3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)





      S5-056605      Meeting #44, <Shenzhen, China, 7th-11th November 2005>


3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)

S5-056605

Meeting #4, <Shenzhen, China, 7th to 11th November 2005
Source:
John Islip (islip@lucent.com)

Title:
CRC RG Session Report
Document for:
Approval 

Agenda Item:
2.1

1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

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

(Green highlighted == agreed in the CRC RG meeting)

Orange to be checked in closing session

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	
	Relation to other CR

	CR
	S5-056657r1
	32.111-2
	5
	CR to 32.111-2 5.7.0 on getAlarmList
	Sie
	Parent 

	CR
	S5-056659r1
	32.111-3
	5
	CR 32.111-3 5.6.0 Addition of missing definitions of the getAlarmList return value
	Sie
	Parent

	CR
	S5-056658r1
	32.111-2
	6
	CR to 32.111-2 6.5.0 on getAlarmList
	Sie
	Child

	CR
	S5-056660r1
	32.111-3
	6
	CR 32.111-3  6.4.0 Addition of missing definitions of the getAlarmList return value
	Sie
	Child

	CR
	S5-056676
	32.362
	6
	Generic System Context applied to 32.362
	MOT
	

	CR
	S5-056669
	32.303
	6
	CR 32303-650 Correct Optional Parameter Types
	Nortel
	

	CR
	S5-056677
	32.150
	6
	Introduction of Conditional qualifiers in 32.150
	E//
	

	CR
	S5-056678
	32.151
	6
	Introduction of Conditional qualifiers in 32.151
	E//
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


1.2 Documents for Information to SA

1.3 Documents to be withdrawn

1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

Aproval of an LS in S5-050534
2 Progress status

Percentage of completion:- N/A

Summary of progress: 

The CRC RG had 25 CRs plus an LS as inputs.

Due to lack of time the following Tdocs were not processed.

S5-056345 CMCC

S5-056550 CMCC
S5-056640 Lucent Technologies
S5-056641 Lucent Technologies
S5-056647 Siemens
Outstanding issues:

None

3 Minutes

The CRC  session was held on the following sessions

Monday 7th November  in the 2nd and 3rd Quarters.

Tuesday 8th November in the 2nd and 4th quarters.

Please refer to the SWG-C schedule for meeting #44 in tdoc S5-056600r4

Convenor: SWG-C Chair 

previous Meeting report

the previous meeting report in S5-056505r1 was approved.

#Documents: 23
# 2 Resubmitted documents : 2
Rel –5 OAM-NIM

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-056657
	CR to 32.111-2 5.7.0 on getAlarmList /

presented by Clemens.

Notification type is in the notifications but maps to 

 to event type

Clarification requested.
MOT:- questions on form and qualifiers.
should not diverge from the new alarm definition.
Have the qualifier as "O" comments should be in the comment filed – even though duplicated.

Need to add the "O" with notes.

Release 6 does not need to use the

Nortel:- Suzele:- ack state and perceived severity why notification type needs to be added, information is redundant

- Questioned – not objecting if left as is.

There are not many comments in the comment column. issue is that it is copied from other tables / information. What is the expectation.

e.g. specific problem 

· Siemens – don't see value in adding possibly redundant information.

MOT – column "matching information" left out. Clarification as to why left out.

ref to matching information requested by MOT.

clauses effected is not filled in.

Mirror CR will be .

This version subject to a check of agreed  changes was provisionally agreed.

Changes are requested to be available on Wednesday by start of late session.
Update required in r1 version.
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-056659
	CR 32.111-3 5.6.0 Addition of missing definitions of the getAlarmList return value /

presented by Clemens.

Comments:-

MOT, mapping tables – 

notification type in table 11.

table 4b – not the way it has previously been done, should maintain consistency.

off line clarification requested.

update needed in r1 version.

as with previous tdoc- updates by Wednesday before the  late session.
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)


Rel-6 OAM-NIM

	Tdoc
	Title / Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-056633
	Generic System Context applied to 32.362 (R6) /

preseneted by Jorg.

No questions / issues

Agreed. Changes needed to CR header - meeting number.

replacement in S5-056676
	Motorola

	S5-056643
	Introduction of Conditional qualifiers /

handled in joint C&D session.
	Ericsson

	S5-056658
	CR to 32.111-2 6.5.0 on getAlarmList /

Same updates as rel-5 version.
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-056660
	CR 32.111-3  6.4.0 Addition of missing definitions of the getAlarmList return value/

Same updates as rel-5 version.
	 (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-056669
	CR 32303-650 Correct Optional Parameter Types/

Presented by Suzele.

Thomas – unsigned opt is already there , can confirm it compiles – affirmed by Nortel.

