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1 - Opening  
Day 1 09:00 – 19:15 CET
Participants:  

· Christian Toche, Huawei (convener) (CT)
· Simone Bizzarri, Telecom Italia (SB)
· Jean-Michel Cornily, Orange (JMC)
· Eamon Heskin, DT (EH)
· Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson (TT)
2 - Agenda approval

Presented by Christian – Agenda & Time Plan Approved
3 - List of contributions http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=31409
[1] S5A-14001 Agenda Converged Management ad hoc meeting – WG Chairman
[2] S5A-14002 Time plan Converged Management ad hoc meeting – WG Chairman
[3] S5A-14003 Report Converged Management ad hoc meeting – WG Chairman [in draft]
[4] S5A-14004 LS from NGMN Project NGCOR to SA5 on Publication of Deliverables – WG Chairman
[5] S5A-14005 pCR 32.837 Re-formatting - Orange

[6] S5A-14006 pCR 32837 - Section on Business Scenarios for Network Sharing – Orange   WITHDRAWN replaced by [7]
[7] S5A-14007 pCR 32837 - Section on Business Scenarios for Network Sharing – Orange 
[8] S5A-14008 Current progress of TR 32.838
[9] S5A-14009 NGMN Top OPE Recommendations V1.0 – WG Chairman

[10] S5A-14010 NGMN Next Generation Converged Operations Requirements Phase 1 and 2 – WG Chairman
[11] S5A-14011 Recommendation on SON/O&M Implementation Conformance Statement – Telecom Italia et al

[12] S5A-14012 pCR to TR 32.838 Northbound Interface for Enhancement of Trace functionality – Telecom Italia

[13] S5A-14013 TR 32.837-060 – WG Chairman

[14] S5A-14014 pCR Reformat of section Gap analysis - Requirements for NGCOR Modelling and Tooling (MT) - Huawei

4 – Discussion on Progress on TR 32.838 concerning NGMN T-OPE Recommendations 
Questions/comments:

· CT : We must finish the Gap Analysis – What to do about the section on SON?
· SB : Close it with recommendations or where appropriate open points. Some T-OPE Recommendations are too generic and high-level for SA5. This does not invalidate them but means that a deeper analysis is not realistic. A different mind-set is needed when dealing with T-OPE. 

· TT : Others are then free to make contributions at a later date.

· CT : Identify work to be done to improve TR 32.838 but avoid controversy, it should be possible to use generic language wherever possible.
· JMC : Remember that the output must be submitted to SA5#95, Sapporo for decision.

· SB : Business Interests of Vendors and Operators may be understandable but in the current climate we are blocking too many realistic proposals. It is far more efficient to consider objectives and final results. By definition this leads to real compromises allowing more solutions.

· CT : SA5 really works only on compromise. Learn from history and re-instate the mindset of 2010 ad hoc meeting on Top OPE Recommendations. 
Conclusion: Noted (see more detail of the ongoing work in TR 32.838  latest version in document [8])


    Noted Document 9 NGMN Top OPE Recommendations V1.0


5 –Recommendation on SON/O&M Implementation Conformance Statement [11] Ref in T-OPE is 8.3.2
S5A-140011 was presented by Simone Bizzarri
Questions/comments:

· SB : NGMN operators have identified in the verification of compliance to 3GPP standard an important step towards the integration of network management systems at Itf-N . Any technical enabler or tool that could ease such a process would be beneficial both from operators and vendors standpoint
· SB : It is proposed to discuss the feasibility of a new work item in 3GPP SA5, dealing with the definition of Templates for Implementation Conformance Statement of the itf-N IRPs.
· CT : TR 32.812 Itf-N Implementation Conformance Statement (ICS) template from China Mobile is an example of what is attempted here.
· TT : Manually maintained tables are a very bad solution, as they lead to unacceptable amounts of work which achieve little other than promotion of error.
· CT : Start a study on how to improve compliance rules?  Get a formal definition of a Tool and set of requirements for this to ETSI to support future work.

