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1  Document list
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-050114
	Draft Rel-7 WID on IRP usage scenarios 
	MCC

	S5-050115
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Co-operative Element Management interface (CO-OP)
	MCC

	S5-050116
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Network Management (NM) Itf-N performance criteria
	MCC

	S5-050117
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Network Management (NM) Itf-N test specification
	MCC

	S5-050118
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Delta synchronization between IRP Manager and IRP Agent
	MCC

	S5-050118r1
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Delta synchronization between IRP Manager and IRP Agent
	SIEMENS (Rapporteur)

	S5-050119
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Performance measurement definitions for (previous 3GPP Releases) CN CS (IP based)
	MCC

	S5-050120
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Define UTRAN performance measurements supporting KPI
	MCC

	S5-050121
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Enhance NRM to accommodate NGN (IMS as basis of the Next Generation Network)
	MCC

	S5-050122
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Subscription Management (SuM)
	MCC

	S5-050123
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Management of TMN Security
	MCC

	S5-050124
	Draft Rel-7 WID to Add TDD specific counters in Performance measurement
	

	S5-050125
	Updated minutes of SA5#41 Lisbon sessions on Rel-7 WIDs
	MCC

	S5-050128r1
	WID-ATM Performance measurement
	ZTE

	S5-050129r1
	Use case for ATM performance measurement
	ZTE

	S5-050130
	IRP Methodology
	Ericsson

	S5-050131
	Partial suspension of Itf-N during maintenance/testing 
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-050132
	Advanced Alarming on Itf-N
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-050133
	Accompanying document to draft Rel-7 work item on Advanced Alarming on Itf-N
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-050134
	Back-Up Management for Itf-N notifications
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-050151
	Rel-7 WID: Management of Legacy Equipment
	Siemens

	S5-050152
	Rel-7 WID: Rules for Vendor Specific Extensions
	Siemens

	S5-052109
	CMCC WID-Direct Access Interface function requirement
	China Mobile

	S5-052110
	CMCC-EM function definition
	China Mobile

	S5-052111
	CMCC WID-Element Manager function definition
	China Mobile

	S5-056218
	Work Item description for (Backward and Forward) compatibility 
	Ericsson

	S5-056242
	Rel-7 WID proposal (Withdrawn)
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058241r1
	CMCC WID-IP bearer network Performance Measurement Definitions
	China Mobile

	S5-058242
	DiscussionPaper
	China Mobile

	S5-058246
	CMCC CN CS Bearer Transport Network (BTN) related NRM (Rel7)
	China Mobile

	S5-058247
	CMCC WID-Module NRM Definition(Rel7)
	China Mobile

	S5-058248
	CMCC WID-UTRAN Channel Management Reqs,  Measurements & NRM definition
	China Mobile


2  Minutes of the Rel-7 planning session 
Make a general statement about target dates here.
Only Tuesday session covered so far.

In red, documents that will be addressed on Friday Q2. 
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-050114
	Draft Rel-7 WID on IRP usage scenarios

Huawei: Please add Huawei in the of supporting companies.
Lucent: We will need to agree on priorities of the work defined in the WID as a first step of the work on this WID. 
Ericsson: List of items on clause 3 mixes big and small tasks.

Lucent: These are only examples. When more work on priorities is done, we can update the WID. 

Motorola: Support the WID and it should be addressed before the end of 2005 as proposed in the WID.
Huawei: Can we give some more examples?

Lucent: The first activity will be to bound the scope of this WID for Rel-7. It also depends on the time we have for Rel-7 work. 

 Convenor: In fact, we need to estimate the time required for the WT instead of asking for Rel-7 closure date. 

Lucent: For next meeting, we should agree on the WID scope and then define an end date. We will bring contribution on the priority items that should be addressed in this WT.

Ericsson: We support Rel-7 work before SA approval when it helps to refine the scope of the work. We do not support making technical agreements before the WID was officially approved. 
Lucent: Is there any additional thing we need to complete to allow sending this WID to SA?

Convenor: The WID seems correct. We will need to create the corresponding Rel-6 OAM-NIM BB. 
Conclusion: The groupp agreed that an updated version taking into account the above comments can be sent to SA#28 from next SA5 meeting. 
	MCC

	S5-050115
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Co-operative Element Management interface (CO-OP)

Convenor: Do we agree on the expected outputs (32.80x, 32.101)?
Ericsson: Do you plan to update the Wid when you have more understanding ot the impacted TSs,

Motorola: We do not plan to update the WID right now. This can be done later when (and if) there will be significant changes on this WID.

