?
Ericsson: How to use the CQI?

TMO: ……
Conclusion: Need more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082223
Use cases and analysis of HO measurements in E-UTRAN





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: 

Ericsson: Have considered for KPI

NSN: No, but the measurements can be reused.

Ericsson/HUAWEI: Why need X2 or S1 HO for use case 1?

NSN: Can be removed from use case 1, but could be used at other use cases.

HUAWEI: What is the Inter-cell HO success?

NSN: Double check.

HUAWEI: What’s the HO rate per traffic volume.

NSN: Double check.

Conclusion: Need more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082263
Handover measurements in E-UTRAN





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: 

Ericsson: 4.1.1.2 What’s the difference with the existing one. 

NSN: Yes, some are the same, some are the similar

NSN: Tend to use the new meas to replace the existing meas.
Conclusion: Need more discussion, as the use case need more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082270
WI Exception sheet for E-UTRAN performance measurements





Source: Rapporteur

Abstract: 

r2

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082477.



S5-082477
WI Exception sheet for E-UTRAN performance measurements





Source: Rapporteur

(Replaces S5-082270)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082412
Addressing the RAN2 LS on layer 2 measurements (R2-087431)





Source: Huawei

Decision: 

The document was noted.



6.05.4
UID_390003 Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) for E-UTRAN - TS 32.450/1

S5-082083
Availability Formula in KPI definition for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Motorola: CellDown, it does not seem so clear how to implement. Ericsson: There is already a definition in the draft TS section 6.4.1.2. It was  proposed to change “CellDown” to Cell Unavailable””. To be discussed off-line and try to meet an agreement from this meeting, otherwise update for the next meeting.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082132
Pseudo CR TS 32.450 v 0.3.0,  Accessibility Formulaes in KPI definition for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Motorola: from the KPI itself we did not clearly describe how to separate “Initial” and “added”.  

It is hard to differentiate between initial/added in the signalling.

To be updated for the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082133
Pseudo CR TS 32.450 v 0.3.0, Updated Accessibility KPI definition for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

More discussion needed for the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082139
Pseudo CR TS 32.450 v 0.3.0, Retainability Formulaes KPI definition for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Was discussed together with corresponding measureme.

Motorola: Why use DRM in the denominator and not SAEB. To be investigated.  

Compare with the high level formula, it seems to relate to active EPS bearer. 

Clarify why the there are two measurements.

Total session time instead UE. To be updated for the next meeting.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082141
Pseudo CR TS 32.451 v 0.3.0, Updated Throughput KPI requirement for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

Abstract: 

r1
Discussion: 

Huawei: There is proposed to have cause values, do we have such cause values specified? 

The part after “samples” in the last sentence to be removed. To be updated for the closing plenary.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082478.



S5-082478
Pseudo CR TS 32.451 v 0.3.0, Updated Throughput KPI requirement for E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082141)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082142
Draft presentation sheet  : Presentation of Specification to TSG-SA for information, TS 32.450





Source: Ericsson

Abstract: 

r1
Discussion: 

Add outstanding isssues: Some detailed info (formulae and counters) needs to be supplied
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082479.



S5-082479
Draft presentation sheet  : Presentation of Specification to TSG-SA for information, TS 32.450





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082142)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082144
Draft presentation sheet  : Presentation of Specification to TSG-SA for approval, TS 32.451





Source: Ericsson

Abstract: 

r1
Discussion: 

Change for information. No outstanding issues.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082480.



S5-082480
Draft presentation sheet  : Presentation of Specification to TSG-SA for approval, TS 32.451





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082144)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082446
Exception sheet for KPI for E-UTRAN





Source: SA WG5

Abstract: 

r1
Discussion: 

32.451 to be added in field “specification. In the “tasks not completed,” just mention the remaining work in 32.450
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082481.



S5-082481
Exception sheet for KPI for E-UTRAN





Source: SA WG5

(Replaces S5-082446)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.06
BB: EPC Data Definitions

6.06.1
UID_380037 EPC NRM IRP - TS 32.751/2/3/5

S5-082130
Rework MMEPool model and add a new attribute eNBList in MMEPoolArea object





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Huawei presented the contribution. It was agreed that more use cases are necessary.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email discussion.



6.06.2
UID_390011 Performance measurements for EPC (EPC-OAM) - new TS 32.4xy

S5-082213
use case for EPS attachment subscribers related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion:

Nsn: how to do when attachment setup time is too long?

China Mobile: such as for CS domain service, when UE move into area where signal is not good enough, it is difficult to attach network, when UE move out that area, signal is good, then UE can attach network quickly, so this measurement is useful to optimize network, and operator can use drive test to find area where signal is not good.

Decision: 

The document was approved. to be included in draft TS.



S5-082214
proposal of EPS attachment subscribers related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion:

ZTE: in c) part for first measurement, UE should be changed to MME
Ericsson: attach complete is better than attach accept message

China mobile: agree with above proposal.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082482.



S5-082482
proposal of EPS attachment subscribers related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

(Replaces S5-082214)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082215
use case for equipment resource related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion:

Ericsson: “multi-processors need to be measured…” sentence should be changed. it looks like to measure each processor for distributed case.

Moto: propose to change to: multi-processors may need to be measured

China mobile: agree with above proposal.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082483.



S5-082483
use case for equipment resource related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

(Replaces S5-082215)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082216
proposal of equipment resource related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion:

Ericsson: propose to change sentence from “the measurement is split into subcounters per key processor” to “how to indentify key processor is vendor specific”
China mobile: agree with above proposal.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082447.



S5-082447
proposal of equipment resource related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

(Replaces S5-082216)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082217
use case for S1 interface related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion:

Moto: the last sentence looks like incoming related measurements is more important than outgoing related measurements.
China Mobile: we can remove it.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082448.



