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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

Date:


Q1second half, Q2 and Q3 on 22 May 2002

Input documents:

Tdoc Nr
Title
Source

S5-026021
Report of SA5 #27 SWG-C WT11 RG session
Siemens

S5-026121
Report of SA5 #27quad SWG-C WT11 RG session
Siemens

S5-026143
Generic Network Resource Model for State Management
Siemens

S5-026145
GERAN Network Resource Model for State Management
Siemens

S5-026146
UTRAN Network Resource Model for State Management
Siemens

S5-026167
Generic State Management: Solution Set
Siemens

S5-026268
Archetype usage for specification of attributes
Motorola

S5-026270
Generic State Management: Requirements
Siemens

S5-026271
Generic State Management: Information Service
Siemens

1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

At SA5#27quad it was agreed, that in Rel-5 no dedicated operations (including those inherited from ManagedGenericIRP) and notifications are specified for State Management. According to the understanding of an IRP reached at SA5#27 State Management would be no dedicated IRP in this case. In order to reflect this the title of 32.671 and 32.672 was changed to “Generic State Management”. At this meeting the discussion has shown that the definition of an IRP has to be reconsidered. The current assumption for the name is now “State Management IRP”, as has been the case before. Depending on the outcome of the definition of an IRP the name may be subject to change once more.

It was agreed that a separate Rel-6 work task shall be set up to study, whether dedicated operations and notifications for State Management are required.

All NRM’s shall support the same State Management IRP version. The version number shall be clearly stated in the scope section of each NRM. 

Both, the Requirements and the Information Service draft specifications were reviewed. Only minor changes related to editorial issues were identified. As for the technical content there are no open issues left. The improved updates will be provided for SA5#29. It is expected that they can be approved without long discussions.

The proposed inclusion of the state attributes in the UTRAN and the GERAN NRM could not be discussed or agreed, since a company said that they had comments but they were not able to provide them. An E-mail discussion shall be opened on this.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-5)

WT11: State Management (Rel5)
· Achievements:

Common agreement how to standardise the State Management IRP. Good progress regarding the update of the NRMs to support State Management.  

· Percentage of completion:
70%

· Problems:


none

1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C / SA5 

Define a Rel-6 work task to investigate the introduction of an optimised operation for state alignment. In case this is considered to be beneficial it shall also be investigated if this operation should be more generic in order to allow also for the alignment of other attributes (e. g. inventory data).

TS 32.671 (State Management IRP: Requirements) and TS 32.672 (State Management IRP: IS) shall be sent to SA plenary for information. 

2 Action items

Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #24
WT RG respon-sible
Target date

26.1
Update "System Context" clause in 32.672 according to the decision on S5C020104 (or any update of that).
5
Siemens
Closed
WT11
After discussion on S5C020104 is finalised

26.2
E-mail discussion on how and where to define the state attributes in 32.672 (e.g. use managedEntity, define a qualifier or leave it N/A)
5
All (Siemens rapporteur)
Closed
WT11
Initiation:  by 8/3/02

Comments: until 19/3/02

26.3
Clarify the need for the value "pending" in the "alarmStatus" attribute (or delete it if not needed).
5
Siemens
Closed, value deleted
WT11
SA5 #27

26.4
E-mail discussion on need for "getStateAttributes" operation and for "StateManagementIRP" IOC if operation is deleted.
5
All (Siemens rapporteur)
Closed
WT11
Initiation:  by 8/3/02

Comments: until 19/3/02

26.5
E-mail discussion about what IOCs shall include which state management attributes (fill in the table of S5C020133)
5
All
Closed
WT11
Initiation:  by 8/3/02

Comments: until 19/3/02

27.1
Assess how much the post and pre-processing is increased when using getStateAttributes instead of getMoAttributes and if this outweighs the benefits of having an reduced amount of data on the wire.
5
All
Closed, getStateAttributes operation removed
WT11
SA5#28

27.2
Clarify, if it is beneficial to extend existing mechanisms to retrieve attributes (getMoAttributes, Bulk CM) in a way reducing the amount of data to be transmitted on the wire by transmitting only attribute values different from its default value.
5
All
Closed, moved to Rel-6
WT11
SA5#28

