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6.5.6
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 30% (from 20% in previous meeting)

Estimated completion date: SA#76, Jun 2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): 

2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
During the meeting, 4 pCRs for TR 28.802 have been presented and discussed, three of them intends to add use cases and corresponding potential requirements to support management of NFs/NEs of 5G RAN and CN, the other one proposes a potential solution for QoE reporting. All of these 4 pCRs will be revised according to comments collected in the meeting for further approval.
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 19 January 2017, Q1.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5‑171104
	pCR for TR 28.802 Add use cases to support management for NR deployment option 3
· Ericsson: some comment and suggestion
· Remove d1 from file name

· Annex should be only informative
· The existing Goal description only mentions PM, does it intend to exclude CM and FM
· Add sequence number in the step sub-clause

· Nokia: agree to improve corresponding description
· Huawei: suggest to

· Remove annex as it copied from other 3GPP TR, reader can find detail from reference.

· Remove sub-clause 5.1 as it is generic TR policy and does not to repeat.
· Nokia: The annex is added according to last meeting discussion, but agree to reflect following modification in revised doc.

· Huawei: The notice of 5.X should be repeated in 4.x, also it should be note:

· Nokia: repeat the similar sentence in 4.X w/o mentioning requirements.
· DOCOMO: abbreviation of NS gNB should be avoided, use long term in the main body. And the “identity” used in CON-2 maybe interpreted to instruct, better to replace with “know”.
· Nokia: agree to do corresponding modification in revised doc.
· ORANGE: Why there has no post-condition sub-clause? Also the pre-condition statement seems be duplicated with the Goal, it is better to revise the sentence which is real pre-condition.

· Nokia: The UC structure is aligned with adopted QoE UC from Ericsson in existing TR. And agree to rewrite the pre-condition statement in revised doc.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171359
	Nokia

	S5‑171105
	pCR for TR 28.802 Add use cases to support management for NG RAN
· E///: Same modification suggestions from S5-171104 are applied to this use case.

· E///: The SON&ANR execution before the new gNB taking into operation is some confused.

· Nokia: original intention is to activate SON related function, I will replace “executed” with word “activated”.

· Huawei: We agree self-configuration part, but due to SON and ANR related functionalities has not been specified in NG RAN, so we’d avoid using these specific terms.

· Nokia: agree to replace the specific term with generic words.

Conclusion: Revised to S5-171360
	Nokia

	S5‑171106
	pCR for TR 28.802 Add use cases to support management for NGC 
· Huawei: Suggest to remove annex B as it just copied from SA2 TR.

· Nokia: agree.

· Huawei: The physically installed in the step 1 is some ambiguous and prefer to remove.

· Nokia: intend to mention infrastructure is ready, agree to remove this sentence.

· Huawei: SON for CN does not described detail in the UC, it’s better to add another UC dedicated to it.

· Nokia: Agree to remove SON related step and corresponding requirement this time, and adding new UC via another pCR later.
· Intel: suggest to remove sub-clause 4.1.X.1 as same content can found in reference TR/TS.
· Nokia: This sub-clause refer to RAN UC according to comment from last meeting, but agree to remove it if no objection.

· Ericsson: In the introduction paragraph, CUPS is mentioned, does it involved in UC?

· Nokia: No, CUPS is not emphasized in the proposed UC. 
· Ericsson: In potential requirement part, only CM is mentioned, but FM and PM does not mentioned explicitly.
· Nokia: agree to add FM and PM also. 
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171362
	Nokia

	S5‑171111
	QoE management solution description
· Huawei: what’s appropriate traffic node used in activation/deactivation refer to? why later we use base station for reporting.

· Ericsson: Because we cannot conclude that which NE will be required to support QoE information collection job activation from NMS, maybe RAN node or CN node?
· Nokia: Does the notification mentioned in last bullet is per UE per session, if it is the case, then there have numerous notifications towards NM?

· Nokia: The QoE info collection job is per RAN node, or from specific UE, better to clarify it in the solution.

· Ericsson: we intends to mention that NM is be notified about QoE collection job becomes active, not per UE.
· Nokia: suggest tio replace NR with NG RAN as former one refer to 5G RAT only.

· Ericsson: agreed.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171363.
	Ericsson
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