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1 Introduction
The session was held on Q1, Wednesday 30th June 2004. 
The following Tdocs were input to this session:
	Type
	Input Tdoc#
	TS(s)
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5-040331
	-
	-
	Report from SA5#38 A/C/D joint session on XML Solution Sets
	Convenor (SA5 Vice Chair)
	New
	Yes
	Approved 

	CR
	S5-042313
	32.102
	R6
	Add explanation for usage of XML Solution Sets.
	Motorola/Nortel
	Resubmitted
	No
	To be resubmitted

	CR
	S5-046460 
	32.150
	R6
	Add explanation for usage of XML Solution Sets to align with 32.102
	Motorola/Nortel
	Resubmitted
	No
	To be resubmitted

	CR
	S5-048365r1
	32.625
	R6
	Transform 32.625 into an XML Solution Set
	Motorola/Nortel
	Resubmitted
	No
	To be addressed in WT14 XML reconciliation session

	CR
	S5-042425
	32.101
	R6
	Add a missing Release 6 IRP Solution Set (XML) and align with 32.102  
	Motorola/Nortel
	New
	Yes
	Not agreed. Need more discussion. 

	Tdoc
	S5-042418
	32.166
	R6
	Business aspect for using GUP as a Solution Set for SuM
	Ericsson 
	New
	Yes
	Not agreed. Need more discussion. 

	Draft TS
	S5-042419

	32.161
	R6
	SuM Interface IRP Requirements
	Ericsson 
	New
	No
	To be addressed in SuM session

	Draft TS
	S5-042420

	32.162
	R6
	SuM Interface IRP IS
	Ericsson 
	New)
	No
	To be addressed in SuM session

	Draft TS
	S5-042421

	32.166
	R6
	SuM Interface IRP Solution Set
	Ericsson 
	New
	No
	To be addressed in SuM session


Tdocs in italics: identifies a supporting/related contribution that may or may not be addressed at this session, and that is also scheduled for another regular session 

Review of input documents 

1.1 Tdoc S5-042425 (R6 CR 32.101 Add a missing Release 6 IRP Solution Set (XML) and align with 32.102; Motorola/Nortel Networks)

Presented by Michael Truss, Motorola
Questions/comments:


· Ericsson: What is the rationale behind this? What does it give to have XML as Solution Set? 
· Motorola:  Annex C gives an incomplete message at the moment. XML is part of the possible Solution Sets , there is not only CMIP/GDMO. 
· Ericsson: A Solution Set is a collection of technologies. We agree XML is a member of Solution Set technologies. It is wrong to say XML itself is a Solution Set. Ericsson proposes to distinguish Solution Set technologies applicable towards Solution Set. Valid Solution Sets are currently only GDMO and CORBA. 
· Lucent: With XML, we define data and we transfer the data via FTP or CORBA. Transportation of the data also needs to be considered. 
· Ericsson: CORBA is sufficient for data part and interface part. This is why we call the Solution Set CORBA.. This is the same for CMIP/GDMO. Both can do a complete solution. 

· Motorola: A Solution Set like Bulk CM has CORBA or CMIP for interface and XML for data definition. What about the title of the documents?
· Ericsson: Titles of documents is not the main issue. There is confusion because we did not define and name clearly the concepts. Titles might be aligned when concepts are clear (no bottom up aproach).

· Motorola: The CORBA Solution Set is composed of XML technologies and SOAP operation mean XML can be used for Interface IRP. 

· Ericsson: XML for the SOAP operation is not indicating the sequence of operations. We do not define sequence of operations, it is more like formatting. 
· Motorola : Ericsson proposal to distinguish Solution Set technologies and Solution Sets could be  interesting but we would need a formal contribution. What is wrong in Nortel Networks/Motorola contribution?
· Ericsson: The naming of Solution Set is not clear. There is a confusion between the name of the Solution Set and the technologies used. Again, we propose to distinguish the two concepts: Solution Set and Solution Set technologies. 
· Motorola: Ericsson proposal is not aligned with the current Solution Set definition (definition of Solution Set in 32.150 clause 4.1, formal definition in 32.101). Do we really need to introduce two levels? 

· Ericsson: There is an interoperability issue if two many options are proposed with only one level. If SA5 want to promote the use of XML, this is a different issue and we would need to find other way to advertise the use of XML in SA5.  
· Lucent: Is the purpose to identify the technologies we can use or the valid technology combinations? 

· Motorola: By analogy with the “A la carte” or “menu” approach, we think we do not need the menu level. What is required in annex C is just list the technologies and then it is possible to refer to the documents for more details on the combinations.
· Ericsson: We definitely need the “menu” level.   