· CT : This WID can be a continuation of what was used for TR 32.812 AND the Rapporteur should be an Operator. Note : WID = SP 050609  AND SA Mtg UID = 35067 Date 09/05

· CT : The document submitted by Telecom Italia  is a valid requirements statement so it needs some improvement to enable a good discussion
Conclusion: Noted, and comments/proposals above will be considered for the next revision of the document. Everybody is encouraged to send more comments by email to Simone.
6 - pCR to TR 32.838 Northbound Interface for Enhancement of Trace functionality [12]
S5A-14012 presented by Simone Bizzarri
Questions/Comments:

· SB : Current version of TR 32.838 does not address Trace Management (Section 9). It is proposed to add a table taking into account recommendations provided.  
· CT : In Item 1 please change the relevant specifications to TS 32.441, TS 32.442 and TS 32.446

· CT : Telecom Italia will update the pCR to include the changes proposed during the ad-hoc meeting. The reference is TR 32,838 V0,70 

Conclusion: [12] S5A-14012 to be revised and TR 32,838 v0,60 to v0,70  (Action: Simone).  Revised items for submission to SA5#95.
7 - Current progress of TR 32.838 [8] Review of TR by all.
S5A-14008 Analysis Lead by Christian Toche

Questions/Comments:

· CT : Need to define “TERMS” and insert correct legal values for these eg Supported, n/a etc
· CT : Rapporteur to edit and re-write the “Introduction”.
· CT : There is a need for an editorial cleansing after the insertion of the new table format which was adopted as proposed by Jean-Michel Cornily. This leads to the following changes to the document. 

· Definitions of actions to be : None, Related CR, 

· Compliance statement values to be rationalised

· Reformat all table items internally to TAL format

· Item 9.2 SA5 may not issue statements on RAN 2 work BUT might be work for a later study Action =tbd open.

· Item 9.4 Needs re-thinking.

· Item 9.5 Supported in the standards so compliance statement needed.

· Item 9.6 Small Update = Core Network Elements.

· Item 9.7 No limits //No FFS.

· Item 9.8 “All” is impossible so it needs revision  

At this point it is considered to be ready for submission to Sapporo so the following items from day 2 can be executed after SA5#95 








Day 2  09:00 – 18:15 CET

· CT : Move and shorten Text at Item 3.1 to the “Introduction”

· CT : Check “Definitions” and reconsider the list of “Abreviations”

· CT : Editorial check on ALL Font sizes

· CT : Find all instances of “EMS” and substitute “DM”
· CT : Systematic check of the values “None” and “N/A” and this as a consistency check.

· CT : Editorial check required on the use of sub-clauses for each recommendation after the meeting OR during the e-mail approval process.
· CT : Check the status of Item 2 in paragraph 6.2. This is clause 3.3.2 in T-OPE. Can it be closed? Check with SON coordination.

· Editorial clean-up : Remove ALL instances of “LS to NGMN”

· Item on MLB : Close this due to ongoing Work Item in SA5.

· For Paragraphs 7.8, 7.9 ,7.10 and 7,11 COPY ALL NGMN requirements to TR 32.838.

AP  On Chapter 7 T-OPE  : e-NB Plug n’ Play Self Commissioning // Transmission Network needs work given GAP in Specifications 32.501, 32.502, 32.508, 32.509. 

AP for EH : The requirements contained in Chapter7 must be expanded into Chapter 10 of TR 32.838. Create new empty tables, build chapter 10 by copy/paste of the requirements. Each table (box) to begin with “The following procedure” as none of these are atomic requirements, but sets not relating to a single specification.

Make pCR and get T-doc number.
Chapter 9 in T-OPE :  OSS TOOL SUPPORT FOR OPTIMIZATION & OPERATION
· CT : The contains much duplication of items already covered in other parts of the document. Work is needed to establish what exactly is repeated and why.

· EH : This was intended partially as a management summary for another exercise, written by Frank Lehser et al after the original version of T-OPE with the intention to focus upon the OSS prerequisites for SON.

· CT : Action Point (AP) for EH to check with Frank Lehser (editor in charge T-OPE, original version) and propose solution for duplications or omissions.

· TT : Item 15 of this would appear to be a full repeat of “Performance Management Enhancements”, Chapter 5 T-OPE. 

· JMC : The PM section also contains duplications.

· JMC : Note that this Chapter 9 of T-OPE becomes Clause 12 in TR 32.838 and requires insertion of and appropriate set of tables after clarification of content.

AP  On Chapter 2 T-OPE   : “AUTOMATIC SOFTWARE MANAGEMENT”  is Clause 5 in TR 32.838 
· CT : The specifications need checking here. These are TS 32.531 and 532 
AP  On Clause 13 of TR 32.838 : Refers to Auto Inventory, these three items need checking. This can be an action for Huawei or other interested party. The relevant specifications are TS 32.69x OR  TS 28.631, 632 and 633 after Release 11.   

