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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

Date:


Q1 and Q2 on 15 January 2004 dedicated SWG-C session. 

½ Q1 on 13 January joint SWG-A/B/C/D session is reported in SWG-C/D report.

Input documents:
see following table

	Type
	Tdoc
	TS
	R
	Title
	Source
	Replaces
	I-Status
	Reviewed
	O-Status

	Report
	S5-037216r1
	-
	-
	RG Session Report for WT07 from SA5#35bis
	RG Rapporteur
	S5-037216
	Updated
	Yes
	Approved

	Draft TS
	S5-037237
	32.341
	6
	32.341 V1.0.2 – File Transfer IRP Requirements
	Motorola
	-
	Un-changed
	No
	To be resubmitted

	Discussion
	S5-046027
	32.342
	6
	Comments to FT IRP IS
	Siemens
	S5-037251
	Updated
	Yes
	If needed, update and resubmit

	Discussion
	S5-046028
	32.342
	6
	Naming Convention for FT IRP IS
	Siemens
	S5-037252
	Updated
	Yes
	If needed update and resubmit

	Draft TS
	S5-046038
	32.342
	6
	32.342 V0.1.0 – File Transfer IRP IS
	China Mobile
	S5-037247
	Updated
	Yes
	Update and resubmit

	Draft TS
	S5-037248
	32.343
	6
	32.342 V0.0.1 – File Transfer IRP CORBA Solution Set
	China Mobile
	-
	-
	No
	To be updated and resubmitted


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Two deferred and updated Siemens contributions regarding detailed proposed changes to latest drafts of the FT IS were presented, reviewed and actions agreed. China Mobile presented the latest version 0.1.0 of the FT IRP IS.  Due to limited meeting time the latest IRP Requirements draft and discussions on potential changes was deferred to SA5#37. Priority was given to addressing IS parts PM IRP is dependent on. China Mobile’s FT IRP CORBA Solution Set review was also postponed to next meeting, due to relative priority and need to align with IS revisions. 

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-6)

WT07: File Transfer IRP (Rel6)
· Achievements:
RG agreement to forward 32.342 FT IRP IS V0.0.5 to SA for information.  Further refinements to FT IRP IS agreed.

· Percentage of completion:
60 %

· 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 Documents requested to be withdrawn: 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 S5-037216r1: RG Session Report for WT07 from SA5#36

Approved

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #36bis
	WT RG responsible
	Target date

	#32.2
	Consider 32.342 annex to cross-reference FT definitions within FT IRP and impacted IRP’s/specifications
	6
	RG
	Open
	WT07
	SA5#37

	#32.3
	FT IRP to specify File Naming Conventions for all of SA5 (except SWG-B)
	6
	RG
	Open
	WT07
	SA5#37

	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-


4 Review of Release 6 / WT07 input documents 

4.1 S5-037237 - 32.341 V1.0.2 – File Transfer IRP Requirements
Not reviewed.

4.2 S5-046027 - Comments to FT IRP IS

Clemens presented the Siemens contribution. The comments and proposals for the IS were discussed and addressed one-by-one as summarised below. Refer to referenced Siemens’ SC-046027 contribution subsections at start of each bullet for further details of each proposal and references to impacted sections in IS:

· 5.1.1
Additional Input Parameter lifeTime for Operation listAvailableFiles
-Ericsson view was though the lifetime may be useful for GUI application and human interaction, they dis not think adding the additional complexity for filtering across Itf-N, a machine-to-machine interface was appropriate. When the IRPAgent upload details of all files the  IRP Manger can determine lifetime and take appropriate action rather than moving this functionality to the IRPAgent.

-China Mobile could see it may be useful for limiting the amount of data upload over the Itf-N i.e. do not need to always upload everything for a specific query.

Conclusion: no consensus could reach for the need to add lifetime as an option when requesting list available files across Itf-N. A further contribution maybe considered to later meeting.

· 5.1.2
Representation of file lists
-China Mobile questioned the use case for being able to support different file compression types for same types of  file (same fileDescriptor). 

-Generally this was agreed, but the issue of Backward Compatibility was raised i.e. stay with existing structure, then if need to change in the future to support such a requirement, for example to support ‘new’ compress types, then there will be issues with backward compatibility for the interface. The proposed change would address such BC issue.

