Technical Specification Group Services and System Aspects | SGS#12(01)0373
Meeting #12, Stockholm, Sweden, 18-21 June 2001

Source: TSG RAN WG3
Title: Review of UTRAN O&M Procedures TR32.800

Document for: Discussion
Agenda Item: 3.7.3
TSG-RAN Meeting #12 RP-010290

Stockholm, Sweden, 12 - 15 June 2001

(R3-011267, copy TSG-RAN WG2) LS on Review of UTRAN O&M Procedures TR32.800

SOURCE: TSG RAN WG3
To: TSG SA5
Cc: TSG SA, TSG CN, TSG RAN

TITLE: Review of UTRAN O&M Procedures TR32.800

Contact: Tim Frost, Vodafone Group Plc.
E-mail: tim.frost@vf.vodafone.co.uk

RAN WG3 have performed a full review of the SA5 Technical Report 32.800. This review was carried out
in the form of an e-mail discussion. The revised TR 32.800 is attached below.

It should be noted that whilst the review was carried out against the Release 4 version of NBAP, all of
the changes also apply to Release 99. RAN3 suggests that SA5 discuss whether to include the
corrections in the Release 99 version of the TR.

Apart from the changes shown in the revised document, there are also some other issues that RAN3
believe SA5 should discuss internally.

Failure cases — The presence/absence of failure messages/scenarios in the document should be
consistent. It would be less confusing if they were removed, because the procedures continue to
successful completion.

Reports Relating to Network Performance — In clause 5.4.1, the reference to the operator having to know
the services for each channel is not feasible.

Performance Management Reports — RAN3 believes that SA5 should consider removing Table 1 in
clause 5.4.4, as this is out of date. However, SA5 should ensure that the TS 32.104 (Rel99 & Rel4) is
consistent with Rel99 and Rel4 of RAN3 NBAP specification 25.433.

Node B Swap — Figure 8.4.1 should be placed in section 5.8.3 as figure 5.8.3.1. Also it should be made
clear in the document that this example is shown for the reason of re-parenting Node Bs efficiently.



- Node B Detach — As it is a permanent detachment of a Node B from the CRNC, RAN3 are concerned
that it is not clear when the logical model of the Node B (including the cells) is deleted from the old
CRNC.

RNC Fault Handling Procedure — This example needs to be added to the Fault Handling procedures.

NBAP Alarm messages — The Reset procedure in both the CRNC initiated and Node B initiated cases
needs to be added to section 5.9.3.

Node B Fault Handling Procedure — This section needs to be reviewed by SA5. More cases may need to
be added by SAS5 for different Node B fault handling situations.

General — A review of the complete TR should be held within SAS5, to correct any remaining errors and to
reorganise the document, making it clear to those readers who do not have previous knowledge of the
work.
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