S5-082448
use case for S1 interface related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

(Replaces S5-082217)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082218
proposal of S1 interface related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion:

NSN: it should not be in the clause MME, and change measurement object to S1U.

China mobile: agree with above proposal.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082449.



S5-082449
proposal of S1 interface related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

(Replaces S5-082218)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082219
use case for subscribers with activated EPS bearers related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion:

Moto: Number of activated bearers related measurements have been defined, so there is no need to define these ones.

Need more discussion.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082220
proposal of subscribers with activated EPS bearers related measurements for EPC





Source: China Mobile

Discussion: 
Need more discussion.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082221
WI_Exception for EPC measurements





Source: China Mobile

Abstract: 

r1
ZTE: Expected Completion Date should be March 2009.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082484.



S5-082484
WI_Exception for EPC measurements





Source: China Mobile

(Replaces S5-082221)

Discussion: 

MCC to handle EPC term on the exception sheet.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082461
Presentation of 32.426 for information





Source: Rapporteur

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.07
BB: UID_390004 Self-Organizing Networks (SON) - TS 32.500

S5-082179
Presentation of Specification to TSG or WG





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

Vodafone presented the contribution. Vodafone proposed that this should only apply to TS32.500, as this is the only specification involved. Ericsson suggested that it might be better to ask for approval. There were no objections to that. Vodafone agreed to revise for editorial changes and send it to SA Plenary for Information and Approval.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082405.



S5-082405
Presentation of Specification to TSG or WG





Source: Vodafone

(Replaces S5-082179)

Discussion: 

Vodafone presented the contribution.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082183
add Requirements to Section 5.1.1





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

Alcatel-Lucent suggested that the real issue was to monitor performance, not behaviour. Vodafone proposed that “outcome” or “result” would be better.. Ericsson stated that for Self-Configuration that would mean each step, which is OK. It could differ for each SON function. For example – steps for Self-Configuration, end results for ANR. Vodafone stated that it suits all those needs as it stands. Qualcomm agreed that it would be correct if it were a business level requirement, but as it is at specification level we need more detail. Vodafone stated that behaviours normally means performance, but output parameters are defined per function. Ericsson asked why it needs to be different compared to non-SON functions? Vodafone agreed that it is not different, but we need such a statement in this SON Requirements specification in order to cover it. Ericsson proposed to change the word “behaviour”, and asked what “monitor” means in this context. Is it real-time or non real-time? As long as it is clarified that the requirement applies on a  “per SON function” basis. Vodafone agrees to reword the requirement to make it specific to each SON function.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082406.



S5-082406
add Requirements to Section 5.1.1





Source: Vodafone

(Replaces S5-082183)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082186
Work Item Exception





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

It was decided that, as the specification will now go for Approval at SA Plenary this exception is not required. Vodafone agreed to withdraw this contribution.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082209
Proposal for LS to RAN3 on PCI assignment





Source: Qualcomm Europe

Discussion: 

Qualcomm presented and stated that there had been an extensive e-mail discussion on this. The issue is that in distributed PCI assignment there could be a failure such that the eNodeB eliminates all PCIs from its list, resulting in an empty list. Should the O&M system be informed? Is it a failure case at all? Is it in SA5s mandate to support this case? Should we send the attached LS to RAN3?

Qualcomm suggested that the LS is not required, as one requirement in TS32.500 already allows for it – “The IRP Agent shall inform the IRP Manager if the eNodeB cannot find a suitable PCI in the list”.

So it may be possible for SA5 to work on the solution now, but some companies on the e-mail discussion want SA5 to validate the failure case with RAN3. 

NSN asked that if the eNodeB cannot find a PCI where is the issue resolved? Qualcomm replied that this is the key question. If the O&M system does not know then only the eNodeB can resolve it. We need to decide if the O&M should also be informed.

NSN asked if we need to ask RAN3. Vodafone replied that this is not necessary. PCI assignment is per cell. The previous LS from RAN3 asked for support of a range, or just a single PCI. The range is 504 so you will get a few hundred offered. One of them will be OK. The case for not receiving one at all is not relevant, as in that case the cell will not even be present. 

Ericsson asked if RAN3 made it clear that with a null PCI list the RAN must tell O&M? Vodafone replied that RAN3 specifications just ask for a single PCI from O&M, or for a range of PCIs. 

Qualcomm asked that if the eNB received a PCI but emptied its list would the eNB report that to O&M?

Qualcomm asked if that constitutes a failure. NSN suggested that either a valid PCI is chosen or a failure notification is sent back. 

Alcatel-Lucent’s view is that the PCI list is sent to the eNB, the eNB selects its PCI. If it cannot, how do we report the failure. Ericsson suggested that we should examine the PCI assignment specifications. In this failure case what does the eNB do? Nothing, stay quiet, or use proprietary means?

Vodafone asked if we need the LS at all. Ericsson replied that if we can find a solution we do not need the LS.

Qualcomm stated that TS36.300 says nothing about it. The majority of companies here appear to be in favour of the eNB notifying the O&M.   

NSN stated that notifications are normal SA5 business.

It was decided not to send any LS.

