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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: zz% (previously 60%)

Estimated completion date: SA#74 – Dec. 2016
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): -
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: An CR for correcting the TR was discussed. Proposals for solutions in 32.130, 32.425, 32.412 and 32.416. No contribution was agreed in the session.
Outstanding issues: To agree the solutions.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2016-11-16, Quarter 3.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-166060
	Rel-13 CR 32.130 Add use cases and requirements for Management of measurements for cross-operator accounting based on data volume and QoS
Nokia: Can we use Euro instead of the abbreviation EUR.

Nokia: 5.1.x: QOS criteria is not the same in the body and first bullet.

Nokia: Statistical measurements are measurements.
Ericsson: Ok.

Nokia: Reliability will not be quantified. Only one Boolean should be used (i.e. two values only).

Nokia and Orange has more comments. Nokia is hesitant to give them off line.

Off line discussion.

Conclusion: Kept open
	Ericsson

	S5-166061
	Rel-14 CR 32.425 Add measurements for cross-operator accounting based on data volume and QoS
Nokia: Bullet e value range shall not be used.
Number range do not need to be specified. 
Is Gbr only have 5 levels?
Filter should be replaced with criteria.
The PLMNs are more than 6. 
DT: The text about e.g. PLMN is correct.

Nokia: EBNF define he value range in the described way.

Orange: 32.130 should be references as MOP is used.
Ref. 20 and 21 are the same.
QOS criteria and QoS criteria profile.

Off line discussion. restricted email discussion.

Conclusion: Kept open
	Ericsson

	S5-166066
	Rel-13 CR 32.412 Add parameters for operation “Create measurement job” related to measurement filtering and measurement job reliability level
Nokia: How can the reliability levels be used in condition, when it is vendor specific.
Nokia: If it is string it can be validated. A flag is easier to handle.
Ericsson: Why is that? The sematic is known, even if the syntax is not specified.
Nokia: There is difficulty to do validation in a standardized way, so the condition and the exception should be removed.
Ericsson: Condition 7.3.1.4  should not be specified. The exception description needs to be changed.

Orange: In which IOCs should measurementfilter be used? Now it is not used anywhere.

Nokia: MeasurementFilter is part of a name. It is not an own attribute. It should not be defined in this contribution.
Intel: How can a link between this attribute and the operation?
Ericsson: In the table of parameters it is referred to build the operation.

Off line discussion.

Conclusion: Kept open
	Ericsson

	S5-166067
	Rel-13 CR 32.416 Add attributes corresponding to updated IS for operation “Create measurement job” related to measurement job reliability level
Ericsson: Depends on the outcome of the IS.

Nokia: This proposal goes beyond vendor specific.

In XML do we need to specify the optional with min occur=0? 

Conclusion: Kept open
	Ericsson

	S5-166204
	Replacing the reference to LS with reference to TS 36.300

MCC: WGs shall not be mentioned.

Orange: Some editorial errors to be corrected.

Nokia: It is not clear that there are different criteria.
Ericsson: The word criteria is plural.

Nokia: It should be clear that the business use case is an example.

Nokia: Is the intention to measure the reliability?
Ericsson: No, it is the operator that will set what reliability is wanted. The reliability is vendor specific, according to RAN.

Conclusion: Revised to 305.
	Ericsson


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	77.n
	Description of the action
	Rel-11
	Owner
	New
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