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6.11
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 25% (previously 0%)

Summary of progress: Agreed to launch the investigation on “new fetch capabilities. Clarify that SuM should be evolved to be closer to network resource model. Agreed to stop on the “model extension” proposal, proposed from TISPAN LS for SuM evolution.
Outstanding issues: N/A.
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2010 May 10 - 14.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-101230
	Title: new fetch capabilities based on aggregation or association relation
Comments at the session:

· This is not a specific problem to SuM NRM IRP. In principle, Any NRM IRP that uses the relationships of aggregation/association instead of naming-containment will meet such possible problem.
· It’s possible to analyses the motivations/Use Cases in SuM to balance on this new fetch capabilities.
Conclusion: Noted. Ericsson and Alcatel-Lucent can cooperate on this topic.

	Ericsson

	S5-101231
	Title: Clarifying the role of 3GPP SuM in the eTOM
Comments at the session:

· The current situation is most of service attribute definition is closer to network resource model at the same time some IOCs are closer to the business world.

· We should make decision about going forward with more elaboration on business concept to cover both service layer and resource layer or making the SuM NRM IRP IS more suitable to stay at resource layer.
· It’s hard to understand the third bullet in the last paragraph. 
Conclusion: Noted.


	Ericsson

	S5-101232
	Title: SuM Rel-10 CR 32172 Introducing guideline for applied model extension
Background:

· This CR was prepared basing on a topic coming from the TISPAN LS last year, which proposed 3GPP SuM to consider about it. 

Comments at the session:

· Where is the the current rules for NRM extensions, mentioned in this CR? It’s really hard or impossible to locate them from everywhere.
· What’s the meaning of last bullet? It’s hard to be understood.
· It’s unnecessary and redundant information for standardization delegates when they propose to extend the SuM NRM because the proposal must be presented and evaluated during the 3GPP SA5 meeting. 
Comments after the session:

· It’s good to introduce it for the evaluation if the non-standardized (i.e. vendor specific) model extension is aligned with the standardization. But it’s better to have a common single place to explicitly publish information for all NRM IRPs. 
· At the same time it’s estimated to be very hard to list all items for standardization compliance.
Rapporteur notes:

· If other delegates think it’s an unnecessary topic to 3GPP SA5, then the Rapporteur can stop on it and formally decline it from TISPAN LS.

Conclusion: Noted. 


	Ericsson

	S5-101233
	Title: SuM Rel-10 CR 32175 Introducing guideline for applied model extension
Comments at the session:

· Don’t know the meaning of “Define … as a new type”, “Define … as a new element”. It’s required to provide more detail for understanding.
Rapporteur notes:

· No further discussion about this CR because no agreement of the related CR (S5-101232) is reached.

Conclusion: Noted. 


	Ericsson
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