Qualcomm proposed that we use the existing SA5 requirement.
Existing requirements can be used to inform direct contributions in SA5.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



6.07.1 UID_390005 Self-Establishment of eNBs - TS 32.501/2, 32.76x/32.75x

Work item Progress: from 70% to 90%

Completion rate of TSs:

	Draft TS/TR
	Completion Rate

	32.501 
	90%

	32.502
	90%

	32.503
	90%

	32.531 
	90%

	32.532
	90%

	32.533
	90%


Documents ready to be sent to SA

	Draft TS/TR
	Doc #
	Comment

	UID 390005
	S5-081838
	Update of work item (agreed at SA5#61)

	32.501 
	S5-082398
	For approval.

Presentation sheet in S5-082429

	32.502
	S5-082383
	For approval.

Presentation sheet in S5-082430

	32.503
	S5-082399
	For approval.

Presentation sheet in S5-082431

	32.531 
	S5-082400
	For approval.

Presentation sheet in S5-082432

	32.532
	S5-082382
	For approval.

Presentation sheet in S5-082433

	32.533
	S5-082401
	For approval.

Presentation sheet in S5-082434


Agreed changes to draft TSs/TRs

[document in brackets were not agreed or not directly addressed the TS, but agreed results of their discussion have impact on TS]
	Draft TS/TR
	Contribution
	Comment

	32.501 
	S5-082227

S5-082228

S5-082381

S5-082390
	Resulting version in S5-082247

	32.502
	S5-082075

[S5-082237]

[S5-082381]

S5-082240

S5-082390

S5-082235

S5-082236

S5-082238

S5-082239
	Resulting version in S5-0822248

	32.503
	[S5-082075]

[S5-082237] 

S5-082246
	Resulting version in S5-082399

	32.531
	S5-082225

S5-082226

S5-082390
	Resulting version in S5-082400

	32.532
	S5-082229

S5-082075

S5-082230

[S5-082231]

[S5-082381]

S5-082232

S5-082233

S5-082390
	Resulting version in S5-082382

	32.533
	[S5-082231]

[S5-082075]

S5-082243
	Resulting version in S5-082401


S5-082225
Editorial corrections to 32.531





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

No comments.

Conclusion:

Agreed 

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082226
Qualifications as mandatory or optional in 32.531





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

No comments.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082227
Editorial corrections to 32.501





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Additionally to the changes proposed in the document, the following changes were agreed:

SC20: to be extended by “or of [SC8]”.

SC21: remove “done not at all or”, extend by “or of [SC8]”

Conclusion:

Agreed with additions
Decision: 

The document was approved with modifications.



S5-082228
Qualifications as mandatory or optional in 32.501





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Removal of editor notes possible after agreement of S5-082381

Conclusion:

Agreed. For more see discussion of S5-082381
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082381
Comments related to S5-082228





Source: Ericsson

Discussion:

“Shall” in two requirements questioned: Automatic OAM connectivity and automatic X2/S1 interface set-up.

Clarification: Little to none impact on IS. These requirements are only reflected in stepNames.

X2-set-up may be much later than completion of self-configuration

Proposal is: 

REQ_SCOCE_CON_1:

Replace “shall” by “should” in requirement of OAM connectivity. Reason: There are network scenarios where automatic IP address allocation may be hardly fulfilled.

Second requirement restricted to S1. 

New REQ_SCCPLU_CON_1: 

X2- and S1-interfaces shall be set-up as part of the self-configuration process, based on the radio configuration, transport configuration and Neighbour cell Relation information made available to the eNB.

Note added: If there is no Neighbour cell Relation information provided, then no X2 interface is set up as part of the self-configuration process.

Conclusion:

New REQ_SCCPLU_CON_1 and note agreed.

REQ_SCOCE_CON_1: Replace “shall” by “should” agreed.

32.502 and 32.532 will introduce trace tables to requirements; from those mandatory/optional should be deductable.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082229
Editorial corrections to 32.532





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

The following additional changes were agreed:

4.4.4.3 needs line break; similar at other place. 

4.3.1.2 et al: change capital I to small i.

Some places have the wrong font, e.g. 5.3.2.3.

4.4.1.2 et al: First role should be swmIRP.

ObjectClass swmIRP needs to be introduced.

32.502 shall not repeat the informations of imported operations/notifications. 32.502 needs to list these in the import table.

The traceability of requirements is missing. For this the rapporteur produced S5-082390 (see below).

Conclusion:

Agreed with changes.
Decision: 

The document was approved with modifications.



S5-082075
Proposal of enhancements to TS 32.502 and TS 32.532





Source: Orange

Discussion: 

Discussion:

To 1.: Several supported to use the singular 

To 2.: It was clarified that the attributes related to the administrativeState really refer to X.731 administrativeState, not a state of its own. Agreement: offeredAdministrativeState is renamed to offeredAdministrativeStateInformation

To 3.: locked, unlocked is preferred
Conclusion:

AgreedDecision: 

The document was partially approved.



S5-082230
Error corrections to 32.532





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

4.3.4.2: Optional with mandatory? This is confusing.

Conclusion:

Agreed to replace O by CM, put condition in constraints. 

The same change is needed at another place in the document.

The rest of the contribution was agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved with modifications.



S5-082231
WaitingTimer at IOCs genMan/swmCapabilities





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

The concept was questioned, the parameter would not be needed. Then question, how IRPAgent should behave. A: IRPAgent can decide it’s an exception.

Then notifyS*ProcessDeletion need extension:

A note will be added: 

IRPAgent shall also send out this notification in case of a process termination caused by an exception, for example IRP Agent terminates the process because it had to wait too long after a suspend operation.

An additional input parameter is needed so information about the reason for termination can be conveyed.

Editorial comment to 5.5.2.2. Comment swmProfile
Conclusion:

Not agreed. notifyS*ProcessDeletion will be enhanced.
Decision: 

The document was rejected.



S5-082232
neInformation of profiles shall not intersect (32.532)





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Need to change not described. It’s implicitly contained.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082233
UML diagrams for 32.532





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Comments: It should be showed that IOC top is from TS 32.622. 

Attributes of object classes not defined in the TS should not be shown.

