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7.4.4
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 10% (previously 0%)

Estimated completion date: SA#61 – Sept. 2013
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None.
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: A first contribution on the FM Solution Profile has been reviewed and will be updated to next meeting.
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2012-08-22, Quarter 4.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-121809


	FM SP for NGCOR FM Requirements

Questions/comments:
- Ericsson: The decision of whether this shall be an Appendix or independent TS is still pending, can be done later.

- Orange: In 5, X: the related protocol elements… do you mean operation? Edwin: See the box (table). JM: But what is “protocol elements”? Ericsson: Ok, we can change it to Operations in the table.

- Orchestral Networks: Please clarify the yellow and empty columns… e.g. why is not 1 and 2… combined? Ericsson clarified and will propose an improvement.

- Orange: The title of the Tdoc and section 5 is wrong. Should be Solution Profile.

- Orange: Chapter 4 text needs correction… only one diagram. And AAM IRP is missing in the fig.

- Huawei: Re: The A,B,C,D in the table, do we need more detailed descriptions about that?

- Ericsson: Editorial discovered in the table: AAM IRP IRP…

- NSN: It should be noted that as we don’t yet have a decision on “standalone TS or Appendix”, we have no latest draft for this, so proposed changes on this proposal have to be in the form of a pCR on this Tdoc.

- Huawei: I wonder what is the relation between Huawei’s gap analysis (in the Beijing ad-hoc) and this document, there is some overlap so how to manage that. The “x’s” seem to show that there is no gap and so the gap analysis is not needed, or? - Ericsson: Good question; we will consider it and come back with an answer to the next meeting.
Conclusion: Noted, to be updated to next meeting considering the comments above.
	Ericsson



4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 
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