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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The RG session was held during Q1 & Q2, Tuesday, 30th March 2004.

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

-> Output Tdoc#

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

	TDoc
	S5-048222r1

S5-048273
	32.631

32.632

32.633

32.634
	Rel-6
	New titles for Core Network TSs
	Lucent
	New
	Yes
	Accepted.

	TDoc
	S5-048238
	32.731
	Rel-6
	TS32.731 IMS Requirements
	Lucent
	New
	Yes
	Noted.

	TDoc
	S5-048239
	32.732
	Rel-6
	TS32.731 IMS IRP IS.
	Lucent
	New
	Yes
	Noted.

	TDoc
	S5-048266
	32.622
	Rel-6
	Update and correction of NRM to include SSE’s.
	Telia
	Resubmitted
	Yes
	Look at SWG-D report.


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Number of input documents:
4

Number of documents treated: 
4

Number of documents agreed for rework: 2

Number of Rel-4 CRs approved:
 0

Number of Rel-5 CRs approved:
 0

Number of Rel-6 CRs approved:
 0

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT/RG in the current release 

· Achievements:


As above

· Percentage of completion:
55% 

· Problems:


none 

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

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

	Type
	Output Tdoc (s)
	TS
	Rel
	Title 
	Relation to other CR (if any)(e.g. Parent/Child or same CR for two releases)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


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

S5-048273 New titles for Core Network TSs.

3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: 

-
4. Any other action requested by SWG-C/D SA5:

Outgoing LS S5-048272

2 Approval of the last meeting report

The meeting report in Tdoc S5-048114 from SA5#37 was approved. 

.

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after this meeting 
	WT / RG responsible
	Target date

	32b.2
	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
	Nortel Networks
	Open
	WT12
	SA5# 38

	35.1
	Check if the requirements for shared network are finalised.
	Rel-6
	Ericsson
	Open
	WT12
	SA5# 38bis

	37.1
	Consider if RET is per antenna or per cell

[This action item has now moved to WTRET group.]
	Rel-6
	All
	Open
	WT12
	SA5# 38

	37.2
	To liaise with Ericsson to align S5-048168 with S5-048128. 
	Rel-6
	Nortel
	Closed by contribution into CR-D session
	WT12
	SA5# 37


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-048222r1 New Titles for Core Network TSs
Presented by Lucent Technologies

Questions: 

· Why is 3GPP2 not intending to have new specifications for the IMS entities? [Ans: No reasons identified.]

Comments:

· Lucent point out that 3GPP2 does not intend to split the IMS Network entities into separate specifications. They would keep all of them in the same document i.e. the Core N/W spec. This information was gathered in a 3GPP2 conference call on 26th Mar’04. There is no reason behind the current approach adopted in 3GPP2. 
· The group felt that there has never been a situation where 3GPP aligns with 3GPP2. Such an approach would set a precedent and can lead to a potentially cyclic situation. 
· The issues identified by Telia in its contribution S5-048266 for keeping the IMS entities in a separate IS have strengthened the technical reasons for a split.
· Ericsson: One must look into the SS & IS aspects of the new IMS entities. Keeping them separate would enable the development of a different type of SS, specific to these entities.
· Siemens: Separate NRM makes managing (i.e. from a documentation perspective) these new entities flexible. Integration makes it difficult for managing a separate & simpler SS.
· A decision reached to send a liaison to 3GPP2 to inform them of this split and gather their views on the reasons for not adopting a similar approach.  
· The proposed names were not considered appropriate. Suggestion was made to refer to TS 23.002 for more guidelines on the split in the Core Network. 
· Inputs from all participants helped in formulating a name for the new set of specifications and also changing the existing name of the Core Network specifications. 
· The new names would be made available in S5-048273.
Conclusion: 

Accepted. New document, S5-048273, will need to be submitted before the SWG plenary for approval. 

4.2
Tdoc S5-048238 TS 32.731 IMS Requirements
Presented by Lucent Technologies

Questions:  

· None.

Comments: 

· The current document is essentially a placeholder for any contributions that may be submitted on this topic. 

Conclusion:
Noted. This is a living document and hence revisions of the draft TS will be submitted for subsequent meetings. 
4.3
Tdoc S5-048239 TS 32.732 IMS IRP IS
Presented by Lucent Technologies

Questions:  

· What’s the use case/need to model links? Why do u use this approach? [Ans: LU to respond in the next meeting]

· How do you use the new approach for links in the Solution Sets? [Ans: LU to respond in the next meeting]

Comments:

· Refer to the UML Repertoire document for guidelines all UML diagrams.

· HSS Function is CN entity, not IMS. Check this for all diagrams.

· HSS should be modelled in CN NRM and it is not there now!

· Naming for diagrams needs to cleaned & consistent with previous IS's & template

· Please use the new TS template instead of using the old TS.

· Siemens: LU has always emphasised on the need for Fault Management on these entities. Where in the draft spec has this been mentioned? This need should be made clear in the alarm IRP possibly. Normally, the Interface IRP specifications mention the NRM’s that it will be based upon. The NRM’s never mention which Interface IRP will be able to use it. 

Conclusion:
Noted. This is a living document and hence revisions of the draft TS will be submitted for subsequent meetings. 
4.4
Tdoc S5-048266 Update and correction of NRM to include SSE’s.
Presented by Telia

Details of discussion for this document are covered in the SWG-D report.

4.5
Input documents not discussed 

None

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

-

6 Any other business

-

7 Participants

For information about the attendees’ telephone numbers and/or email addresses, please refer to the SA5 document for registered participants (normally in S5-0x0x04).
	Attendee name
	Company

	John Mudge
	Vodafone

	Tapinder Pal
	T-Mobile

	Tommy Bergren
	Telia Sonera

	Rui LanLan
	CMCC / BUPT

	Li Yewen 
	CMCC

	Ulf Hubinette 
	Ericsson 

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson

	Ove Wikberg
	Ericsson

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens

	Mohan Rao
	Lucent Technologies

	Li Dan
	Nortel Networks

	Brigitte Faouen
	Nortel Networks

	Christian Toche
	Nortel Networks
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