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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

Meeting on 26.02.2003; One quarter.

Tdocs input to the RG session: S5-36023 (meeting report), S5-036256,  S5-036257.

1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

There was some agreement regarding ATM management requirements  and the NRM for Release 6.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release

WT 13:  ATM-UTRAN Interface  Management (Release 6)
· Achievements:

Some agreement has been made regarding ATM management requirements and the NRM for Release 6.

· Percentage of completion:
10%

· Problems:


None.

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

None.

2 Action items

Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #32
WT RG responsible
Target date

#32b.1
Update requirements.
Rel 6
T-Mobile
Closed
WT13
Meeting 33

#33.1
Update NRM
Rel 6
T-Mobile
Open
WT13
Meeting 33bis









3 Review of release 06/ WT13 input documents 

3.1 Tdoc  S5-036023

The report from the previous meeting was agreed with the following changes:

“All companies agreed on having a read-only facility for some ATM parameters. Companies could not agree on whether or not to set the  ATM parameters referenced in this contribution over Itf-N.”

3.2 Tdoc  S5-036256

This document contained a proposal from T-Mobile/Siemens/Vodafone for the requirements for the ATM-UTRAN interface Network Resource Model and included comments from the previous meeting.

Ericsson questioned whether a separate IRP was needed for ATM management or whether ATM aspects could be incorporated in existing NRMs.

3.3 Tdoc  S5-036257

This document contained a proposal from T-Mobile/Siemens  for the Modelling of  ATM-UTRAN interface parameters.

What is the need for the IOC TransportNetworkInterface?

It was commented by Telecordia and Ericsson that the parameters traffic direction,  physical port id......maximum BurstSize (Table 2) belong to the ATM domain and are not needed in the NodeB or RNC.  They are configured and set by an ATM management system and should be removed from this table.  T-Mobile’s view was that these parameters should at least be readable over Itf-N.

Telecordia stated that the ATM cards/HW units located in e.g. RNC or Node B have to be configured by an ATM manager over an ATM interface and not by an RNC/NodeB Element Manager.  Therefore they are part of the ATM interface and not Itf-N.

Summary of Telecordia’s position:

(1) ATM parameters below VPI and VCI are the domain of the ATM management system, and should not be read or written over Itf-N.  This ATM management system must be able to configure both cross-connect switches and endpoint (e.g. Node-B) ATM cards, so that end-to-end PVCs can be created.

(2)Even if there isn't a single ATM management system for all ATM nodes/cards, the ATM parameters below VPI and VCI should still be gathered over the individual ATM management interfaces and correlated at the NMS layer.

(3)Information relating 3G links to VPI/VCI should be mandatory for reading and writing, because this information is uniquely available over Itf-N and is not available from the ATM management system.

(4) Information about VPI/VCI is fundamentally different from other parameters listed in the T-Mobile contribution (e.g. peakCellRate, etc) because the VPI and VCI parameters as managed by Itf-N are only used for reference to point to information in the ATM management system.  The actual VPIs and VCIs are not changed--only the association between a 3G link and those VPIs/VCIs. 

The NRM will be updated by T-Mobile for the next meeting.

4 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

None.

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

2 Quarters needed for the next meeting.

6 Any other business

None.

7 Participants

Thomas Tovinger
Ericsson

Robert Peterson

Ericsson

Frederic Bonneau
Nortel Networks

Trevor Pirt

Motorola

Wang Enxi

Nokia

Olaf Pollakowski
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Krishna Kant

Telecordia

Tapinder Pal

T-Mobile  (Rapporteur)
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