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6.6.5
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 10% to ?%
Estimated completion date: SA#83 – 03/2019
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:  

1. The group discussed the following contributions:

a. pCR 28.803 edge computing network. 
b. pCR 28.803 edge computing deployment scenarios
c. pCR 28.803 use cases – UPF instantiation and termination, local DN deployment, E2E OSS deployment scenario, and RAN condition data.
2. The group discuss 2 edge computing deployment scenarios – end-to-end OSS and peer to peer, with a goal to provide computing resources that can meet the e2e latency required by the edge computing applications. It needs to control both the 3GPP networks and the local DN to achieve this goal. 
3 Minutes

The session was held at Q1 on Thursday November 15.
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	S5‑187235
	pCR 28.803 edge computing network
	Intel
	Nokia: editorial, DN is used for different terms, Distinguished name etc. Suggest to use full name for this name.

Chair: use local case to spell out, as local data network, and make reference to SA2 local DN

HUAWEI: traffic routing to the local DN instead of individual applications?

Samsung: agree with HUAWEI

Telecom Italia: in UPF, should be PDF session, or PDU session?
Revised to S5‑187482

	S5‑187237
	pCR 28.803 edge computing deployment scenarios
	Intel
	Nokia: What is E2E OSS in the deployment scenario?

Cisco: OSS term is not used in 5G yet.

The UPF and RAN nodes supporting EC should not be managed by non-3GPP management system, what is managed by non-3GPP management system needs to be clarified by text.

Samsung: goal of the EC is to provide computing resources to achieve e2e latency. This is to control both the 3GPP networks and the local DN to achieve this objective. Whether 3GPP needs to manage the local DN needs to be determined.

E///: Example says the NR cells are deployed, it does not mean the NFs, what about if the gNB and 5GC are not deployed?

Cisco: E2E OSS is also non-3GPP

Chair: 4.x, hanging paragraph is not allowed   

Revised to S5‑187483

	S5‑187238
	pCR 28.803 use cases for UPF instantiation and termination
	Intel
	Cisco: 6.x.3: please clarify  “configure SMF to add UPF for UPF selection for traffic steering”

Nokia: some text are not necessary for this UC. E.g., 3GPP requests NFVO to instantiate UPF, NFVO does not need to understand 3GPP 5G QoS requirements

3GPP management system needs to configure other NFs to support EC.

E///: seems it is UC is about the application is to be placed in the local DN HW.
Revised to S5‑187484

	S5‑187239
	pCR 28.803 use cases for local DN deployment
	Intel
	Nokia: Management system cannot receive anything N6 interface

E///: agree with Nokia

Cisco: requirements not from N6 interface, maybe to satisfy the QoS requirements about N6 interface

DN has many aspects, may or may not relate to ECE, but we need to focus on the more central UC about EC for 3GPP

Samsung: Trigger the non-3GPP EC management system to do something to support EC

HUAWEI: To deploy local DN is not SA5 business

Telecom Italia: 3GPP can deploy UPF, but not DN
Revised to S5‑187485

	S5‑187241
	pCR 28.803 add use case for E2E OSS deployment scenario
	Intel
	pCR 28.803 add use case for E2E OSS deployment scenario

Cisco: It is not easy to read what is e2e OSS, we do not have reference model

Cisco: do not need to break the SBMA, do not need to define non-service based interface. We may need to make 3GPP 

Samsung: The other SDO, like ONAP may already support e2e view, we may see how to communicate with them. Or 3GPP management system can communicate with (M)EC  management system directly.
Revised to S5‑187486

	S5‑187243
	pCR 28.803 add use case for RAN condition data
	Intel
	pCR 28.803 add use case for RAN condition data

Cisco: may not be right reference to self-driving car, the self-driving car is central locally system

But provide RAN condition data to support an application is not bad.

E///: where does the requirement come from, from SA1 or SA2?

HUAWEI: 4 conditions are reported, if the self-driving car get the conditions, what is the different for their actions.

Telecom Italy: not sure if the requirement is new, 3GPP has an API, the consumer can just use it.

Samsung: do not see the difference from other normal operations about RAN QoS reporting
Revised to S5‑187487

	
	
	
	


4 Action items
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