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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The RG session was held on 3Q 1st day.

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

	Report
	S5-046318r1
	-
	-
	Report of SA5#37Bis RG session
	Convenor: WT09 
	New
	???
	RG Approved

	Paper
	046442
	-
	6
	Rel-6 Backward Compatibility
	Lucent
	New
	Yes
	Discussed

	Paper
	046443
	-
	6
	Rel-6 backward compatibility – Notification handling
	Lucent
	New
	No
	

	Paper
	S5-048323
	-
	6
	Enhancement of CMIP SS for support of both FDD and TDD modes
	datangmobile
	New
	Yes
	Discussed


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

· Further understanding of the scope of Requirements and solutions for BC.
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT/RG in the current release 

· Achievements: Further understanding of the scope of Requirements and solutions for BC.
· Percentage of completion: 50 %

· Problems: Lack of time.



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):

None

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

None.

3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: 

None.

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

None.

2 Approval of the last meeting report

Approved.

3 Action items

No action item.

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #37Bis
	WT / RG respon-sible
	Target date

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 S5-046442 Rel-6 Backward Compatibility, Lucent

Lucent paper presents the requirements for BC.  One problem identified is that today, there is no clear way for a reader of a version N+1 Requirement to know what is changed from that of version N.  The paper also suggests multiple ways to specify a new version that is BC to an “older version”.

Rapporteur noted that S5-046134 “BC Requirements” has captured the current issues/agreement of BC requirements and suggests that it would be useful, if Lucent could make suggested change/enhancement/modification to S5-046134 for the discussion of BC Requirements.

One idea discussed in Lucent paper is the use of a Template for writing Requirement specifications.  Requirement specifications written based on Template can facilitate clear separation of new requirements compared to requirements of older version.  Group agreed that such Template is useful.  Group suggests that such Template should be developed by the BC group.

One point discussed in Lucent paper is “… recommended that a manager and agent instance communicate using a set of IRPs which comply to a single release version., and that no attempt to communicate using a "pick and mix" of IRPS at different releases is suggested or attempted.”.  

Ericsson comments: Today, when Aaa IRP authors decide that a PM compliant system (for example) needs PM IRP IS, Yyy IRP IS, Xxx IRP IS and Zzz IRP IS, these authors have not discussed and specified explicitly the releases of these Yyy IRP, Xxx IRP, Zzz IRP.  Current 3GPP discussion is that there is no standard operation for IRPManager to find out the (Interface) IRP releases in run-time.  So, the Lucent quotation is proposing that 3GPP specification should/must state the set of Yyy IRP, Xxx IRP and Zzz IRP releases (in supporting the PM IRP in our example) must come from the same release (to claim compliance).  Ericsson continues to say that the issue “if a system needs multiple IRP(s), should those IRP(s) must come from the same releases?” is not related to BC but nevertheless should be addressed.  

Moto and Ericsson prefer the above is outside of the scope of BC group.  Lucent prefers that 3GPP have identified a group to deal with the issue before agreeing that the issue is not within the scope of BC group. 

Action: Lucent will take his contribution and take out points he wanted and insert/change against the S5-046134 so readers know the exact proposed changes to some current understanding of BC Requirements.

4.2 S5-LS S5-048323 Enhancement of CMIP SS for support of both FDD and TDD modes
The LS outlines a currently discussed CR of WT16.  

Rapporteur noted that the WT currently is discussing, among many topics, the “BC rules” for both CORBA and CMIP and that the LS can be used as an input to the “BC rules” discussion.  Rapporteur noted that it is impossible to say, from the BC WT perspective, if the LS approach to BC is “correct” or not since there is no agreement yet on the “BC rules” itself.  

4.3 S5-046443 Rel-6 backwardard compatibility – Notification handling, Lucent

There is no sufficient time for discussion. 

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

None

6 Any other business

None

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).
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	Motorola

	Li Dan
	Nortel Networks

	Fang Peng
	CMCC














































































































































































































- 1 -
- 4 -

[image: image1.png][image: image2.png]