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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

The RG requests SWG-D to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval: 

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Relation to other CR

	CR
	S5-058524
	32.643
	R6
	AddLinkObjectsToCnNrmIRPCMIPSS
	

	CR
	S5-058537
	32.300
	R6
	CR R6 32300 620 Clarify DN string encoding applicability to all IRP technologies other than CMIP
	


1.2 Documents for Information to SA

-

1.3 Documents to be withdrawn

-

1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

The RG requests SWG-D to approve the following CRs, but put them on hold until the whole package for the changes are approved: 

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Relation to other CR

	CR
	S5-058395
	32.653
	R5
	Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058396
	32.655
	R5
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058398
	32.653
	R6
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058399
	32.655
	R6
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058400
	32.632
	R5
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058401
	32.633
	R5
	Alignment with 32.632: Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058402
	32.635
	R5
	Alignment with 32.632: Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058403
	32.632
	R6
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling of CN nodes handled by other EMs
	

	CR
	S5-058404
	32.633
	R6
	Alignment with 32.632: Correct modelling between BSS and CN
	

	CR
	S5-058411
	32.645
	R6
	Correcting relationships for External IOCs
	

	CR
	S5-058413
	32.655
	R6
	Correcting relationships for External IOCs
	


2 Progress status

Percentage of completion: Not applicable.

Summary of progress: 13 CRs agreed, but 11 need to be put on hold until the whole packages are ready (3 different packages).
Outstanding issues: -

3 Minutes

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-058380
	Introductory contribution: Addition of new counter type “Probability Density Function” to 32.401 rel-7

A limitation of range counter shall be considered.

Whether or not the steps for the range counters are configurable during operation or not shall be considered.

Nokia: Must the values be sampled periodically (if setup delay should be measured, how should it be done with periodical sampling)? That is another use case. It might be another type of counter. As all other counter types are on high level, it would seem strange to have two new that are just slightly different.

One way of reducing the data to be transferred could be to not transfer counters that have not been stepped.

Some tagging for ASN.1 will not be needed, which will decrease the file size. The gain will not be so big with XML.

The new counter type will make it possible to measure things that are not possible with the existing counter types.

The result report does not need to be a file.

The intention is to have one file per PDF counter.

The intention is not to convert already existing counters to PDF counters.

It is not intended that real values shall be used.

Motorola would like that a real case is presented.

Conclusion: To be updated to next meeting.
	Ericsson

	S5-058381
	CR 32.401 Rel-7 Introduction of new counter type “Probability Density Function”

Motorola would like a real case to be presented, as they do not see the benefits with this proposal yet.

Conclusion: Not agreed yet.
	Ericsson

	S5-058394
	Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Motorola prefers the old way of modelling for GsmRelation. It was agreed to use the old method.

The case that an EM is managing BSS and one MscServer and another MscServer is managed by another EM (for the IuFlex case) is not covered in the proposed solution.

Discuss role names off line.

Conclusion: To be updated to next meeting.
	Ericsson

	S5-058395
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058396
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058397
	Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Motorola prefers the old way of modelling for GsmRelation. It was agreed to use the old method.

The case that an EM is managing BSS and one MscServer and another MscServer is managed by another EM (for the IuFlex case) is not covered in the proposed solution.

Discuss role names off line.

To be updated to the latest version of the spec.

Conclusion: To be updated to next meeting.
	Ericsson

	S5-058398
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058399
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058400
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058401
	Alignment with 32.632: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058402
	Alignment with 32.632: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058403
	Alignment with 32.652: Correct modelling of CN nodes handled by other EMs

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058404
	Alignment with 32.632: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the whole package is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058405
	Alignment with 32.632: Correct modelling between BSS and CN

Not based on the latest version of the spec.

Conclusion: To be updated to the latest version of the spec. Technical content is agreed.
	Ericsson

	S5-058406
	CR collection document for correct modelling between BSS and CN

Conclusion: To be updated with new Tdocs.
	Ericsson

	S5-058410
	CR Rel-6 32.642 Correcting relationships for External IOCs

Motorola prefers the old way of modelling for UtranRelation. It was agreed to use the old method.

Motorola prefers the same way of modelling between the containment and relation in between ExternalRncFunction and ExternalUtranCell as the existing UtranRelation. It was agreed to use the old method. Or explain the condition in a note.

Conclusion: To be updated to next meeting.
	Ericsson

	S5-058411
	CR Rel-6 32.645 Correcting relationships for External IOCs

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the IS is agreed.

Check whether the CORBA SS is impacted. CMIP SS is impacted.
	Ericsson

	S5-058412
	CR Rel-6 32.652 Correcting relationships for External IOCs

To be updated to the latest version of the specification.

