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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

The RG requests SWC-C / SWG-D to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval: None
	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


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1.3 Documents to be withdrawn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: N/A
Summary of progress: N/A
Outstanding issues: N/A
3 Minutes

The SWC-C / SWG-D session was held on: 
· Wednesday 5th April from 6:10pm to 7:15pm
· Friday 7th April from 8:45am to 12:00am

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-062235
	State management - IS alignment with ITU-T

Presented by John

The document had briefly been presented in Monday opening SWGC/SWGDD session. A summary of the problem was provided by Lucent.

Ericsson stated that it is necessary to show how the values of alarmStatus for state reporting relate to the values provided by a fault management system using the alarmIRP with values of perceived severity etc. This was clarified by e.g. the state reporting alarmStatus value of “under repair” would map to an entity, which was being repaired, and that the alarm reporting system would have one or more alarms reported against the same DN.

Motorola also supported this view.

Discussion continued related to opinions that the ITU-T should have provided different attribute names. However, the LS response from SG-4 indicated they could not change, and that SA5 should try and amend to align with the ITU-T. The group studied the corrigendum which shows the different values of alarmStatus for alarm reporting, compared with state and status attribute usage values.

Ericsson observed that the set valued attribute for state reporting use was more powerful, in that a hierarchy of tree of instances could be supported.

Issues were raised regarding whether the ITU-T needed us to do something or not. We noted that the LS response was due to SA5 pointing out the discrepancy, yet the ITU-T did not indicate they were amending their specifications – hence showing that a change was expected from SA5.

Additional checking was done, and it was pointed out by Motorola that we should be referencing the X.7 series of recommendations, not M.3100. Delegates cross-checked the X.733 and X.731 values.

In an effort to reach consensus, a series of options were tabled, and those in favor of each one were counted.

Options and (count)

1. Do nothing and inform ITU-T about that (4)

2. Adopt ITU-T + mapping guidance

2a – As a Rel-6 error correction (5)

2b – as a Rel-7 enhancement (6)

3.  Rename alarmStatus (as a fallback if not 1 or 2) (5)

Conclusion: John will draft a mapping table and share with all for clarification. The Lu CRs will be drafted as a Rel-7 enhancement
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-066253r1
	WID Study of Central Profile Store of User Data for network services and management

Presented by Istvan
Motorola: Which SWG will be in charge?

T-Mobile: No final view now.

Lucent: Not replicate work done in other areas. See what is done in OMA, SA1/SA2. 

T-Mobile: The study will check what other groups are doing. We want to avoid fenced solutions. SA5 could provide a framework for others. 

Vodafone: New WI in OMA on Subscription management.

T-Mobile: WI seems quite simple so far. Two use cases. 

Lucent: Maybe not so simple. Will need more study.

Ericsson: The proposed objective does not seem to be a study. Will T-Mobile propose an implementation WI in Rel-7?

T-Mobile: We will propose another work item on Subscription Management in Rel-7.  

Conclusion: Noted, more discussion needed at SA5#47
	T-Mobile

	S5-066254r1
	Reasons for Study Item on Central Profile Store of User Data for network services and management

Presented by Istvan

Ericsson: Why SA5 is not listed in slide 3?

T-Mobile: We only put the source of the data in the slide.

Ericsson: What means “Minimizing redundancy”? 

T-Mobile: Data is stored in different locations.  No common user model. 

Lucent: What do you mean by common model? A standardized interface or a database inside EMS?

Siemens: Align data from different stores in a common data store. Not realign structures within EMS. No change on the data. 

China Mobile: Change network architecture? 

T-Mobile: Applications will not use their local data store but will use the common data store with the same protocol. 

Nokia: Please clarify the impact on network architecture. 

MCC: This is only a study item. No impact on implementation.

Siemens: Impact on the network architecture will have to be studied. 

Motorola: Do you plan to have a Standard interface to access the common data store?
Motorola: 3GPP2 already have this common data store.  

http://www.3gpp2.org/  

http://www.3gpp2.org/Public_html/specs/tsgs.cfm  

http://www.3gpp2.org/Public_html/specs/S.R0037-0_v3.0_111303.pdf

Conclusion: Noted, more discussion needed at SA5#47
	T-Mobile

	S5-060114
	LS from 3GPP2 to SA5 on 3GPP SA5 and 3GPP2 TSG-S WG5 IMS Harmonization

Presented by Joerg

Companies supporting this activity: Motorola, Nortel, Lucent, China Mobile, Ericsson.

