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Minutes
The objective of this meeting was to discuss the organization of 5G related WIDs in SA5 (OAM&P). The discussion was based on the document S5-174334r3, which is the output of the email discussion started in September 2017 after SA5#114 meeting. 

The update of the document S5-174334r3 will be submitted to SA5#115 for more discussions and decision with the Tdoc number S5-175090. 

Clause 3 Rationale
The proposed changes were agreed.

The 3rd bullet was changed to “5G Network and network Slicing management”.

Clause 4 Guidelines
The addition in bullet 4 was agreed. The beginning of bullet 4 was moved to bullet 2.
Ericsson: Regarding bullet 3, we do not agree to have the stage 1, 2 and 3 in a single specification. After discussion, the bullet 3 was rephrased “The number of TSs related to the management of 5G should be minimized where applicable”. 
WI structure table
Category A:

Nokia: Why A.1 is needed as A.2 is a study? The normative work should only be discussed after the study.

It was agreed to remove A1 and keep A2 (then renamed A1). The description of A.1 was moved to A.2.

Category B:

B.1/B.2: 
The group agreed to have a WID 5G Network management architecture as priority 1.
Intel: What is the relation between B.2 and B.1?
Nokia: We propose to consider merging B.2 to B.1.

China Mobile: We would like to keep B.2 separate from B.1. 

More discussions will occur at SA5#115.


B.5/B.6/B.7:

Ericsson: We could merge B.5/B.6/B.7 into more general work items. We need to assess whether the interfaces are applicable to slicing or also to the management of the network.

Nokia: Agree with Ericsson, we need to check whether the interfaces can apply for broader scope, not only for slicing.

Cisco: Performance could be part of B.9 automation. 


B.9/B.10:

Nokia: We propose to merge B.9 and B.10. More discussions are needed.
Category C:
Ericsson: For C.4 do you plan new interfaces?

Nokia: No new interfaces.
Nokia: C.4 could cover C.2 and C.3. To be discussed and decided at SA5#115
Huawei: Can you clarify whether C.4 covers virtualized RAN?

Intel: There is no overlapping between C.4 and C.5. 

Ericsson: What is left to do in C.5?

Intel: This is based on the TR.

Ericsson: There is not much in the TR.

NEC: Is eLTE included in category C?

Nokia: The eLTE is currently included in C.4, but Nokia is open to have eLTE as a separate WID.

