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	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-185076
	New WID on energy efficiency in 5G networks
Huawei: in 3rd and 4th bullet items of Objectives, instead of ‘information model’, it would be better to say ‘solution for …’.

Ericsson: re-phrase the paragraph referring to ITU-T SG5

NEC: is this WID 100% dependent on ETSI TC EE / ITU-T work?

ORANGE: no. For 5G PNFs, we can start working without their input. For 5G VNFs, it’s likely that the existing high-level EE KPI will have to be enhanced by them (EE KPI definition + measurement method).

BT: to be added as supporting company.
Revised to S5-185429.
	ORANGE

	S5-185136
	Discussion paper on tenant management
Lots of comments and concerned expressed
Noted.
	Huawei

	S5-185137
	SID Study on 5G network and network slicing tenant management
Nokia: in Justification, we can’t find out any real justification for managing tenants. We can read that ‘this’ should be supported, but what should be supported will be part of the study; strange.

China Mobile: in last figure, tenants 1,2, 3 are shown as well as tenants X, Y, Z, with no indication on their relationships.

Ericsson: is any sort of coordination with a) ETSI NFV and b) ONAP planned?
Left open.
	Huawei

	S5-185138
	WID Intent driven management service for mobile network
Nokia: any difference between ‘intent based’ and ‘intent driven’?
Huawei: no, they will be aligned.

Nokia: why starting immediately a WI? Why not starting a study first?

Huawei: yes, to be considered.

Nokia: is it SON, or completely different from SON?

Huawei: it’s more general than SON.

ORANGE: since, as mentioned by Nokia, you plan to increase the abstraction level of the interfaces, do you have any specification language in mind for specifying intents?

Huawei: no, but we don’t plan to go down to this.

Ericsson: why don’t you connect it to SON? Because it’s a way to achieve more automation, like SON.

Huawei: it’s related to automation, but in a second step only.
Revised to S5-185430.
	Huawei

	S5-185212
	New WID on Enhancement of performance assurance
Ericsson: what are ‘threshold management services’? What are ‘management analytical KPIs’?

Cisco: same questions.

ORANGE: don’t forget to add PM data real-time streaming.

Cisco: please remove the word ‘assurance data’ since any data can be used for assurance

DT: what means ‘Procedures to support performance evaluation and assurance …’?

Ericsson: TS 32.425 could be affected too. In clause 8, RAN2 and RAN3 groups could have to be involved.

Nokia: if you remove all objectives that are controversial from your proposal, the rest can be addressed via normal maintenance CRs; no need for a WID for that.
Revised to S5-185431.
	Intel, China Mobile

	S5-185213
	New WID on OAM aspects of LTE and WLAN integration
Ericsson: typo in TR number (38 -> 32 series). Also, in the TR, LWA and LWIP are not defined. So, using them here needs refinement; are they IOCs, attributes, other?
Nokia: same comments /questions.
Revised to S5-185432.
	Intel

	S5-185255
	New WID network policy management for mobile networks based on NFV scenarios
Nokia: in Objectives, only Stage 3 is mentioned. No intent to specify Stage 1 and 2?

Orange: in the TR, the ‘old’ management architecture is used as reference. Here, since the scope is 5G, the TR content can’t be used as such since 5G management architecture has moved to service based framework.

Revised to S5-185435.
	China Mobile

	S5-185300
	WID for service management
Nokia: what exactly do you want to do? Any jump in the TM Forum world? Also, about the ‘CSM framework’, is that something different from the current 3GPP 5G network management (service-based) framework?

Huawei: the Justification needs rewording. Also the Objectives are not clear (e.g. item a/)

Intel: same comments.

China Mobile: are you targeting the CSMF interface or more? To be clarified what is the scope.

Orange: please clarify what is meant by ‘transfer of management responsibility of communication services to customers’.

Ericsson: some clarifications are needed. A study item would make sense before starting the normative work.
Revise to S5-185439.
	Ericsson

	S5-185338
	WID Methodology for 5G management specifications
Orange: did you consider proposing only one single TS instead of 2 (as SA5 has so many TSs)?

Nokia: you refer to SOA but SOA was introduced before R15.

Chair: in clause 8, will this WID really need cooperation with other groups?

Revised to S5-185492.
	Ericsson

	S5-185357
	New SID on Self-Organizing Networks (SON) for 5G networks
Nokia: any relation with other WID / SID proposals at the meeting this week? Potential relations should be identified.

NEC: The Objective, as it is, does not say much. It is a very important topic for SA5. We should develop solutions for automation for 5G and go beyond what we did in SON until R14.

Cisco: supports this WID. Make more explicit that RAN and CN are in scope (TN ?).

Ericsson: The Objective is not understandable. The scope seems very very broad. You should narrow down the scope.

Nokia: again, how to relate this WID to other WID proposals?

DT: same comment. Also, we need the global picture, how does that related to other WIDs and to previous works on SON.
Revised to S5-185493.
	Intel
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