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The session was held on Monday 25th January, 2016 – Quarter 1.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-161136
	New WID Study on Next Generation Evolved Network Management
NEC: is positive in general wrt. this WID proposal but raises some issues re. the timing, since SA1 SMARTER is not doing anything on architecture (yet), NGMN (NWMO) is not either. 
Huawei: SA1 should deliver their TRs in June 2016. SA5 could also start working on next gen network management, without relying on other working groups.
NEC: SA2 is only having a high-level concept definition of network slicing; this concept should be an important input for the proposed WID.
Nokia: what is meant here by “next generation”? Is it 5G? Also, same issues as NEC re. timing issues. In addition, SA1 will deliver 5 TRs; the 1st one should be sent for approval to SA#71 (03/2016), but it’s not mature yet. It’s likely that the SMATER-NEO TR will have some deviations wrt. their SMARTER TR. SA5 should wait for SA1 SMARTER-NEO TR.
Huawei: we don’t plan to rely on SA1 1st TR only (SMARTER TR only).

OAM SWG Chair: it would be possible to approve this WID proposal at this meeting, send it to SA#71 for approval (03/16) and start working on the TR template from April (SA5#106).

Nokia: but the base for our work is a moving target; the scope of the TR could change over time, so what is the value of approving it now?

OAM SWG Chair: WID could be described at high-level since no one knows what 5G is.

Cisco: appreciate this WID proposal but shares issues with some others re. timing issues. Also, there could be priority issues since important work items are ongoing within SA5 and shall be pursued.

Ericsson: SA1 is specifying requirements at service level. Is SA5 going to the domain of service management?

Huawei: to be discussed, don’t know yet.

NEC: service management is discussed everywhere. There is no convergence on what it means.

Nokia: WID proposal is really high-level. If SA5 wants to send it to SA for approval, we need to show something concrete, we need to show th issues to be resolved, and this is not clear yet. Also, if many aissues are to be addressed, we shall assign priorities.

Ericsson: SA5 already does a bit of service management.

Huawei: summary of the discussions: 1/ there are timing issues 2/ more input from other groups to be included in the WID proposal 3/ Put priorities 4/ Clarify if we want to go on service management.

Offline discussions are needed. Based on these discussions, a revision of the current WID proposal may be produced at this meeting, or not.
	Huawei

	S5-161146
	New SID on Study of filtering of PM measurements
Ericsson: presents the WID proposal and indicates that there were offline proposals to change it to a Work Task with a preliminary Study phase.

Nokia: this is a late contribution. We need time to study it.  As far as the 1st item of the objective, we don’t see a need to start a study on this.

Ericsson: re. 1st objective, there could be two ways to address it (NRM based or PM IRP based).

NEC: WID proposal is clear. But can’t understand the reason for this study and what will be done exactly. Need some additional text to indicate this clearly.

Ericsson: study on filtering of measurements is the 1st objective. Also to be studied: could this requirement be applicable to other measurements

Alcatel-Lucent: could filtering and priority be put together in the same objective?

Ericsson: priority is now used in place of reliability by RAN3. We have to study solutions depending on whether priority is to be specified at specification time or at run time.

Offline discussions are needed. Based on these discussions, a revision of the current WID proposal may be produced at this meeting, or not.
	Ericsson

	S5-161200
	New WID Study on Implementation for the Partitioning of Itf-N
NEC: is this WID proposal a continuation of the previous TR on the partitioning of Itf-N?

China Mobile: maybe we can study something new.

Nokia: the previous study was in Rel-13 (on use cases and requirements). This one is on solutions sets.
Ericsson: objectives are about solutions sets: identify the existing solutions sets and define new solution sets -> not clear.

TR 32.861 was looked at during the discussion.

Orange: TR 32.861 recommends identifying relevant subsets of use cases and requirements. This WID proposal is about solutions sets. There is a hole here since there has been no study on identifying / defining subsets at the IS level.

To be revised to S5-161206.
	China Mobile
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