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6.5.4
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 20% to 40?
Estimated completion date: SA#83 – 03/2019
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:  

The group discussed the following contributions:
· Incoming LS from ETSI ISG MEC and the proposed reply;

· UC and solutions for NRF configuration

· UC on available UPF information

· Solution for UPF LCM for EC

· Solution for SMF configuration for EC

· UC on PM for EC
· UC on FM for EC

· UC on CM for EC
3 Minutes

The session was held at Q3 on Wednesday November 15.
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	S5-191302
	Reply LS on information on MEC work in 5G
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia: 
- two bullets are about UPF, and are they relevant to MEC?
- the N6 interface is not in SA5 scope.

Intel: we need to discuss the direction about how to cooperate with ETSI MEC.

Nokia: allow MEC to monitor the SA5 TR by providing the basic information in the LS, but not to include the detailed requirements not concluded yet.
Revised to 442.

	S5-191179
	pCR 28.803 use case for available UPF to support edge computing
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	ETRI: local data network is the LDN used in SA2?
Intel:  yes, but we have used LDN for something else.

Nokia: 
- how does the ETSI MEC system interact with 3GPP management system?

Intel: it could be MnS, but depends on solutions.
- QoS requirements “on” the N6 interface or QoS requirements “for” the N6 interface.

TIM: Network Repository Function can be used for this purpose?
Intel: NRF is does not provide service to non-3GPP management system.

Revised to 443

	S5-191180
	pCR 28.803 use case to NRF configuration
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia: is this UC specific for EC? The procedure is generic for UPF registration, and it can be fixed by a CR to NRM spec. 
We do not need to document the UC for EC?
Keep it open.

	S5-191181
	pCR 28.803 solutions for UPF lifecycle management
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia: the solution is generic VNF LCM procedure, but nothing specific to EC.
Intel: yes, but nothing wrong to use for EC.
Agreed without changes.

	S5-191182
	pCR 28.803 solutions for SMF configuration
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia: what is the semantics of the note? What does it mean the SMFFunction “may” contain some information in this UC?
Intel: we can reference to SA2 TSs about the information, then translate the information to attributes for NRMs. We can remove the note.

Chair: 
- local Data Network should not be capitalized.

- service name “Provisioning for NF” service is inappropriate.

Revised to 445

	S5-191183
	pCR 28.803 solution for NRF configuration
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia:
- NOTE: what does it mean “may” contain?

Intel: the note can be removed.
Revised to 446

	S5-191184
	pCR 28.803 use case for performance measurements to support edge computing
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia: 
- Question, providing the measurements to another system to evaluate the networks is a common case?

HUAWEI: agree with Nokia
Intel: intention is only to provide EC related measurements to EC management system, but not all.

Nokia: the description and requirements are just general requirements for exposing 3GPP measurements.
Nokia: Revised to 448

	S5-191185
	pCR 28.803 use case for fault management to support edge computing
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia: normally the fault information is provided to the supervisor/manager, but not to the peer. What normally do is that, the EC may indicate some potential problems and request 3GPP management system to check and fix.
Revised to 449.

	S5-191186
	pCR 28.803 use case for configuration management to support edge computing
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Nokia: 
- It is not Configuration management, as nothing is configured according to the UC. This is just to provide information about PCF and NEF to non-3GPP EC management system.

It is the job of NRF, but not OAM system.

Intel: needs to check whether NRF can already support it. If it is not supported, then a solution is required.
Revised to 450

	S5-191285
	LS out to 3GPP SA5 and 
	
	Nokia: 
- MEC did not bring any context to SA5 study in the LS?
- have the gaps in the relevant ETSI MEC WIs been identified? The gaps may be the area that we can cooperate.
Keep it open.
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