27.3
Provide summary on which interdependencies between state attributes are specified in ITU-T.
5
Siemens
Closed
WT11
SA5#28

28.1
Clarify, whether the proposed  way (see S5-026268) of adding new attributes to NRM’s object classes could be used for other attributes beyond the state management.
5
Motorola
Open
WT11
SA5#29

28.2
E-mail discussion on the proposed inclusion of the state attributes into the NRM’s.
5
Ericsson
Open
WT11
SA5#29

3 Review of release 5/ WT11 input documents 

3.1 S5-026021:  Report of SA5 #27 SWG-C WT11 RG session
Approved.

3.2 S5-026121:  Report of SA5 #27quad SWG-C WT11 RG session
Approved.

3.3 S5-026143: Generic Network Resource Model for State Management
This contribution proposes to add the administrative state to the IRPAgent. Locking the IRPAgent shall lock (block) the Itf-N, unlocking the IRPAgent shall unlock (unblock) the Itf-N. Some basic agreement was reached about specifying the possibility to lock the Itf-N. Some more discussion is required about the appropriate modelling of this functionality.

A long discussion took place if there is any difference between locking and unlocking via Itf-N or proprietary interfaces. It was concluded that the state of an IRPAgent defines the state independent from the interface, which is used to access an IRPAgent.

3.4 S5-026145: GERAN Network Resource Model for State Management
Not presented, but the comments made on the UTRAN NRM (S5-026146) apply also for this NRM.

3.5 S5-026146: UTRAN Network Resource Model for State Management
No discussion was possible about this contribution since Ericsson said that they had comments, but they were not able to provide them. As for the question if state propagation shall be specified it was referred to the results of SA5#27quad, where was agreed that state propagation shall not be specified in Rel-5.

Within the scope section, a sentence will be added to specify the State Management IRP version which shall be supported by all NRM’s.

3.6 S5-026167: Generic State Management: Solution Set
Not treated due to lack of time.

3.7 S5-026168: Archetype usage for specification of attributes
At least for the State Management IRP the proposed way how to add new attributes to the different object classes within the NRM’s was agreed (the “U” for unsupported shall be replaced by  a “-“). Whether this concept also fits for other attributes shall be clarified  (AI 28.1).

3.8 S5-026170: Generic State Management: Requirements
Generic State Management shall be renamed back to State Management IRP. The foreword shall be aligned with other IRP’s.  Section 4.2, the requirements contained in A and B shall be kept. If requirement C applies to the State Management IRP has to be checked.

3.9 S5-026171: Generic State Management: Information Service
Generic State Management shall be renamed back to State Management IRP. The foreword shall be aligned with other IRP’s. A double definition of the alarmStatus attribute shall be avoided. In table 5.4.1 within the definition column, it shall be clearly stated which text is copied from ITU. In the legal values column, the short descriptions of the values shall be removed, the references to ITU are sufficient.

4 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

None.

5 Estimation of need for future RG sessions (if necessary)

It is estimated that three quarters are required at SA5#29.

6 Any other business

None.

7 Participants

Attendee Name
Company
Telephone/Fax
E-mail address

Edwin Tse
Ericsson
+1 514 82 36 301
edwin.tse@lmc.ericsson.se

Thomas Tovinger
Ericsson
+46 31 747 3010
thomas.tovinger@ericsson.com

David Raymer
Motorola
+1 817 245 2531
david.raymer@motorola.com

Jörg Schmidt
Motorola
+1 480 732 6493
j.schmidt@motorola.com

John Wilber
AWS
+1 480 473 1150
wilber2@dellepro.com

Gaetano Cicchitto
Siemens
+39 02 2733 7338
gaetano.cicchitto@icn.siemens.it

Martin Öttl
Siemens
+49 89 722 34163
martin.oettl@icn.siemens.de

Olaf Pollakowski
Siemens
+49 30 386 32928
olaf.pollakowski@icn.siemens.de 

The meeting was chaired by Olaf Pollakowski.
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