AP  On Clause 14 of TR 32.838 : CONCLUSIONS 
· CT : The rapporteur shall create and complete this section during August 2014.
8 – Discussion on Progress on TR 32.837 concerning NGCOR requirements [13]

S5A-14013 Analysis Lead by Christian Toche
Questions/comments:
Document [4] Noted : S5A-14004 LS from NGMN Project NGCOR to SA5 on Publication of Deliverables
· CT : An action here to reply formally from SA5#95 in Sapporo to NGMN on the deliverables and proposed completion dates. The WID having been approved in Aruba there are corresponding new timelines and scope.
· CT : With this in mind we might consider and extra ad-hoc for this work in June 2014. A primary objective must be to attempt completion of T-OPE for Release 12.

· JMC : The ad-hoc meeting is a very efficient method particularly for this kind of long study WID. Orange is available to organise the venue if needed.

· TT : Even though the ad-hoc meeting has no decision making power  there is a good chance that the general body of SA5 will accept the findings/results from sessions on these two work items.

· EH : DT can also host such meetings when needed. 










Day 3  09:00 – 15:30 CET

Note : Simone Bizzarri could not attend due to pressure of other responsibilities.

Work on document 11 Text editing & revision.
· CT : The starting point for reorganising the document is adoption of a structure identical to that used in TR 32.838.  Use V0,60 of this as a basic model and see above “changes” as agreed for TR 32.838
· JMC : Will take joint responsibility with Zou Lan for Clauses on Converged Operations (CON). These are clauses 6 & 11
· EH : Will take responsibility for Configuration Management (CM)

· CT : The section on  “Requirements for Inventory Management (InvM)” requires in depth attention. The obvious candidate to do the Gap Analysis may well be TeliaSonera as they took on the original work on this part of NGCOR. 
· CT : Summary tables to be removed for now BUT to be reinserted having been revised upon writing and making the “CONCLUSIONS”

· TT : Change to Release 13 in the title, important to be accurate on all titles/headers.

· TT : Note that an NGMN requirement is NOT a 3GPP requirement by definition. Many of the NGMN requirements do not address a technical specification. 
· EH : NGMN concerns Operators demands and these are far wider than the technology itself.

· CT : AP Move section 3.1 to the Introduction.

· CT : AP At a later date, careful consideration of NGCOR “Abbreviations” list in Glossary 6.8 and References 6.7  

Progress on document [13] Done based upon the existing draft.
· CT : As of now a realistic assessment of the following sections : CM, PM, InvM, BSNS, MT all about 10% completed.

· CT : Thanks to Phase 1 activity  FM is more or less finished.

· CT : CON is covered too but needs checking for the use of “FFS”. 

The following regarding other documents submitted to this meeting.

[5] S5A-14005 pCR 32.837 Re-formatting – Orange : Noted and to be submitted to SA5#95 at Sapporo.
[10] S5A-14010 NGMN Next Generation Converged Operations Requirements Phase 1 and 2 - Noted
[7] S5A-14007 pCR 32837 - Section on Business Scenarios for Network Sharing – Orange : Noted and please make these minor changes.
· CT : Update title in pCR spelling out NGCOR word for word.
· CT : Set definitions of legal values in Introduction once for the entire document.
· These are : 
· Compliant 
· Partially Compliant
· Non-Compliant
· Not Applicable
· Use identical editing rules as in main documents TR 32.837/838.
9 – AOB
Please check the minutes carefully when available.
Chairman recommends early booking of hotels for future SA5 meetings. Invitations to follow soon.
10 - Summary of action points
1. Simone (TIM): S5A-14012 to be revised and TR 32,838 v0,60 to v0,70  Revised items for submission to SA5#95.

2. Christian : Editorial revision of TR 32.838 

3. Others : e-NB Plug n’ Play Self Commissioning // Transmission Network needs work given GAP in Specifications 32.501, 32.502, 32.508, 32.509.

4. Eamon : Make pCR for clause 10 of TR 32.838

5. Eamon : check with Frank Lehser (editor in charge T-OPE, original version) and propose solution for duplications or omissions                   
6. Others : On Chapter 2 T-OPE   : “AUTOMATIC SOFTWARE MANAGEMENT”  is Clause 5 in TR 32.838, The specifications need checking here. These are TS 32.531 and 532
7. Others : On Clause 13 of TR 32.838 : Refers to Auto Inventory, these three items need checking

8. Christian : Create and complete “Conclusions” for TR 32.838 during August 2014.
9. Christian :  Reply formally from SA5#95 in Sapporo to NGMN on the deliverables and proposed completion dates.

10. Jean-Michel : S5A-14007 pCR 32837 - Section on Business Scenarios for Network Sharing – Revised version to be submitted in a later SA5 meeting  
11. Jean-Michel : S5A-14005 pCR 32.837 Re-formatting and submission to SA5#95
12 - Closing

The meeting was closed at 15:30 CET.

