3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)
S5-121034
SA5#83, 7-11 May 2012; Sarajevo, Bosnia&Herzegovina


Source:

Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson  

Title:

UID_510056 IRP framework enhancements to support 
Management of Converged Networks Rapporteur Report
Document for:

Approval

Agenda Item:

6.4.1
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 45% (previously 40%)

Estimated completion date: Current plan is SA#57 – 09/12 – needs to be extended.
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None 

2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: Reviewed the output of the Zurich Multi-SDO meeting. Reviewed and agreed the impacts of the RMA deliverables on 3GPP specifications. Agreed a new WI on Converged Management PM Interface definitions (to be revised), and a new WI on Modelling Alignment Phase II. Discussed an extensive contribution on requirements for Fault Management Solution Profile for NGCOR. Discussed and agreed to revise two contributions for clarification and enhancement on the functionality and IRP relation descriptions in 32.103.
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on Wednesday 9 May, Quarters 1 and 2.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-121066


	SA5 presentation at multi SDO meeting Zurich April 24-24
Questions/Comments:

- 

Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chairman



	S5-121067


	3GPP/TMF JWG presentation at multi SDO meeting Zurich April 24-24

Questions/Comments:

- 

Conclusion: Noted
	JWG Convenors



	S5-121232


	Multi-SDO projects approved in Zurich meeting April 23-24

Questions/Comments:

- 

Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chairman



	S5-121233


	Other presentations at multi SDO meeting Zurich April 23-24

Questions/Comments:

- 

Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chairman



	S5-121234


	Summary of Zurich Multi-SDO meeting April 23-24
Presented by Jörg. Jörg summarized the Zurich meeting as positive for SA5 – Christian made a good impression with his exhaustive SA5 status presentation and the creation of the new SWG for Converged management.

Questions/Comments:

- Zou Lan: For the “mSDO Benefits” slides, what can we do if we want to improve them? Christian: Anybody in SA5 can provide an SA5 contribution with proposals, or send it directly to me, there is no specific process for that. If we have some agreed comments, we can then send them to the next multi-SDO meeting.

Conclusion: Noted

	WG Chairman



	S5-121230


	Proposed WI on Converged Management PM Interface definitions
Questions/Comments:

· Jörg: I think the time plan is a bit optimistic,

· Christian: OK, we can change it a bit.

Conclusion: Agreed with proposed update of completion date to June 2013 – to be revised to new Tdoc 314 (for approval at the closing plenary).

	Huawei

	S5-121254 


	New WID on Modelling Alignment Phase II
Questions/Comments:

- 

Conclusion: Agreed.
	NSN

	S5-121182


	Stage 1 Input to the Fault Management Solution Profile for NGCOR
Questions/Comments:

· Jörg: We first need to address the administrative aspects: We don’t yet have any Work Item for this work. So we would have to create that first. I propose to create both a new BB Work Item as well as a Work Task under that for this work.

· Jörg: We also need an approved/published update of the NGCOR requirements, which is not yet available.

· Christian: Agree. And we can be sure that the published NGCOR requirements will be available soon.

· Jörg: OK. Are there any volunteers for rapporteur of these new potential Work Items? No response so far. IT was agreed to come back to this question at the end of the week.

· Continued with technical comments on the contribution:

· Edwin: I want to discuss if we should really include the Stage 1 in the profile, and what it means that “SA5 IRP Stage 1 requirements do not fully meet NGCOR FM requirements”, and what to do if we find a non-compliance. Do we e.g. try to change the NGCOR requirements?

· Edwin: E.g. for the first item in the table, REQ-FM (1), the IRP authors have to figure out what to do to fill the gap (choose one of the options in the table Comment).

· Zou Lan: What do you (Orange) propose to do if we identify some gaps? J-M: We should study and propose how to fill the gaps.

· Edwin: Also, how come that the Event Subtypes are not addressed here, as they are also in the NGCOR Reqs? J-M: I didn’t consider them in this version, as I already found a difference on the Event Type level.

· Shuangchun: China Mobile is also interested in the subtypes. We are also trying to push them into ITU-T.

· It was agreed that we should also look into the subtypes.

