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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: N/A
Estimated completion date: N/A
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): N/A
2 Technical Progress status

· N/A
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <May.27, 2015, Q3> and <May.28, 2015, Q3>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-153230
	New WID proposal Network management of virtualized mobile core network
Nokia:  why multiple rapporteurs without deliverables?
SA5 Chair: that is why to put SA5 chair as a default solution
HW: can discuss with China Mobile
Nokia: rapporteurs should go together with deliverables
SA5 Chair: Nokia concern makes sense, pls address it offline.
Cisco: Suggest to use softer word “coordinate” instead of “cooperate” with ETSI NFV

“Described” to “Created” by ETSI NFV architectural framework.
Orange: scope of the study, what is included in the work item?

HUAWEI: EPC, IMS, etc

Orange: AS is included?
HUAWEI: Not sure if Core Network includes AS in concept, we can list the domains if needed

Orange: NRM is missing?

HUAWEI: Can be combined with CM

Orange: better to make NRM separate

OAM SWG Chair:  NRM needs to be mentioned somewhere
ALU: what is mixed?

HUAWEI: there are different interpretation. We call mixed core network now.
ALU: Policy management is already decided?

E///: during e-mail, E/// expressed the view about what is the scope. E/// view is that there is mobile network to manage, which can include virtualized network nodes which can be EPC and IMS nodes, the radio network which is not virtualized at least in Rel-13 but is in the mixed network. Better to say, SA5 is managing one network, in which RAN is not virtualized.
E///: what is difference from LCM and CM/FM. SA5 has LCM capability but it is embedded in CM, FM etc.
HUAWEI: LCM is based on IFA definition, about instantiation, scaling etc. CM is for parameter configuration.
NEC: in the TR, the confusion of mixed network is already there, we may need to make a definition in the TR.
Dependency between each area?
Nokia: title: virtualized network, not exactly virtualized network, but a network with NFV.

OAM Chair: needs to fix the mistake about “virtualized network” in the normative works.

E///: support to OAM Chair

E///: split the requirements in 6.1 (pure virtualized network) and 6.2 (mixed network) is not a good way. Suggest not splitting them in the normative work.
E///: if we make distinctions from traditional FCAPS, needs to be careful because LCM is supported by traditional FCAPS.
SA5 Chair: good comment, need to find a way to word it.
Intel: LCM is new to us, we need to understand the impact of LCM on 3GPP part.
E///: LCM is only for virtualized node?
Intel: Yes

E///: LCM for virtualized node can be done as before

KDDI: Does everyone would like to start the normative work from now? KDDI supports it from now.

Nokia: Comment to Intel, to understand the LCM impact to SA5 should not be part of normative work, it should be in study.
NTT Docomo: what is E2E management solution?
HUAWEI: corresponding to the TR, we will only do the steps in our domain, and IFA does them. The E2E procedure is to be documented by SA5.
Orange: Policy management is only applied to VNF?
HUAWEI: no, it should apply to both VNF and PNF.

Nokia: it should go into the BB.
DT: confusing about the virtualized CN and mixed CN.
Revised to 305
Comments to 305: 
E///: title: suggest using Core VNF instead of virtualized core network functions
Suggesting title to be: Management of mobile network that include virtualized network functions

Some other wording changes.

E///: Scope is for EPC and IMS? Need to say somewhere.

Some supporting companies were added.

Conclusion: to be decided in SA5 plenary.
	HUAWEI, China Mobile

	S5-153138
	New WID management concept, architecture and requirements for virtualized mobile core network and mixed mobile core network 
NEC: use case, maybe list the FM use cases is sufficient

NEC: Objective is unclear, the tasks are not exactly the objective.
SA5 Chair: do not agree that use case and requirements are only for study, TS can include the use case and requirements also.
OAM Chair: how to organize the use case and requirements in this work task or another work task. For instance, for FM use cases.

SA5 Chair: good question.

E///: it is intended to modify 32.101/102, should it be covered in this work item?
Orange: why to list all of use cases?
SA5 Chair: already addressed, no need to list all of them.

HUAWEI: NFV management is big topic, good for SA5 to have more work items

E///: title needs to be changed, and spec no. should be 28 series?

E///: do not split the requirements pure virtualized network and mixed network.

Cisco: the work should be “based on” ETSI NFV spec, but not just to take ETSI NFV spec into account.
KDDI: is it good to put so tight deadline?

SA5 chair: may not be an issue, but I am not so optimistic

KDDI: ETSI MANO, should be ETSI NFV MANO

SA5 Chair: there will be no MANO anymore in ETSI NFV

Orange: this is the area1 of the BB, what else the areas?

SA5 Chair: it is area1, but it is not restricted to be 1-to-1 mapping.
Revised to 306.
Comments to 306:

SA5 Chair: common comments of 305 apply to this one.

Some other wording changes.

E///: Remove the detailed gay analysis.

Conclusion: to be decided in SA5 plenary.
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