Conclusion: Agreed to have a series of conference calls on this issue.  Joerg will propose a date & time for 5 to 10 participants.  Reply to 3GPP2 is to be done after more work on the issue. All companies to study the IMS comparison document attached to the LS and consider ways to resolve the differences. 
	3GPP2

	S5-062234
	CR Rel-6 32.632 add NE omissions to CN NRM 

Presented by John

Ericsson: Intention is to have all those entities included in the CN NRM for Rel-6 and Rel-7?

Lucent: Yes. One approach is to import 3GPP2 entities but we must first agree to add those entities, 

Motorola: Different interpretations of the architecture between PP and PP2. Also, some missing definitions to be added in PP specs on the Link modeling should be added. We should add a reference table to list the 23.002 entities included in the CN NRM (entities including links). 

Nokia: Big impact on Rel-6 NRM?

Lucent: Yes, most probably but it will depend on the results of the harmonization.

1 – Additional NEs still missing?

2 – NEs listed in the document that should not be added?

3 – Based on 1 and 2, agreement to add the resulting NEs to Rel-6 NRM?

Ericsson: Need more time to consider due to initial misunderstanding of the proposed objective but should be positive. 

Conclusion: Need more discussion but no major objections were received at this meeting. 
	Lucent / Vodafone

	S5-060117
	Liaison to TMF, 3GPP SA5, ETSI TISPAN WG8 on XML-based Management Harmonization (copy to OASIS, TMOC, ITU-T SG 4, DMTF and IETF)

Presented by Christian
Ericsson: Harmonization should be on new specifications. We do not want to change the existing specifications. 

Lucent: We started work on XML methodology. We should not reopen the debates and might not be able to accept everything coming out of the NGN Management work. 

Ericsson: We should not reinvent the wheel and encourage reusing what is helping us. 

Conclusion: No reply needed. We will keep NGNMFG informed of SA5 activities in the domain of Harmonization through the monthly NGNMFG conference calls and other workshops/f2f meetings. 
	NGNMFG-OD-016

	S5-060121
	NGN Management Model Harmonization Conclusions (28-29 March 2006)
For information

Noted
	Idir Fodil, FT, Chair NGN Management Model Harmonization Session

	S5-060125
	Documents from the NGNMFG f2f meetings on Modeling Harmonization
For information

Noted
	SA5 Chair

	S5-060026
	Response to ITU-R WP8F on PDNR ITU-R M.[IP CHAR]
No reply needed
Noted
	TSG RAN 

ITU-R

(RT-060002)
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Participant list

	Attendee name
	Company

	Aba Istvan
	T-Mobile

	Berggren Tommy
	Telia Sonera

	Bodog Gyula
	Nokia

	Dai Peng
	Ericsson

	Duguay Jean
	Nortel Networks

	Gaigg Peter
	Siemens

	Haidegger Wolfgang
	Siemens

	Huang Shuqiang
	ZTE

	Hubinette Ulf
	Ericsson

	Islip John
	Lucent Technologies

	Li Gang
	Siemens

	Li Yewen 
	China Mobile

	Liang Shuang Chun
	China Mobile

	Lou Min
	Nortel Networks

	Nan Jerry
	Ericsson

	Nouira Habib
	Alcatel S.A.

	Petersen Robert
	Ericsson

	Pirt Trevor
	Motorola

	Pollakowski Olaf
	Siemens

	Rutanen Mikael
	Nokia

	Sanders David
	Vodafone

	Schmidt Joerg
	Motorola

	Singh Ajay
	Lucent Technologies

	Suerbaum Clemens
	Siemens

	Toche Christian
	Huawei

	Tse Edwin
	Ericsson

	Wang Enxi
	Nokia

	Wang Lan
	China Mobile

	Wang Xuelong
	CATT

	Yang Li
	Huawei 

	Yu Chengzhi
	China Mobile

	Zhu Wei Hong
	ZTE
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