Siemens and Motorola want a backward compatible alternative to be done.

Motorola do not want the xor solutions.

Conclusion: To be updated to next meeting.
	Ericsson

	S5-058413
	CR Rel-6 32.655 Correcting relationships for External IOCs

Conclusion: Agreed. On hold until the IS is agreed.

Check whether the CORBA SS is impacted. CMIP SS is impacted.
	Ericsson


New documents:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-058643
	LS Comments & questions regarding 3GPP SA5 NRM IRP definitions
Item 1: Motorola and Siemens support the 3GPP2 proposal. Nobody else expressed an opinion.

Item 2: The issue is already solved in the way that 3GPP2 proposes.

Item 3: Motorola thinks it should be investigated. The issue ought to be clarified.

Item 4: Motorola would like to check their position. Ericsson thinks that the clarification should be done in ITU-T. SA5 should not make restrictions and preferably not additions to specs from other groups.

Motorola informed the group that the Spare is used as National Spare in some places.
	3GPP2

	S5-050250
	LS Question regarding 3GPP SA5 Specifications

Conclusion: To be answered.

Comments on the answer proposed by Nortel that is discussed on the SA5 reflector: 

Mohan: Question 2: Can spec version be multi-valued? Yes. But it is a part of the solution that will be discussed when a contribution is received. AI Lucent
Question 3 the answer will be that 3GPP proposal is accepted. CR to be done. AI Nortel
Question 4 the answer will be that 3GPP proposal is accepted. CR to be done. AI Motorola
Jörg: Question 5 If a cause is vendor specific for a std measurement, is measurement standardised or vendor specific? AI on Nortel to penetrate the question and another to do the CR.
	3GPP2

	S5-058520
	Correct Validity of PM counters

Not based on the latest version of the spec.

Motorola is working with a contribution that addresses the same text.

Conclusion: Merge with the Motorola contribution.
	CATT

	S5-058521
	Declare supported RAT Type

Deferred to Trace session.
	CATT

	S5-058524
	SiemensCR32.634-610 AddLinkObjectsToCnNrmIRPCMIPSS

Conclusion: Agreed.
	Siemens

	S5-058525
	Clarification of IMSI Trace in UTRAN MBA

Not treated due top lack of time.
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058526
	Enhance Rel-6 TS 32.432 PM XML Schema

Not treated due top lack of time
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058527
	Enhance Rel-6 TS 32.435 PM XML Schema

Not treated due top lack of time
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058528
	Enhance Rel-6 TS 32.436 PM ASN.1 File

Not treated due top lack of time
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058529
	Lu CR State management CORBA Solution set corrections

All style guide changes have been made. Spelling mistake in Reason for change.

The sub-annex A1 is completely new, which is not reflected with change bars.

Conclusion: To be updated.
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058532
	Rel-6 GenericNrm vsData definition correction

Not treated due top lack of time
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058533
	Rel-5 GenericNrm vsData definition correction

Not treated due top lack of time
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058534
	Rel-6 GenericNrm vsData example correction

Not treated due top lack of time
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058535
	Rel-5 GenericNrm vsData example correction

Not treated due top lack of time
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058536
	CR R6 32675 600 Alignment with TS 32.672 of XML definition for alarmStatus attribute

Olaf: Min and max shall be clarified if we stick to the old solution.

Olaf: Is really the new lists a good way of representing the data. The old solution should remain.

Siemens objects to approval

Conclusion: Not agreed.


	Nortel

	S5-058537
	CR R6 32300 620 Clarify DN string encoding applicability to all IRP technologies other than CMIP

Conclusion: Agreed.
	Nortel

	S5-058538r1
	CR R5 32403 5b0 Correct incoherent SHO prefixed FDD/TDD radio link management measurements

Yizhi: The purpose for the existing 4.9 is the radio link measurements. That should be kept. It is enough to change the family name. If measurements should be added for soft handover, requirements for that shall be agreed. ZTE agrees.

Conclusion: Off  line discussion between Motorola and Nortel. Result to be published on the SA5 reflector by end of July.
	Nortel

	S5-058539
	CR R6 32403 680 Correct incoherent SHO prefixed FDD/TDD radio link management measurements

Conclusion: Wthdrawn.
	Nortel

	S5-058633
	CMCC Clarify the inventory data requirement

Mohan: The "field responsible" should be kept and it should be defined. If not done Lucent will object to agreeing the contribution. Geoff: Field replaceable is defined by ETSI: http://webapp.etsi.org/teddi. The port may not always be possible to model as inventory unit with this definition. Mohan: That is not inventory. It is CM. Lucent to work off line with China Mobile.

