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6.5.1.1
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 55% (previously 40%)
Estimated completion date: SA#72 - June, 2016 

Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

· 11 contributions are addressed, including following areas:
· Management architecture 
· NFV management concept
· Terms and definitions
· VNF internal components discussion and the relationship between VNF and NE
· Business requirements and use cases movement from other NFV WIs

· Requirement tags name conventions
· Before SA5 plenary, there is one contribution about the movement of FM business level use case approved. 
· For the management architecture, we need clarify that NM is part of OSS/BSS and simplify the interface/reference point requirements.
· For the NFV management concept, the contribution and discussion make sense, but need more time to reach agreement. 
· The concepts of NS, VNF and the relationship between VNF and NE are still in progress, it’s good to see that SA5 proposed more detailed contributions to discuss the gap between 3GPP and ETSI ISG NFV. 
Outstanding issues: After the approval on the contribution of requirement tags name conventions from Huawei, all of NFV rapporteurs shall follow the agreed rules to update the requirement tags in their draft TS(s) when draft TS is for email approval.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <Jan.25, 2016, Q4>, < Jan.26, 2016, Q2>.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-161080
	pCR TS 28.500 Moving business level use cases on LCM from 28.525
C: package all of the movement is a better way.

CMCC: 3 comments, 1) title wrong, missed 3GPP, 2) traceability missing 3) the reference [5] wrong.

DCM: adding traceability can be put to next meeting.

Intel: it’s better to add reference from IFA in steps. And NFVI in 5.4.4.Y is not needed.

Nokia: just copy from 28.525. So it's better not to change anything this time.

HW: maybe we have another approach; just modify it as node level UC.

Nokia: for the copy, you need a pCR for 28.500 to add the UC and another pCR for 28.525 to remove the UC.

C: revise to 236.
	NTT DOCOMO

	S5-161084
	pCR TS 28.500 Moving business level requirements on FM from TS 28.515
C: need two pCRs. 

Intel: the rationale is just say move, not a new modification. 
C: revise to pCRs, 240 is for revision, 241 is for new modification.
	NTT DOCOMO

	S5-161086
	pCR TS 28.500 Moving business level use cases on FM from TS 25.515
Intel: original one, there is a traceability. But it does not show in this one.

C: there is no strict discipline. Approved.
	NTT DOCOMO

	S5-161097
	VNF platform and application
Nokia: the key for me is basically the common property entity is managed by VNFM. You can say VNF has different portions, some are managed by VNFM. That is enough. And what conclusion is you want to have?
CMCC: support this discussion. We understood the intension of the discussion. But the 3 categories may mislead people. It’s better to focus on the core network scenario; we may not need container based and bare mental based solutions. 
E///: I want to use Y to replace platform. Y is visible to VNFM. APP is visible to EM. Ok?
Nokia: why you mention the red line between APP and entity Y?

E///: execution environment is defined by ETSI. I know in 3GPP, we do not say the relationship of red line.

Nokia: left side option, it implies HOST OS is not provided by VNF vendor, but right side one, HOST OS is provided by VNF vendor. That is not important to focus on this. 

PI: bare mental can have host OS, also it cannot have.

Nokia: The key is to discuss which is managed by VNFM within VNF but not related to VR layer. 

CISCO: comparison to control plane and media plane, they have explicit interfaces. What we want to do?

E///: SDOs all say they can manage VNF. ESTI did not say they manage everything. So we need know the VNF class and VNFC class and the details of them.  

Nokia: this picture is the direction, but does not mean 3GPP only manages APP layer things, the other things are belonging to ETSI. 

C: where you want to put the content in? Currently, this is only discussion paper.

C: good discussion. Noted this one first.
	Ericsson Inc.

	S5-161098
	Define naming conventions for requirement tags consistent for all new NFV specifications
Nokia: this is a concrete proposal, right? 

HW: Yes.

Nokia: so CM part is sth. Wrong. Should “_” not” –“.

Nokia: we can put SYS before FM, like SYS-FM.

