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In SA5 SWG-C meeting #26, during the WT11 discussions (State Management), it was decided to have an e-mail discussion until meeting #27, to discuss what state attributes are needed in which IOCs in the Network Resource Models. There was one initiating mail summarising Siemens' proposals for the Generic NRM (based on document S5C020131). There was one reply from Ericsson with general comments, stating mainly that the table that will eventually be finalised after this discussion, will be used as a guidance to update the existing NRMs, so that the table shall be concentrated on already existing IOCs. There were no specific comments to the proposals for the Generic NRM IOCs.

Below is a transcript of the two mails of the e-mail discussion (using different revision marks for different mails):

<SIEMENS>

Dear colleagues,

as decided in AI 26.5 of SWG-C WT11 (State Management) from last meeting, I want to open the e-mail discussion on inclusion of state attributes in several IOCs of the NRMs.

During the meeting it was decided to use the table prepared by Motorola in contribution S5C020133 and to fill in the fields where appropriate for the proposals.

In a first step I have included in this tables the attributes proposed by Siemens for the Generic NRM from document S5C020131, as a basis for discussion in the attached document.

There were some discussions in this contribution about the need for "locking the Itf-N" as proposed to be done by using the administrative state of the IRPAgent IOC, though due to lack of time we could not come to a conclusion to that, and we should discuss it further in this e-mail discussion.

Further, we should discuss about state attributes in the other NRMs (rest of the table), so please send any suggestions by filling in fields of the attached table. I will send some proposals from our side in the next days.
Table from S5C020133:

NRM

32.xxx
IOC/MOC
Object Type
(instantiated, sub-classing, …)
Operational State
Q: Read-Only, Read-Write, both / M, O
Administrative State
Q: Read-Only, Read-Write, both / M, O
Usage State
Q: Read-Only, Read-Write, both / M, O

622
GenericIRP
sub-classing only





IRPAgent


Read-Write / O (See NOTE 1)



ManagedElement

Read-Only / O
Read-Only / O



ManagedFunction
sub-classing only





ManagementNode






MeContext
naming purposes





SubNetwork

Read-Only / O
Read-Only / O



Top






VsDataContainer






BasicCmIRP (MOC)






AlarmIRP (MOC)






NotificationIRP (MOC)






BulkCM IRP (MOC)






TestM IRP (R5)






StateM IRP (R5)





632
MscFunction






HlrFunction






VlrFunction






AucFunction






EirFunction






SmsIwmscFunction






SmsGmscFunction






GmscFunction






SgsnFunction






GgsnFunction






BgFunction






SmlcFunction






GmlcFunction






ScfFunction






SrfFunction






CbcFunction






CgfFunction






MgwFunction






GmscServerFunction






IwfFunction






MnpSrfFunction






NpdbFunction






RSgwFunction






SsfFunction






BsFunction






IucsLink (R5)






IupsLink (R5)






IubcLink (R5)






Alink (R5)






GbLink (R5)






ControlledGSMCell (R5 - in 632??)





642
RncFunction






NodeBFunction






UtranCell






IubLink






UtranRelation






ExternalUtranCell





652
BssFunction






BtsSiteMgr






GsmCell






GsmRelation






ExternalGsmCell



















NOTE 1: This attribute shall be used here, diverging from the actual definition of this attribute in 32.672, for "locking" the Itf-N, as oposed to "lock" the IRPAgent (the IRPAgent shall retain its functionality while the Itf-N is locked, only the communication between the Manager and Agent shall be suspended until an "unlock" is initiated by the manager.

<ERICSSON>

Hello Georgios,

Do you have an idea where the information (i.e., the table that we are going to discussed in the email) will eventually be placed?

I see the exercise (e.g., discussing and filling up the table) as a focal point to discuss the applicability of states/status towards the numerous existing MOC.  

The result serves as a guidance to NRM MOC authors that they need to revisit the existing IOC definition intheir respective specifications to include, with or without enhancement to state/status semantics as defined in State Management IRP:IS, the state/status attributes.

Such exercise is only useful for existing 3GPP defined MOC.When new MOC is specified, the exercise that we will go through now is not necessary since by then the MOC author should have designed the MOC with or without state/status as the MOC authors see fit.

Regards

Edwin

