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3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 5% (previously 0%). 

Estimated completion date: SA#87 –Mar.2020
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
Technical Progress status 
Summary of progress:  The following aspects are discussed:
· Skeleton and Scope
· Background for autonomous network levels

· Concept for autonomous network levels

Outstanding issues: None.
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2019-10-16.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-196323
	pCR 28.810 Add skeleton 

E:  Should it be “Potential solutions”?

Conclusion: Approved (implement editorials in latest draft update)
	China Mobile, Huawei, ZTE, Turkcell

	S5-196324
	pCR 28.810 Add background
E: How does 4.x.1 relate to background? levels of autonomous network should be explained somewhere in the background.

N: Agree with Ericsson’s comments. Confusion between levels of autonomy and complexity. We may need to quantify the complexity but maybe not the levels of autonomy. Why is it important to measure the latter?

HW: We don’t intend to quantify the complexity but we think we need to clarify / define the levels of autonomy.

E: The SID stated that it is needed to define what the levels of autonomy means.

Conclusion: revised to 739

	China Mobile, Huawei

	S5-196325
	pCR 28.810 Add scope
E: It should be simplified, esp. bullet 2 and 3. Don’t think it should be placed in the Scope.

DT: What does “concept of network autonomy levels” mean?

HW: We have another contribution which tries to define that.

N: Support Ericsson’s comments. Bullet 1 – question the presentence of network autonomy levels here. Question bullet 4 – should say “Recommendations for the way forward”.

NEC: Support Nokia’s comments. We first need to find the levels of autonomy before we can classify them.

Conclusion: revised to 740
	China Mobile, Huawei

	S5-196363
	pCR 28.810 Add concept of network autonomy levels
Nokia: Premature to define this before we have agreed on the previous contributions/comments.

DT: We also want to see this clarified. This may be very complex.
Ericsson: Similar concerns as Nokia and DT

N: Is this intended to be used as a tool for the operators to rate vendors depending on how many levels are supported? So why do you need to measure the levels?

Intel: Compare with the “stop points” in LTE SON – are you planning to introduce something similar here?

HW: The idea is trying to study the main factors which prevents this from standardization.

Orange: Makes sense for an operator to know how many levels of automation are supported.

HW: Like to remind that there are many automation related features discussed in other 3GPP WGs already.

Conclusion: Noted

	Huawei, China Mobile

	S5-196391
	Study on concept, requirements and solutions for levels of autonomous network 

Conclusion: Approved
	China Mobile, Huawei, ZTE, Turkcell
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