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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data
The RG session was held during Q1 (2nd half), Tuesday March 31 3004 and Q2+Q3 (1st half), Thursday April 1 2004.

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

-> Output Tdoc#

(if changed)
	Af​fected TS(s)
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5-048118r1
	-
	-
	
	Rappor​teur
	NEW
	YES
	RG APPROVED

	Dis​cus​sion paper
	S5-048228
	32.401
	Rel-6
	Proposed Work Plan for split of TS 32.401 in release 6
	Nortel Networks
	NEW
	YES
	Partly agreed 

	Draft TS
	S5-048229
	32.431
	Rel-6
	Draft rel-6 TS 32.431 v 0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collection IRP: Requirements
	Nortel Networks
	NEW
	YES
	Presented

	Draft TS
	S5-048230
	32.432
	Rel-6
	Draft rel-6 TS 32.432 v 0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collection IRP: Information Service
	Nortel Networks
	NEW
	YES
	Presented

	Draft TS
	S5-048231
	32.433
	Rel-6
	Draft rel-6 TS 32.433 v 0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collection IRP: XML Solution Set
	Nortel Networks
	NEW
	YES
	Presented

	Draft TS
	S5-048232
	32.434
	Rel-6
	Draft rel-6 TS 32.434 v 0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collection IRP: ASN.1 Solution Set
	Nortel Networks
	NEW
	YES
	Presented

	CR
	S5-048233
	32.401
	Rel-6
	Draft rel-6 CR 32.401 v 0.1.0 Removal of annexes from Performance Management Concepts and Requirements
	Nortel Networks
	NEW
	YES
	Agreed in principle

	Dis​cus​sion paper
	S5-048246
	32.401 32.342
	Rel-6
	Consistent File Naming convention issue
	Nortel Networks
	NEW
	YES 
 (in WTP4/
WT07 joint session)
	Agreed in principle


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

· A number of contributions on the split of TS 32.401 to extract the PM File Format parts into sepa​rate specifications were discussed. The split has earlier been agreed in principle. At this meet​ing a concrete proposal to create a new IRP TS Series, Performance Measurement Collec​tion IRP, was discussed. Also, a name change of the existing PM IRP TS series was discussed.  

· A joint session with WT07 was held to discuss a common file naming convention.

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

· Achievements:



CRs on corrections of the PM file format definition annexes and CR to clarify the conditions for set​ting “suspect flag” in TS 32.401 have been approved. Contributions on the split of TS 32.401 in sepa​rate TSs for the different PM File Format Definitions have been agreed in principle. 
· Percentage of completion:
50% (40% previous)
· Problems:


none

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

None

2 Approval of the last meeting report

The WTP4 report from SA5#37 in S5-048118r1 was approved.

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #37bis
	WT / RG responsible
	Target date

	33:11
	Regarding references to XML and ASN.1 standards from PM file format definitions: Check the corresponding structure in the Bulk CM documents and other SWG-C TSs.


	R6
	Nortel Networks
	Still OPEN. Will be addressed when the “split 32.401” (meas​urement file for​mats) contribu​tion is provided.
	WTP4
	SA5#37bis

	37:1
	Suggest an extension mechanism for File Naming (related to FT IRP)
	R6
	Nortel/
CMCC
/All
	CLOSED contri​bution in S5-048246 handled in joint session WTP4/WT07 documented in C/D report S5-048208 
	WTP4
	SA5#37bis

	37bis: 1
	Propose CR for renaming the current PM IRP
	R6
	Lucent
	New
	WTP4
	SA5#38

	37bis: 2
	Check if the proposed File Naming conven​tion can be used also for other areas, such as Charging.
	R6
	Nortel
	New
	WTP4
	SA5#38

	37bis: 3
	Suggest CR for 32.401 related to first approved version of FT IRP.
	R6
	Nortel
	New
	WTP4
	SA5#38


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-048228 Proposed Work Plan for Rel-6 TS 32.401 split (Nortel)

Presented by Christian Toche, Nortel Networks

The intention is to finalise the split before the end of the rel-6 work. The suggestion follows the IRP TS struc​ture. 

Questions: 



Ericsson: What type of IRP would this be, and what would it contain?

Nortel: Probably it would be an interface IRP. Ericsson: Would it describe operations? Nortel: No. We have to clarify 

T-Mobile: Would it be misleading to have measurements outside PM IRP? Nortel: Until rel-6 we did not have management of measurements over Itf-N. Eventually, it could be needed to re-name the PM IRP.

We would need to come back to the IRP type/naming issue.

Ericsson: What kind of IRP is it? Is it a new type? Assuming an XML type of solution set, would it be an NRM IRP? 

Comments: Lucent: suggested we rename the current PM IRP “Performance measurement administration IRP” and name the new suggested “Performance Measurement collection IRP”.

Nortel’s current view is that the proposed IRP should be an NRM IRP. 

Lucent was willing to propose a CR for the next meeting regarding the re-naming of the existing PM IRP.

Conclusion: Agreed in principle regarding the split. A number of outstanding questions need to be ad​dressed in a new contribution (expected for SA5#38)

4.2 Tdoc S5-048229 Draft rel-6 TS 32.431 v0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collec​tion IRP: Requirements (Nortel)

Presented by Li Dan, Nortel Networks

Questions:  -


Comments: 

· Huawei: the requirements listed in section 4 is not very informative. Nortel: This is the first step. 