· Jean-Michel (J-M): Should we include the Stage 1 in the profile? Jörg and Edwin: It must be enough if the profile refers to the NGCOR requirements that they support.

· J-M: When it comes to the discrepancy of the event types in REQ-FM (1), I think we should make a CR on our Alarm IRP requirements. Jörg: Not so sure about that.

· We continued to go through the rest of the requirements in the table.

· Requirement 2,3,4,5,6 considered compliant. No comments/questions on these requirements.

· Req. 7 – stated (in the contribution) as partially compliant: Edwin: The requirement statement is subject to interpretation here. What is the “supplementary information” mentioned here? We already have the necessary information in Alarm IRP. J-M: I have just compared the NGCOR requirements with the Alarm IRP reqs. Jörg. I question this requirement; I don’t think we need to repeat the same information twice. We should question this requirement in NGCOR, and we may need another column in the table adding the IS level definitions. Edwin: Even if we do that in this case, we would not be compliant to this requirement because we don’t have the info in a regular expression format. Everybody agreed that we should clarify this requirement with NGCOR.

· Req. 8: Compliant. Jörg: we should still compare the IS definitions as well to ensure they are compliant as well.

· Summary by Jörg: In general, we should add the IS portion to a new column. And we should produce a new TR where we document all SA5’s compliance level to NGCOR. Clarify requirement 7, and check requirement 1 internally a bit more regarding its level of compliance.

Conclusion: Noted.

	Orange

	S5-121202


	CR R11 32.103 Add relation description for Interface IRP and NRM IRP
Questions/Comments:

· Thomas and Edwin: We support the intent. But we need to work on the wording. E.g. “technologies” in bullet 2 can be confused with SS technologies. And isn’t this covered by 32.150 already? And what about the Data Definition IRP, shouldn’t it be included?

· It was agreed that Ericsson and Huawei to work together offline on an improved text.

· Shuqiang also questioned the text in the figure (existing text in the approved TS). Jean-Michel also questioned the position of the arrows and “model bubbles”. Jörg: This is not really for discussion in this CR, but we can discuss it shortly. This text is a simplified version for a “wider audience” not familiar to the IRPs. And the position of arrows etc. is not significant here. It was concluded that for an update of this figure, a new CR is needed.

Conclusion: Agreed that Ericsson and Huawei work together offline on an improved text. New Tdoc 317.

	Huawei



	S5-121203


	CR R11 32.103 Add FM management function description
Questions/Comments:

- Thomas: This text needs some improvement. It is a circular definition to use a wording like “The FM function can fulfill the FM function”. And the IRP is named Alarm IRP, not the FM Interface IRP. And an Alarm IRP cannot be used to fulfil the FM functionality – only to access a part of it (alarm reporting) on an external interface. But changing the text to say “support the FM function” should be OK. Zou Lan: Agree, and just to explain: we used the wording “FM Interface IRP” to align with the title of 5.3 in 32.103. 

- Edwin: I also suggest a rewording of the second paragraph, to express that the first paragraph is a solution for converged mgmt as well. Zou Lan: Agree, we can reword it.

- Shuqiang and Jörg: We should also add Notification IRP to the list in 5.3 or clarify it in the new section X of this CR.

Conclusion: Agreed to be reworded and updated offline. New Tdoc 318.

	Huawei



	S5-121227


	JWG RMA overall Impact to NRM IRPs

Questions/Comments:

- Jörg asked: Is it agreeable to accept the new template proposed (Annex B)? No comments or objections received.

- Jörg: Ok, we can then conclude that it is agreed to use the new template proposed?
- We continued to discuss the TS title structure proposed by Ericsson – not as shown in this contribution but as explained by Thomas based on an email discussion with MCC: The “fourth line” of the title shall be “Converged Management” (replacing “Fault/Configuration/Performance management” in the cases it exists). This was agreed.

Conclusion: Agreed – including the new template and TS title structure proposed.

	Ericsson




4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	77.n
	Description of the action
	Rel-11
	Owner
	New
	SA5#78

	
	
	
	
	
	














































































































































































































- 1 -
- 2 -