Olaf: What is the use of this? What is the benefit? The information is used for knowing what equipment is used for inventory purposes. Olaf: Can it be documented that the purpose is inventory and no CM data should be added? No. 

Conclusion: Not agreed yet. Breakout session after 18.00 – 19.00.

Result of break out session: Report available in Annex A. 

A definition of Feild Replacible Unit was agreed.

First sentence of the first requirement in the specification was agreed.

Mohan: 

· All examples can be put in one place.

· Annex B can be merged in Annex A.

· Rack, shelf, etc are inventory units as long as they are FRUs.

· What is meant with hierarchical and flat? They need to be defined.

Trevor: It can be a structured model as well.

Thomas:

· There are some spelling errors and editorials.

· "Hierarchy or structure" to be changed to "hierarchy or flat".

· Capitalisation of HW unit

· CR cover page shall not contain change bars.

· "Consequences if not approved" is not consistent with "Reason for change".

Olaf

The text in Annex B about position needs to be clarified.

Conclusion: To be updated to next meeting.
	China Mobile

	S5-058634
	CMCC Correct Support Qualifier and keep the IS consistency with requirement

Trevor:

· 6.3.1.2: The note should be in the attribute constraint clause.

· Table 2 Attribute unitPosition: The structure should indicate that the rack, shelf etc are examples.

· 6.3.1.1: Definition needs to be clarified. Proposal will be send to China Mobile off line.

Mohan

· This CR must go together with the CR on Requirements, otherwise there will be an inconsistent.

· Hierarchical and flat need to be defined.

· The attribute constraints shall be placed in an Attribute Constraints.

Thomas:

· There are some spelling errors and editorials.

· CR cover page shall not contain change bars.

· "Consequences if not approved" is not consistent with "Reason for change".

· Clarify what happens with a DN of an instance that is replaced. AI Dr. Li To conduct an email debate on which principle shall apply.

· The optional attributes are not optional. For software they are not applicable.

· Table 2: References shall use square brackets and numbers.

· 6.3.1.1: All changes can be undone.

Conclusion: To be updated to next meeting.
	China Mobile

	S5-058639
	Support Paper for Proposed Enhancements to AntennaFunction Attributes

Robert: What is the purpose? To read data for management purposes. Robert: A use case would help the understanding for the need of the proposal.

Data could be optional writeable.

Mohan: Antenna gain considered? To be considered.

Height needs to be changed to make baseElevation be correct.

Conclusion: Further information needed.
	Motorola (John Kay and Matt Dillon)

	S5-058644
	Add new attributes of Antenna 

Robert: What is the purpose? To read data for management purposes. Robert: A use case would help the understanding for the need of the proposal.

Conclusion: Further information needed.
	CATT

	S5-058653
	LS response to S5-8643

Question 3: What PP2 is looking for is a rule for how the issue can be solved or a list describing the values. AI China Mobile to clarify.

Question4: AI China Mobile to clarify.
Conclusion: To be updated to SWG D closing session.
	Motorola

	S5-058659
	LS answer to S5-050250

Question 3 was accepted and an AI is given to create a CR.

Conclusion: Update to S5-05-8660 and submit to SA5 plenary.
	


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	39.2
	Investigate how inheritance of attributes shall be dealt with in IS and SS for Rel-4 and the connection to Rel-5.
How should the mapping table be affected by inherited attributes in NRM SSes?
	R4/R5
	All
	CLOSED

Not relevant any more.
	SA5#42

	40.1
	Clarify the absence behaviour for optional attributes in NRMs for all SS technologies and XML file format specifications.
	R5/R6
	All
	OPEN
	SA5#42

	42.1
	note that usage of wildcards requires additional investigative effort possible extension to 32.600
	Rel 5, & 6
	All
	OPEN
To be transferred to relevant WT (Trevor to come back with relevant WT)
	

	42.2
	 JP to provide contribution on string representation as there is possible confusion about DN lengths due to escaping. how to define a "first encoding". then additional encodings for a specific technology – caused due to converting to technology specific e.g. CORBA / XML representations.
	Rel 5, & 6
	Ericsson
	OPEN
	

	42.3
	S5-050250 – PP2 LS Christian to determine best way of progressing PM aspects. e.g. possible conf call in June
	R6
	Nortel (Christian)
	CLOSED

Proposed answer exist.
	SA5 #42.bis

	42.4
	Initiate an email discussion for 058326 (GenericNrm vsData definition)
	R5
	Lucent (Mohan)
	CLOSED

Done.
	

