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6.07.1
UID_390005  Self-Establishment of eNBs - TS 32.sc0, CR 32.76x/ 32.75x

Progress: from 00% to 20%
Remark: The discussion of some contribution could not be finished in the time allocated to the work item (Q1/Monday). Therefore an two additional parallel/break-out session (Q3/Tuesday and part of Q3/Thursday) were allocated to the work item, where the discussion was continued. This report tries to summarize the discussion of all sessions sorted by topic. Intermediate result which were overruled later are not recorded.

S5-080627
SP-080065  WT WID on Self-Establishment of eNodeBs (E-UTRAN-OAM)





Source: SP-080064

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-080742
Proposal For Skeleton 32.selfEstablishment Concept and Requirements





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: 

Q: Scope mentions non Itf-N protocols. Which could be those? 
A: Former discussions: May be DHCP (just as an example).

Q: Should these other protocols put into separate TSs?
Rapporteur’s A: Not proposed in work item. More efficient to have one document.

Q: Clause on Automativ Radio Network Configuration Data Preparation, where does it come from? 
A: 32.816. No material there. There is a contribution about the topic to this meeting.
Q: Which abbreviation should be used for Self-Establishment of eNodeBs? (Front page and abbreviation list are conflicting.)
Decision: SEe.

Comment: Scope should mention that the document is not intended for HNBs.
Decision: Agreed.
Q: What is the relationship from high level use case to use case?
A: Same as usual. Empty high level use case, because empty in 32.816.
Q: Are there requirements which need to be sent to RAN3 for consideration? How should they be handled? 
Rapporteur’s A: Do not see such requirements. 
SA5 chair: It is not the general approach to ask for RAN3’s endorsement of requirements. ANR was/is a different and special topic.
Comment: It would be helpful to have an example, what “minimal”/”minimized” human intervention means.

Agreement: All contributions related to Self-Estabslishment should be addressed to this document, because it will be the master document about this topic (not 32.816 anymore).

Decision: 

The document was agreed as baseline document for next meeting. 


S5-080743
Proposal For Skeleton 32.selfEstablishment Stage2 Descriptions





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Abstract: 

Proposes skeleton and to put all interface IRP material in here until decisions are made how many and which IRPs are produced.

Discussion: 

Editorial comments only.
Decision: 

The document was agreed as baseline document for next meeting, with the agreed changes..


S5-080765
Draft 32.xy1 Self-Establishment with 32.816 Material.doc





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Abstract: 

Shows how current (unchanged) content 32.816 moves into the document.

Discussion: 

Q: Should the self-establishment material be removed from 32.816? 
A: Not mandatory. A TR is always a temporary document. 

Comment: Yellow text marking to be removed.

Decision: 

The document was agreed as input for the baseline document, with the agreed changes.

S5-080766
Self-Configuration: Add new steps to the self-configuration process





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Abstract: 

Proposes missing new steps in the self-configuration use case.

Discussion: 

Comment: Steps SC1 and SC2 are similar. 
A: This is material taken unchanged from 32.816. There are slight differences.
Decision: Proposal for rewording should be contributed. Offline/email discussions welcome.
Q: SC18 and SC19 have different wording than the others (“NM or DM level … informed”). This might give the impression that you can pick on of the two. 
A: This choice is not intended. Intention was to have a generic text and to decide about it later. 
Decision: “NM or DM level” will be removed. 

Decision: 

The document was agreed as input for the baseline document; with the agreed changes..

S5-080768
Self-Configuration: Add Specification-Level Requirements





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Abstract: 

Proposes requirements for the functional blocks of self-configuration. Tries to clarificy role of  management&monitoring function and policy control function.

Discussion: 

General and cross-functional topics: 

Discussion: “shall”/”should”/”may” etc. ?
Decision: “Shall” does not imply mandatory functionality here. Note added and agreed.

Discussion: Does self-test belong to self-configuration or it it a separate self-establishment use case?
Comments: S5-080766, agreed in this meeting, lists self-test as step of self-configuration. Self-Test has yet no requirement anyway.
Conclusion: No consensus reached, proposed changes not clear enough. Contributions are invited, which address the topic including precise proposals for resulting changes. 

General comment. Separation of functional blocs and requirements is unclear. 
Decision: Keep headlines without term  “Function” and remove abbreviation. 
Decision: Rapporteur shall number the clauses and the requirement.

Q: “Actor”: Human or software?
A: It’s an UML term. Actor is generic.

Requirements here mention clearly who is doing what. 