ZTE: Please add ZTE in the supporting companies.

ZTE: This WID  has any impact on Security impacts?
Motorola: This would trigger SA3 to start work on this and this is not the intention. SA5 has a WI Security and the CO-OP WI should use the outcome of this SA5 WI. 

Huawei: SA5 will not discuss the P2P interface security aspects. CO-OP may reuse SA5 security work for defining the P2P security. SA3 may be involved.

Nokia: Explicitely indidate that the output document 32.80x  mentionned in clause 10 is a TR. 

Nokia: Is it possible to define more precisely the scope of the TR?

Motorola: It depends on CO-OP progress. This document should describe how CO-OP reuses the 3GPP IRP.

Ericsson: First, we develop a P2P IRP and then we do a user guide (TR).  

Motorola: The TR is a user guide for using existing IRPs in the P2P environment. 

Motorola: The other impact identified so far is on 32.101. More impacts will be probably identified later. 

Huawei: CO-OP is also working on eIRPs. Why limit this WI to P2P interfaces?

Motorola: The current WID is intentionally focused on P2P interfaces. Work on other aspects will require other WID(s).

China Mobile: We need a use case to better understand the justification of this WID (monitor border aspects, etc …).

Huawei: Off-line discussion would be better. SA5 should not discuss CO-OP use cases. 
China Mobile: We would like CO-OP members present an overview of CO-OP objectives at next SA5 meeting. 

Convenor: The possibility do this presentation will be discussed off-line before next meeting. Action iem was given to SA5 Vice Chair C. Toche to clarify this possibility an plan this presentation if possible. 

Ericsson: Title of TR should be changed to avoid misunderstandings. 

Ericsson: The Rapporteur should be identified. 

Conclusion: The group agreed that this WID can be sent to SA#28 for approval assuming the above required clarifications are made at next meeting.
	MCC

	S5-050116
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Network Management (NM) Itf-N performance criteria

Convenor: Nortel should be added in the list of supporting companies. 

Ericsson: The WID should be updated to clearly indicate that we define metrics, nit related values. 
Convenor: Is the expected output a TR or a TS?

China Mobile: A TS because we do not include values. The WID will be updated.
Convenor: Any change on the end date (Dec 2005)?

China Mobile: We will consider this question for next meeting. 
Conclusion: The group agreed that this WID can be sent to SA#28 for approval assuming the above required clarifications are made at next meeting.
	MCC

	S5-050117
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Network Management (NM) Itf-N test specification

Ericsson: This work seems very big. This is not reflected in the WID. The target date does not seem realistic. 
China Mobile: We will consider revising the target date for next meeting. 
Motorola: Similar concerns. A CR on a TS will trigger a CR on test spec. It will add much more work to ensure overall consistency. We might need to find the best way to do this work. 
China Mobile: We realize the work load but test specs are really required by operators. 
Ericsson: This testing should not be done by any group in 3GPP, it is done by operators. Is that correct?
Motorola: It can be used by any testing entity. 

Ericsson: This is not about certification. The WID should reflect this point. 
ZTE: The test spec is not the same as the specification and is needed. All groups define test specs. 
Siemens: Which standard bodies are you referring to: OAM or other?

ZTE: For example: ATM forum, ITU-T.

Siemens: Also TMF. We could stick to methodogy defined by ITU-T or TMF. Also, MTNM has template for conformance statement. 

China Mobile: For sure, we will look at the existing documents and practices in other groups. 

ZTE: An additional document “Test Requirements” should be added. 

China Mobile: 3GPP must have its own test specifications. We will consider ZTE’s suggestion.  

Siemens: We share the concern about big amount of work. Maybe do it only for future work or select one most urgent IRP to handle first. 

China Mobile: We will produce a template for NRM IRP and for Interface IRP, then pick one NRM IRP and one Interface IRP to produce the test spec according to this template. 

Lucent: Is a test spec strictly related to one IRP or does it apply to more than one IRPs with operational flows?  
China Mobile: The intention is “one to one” approach. 

Ericsson: We agree with “one to one” approach. 

Conclusion: Pending further clarifications on the open issues, this WID may or may not be ready to be sent to SA#28 for approval. 
	MCC

	S5-050118
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Delta synchronization between IRP Manager and IRP Agent

See S5-050118r1
	MCC

	S5-050118r1
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Delta synchronization between IRP Manager and IRP Agent
Convenor: do we need a TR or can we do directly the changes in the concerned TSs?