Agree to the CR.
	Nortel

	S5-056673
	Set The specificIRP_extension field Mandatory for PMIRP in File Naming Convention/

Presented by Wang Chung CMCC

Yang Li – cannot add specific instructions for each IRP.

Suggest that the sentence is moved into the PM IRP specification.
Will need to identify the correct place to add the requirement.

Needs to allow ftirp to be a common IRP. Do not have to specify for a specific user that it has to be mandatory.

View supported by Motorola.

general agreement to the principle.

CR nor agreed.

Further discussion needed into the next meeting.

CR nor agreed.

Mr Wang Chung to propose location to the email reflector to get agreement before the next meeting.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation

	S5-056634
	IRP deployment scenario and system_DN/

Presented by Thomas.

discussion point is to allow multiple alarm IRPs within the same agent. Support from Motorola.

Huawei – are there any other interface  IRPs which may have the same issue / concern.

· Answer Not aware of any.

· Discussion on PM IRP and FT IRP which IRP is t be used.

· kernel and basic CM problem for which IRP to be referenced likely to be handled by inheritance.

· Urgent need is to resolve for alarm IRP.

· MOT- current model allows multiple IRP instances within an agent. – But manager cannot identify them.

· Huawei – it has not been discussed how IRPs use each other.

· e.g. multiple alarm IRPs could use a single notifications IRP.

· Separate the 2 concerns – usage scenarios.

Annex B is provided in case the main thrust cann be agreed.

Discussion as to whether the implementation concern regarding what is allowed to use what, and with what cardinality .

Purpose is that annex could be the input to ITP usage scenario.

Conclusion

This CR not agreed at this meeting.

Group generally agrees that the points in section 3 to be the basis of a CR for the next meeting.


	Ericsson

	
	FIRST Session Tuesday
	

	S5-056663
	Introduction of Conditional qualifiers in 32.150/

handled in CR CD

Presented by Thomas (within tdoc 643).

clarification from Mondays joint CD presentation.

what does the CO semantics mean if the condition is not met.

What for different semantics for operations and notifications as one box covering both.

yangli – would like a clarification for a CO qualifier related to notification if a notification not supported, 

the notifications not supported it will not be sent.

This applies to optional case as well.

Yangli – this applies to a notification parameter as opposed to a notification itself.

Edwin – comment is appropriate to table 4.2 in the 3rd row how this is mapped into a solution set.

Discussion on how to express option of notification parameters.

Support "replaces" "supply"

update in an r1 version.

Jorg – it needs to be simplified so it easier to understand.

+ statements introduced on IRP manager behaviour which has not been done before.

Consistency issue.

Thomas pointed out that there should be Alignment of columns between the 2 tables.

Current version is not agreed 

A revision based on the discussions is needed to determine if acceptable. MOT 

E// point out that proposed amendments are needed.

New tdoc will be in S5-056677
	Ericsson

	S5-056664
	Introduction of Conditional qualifiers in 32.151/

This is in the 643 package.

MOT reference to 32.150 should be consistent.

clause yba2- and  yba3 should have same sentence for consistency.

revision will be made.

New tdoc will be in S5-056678
	Ericsson

	S5-056661r1
	Versioning of NRM instances.

Presented by Yang Li as part of discussion in tdoc S5-056623
No questions for clarification

No comments

Discussion document noted.
	Huawei / Ericsson

	S5-056623
	CR to EPIRP IS for NRM and Itf IRP version v2 /

Presented by Yang Li

Questions for clarification

Is there an assumption about management scope what if the scope is not present.

Answer:- each NRM sub tree has one IRP or IRPVersion set.

If no scope provided there is nothing to see.

Sie:- is it possible to leave out some parts of the NRM tree.

· Answer don't think this is possible. If different versions are in a sub tree all versions need to be reported.

Wang Xuelong:-Question as to why in discussion paper Why is the EPIRP is a good way to handle this.

Request to clarify mechanism.

YangLi – one way is to add  new operation to EPIRP for manger to retrieve NRM versions.

Alternative is to enhance existing operation. Group at SA5 #43 agreed to enhance the operation.

Jorg is it instance or NRM based.

Comes back to a single manager having to support multiple versions of NRMs.

NRM version is related to the group of instances returned.

Edwin:- E// opinion need to understand which IRP managers need version knowledge. e.g. does xxxIRP manager need it, 

and when should they know it.

– e.g. at run time or configuration time, or purchase time.

Once this is clear – then a solution can be determined.

Huawei:- If other iRPs need this ability – cant exclude it. e.g. test management. Cant exclude possibility that when manager obtains test result manager needs to know IRP version to analyze results correctly.

