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6.8.3
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 18% (previously 10%)
Summary of progress: SA5 has agreed to update the Study Item’s time plan, and a number of Use cases for version handling have been proposed and discussed.
Outstanding issues: None
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on Wednesday 14 July, Q3.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-101720

	Update the WID for Study on version handling 

Discussion:

· Shuqiang: Don’t think SA needs to approve this. Thomas: Probably right but we can ask Christian or Dionisio. TT to check.
· Shuqiang: If it should send it to SA, the real WID template should be used, not the Tdoc template. Agreed.

Conclusion: Agreed, and Thomas to check if it needs to be sent to SA (and in that case update it based on a real WID template). Result of the check: No need to send it to SA.
	Ericsson

	S5-101886
	Discussion paper: Use cases and requirements for Study on version handling
Discussion:
· Thomas first informed: We have got a new TR number allocated by MCC now: 32.830, to be used next time we have an updated latest draft.

· Comment to the 1st Use case by Jörg: The Note is probably wrong; the operation is inherited to each IRP so it is per individual IRP. Thomas: Seems to be correct. 

· Jörg: Compare with NSN’s contribution to the SOA IRP WI about discovery, there is some info about this issue there which may be useful for the next version of this proposal. Agreed to check.
· Shuqiang: Then the use case should be modified to “For the IRPManager to find out which Interface IRP SS versions that are supported by an IRP”. Agreed.
· Edwin: We should add one column with info in the table for each UC about “to whom are you asking”. Agreed.
· Proposed rewording of UC1: “For the IRPManager to find out from an Interface YyyIRP which IRPVersions it supports.”. Agreed.
· Jörg and Edwin: For the 2nd UC, it is only valid for Interface IRPs. Thomas: OK, will check.

· Edwin: For the 3rd UC, if you have several Basic/Bulk CM IRPs, you cannot see which NRM IRP version that is supported by which of them. So that is a drawback with the current solution that we may want to improve. Noted.
· Edwin: for The swVersion, rephrase the “support column”… only supported by the two containing IOCs “ME and MN”. Agreed.

· Jörg: The swVersion support is quite fuzzy today: it doesn’t cover SW versions for functions. So we may want to enhance that. Noted.
· Thomas: For VsDataContainer, for the new column “whom you ask” we should state “the IOCs that can contain VsDataContainer”. Noted.
· Edwin: For the File Format version we should clarify how that information is acquired (by subscribing to FT IRP notifications etc). Agreed.
· There was no more time to go through the remaining UCs.
Conclusion: The contribution to be updated to next meeting considering all comments.
	Ericsson

	
	
	

	
	
	


3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	Xy.z
	Description of the action
	Rel-10
	Rapporteur
	New
	SA5#xx
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