Nokia: it's better to use REQ_NFV_XM style.
C: revise to 244. And let all the WIs follow the new namespace.
	Huawei Tech.(UK) Co., Ltd

	S5-161122
	pCR R14 Definition of NS in 28500
HW: do we have the answer from SA about NS?

CISCO: if in this document, 

E///: when we use NS only means it’s ETSI network service…
Nokia: it's risk if we change the meaning of NS. Because we send the LS to SA1 about the 3GPP NS.
CMCC: I do not think we need create some new terms or definitions, such as 3GPP defined NS or network service. Because till now, the NS and Network Service are from ETSI, we have 3GPP network and service provided by the network. 
Nokia: editor note is confusing.

E///: I propose to use NS as a definition. ETSI has the normative definition in NFV003. 

Nokia: if you insist using NS...

Nokia: we can discuss offline to reach agreements.
C: revise to 258.
	Ericsson LM

	S5-161135
	TS 28.500 Add the NFV Management layer concept
Nokia: Sth. Needs to be changed on 2 main points: 1) We can reach agreement with 3GPP and send the LS to ITU-T to make sure whether ITU-T accepts the update. 2) Service management layer is still not clear. We are not getting a clear answer from ETSI to clarify NS. 

HW: agree on the first point. 

E///: don't know why we need tell ITU-T. My focus is that the figure is not corresponding to the description. 

NEC: support E/// and the description is hard to understand, many “functions” words. 

Nokia: what is link...

HW: the intension is NFV can apply to old model. SO we elaborate the low 3 layers.

CISCO: ambiguous. We do not need 2 models. So put it in 32.101 is good. 

HW: I did this because we still have some ambiguous on some layers. So it has values.

E///: I support HW do this thing. 

DT: support.

Nokia: 3GPP have type1, type2 and ETSI have their NFV LCM. We cannot simple link them. 
C: noted.
	Huawei Tech.(UK) Co., Ltd,Nokia Networks

	S5-161137
	TS 28.500 Add the relationship between VNF and NE
E///: 1) first on the first change, traditional hardware is not correct. 2) Format expression is not suitable, maybe two examples. 

DCM: first figure, contradict to figure 3. It brings more confusing.

Nokia: miss to clarify the VNF and PNF in bullet 1. Does not say what NE is. 

DCM: point3, Format 1 is complex. 

CISCO: why we need the figure? 

HW: if we don't analyze NE and VNF relationship, we cannot go further. 

CISCO: we can just write down the intension what you said. 

Nokia: we need this analysis. But emphasize what 3GPP can do. 

C: revise to 280.
	Huawei Tech.(UK) Co., Ltd

	S5-161143
	pCR draft TS 28.500 Adding the management architecture
NEC: have no comments on figure. Key points there are many understands NM plays the role of OSS/BSS. Careful with the description. OSS/BSS is much more than NM. I think we need a statement of NM present the subset of OSS/BSS. 

E///: what is observable, the NM is playing the role of OSS/BSS, it’s not all roles of OSS/BSS. 

DCM: NM is part of OSS/BSS. it will be clear. 

Nokia: what is exactly 3GPP defined VNF in 7.1.2.1. the implication here is EM 

CISCO: question to NN. We can say NM consumes the interface, that is it. 

Nokia: too details to show consumer and producer here is not good. 

NEC: NM is part of OSS/BSS.

KDDI: requirements on horizontal interface not definition. 2) it seems NM can be producer, should be clarified NM role in 7.1.2.1. 3) 

CMCC: maybe we do not need the consumer here. 

HW: comment on new section. Premature to put so many to say the functions on interfaces. 

C: offline discussion. Revise to 281.
	China Mobile

	S5-161144
	pCR draft TS 28.500 Add the definitions
Nokia: not good practice to do that. Should be in 32.101. 
DCM: NE functions.

Nokia: LCM is in 3GPP side. Not use the reference in ETSI. 

C: Revise to 282.
	China Mobile

	S5-161145
	Updated WID Concept, architecture and requirements for mobile networks that include virtualized network functions
C: keep it open to check whether we are on progress on 60%.
	China Mobile
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