Huawei prefer to provide this capability to other IRP managers so they can use it if necessary.

Would expect version capability to be possible at run time.

Once manger knows version would expect this to be largely static for a long time.

Do all managers need this information at run time.

e.g. if a manager only supports Alarm IRP is the agent forced to provide this capability. Concern from E// that this may be excessive.

CO~OP need is for CM at run time (basic and bulk).


Additional discussion is needed on the management requirements.

Yangli will initiate email discussion to reach position for the next meeting.

MOT position

1st point is a maybe.

Jorg:- point number 2 – is a no from MOT.

Conclusion additional discussion is needed.

Discussion to include the time at when the version information is needed (run time ... etc.

Conclusion

Additional discussion is needed
	Huawei

	S5-056624
	CR to EPIRP SS for NRM and Itf IRP version/

Conclusion

Additional discussion required on the requirements aspect fro agreeing to a solution
	Huawei

	S5-050520 
	COM4-LS046.zip Response on Alarm status

presented by John.

 The LS points out that there are 2 different alarmStatus values, one used in state management, and one for alarm reporting. but both share the same attribute name, which is where  confusion arose.

In the interests of alignment and hopefully re use of 3GPP specifications in other standards organizations for NGN work, the group agreed in principle that we should try and align with the ITU-T specifications. It was pointed out that we may need to add alarmStatus to both the alarm IRP and State Management IRPs to permit this alignment.

The group agreed that a draft Draft LS response should be drafted by John Islip
	ITU-T

	S5-056631
	Allow ‘wild-card’ input parameter for createMeasurementJob/

Lu asked why an empty parameters opposed to a special symbol. – will be considered.

Question as to use of unsupported list – this would usually be populated with a list that cant support manager request.

Mot advised that in rel-5 there were long debates resulting in current wording and want this to be optional.

32.501 clause 5.3 is for further study and may now need further development.

Qualifiers need a note adding.

Q:- If there are no instances, will create job be considered as a success or failure. Edwin:- should be failure., will also check if the exceptions cover this situation.

Q:- If the wild card is used to create a job- don't know how many objects, as will return all instances of <class>.

Edwin: if the manager really concerned about what has been don then should not use the wild card option. Manager also has the option of opening the PM file to see what instances are in there at the end of a granularity period.

Q:- why not identify all instances in the input list.

Reason for wanting the wild card option is that the input list could be very large causing a performance issue

Discussion on whether plug and play options supported – e.g. what should the manager do if plug and play is not supported.

and whether the output options in the SS should be optional.

Conclusion

Not agreed at this meeting more discussion needed on the output list parameter of listMeasurementJob operation.
	Ericsson

	S5-056637
	Lu Discovering support for Vendor Specific alarm Information using additional Information /

Conclusion
need additional thoughts regarding how to define/interpret the returned results. Proposed that discussion feedback is used to draft an updated version.

e.g. additional level of usage for optional parameters and for specific usage of additional information.


	Lucent Technologies

	S5-056345
	Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalText /

deferred until outcome of additional information contributions.


	CMCC

	S5-056550
	Add vendor specific alarm information in alarm IRP additionalInformation(CRC) /

to be handled with other vendor specific information.
	CMCC

	S5-056640
	CR Rel-6 alarm IRP CORBA IS  VS alarm details using add info /


	Lucent Technologies

	S5-056641
	CR Rel-6 alarm IRP CORBA SS  VS alarm details using add info 


	Lucent Technologies

	S5-056647
	CR to 32.111-4 vendor specific additional information in alarm (CMIP) /
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-056672
	Resolve Problem IS Operation (M) and SS is implementation conditional/

WITHDRAWN
	MOTOROLA Ltd

	
	
	


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Participant list

	Attendee name
	Company

	Habib Nouira
	Alcatel S.A.

	Xuelong Wang
	CATT

	Li Yewen 
	China Mobile

	Mao Wenjun
	CMCC

	Meng Hooyang
	CMCC

	Ou Song
	CMCC

	Tan Zhi
	CMCC

	Wang Chong
	CMCC

	Wang Chong
	CMCC

	Zhao Gang
	CMCC

	Dai Peng
	Ericsson

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson

	Xuejun Li
	Ericsson

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson (SWG-C Chair)

	Wu Hao
	Huawei

	Yang Li
	Huawei 

	Yue Wei
	Huawei

	John Islip
	Lucent Technologies

	Jorg Schmidt
	Motorola

	Wang Enxi
	Nokia

	Suzèle Lariven
	Nortel Networks

	Clemens Suerbaum
	Siemens

	Li Gang
	Siemens

	Zou Lan
	Siemens

	David Sanders
	Vodafone
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