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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 5% (previously 0%)

Estimated completion date: SA#68 – June, 2015
Other information: WID revision proposed to change the Rapporteur from China Mobile
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
-
Discussed 12 contributions; 4 approved, which are TR skeleton, scope description, introduction description and the WID Rapporteur change. 

Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2014-08-21, Q1 and Q2.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-144116
	the Skeleton of Management of Virtualized Network
presented by China Mobile (Liu jinglei)
Discussion:

- VDF: two sides of this work. How to manage 3GPP under ETSI arch. What can be used from 3GPP. Fault management/performance management could be two examples for subsection 5.

Softbank: “MME” abbreviation should be checked in 21.905. 

Hitachi: usage of word “virtualization” & “virtualisation”. 

Chair: 3GPP uses “virtualization”.

O: move gap analysis after the solution section.

HW/NN: need two gap analyses.

E: It depends on the reader of gap analysis. Gap analysis for both sides. What is the basis for comparison/gap analysis? We are not comparing the existing solutions. Need to compare the future solutions.

A: section 6 will capture the new requirements. 

HW: section 6 and 8 will address new reqs and new solutions. Gap analysis could come afterwards.

CMCC: duplication between section 6 and gap analysis.
NN: there are internal gap analysis and external gap analysis. Put gap analysis after conclusion and recommendations section.

HW: keep the annex “gap analysis” as external.

O: whether to put the gap analysis as separate document.

CMCC: change the title and only keep “gap analysis”.

O: what’s the scope of “management procedures”?

CMCC: E2E procedure flows will be addressed.
Conclusion: Agreed. Update to S5-144482.
	China Mobile, Huawei

	S5-144118
	The scope of TR 32.842
presented by China Mobile (Liu jinglei)
Discussion:

- NN: we should refer to MANO architecture. ETSI use case is not management related use cases.

VDF: need to be careful when we talked about management in SA5, need to be clear on FCAPS SA5 management or lifecycle management. 

NN: remove the reference on ETSI use cases.

O: what’s the difference between use case and management scenarios?
NN: remove specific version number on the ETSI reference.

E: have concern on word “management scenario”.

NN: propose to yellow the scope.

HW: propose to add “editor’s notes”.
Conclusion: Agreed. Update to S5-144483.
	China Mobile, Huawei

	S5-144220->S5-144495
	The Proposal of Management Scenarios and use cases of TR32.842
presented by China Mobile (Liu jinglei)
Discussion:

-I: terms like “OSS” will need to be defined.

E: who initiate VNMF to initiate the granting? What’s the relation between granting and initial deployment? Need to know how the VNMF functions work in the procedures.

K: similar question as E///. Need to be clear on the starting point to do granting.

CMCC: agree on the starting point need to be addressed. There are two options.

O: another option could also be “EMS“->”VNFM”.

CMCC: may be internal interactions.

Cisco: terms “expansion” and “scaling in” need to be clarified.

Hitachi: like to discuss the architecture. 

Chair: encourage email discussion after meeting.
Conclusion: Noted.
	China Mobile, Huawei

	S5-144222
	Discussion on the Management Scenarios and Use Cases of TR 32.842
presented by China Mobile (Liu jinglei)
Discussion:

-NN: physical resource management is out of MANO completely. 

CMCC: need to do correlation with physical.

E: need to be discussed in SA5.

C: physical resource need to think more. Question on “network service life cycle”.

V: Related with SA5 inventory. Should be handled in SA5.

NN: question on “scenarios”, suggest using same term as ETSI. 

E: need to address catalogue. Suggest using three layers instead of “management scenarios”. EMS->”EMS/DM”. 

NN: suggest reusing MANO diagram. 

Hitachi: on diagram, computing is in the scope of sa5?

CMCC: no intention to change the ETSI diagram.
Conclusion: Noted.
	China Mobile, Huawei

	S5-144248
	TR 32.842 rapporteur change proposal
presented by China Mobile (Liu jinglei)
Discussion:

-no comments.
Conclusion: Agreed.
	China Mobile

	S5-144250
	pCR MME VNF instantiation and termination for mixed network
presented by Intel (Joey)
Discussion:
-NEC: explain VNF instantiation, how to release active users?

Intel: UE should be idle first.
E: terminate the MME procedure will need to be more elaborated.
NN: whether the diagram also works for other NE? It related to RAN, not SA5 work. 
O: NE -> PNF.
HW: use case is too details. Step 1 mentioned “MME processor usage and S1-MME data volume” measurement should make it more general.

