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6.7
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 30% (previously 10%)

Summary of progress: Two CRs have reached the agreement and will be resubmitted to the close plenary; Two CRs have reached the agreement and will be updated and resubmitted to the next meeting.
Outstanding issues: There is one idea with two proposals (S5-102250, S5-102413) from different vendors. The Rapporteur would like to suggest collecting the comments and viewpoints from vendors and operators. 
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2010 Aug 23 - 27.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-102248
	Title: SuM Rel-10 CR 32172 removing unnecessary SuM IOCs
Comments at the session:

· [ALU] No problem or no objection to remove the first two IOCs but concerning about the last one even it will return a huge list of SuMSubscriberProfile instances and SuMUser instances. I think it’s needed from OSS viewpoint.

· [NSN] NSN agrees with ALU.
· [ALU] I think the title can be changed to “removing some SuM IOCs”. 
Conclusion: 
· Updated it with new TDoc number and resubmitted to the close plenary.
	Ericsson

	S5-102249
	Title: SuM Rel-10 CR 32176 removing unnecessary SuM IOCs
Comments at the session:

· It needs to be updated according to the agreements in IS CR. 
Conclusion: 

· Updated it with new TDoc number and resubmitted to the close plenary.
	Ericsson

	S5-102250
	Title: SuM Rel-10 CR 32172 Correcting and improving access service modeling
Comments at the session:

· [NSN] I don’t think this proposal can solve the data consistency issue. On the contrary, it will exactly cause the data consistency issue.

· [NSN] Please also reply to me if IRP Manager doesn’t know the network details then how can it do the data consistency check if inconsistency occurs.

· [Ericsson] There is no restriction in the standardization that which party (IRP Manager or IRP Agent) shall secure the data consistency. It is also possible that IRP Agent take this responsibility because in our proposal this data consistency responsibility is suitable to be secured by IRP Agent who finally executes the provisioning commands and knows the execution result and network details.

· [ALU] This proposal just repeats the fundamental methodology in previous revision and rolls back the final approval in release 9.

· [Ericsson] In release 9 there are not so many small pieces proposed for one service profile so that the data consistency issue and atomic operation issue are not very obvious. When a delegate identifies some potential problems, of course he has the responsibility to speak it out.  
· [ALU, NSN] This proposal could not solve the data redundancy problem between different service profiles.

· [Ericsson] There could be two places for data redundancy: one for definition and another one for instantiation. Ok, the mentioned problem belongs to the latter one. I need to say here there are two places to avoid such data redundancy: one via Itf-N directly (but let IRP Manager know about the network details, no transparency) and another one solved and hidden the data redundancy by IRP Agent. Therefore, it is also legal and valid to solve such problem and make it transparency from IRP Manager. 
Conclusion: 

· Pending and postponed to the close plenary.
	Ericsson

	S5-102251
	Title: SuM Rel-10 CR 32176 Correcting and improving access service modeling
Comments at the session:

· No detailed discussion on it and its approval or not depends on the final result of related IS contribution.
Conclusion: 

· Pending and postponed to the close plenary.
	Ericsson

	S5-102413


	Title: Extending Release 9 access service modeling improvements in Service Profile IOCs
Comments at the session:

· [Ericsson] First, I don’t need to repeat here again my comments on data consistency and atomic operation issues when reviewing our related Ericsson contribution.

· [Ericsson] Taking a look at the figure of 1.h, for example EPSServiceProfile, its overall data creation needs only one request/response via Itf-N before but now it needs up to 7 requests/responses. It increases the risk of data inconsistency in network because currently Basic CM interface doesn’t support transaction and SuM NRM IRP doesn’t support bulk CM interface neither.
· [ALU, NSN] Well, it’s just a worst case in this diagram and several IOCs are optional and it doesn’t mean the IRP Manager always needs so many back-and-forth requests/responses. It depends on deployment scenarios.

· [ALU, NSN] This is a proposal, which can solve the data redundancy problem between the data in HLR for CS and the data in HSS for GPRS for example. And this is required by the operators we believe.

· [Ericsson] About the data redundancy problem, I have mentioned when reviewing my proposal: it is also legal and valid to solve such problem and make it transparency from IRP Manager.
· [Ericsson] A new question on the backward compatibility issue. This kind of modeling way for service profile violates backward compatibility over Itf-N.

· [ALU] The backward compatibility has been already violated by introduction of aggregation.

· [Ericsson] This argument mixed up two things: the introduction of aggregation before is to replace the name-containment composition relationship between two existing IOCs but in current proposal it tries to split up one IOC into more small pieces. What I object to is to abuse the aggregation relationship in modeling way in order to avoid possible backward incompatibility again and again, even you said the diagram is not the most complex one and should be stable after that. Who knows the future?     

Notes from Rapporteur:

· Even the best case also needs at least three rounds requests/responses to complete the provisioning of all data within a service profile for a subscriber.
· The Rapporteur would like to suggest collecting the comments from operators especially the ones missing this meeting that if they are requesting eagerly to solve the data redundancy problem among different network elements via the Itf-N directly instead of a possibility to solve it within IRP Agent internally and make it transparency from IRP Manager? 

· The Rapporteur also wonders if it is a valid business case for especially signaling traffic (instead of provisioning) to fit into such kind of scenario (E.g., data shared between HLR for CS and HSS for GPRS).
Conclusion: 

· Pending and postponed to the close plenary.
	Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks



	S5-102415
	Title: Modifications to Packet Access Service Parameters and Modeling with Comprehensive Removal of Redundancy in Service Profile parameters
Comments at the session:

· No detailed discussion on it and its approval or not depends on the result of related IS contribution.
Conclusion: 

· Pending and postponed to the close plenary.
	Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks



	S5-102417
	Title: IMS Service Parameters
Comments at the session:

· [Ericsson] Modeling GAA as a supplementary service for IMS service profile could be a better solution.
· [ALU] I agree and accept this suggestion.

· [ALU] The modeling way used here (using aggregation) is suitable because GAA as a whole can be optional to different domain services but there are different attributes with different support qualifiers inside GAA. If defining inside service profile directly then it will violate this semantics.

· [Ericsson] I agree to that and that’s the reason why I treat differently for GAA and common separate attributes. 

· [ALU] I will update it according to the comments and resubmit it together with 32.176 for the next meeting.
Conclusion: 

· Noted.
	Alcatel-Lucent

	S5-102418
	Title: IMS Service Parameters - Changes to 32.176
Comments at the session:

· This contribution is not available for this meeting.
Conclusion: 

· Noted.
	Alcatel-Lucent

	S5-102412


	Title: Modifications to Packet Access Service Parameters and Modeling

Comments at the session:

· Its intention and fundamental contents are ok to all of us all but if it will need to be updated or not depends on the final result of related IS contributions.
Conclusion: 

· Agreed.
	Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks


3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 
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