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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data
The RG WT02 session was held on 8 Oct 2003 during Q2.

The following Tdocs were input to this session:
	Type
	Input Tdoc#

-> Output Tdoc#

(if changed)
	TS(s)
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Replaces
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5‑037048
	-
	-
	Report of SA5#35 WT02 session
	RG Rapporteur
	-
	New
	Yes
	RG Approved

	New Draft
	S5-037121
	32.350
	R6
	New Rel-6 TS 32.350 (Communication Surveillance (CS) requirements) - for Information
	MCC
	-
	New
	Yes
	Agreed in principle, with editorial comments

	New Draft
	S5-037150
	32.352
	R6
	Communication Surveillance Information Service
	China Mobile
	-
	New
	Yes
	Submit with updates to next meeting.

	New Draft
	S5-037151
	32.353
	R6
	Communication Surveillance Solution Set

	China Mobile
	-
	New
	No
	Resubmit to next meeting.


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Requirements agreed in principle. 

Few further refinements identified for IS. Concensus for M vs O agreed for that may be agreed at next meeting.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-xx)

· Achievements:


Requirements agreed in principle. IS and Corba solution set nearing completion, subject to closing open issues. 

· Percentage of completion:
50%

· Problems:


none

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:

None 

2. For information to SWG-C and/or SA5 and/or SA:

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 Documents requested to be withdrawn: 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 

2.1 S5-037048: RG Session Report for WT02 from SA5#35

Approved

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

	#34bis:1
	Explore the performance   effected by Triggering requirement defined in CS requirement
	Rel-6
	 Ericsson (Edwin)
	Open/
	WT02
	Meeting 36


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-037121 New Rel-6 TS 32.350 (Communication Surveillance (CS) requirements) - for Information

The MCC returned Requirements returned after being sen for information to SA was presented by Trevor Pirt (Motorola). A editorial comments were raised and recommended to be updated to the next meeting, otherwise no issues outstanding apart from need to consider creating “place holder” specification for 32.351, i.e. usual place for the IRPs specific requirements on the IS. 

Editorial comments have been recorded in S5-03121r1. Request China Mobile to submit to next meeting.

main issues Need 32.351? 32.350 should be high level and potentially wider in scope. 32.351 should then distil from 32.350, becoming more specific.

conclusions. Fix minor editorials

4.2 Tdoc S5-037150 Communication Surveillance Information Service
Enxi (Nokia) presented the China Mobile contribution in the absence of China Mobile. (China Mobile and BUPT were unable to attend the meeting).

The following comments were raised and suggested to be considered, addressed to the next meeting by China Mobile or remain open for discussion when China Mobile (author) also present:-

· Forward: 

· Reference specification numbers are incorrect i.e. should be 32.35x. 

· Add 32.350. 

· See 4.1 above. re: issue over need to have 32.351 specification. 

· Clause 4.1: 

· System context test needs to be update according to latest “agreement”. Check outcome of Ericsson contributions on this subject. Do later if not reviewed and conclusion reached.

· Figure 4.1 is missing lines (check other specs for “correct” figure).

· Figures 5.1, 5.2, 6.1. Remove the captions, not required according to latest template.

· Clause 6.1. Ericsson: Note The class diagram may need to be redrawn after conclusion on disposition of “M” and “O” for operations/notifications.

· Header 6.3 and 6.4: Ericsson: Accord latest template “(M)” or “(O)” need to be added as appropriate.

· Clause 6.3.2.1: Definition should be clarified, reworded and expanded. Should include a reference to the Notification that will be generated as a result of invoking the operation. E.g. suggest (+Trevor) “IRPManager invokes this operation to set the heartbeatPeriod. After that, IRPAgent shall immediately emit one heartbeat notification to all the subscribed IRPManagers.” ( “The IRPManager invokes this operation to set the heartBeatPeriod. As a consequence and indicative of successful completion of the operation the IRPAgent shall emit the notifyHeatbeat specified in clause 6.4.1 to all subscribed IRPManagers. If the operation fails there shall be no change or notification emitted.”
· Clause 6.3.2. Suggest need to study, discuss and specify behaviour if the period specified is the same as the current set value. For example should be accepted or not. Consensus was it should be accepted, timer should be reset, and notification generated. This could be clarified in Post conditions.

· There was a suggestion to consider, clarify post condition assertion names. (Consider at next meeting).

· Clause 6.3.3:  Definition should be clarified, reworded and expanded. Not required to include “positively”. Its implied. (Post meeting Convenor suggestion, hint):  Change “IRPManager invokes this operation to trigger “notifyHeartbeat“ notification positively. After that, IRPAgent will emit one notifyHeartbeat notification only to the triggering IRPManager immediately” ( “The IRPManager invokes this operation to solicit a notifyHeartbeat notification. After the successful completion of the operation, the IRPAgent shall emit the notifyHeartbeat notification as specified in clause 6.4.1. Only one notification shall be emitted and targeted to the soliciting IRPManger. If the operation fails the notification shall not be emitted.”
· Clause 6.3.3 and general IRP issue: What should be behaviour if IRPManger is unknown. Maybe subject to further study. Consider next bullet.
· Clause 6.3.3: There was discussion on suggestion to add precondition: the soliciting IRPManager should be a subscriber of the notification. This was seen as difficult in general for the receiving IRPAgent to verify given Notification IRP is independent of other IRPAgent, i.e. CS IRP in this case. Conclusion: Add/indicate “the CSIRPAgent is not required to check the subscription status of the IRPManager when the operation is invoked. It is recommended the IRPManager shall confirm its active subscription status using getSubscriptionIds [ref 32.302] (+getSubscriptionStatus if necessary?), otherwise if the IRPAgent does not receive the expected solicited notification its perception of the status of the communication link maybe incorrect”.
· Clause 6.3.3. Related to last issue. What happens if agent does not support optional getSubscriptionIds operation. Issue for further study.
· Clause 6.4.1.2. typo “notificaition”.
· Clause 6.4.1.2. 8th parameter: Seimens questioned why required. Deferred discussion, clarification to when China Mobile present.
· General/6.3.2: Lucent queried if ITU include old period. (Trevor comment: see to recall this discussion took place previously and positive decisions to not include). Deferred  to next meeting: confirm not required.
· Clause 6.4. Interface should be identified as “(M)” or “(O)”. This triggered the O vs M discussion as started at last #35 adhoc. Consensus: need China Mobile involved before reach conclusion, but for all present, with Ericsson having caveat recorded below, they would accept the following proposed disposition:-

· There interfaces should be identified:

· Interface #1: (O) note1

· getHeartBeatPeriod (M)
· setHeartbeatPeriod (O)
· Interface #2: (O) note 1

· triggerHeartbeat (M)
· Interface #3: (M)

· notifyHeatbeat (M)
Note1: Condition: At least Interface 1 or Interface 2 shall be supported by an IRPAgent claiming compliance.

Ericsson caveat: Ericsson stated they have reservation over the difficulty of implementing triggerHeartbeat. This reservation persists, but given above consensus they would not block.

The session closed at this point before being able to address all comments, specifically Siemens have comments outstanding.

Input documents not discussed 

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

None

6 Any other business

None

7 Participants

Trevor Pirt (Convenor)

Motorola

Thomas Tovinger

Ericsson

Edwin Tse


Ericsson

Clemens Suerbaun

Siemens

Wang Enxi


Nokia

Frederić Bonneau

Nortel Networks
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