HW: how to recreate the NSD? 
DT: the diagram ignores the link with other legacy NE. Need more consideration to address those.

Hitachi: the procedure need to be elaborated in procedure section.

Conclusion: noted.
	Intel

	S5-144251
	pCR MME VNF instance scale in and out
presented by Intel (Joey)
Discussion:

DT: too details and something wrong.
Intel: we can make it general.

hitachi: to simplify the diagram.
HW: clarification on relation between VDU/VNF. It should be within the VNF instance when do scale in/out.
NN: should create 3GPP diagram first, then determine the name of EM/NM.
E: terms like “NFV NM” need to be defined in SA5.

NN: the diagram needs to align with SA5 architecture.
E: traditional COTS device cannot be in the same pool? If adding a member which running on COTS to the pool, whether your case applied.
O: the threshold is too details now.

NEC: should define the scenarios of the scale out/in we talked about.

I: the current solution doesn’t address this. Could be another use case.
Chair: should be generalized. 
Conclusion: noted. Email discussion.
	Intel

	S5-144252
	pCR MME VNF instance scaling up and down
presented by Intel  (Joey)
Discussion:

-HW: some steps from ETSI, some from 3GPP? Make clarification on step 5.
I: copy from NFV MANO.
-NN: selected copy and paste need to be justified
-ERIC: there are some other options. 
VF/NN: need to discuss the alternative options.
Chair: make some comparison is OK.
hitachi: why we need those use cases? First determine when we need in/out, and when we need up/down. Need justification on necessity of scale up/down use case.
-NEC: form one contribution of in/out and up/down. Scale up/down will not influence service. Could be differentiating with scale in/out.
-KDDI: it should be separated.
-orange: could be general without differentiating network elements.  
Conclusion: noted. Email discussion.
	Intel

	S5-144280
	pCR Add Introduction section to TR 32.842
presented by Huawei (Zoulan)
Discussion:

-ERIC: better to use the COTS description.
-DT: “maximally”
O: add “management models”.
Conclusion: Agreed. Revised in S5-144496.
	Huawei, China Mobile

	S5-144281
	pCR Add Concept Introduction to TR 32.842
presented by Huawei (Zoulan)
Discussion:

-NN: need to align the terms with ETSI. Redefine some function and definition is not necessary. 
HW: show the whole perspective in the beginning way. the intention is to show the global picture for the management evolution, not only restricted to MANO. It’s cross management domain.
-Cisco: need to modify the background.
-ERIC (Robert): is this diagram intended to describe the whole picture of MANO? 
O: “virtualized network” is not defined term in ETSI, need to be aligned.

?? : Service should be constrained in network service.

-ERIC: hope to identify the scenarios with CMCC. 
Conclusion: Noted, offline discussion.
	Huawei, China Mobile

	S5-144291
	Management of mixed (virtualised and non virtualised) network
presented by Ericsson (Robert)
Discussion:

-E: M2M explain actually is confused.
-NSN: NN: support the conclusion. Clarification on the rationale.
-NSN: insert the definition, 
-ERIC: pure VNF is lower priority. suggest to put mixed network management higher priority.
Chair: mixed PNF/VNF? Single management system, this case should be study first. 
CMCC: also can do pure virtualization study in parallel.
Conclusion: noted.
	Ericsson

	S5-144330
	Event correlation points for Virtualized 3GPP network management
presented by KDDI (Yusuke)
Discussion:

-ERIC: the correlation flow is important. Correlation definition, who do the correlation, 1) what information should be to EM?  2) can OSS do correlation? Specification can define who do or who does not do?
-KDDI: first, we should focus on the event type, then we can determine which should be done in EM or which should be done by OSS etc. propose to consider the fault event type basis to decide the fault correlation point. 

-Orange: don’t see the standardized requirement.  It’s up to operator and not possible to standardize the flow.
-VF Adrian: now its draft on correlation. 

-huawei: SA5 should ask ETSI how to do or SA5 DO FIRST to find a way. No concrete decision in ETSI. SA5 is the right group to discuss.
-E: we know where 

HW: decide correlation point according to event type may finally multiple event types will have the same correlation point. There are VNFM/EM/OSS/NFVO could do correlation depends on what information they have. 

HW: the MANO diagram may bring duplication alarms everywhere (for example, step 4.1/4.2/4.3 in the diagram) 

Chair: have some description on use cases into the TR first, then start the procedures.
Conclusion: noted. Offline discussion.
	KDDI

	S5-144497
	Draft TR 32.842 for email approval.
	Rapporteur

	
	
	


4 Action items

No actions.
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