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Percentage of completion: 
10% (previously 0%)

Estimated completion date: 
SA#59 – March 2013
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None

Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 

· First business requirements agreed.
Summary of discussion:

· First draft concepts and use case descriptions discussed.

Outstanding issues (next steps):

· Minimum data set which is present in an eNB prior to PnP needs to be clarified.

· “Vendor mediator” needs more discussion.
2
Minutes

2.1 WI status
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source

	1. 
	S5-121685
	Pre-SA5#84 Stand of MUPPET Super CR to 32.501
Presentation:

Identical to output of SA5#83.

Discussion:

None

Conclusion:

Agreed
	Nokia Siemens Networks


2.2 LS 
None

2.3 Input to Super-CR to 32.501
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source

	2. 
	S5-121715
	Concept and use case for MUPPET
Presentation:

Vendor Mediator
Discussion:

Abbreviations: IP@ is not a common abbreviation. Use PnP instead of P&P.

2nd paragraph should be reworded; its essence is not clear enough.
Third paragraph: Spell out CA/RA server. For some “may” involve” could apply, e.g. DHCP may not be needed in IPv6.
Some companies see no need for the proposed vendor mediator. It was claimed that an alternative would be the use of DHCP options or SLAC.
Comments to use cases steps (not discussed, just recorded): 
Step 1: This should consider IPv6.
Step 4: tunnel to SEG should be made in this step
Step 5: Believed to be not necessary. 
Step 6: Enrollment to PKI could be done here. Per Email.
Conclusion:

Noted.
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	3. 
	S5-121904
	pCR Add Plug&Play network deployment use case
Presentation:

See document
Discussion:

One company: too limited. Proposal is to merge the use cases.
Scan of VLANs is necessary. Reply: That is part of the IP network connectivity.

In PP1 step: Second mentioning of eNode IP address should be EM IP address

IP addresses may not be static, but dynamic. Then PP1 is not possible this way.

IPv6 aspects need to be considered.

PP1 is more a precondition, because it is done before the PnP procedure.
Conclusion:

Noted.
	Huawei

	4. 
	S5-121716
	Business requirements for MUPPET
Presentation:

Direct jump into ..
..Discussion:

There is some uncertainty what makes a business requirement and what makes a specification requirement.
CON 1: needs more discussion (what is required to be pre-configured in the enB?)
CON-2: approved.
CON-3: too restrictive
CON-4: not agreed (some companies think, that PnP should also possible in an unsecured environment)
CON-5: approved.
CON-6: approved with following change: remove “with no need for manual interventions”
CON-7: not agreed (discussion what is basic set of information in the eNB is needed)
CON-8: not agreed in the current wording (meant is: data which is needed as input for self-configuration)
CON-9: not agreed. 
CON-10: similar to 8. Not agreed.
CON-11: approved with following change: remove word “commercial” and parenthesis. 
CON-12: approved
CON-13: not agreed.

Conclusion:

To be revise into S5-122144. Agreed material will go into update of Super-CR.
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	5. 
	S5-121717
	Security aspects for MUPPET
Presentation, Discussion:

Not presented/discussed because a lack of time.
Conclusion:

Postponed to next meeting. Participants are encouraged to send the available comments to the author via email for further improvement.
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	6. 
	S5-121718
	Security chapter for MUPPET Super-CR
Presentation, Discussion:

Not presented/discussed because a lack of time.
Conclusion:

Postponed to next meeting. Participants are encouraged to send the available comments to the author via email for further improvement.
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	7. 
	S5-121819
	pCR to SuperCR on WI Multi Vendor PnP
Presentation:

See document
Discussion:

Agreed rewording “After physical installation, put in an automated manner the eNB into a state to be ready to carry traffic.”
Conclusion:

To be revised into a CR (not pCR), because it is not really input under the MUPPET work item. New document: S5-122145.
	Ericsson

	8. 
	S5-121984
	Concepts and Requirements for MV PnP
Presentation, Discussion:

Not presented/discussed because a lack of time.
Conclusion:

Postponed to next meeting.
	Ericsson


2.4 Input to new TSs

None
2.5 Miscellaneous
None
_______________________________________________