Conclusion: Summit updated proposal/IS to next meeting.

· 5.1.3
“Remove useless comment to parameter status”
-China Mobile commented this is used in many places and not just in the PM IRP IS.

-All agree. The Siemens proposed change would cause problems. If it is pursued further it should be general SWG-C/SWG-D or at least SWG-C raised issue.

Conclusion: Not accepted. Siemens may consider further contribution to SWG-C/D if wish to progress further.

· 5.1.4
Unclear Pre-condition  in Operation fileDownloadIndication
-It was agreed current definition was not clear, but there is need for the pre-condition. The IRPAgnet should be check for valid basic conditions e.g. valid file reference and the file exists.

Conclusion: China Mobile will update and clarify the definition in IS in contribution to next meeting based off the discussion.

· 5.1.5
Incomplete To-State of notifyFilePreparationError
-China Mobile clarified in some cases a file may be generated but may not be complete. 

-It was agreed sometimes could happen but also may not generate a file. When this is the case the behaviour of the IRPAgent should be clarified. Additional To State assertions need to be added to clarify different state when the file generated successfully and when there are preparation errors (reference IS Template definition for syntax that can be used in specifying “To State” i.e. can use collection of assertions joined by logical operators). If the file is kept, under all conditions then the file naming, expiry date etc should be treated the same and be consistent with success case otherwise the behaviour for List files and expiry will be ill defined. See 5.1.7 below for proposed revised text agreed at meeting.

Conclusion: China Mobile will clarify behaviour, to states and update IS Contribution to next meeting. See also “5.1.7” conclusion

· 5.1.6
Redundant input for of notifyFileReady
It was agreed managementDataType  is no longer required as the requirements can now be met by other method.

Conclusion: China Mobile will remove and update IS Contribution to next meeting.

· 5.1.7
Optional output of notifyFilePreparationError
This was also dealt with as part of the discussion of 5.15 above i.e. releated issue. Following the conclusion of 5.1.5 its was agreed proposal to add file reference should be added, only “O” should be “M” and then in the definition there should be definition of its value/condition in the case of there being no file to reference. Below gives proposed revised text agreed at meeting for 5.1.5 and 5.1.7 comments.

6.4.2.2

Input Parameters

	Parameter Name
	Qualifier
	Matching Information
	Comment

	
	
	
	

	fileReference
	M, N
	See 6.4.1.2
	Identifies the file whose preparation provoked an error.


6.4.2.3.2 To-state

	Assertion Name
	Definition

	fileIsKept
	The file, whose preparation provokes an error, is kept. 

	fileNotGenerated
	No file was generated. and fileReference indicates “no file”.


Conclusion:  China Mobile will update IS Contribution to next meeting.

4.3 S5-046028 - Naming Convention for FT IRP IS

Clemens presented the Siemens contribution. The comments and proposals for the IS were discussed and addressed one-by-one as summarised below. Refer to referenced Siemens’ SC-046028 contribution subsections at start of each bullet for further details of each proposal and references to impacted sections in IS:

· 5.1.1
One letter for managementDateType
Ericsson questioned why “A” should not be “L” (Log), but support proposal for single letters. Huawei questioned if single letters sufficient for future use i.e. will 26 categories be sufficient going forward.

There was general consensus to having short names, but single letter deemed too limited.

Conclusion. Need to study and work further. Suggest updated contribution(s) to next meeting.

· 5.1.2
Clarification of generation time and renaming it
After discussion it was agreed the generation time should the time when the file is made available for access i.e. last time closed. “Last write time” was deemed in correct.  The parameter name should be changed to file ready time. The agreed text for the description should be: “The file_ready_time is the time when the file was last closed and made available for upload and the file content will not be changed”. See also S5-046028r1

Conclusion: Update the IS with agreed text above and in S5-046028r1.

· 5.1.3
Optional name parts
5.1.3.1
Newly proposed: Checksum

The proposal to add checksum was discussed. There was general agreement from others that adding Checksum was not a good solution. One reason being adding checksum may compromise security. Huawei also pointed out this requirement had not been so far identified as necessary i.e. “threat” as part or WT01 Security Management work.

Conclusion: An agreed solution could not be identified at the meeting. Further study is required to identify an acceptable solution.

