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	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-164135
	NEW SID Study on management of the virtualized RAN 

Presented by Intel
Questions/comments:

· Nokia: 
1. The table entries in section 2.1 of WID imply that there is an impact from the proposed study on the ongoing RAN studies that RAN has to take into account (means that RAN may not be able to complete their studies until they receive SA5 feedback and act upon it).
2. Justification section, first paragraph incorrectly describes the reason for limiting the scope of previous study on OAM support for virtualization (it was an explicit guidance from SA to limit our study scope to Core and IMS only, not a technical argument).

3. Justification section, second paragraph refers to a RAN study that does not have any content related to RAN virtualization.

4. Justification section, last paragraph – agree with the statements made there (need to wait for the results of RAN studies before jumping in into a new study).

5. Objectives section focuses on “virtualized RAN” which has not yet been defined by RAN WGs. SA5 is not the right place to define what virtualized RAN is or how the RAN should be virtualized.

6. Section 9 states that there is an impact on CN – need clarification why is it so. (It was agreed to remove the CN impact indication)
· Huawei: We share the Nokia comments, and we have more comments: 
1. There is no direct link between the 2nd paragraph of Justification section on the new RAT architecture and the virtualized RAN. 
2. The 3rd paragraph of Justification mentioned about 38.913. Both TR 38.801 and 38.913 there are not much description on the virtualized RAN. We need to know what to manage based on the RAN TRs. 
3. The relation between the new management for virtualized Ran and the existing NFV management for core need to be clarified. 
· Ericsson: 
1. Given we have done a Study and now proceeding to develop full TSs related to management of network that includes VNF, is it necessary to start another new WID to have similar title as the past study and current work except the node subject to virtualization being of a different kind?
2. 3GPP have defined many node kinds. So far, including this latest proposal are only a few of those kinds. Is it wise for us to start a new WID or is it better to extend the old Study to include this new kind? This would ensure that many mechanisms, identified by the past study and current WID work, e.g. management of alarm flow, collection of VR related data, relation of creation of MOI and new VNF instances are valid (no need for change) for this new kind.
Conclusion: The document to be revised in S5-164168 considering all comments, and offline discussions to seek agreement before the closing OAM plenary.
	Intel
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