· Ericsson: Section 4: language needs to be checked.

Conclusion:  Presented. Will be re-addressed with the updated 32.401 split work plan.

4.3 Tdoc S5-048230 Draft rel-6 TS 32.432 v0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collec​tion IRP: Information Service (Nortel)

Presented by Li Dan, Nortel Networks

Questions: 

-
Comments:

· 2nd sentence of section 1 to be removed.

Conclusion: Presented. Will be re-addressed with the updated 32.401 split work plan.

Lucent offered to be the editor of the TS 32.432 from next meeting (SA5#38)

4.4 Tdoc S5-048231 Draft rel-6 TS 32.433 v0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collec​tion IRP: XML Solution Set (Nortel)

Presented by Li Dan, Nortel Networks

Questions: 

-
Comments:

Conclusion: Presented. Will be re-addressed with the updated 32.401 split work plan. The approval of this draft SS will be dependant on the outcome of the general discussion on new types of  solution sets within SA5. 

4.5 Tdoc S5-048232 Draft rel-6 TS 32.434 v0.1.0 Performance Measurement Collec​tion IRP: ASN.1 Solution Set (Nortel)

Presented by 

Questions: 

-
Comments:

Conclusion: Presented. Will be re-addressed with the updated 32.401 split work plan. The approval of this draft SS will be dependant on the outcome of the general discussion on new types of solution sets within SA5.

4.6 Tdoc S5-048233 Rel-6 CR 32.401 removal of annexes from Performance Manage​ment Concepts and Requirements (Nortel)

Presented by Li Dan, Nortel Networks

Questions: Lucent: Will this only mean pure “cut and paste” of text. No change of any requirements ? Nortel confirmed this understanding.

Comments: T-Mobile: there is currently some inconsistency between 32.401 and 32.412 regarding terminol​ogy. The meaning of PM ought to be clarified. 

Lucent: Use reference number instead of full name of referred TS.

Lucent: RAN and CN to be checked on cover page.

T-Mobile: If you only want to implement the measurement collection but not the measurement administra​tion it is important that these areas are kept separate on specification level.

Conclusion: Agree in principle on the CR. It is planned to be part of an updated package of CRs. 

4.7 Tdoc S5-048246 Consistent file naming convention issue

Presented by Li Dan, Nortel Networks in the WT07/WTP4 joint session Q1B Wednesday march 31. 

The related contribution S5-046347 FT IRP update proposal by CMCC was presented in the WT07 (FT IRP) /WTP4 joint session. The joint session was convened by C Toche (Nortel Networks). The relevant section of the S5-046347 for the joint meeting is Annex A. 

Questions: 



· CMCC: In section 5.2.3 what is meant with the question about the unique ID? Cur​rently it is in the PM file format, should it be included in a generic file naming descrip​tion ?

· Lucent: Prefers to have the unique ID (DN) in the generic part.

· Ericsson: The DN is a huge ID and would not be suitable to include in the generic part.

· Nortel: It is not necessary to use the DN.

· Lucent: Prefers to decide at this meeting about the Unique ID. 

· It was concluded that the Unique ID is optional in the current PM spec.

· How would it be ensured that the file is unique? Time stamp or RC ?

· AP on Nortel to check if the proposed File Naming convention could be used also for other areas, such as Charging.

· Ericsson: Common/ Specific fields; what is the meaning? The unique ID got to be spe​cific. 

· Nortel: Do we need the “any ID” as described in the Nortel contribution ?

· Ericsson: 5.2.2: Is there a mistake in the last paragraph? “only one common field for two conventions which is 
Endtime/file_ready_time”.  It was explained that this is not any issue.
· Ericsson: What is the rationale of the “separator”? 
· CMCC: Prefers “separator1” to be removed. 
· Ericsson: The second separator is needed, but this means that managementData_type field needs to have fixed size.
· An updated r1 version S5-046347 of the FT IRP draft was uploaded to the server by CMCC.
·  Nokia: there is a difference between the optionality for the file expiration delta time. It was concluded that it was agreed during the Malaga meeting that the file expiration delta time should be optional (i.e. to put brackets around it)
· CMCC: need more time to discuss “bullet 1” in the CMCC contribution: proposed to remove “alarm history info” and “etc.”.
· Huawei:  prefers “NOTIFLOG” instead of “LOG” as there can be other logs in the system.
Comments:
 - Huawei: Queried about he length of the file name. This should be further discussed at the next meeting.

Conclusion: Agreed in principle. FT IRP is still not approved. When the FT IRP is sent for approval, CRs for all related specifications (e.g. the 32.401) need to be issued at the same time (AP on Nortel to provide CR for 32.401 to SA5#38 ). Discussion to be continued at the next meeting.

4.8 Input documents not discussed 

-
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 docu​ment for registered participants (normally in S5-0x0x04).
	Attendee name
	Company

	Li Dan
	Nortel Networks

	Brigitte Faouen
	Nortel Networks

	Peter Gaigg
	Siemens

	Ulf Hübinette
	Ericsson

	John Mudge
	Vodafone

	Robert Petersen
	Ericsson

	Mohan Rao
	Lucent

	Mikael Rutanen
	Nokia

	Christian Toche
	Nortel Networks

	Luo Yunzhong
	CATT
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