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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

None.
1.2 Documents for Information to SA

None.

1.3 Documents to be withdrawn

None.

1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

None.

2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT70): 10% (previously 3%)

Summary of progress: The requirement specification has been discussed extensively. Some basic agreements have been made. Use cases have been discussed and agreed. 
Outstanding issues:

None.
3 Minutes

The WT70 Trace IRP session was held on 13. February 2006 Monday 1st half of Q3.
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-066049
	Use case for Trace IRP

Discussion:

· In the use cases it should be indicated that these use cases are different ones from those that is defined in TS 32.421. 

· In the second use case the analysis of the trace record is out of the scope of the Trace IRP so the sentence needs rewording. 

· It rather means that TraceIRP is responsible also for the retrieval of the trace records from the different EMs. 
Conclusion: It was agreed to put these use cases into the Requirement document as an Informative Annex.

	Nokia

	S5-066041
	Draft TS 32.4xx Trcae IRP requirements
Discussion:

· Generally in the whole document interface N should be changed to Itf-N.

· In the scope section it should be mentioned that the subscriber and equipment trace and also the service level trace is in the scope of the Trace IRP. 
· In the reference section the following TSs shold also be listed: 32.150, 32.342, 32.343, and also all the notification IRP related specifications

· There was a discussion whether to include the trace IRP requirements into TS 32.421. It was agreed to kepp the trace IRP related requirement in a separate TS. 

· The sentence to refer to the Trace concept and requirement should be reformulated not to miss up the requirements in TS 32.421 and the requirements described here. It’s enough to mention only the trace concepts are described in TS 32.421

· It was discussed how the scheduling should be done. 

· Huawei wanted to have the possibility also that scheduling is done in the IRPAgent side. Ericsson and Nokia thinks that the scheduling can be purely made in the IRPManager side. 

· Huawei mentioned that the it is needed to know it already in advance, because if it is already told to the NE, that tracing is required in the busy hour, than the NE can prepare of its resources for the trace function.

· VF indicated that according to their experience Operators are usually not tracing during busy hours.

· Nokia: this kind of thinking is wrong, because I nPM there is such scheduling and trace is totally different from PM. 

· Finally all companies, except Huawei agreed to have the scheduling functionality in the IRPManager side. Huawei indicated a weak objections and would like to ask all other companies to consider their view as well. 

· There was a question what does the collection means. What kind of requirement it means on Itf-N. 

· This basically means the trace record file retrieval. 

· It was commented that the Trace Session currently cannot be interrupted, so notification would be needed to the IRPManager only if the Trace Session activation is failed. 

· The Trace Sesison identification should be corrected, because the current description does not consider the IMS and the service level tracing. 

· In Section 5.2 the NOTE2 needs some rewording, because it was commented that it is not clear. The main idea behind that note was that the same kind of trace parameters should be given during the deactivation than in the activation.

· After some discussion it turned out that during Trace Session deactivation it is enough to give the Trace reference and the ID of the trace (IMSI, IMEISV, Private ID, etc)

· It was commented that the trace Reference shall be unique at least within the PLMN. Even we should consider its globally uniqueness. IETF defined already a mechanism how to achive this globally uniqueness. It is described in an IETF RFC document. 

· Section 5.3: the specification of the filter is not needed. It’s not applicable to trace.

· In section 5.5. the IPR concepts are also defined in TS 32.150

Conclusion: The document needs to be updated based on the comments. 
	Nokia


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 


Participant list

	Attendee name
	Company

	Gyula Bodog
	Nokia

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson

	John Islip
	Lucent

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson

	Zhu Weihong
	ZTE

	Li Yewen
	China Mobile

	Robert Petersen
	Ericsson

	Geoff Caryer
	BT

	Clemens Sauerbaum
	Siemens

	David Sanders
	Vodafone

	Jörg Schmidt
	Motorola

	Jean Duguay
	Nortel

	Dai Peng
	Ericsson

	Yang Li
	Huawei
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