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6.4.1.1
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 75%? (previously 70%)
Estimated completion date: SA#73 – Sept., 2016 

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

· 8 contributions are addressed, including following areas:
· requirements and UCs for CM
· Querying and modifications of  non-application VNF information 
· UC and requirement on keeping updated an NS instance
· Policy management requirements and UC
· Clarification and rewording of the reference points
· Before OAM closing plenary, there is no contribution was approved, most of them need to be revised. 
· For the CM requirement and UC, the UCs of MO creation/configuration/deletion/association with VNF should be harmonized with NE deployment UC. And the NE deployment UC will refer to MO operations’ UCs. Meanwhile, all of the UCs need to be revisited if the group reaches agreement on the relationship between MOI and VNF instance. 
· For the querying and modification non-application VNF information, it is much clear what the VNF information is from NFV-MANO and how to get or modify the information from 3GPP side. 
· For the update NS instance, it is needed more explanations on the concept and usage of NSD version and the association with NS instance. 
· For the Policy management, there is no achievement on this area. The group need discuss how to deal with this issue later.
Outstanding issues: 

1) Regarding the relationship between MO and VNF instance, some of the UCs need to be revisited when there is a conclusion. 

2) Regarding the policy management, we may need a consensus whether we need a new WI to study the 3GPP policy management or put the study into domain specific WIs.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <July.11, 2016, Q2, Q3>.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-164088
	pCR TS 28.500 Add business level use case of NE deployment in the context of NFV
N: 1) description in actor and roles, the sentence in brackets does not need. 2) step-1, capacity, NFV-MNAO does not understand the app parameter. 3) step-2, just NFV-MNAO instantiate VNF, that's enough. step-3, just choose the word result, it's good.  4) step-4, the order can be before or after step-1, it’s possible. 5) step-5, use "3GPP language" to replace app specific parameters.
HW: 1) we can remove brackets description. 2) We need to know the resource 3GPP needed. 3）we added the use case title, it's only one UC. 

CMCC: propose to move the “capacity” to the item “begins when”.

Nokia: propose to configure a new NE instead of VNF instance in step-5. 
Nokia: there are many possibilities for this scenario. step-1,2 may be optional for the UC. step-5 implies 3GPP can configure from both vertical and horizontal interfaces. So, it's better to generalize the UC and makes it simple. 
E///: simple actor and role to consumer role is better. 2) Support nokia's proposal in step-5. 3) make a precondition to say NM wants to create a new NE MO. 

DCM: step-2 should clarify and refer to ETSI NFV. 

ZTE: the title is bigger than UC. Chair: offline. keep it open to Thursday afternoon.
Chair: offline discussion. And revise to 169.
	Huawei

	S5-164128
	pCR TS 28.500 Adding CM requirements 
Nokia: the title of the UC1 is not correct. It should say Adding a managed node related the VNF something like that.

E///: we should be careful of VNF instance, it is EM instance not VNFM instance. 2) bulk and basic CM IRP, all of the discussion is only related to basic CM IRP. 

Nokia: how to do with HW contribution?
HW: it's better to rewording to narrow the scenario possibilities. 

HW: how about we keep the contributions separated first.
DCM: question on the description of assumption and precondition.
E///: precondition means it has to be done before. So UC1 assumption is right. UC2 configuration needs to move the assumption to precondition.
Nokia: if you don't want to involve too many possibilities in one case, you can write 2 UC. 
C: revise to 170. 
	CMCC

	S5-164092
	pCR TS 28.500 Adding business UC and reqs on querying and modification of non-application VNF instance information 
Nokia: 1） CON-a, do not need mention non-application. 2) better to use ETSI NFV same wording, such as VNF information …

E///: agree use clear words but want to keep non-application words, says related to VNFinfo…

Nokia: if we do not remove the word, it implies 3GPP know the VNFinfo itself.

DCM: I think we already accepted VNF instance is ETSI definition. So I think non-app is not needed. 

Nokia: so how about making a declaration in other side to say the info is not application level. 

HW: how about IP address, it's app or not? 

nokia: depends on scenarios.
C: revise to 171. 
	NTT DOCOMO

	S5-164129
	pCR TS 28.500 Adding retrieving information requirements 
Nokia: 1) The goals are VNF information which is included in a NS. 2) Discuss it CM only or LCM part. 

DCM: it's related to DCM's contribution 092.

DT: better to define the VNF information first.

E///: focus on the actor and roles.

Chair: merge with 092 then update it to 171. 
	CMCC

	S5-164095
	pCR TS 28.500 Clarifications on the description of NM and reference points in the Management Architecture
Nokia: 1) triggers ; 2 ) 6.2.3, move NFVI capacity and policy information. 

CMCC: why we remove them?

Nokia: because all of the information is from ETSI NFV informative spec MAN001, in release 2, there is no this description.

HW: exchange means the flow is in two ways. 

DCM: yes. It should have two ways, in some scenarios. 

E///: I do not think use exchange is right，it has only one way.

Nokia: 6.2.4 should split the two RPs. And be careful of the wording, do not make any misleading.
C: revise to 172. 

	NTT DCM

	S5-164096
	pCR TS 28.500 General fixes to terminology used in requirements and adding some references 
Nokia: confused by the added note. Collaboratively means 3GPP does not take over the management work instead of NFV-MANO, but NFV-MNAO should consider the needs of 3GPP. The note may change the meaning. 

Nokia: con-4 in 5.1.2, if we add VNF healing, it belongs to LCM not FM. so original version is better. 

E///: con-4 in 5.1.3, it's better to use inform about the availability of PM data. !! 2) 5.1.5 con-6, support the capability to receive the Notifications... 

DCM: i can change inform to "provide". 
Chair : revise to 173.

	NTT DCM

	S5-164097
	pCR TS 28.500 Adding business UC and reqs on keeping updated an NS instance 
Nokia: 1) Too much info in the goals. 2) Begins when, 2 sentences should be moved to assumptions. 3) con-a, I think we want to say 3gpp …
CMCC: what is the difference between step-3 and 5. 

nokia: well, DCM missed some background, we need add them to explain the step3 and 5.
HW: similar concern from CMCC. We need some clarification on this part. 

intel ; comment on the goal, 

cisco: why not ... is the spec in IFA is available? 

DCM: yes. IFA013 defined. 

cisco: this is similar to a procedure, not a general UC. why we need put it in 500.

E///: how to deal with the old NS version?
DCM: IFA keep it. it remains there. 

E///: can we distinguish the difference of NS1 and NS2? 
C: revise to 174.
	NTT DCM

	S5-164127
	pCR draft TS 28.500 Add policy management requirements
cisco: what is the policy? who will use the policy? It’s better to be concrete.
DT: support the policy study.
Nokia: we do not have any WI and interface to cover the policy requirements.
CMCC: do we need to initiate a new WI to cover this?
C: keep the requirement and remove the UCs, revise to 175.
	CMCC


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	














































































































































































































- 1 -
- 4 -

