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6.5.5
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 15% (previously 5%)

Estimated completion date: SA#70 - Dec 2015 (if change: previous SA#69 - Sep 2015)

Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): none
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:
· Group agreed the inclusion of the "Bandwidth expansion for mobile network operator" Use Case description currently agreed by ETSI RRS
· The group agreed to re-introduce the "definitions and abbreviations" section to the document and some definitions including the "LSA spectrum resource availability information"

· Few business level requirements and draft specification level requirements were agreed

· It was noted that the specification level requirements need to be associated with an interface (not yet identified by the TR).
· A proposal for a Use Case "Incumbent to reclaim the spectrum" was discussed and rejected (as out of scope for 3GPP SA5)
· The way forward was discussed:

· Group will evaluate the alternative levels for interaction between LC and OAM system (at the NM level, at the EM level or at the NE level) - corresponding contributions are planned/welcomed at the next meeting and will be used to define the corresponding architecture.
· Currently agreed flows in ETSI TS 103 235 will be analyzed as potential triggers of interaction between LC and OAM - these will be treated as more specific (sub) use cases to be addressed in the TR. 
· SA placed a constraint on the normative work in SA5 related to LSA - it may not start until the ETSI RRS work on TS 103 235 is complete. It was proposed to shift the study schedule by one SA plenary cycle (completion from SA5#69 to SA5#70).
· The merged draft TR will be sent for the e-mail approval under the t-doc S5-153279
Outstanding issues:

· No contentious issues so far
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2015-05-26, Q3.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-153099
	pCR TR 32.855 add LSA UC description
Discussion:
NEC: question for clarification on the load balancing portion of the UC

Nokia: this is just a copy paste of the ETSI RRS agreed UC

Ericsson: typos in new text ("sectin" and "mob ile")

Chair: approved, rapporteur will perform necessary editorials while implementing the pCR.

Conclusion:

Approved
	Nokia

	S5-153100
	pCR TR 32.855 add definitions section
Discussion:

Nokia: need to remove the "symbols" from section 3

Orange: add more definitions "Licensee", Incumbent, NRA, Sharing Framework

Telecom Italia: dynamic vs. semi-static question (suggested to use semi-static)

Nokia: ETSI RRS now only uses static and dynamic terms, the semi-static has been eliminated. The definitions are from ETSI RRS
Chair: approved, rapporteur will perform necessary editorials while implementing the pCR

Conclusion:

Approved
	Nokia

	S5-153160
	pCR TR 32.855 add LSA UC requirements
Discussion:

Nokia: FUN-01 should be split into smaller requirements (configure, activate, de-activate)
Orange: The FUN-01 is a bit premature (should be attached to an interface)

Ericsson: maybe add an editor's note about need to attach to an interface?

Chair: Revised to S5-153277.

Conclusion:

Revised to S5-153277
	Ericsson

	S5-153167
	pCR TR 32.855 Incumbent to reclaim the spectrum use case
Discussion:

Nokia: The description incumbent request “reclaim spectrum” is not correct. The Incumbent request is processed at the LR and the result is transferred via LSA1 via a push or a pull mechanism as LSA Spectrum Resource Availability Information (LSRAI) to the LC. SA5 should analyze how the LSRAI is mapped and transferred at the Itf-N, because this aspect is defined by ETSI RRS as out of scope.
Abbreviations "NMLS SP" and "NM SC" are not defined in this TR or in ETSI RRS documents and are misleading - we should be using ETSI RRS defined terms.

The interaction between incumbent and LR is out of our scope (not even covered by ETSI RRS)
Steps 1, 2 and 5 are out of our scope
The post-condition has nothing to do with our study (not our scope)
Telecom Italia: agree with Nokia's comments

Chair: noted
Conclusion:

Noted
	Intel

	
	
	


4 Action items
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	Release
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