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7.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 
TR part (560134): 60% to 70%
TS part (560234): 20% to 50%
Estimated completion date: SA#65 Sep 2014 (prev. Jun 2014)
Agreed to send the TR 32.838 for information to SA#64 (presentation sheet in S5-143403)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
A pCR based on outputs of April 2014 ad hoc meeting has been presented and approved.
A template was proposed for handling of O&M radio parameters. More discussion is needed.

A pCR on controlled implementation of Cell Capacity Class Value parameter was discussed. More discussion is needed.
A pCR on compliance to Top OPE clause on SON in CN was discussed and was agreed to be sent for email approval.
A pCR on compliance to Top OPE clause on Enhancement of Trace functionality was discussed and will be revised for 7.1 closing session.
Outstanding issues: Difficult to complete the TR 32.838 by Sep 2014.
3 Minutes

The 7.2.1 session "TR on compliance of 3GPP SA5 specifications to the NGMN Top OPE Recommendations" was held on 2014-05-15 Q1 and Q2.

There was no contribution for the 7.2.2 agenda item "TS work on Compliance of 3GPP SA5 specifications to the NGMN Top OPE Recommendations".

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-143072
	Clean-up of draft TR 32.838 according to agreements at SA5#94bis meeting 
SWG chair: Spelling error to be corrected in clause 5.1.4. 
SWG chair: The list of values for compliance status in clause 1 should be changed to a bullet list. 
Conclusion: Approved with some editorial changes to be done at pCR implementation
	Huawei (Rapporteur)


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-143111
	Proposed template-type text for Top OPE re O&M radio parameters Cisco: Disagree. We should continue as before and handle this case by case. 
Ericsson: It is important to see if there is a requirement for standardization somewhere in 3GPP.

Cisco: Practically not feasible to do this check for all rows of Clause 7.1. 

Cisco: This is a SA5 study. In case we need to ask something to RAN3 we will do but we should focus on SA5. 
Ericsson: RAN3 has the responsibility of RAN OAM, they should be the reference.
Cisco: Not challenging the ToR of RAN3 but something may be missing in RAN3 specs. 
Ericsson: We must confirm that required parameters are in RAN3 specifications. If parameters are or are not in RAN3 actions are different to address the gap.
Cisco: Practically impossible. RAN specs are huge. Difficult to make a stamen that it is present or not. 
Ericsson: Not impossible. This can be done as a group. We need this knowledge in the TR. 

ALU: Agreement that we do not compete with R3. 

Cisco: Do not want to take work from RAN3. If work is in scope of R3, we will send them a LS.

ALU: We can also check with our RAN colleagues to progress faster.

NSN: Even if parameters are in RAN3 specs, we still need to investigate whether we need to expose them on It-N. It makes no big difference on action required by SA5.
Cisco: We object approval.
Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140241
	pCR to TR 32.838 Cell Capacity Class Value 
Ericsson: This is discussed in MLB SI. Do we need to discuss also in the context of Top OPE TR? 
Cisco: It is allowed to discuss certain parameters are in MLB SI and also here. Should we rule this out?
Ericsson: We can discuss it in the MLB SI. Top OPE is only a survey of compliance.

NSN: Prefer discussion in MLB SI. It is in the scope of MLB TR.
Cisco: This is about controlled implementation. MLB TR is about performance improvement. 

Rapporteur: Need to record gaps in TR. APs are done outside of the TR work. 
NSN: We think that controlled implementation will improve MLB performance. It fits in the MLB SI.

Conclusion: Noted
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140245
	pCR to TR 32.838 PM and CM in the Core Network
Orange: Need to include NGMN text. See whether we need one or more boxes.
NSN: Need to include IMS NRMs.

Ericsson: Need to refer to NRMs in 28 series instead of 32 series.
Cisco: There are other references to 32 series that need to be checked in the draft TR.

Conclusion: Update to S5-140400 for email approval
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140269
	pCR to TR 32.838 Northbound Interface for Enhancement of Trace functionality
SWG chair: All new contents should have revision marks.
Ericsson: Clause 9.1 is for product compliance. Not applicable to SA5.

Rapporteur: The second sentence from NGMN is for standards. 

Ericsson: The second sentence is for other WGs. 

Rapporteur: The second sentence alos implies SA5 work.

Ericsson: Why vendor specific extensions?

Telecom Italia: To address "proprietary" 
SWG chair: For 9.2 we should fill compliance status. It is agred as "Supported".
Ericsson: 9.3 compliance status? 
Telecom Italia: "Supported".
Clause 9.4: refer to TCE and put "Supported". 

Ericsson: In clause 9.5 does it mean only one request?

SWG chair: not necessarily. Add 52.008 and put "Supported".

Clause 9.6: Out of scope. Not Supported.

AP Rapporteur: Add a general statement to indicate that the scope of the TR is only SA5. 

Clause 9.7: Product implementation. Out of scope. Compliance statement "Not Applicable".

9.8 We can filter using some parameters but not any parameter. "Partially Supported".

Conclusion: Updated to S5-140402
	Telecom Italia


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	94.1
	Draft LS reply to S5-140641 
	Rel-12
	Huawei
	Closed
	SA5#95
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