Conclusion:

Agreed.Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082234
Qualifications as mandatory or optional in 32.532





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Trace back table for operations+notifications are needed ( S5-082390

See discussion of S5-082381

Conclusion:

Rework.

S5-082235
Editorial corrections to 32.502





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Editorial corrections to 32.502
Discussion:

Note: Some of these changes will be overwritten by the statements that material from 32.352 is imported.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082236
Error corrections to 32.502





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Note: Some of these changes will be overwritten by the statements that material from 32.352 is imported.

“scMM” was not everywhere removed.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082237
WaitingTimer at IOC scManagementCapabilities





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

See discussion S5-082231
Conclusion:

Not agreed.
Decision: 

The document was rejected.



S5-082238
neInformation of profiles shall not intersect (32.502)





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

See discussion S5-082232. Import

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082239
UML diagrams for 32.502





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Top (from TS 32622). Do not show attributes

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082240
Qualifications as mandatory or optional in 32.502





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Trace back table for operations+notification is needed, see S5-082390.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082241
32.533 V0.0.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

None.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082242
WaitingTimer: Impact on 32.533





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

See discussion of S5-082231.

Conclusion:

Not agreed. Note: Result of S5-082231 has impact on 32.533.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082243
neInformation of profiles shall not intersect (32.533)





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Other idl constructs could be used for conditional parameters. To be discussed off-line.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082244
32.503 V0.0.0





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Some editorial comments.

Import of 32.533 will lead to restructuring.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082245
WaitingTimer: Impact on 32.503





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

See discussion S5-082231.

Conclusion:

Not agreed. Note: Result of S5-082231 has impact on 32.503.

Decision: 

The document was rejected.



S5-082246
neInformation of profiles shall not intersect (32.503)





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Import from 32.503 will impact this.

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082247
32.501 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

It was proposed to have an email approval to check correct implementation of the agreements at this meeting. MCC explained that the draft needs to be ready at the latest on 28th of November. It was agreed to have a email approval deadline on 26th of November.

Current presentation zip file does not contain the TS, therefore an update is needed: S5-082429

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082429.



S5-082429
32.501 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-082247)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082248
32.502 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

It was proposed to have an email approval to check correct implementation of the agreements at this meeting. MCC explained that the draft needs to be ready at the latest on 28th of November. It was agreed to have a email approval deadline on 26th of November.

Current presentation zip file does not contain the TS, therefore an update is needed: S5-082430

Conclusion:

Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082430.



S5-082430
32.502 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-082248)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082249
32.503 Presentation sheet to SA for information





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

It was proposed to have an email approval to check correct implementation of the agreements at this meeting. MCC explained that the draft needs to be ready at the latest on 28th of November. It was agreed to have a email approval deadline on 26th of November.

It was proposed to send this TS directly for approval this was agreed. Current presentation zip file does not contain the TS. Both changes are part of S5-082431.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082431.



S5-082431
32.503 Presentation sheet to SA for information





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-082249)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082250
32.531 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

It was proposed to have an email approval to check correct implementation of the agreements at this meeting. MCC explained that the draft needs to be ready at the latest on 28th of November. It was agreed to have a email approval deadline on 26th of November.

Current presentation zip file does not contain the TS, therefore an update is needed: S5-082432

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082432.



S5-082432
32.531 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-082250)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082251
32.532 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

It was proposed to have a email approval to check correct implementation of the agreements at this meeting. MCC explained that the draft needs to be ready at the latest on 28th of November. It was agreed to have a email approval deadline on 26th of November.

Current presentation zip file does not contain the TS, therefore an update is needed: S5-082433

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082433.



S5-082433
32.532 Presentation sheet to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-082251)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082252
32.533 Presentation sheet to SA for information





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082434.



S5-082434
32.533 Presentation sheet to SA for information





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

(Replaces S5-082252)

Discussion: 

Discussion:

It was proposed to have a email approval to check correct implementation of the agreements at this meeting. MCC explained that the draft needs to be ready at the latest on 28th of November. It was agreed to have a email approval deadline on 26th of November.

It was proposed to send this TS directly for approval this was agreed. Current presentation zip file does not contain the TS. Both changes are part of S5-082434.

Conclusion:

Agreed.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082253
WI exception sheet (Self-Establishment od eNBs)





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

This document was only prepared for the case that not all TSs will be sent for approval. Corrections for that case: New template mentions in line “Affects” E-UTRAN. This work item should make its “X” there, not at UTRAN.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082382
32.532





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion:

A draft was presented in the Wednesday session. Some editorial errors were detected and will be corrected in the final version. The final zip file will contain a changed marked and a clean version. The presentation sheet will only containt the clean version, because it is the first presentation to SA.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082383
32.502





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion:

A draft was presented in the Wednesday session. Some editorial errors were detected and will be corrected in the final version. The final zip file will contain a changed marked and a clean version. The presentation sheet will only containt the clean version, because it is the first presentation to SA.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082389
Trace back table for 32.520





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082390
Trace back table for 32.532 and 520





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion:

Clarification: This document uses one big table to show all this at one time. The IS template has tables at each individual IOC, operation and notification.

The document identifies three inconsistencies between requirements and IS. The solution is either to change the requirements or the IS the following changes were agreed – see conclusion.

It was also agreed to introduce the “requirement trace back tables” throughout 32.502 and 32.532 based on this document.

Conclusion:

Requirement REQ_SWM_FUN_6 uses “shall”

REQ_SCOCE_FUN_2 uses “shall”.

Therefore no changes are necessary on IS level

Decision: 

The document was approved with modifications.



