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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 10% (previously 0%)

Estimated completion date: SA#54 – 12/12/2011 (if change: previous SA#mm - date)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): 

2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
-clarify whether the measurements should be defined on both sides for the same message interaction
-Complete equipment related measurement: add mean memory related measurements

-Discuss supplementary service related measurement: TIP

- Add accumulated session time related measurements

- Discuss multimedia communication related measurements and decide to propose one complete contribution to next meeting

- Add session establishment related measurements per access technology
Outstanding issues: 
· Since PCRF Function is defined in current EPC NRM, should PCRF related measurements keep in IMS or move to GPRS and EPC? 

3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <11/05/11, 4 Quarter(s)>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-111824
	CR R11 32.409 Add the measurement of answered session traffic 
ZTE presents the contribution.

ZTE：We accept the comments from Ericsson’s mail.

1) Use Millisecond as unit and modify the description related to Erlang in c)
2) The description in Use case should be rewording to cover the measurement’s sense.
NSN：We agree on originating and terminating procedures and suggest to remove the first procedure.
Ericsson：Agree with NSN and description in c) and d) should be modified. In c), the description “The final result should be calculated to ERLANG” should be removed. In d) If Unit is Millisecond, the type should be an integer value.
ZTE: We need time to check whether the Answered session traffic is equal to originating session traffic plus terminating session traffic offline
Conclusion:
Revised to S5-112046

	ZTE

	S5-111828


	CR R11 32.409 Addition of TIP service related measurements
ZTE presents the contribution.

Ericsson: In use case, the description has nothing to do with this measurement and too general.
ZTE: We will revise it.
NSN: Does SIP can trigger this measurement? From implementation view, SIP will be transmitted to AS which includes SIP AS function and other supplementary AS functions. I doubt that successful rate of [SIP invite] could reflect TIP service. The TIP AS shall be part of the call setup. What we can measure is simply the TIP usage and that can be determined whether a certain SIP header is in the INVITE or not.
ZTE: We think an independent AS could represent a kind of supplementary service, e.g. TIP. Even if one AS includes several different AS functionality, we focus on the AS function.

NSN: We need check.
Ericsson: In successful procedure, “transmission “ should be “receipt”
ZTE: Agree and will correct it.
NSN: Why not have TIR measurements?
ZTE: We use TIR seldom.
Ericsson: "2 out of 3 approach" should be added. Use case should be revised and application type of AS should be specifically indicated.
Conclusion:
Revised to S5-112047

	ZTE and China Unicom

	S5-111830


	CR R11 32.409 Addition of MGCF H.245 messages related measurements
ZTE presents the contribution.

NSN: “Transmission” should be “receipt” in successful procedures

ZTE: We noted that the typing error on it in our several contributions and will correct it offline.
NSN: We suggest completing use case. The reference on H245 in 3GPP is TS29.163 and the primary protocol is H324 not H245 in it, maybe we should also include the major protocol in this contribution to provide the complete solution to SA5. For H245 set, we need to add text like “only valid for H245”
Ericsson: Add causes for failure procedure

NSN: We prefer two sets of measurements and keep one use case in one contribution.
ZTE: Maybe we need two Tdoc number?
NSN: prefer one contribution and it’s up to you.
Ericsson: "2 out of 3 approach" should be added.
Conclusion:
Revised to S5-112048

	ZTE

	S5-111832

	CR R11 32.409 Add Equipment related measurements
ZTE presents the contribution.

NSN: We agree the intention but have the question with the duration of the peak processor usage and think the mean processor usage is enough.

ZTE: Ericsson has also the similar comments in the offline discussion

Ericsson: Memory has been defined per each key processor in this contribution. I think the memory has not such kind relation with processor because several memories can share one processor. Memory and processor are independent. We also suggest to remove peak memory related measurements. In g) should be only for ps
NSN: Agree and this should be corrected. 
ZTE: Yes, we need time to check with R&D how to revise.

Ericsson: In g) should be valid for IMS. Hard disk related measurements are needed? If we follow your logic, shall we define database? It seems everything should be defined following your logic.

Chair: Hard disk related measurements are not very useful from operators’ view.

ZTE: Agree on the revision should be focus on memory part.
Conclusion:
Revised to S5-112049

	ZTE

	S5-111833
	CR R11 32.409 Add Session control related measurement per access technology
ZTE presents the contribution.

Ericsson: What’s the difference between this one and the current measurements in TS.

ZTE: The difference is that we propose to add measurements per different access technology.