Siemens: We would like to keep this point open for now. 
Ericsson: Is is just for FM?

Motorola: It covers also CM.

Ericsson: For CM part, it only covers Basic CM. 
Siemens: We also want to include Bulk CM.

Ericsson: This is about synchronization of data. What is the issue with interface IRPs?

Huawei: We understand we may have to define a more powerful filter mechanism for Basic CM, Bulk CM and Alarm IRP. 

ZTE: Fourth bullet in clause 3 Justification should mention IRP Agent, not IRP Manager. 

Ericsson: Define data we want to synchronize (fault data, config data, perf data, log data, test data) then define the mechanisms to synchronize. When we have a clear definition of tha data we want to synchronize, we need to look at existing IRPs to define enhancements to support this synchronization function. Does this WID allow to discuss which data are to be synchronized or is it already defined in the WID?
Huawei: PM IRP cannot benefit from this work task.  Only alarm and configuration should be studied. 
Motorola: FM and CM clearly seem to be the areas we should study. 
Ericsson: We must have a clear understanding of the type of data we want to sync. Do we include log data? Is it only active alarms? 

Siemens: This WID allows to discuss which data are to be synchronized.

Motorola: In that case, it should be more clear in the WID. Can we add a statement in the WID objective? 

Siemens: Emphasis on CM and FM. We do not exclude looking at other things. 
Huawei: We have not agreed to include PM data and non-alarm notification synchronization yet. We may discuss them later.
Siemens: We will update the WID to clearly identify the steps: 1 - Identify the data, 2 - requirements, 3 - methods for CM and FM, 4 -methods for other data.
Conclusion: The group agreed that this WID can be sent to SA#28 for approval assuming the above clarifications are introduced in the WID for next meeting.
	SIEMENS (Rapporteur)

	S5-050119
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Performance measurement definitions for (previous 3GPP Releases) CN CS (IP based)

Ericsson: Is it still targetted to change previous 3GPP release specifications?

Motorola: There is an “error” in Rel-4 since standardized CS measurements are missing. We need to study how to make measurements defined in R6 or R7 applicable to network equipments of previous releases. 
Huawei:  Are we going to define measurements for previous releases?
Motorola: We need to study how to fix this issue. 
Lucent: Do we need to update our R99 equipments? 

Ericsson: What is the purpose of having different releases in that case?

Lucent: Can we say those measurements are defined in Rel-7 and then are implemented by vendors when they can.

Motorola: SA5 specifications cover UTRAN and GERAN networks. Can we study how to do the same for measurements? 

…….

Conclusion: WI was agreed in Lisbon with regard to CN CS Rel-7 measurements so the title should be updated accordingly. Still outstanding whether this WID should also address how to define new Rel-7 measurements that may apply to previously released equipments e.g. allow to possibly define different triggers for different 3GPP releases for the same measurement. 
	MCC

	S5-050120
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Define UTRAN performance measurements supporting KPI

Convenor: There is an action item for the rapporteur to provide more details on the UTRAN counters missing in 32.403.

China Mobile: Maybe, the Rel-7 work for UTRAN measurements is mainly error corrections or enhancements of existing counters. If we do not have a WI, where can we address those contributions?

Convenor: The Rel-4/5/6 corrections and Rel-7 minor enhancements are normally addressed in CRD and this would be the good place to handle those contributions. 

Conclusion: China Mobile to consider the best way to manage the UTRAN measurement activity in Rel-7 for next meeting.
	MCC

	S5-050121
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Enhance NRM to accommodate NGN (IMS as basis of the Next Generation Network)

Ericsson: Add Ericsson to the list of supporting companies.
Convenor: It seems MCC prepared this WID based on BT discussion paper presented in Lisbon. 

Motorola: Why do we need to work with TMF on that NRM? What means “MSF”?

China Mobile: We need to identify a rapporteur in SA5 regular participants before sending this WID for approval to SA.

Conclusion: The group agreed that this WID can be sent to SA#28 for approval assuming the above clarifications are introduced in the WID for next meeting. 
	MCC

	S5-050122
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Subscription Management (SuM)

T-Mobile: SuM is a feature, not a BB under OAM. We need to work on service management aspects wigh are different from OAM aspects. Rel-7 work was already initiated on SOAP/XML that only covers the OAM part of SuM.  
Motorola: Is there any agreement to produce a new Interface IRP as mentionned in the WID? The need for a new IRP has not been identified.
T-Mobile: We need to make a bridge between the requirements and the solution sets already proposed.