S5-082398
32.501





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion:

A draft was presented in the Wednesday session. Some editorial errors were detected and will be corrected in the final version. The final zip file will contain a changed marked and a clean version. The presentation sheet will only containt the clean version, because it is the first presentation to SA.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082399
32.503





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion:

A draft was presented in the Wednesday session. Some editorial errors were detected and will be corrected in the final version. The final zip file will contain a changed marked and a clean version. The presentation sheet will only containt the clean version, because it is the first presentation to SA.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082400
32.531





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion:

A draft was presented in the Wednesday session. Some editorial errors were detected and will be corrected in the final version. The final zip file will contain a changed marked and a clean version. The presentation sheet will only containt the clean version, because it is the first presentation to SA.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082401
32.533





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion:

A draft was presented in the Wednesday session. Some editorial errors were detected and will be corrected in the final version. The final zip file will contain a changed marked and a clean version. The presentation sheet will only containt the clean version, because it is the first presentation to SA.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.


6.07.2
UID_390006 SON Automatic Neighbour Relations (ANR) List Management - 32.511, 32.76x

S5-082025
RESUBMITTED - LS from RAN3 on automatic neighbour relations





Source: R3-082392

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082028
LS on IP address discovery for ANR purposes





Source: R3-083571

Discussion: 

NSN questions the RAN3 suggested solution.  Vdf suggested that RAN3 LS is about what RAN3 wanted to do and SA5 can do whatever it wanted.  Qc thinks RAN3 have done a detailed analysis and their LS is backed up by analysis.  NSN counters that RAN3 analysis may not have taken OAM solutions, include P2P solutions.  NSN has an OAM solution proposed in the meeting (in E-UTRAN NRM IRP session).

No need to reply.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082049
E pCR Rapporteur cleaned up of TS 32511_040 (ANR List Mgmt)





Source: Ericsson

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082050
E pCR Rid use of word NRT in d32511_040





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Qc: re 1st bullet. Replace “adds NR” with “adds and configures NR”.

Group approved with Qc modification.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082056
Use Case for management of fully automatic ANR





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Qc: Goal seems for eNB and not for OAM system.  Why IRPManager, the actor, does not appear in Step 1.  In general, the UC is not about how IRPManager uses the function.  The title seems not right, perhaps it should say UC for start/stop rather than saying UC for management of “fully automatic ANR”.

Author will revise -2422
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082422.



S5-082422
Use Case for management of fully automatic ANR





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082056)

Discussion: 

Ericsson will lead the email approval.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082057
Use Case for management of operator manual start of ANR





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 
Group will not comment on points covered by comments on -2056,

Group agreed to remove step 2 and to remove Pre condition bullet 2.

NSN has concern about wording of Exception.  Author and NSN will discuss this point off-line.

Author will revise -2423.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082423.



S5-082423
Use Case for management of operator manual start of ANR





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082057)

Discussion: 

Ericsson will lead the email approval.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082081
Requirements to prohibit X2 handover





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Alcatel-Lucent presented the contribuiton.
Moto supported the Requirement but the suggested placement of this Requirement (into 5.2.5.1 Automatic NR Mgmt) is not correct.  It should be applicable to also Manual NR Mgmt) and suggested that it should be placed in E-UTRAN NRM IRP Requirement.  Chair invited Moto to submit contribution on the proper placement of this Requirement and asked the paper’s Requirement placement (i.e. into 32.511 and not into E-UTRAN NRM IRP Requirement) be approved.

Group approved it and will be introduced into draft 32.511.
Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082146
Prohibit X2 connections to unwanted PLMNs





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Ericsson presented the contribution. 
Most members do not agree with Req 2 since a) it does not relate to OAM system and b) the interaction between OAM and eNB is not observable.  

Author will revise paper.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082082
Add attribute to Prohibit X2 handover





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Alcatel-Lucent presented the contribution. Moto: Requirement is OK but there could be other solution than contained in paper. 

Author will revise this -2426 to include definition. 

Group OK with author’s paper.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082426.



S5-082426
Add attribute to Prohibit X2 handover





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-082082)

Discussion: 

CM must be highlighted.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082485.



S5-082485
Add attribute to Prohibit X2 handover





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-082426)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082181
add Requirements to Section 5.2.5.1





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

Vdf replaced paper with -2413.

Qc: suggest to remove ‘t’ from ‘NRT’ word.  NSN questions the need to state real time (or for that matter, non real time).  Author: In real time means as soon as practically possible and not to delay the transmission of information.  Note author already remove the original proposal where range in time is used.  Moto does not think the term ‘real-time’ is appropriate (“as soon as possible” is better).  E/// does not see this Requirement be applicable to ANR alone.  Qc: Three options to replace ‘real-time’ with a) without delay b) with all deliberate haste c) with all speed.  NSN does not like such Requirement to be placed here since this is about notification system performance.  E///: such requirement is not testable and is a product differentiation related thing and not a standard issue.  MOTO: such Requirement is a product issue not a standard issue.  NSN: Requirement is not needed since Notification Mgmt already says it. 

Author will revise this to -2421.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082413.



S5-082413
add Requirements to Section 5.2.5.1





Source: Vodafone

(Replaces S5-082181)

Discussion: 

Vodafone presented the contribution.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082421.



S5-082421
add Requirements to Section 5.2.5.1





Source: Vodafone

(Replaces S5-082413)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082210
Add inter cell interference coordination requirements on NRs





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Huawei presented the contribution.
Moto: the proposed Requirements related to ANR function specified by RAN3, so these Requirements should be first studied by RAN3.  NSN: supported the Requirements but only for Rel-9, not Rel-8.  Vdf: no need for ICIC control; case is unlike that of HO.  Moto: there is a danger of mixing ICIC with HO control so RAN3 should be involved.  Qc: we need more info about load balancing solution between 2 eNBs before we can decide if such Requirements are needed; therefore, should ask RAN3 for advise.

