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6.4.1.3
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 80% to ?%
Estimated completion date: SA#75 – 06/2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:  

1. The group discuss the following contributions: 
· Rapporteur clean-up for TS 28.520.
· Rapporteur clean-up for TS 28.521.
· Rapporteur clean-up for TS 28.522.
· Rapporteur clean-up for TS 28.523.
3 Minutes

The session was held on Q3 Wednesday May 10, 2017.
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	S5-173179
	pCR TS 28.520 rapporteur clean up


	Intel
	Intel presented the pCR.

Nokia: clause 5.1, CON-1 is really needed?

Intel: it was from existing text, it is high level.

Nokia: UC 5.4.1 is for traditional, not specific to NFV, suggest to remove it.

Nokia: 6.4.1, why NM is needed in this UC?

Intel: needs to check it is for 3GPP NF PM data or VNF/VNFC PM data, If this is for the latter case, then NNNM is not needed in the UC.

Noki: 6.4.3.2， why VNFM is needed?

Intel: It is about how to use PM data from VNFM to support the PM data requested over Itf-N.

Nokia: okay

Nokia: in 6.4.3.5, step 2 and 3 are not needed.

Nokia: 6.4.4.1, step 2 and 3 should be optional.

Intel: was the conclusion based from last meeting.

Nokia: 6.4.4.3: step 2 and 3 are needed?

E///: 4.1, Note, VR related performance measurements.

Intel: Remove the note? 

E///: yes.

Conclusion: Revised to 471ssonnot necessary. as Type-1 interface that is different from teh 




























































	S5-173180
	pCR TS 28.521 rapporteur clean up
	Intel
	Intel presented the contribution.

Nokia: E2E procedure should be removed/decoupled.

Intel: procedure is targeted to e2e.

E///: the procedure is too specific.

Intel: it is just one case, not exhausted.

Docomo: 4.9, Editor’s note, do we really need to say the algorithm is not standardized?

Conclusion: Revised to 472.

	S5-173181
	pCR TS 28.522 rapporteur clean up


	Intel
	Intel presented the contribution.
Nokia: it follows different methodology proposed by E///, we do not do the mapping from requirements to requirements, but clause to clause.

Chair: Clause 4 needs to be reworded.

Conclusion: Revised to 470

	S5-173182
	pCR TS 28.523 repporteur clean-up


	Intel
	Intel presented the contribution.
Nokia: in 5.3, the referenced clause needs to be for PM instead of LCM.

Nokia: is the interface between OSS and NFVO is covered?

Intel: Not covered by the WID.

Conclusion: Revised to 469.
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