Motorola: Introduction of a new solution set should imply changes on 32.101 and related specifications. 

Motorola: We support reuse of basic CM / kernel CM IRPs instead of introducing a new I/F IRP. We suggest to remove a new I/F IRP from the WID for the moment and update the WID later after more study. 

Motorola: We need a new TS 32.617 Bulk CM IRP SOAP SS. 

Ericsson: No agreement on the use of Bulk CM. 

Siemens: Most of the work seems to be the introduction of a new SS. SOAP SS issues should be handled at a more global level in SA5 including SWGA, SWGC and SWGD. 
T-Mobile: It was in fact handled in  AR-PR which is now a common A/C/D topic.
Convenor: We might need to create a Rel-7 WID for AR-PR issues like introduction of new SS. Action Istvan to check with Michael.
China Mobile: We must separate NRM and Interface IRP aspects. SOAP is a candidate for SS, but this is not finally agreed. 
T-Mobile: There has been a general agreement in AR-PR that there will be an early Rel-7 implementation of SOAP/XML SS for SuM. 

Nokia: It was cleraly stated by the SA5 Chair in Lisbon that SuM will not be a feature in Rel-7 but a BB. Action Istvan to check with Michael.
Conclusion: SWG-A will further discuss this draft WID this week and check the list of supporting companies. T-Mobile to prepare a full WID for SuM for next meeting. 
	MCC

	S5-050123
	Draft Rel-7 WID on Management of TMN Security

Ericsson: Why use TMN and not Itf-N?
Huawei: MCC introduced TMN to avoid confusion with SA3 work. We may change TMN to Itf-N.
Motorola: This WI should also address the possible addition of P2P interfaces in Rel-7. 

Huawei: The repudiation aspect is not addressed in this WID. It will be added for next meeting and the target date will be adapted.

Motorola: We do not think it is an Interface IRP like other Interface IRPs. 

Ericsson: Might be a data definition IRP.

Conclusion: The group agreed on the WID title “IRP Security Management” and agreed that this WID can be sent to SA#28 for approval assuming the above clarifications are introduced in the WID for next meeting.
	MCC

	S5-050124
	Draft Rel-7 WID to Add TDD specific counters in Performance measurement

Convenor: We need a new Rapporteur name. 
CATT: Ding Guodong or other CATT delaget will replace Luo Yunzhong and drive the WI. 

Motorola: Date is missing. The WID should be updated to indicate December 2005. 

Conclusion: The group agreed that this WID can be sent to SA#28 for approval assuming the above clarifications are introduced in the WID for next meeting.
	

	S5-050125
	Updated minutes of SA5#41 Lisbon sessions on Rel-7 WIDs

Ericsson: We agreed to work with China Mobile on Direct NE interface Wid but it does not mean we are supporting company so far.

Nortel: Same comment. A revision of the Lisbon re port might be required to remove all occurences of the statement ”(and become supporting organizations of the WID)”.
	MCC

	S5-050128r1
	WID-ATM Performance measurement

Lucent: WID restricted to UTRAN. Is it necessary? 
ZTE: Output may be reused for other domain. 
Lucent: Remove UTRAN from title and indicate that the focus in this release is rel-7 is UTRAN but not necesarrily restricted to UTRAN.

Motorola: Is there any conflict between ATM forum and ITU-T regarding ATM measurements.

ZTE: We think there is no conflict but further study will be done in the context of this WI. 

Huawei: Can ZTE point ou clearly which recommendations of ITU-T and ATM forum will be used? 

ZTE: This is described in S5-050129r1.  

Ericsson: We support ZTE or any company contributing to ATM forum or ITU-T but not on behalf of 3GPP.The WID should clarify this point. 

Motorola: Why 3GPP would not liaise with ATM forum and ITU-T on those issues if needed? 
Ericsson: This is not our mandate. It is better to do it via individual members. We should not use SA5 time for evaluating other Standards.

China Mobile: 3G products implement ATM protocol which has impact on network performance. Operator needs to monitor this. 

Convenor: Off-line discussions encouraged on the ATM Forum/ITU-T cooperation model issue. 