Ericsson: Maybe only P-CSCF is needed and why S-CSCF. We suggest to modify the existing measurement via manner of subcounter.
Chair: suggest to revise e) “belong to” to another wording, e.g., “from”
ZTE: “belong to” refer to the current wording and we will check offline.
NSN: Does it have sense to us?

ZTE: The measurement could help operators to know about user behaviours via different technology

NSN: hope to modify .AT to a kind style, add something like

AT1  "3GPP-GERAN",
AT2 "3GPP-UTRAN-FDD", 
AT3 "3GPP-UTRAN-TDD", 
AT4 "3GPP2-1X",
There are several options and we haven’t preference.
Conclusion:
Revised to S5-112101

	ZTE

	S5-111834


	CR R11 32.409 Add Successful initial registration time (Maximum)
ZTE presents the contribution.

ZTE: suggest to noted it because it’s similar as mean time measurements.

Conclusion:
Noted


	ZTE

	S5-111836


	CR R11 32.409 Add the IP-CAN session establishment and termination related measurements
ZTE presents the contribution.

Ericsson: The description “ how many sessions are existing in PCRF, can be known”, this cannot be measured with the proposed measurements. 

If you really want “how many sessions are existing in PCRF, can be known”, then you would have to add “Number of simultaneous DCC Sessions” SI measurement.

ZTE: We get comments from Ericsson on Use case  and will check it offline
ZTE: Please open TS32.409 and go to 4.8. If we have a look at the notes, we can find PCRF hasn’t definition from R7 and we propose to move the whole PCRF parts to EPC PM since PCRF function has been defined in EPC NRM.
NSN: If we check 4a.18 of 23.002, PCRF has relation to PCEF and PCEF exists both in GPRS and EPC. If PCRF is removed from IMS, shall we define it both in GPRS and EPC related OAM TS?
ZTE: Can we keep the PCRF in IMS and add the description to indicate PCRF function has been defined in EPC NRM?

NSN: Yes, it seems IMS PM TS is ok but the issue still exists and maybe we need more discussion to find a good solution

Chair: need more offline discussion and noted
	

	S5-111838


	Discussion on whether the performance measurement should be defined on both sides of the same message interaction
ZTE: suggest to “noted” it and to discuss the next CR directly according to the Ericsson’s comments before. They suggest to study it case by case.
Conclusion:
Noted
	ZTE

	S5-111839


	CR R11 32.409 Add HSS data read and notification related performance measurement in AS
ZTE presents the contribution.

Ericsson and NSN: The measurements from HSS side is more reasonable and we have already have it 

ZTE: We have two options to handle the similar case and suggest discussing another one together.

ZTE: propose to noted it and discuss S5-111847
Conclusion:
Noted
	ZTE

	S5-111840


	CR R11 32.409 Add the Number of Private User Identities in unregistered state
ZTE presents the contribution.

Ericsson: 
1) in g)should be only for PS. 
2) We can get this measurement from the existing measurements by the calculation: ‘Number of Private User Identities in unregistered state’ = ‘Number of provisioned Private User Identity stored in a HSS’ – ‘Number of Private User Identities in registered state’

NSN: Agree with Ericsson. We can get this measurements from the existing measurements
ZTE: There are 3 different status: registered, unregistered and not registered in 3GPP. We can’t derive this measurement via the current measurements in TS32.409.

NSN: Unregistered and not registered both mean users can’t use the network service. I don’t think there is the difference between them.

ZTE: We need to check offline 

Conclusion:
Come back later

	ZTE

	S5-111846
	CR R11 32.409 Add the measurement of Successful Rate of LIR Messages Separated by different CSCF
ZTE presents the contribution.

ZTE: After the offline discussion before the meeting, we propose to withdraw it.
Conclusion:
Withdrawn


	ZTE

	S5-111847
	CR R11 32.409 Add the measurement of Successful Rate of UDR Messages Separated by different AS
ZTE presents the contribution.

Ericsson: The difference between this one and the existing part in current TS is per AS.I don’t think they have different successful rate. since it’s HSS that reply to UDR from different AS, if the response fails, that means all interaction between different AS with HSS fail.
We suggest to modify the existing measurement via the manner of subcounter.

ZTE: Maybe the success rate per each different application service will be different. For example, AS requests UDR from HSS and HSS returns the failed response with a certain cause value to indicate the service isn’t subscribed when UE doesn’t subscribe this kind of application service. 
Ericsson: Please provide the reference from 3GPP on it.

ZTE: We will check offline.
NSN: 
1) In e) description should be modified to fulfil requirement on per AS
2) If you keep the current description in e) another option is to modify f) maybe modified to “shlink”
Conclusion:
Come back later

	ZTE

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


4 Action items
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