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6.2
The session was held on Monday 27th November, 2017 – Quarter 1 (partly), Quarter 2 and Quarter 3 (partly).
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-176276
	Organization of 5G Management and Orchestration WIDs
It was mentioned that the proposed organization is not the only one possible. Other options exist.

NEC: we must follow SA guidelines on this, about Feature level, Building Block level, Work Item, etc.

This proposal is to be addressed together with S5-176291.

The document is not endorsed at it is now.

To be revised to S5-176331.
	Ericsson Limited

	S5-176291
	Structure of 5G specifications
NEC: why not fixing first the structure of 5G WIDs and then derive the numbering scheme of 5G specs?

This is no concrete proposal in this document; therefore, it can’t be endorsed as is.

Intel: it merges the organization of WIDs with the numbering of TSs.

Ericsson: does not make sense to have Stage 1, 2 and 3 in the same TS.

Huawei: let’s work on 5G specs organization first, and on TSs next.

It was decided that a breakout session is to be held on Tuesday Q5 (late session).

To be merged with S5-176331.
	SA5 vice chairman

	S5-176079
	New WID on 5G Management Architecture
DT: Time table is very aggressive; needs to prioritize objectives.

Orange: Since the proposal is to go to service based management architecture, usage of related vocabulary is expected, e.g. replace “interface” with “service”.

NTT Docomo: is network function management also in scope? Ericsson: yes. NTT Docomo: so please state it clearly.

DT: is slicing in the scope? If yes, say it clearly. Ericsson: yes, it is.

NTT Docomo: what do you mean by “unified model-driven”? Ericsson: to be checked offline.

To be revised to S5-176332.
	Ericsson Inc.

	S5-176098
	New WID 5G Network management architecture
Nokia: we have sympathy for this proposal but we have concerns as well (same as for previous one).

Clarify what you mean by “non 5G networks” and “non 3GPP networks”.

Intel: Objective #2: if you go too far here, you will have duplication with other WIDs (FM, PM, etc.)

Orange: would appreciate if the support of NGC architecture as defined by SA2 is mentioned. For instance, NWDA (NetWork Data Analytics) collects measurements KPIs from other Network Functions and make them available to other Network Functions. How does that fit with the new service-based architecture for the management and orchestration of 5G networks?

NTT Docomo: what is the exact split of responsibilities between the two Rapporteurs?

Chairman: is it possible to merge the two WIDs?

Ericsson: we have to be sure that our intentions are the same. For Ericsson, 3GPP needs a new architecture, different from the legacy one, to be defined in terms of services having interfaces. Is that also the objective of China Mobile / Huawei?

To be merged in S5-176332.
	Huawei, China Mobile

	S5-176097
	New WID EPC CUPS enhancement
Nokia: the first 3 paragraphs of the Justification are irrelevant. No need for this.

Orange: “FS_” in acronym is wrong.

   It’s not a Feature.

   The table for the new TSs shall not be deleted, even if there are no new TS planned.

   Impacted specs: add 28.707 (Stage 1), and TS 28.658 (E-UTRAN NRM IRP IS); its figure 4.2.1-3 is to be updated. Also, check if TS 32.455 (KPIs for EPC) is potentially impacted?
Nokia: in title, “enhancement” is maybe misplaced.

Ericsson: due to the high workload on 5G, is it urgent to launch this WID? How important is this WID compared to 5G WIDs? Can’t we postpone to later in Release 16? This question is triggered by the fact that the target date is Sept. 2018, i.e. early Rel. 16.
No conclusion at this stage.

The document is left open.
	Huawei

	S5-176169
	New SID on management aspects of edge computing
Nokia: The first part of the first paragraph of Justification is irrelevant.
Huawei: Objectives 1 and 3 are almost the same. If not, clarifications are needed.

Nokia: Objective 1 seems to say that 3GPP management system is a kind of proxy for the OSS to manage and deploy MEC AF. This is wrong.

Ericsson: time table indicated Rel. 16. So is it urgent to launch it now?
Intel: this is because we expect the normative work be in Rel-16.

Nokia: if it’s for 5G, mention it in the objectives.

More offline discussions are needed.

The document is left open. However, a TDoc has been reserved for potential revision (S5-176333).
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd

	S5-176268
	New WID on REST Solution Sets
Intel: “Provide REST SS for some selected IRPs”: which ones?
Nokia: this is contribution driven so we don’t know yet.

Nokia: time table indicated Rel-16. But what about 5G WIDs which will need REST Stage 3?

Huawei: can’t we include this WI in the partitioning of Itf-N?

Orange: in the list of impacted TSs, “REST SS” is not to be considered as a protocol.

To be revised in S5-176334.
	Nokia Germany
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