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	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-171576
	New WID OAM aspects of LTE and WLAN integration
Huawei: no concrete proposal on the normative work

Intel: potentially, there could be NRM (for config), Alarm management, performance management, but this will be part of the outcome of the study.

MCC: separate study from normative; they shall not appear in the same work item proposal.

Nokia: why do we need a study item for this? Why not starting with a discussion paper?

Intel: because probably some NRM will be impacted (at least)

Nokia: again, why not coming with a discussion paper? No need for a SID or WID proposal. There is not enough justification in the current proposal. It could be a waste of time to start a SID.

Ericsson: does it impact only RAN? Or CN as well (because of Security GW) ?

NEC: in clause 2.2: the two first “nature of relationships” (3rd column) shall be swapped.

It was decided that more offline discussion is needed before deciding on the way forward with this document.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd

	S5-171608
	new WID study on network policy management for mobile networks based on NFV scenarios
NEC: positive feeling on this contribution since policy management is needed but ETSI NFV already addresses that. Unless the NM has some responsibility for that, it’s not SA5 responsibility to work on that. 2nd comment: please clarify what you mean by “collaboration with open source organizations”.

China Mobile: ETSI NFV IFA can’t solve all problems related to policy management. We need an end-to-end view in SA5. That should be in the objective of the study.

Cisco: policies of what are we talking about here? Need to be more explicit. A discussion paper would be welcome, indicating what kind of policies are needed, what policy control function is expected?

China Mobile: all scenarios are not clear at this stage. There is a need to classify use cases according to the phase: design phase, etc.

NTT Docomo: same question as Cisco: what kind of policies?

China Mobile: there could be policies defined at communication services level, network slice level, network slice subnet level, the latter ones would be a topic for ETSI NFV MANO. The objective would be to work on the definition of such policies, not on the enforcement.

Nokia: Have concerns on the approach. The proposal seems to be very general on policies. It should be more specific, more concrete.

The document is to be revised in S5-171813.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation

	S5-171629
	Discussion paper on EE work in SA5
This TDoc was originally allocated to AI 6.5.1 but, for sake of understanding the proposed WID (S5-171725), it had to be opened here.

Ericsson: does this WID address 5G?

ORANGE: if we assume that NG RAN will be virtualized, we can say that the proposed WID does not address 5G.
ORANGE: explicitly mentioned that the proposed WID addresses only a part of what SA is expecting SA5 to do on EE. Other aspects are to be addressed later.

The document was noted.
	ORANGE

	S5-171725
	Control and monitoring of Power, Energy and Environmental (PEE) parameters in Radio Access Networks (RAN)
Nokia: in “Objectives”, the last sentence of the first paragraph is to be rephrased. Also , the sentence on the separation between the control and the monitoring of PEE parameters shall be removed (solution oriented).
Vodafone: please add Vodafone as supporting company.

NEC: in “Justification”, the first sentence is wrong, to be re-worded.

Nokia: rephrase “The objectives are …” by the “The intention is …”.

Chairman: change it to Feature level.

Offline: proposal to refer to the SA Study Item, to keep trace.

The document is to be revised in S5-171814.
	ORANGE

	S5-171726
	Skeleton proposal for TS 28.xxx IRP Requirements
Chairman: we shall wait until the WID proposal is approved before discussing this document.

The document was left open.
	ORANGE

	S5-171727
	Skeleton proposal for TS 28.yyy IRP IS
Chairman: we shall wait until the WID proposal is approved before discussing this document.

The document was left open.
	ORANGE

	S5-171776
	New WID on Management of QoE data collection 
Cisco: Good proposal. Support. Typo: approval at TSG#80, not #88.

Chairman: TS titles can be put in the column “remarks” (free text).

Huawei: support. Would be worth to elaborate a bit more on the 3rd bullet item in “Objectives”. Also, the last sentence of “Objectives” is unclear.

Nokia: No TS titles? Question: do you want to reuse from MDT / Trace or reinvent something?

Ericsson: MDT / Trace specifications are already very messy. Better to have something separated.

The document is to be revised in S5-171815.
	Ericsson LM
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