General notes added, that how data is made available to the eNB and what it decides if there are conflicting instructions are both a private matter.

Self-Configuration Management and Monitoring and Policy control:

Comment: Policy should be fixed, not change autonomously. 

Q. Is Self-configuration Management and Monitoring function a new function? 
A: No, only renamed. 

Comment: On Policies: Only precise instructions should go through Itf-N and they should be according to policies in the NMS.

Q: Is it intended to pass policies down to IRPAgent?
A: Needs to be discussed. Policy control function is currently FFS.
Finally reworded requirements for Self-Configuration Management and Monitoring were agreed and section on policy control removed..

NRM update

Q: Is NRM update function new?
A: The functional bloc was missing in the new case. The functionality itself is not new for Itf-N.

Inv UF

Comment on first proposed requirement: Automatic report needed? Could be also on demand.
Decision: Remove work “automatically”. Word “inventory” added to “information”.
Second and third proposed requirements agreed.

Address Allocation:

Comment:  “no manual” contradiction to “minimize”.

Radio Network Configuration Data Download Function: 
New proposal presented. Agreed.
Function renamed to Radio Configuration Data Function

Transport Network Configuration Data Download Function: 
New proposal presented. Agreed.
Function renamed to Transport Configuration Data Function
Call Processing Link Set-Up Function: 
New proposal presented; sentence extended; agreed. 

NRM IRPUpdate Function: 
New proposal presented and accepted. Editor’s note removal proposed and agreed.
Finally all requirements were agreed in their versions as updated during the meeting.
Decision: 

The document was revised into SA5-080836.
which contains the agreed text.


S5-080836
Self-Configuration: Add Specification-Level Requirements





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Abstract: 

Outcome of discussion of S5-080768. 
Discussion: 

One change: Clearer Englisch: “means” changed to “way”.

Q: Is “actor on NM level” in Requirement 1 correct? 
A: Yes, it was intentional (no left-over) and agreed.

Decision: 

The document was agreed as input for the baseline document, with this one change.
Final version available as S5-080768r1.

S5-080769
Self-Configuration: Update the Logical Architecture and Description of Functional Blocks





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: 

Comment: Concept should not contain functional decomposition. Compare with 32.401 PM

The following comments to the figure were made and agreed.: 
“Actor on NM level” instead of “NM Operator”. Agreed.
Human-looking symbol to be replaced by a box. Agreed.
Remove blue box for PCF (to align with removal of that function). Agreed.

Remove EM operator. Agreed
Two boxes for xN_CD_DLF.
Remove horizontal black arrows between functions, which might imply an order.

An editor’s note was agreed, that the material about the functional blocks has to be updated and maybe moved to other chapters or TSs as specification progresses.
Decision: 

The document was revised into S5-080837.


S5-080837
Self-Configuration: Update the Logical Architecture and Description of Functional Blocks





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: 

Comment: Change “Actor at NM level” into “Actor”. Agreed.

Comment: Add Editor’s note that figure needs verification. Agreed.
Email discussion and comments on the figure should be raised well-ahead of SA5#60.

Decision: 

The document was agreed as input for the baseline document, with the agreed changes.
Final version available as S5-080768r1.

S5-080770
Self-Configuration: Add the Reference Model





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Discussion: 

Q: Where is SW located? A: Conceptually on EM-level, i.e. managed via EM. 

Q: What does eNBP mean? A: eNodeB Part. 
Q: What deos RP mean? A: Remaining part..

Further discussion needed on AAF.

Comment: TN_CD_DLF is to be added. Agreed.
Comment: Remove “DM level” and “EM level”.
It was decided to update the document and to discuss the update.

Decision: 

The document was revised into S5-080838.



S5-080838
Self-Configuration: Add the Reference Model





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Abstract: 

Mirrors result of comments of S5-08770 and further discussions on it.
Discussion: 

Other options for SC_MMF could be also a box only above Itf-N or a box only below Itf-N, not on both sides like presented. This could be the case e.g. for AAF and SW_DLF.
If the box were below Itf-N, then whole policies would have to be transported via Itf-N. 
Example for policy SW DL: If instatllation does not work do fallback. Other policy: Try again.
Q: Why not talk to each blocks instead of one? A: Finally there will be one or more IRPAgents.
No conclusion was possible in the remaining meeting time.

Decision: 

The document was postponed.



S5-080772
Self-Configuration: Location of the Functional Block Software Download Function





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Decision: 

The document was not addressed.


S5-080804
Automatic Radio Network Configuration Data Preparation





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Decision: 

The document was not addressed.



