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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
	Relation to other CR

	CR
	S5-068107
	32.101
	7
	Inclusion of Service Level Tracing Management
	N/A

	CR
	S5-068109
	32.101
	6
	Removal of misleading text associated with the use of IRP for trace management in Rel-6
	N/A

	CR
	S5-068108
	32.421
	7
	Introduction of Service Level Tracing for IMS
	N/A

	LS
	S5-068105
	N/A
	N/A
	LS_out_LS on answers to questions for service level tracing for IMS and considerations for overlapping work tasks.
	N/A


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1.3 Documents to be withdrawn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

A request to SWG-D and SA5 to agree on the arrangement of Trace Management conference calls to progress work related to WT-70 and WT-62 before the next SA5 meeting.

2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT62): 20% (previously 5%)

Summary of progress: 

The CRs agreed to 3GPP TS 32.101 and 3GPP TS 32.421.

One LS agree for CT1

Outstanding issues:

None

3 Minutes

The WT39 session was held on 15th February 2006, 1st Quarter
WT 39 Trace Management
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-068096
	MOT R7 32.421 Trace Enhancement for multiple MS
Discussion: Several comments were raised to the CR:

The proposed feature is for activating trace in the UTRAN and is for initiating trace for IMSIs rather than subscriber trace. A question for clarification was asked as to whether there was really a need to set tracing on all IMSIs individually or whether is sufficient to activate trace globally for “all IMSI” at both the RNC level. It was suggested that it should be possible to set tracing on a pre-defined or specific range of IMSIs. It was suggested that new requirements in 5.3.1 need to be added that highlights the ability to specifying trace on Cell level as well as RNC.

Considering the proposed use-cases, which highlight radio optimization capabilities, it was suggested that the new feature could be classed as a cell traffic feature. It was suggested that the proposal for tracing multiple MSs be given a feature name such as cell traffic trace feature etc.

It was noted that there is a need to clarify the relationship with Trace IRP, e.g. how requests for trace will be propagated across RNCs. Requirements may need to be identified in Trace IRP.

There are several editorials in 5.3.1 that need to be addressed, and there also needs to be considerations on the use of MS vs UE. The change of MS to UE has already been proposed in CRs for service level tracing.

It was further agreed that once the CRs are more stable then an LS will need to be sent to RAN3 asking for advice on impacted RAN specifications.
Based on the comments received the CR will be revised for the next SA5 meeting.
The CR is NOTED
	MOTOROLA


The WT40 session was held on 15th February 2006, 1st Quarter
WT 40 Trace Management for IMS
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-068098
	Rel-7 Overlapping Trace WIDs
Discussion: This contribution identifies the overlap between two existing WIs: End to end service level tracing for IMS; and Trace Management, stage3, IMS. The implication would result in two sets of very similar requirements being submitted to IETF.

It was agreed that the two work items have very similar intentions and scope and that 3GPP should avoid sending multiple and similar requirements to IETF. It was agreed that SA5 would send an LS to CT1 identifying the overlap and asking CT1 to consider the best way to resolve the overlap, e.g. either merge or close one of the WIs.
The input contribution is NOTED
	ERICSSON

	S5-068099
	WID BB update Trace Management (OAM7-Trace)

Discussion: The contribution proposes changes to the Trace Management (OAM7-Trace) WID BB by deleting the linkage with the Trace Management, stage3, IMS WT.

The proposed changes are agreed in principle but there are a few editorials that need to be fixed.
It was agreed that the modified WID (as contained in S5-068099) should be attached to the LS that is to be sent to CT1 with the clarification that the decision on accepting the proposed WID modifications are pending a decision from CT1.

The proposed updated WID is NOTED 

The input contribution is NOTED
	ERICSSON

	S5-068100
	[DRAFT] LS on overlapping Trace WTs

Discussion: The proposed LS will be revised in line with the discussions related to S5-068098 and 068099.

It was agreed that the LS will be modified in line with previous discussions and sent to SA5 for approval by the close of this meeting.

