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6.5.1
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 100 % (previously 40%)

Estimated completion date: SA#78 – Dec., 2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
3GPP SA5 agree to pursue a micro service based architecture for 5G management architecture. The precise micro-services will be clarified in the normative phase on a requirement basis. 
Outstanding issues: None. 
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <16 Oct. 2017, Quarter 4 and late session>.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5‑176143
	pCR 28.800 remove the unused references
Small comment on fixing 28.801 reference

Revised to 346


	Huawei

	S5‑176146
	pCR 28.800 Add potential requirements to management data interface to NFV-MANO
Docomo:

Nokia: What is a partial NF?

Answer: all or some not all or partial is better

Nokia: Do we have policy provision discussion in SA5? There is a study by china mobile on policy

Answer: Can be removed.

Docomo: The requirement is unclear, as it seems that NFV-MANO is managing slicing. To be clarified 
· Why don’t you refer to network service in the second requirement?

· Align tenses: creating vs termination

Ericcson: Incorrect references

Revised to 347
	Huawei 

	S5‑176144
	pCR 28.800 add use case and requirements for Management and orchestration of networks with non-3GPP parts

DOCOMO: the terminology is mixed between non-3gpp or management system. Please align. Is their any reason? Categorization is unclear between non-3gpp and 3GPP
Answer: DC and TN are just examples, can be aligned. 

· Why is their orchestration in the title? 
· RFC links in references should be better than a link? Better details IETF need to be added. 
NEC: The use case is not mapping to the requirement. Language needs serious edits. 

Nokia: The use case needs significant rewriting. It feels that the 3gpp management system interacts with non-3gpp IETF systems without management. Objection to the contribution as unaligned with 28.801

Ericsson: The reference is not to a management system directly to MPLS

· The requirement should specifically state the non-3GPP parts

ZTE: Terminology unclear. Same comments as docomo on clarifying non-3GPP vs TN/DC

DT: Post conditions is very broad, unclear. 

Revised to 348
	Huawei

	S5‑176145   
	pCR 28.800 add integrated management architecture option

Nokia: How is different from NM, DM, EM; existing architecture?
· Why do we need to talk about vendor management in standard?

· Network customer is unclear

Docomo: The contribution doesn’t provide any justifications

· Donot support vendor management system in standard

· No definition of 5G Network?

Intel

· Subnetwork can be part of vendor. 

DT: Interfaces are strange NW interfaces is not out group, unclear

Ericsson : We want microservice not bunching together into boxes. Proposal to discuss with 195 together. 

Revised to 349


	Huawei 

	S5‑176147   
	Discussion paper on Concept of exposed interface management function
Nokia: We are exposing lower layers, which level is being exposed?
           Big concept is a security issue not SA5 issue. 
- trying to address security? It is out of scope of SA5. You assume that NSMF and NSSMF all exposed to customer, this is a new concept which is related to security
Huawei: it is on service level.

Nokia: Then you decompose BSS, this is worse, out of scope of SA5

NEC: how about to put EIDF into BSS?

NTT: for standardization?

Huawei: yes in a micro service architecture every micro service has to be in. 

Noted.


	Huawei

	S5‑176148   
	pCR 28.800 Multi-operator management architecture of communication services
Nokia: the exposure is not always true
Huawei: can add a condition

Nokia: in your examples, FM/PM aggregated is ok, but why CM? We have some existing texts for the relation. Simplify the text.

NTT: exposure of NSSI? What interface in the 2nd paragraph?  "The ability to request" needs rewording.

Ericsson: Needs clarification on 1st paragraph.

Int: regarding the NSI and NSSI, there is another contribution from Ishan. Discussion on NSSI as a service is required. 

Revised to 350
	Huawei

	S5‑176150   
	pCR 28.800 Use case of communication service across multiple CSPs and its potential requirements
Nokia: conflict req with the use case, this is the area of composition/aggregation of services. IF we don’t know the services, how can we handle that? Not objection. 

· Is it in scope of SA5?

NTT: provides comment offline

Revised to 351


	Huawei

	S5‑176149    
	pCR 28.800 Potential scenarios for overall communication service management across multiple CSPs
Nokia: opt 3, why you say "multiple network slice subnet instances"? "composed of" in title of Opt 2 is not appropriate. Comments on Opt 1 as in previous tdoc.

Ericsson: ask clarification, are we going to put it in the TR?

NTT: ask clarification on opt 2 

Revised to 352


	Huawei

	S5‑176195 
	pCR 28.800 add slice NM services
NEC: You actually combine the functions instead of decomposing them 

Docomo: “provided by” term is confusing

Nokia: 

· The diagram NSMF and NSSMF into single entity, and associated collective consumption is misleading. 

· Unclear TN MAanger relationship

Huawei: 

· “NSSMF and NSMF are required … “ sentence is not used, please remove ore rephrase.

DCOMO: 

· Remove NM everywhere 

Revised to 353

	Ericsson Inc.

	S5-176209
	pCR 28.800 Include additional functionality to management functions
Docomo
· Lot of functionalities are not described, inconsistent 
· Why do you only refer to self-* only for subnets 
· Some functionalities are not functionalities. 
· Why are terminologies changed for performance supervision 
TI 

· We haven’t agreed if communication service is in out scope 
· Network slice policy is put inside communication service 
Nokia 

· Where do these functions come from? There has been no discussion/description. 
· For and of the communication service 
Ericsson

· Are we in scope of defining CSMF? If we are then 
· Policy is unclear 
· Discovery of resources is unclear, who is using it? Who is the consumer of the resource discovery ?
Docomo doubt: Are we only describing services that need to be exposed or also internal consumption
Revised to 354


	· 

	S5-176205
	pCR 28.800 Add management interfaces
Ericsson
· We are in the process of breaking up existing services into smaller ones, that will begin. This skeleton doesn’t capture the micro services. 
· Can we delay the text (interfaces) to later when the WIDs proposals are clear?

Docomo: Clarification: Interface may refer to IRPs therefore not clear. 

Nokia: 

· Why do you introduce two types of interfaces? IT seems that references show that you are using ITF-N for the management of NFs and excludes subnets. 

· Conclusion it looks like a mixed architecture

Revised to 355
	Huawei

	S5-176206
	pCR 28.800 update for service based management architecture
Ericson: example: SON can be anywhere in the architecture . Notification will need to be everywhere. The current architecture is static.
Nokia: 

· The direction of the arrow is not the concern. Log notification has to be present in all three layers. 

· Cannot use IRP : lets try to remove it as it is confusing to outside
· Tying the mapping to existing rigid architecture 

TI

· Typo in PS-IRP no FSIRP

Intel

· IRP vs services 
Revised to 356


	Huawei

	S5-176207
	pCR 28.800 Add conclusion and recommendations
Docomo
· The last line in the recommendations is not required as already added before 
· Why is there a system in network slice subnet maangment system 
Nokia

· Para 2,3, 5 in recommendations  are over-lapping, just keep para 2. 
· In Section 8 in point 4 there is architecture in a scenario. Remove architecture from all the clauses

· Differentiating different layers is unnecessary in recommendations 

Ericssion 

· Similar to Nokia 

NEC

· 5G Core and 5G Ran need not be separated. 

· Are we going to seriously continue discussions on service based 

Revised to 357
	Huawei

	S5-176208
	Presentation sheet for TR 28.800
Ericsson 
· Add maangment in description of dcumet
Revised to 358
	Huawei
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