· 5.1.3.2
Remove jobId, include it into RC
It was agreed a more generalised concept should be introduced than “Job ID” i.e. so that it can be applied to other IRPs than just PM IRP. The ID needs to be identified on a per IRP basis. The proposal to hold this information in RC (Running Count) was not agreed as an appropriate place to keep this type of information.

Conclusion: It was agreed need to introduce more general concept than “Job ID”. Further study required to identify a solution applicable to other IRPs than just PM IRP.

· 5.1.4 Separators
5.1.4.1
Separators between mandatory parts in mandatory order

After discussion  it was identified the number of separators could be reduced from the previous and this latest proposal. Only one separators is required by virtue of the number of fields that fixed length vs variable and their position in the file naming. See S5-046028r1 for agreed change of definition of file naming.

Conclusion: IS should be updated with file name definition with just one separator as agreed at the meeting in S5-046028r1.

5.1.4.2 Spearator between optiona name parts

Conclusion: Following above discussion on point 5.1.4.1, this was deemed no longer an issue i.e. ignored, see S5-046028r1
4.4 S5-046038 - 32.342 V0.1.0 – File Transfer IRP IS

Dr Li presented the China Mobile contribution with the updates to the FT IRP IS following the last meeting and being forwarded for information to SA. The main outstanding issue is confirming the requirements and scope for FT IRP. So far the main focus has been to first address PM IRP common needs. Addressing the requirements for other potential IRPs and specifically for Bulk CM and requirements for download of files needs to be further studied.

· Introduction. Editorial updates. No issues.

· References. Editorial updates. No issues.

· Abbreviations. Editorial updates. No issues.

· Sections 4 and 5. No issues raised with updates.

· Subclause 6.3.1. ListAvailableFiles operation: Ericsson questioned the need to include begin time and end time. This effectively provides filter mechanisms  for the IRPManager to select a subset of files based on start and end time. Ericsson’s opinion is all details should be uploaded and the IRPManager should than address any filtering required for the associated applications using the interface. Others expressed concerns over possibility of unnecessary excessive data being sent over the interface. There could be ~10,000 files. To be studied and considered further.

· Subclause 6.3.1. Change “CreationTime” to “file Ready time”. See related discussion on S5-046028.

· Old subclause 6.4.1 – fileDownLoadIndication. Motorola raised the issue that it has not yet been agreed and the requirements changed to remove FT IRP not covering downloading of files.  This was noted. At the next meeting need to address this issue i.e. whether or not the not the operations hould be removed.

· New Subclause 6.4.1.2: Additional text parameter. It was agreed this parameter is no longer required to be support if no vendor specific semantics need to be conveyed now. Without a use case it should be removed.

· New Subclause 6.4.1.2: managementDataType qualifier should be “Y”.

· New Subclause 6.4.1.2: Remove “Alternative of fileReference” from comment.

· File Naming: Suggestion and discussion on proposal to include “file expiry” as part of the file name. This could be an optional “O” component. They may help management of file expiry e.g.  removing files from system. If included, to reduce length of name, it could be a delta time interval from creation time. No conclusion what the units should be. Hours? For further study.

· File Naming: Annex A, “1)”. Ericsson suggest remove this, specifically in context of for example PM. If this information is specified here there may be issues with inconsistencies between “sourcing” IRP and this FT IRP IS if remains. Should be just specified in the sourcing IRP. This will be considered and addressed to next meeting.

· General: Note comments from other contributions S5-046027 and S5-046028 and conclusion above that impact the IS.

4.5 S5-046039 - 32.342 V0.0.1 – File Transfer IRP CORBA Solution Set

Not reviewed due to lack of time.

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

None

6 Any other business

None

7 Participants

	Attendee Name
	Company

	Li, Yewen
	China Mobile

	Rui, Lanlan
	China Mobile

	Suerbaum, Clemens
	Siemens

	Tse, Edwin
	Ericsson

	Wang, Enxi
	Nokia

	Yang, Li
	Huawei

	Rao, Mohan
	Lucent Technolgies

	Li, Dan
	Nortel Networks

	Lariven, Suzéle 
	Nortel Networks

	Trevor Pirt (Convenor)
	Motorola
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