The input contribution is NOTED
	ERICSSON


The WT62 session was held on 15th February 2006, 1st Quarter
WT62 End-to-end Service Level tracing for IMS

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-068023
	Summary of electronic meeting to review OMA SLT requirements
Discussion: The contribution contains an overview of all discussions during the service level trace conference calls held since SA#44. 

Comments were made to SLT-COM-1 and SLT-AC-2. In SLT-COM-1 bullet three it was noted the Statistics are NOT part of SLT functionality.

In SLT-AC-2 The figure raised some discussion in that it was unclear as to the reasons for having to activate/deactivate SLT functionality. The reasons were described (e.g. to provide the ability for Operators to decide which NEs need to perform tracing (SLT functionality activated) and which ones do not have to be involved (SLT functionality deactivated). Ericsson stated that they would require more time to review this requirement in light of the discussions.

The meeting agreed that the information contained in the summary document would be used as base assumptions and as a basis for further contributions for SLT.

It was also agreed that the information contained in the summary document would be included as a TR when the change requests to 421 422 etc are more stable.

The input contribution is NOTED
	VODAFONE

	S5-068066
	Inclusion of Service Level Tracing Management
Discussion: The CR proposes the inclusion of SLT in TS 32.101. This is a CR to 32.101 Release 6 and is the third revision. Comments were made on the wording of last sentence in section 7.1.3. Proposed rewording would be: 

“The activation/deactivation and reporting interface for Trace Management between the Network Management and Element Management Systems is specified in the Trace IRP”.

Some comments were also made to the CR front page: Need to remove the list of other specs affected; need to remove the check from the RAN box.

CR will be revised in S5-068107 to reflect agreements and will sent to the closing session for agreement.

The CR is NOTED
	VODAFONE

	S5-068073
	Removal of Trace IRP concept

Discussion: The CR proposes the removal of reference to misleading text describing existing and new Trace IRP interfaces.

This is a CR to 32.101 Release 6.

Some comments were received as to the use of the WT code: Is OAM7-Trace-IMS the correct code to use? The WT should not be for Rel-7 but for OAM-Trace.

One comments was raised relating to the term IRP Interfaces. It was suggested that for Rel-6 the last sentence of section 7.1.1 is completely removed.

The CR will be revised to reflect agreements. It was also suggested that the title of the CR be changed to reflect the true intention of the CR, e.g., remove misleading text referring to standardized Trace IRP in Rel-6.

CR will be revised in S5-068109 to reflect agreements and will sent to the closing session for agreement.
The CR is NOTED
	VODAFONE

	S5-068068
	Introduction of Service Level Tracing for IMS

Discussion: Based on the discussions of S5-068023 it was questioned whether there was a need for the Trace Parameter Configuration. It was mentioned that the need to specify criteria in the Trace Parameter Configuration would be used for a number of cases, e.g. define criteria to perform tracing only on certain functions such as CSCF; define criteria to prohibit tracing on specific NE instances. It was agreed that these considerations, and the requirements related to activate/deactivate tracing functionality need to be submitted into the Trace IRP requirements work.

The instances of MS in the figures also need to be changed to UE.

There were also some editorial comments raised. This CR will be revised in S5-068108 and sent to the closing session for agreement.
The CR is NOTED
	VODAFONE

	S5-060022 C1-060091.zip
	LS from CT1 on 'end-to-end service level tracing for IMS'

Discussion: Nokia presented the LS. The issues raised by the LS were already discussed and answers should be in line with agreements to S5-068098 and 99. It was also noted that SA5 are in the position to answer questions one and three, however further analysis is required for question two.

Agreed to return an LS to CT1 with the attached proposal (S5-068099).
The LS is NOTED
	CT1

	S5-068105
	LS_out_LS on answers to questions for service level tracing for IMS and considerations for overlapping work tasks.

An LS will be drafted for CT1 and will sent to the closing SWG-D session for agreement.
The LS is AGREED
	SA5 SWG-D


The WT63 session was held on 15th February 2006, 1st Quarter
WT63 Trace Record content  for UTRAN TDD

No documents for this meeting

4 Action items

No new action items
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