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1	Decision/action requested
This contribution proposes to add potential difference in dispute resolution due to virtualization for the virtualized network product security assurance study.
2	References
[1] S3-210774,  3GPP TR 33.818 v0.a.0, " Security Assurance Methodology (SECAM) and Security Assurance Specification (SCAS)”
3	Rationale
Given the difference in number of actors in development and evaluation of GVNP, it is proposed to capture the gap in resolution dispute process due to impact of virtualization when comparing to physical network product.
4	Detailed proposal 
[bookmark: _Toc57018867][bookmark: _Toc57022537][bookmark: _Toc63357308][bookmark: _Toc57018866][bookmark: _Toc57022536][bookmark: _Toc63357307]6.5	Dispute resolution
Editor's Note: This clause will describe dispute resolution for 3GPP virtualised network products based on the clause 6.5 in the TR33.916 and gap analysis in the clause 4. This clause will also focus on resolving the identified gap if any gap is identified.
SECAM dispute resolution process is designed to resolve conflicts based on the premise that there are only two actors during evaluation, namely the vendor development process activities and the test laboratories activities.  However, it does not take into account the potential new actor that has been identified in Clause 6.4 of the present document, namely virtualization-layer-only vendor and/or hardware-layer-only vendor. 
Problems or conflicts could arise as a result of deficiencies as a result of the virtualization layer or hardware layer that results in the 3GPP vendor not being able to satisfy the acceptance requirements even though the clear assumptions 3GPP assume is that the virtualization layer and/or hardware layer, though outside of 3GPP scope, have gone through the same vigorous assurance process as if it were a physical network product. In this case, how the conflict can be resolved is unclear under the SECAM dispute resolution process as described in Clause 6.5 of TR 33.916 [2].
Editor’s Note: It’s FFS how the current dispute resolution process as described in Clause 6.5 of TR 33.916 [2] resolves conflicts attributed by either the virtualization layer or the hardware layer during evaluation. 