TMO: support the Requirements now and discuss the matter with RAN 3 in January during joint meeting.

Qc: preferred a paper to better describe the reasons/UC of such Requirements.

Vdf: also wanted something like Qc wanted.

Moto: maintains that RAN3 opinion on this must be formally known to SA5 before SA5 can decide on the proposed Requirements.

Vdf: wanted to know why proposed Requirements is proposed to be part of ANR Magmt.

Author would consult RAN3 and will prepare UCs for SA5.  Paper is noted.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082391
Presentation of spec to TSG (UID_390006)





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Use proper title.

Should say “for Information and Approval”.

Author revise -2427.  Group OK to go forward for “Information and Approval”.
Decision: 

The document was revised.



S5-082427
Presentation of spec to TSG (UID_390006)





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082391)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082392
Exception of 32.511 (UID_390006)





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Use 6 columns in Affects instead of 4 (wrong template is used).

Use official Title “SON Automatic Neighbour Relations (ANR) List Management UID_390006”.
Group: decided it is no need for this.  
Decision: 

The document was rejected.



S5-082442
Initial NR status





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

The proposal was approved by the group. The working agreement in S5-081945 was agreed to be withdrawn.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082468
32.511





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion: 

CR approval will be until Tuesday. Approval for the TS will be Thursday - Friday.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



6.07.3
UID_390007 SON Self-Optimization & Self-Healing handling - TS 32.521

Overall status of this WI

520 and 521 – it can't be completed in R8 Progress is less than 20% because of various reasons - dependency with RAN3. Architectural issues, etc. We need more time and had to overcome too many issues and hence we could complete the work only by R9 and hence there would be no exception doc for this WI. We also can’t create a subset of this functionality. So, the only option is to modify the WI and look forward to R9

S5-082086
Replace the diagram for load balancing scenarios





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Huawei presented the contribution. It was agreed to change the figure showing cell A and cell B concerning load balancing. Qualcomm also proposed a text change that was agreed in principle in that the two cell areas cannot be overlapping.

Decision: 

The document was approved with modifications.



S5-082106
Use case and requirement for Mobility Robustness Optimization





Source: Samsung

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082443.



S5-082443
Use case and requirement for Mobility Robustness Optimization





Source: Samsung

(Replaces S5-082106)

Discussion: 

Q: proposed changes in general seem ok

Q: The example list is not exhaustive as it seemingly appears that when we use the word “such as” the list is not exhaustive

Q: for side discussion: Do not push all the problems related to HO to HO parameter optimization. Not all problems are due to parameters.

V: Agree with Q. If there is a problem with HO, it is not necessary that it is related to parameter optimization

S: explained something but was not legible!

Q: RL failure can be because of HO

V: From RL failure you can’t interpret the reason

M: Agree with Q

M: You can’t report each and every problem over Itf-N. Better use PM files.

3.1 is not approved. Please concentrate on the highlighted text – can we approve that?

The highlighted text can be added agreed

ALU/M: Short and shortly are ambiguous. Not acceptable proposal 1  remove the title in bold but it changes in blue are approved proposal 2 need more discussion. come back to plenary tomorrow if possible
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082455.



S5-082455
Use case and requirement for Mobility Robustness Optimization (second part)





Source: Samsung

(Replaces S5-082443)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082184
add Requirements to Section 5.1.1





Source: Vodafone

Discussion: 

ALU Has to be provided … follow the same comment given before and refer to Notify IRP

M: Is it possible to subscribe for this kind of notification?

H: Subscribe is already defined in notification IRP

M: If it is already using Notification IRP, no issues

NSN: ADAC and event can be overkill. Seems to be duplicate.

V: Do you object?

NSN: Intent of this proposal is ok

Ch: It is a draft TS so it is ok

ALU: Is it true that when eNB generates a notification before the start of self healing, a notification is sent?

NSN: must be general since SH can be everything or nothing. A general approach is preferred and we support the changes

V: specify the scope of SH

NSN: We are still in study phase. 

V: can you suggest a better way to rephrase the changes under 2nd modification?

NSN: Looks like it is a premature requirement

Ch: Work offline

New TDOC 2453

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082453.



S5-082453
add Requirements to Section 5.1.1





Source: Vodafone

(Replaces S5-082184)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082201
About Self-healing in TS32.521





Source: ZTE

Discussion: 

NSN: prefer option2

chair: can't change the title of WI, but can change the title of TS.

HW:HW's position need to ask zoulan. Huawei need more time to consider it. doesn't agree. 

NSN: keep it for r9 work?

HW proposes to postpone to r9, decision can be taken later.

make a revision 082451.

for email approval.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082451.



S5-082451
About Self-healing in TS32.521





Source: ZTE

(Replaces S5-082201)

Decision: 

The document was sent for email approval.



S5-082264
Addressing the requirements for HO optimisation (revision of S5-082041)





Source: Huawei, Qualcomm

Discussion: 

Samsung: can parameters be add or remove later on?

QC: these parameters are not all or have to be optimized. they are MAYBE optimized.

E: in the skeleton there are many section. in which can we see the funcitons begin. where target parameters.

QC: e.g. falier rate. these parameter are to achive the target.

E: title 4.3

QC: should be "function"

Decision: 

The document was approved with modifications.



S5-082452
LS to RAN on HO events





Source: SA WG5

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082454
Revised WID





Source: SA WG5

Discussion: 

Alcatel-Lucent supports the WID in addition to the supporting companies.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082486.



