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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The RG WT12 session was held on the 26-27 March 2003, during Q4 Wednesday & Q1 Thursday (1/2 quarter each).

The following Tdocs were input to this session:

	Type
	Tdoc #
	Title
	Rel
	Source
	TS(s)
	Replacement
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5‑036022
	Report of SA5#32bis WT12 session
	-
	Convenor: Robert Petersen, Ericsson
	-
	-
	New
	Yes
	RG Approved

	CR
	S5-036239

	Introduction of IurLink in UTRAN NRM
	Not specified
	CATT
	32.642
	-
	New
	No
	To be resubmitted

	CR
	S5-036296

	Introduction of new objects to support handover between different managers domains and inter UTRAN handover
	R6
	Ericsson
	32.642
	S5-026998
	Updated
	Yes
	Discussed

	CR
	S5-036297

	Introduction of radio network areas in UTRAN NRM
	R6
	Ericsson
	32.642
	S5-026999
	Updated
	Yes
	Discussed


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Input to this meeting was two contributions. An understanding of the different proposals for introducing IurLink as well as modelling of Areas (PLMN, LA, RA and SA objects) has been reached, and the arguments for/against them have been further clarified. An email discussion about the pros/cons of the Area related contribution will be conducted to the next meeting.
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-6)
· Achievements:


An understanding of the different proposals for introducing IurLink as well as modelling of Areas (PLMN, LA, RA and SA objects) has been reached. No agreements yet.

· Percentage of completion:
15%

· Problems:


Difficulties to reach a consensus whether the pros for the contributions justify the cons.

1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C / SA5 

1. The RG requests SWG-C/ SA5 to approve the following documents (and forward the CRs to the TSG SA plenary): 

None.
2. For information to SWG-C/ SA5:

None.
3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: 
None.
4. Any other action requested by SWG-C/ SA5:

None.
2 Approval of the last meeting report

S5-036022 was approved without comments.

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #23
	WT RG respon-sible
	Target date

	#32bis.1
	Consider their view on the benefit of re-parenting of the ExternalUtranCell under ExternalRncFunction.


	Rel-6
	All
	Open
	WT12
	Meeting # 33bis

	#32bis.2
	To consider having Read and Write qualifiers on roles and relations. Create CR to explain duplication of relation role names in the 32.102 IS template.
	Rel-6
	Frédéric Bonneau, Nortel Networks,
	Open
	WT12
	Meeting # 33bis

	#33.1
	Start an email discussion to discuss pros/cons and model correctness of S5-036297
	Rel-6
	Thomas/

Robert
	Open
	WT12
	Meeting # 33bis


Review of action items:

#32bis.1: 

· Nortel stated that they need more time to consider this. For the moment they don’t see enough benefits to approve it. 

· T-Mobile stated that they have now analysed this and are of the opinion that it is not acceptable due to the fact that it is not backward compatible and creates problems for their cell planning tool.
· Nokia stated that they still have problems to understand why we should model the externalRncFunction as a parent of externalUtranCell.

· Motorola also cannot at this point in time see the benefits of modelling the externalRncFunction as a parent of externalUtranCell.

· Telcordia’s position is that they believe this is redundant information that we should avoid. Robert replied that he does not agree that it is redundant.

· Siemens position is that there are so far not enough benefits to accept the non-backward-compatibility.

This action item remains open.

#32bis.2:

Frederic reported: There is one valid reason to have certain level of duplication of relation role names, both as definition of such roles and def. of supporting attr. The reason: There are cases where a single attr. supports two relations which are alt. to one another, e.g. relations between utranRelation and both utranCell and externalUtranCell, where both relations are mutually exclusive alternatives for a given instance of utranRelation. Both roles for those two relations are supported by one single attribute for both roles, the adjacentCell. This should be stated in the IS template. Therefore the Action item remains open. Frederic took the action item to create a CR for that.
4 Review of input documents 
4.1 Tdoc/item S5-036296 (Ericsson: Introduction of new objects to support handover between different managers domains and inter UTRAN handover)

No time to review this document in detail, more than the discussion of the pros/cons as seen above (action item #32bis.1).

4.2 Tdoc/item S5-036297 (Ericsson: Introduction of radio network areas in UTRAN NRM)

Presented by Robert

Questions:

· Tapinder: What is the reason for moving some attributes to new objects? Robert: The justification is explained in the cover page. Frequently used attributes would be more easily accessible. And finding which cells belong to a certain area would be much more efficient. Some operators have asked for that. Tapinder: This should not be necessary to do directly over Itf-N; it can be done via Bulk CM, with scoping and filtering etc. Thus T-Mobile does not consider the advantages good enough to justify the change.

Comments:

· Tapinder stated that there are some backward compatibility (BC) problems with this. T-Mobile thinks that it would create great problems to redesign the model in this way.

· Robert: True that this is non-BC. That has been stated before. The reason is that we should not duplicate data in the model.
· Krishna: This new model gives some benefits that the current model does not give. To get overview information of the configuration in real time would be much more efficient.
· Clemens: There are always several solutions for the modeling. The advantage that has been presented here is already available via scoping and filtering as Tapinder stated. The “opposite direction”, to find to which Service Area etc. that a cell belongs to, would with the proposed solutiuon become more complicated. Thus Siemens does not consider the advantages good enough to justify the change.
· Habib: Alcatel believes that there are some modeling problems with the proposal. According to 23.002, the SA can contain several LA and even several PLMNs. Therefore SA should not be contained in anything below SubNetwork. Robert: There are probably some inconsistencies within 23.002 or between 23.002 and the other TSs, because the SA identifier is defined in the LA. Frederic:  Yes, SAs are sub-parts of LAs, so the proposed model is probably correct in that sense.
· Olaf recommended everybody that for all new proposals in the future, the author should first write a discussion paper about the reasons,  pros and cons, if they are more complex than “small CRs”. We agreed that it was a good idea.
Conclusion:

No conclusion yet. But an email discussion was agreed to be started, to discuss before next meeting the following aspects of S5-036297:

a) is the model correct and consistent with the 3GPP TSs?

b) are the “pros better than the cons” ?

4.3 Input documents not discussed 

Tdoc S5-036239 (CATT: Introduction of IurLink in UTRAN NRM): There was nobody from the source company (or representing it) to present and discuss this contribution, so it was decided to defer it to the next meeting (and it should be resubmitted by CATT).
5 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

-

6 Estimation of need for future RG sessions (if necessary)

1-2 quarters.

7 Any other business

-

8 Participants

	Attendee Name
	Company
	Telephone
	E-mail address

	Habib Nouira
	Alcatel S.A.
	33 130 775 109
	habib.nouira@alcatel.fr 

	Robert Petersen
	Ericsson
	46 13 284601
	robert.petersen@era.ericsson.se 

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson (Rapporteur)
	46 31747 3010
	thomas.tovinger@emw.ericsson.se 

	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola
	353 214 511218
	trevor.pirt@motorola.com 

	Wang Enxi
	Nokia
	86-65392828-2595
	enxi.wang@nokia.com 

	Frédéric Bonneau
	Nortel Networks 
	33 1 6955 5172
	bonneau@nortelnetworks.com 

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens
	49 30 386 32928
	olaf.pollakowski@icn.siemens.de 

	Clemens Suerbaum
	Siemens
	49 89 722 42418
	clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com 

	Tapinder Pal
	T-Mobile
	49 228 936 3349
	Tapinder.Pal@T-MOBILE.DE 

	Krishna Kant
	Telcordia Technologies
	1 732 758 3224
	kkant@research.telcordia.com 
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