Conclusion: The group agreed that this WID can be sent to SA#28 for approval assuming the above clarifications are introduced in the WID for next meeting. MCC to check arrangements with referencing ATM Forum documents.
	ZTE

	S5-050129r1
	Use case for ATM performance measurement

Noted
	ZTE

	S5-050130
	IRP Methodology

Motorola: Motorola already contributed to IDL style guide for CORBA solution sets. 
Ericsson: Agree to update the WID. We will mention that we miss complete templates for SS. 

Motorola: Are you proposing both templates and style guides?

Ericsson: Yes.

China Mobile: Why one TS per template (one for CORBA, one for CMIP, etc)?
Ericsson: We think it is easier to have a TS for each technology. 

Ericsson: Is there any discussion to see how to group all templates (test, measurement, etc)?

Ericsson: Not so far, but it would be very fruitful. 

Huawei: Does this work apply to NRM and I/F IRPs?
Ericsson: Yes, the WID addresses NRM IRPs, I/F IRPs and data definition IRPs. 
Motorola: A discussion paper to provide more detailed information on the objectives would be appreciated. This would notable help to assess the impacts on existing specs. 
Ericsson: According to Ericsson, we probably should not do the changes retroactively and focus on Rel-7. It was not included in the WID because this depends on other companies’ opinion.  
Huawei: Will CORBA SS template apply to any kind of IRP?
Ericsson: Yes, we will clarify the WID for next meeting. 

Conclusion: Update expected for next meeting. Need to identify supporting companies before or at next meeting. 
	Ericsson

	S5-050131
	Partial suspension of Itf-N during maintenance/testing
MCC: The TR should be listed in new specifications
Ericsson: Who controls this suspension (agent, manager), why restrict it to maintenance/testing?
Siemens: Under control of the IRP manager. We agree that this suspension function can be used in other circumstances and we will remove “maintenance/testing” from the WID title and update WID accordingly. 

Lucent: What is partial?
Siemens: First it is restricted scope to some instances. Also, for those instances it may apply to some notifications only. 

Lucent: If some instance are suspended, will they be excluded from the resync procedure proposed in another WID?

Siemens: This needs more study. 

China Mobile: When doing rehoming, we receive a lot of useless alarms so we think this WI should be useful in that context. 

Siemens: We agree this WI applies to this situation. 

China Mobile: So add China Mobile to supporting companies. 

Motorola: What is the granularity: NE or lower level?
Siemens: It depends on the use case. Nothing specific in mind. 

Nokia: Is the target to have the IRP manager define which notifications should be filtered or is predefined in a “static” way?

Siemens: This is for discussion within the group. The WID will not specify this aspect. 

Nokia: Do you plan to evaluate the consequences for the network manager that utilisizes the information on that particular object?

Siemens: Yes, it has to be addressed. 

Huawei: Unwanted notifications cause trouble not only on Itf-N and IRP managers but also at EMS level. Why not control this issue at EMS level on NE/EMS interface?

China Mobile: This should be included in the EM function definition. 

Ericsson: In context A, it is purely agent’s responsibility how to deal with EM/NE interface. In context B, Huawei’s comment is not relevant. 

Ericsson: In case this suspension is triggered by local maintenance terminal or by the IRP manager, we should have a common behaviour on Itf-N for recording of events and regarding the suspended Itf-N behaviour. 
Ericsson: Filtering across the Itf-N interface is a way for the manager to express what he wants. There is maybe a link with filtering in other WIs e.g. Advanced Alarming on Itf-N. 
Motorola: We have existing filtering capabilities. Why has it been excluded from the WID because too complex? We support Huawei that some functionalities might be managed at EMS level. You suppose you will impact existing IRPs. When the TR is ready, maybe we  consider a new IRP. Multi-manager issues are very important and should be part of the objectives, not part of the justification. 
Siemens: Agree for multimanager issues. 
Huawei: We need to define operations and notifications. Replace “methods” with “mechanisms”  in objective 2.
Motorola: LMT environment is very much vendor specific. Howed can you harmonize behaviour with Itf-N suspension?

Ericsson: Not standardize LMT interface. Only consequences on Itf-N should be the same whatever the suspension is trigerred at LMT, EMS or NM level.

Conclusion: Pending further clarifications on the open issues (only on the WID justifications, not on the technical solution), this WID may be ready to be sent to SA#28 for approval. Off-line discussions are encouraged to make sure there is no existing solution already applicable. 
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-050132
	Advanced Alarming on Itf-N

Lucent: Those rules seem to be pure network manager/GUI capability, not Itf-N.

