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1) Discussion on comments of Orange
China Mobile/Hu Yaxi(HYX): Go through the comments Email from Orange and CMCC’s clarification for NRM IRP and PM IRP. Lightweight Itf-N will use the existing specs 3GPP has defined for NRM IRP and PM IRP. This study is just to make profiles on Interface IRP not on NRM IRP and PM IRP (counter and KPI). So there is no change to the existing NRM IRP and PM IRP specs.
Orange/Jean-Michel(JMC): Agreed. 
Ericsson/Edwin(ET):Maybe “not vendor-specified as you think.” in the second paragraph of reply email should be deleted due to misunderstanding.
HYX: Agreed.
2) Discussion on comments of T-Mobile
Comments from T-Mobile(by Email):  They suggested input this requirements to NGMN where a wider definition of OAM standards is at present. Also they hope to make a decision at SA5#92 in San Francisco.
ALU/Padma(PS) : If this requirement study of lightweight is put to NGMN, the solution should go back to 3GPP SA5 for study according to NGMN output. That seems so complicated study between two independent organizations.
ET: Besides NGMN, 3GPP can do requirement study too. There is subtle difference between two organizations. If the requirements is studied in SA5, each delegates can give contributions to this study and discuss in SA5.
Ericsson/Thomas(TT): The 3GPP process perfectly well supports input to SA5 from all interested parties via SA5 member companies. But please remember that what we are discussing now is to approve a WID for a study, creating an informative TR with recommendations. So all possible ideas, proposals and concerns about this subject can be discussed in the study, and they should not be any reason not to start the study. It is exactly the purpose of the study to discuss all proposals and find out what can be agreed or not, and details of possible solutions should not be discussed or described in the WID.
TeliaSonera/Tommy(TS): I support Thomas’ comments. If there are four supporting companies for a study item, we cannot say no to starting it. Whether this study be put to NGMN or not depends on the detailed discussion of this study item. We need not discuss this issue here.
ET: There is absolutely no need to take consideration of NGMN requirments in this study. And there is no study in NGMN.
3) Discussion on comments of Vodafone
Vodafone/Christof(CS): We should take to setup different profiles for different usages if possible. It makes sense to start an email discussion till the SFO meeting.
PS: Maybe subset of existing specs. 
ET: Not agreed.
NSN/Olaf Pollakowski(OP): So many delegates have agreed this study. Cann’t we make a decision about this study? Say “Yes” or “No”.
HYX: No. Because the opinion of DT and Vodanfone are not available this time. We have to wait until the next meeting.
Yao Yizhi: This study should be approved by everyone in SA5 first before submitting to SA plenary to avoid repeated work.


Conclusion: Every delegates in this meeting room have agreed this study. While delegates who have some opinions are absent. No decision was taken at this session. Discussion on this study will go on by E-mail. China Mobile will send the comments by email to all the delegates of SWG OAM&P so that everyone can see the discussion progress.
