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S5-171618 (Huawei):
Cisco commented that the granularity would change the results, but Huawei replied that this was only an example. Cisco said that the measurement results depend on the granularity of the time access, which is not mentioned in the paper. This is a hidden parameter. Huawei agreed with this, although they said that this would be decided by RAN2.

Nokia didn't understand the figures. The first figure has a time scale is a session duration where there are traffic bursts on the second and sevent second? The curves will change dramatically according to Cisco's comments. What's the time here? What are you measuring?

Huawei: PDCP SDUs per second in the eNodeB.
Nokia: this is not data volume per second, this is time.

Huawei clarified that this is the exact PR usage per sample. This is for MTT.
Intel: When does the OAM system can use this? We know the example but we don't know when this happens. They questioned the validity of this for the OAM system.
Nokia: this is a RAN2 use case.

Revised to 816.

S5-171619 (Huawei):
Nokia commented that the concept was very similar to the previous contribution. This can be done another way without introducing the threshold. The value of this for OAM is not clear. They proposed to discuss the general case and then go for the concrete use case.
This was finally noted and the revision of the previous one to gather the discussions for both papers.
S5-171620 (Huawei):
Nokia commented that defining Mean Traffic Time wasn't necessary, it is an artificial concept. There is no full visibility of the burstiness of the traffic, just a small portion of the histogram. The use case needs to be revised and a concrete CR is not acceptable given that the discussion paper is under discussion. Sampling rate is a topic for RAN2.
Cisco didn't agree with having a reference to a RAN2 specification that doesn't exist yet. Huawei replied 
MCC agreed with Cisco and commented that mentioning RAN2 in the CR was not appropiate. The work with RAN2 should be done with LS in order to verify if they could have a specification for this work. Besides, this belongs to a new WID since we are introducing new functionality. In this case for Rel-15 since Rel-14 is frozen. Mentioning RAN2 instead of referencing to a 3GPP specification is not permitted either.

S5-171621 (Huawei):
Nokia commented that the guaranteed bit rate would be affected. New UEs would be stopped as the cell gets overloaded. Check how QoS and user control work together, not only IP throughput.

S5-171634 (Ericsson):
Several corrections to be made on the cover page. Revised to 817.
MCC commented that the error should be corrected from the first Release where it appears, so new CRs needed to be created for the Releases of the specification.

S5-171712 (Huawei, China Telecom):
Nokia didn't see the reason for this measurement.

Huawei commented that it was necessary for the operator.

Nokia commented that this paper contradicted the other discussion papers and it was introducing too much information to the operator.

Ericsson didn't see the use of this since it could be agreggated anyway.

Cisco agreed with the motivation of the document and found it useful, but this was directed more to RAN2 than SA5.
S5-171713 (Huawei, China Telecom):
Nokia commented that this was out of scope of SA5: evaluating system and system performance replaced by comparing equipment from different vendors.
Huawei commented that this wasn't the intention.

This was taken offline.