Siemens: To be debated. The advantage we see is to do it at IRP agent.  

Lucent: So you want to do alarm correlation at IRP agent level?

Siemens: Yes, correlation as a general term, broadly speaking, in order to reduce the number of alarms sent over Itf-N.  

Lucent: As long as we do not define an EM specific capability, we agree with this WI. 

Motorola: We are supporting company.

Huawei: We are supporting company.

Conclusion: The group agreed that this WID should be sent to SA#28 for approval. SA5 approval will be needed at SA5#42. 
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-050133
	Accompanying document to draft Rel-7 work item on Advanced Alarming on Itf-N
See S5-050132 
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-050134
	Back-Up Management for Itf-N notification
Ericsson: How is it detected that an IRP manager disappeared?

Motorola: It was addressed in Communication Surveillance discussions and it was considered impossible. We have some concerns with this WID.

Siemens: We think that Agent can find out if IRP manager disappear using timetick.
Ericsson: Do not agree.

Motorola: CORBA only solution. 

Siemens: If time tick is not useful, why did we define it?
Motorola: It is useful but it does not prove IRP manager disappeared. 

Siemens: Time tick is specified in IS, not in SS. 

Huawei: How NMS transfer his job to another NMS is not Itf-N business. 

China Mobile: Notification is one way. If one IRP manager fails, notifications are lost. 

Motorola: What about Notification Log? 

China Mobile: If we have Notification Log, why do we need this WI?

Conclusion: Need more discussion.
	Siemens

	S5-050151
	Rel-7 WID: Management of Legacy Equipment (late)
Presented by Jörg. 

China Mobile: Given we agree this WI will produce CRs on NRMs, not a TR, we support this WI.

Motorola: This WI will lead to update existing NRM IRPs or create new NRM IRPs; 

Lucent: We support future work on this WI but we need some time before stating we want to be added in the list of supporting companies.
Conclusion: Noted
	Siemens (late)

	S5-050152
	Rel-7 WID: Rules for Vendor Specific Extensions

Lucent: We support future work on this WI but we need some time before stating we want to be added in the list of supporting companies.

Lucent: We would like to extend this WI to include any vendor-specific aspects in all FCAPS areas.
Motorola: Maybe, but in a second step.  
China Mobile: If the WI is extended to all FCAPS areas, we hope that the work done in Rel-6 WT06 will not be reconsidered. 

Convenor: Any spec can be changed whether there is a WI or not. 

Conclusion: Noted
	Siemens (late)

	S5-052109
	CMCC WID-Direct Access Interface function requirement

Convenor: Why context A and context B do not apply?

China Mobile: All functions available in context A may not be suitable in context B. We should distinguish them (Interface IRP Req/IS).

Motorola: Which one is not applicable? 

China Mobile: We need context B but we do not want more load on NE e.g. history alarm synchronization. 

Motorola: This relates to Notification Log. Why not have this at NE level?

Ericsson: Does it means that history alarm sync is optional depending on context A or B?
China Mobile: Need more study but we could consider a functional subset depending on context A or B?

Convenor: Is it a Standard or implementation issue?

China Mobile: With a functional subset maybe we can use a light protocol.

Convenor: The WID should be more explicit on the above issues. 

Huawei: Expected output in the WID seems not correct. Possible impacts on existing specifications should also be clarified. 
Conclusion: Need more discussion. 
	China Mobile

	S5-052110
	CMCC-EM function definition
Ericsson: Figure 2, both boxes N-OS, E-OS are part of the EM?

China Mobile: Yes.  
Ericsson: Do you want to standardize which functions are N-OS and E-OS?

China Mobile: OS and OSF are different. OS is physical, OSF is a function. We want to standardize the functions (N-OSF and E-OSF). 

Motorola: You want to standardize the functions on the right-hand side of the figure but not the mapping with N-OS, E-OS?

China Mobile: Yes

Ericsson: If you classify functions between N-OSF and E-OSF, you standardize the internal functions of EM. 

Motorola: All functions have been already defined (32.101, 32.111-1, 32.401, 32.600)? What do you add?
China Mobile: We need a fine granularity definition. We need more details.  This will be specified in a TR. 
Ericsson: Any changes on existing specs? The TR information will not be put in existing TSs?