· Motorola: The proposed name for the Solution Set  (CORBA, CMIP) is misleading.
· Ericsson: The Solution Set name is just a label. 

· Lucent: What is agreed? Why 3GPP needs to promote XML? Ftp is missing. 
· Ericsson: XML is hidden if it is only a member of Solution Set technologies. If XML is not a Solution Set, we can find others way to promote XML.
Conclusion: 

· Agreement on the technologies to be used for Solution Sets. No agreement on the way to present this information. Off-line work on the tables proposed by Motorola/Nortel and Ericsson is required, more particularly on the naming. A drafting session will be planned in Montreal if required.  
1.2 Tdoc S5-042418 (Business aspect for using GUP as a Solution Set for SuM; Ericsson)

Presented by Ove Wikberg, Ericsson 

Questions/comments: 
· Motorola: What is the proposal? Clause 1 and Clause 2 are not clear. Is GUP proposed both for Information Service and Solution Set? Is GUP proposed as a solution or as the only solution?

· T-Mobile: Relationship of SuM and GUP was clarified before in 32.141. The current statement is “Stage 3 may reuse GUP”. 
· Motorola: Is the intent to introduce SOAP and WEB Services as Solution Set in SA5?
· Ericsson: The intention is to use GUP as IS and Solution Set for SuM 

· Motorola: GUP IS has the same operations and notifications as we have. Why do we reinvent the wheel? Why do we redefine everything?

· Ericsson: GUP stage 2 is appoved and Stage 3 well advanced. 

· Motorola: Stage 3 was not sent for information yet. 

· Ericsson: We do not agree. 

· Motorola: In last CN4 meeting, 80% contributions on GUP were not agreed or postponed. 

· Ericsson: There was good progress in the ad-hoc meeting last week. 
· Motorola: What are the Solution Set technologies? GUP is a concept. No GUP Solution Set. 
· Ericsson: The technologies used for GUP are: SOAP/XML/HTTP. 
· Motorola: Difficult to introduce a new IS in R6 now.
· Ericsson: That is why we propose GUP.
· Motorola: We have everything available in SA5. 

· T-Mobile: Basic CM / Kernel CM was considered as Interface IRP for SuM for a long time. Do we have technology dependent IS?
· Lucent: There are good chances GUP will be delivered in R6. Why prohibit? Using Rp imply use the Rg interface. 

· Ericsson: Basic CM / Bulk CM / Kernel CM proposal was not agreed. 

· Motorola: It was agreed acoording to last SuM report. We will not accept GUP if Basic CM / Bulk CM / Kernel are not also available solutions. 

· T-Mobile: Two ISs for SuM are overlapping. They provide the same functions.

· Nokia: We would not like have something prohibited. GUP has to be considered. No restriction for having something else beside GUP. 

· MCC : What means reuse GUP? 

· Nortel: 32.141 states that GUP Stage 3 may be reused (29.240). 
· Motorola: Liberty alliance referenced by GUP stage 3. What is the procedue for 3GPP referencing Liberty Alliance documents? Action MCC to check.

· Vodafone: There are some agreements.
· Ericsson: Please consider the business aspects in E/// contribs before making a decision. 

· T-Mobile: For reuse of GUP, cordination with CN4 need to be clarified. 

· Nokia: Stage 3 29.240 0.4.1 is available (N4-040851). 
Conclusion: 
· Decision to be made in SWG-A, then update the list of Solution Sets in 32.101 if required. No new functionality can be introduced in 32.101/32.102 after SA5#38 meeting, but in that case it is more a new technology than a new functionality. 
1.3 Input documents not discussed
S5-042313, S5-046460, S5-048365r1, S5-042419, S5-042420, S5-042421.
2 Participants

For information about the attendees’ telephone numbers and/or email addresses, please refer to the SA5 document for registered participants. 
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	Company
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	Nokia 
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	Lucent Technologies
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	Nortel Networks 

	Li Dan
	Nortel Networks
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	China Mobile

	Luo Yunzhong
	Datang / CATT

	Mudge John
	Vodafone

	Petersen Robert
	Ericsson

	Pirt Trevor
	Motorola 

	Pollakowski Olaf
	Siemens

	Rui Lanlan
	China Mobile

	Rönka Kari
	Nokia

	Rutanen Mikael 
	Nokia

	Schmidt Jörg
	Motorola 

	Suerbaum Clemens
	Siemens

	Toche Christian
	Nortel Networks (Convenor) 

	Tovinger Thomas
	Ericsson 

	Truss Michael
	Motorola

	Tse Edwin 
	Ericsson
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	Ericsson 
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	Huawei
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