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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: N/A
Estimated completion date: N/A
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): N/A
2 Technical Progress status

· N/A
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <Aug.24, 2015, Q1> and <Aug.26, 2015, Q5>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-154060
	Discussion scope and structure of new WIDs re NFV
Nokia: difficult to understand in short time, so many numbers and brackets.
Why move the LCM to 28.500 which is the high level document?
E///:  it is a correct understanding.
Nokia: Does not make sense

CMCC: Agree with Nokia

CMCC: The specification level requirements in 28.500 should be the same as those generated by the other WIDs. So we may need to put some of content from [6] to [2], [3] and [4].
E///: We need to discuss which requirements should be addressed by which specs.
HUAWEI: Good intention from E///. We need to partition our work based on the potential WIDs. SON is a good example, probably we can follow the same way of SON.
KDDI: we should close the discussion for this late contribution and go to the real WIDs.
Conclusion: Keep in 6.2 and keep it open to 6.2 in Wednesday evening.
	Ericsson Inc.

	S5-154171
	new WID Configuration Management for mobile networks that include virtualized network functions
Nokia: new CM IRP?
ZTE: could be new or enhanced existing IRPs.
Nokia: principle should be “reuse as much as possible” of existing IRPs
NRM, similar question, new NRMs or existing NRMs?
NEC: the issues to ETSI NFV needs to be more specific.
E///: similar comment, the location with 28.500 needs to be addressed.

HUAWEI: all the interfaces need to be considered, but not only Itf-N.

Conclusion: revise to 284.

	ZTE Corporation

	S5-154212
	New WID Fault Management of mobile networks that include virtualized network functions
Nokia: in justification, the FM needs to forwarded to whom?

E///: 32.111-1 format is very different from other Stage 1 specs.
Whether we need one new spec and what is the relation to 28.500 needs to be clear.

Nokia: needs to have a new TS for procedures.

SA5 chair: deliverable date needs to be discussed.
Conclusion: Revise to 285
	Huawei

	S5-154216
	OAM aspects of SON for AAS-based deployments
Cisco: Supports to creation of the WID
The concern is to understand better why the NE needs to get the configurations, needs to check.

E///: RAN3 clearly gave the request on what to be standardized. For MRO, needs to be studied more.
Conclusion: Revise to 286.

	Nokia Networks

	S5-154253
	New WID Lifecycle Management for mobile networks that include virtualized network functions
E///: LCM definition is inline with ETSI NFV?
Nokia: LCM is for both NS and VNF.

E///: SA5 is the consumer of LCM, so SS is not needed in the objective.
Nokia: this WID is not only for horizontal interface, but also vertical interface. So solutions for Itf-N are needed.
Intel: issues to ETSI NFV, what are the issues?
HUAWEI: Needs to be clear what is the LCM here.
E///: Overlap with PM, FM?

Conclusion: Revise to 286


	Nokia Networks

	S5-154155
	New WID Performance management for mobile networks that include VNFs
NEC: Generally agree with the WID. However the VR measurements should not be in scope of SA5.
Nokia: Why we talk NRM in this WID? Do not understand why SA5 to define VR measurements, though SA5 can specify how to use these measurements.
NTT Docomo: “NFVI” words in scope is too generic.
HUAWEI: Need to have a clear view about what are the other interfaces impacted (than Itf-N).

E///: For VR, SA5 is the consumer, normally consumer keeps silent and always the requirements are put to producer.
What are in the new TS of this WID, and what are the deliverables of the CMCC WID.

In justification, why the statement of “VNF should play at least as well as PNFs” is relevant to this WID.
HUAWEI: Some other specs may need to be impacted. Only requirements, but no IS and solution sets? No impact to interface IRPs.
SA5 chair: need to discuss whether we can do it in Rel-13.
Zou Lan and Jing Lei will work on the SA5 NFV roadmap proposals – Tdoc number 282.
Conclusion: Revise to 283.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd

	S5-154282
	NFV roadmap in SA5
Nokia: Make 2 new specs for different releases in one WID does not work, but MCC could confirm.

SA5 Chair: Definitely will not work, MCC could confirm.

CMCC/HUAWEI: it is okay to make 32.500 to Rel-14 too, to keep all of the new specs to be Rel-14.

Nokia: For cross domain issues, we prefer to option 1, without generating new TSs. Because adding new TS will not help the readability, and will cause some other troubles for readers to orange the functionality.

Conclusion: Revised.
	Huawei
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