	42bis.1
	Make a contribution regarding specifications being able to be multi-valued. Reference S5-050250, question 2.
	R7
	Lucent (Mohan)
	OPEN
	SA5#43

	42bis.2
	Make a contribution making the attribute locationName read-write. Reference S5-050250, question 3.
	R7
	Motorola (Trevor)
	OPEN
	SA5#43

	42bis.3
	To penetrate the question whether a vendor specific cause to a standardised measurement make the measurement proprietary or not and make a contribution. Reference S5-050250, question 5.
	R7
	Nortel (Christian)
	OPEN
	SA5#43

	42bis.4
	To conduct an email debate on which qualifier shall be used for the attributes vendorUnitFamilyType, vendorUnitTypeNumber, serialNumber. Reference S5-058634.
	R6
	China Mobile (Dr. Li)
	OPEN
	SA5#43

	42bis.5
	Clarify question 3 and 4 in S5-058653.
	R6
	China Mobile (Dr. Li)
	OPEN
	SA5#43


5 Participant list

	Attendee name
	Company

	Robert Petersen Convenor
	Ericsson

	Christian Toche
	Nortel

	Peter Gaigg
	Siemens

	Ulf Hübinette
	Ericsson 

	Suzèle Lariven
	Nortel 

	Min Lou
	Nortel

	Shuqiang Huang
	ZTE

	Adrian Neal
	Vodafone 

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens

	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola

	Mohan Rao
	Lucent

	David Sanders
	Vodafone

	Yao Jing
	Huawei

	Tommy Berggren
	TeliaSonera

	Michael Truss
	Motorola

	Yao Yizhi
	Motorola

	Xuelong Wang 
	CATT 

	Istvan Aba
	T-Mobile

	Habib Nouira
	Alcatel

	Gyula Bódog
	Nokia

	Mikael Rutanen
	Nokia

	Liang Shuangchun
	CMCC

	Jörg Schmidt
	Motorola

	Dr. Li Yewen
	China Mobile


Annex A Report from the break out session for inventory.
Convener: Mohan Rao, Lucent.

Breakout Session Report (1900 – 2000 CET, 29th Jun’05, SA5#42bis)

Topic: S5-058633 by CMCC on Inventory Management Requirements. 

The meeting started with defining a scope for the session. It was agreed that the scope of the session would be limited to discussing changes introduced by CMCC in their contribution S5-058633.

Discussion on Sec 5.2, bullet 1: 

Mohan (Lucent) started by saying that LU would insist on including the word ‘field replaceable’ in line 1 and then agreeing to a definition of FRU for inclusion in the spec. Attention was also drawn to his email to the SWG-D exploder on 23rd May’05 on this topic.  

Dr Li (CMCC) pointed out that the word ‘field replaceable’ is not understood clearly and there is a lot of ambiguity in it looking at the definitions of this term in existing ETSI specs (as pointed to by TEDDI). This is reason he deleted it from his proposal this time. Discussion then continued on the TEDDI definition of FRU. 

Thomas (Ericsson) pointed out that there needs to be clarity in the term ‘maintenance spare’. Also asked if there was anything like ‘operational spare’?

Opinions were sought from the audience on their understanding of the word ‘maintenance spare’. While the opinions did point in the same direction, it was clear that not everybody was speaking of the same thing. 

CMCC also requested the meaning of the word ‘lowest level’. According to them, there exists a hierarchy in the NE and there is a fear that bigger parts may not be able to be replaced. 

Mohan explained that the lowest level meant the smallest component that can be replaced. This does not mean that the larger ones are not replaceable. A few example instances of FRU’s were considered and the ETSI definition applied to it. It was not found to be sufficient. The group then decides that there needs to be an enhancement to the definition of FRU if CMCC agrees to the inclusion of the term in their proposal. CMCC considered the group’s proposal and agreed to include ‘field replaceable’ in the statement provided a clear definition is drafted.  

An enhanced definition of FRU was then drafted taking into account the scenarios that were considered while applying the ETSI definitions. Care was also taken to use simple English words so that the definition is not misinterpreted globally. 

The following are the agreements from this breakout session: 

1. Agreed definition of FRU:

“As an enhancement to ETSI definition of this term in [TM ETS 300 463 ed.1] [TM TR 101 689-2 V1.1.1],

An FRU is defined to be a spare part or component that can be substituted / supplanted or be used to substitute / supplant an existing part or component in order to rectify a fault or any other issue which is identified by the user or technician or a diagnostic program.”

2. Agreement on the following text for TS 32.690, Sec 5.2, bullet 1, 1st sentence. 

“Inventory data is defined as information pertaining to hardware that is field replaceable, firmware, and optionally software of 3G Networks, and shall be manageable.” 
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