China Mobile: No intention so far

Motorola: In figure 2, do you want to define the mapping function / physical?
China Mobile: No but we may give examples.

Conclusion: Discussed. See conclusion on S5-052111. 
	China Mobile

	S5-052111
	CMCC WID-Element Manager function definition

Motorola: What is proposed here seems to be not aligned with the statements related to the discussion paper.

Ericsson: Agree the WID should reflect the objective according the discussion we had at SA5#41bis. 
Conclusion: Update expected for next meeting.
	China Mobile

	S5-056218
	Work Item description for (Backward and Forward) compatibility
China Mobile: Why Motorola does not support in Rel-7 and supported in Rel-6?

Motorola: We support the intent but do not support the work that was produced by this group. We maintain our objection. The WI title should be clarified. New capabilities were blocked because they were judged as not backward compatible. An example was the reuse of Bulk CM for Inventory Management.

Ericsson: This is the only example. The new feature “use of Bulk CM for Inventory data” is standardized for Rel-6 and was not blocked. The way to do it had to be backward compatible. Why do you insist to support a new feature in a non-compatible way?

Motorola: No need to go in this debate.

Siemens: Agree with Motorola that it happened some times but I do not see the linkage between this WI and the possibility to block something because it is not BC. 

ZTE: Objective is to write some rules. Is there any overlap with IRP methodology WID?  

Ericsson: The IRP methodology WID addresses lack of methodology for some specifications. We need to enhance our methodology and other Standard bodies are interested by our work. 
Conclusion: SA5 plenary at SA5#42 will decide whether this WID should be sent or not to SA#28 for approval. 
	Ericsson

	S5-058241r1
	CMCC WID-IP bearer network Performance Measurement Definitions

Convenor: This WID is similar to the ATM measurements so we will also need to understand the way we want to work with IETF.  

China Mobile: Do you have the same position as for the ATM measurement WID that we should not contribute as 3GPP but as individual companies?
Ericsson: We still have the same opinion. It should be individual companies. We do not understand why SA5 should evaluate other standard bodies specifications.

Motorola: We are using as much as possible other standard bodies specifications. 3GPP has already strong working relationship with IETF and ITU-T so we should be able to liaise and influence those bodies. 

Ericsson: Study IETF specs is a big work that should be done outside of SA5.

China Mobile: We will define which measurements are required. If required measurement are not defined, we will contribute to those standard bodies. 

Ericsson: File format specification might need to be adapted to be able to carry this kind of measurements. In that case, other PM specs than 32.403 might be impacted. 
Conclusion: Assuming the IETF specs study work is not done during SA5 meeting, this WID is agreed in principle. The agreement is to widen the scope of PM measurements to reference IP technology. 
	

	S5-058242
	IP network Performance Measurement Discussion Paper

Noted
	China Mobile

	S5-058246
	CMCC CN CS Bearer Transport Network (BTN) related NRM (Rel7)

Ericsson: Do you intend to standardize the whole transport network for CS bearer?

China Mobile: No, foe example voice traffic route.

Ericsson: The  WID objectives should explain that. 
Ericsson: We do not want to redefine other standards, just define the linkage. Is it the objective here? 

China Mobile: Similar objective as for STN. 

Motorola: If other standards do not fit our needs, we have to redefine. 

Ericsson: This is the agreement we have in SA5.

Ericsson: We need to check whether we support this WI based on the clarifications made at this meeting. 
Conclusion: Agreed in principle. 
	China Mobile

	S5-058247
	CMCC WID-Module NRM Definition(Rel7)

Briefly discussed.
Conclusion: WID should provide more details. 
	China Mobile

	S5-058248
	CMCC WID-UTRAN Channel Management Reqs,  Measurements & NRM definition

Lucent: Air interface channels or ATM channels?
China Mobile: Air interface. 

Lucent: Why not use Bulk CM? 
Huawei: There are many channels. Is kernel CM IRP applicable for this NRM? It might be complex to model all. 

China Mobile: We do not want to model channels as individual MOC/MOI.

Lucent: What does mean management of air interface channels? OSS should not be involved in the management of channels. 
Alcatel: Management does include monitoring
Motorola: We need to distinguish between reading channel information and writing/creating. 

Motorola: The name of WID should be changed

Huawei: What kind of channels will be managed: traffic system related channels?
Conclusion: Need more discussion
	China Mobile


3 Participant List

To be further completed.
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