Rapporteur's report for 
6.1 UID xxxxxx 3G Home NodeB OAM&P Interface Type 1 Management
2009.1.14 8:45AM~19:00PM Sophia Antipolis, France SA5#62bis
S5-090505: 

Chair presents the LS.

Chair: Need to put the LS into agenda to BBF leader conf call. Formal reply LS will be sent from SA5 #63.

NSN: Need to understand what’s northbound interface mean.

Thomson: horizontal interface between two ACSs.

ALU: BBF try to create requirement for northbound interface.

VDF: Should inform BBF regarding the northbound interface which has done in 3GPP.

Conclusion: Action for Huawei to propose a draft LS to SA5#63.

MCC need to resubmit this LS to #63, reply is planned to send from SA5#63.

S5-090506: 

Conclusion: Noted.

S5-090549: 

Conclusion: Noted.

S5-090597: 

Thomson: The current data model didn’t touch Alarm information.

Huawei: The alarm defined in SA5 will include operations and alarm information both.

Ericsson: SA5 will define transfer mechanism and transfer information.

Conclusion: Noted.

SA5 agreed on data model definition in R8:

1. CM part is driven by BBF.

2. FM/PM are driven by SA5.

TS number and names:

Conclusion: Agree on
TS 32.581 Telecommunication management; OAM&P Concepts and requirements for Type 1 interface HNB to HMS 

TS 32.582 Telecommunication management; OAM&P Information model for Type 1 interface HNB to HMS 

TS 32.583 Telecommunication management; OAM&P Procedure flows for Type 1 interface HNB to HMS 

TS 32.584 Telecommunication management; OAM&P eXtensible Markup Language (XML) definitions for Type 1 interface HNB to HMS 

Conf call SA5-BBF:

Conclusion:

1. Need to extend the conf call to public call, everybody is invited to conf call.

2. Next call on Jan.19. Time need to be discussed by SA5 chair and BBF chair later.
S5-090701: 

Conclusion: agreed as latest draft.
Working process for HNB conf call:

1. The TS will be updated according to F2F meeting agreement and sent to exploder&put to HNB OAM virtual meeting ADN by rapporteur for comments with no approval time limit. Comments could be discussed during the conf call. 

2. The agreed contribution during conf call should be updated to latest draft of TS after each conf call. 
3. Updated TS should be sent to exploder&put to HNB OAM virtual meeting ADN by rapporteur for comments.
S5-090522: 

CM:
REQ-OAMP-CM-001

Ericsson: should not put diagram in requirement TS.

I: remove Figure 1.

H: What’s the conclusion on text above REQ-OAMP-CM-001?

Chair: Leave rapp to discuss with author on “CON” ,”FUN” for all requirements.

Agreed with the modification shown in S5-090522r2.
REQ-OAMP-CM-002:
Chair: Action for rapporteur to introduce mapping in xx2 document between BBF data model and SA5 data model.
Agreed with the modification shown in S5-090522r2.

REQ-OAMP-CM-003:

Airvana: replace “IPSec” to “IPsec”.
Agreed with the modification shown in S5-090522r2.

REQ-OAMP-CM-004:

Ericsson: What’s two data model?

IPaccess: BBF model and HNB model.

NSN: Is this function for HNB or HMS?

IPAccess: for HMS.

No agreement on 004.

REQ-OAMP-CM-005:

Airvana: remove second bullet for now.
Chair: agree to remove.

ALU: configuration through file is not mentioned.

IPAccess: it was not precluded in 001.

PM:

REQ-OAMP-PM-001:

Shall, may discussion.
Airvana: PM, FM should be optional.

Ericsson: support.

VDF: support.

Huawei: shall may was discussed during the conf call and has conclusion to be optional.

Chair: Action for IPaccess to update the contribution with TDOC S5-090705.
Huawei: “capture and store” should be reworded to “report”.

Airvana: support.

Chair: remove 001.

REQ-OAMP-PM-002:

NSN: should not mention file server.
TMO: part of HMS function is to set the file server.

REQ-OAMP-PM-003:

Long discussion on two options (tr069 and file based performance management)

Ericsson: not all r069 functions should be used.

NSN: support both function add system cost.

TMO: it’s up to SA5 to decide which method should be used. Operator prefer file based approach.
ALU: additional expenses, cost on bandwidth should be considered if file based solution preferred. Tr069 approach could be used in custom care scenario and very less cost is needed.
Ericsson: the less cost ALU mentioned is about ACS cost, but not for HNB implementation cost.

ALU: disagree.

Ericsson: don’t support put counter into data model and support file based transfer.

Huawei: support.

NSN: support.

TMO: file based approach is usual way in 3GPP.

Chair: ask for show hands on “restrict the use on PM in R8 to file transfer”
Supporting company: NSN, Ericsson, Huawei, Telefonica, TMO, ZTE.
Objecting company: ALU.

Chair: one company object, 003 is agreed with modification shown in S5-090522r2.

REQ-OAMP-PM-004:
REQ-OAMP-PM-005:

Chair: Agreed with the modification shown in S5-090522r2.

REQ-OAMP-PM-006:

Huawei: propose to add “FTPS with/without Username/Password”

Airvana:does it mean HNB can select any of these mechanisms?

IPAccess: yes.

Chair: Agreed with the modification shown in S5-090522r2.

REQ-OAMP-PM-007:

Ericsson: should remove as it’s contradictory with previous discussion.

ALU: this is the function for troubleshooting.

Ericsson: no need to use rpc to read in realtime. No need to have this requirement.

NSN: support.

Chair: remove.

REQ-OAMP-PM-008:

NSN: what’s current approach in tr069 for testing? Is there data model defined?

IPAccess: there are data structured defined in BBF.

NSN: is that online realtime testing or wait after test is done?

IPAccess: both.

NSN: move to FM part.
Conclusion: Agreed with the modification shown in S5-090522r2.
Leave to rapporteur to add “FUN” ,”CON” into the identifier of each requirments.
FM:

Stop at FM and discuss on requirements which have been discussed during the conf calls and then resume the discussion in FM in this contribution.
Conclusion: For 1st and 2nd CM/PM modification part, Agreed with modification shown in S5-090522r2. No conclusion on 3rd FM part.
S5-090530: 

Conclusion:

X.1: Agree on the text. Need offline discussion on the editor’s notes and annex.

X.1.1: Agreed. Rapporteur suggests to put as business level requirments.
X.1.2: Agree on the first bullet and remove second bullet.

X.1.3: Agree on “REQ-xxx HNB may have the capability to collect its performance related data.” 
X.1.4: No agreement on X.1.4 in the meeting. Action Item for Ericsson to reword on the last requirement.

