3GPP TSG SA WG5 (Telecom Management) Meeting #110
S5-165031
14-18 November 2016, Reno (US)
revision of S5-16xabc
Source:

Weixing Wang, Nokia Networks
Title:

Minutes for Study on management aspects of next generation network architecture and features
Document for:

Approval

Agenda Item:

6.5.6
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 20% (from 5% in previous meeting)

Estimated completion date: SA#75, Mar 2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): 

2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
3 pCRs and 1 discuss paper on TR 28.802 have been presented and discussed:
· Proposal to add use case for supporting Cric management case
· Proposal to add use cases to support management of New RAN architecture
· Discussion paper on Service Performance Reporting (SPR) mechanism in NR
· Proposal to add use case and requirement on end user service PM information collection via the UE
All proposals and discussion paper have been warmly discussed, especially on discussion paper and last proposal which intend to includes service management (QoE) related use case into 3GPP SA5 study scope, the 3 pCRs will be revised further for approval.

Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 17 November 2016, Q1.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-165146
	pCR TR 28.802 add use case for supporting cric management case 
· Nokia: two suggestions to improve the description text, one is to merge bullet 3 and 6 which both require dynamically NF LCM actions in a timely manner, the second one is to mention ensuring  the NF’s resource redundancy besides fast FM requirement.
· Huawei: improve the text in revised version.

· Cisco: what is the intention or solution behind this use case?

· Huawei: this use case is derived from SA1 on CriC service, and corresponding management solution need FFS but not need to be mentioned in the UC.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-165221
	Huawei Technologies

	S5-166176
	pCR TR 28.802 Add use case for supporting cric management case

· NEC: What’s you mean on NF here, what’s relation to management system, it need to rewrite the text to make it clear.

· Huawei: management is need to instantiate and configuration of NF. NF mentioned refers to application which close the UE for short UP.

· Nokia: need to clarify what’s 3GPP definition on NF, the example does to seem to be 3GPP defined NF.

· Huawei: agreed on NF issue, will revise the text
· Ericsson: replace NM with “management system”, should PM need to be involved besides LCM, CM and FM?
· DT: object to this pCR due to this is not new, and has no clear evidence to introduce new requirement in management system. 
· Cisco: the mentioned customer specific NF (i.e. diagnostic tool) belongs to application. MEC may provide solution, but it is standardized in 3GPP.

· Huawei: we intend to involve management action to support Cric

· NEC: the existing text is inadequate to convince to involve management action, should focus on management

· Huawei: there has some CPF/UPF is needed with on-demand instantiation.

Conclusion: Revised to S5-166397
	Huawei

	S5-166187
	pCR for TR 28.802 Add a use case to support management of Service Hosting Environment 

Withdrawn.
	Nokia

	S5-166188
	pCR for TR 28.802 Add use cases to support management for New RAN architecture

· Ericsson: Does the architecture options will be extended further? and It is better to add abbreviation for gNB.

· Nokia: These migration part copied from RAN3 TR has been endorsed by TR 23.799 in SA2.

· Huawei:Some question and comment

a) Any mapping/corresponding of SA5 UC and option defined in RAN3? As there has so many varied scenarios, so in UC description, it’s better to add reference option no defined in TR 38.801

b) In 4.x.1.2, it is confused what’s difference btw bullet 3 and 5, both one mentioned indirect and direct connection.
c) Any difference between bullet 3 in 4.X.2.2 and bullet 4 in 4.X.1.2

· Nokia: response to Huawei’s comment

a) add reference option in the UC in revised text
b) these 2 bullets refers to CP connection and UP connection, make it clearer in revised text
c) these 2 bullets comes from 2 deployment scenarios, maybe leads to same requirement.

· DCM: It is some early to start SA5 study on this topic as RAN3 and SA2 have not made final decision the figure architecture.

· Nokia: SA2 and RAN3 have reached interim agreement on the migration scenarios, which has been endorsed in TR 38.801 and TR 23.799.

· Chinaman: part of existing pre-condition description need to be moved into introduction sub-clause, the clause level is some wrong.

· Ericsson:  provide some modification suggestion offline.

Conclusion: Revised to S5-166398
	Nokia

	S5-166200
	Discussion on Service Performance Reporting (SPR) mechanism in NR

· Nokia: what’s link between management system and QoE/service performance, It is potential risk to expose UE service information to mobile

· Ericsson: Yes, QoE is some beyond management system, and would be handled mainly by SA4. SA4 propose to use RAN SA5 mechanism to reach the approach. Service management layer will control management layer, then I do not see problem.

· Nokia: service management is above management layer, e.g. video streaming QoE may not has relation with NMS, besides control/signaling solution insides NMS and RAN, use plane maybe another solution. Service information does not come from NF

· Intel: this contribution is interesting to discuss QoE. If the measurement come from UE/App, it need to clarify the NMS role in the matrix.

· Ericsson: It is depend on RAN to choose which mechanism would be used.

· DT: Support Ericsson or Intel effort to study QoE topic,it is crucial for MNO. UE need some Geo-position and security mechanism. It is wrong to exclude service management from 3GPP SA5.

· Cisco: NMS should have service automation, it is challenge for MNO how to collect and store these data, It is system mechanism need co-operation from RAN and SA4. But it involves business plane which SA5 has seldom access, if it is needed, then need to clarify the NMS position in the business chain. 

· Ericsson: 3GPP SA5 have charging which is business plane.

· Nokia: As mentioned, there have immense services, does MNO need to provide service KPI/QoE on each of them?
· Ericsson: it is not service KPI, but collect service information related to QoE for application. It is helpful for MNO to involve management system into service management.
· Huawei: Huawei support this intention very much, based on collection service information, NMS can do optimization. RAN2 have WI for UMTS. One question which way we 

· Ericsson: RAN2 work does not involve NMS tasks.

· Nokia: End user service (apps) can reach AS without aware of mobile network in real live, so it is necessary (or what’s kind of information) to increase burden of mobile network to transfer some service information via signalling interface.
· Ericsson: I have no clear clue, it rely on SA4 to study/determine what’s kind of information should be provided.

Conclusion: noted
	Ericsson

	S5-166201
	End user service PM information via the UE

· Nokia: Some update is needed on the requirement, the term used is too generic.
· DCM: Is the step 1 of UC generic request, or on a specific area on a specific UE?
· Ericsson:  It should be per service request

· Intel: we support the initial study on QoE, but do not like to specify too technical/implementation detail in the UC or requirements clause
· Huawei: the mentioned “end user performance information collector” is too specific to be included in requirement statement. 

· DT: the collector mentioned in requirement need some clarification or need to be improved. 
· Ericsson: we’ll consider to revise the text.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-166403
	Ericsson
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