3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)





      S5-066219      Meeting #46, < Athens, GREECE, 3 - 7 Apr 2006>


3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)

S5-066219r1
Meeting #46, < Athens, GREECE, 3 - 7 Apr 2006>
Source:
<LiYewen(liyewen@chinamobile.com) >  
Title:< RG report 067 - Study of Itf-N Implementation Conformance Statement (ICS) template >
Document for:
Approval 

Agenda Item:
<1.16>

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1.3 Documents to be withdrawn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 WT57): 40% (previously 15%)
Summary of progress: 
RG reviewed the updated ICS template and agreed its new architecture. RG agreed this ICS should be CORBA ICS in solution level. The main issue is that the term and abbreviation used in the ICS template need to be clarified. China mobile needs update TS based on agreed comments for next meeting discussion.
Outstanding issues:

3 Minutes

The <WT57> session was held on <5 April, 2ed Quarters>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-066233r1
	Draft TR 328yy-031 Itf-N Implementation Conformance Statement (ICS) template
Presented by Dr.Li Yewen from CMCC

Questions and Comments:

CMCC: S5-066233r1 was updated by MCC. 
E///:  What’s the meaning of the ‘derived interface”  in section 5.1 and section 4.1.1.
CMCC: For example, the MTPSignPT is a IOC, the ‘derived interface’ is ‘MSCServerFunction’.

E///: Is this ICS ‘CORBA Solution ICS’ or ‘ Information Service ICS’.
CMCC: It’s CORBA SS ICS.

E///: The column name is confusion. The operation name in SS level is ‘method’, in IS level, they are operation.  In NRM, we use attribute. In method, we use parameter.
CMCC: It’s editor error. The term will be check very carefully.

E///: What’s the meaning and usage of section 4.1.2? It’s very strange.

E///: In section 4.1.4, the example table combine “method name” and “attribute name” together.

E///: In section 4.1.5, what’s the meaning of the “field identifier” and “ interface parameter’ .

Conclusion: CMCC need update draft TR for next meeting discussion.
	CMCC

	
	
	


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 
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