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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1.3 Documents to be withdrawn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 WT68): 65% (previously 60%)

Summary of progress: It has was agreed to progress to closing the study TR and move onto to proposing standard technical specification appropriate to Information Model IRP based off the study. The findings of the study so far i.e. business case, use cases, and requirements have been added to initial draft Technical Report together with TR introduction etc. Additional work on examples and clarify some of the requirements required. The conclusion is also open at this point.
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The WT68 session was held on  31st  August 2006, 15 Mins Quarter 3.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-060977
	IRP Information Model - Initial Draft TR
Discussion
The initial draft of the TR was presented by Trevor (Motorola). This contains information discussed and agreed at previous meetings. Initial sections of the template still to be completed. Additional information e.g. examples to be proposed to next meeting.
Ericsson: Editorial. Some Release 6 references should be Release 7. Agreed.

Ericsson: Is “IM”  (Information Model) defined in 3GPP terms of reference?

>Motorola: Probably not, but not sure. Will investigate further and take action to address if not.

Ericsson: still not clear why the IRPManager may want “dynamic” access to the proposed IM details.

> Motorola: Hope the examples to next meeting may help explain, plus will clarify the scope. A short example was given of “learn

ZTE: Section 4.3.2. The access Use Case description and intent is not very.

> Motorola: Agree some clarification would be helpful. Will also have offline discussion with ZTE to clarify and discuss further.

ZTE: Suggest the Requirements are split structure to align with IRPs (e.g. PM, CM FM) i.e. like the Use Cases, otherwise just have one big set of requirements.

> Motorola. Agree. Will submit split and clarification to next meeting.

Conclusion

Updated draft TR will be submitted to next meeting to address comments and add additional information e.g. examples and areas for potential further study. Not yet proposed to submit to SA for information.

	Motorola

	S5-061012
	Information Model IRP Study Supporting Updated Contribution
Conclusion: Withdrawn.
	Motorola


4 Action items
	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	#47.1
	Submit updated contributions to move study to closure.
	R7
	Motorola 
	Closed

(Initial draft TR submitted #49)
	SA5#48

	#49.1
	Submit updated contributions to move study to closure based off meeting SA5#49 conclusions including examples etc.
	R7
	Motorola
	Open
	SA5#50

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


5 Participant list
	Attendee name
	Company

	Ulf Herbinette
	Ericsson

	Tommy Bergren
	Telia

	Yu Chengzhi
	CMCC

	Liang Shuangchun
	CMCC

	Ajay Singh
	Lucent Technologies

	Jerry Nan
	Ericsson

	Robert Petersen
	Ericsson

	John Kay
	Motorola

	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola

	David Sanders
	Vodafone

	Bodog Gyula
	Nokia

	Li Gang
	Siemens

	Lou Min
	Nortel Networks

	Adrian Neil 
	Vodafone

	Peter Gaigg
	Siemens

	Huang, Shuqiang
	ZTE
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