S5-082486
Revised WID





Source: SA WG5

(Replaces S5-082454)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.10.1
UID_360007 Study on SON related OAM interfaces for Home NodeB - TR 32.821

S5-082027
LS on 3G HNB Management





Source: R3-083504

Discussion: 

VDF presents

NSN: the definition means? the pratical stage1 and stage2 spec for example.what is the pratical terms

VDF: ran3 information element, ...to be config, ask to define model attributes.

a list of parameters for OAM. CM parameters

Chair: charter is not a 3gpp term

ALU: discussion in sa5 , sa5 is not responsible for tr69,

QC: cm will be handled, hnb and acs, how about other func, e.g. Alarm, Performence

VDF: datamodel . from ran3 perspective, BBF, we don't know

QC: what do ran3 want sa5 to do? you can say whoever do Alarm/Performance

ALU: what sa5 like to do? Alarm/Performance in r8. decide what we want to do in SA5 in r8? that is the question. 

Chair: sa5 is the owner of oam, that is the decision.

ALU: Alarm/Performance can be taken by tr69

VDF:RAN3 just provide cm req to BBF. for Alarm/Performance . ran3 assume BBF define datamodel for CM/FM/PM. company goto bbf to do it is also possible.

ALU: we have another contribution on work split. sa5 is the home to cooperation and coordiantion

TMO: 25.467 and 25.469 are not visible. 

VDF: sorry, can improve  latter

TMO: RAN3 Ad Hoc meeting on HNB was hold last month in TMO office building; provide the history on the HNB OAM discussion; Most companies haver brought the data model to BBF, some objects are SON, some others are for performance management, and others, all of them are absent in current Data model. All the reference in BBF are from SA5, and TMO thinks it's better to ask SA5 to formulate the data model and all HNB OAM issues. 

ALU??: proposal as the same in 2259;

Christian: propose to separate the discussion of Type I and Type II;

TMO: The solution to Type I and Type II should be aligned;

VDF: What we need to do should be compatible with other WGs;

NSN??: What's the role of BBF for HNB OAM work; RAN3 defined the parameters for standardization;

ALU: Publication means "Approve the TS in 3GPP"; And BBF will maintain the publicated specification.

no conclusion made, goto ALU's relevant contribution 2277

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082463
 LS on 3G HNB Management -





Source: current meeting

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082487.



S5-082487
 LS on 3G HNB Management -





Source: current meeting

(Replaces S5-082463)

Discussion: 

MCC to add the e BBF Liaison Officer in the address.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082029
LS on architecture for HeNB





Source: R3-083572

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082103
New Workitem Proposal for 3G Home NodeB OAM&P





Source: Huawei Technologies.

Discussion: 

Huawei presented the contribution. Qualcomm proposed to add in 4.3the statement tha mapping of type1 and type2 must be done. Huawei clarified that this WID is not seen as Rel-8. Qualcomm suggested that as TR-69 is not yet ready, the kind of work to be undertaken is unclear; Huawei proposed to start this work now. The contribution has to be revised for the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082384
New Workitem Proposal for 3G Home NodeB OAM&P - type 2





Source: Huawei Technologies.

(Replaces S5-082103)

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082118
Replace the terminology ACS and HNM with DM





Source: Huawei,IP Access

Discussion: 

It was agreed to send 32.821 for information to SA plenary.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



S5-082259
Contribution on Work Split between SA5, RAN3 & BBF





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082275
Revised - Corrections and Updates to FM of HNB management 32.821





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Lack of time.

Decision: 

The document was not presented.



S5-082276
Revised - Update to PM of HNB Management 32.821





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Lack of time.

Decision: 

The document was not presented.



S5-082277
Revised -   Contribution on Work Split between SA5", RAN3 & BBF





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

(Replaces S5-082275)

Discussion: 

Alcatel-Lucent presented the contribution. It was discussed on how to proceed. It was proposed  to initiate an email discussion to understand how to proceed with the work and collaboration with interested bodies. The Chairman pointed out that there should be type 1 and type 2 control that they are interworking and was pointed out that S5-082277 does not clearly specify the work split; this was supported by some companies. It was pointed out that most of the companies interested have been involved in all of the involved groups since the beginning. Ericsson proposed to envisage security aspects within the WID. Alcatel-Lucent and Qualcomm suggested this is already handled by TR-069 so it is not necessary. It was proposed to address this in the scope of the WID saying that other aspects might be added; this was considered too vague. It was agreed to insert a phrase on security aspects of OAM.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082459.



S5-082278
Revised - Clarification & Updates of HNB Management in TR 32.821





Source: Alcatel-Lucent

Discussion: 

Lack of time.

Decision: 

The document was not presented.



S5-082402
New Workitem Proposal for 3G Home NodeB OAM&P (Interface Type 1 Management)





Source: Huawei

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082462.



S5-082459
3G HNG OAM Work Split agreement





Source: SA WG5

(Replaces S5-082277)

Discussion: 

It was pointed out that the WID should be linked with the SA1 relevant WID on HNB. MCC will handle this.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082462
3G HNG OAM - type 1





Source: SA WG5

(Replaces S5-082402)

Discussion: 

It was discussed the issue of Rapporteurs:

Huawei is the WID Rapporteur. Huawei was proposed to be the TS stage 1 Rapporteur; this was agreed.

Alcatel-Lucent was proposed to be the Rapporteur for TS stage 2. Stage 3 TS Alcatel-Lucent volunteered to be Rapporteur. 32.xx4: Motorola volunteered to be Rapporteur.

Several supporting companies were added: Motorola, Samsung, Qualcomm.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082488.



S5-082488
3G HNG OAM - type 1





Source: SA WG5

(Replaces S5-082462)

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.10.2
UID_360006 Study on System Maintenance over Itf-N - TR 32.822

S5-082224
WI_Exception_System Maintenance(UID_360006)





Source: ZTE

Discussion: 

NSN: do not think this can be completed before March,2009. 

ZTE: We would like to move the study work to R9.

No exception sheet needed.
Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



6.10.3
UID_340036 Study on Management for LTE and SAE - TR 32.816

S5-082180
32.816 Updates from SA5#61





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Ericsson presented the contribution.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082182
32.816 Conclusions and recommendations





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Ericsson presented the contribution. Some revisions are necessary in 7.6 based on comments from Qualcomm and Nortel.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082435.



S5-082435
32.816 Conclusions and recommendations





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces S5-082182)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082394
Submission sheet for SA plenary for 32.816





Source: Ericsson

Discussion: 

Ericsson presented the contribution.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S5-082456
32.816-1b0





Source: Rapporteur

Discussion: 

No email approval necessary

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6.10.4
UID_390017 Study on SON Self-Optimization & Self-Healing OAM Requirements - TR 32.823

S5-082202
Add use cases of Self-healing





Source: ZTE

Discussion: 

HW, NSN, ALU: The board can be changed by NE itself. This is not a new use case.

ALU: What is the block?

Ericsson: in Begin with, Self-healing does not send a alarm. To remove the alarm at the end of the sentence.

Nortel: in the Telecom resources, “including its OSS” should be removed.
NSN: Step2, item b should move to item a, end of bullet 1.

ALU: redundant board? Normal status?

NSN: bullet b, not only the actions performed, but also the actions tried and not successful.

Note: this use case needs to be revised and specially needs to check in stage 1 whether need send an alarm or not.

Decision: 

The document was approved. To be included in draft TR.



S5-082203
Add requirements of Self-healing





Source: ZTE

Discussion: 

Nortel, ALU: stop condition?

ALU: FUN-002: in the procedure, whether the self-healing is failed or successful, a notification will be sent, but here, only when failed?

Moto: 

FUN-001, stop condition. 

There is no justification

Ericsson: need justification

Decision: 

The document was noted.



6.10.5
UID_400029 Study on Service Oriented Architecture (SOA) for IRP - TR 32.824

6.10.6
UID_YYYYYY UE Management

S5-082113
Skeleton of TR 32.xyz UE management





Source: Motorola

Discussion: 

NSN: 1) The interface name in the scope shall be “Itf-N”
     2) the titles of 6.3 and 6 are duplicated.

Ericsson: the title of this TR is two large.

ZTE: propose the title of TR “Study on UE management”
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082408.



S5-082408
Skeleton of TR 32.xyz UE management





Source: Motorola

(Replaces S5-082113)

Discussion: 

If possible a skeleton should be produced for the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was sent for email discussion.



6.10.7
UID_ZZZZZZ  3G HNB GW OAM&P

S5-082084
TS skeleton for





Source: China Mobile, ZTE
Discussion: 

China Mobile presented the contribution. 
Vodafone: RAN 3 hasn’t defined parameters for load balance for HNB-GW, so Vodafone suggested that load balance should be removed from the TS.

Chairman: Need further study to load balance issues and keep it in the TS now.

Vodafone: Configuration management should not be in the scope of the TS.

China Mobile, T-mobile, Chairman: Configuration management should be studied in SA5 and belongs to the scope of this TS.

Ericsson: proposed to remove Study impact of HNB GW OAM to HNB management from the scope. China Mobile agreed to remove.

China Mobile: should change the R8 to R9 and update the introduction part.

Chairman: proposed to use the requirements TS template (TS 32.155) to update the TS.
Decision: 

The document was approved. To be the latest draft TS for email approval.



S5-082095
Proposal on Special Features of Home NodeB GW





Source: China Mobile, ZTE
Discussion: 

KINETO WIRELESS: don’t understand the purpose of the first paragraph, the purpose is to say the load of HNG-GW is heavy on the control plane? I think you can add sentence to say that the performance management is needed.

Ericsson, ALU: don’t understand the second paragraph and its purpose.
China Mobile: The HNB and HNB-GW maybe locate in one operator network, the backhaul from the HNB to HNB-GW maybe belong to another operator network. So it’s important that the performance indicators of HNB extracted from HNB-GW should be supported and objectively reflect itself network condition.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082436.


S5-082436
Proposal on Special Features of Home NodeB GW





Source: China Mobile, ZTE
(Replaces S5-082095)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S5-082101
Proposal on Requirements for 3G Home NodeB GW Performance Management





Source: China Mobile, ZTE
Discussion: 

NSN: Only active collection methods should be supported that is what we have reached an agreement at last meeting. China mobile agreed to remove passive mode.

Huawei: HNB-GW OAM should be changed to IRPManager.

KINETO WIRELESS: load balancing between HNB-GWs need to clarity.

Ericsson: Why HNB-GW OAM collects performance data of HNB from HNB-GW, the HNB-GW OAM should only get performance data from HNB-GW.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-082114
Proposal on Requirements for HNB GW Fault Management





Source: China Mobile, ZTE
Abstract: 

r1

Discussion: 

NSN: Only active collection methods should be supported that is what we have reached an agreement at last meeting. China mobile agreed to change from passive mode to active mode.

Ericsson: The first collection method requirement for alarm information is not needed. China mobile agreed to remove this sentence.
Ericsson: If we use active collection methods, we can’t say that report the collected alarm information at a frequency determined by Operator policy. The second and third collection method requirements can be merged.

China Mobile: The second and third collection method requirements can be merged into the HNB GW shall report alarm information to the Network Manager according to Operator policy.
Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-082437.



S5-082437
Proposal on Requirements for HNB GW Fault Management





Source: China Mobile, ZTE
(Replaces S5-082114)

Decision: 

The document was approved.




