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Agenda Item:
6.3
S5-166054 (Ericsson) agreed and all its mirrors.
S5-166063 and mirrors (Orange): Thomas (Chair) commented that there had been long and careful discussions on this action item. Agreed.
S5-166101 (Huawei): Thomas commented that UDC 32.181/182 shouldn't have been removed in order to have a better view on all the specs. It was agreed to put it back. Christian asked if it was possible to send the spec to EditHelp at this stage. MCC confirmed this. 
Christian commented that the CR would be sent to the next SA plenary and then the TS would be sent to EditHelp  after CR implementation, hopefully with response before the Porto meeting.

Anatoly: the scope has changed quite a bit now with this change. From management of networks that include virtualized functions to management of networks that include virtualized functions. It was to be checked offline if this statement appears in the latest version of the spec.
Revised to 264.
S5-166165 (Ericsson): Nokia asked what assurance monitoring would be. Ericsson replied that this refers to performance and fault management. It was agreed to modify it since assurance is a BBF term.
Intel commented that the overview items are not linked properly to the rational in 1,2 and 3. Edwin commented that the named functions tie in with the current architecture.
Huawei asked about the relation between the functions names and 32.103. E.g. operator terminal.

Ericsson replied that the intention is to describe what we have in 3GPP, not in ETSI NFV. There is no IRPs connected directly to those functions, but the IRPs are using them somehow. Huawei supported the intention but considered that there must be alignment of the terms. They suggested to remove operator terminal. Ericsson replied that this is a prominent function in all operator's networks. It exists in all real networks. Huawei didn' t challenge this, it is just that it doesnt belong to the same category.
Nokia supported the contribution very much, since in the outside Worldmany functions of the OSS seem to change names, shrink and so on. SA5 is associated with OSS, that's the problem. We have to fight against this perception of the OSS, as a system that is decaying slowly. The contribution is as good as it is, with some minor changes.
NTT-Docomo: we are doing specifications, not white papers. 
Ericsson: NFV can't prevent the rest of the World using their terms. They can't claim ownership.
Revised to 265.
S5-166193 (Ericsson): this is linked to the draft CR for 32.156 that is to be approved during this meeting. It refers to an annex in that CR.
Revised to 266 in order to introduce the link (CR number) to the draft CR to be approved in the current meeting.
S5-166198 (Ericsson): Nokia commented that context B meaning would be more difficult this way when generalized. Ericsson replied that this would be in addition to what we have already. The old diagram should remain. Nokia supported the contribution;  from the methodology perspective this is allowed. They wouldn't call it context B, it could be called context C to avoid confusion. Some clarification was needed on the diagrams. Olaf (Nokia) commented that they had a similar contribution that could be worked out with this as well.
Orange whether this applies to ITfn or to other interfaces. Ericsson replied that so far there was no example for LSA or virtualization. Edwin commented that we should not restrict to this ITFn specially to the horizontal interfaces.

Revised to 267.
S5-166213 (Ericsson): contribution to the draftCR.
MCC commented that C.2 should not have a "TBD" in the content. A "void" would be better. Mirko warned that finalised specifications should not include empty clauses, since CRs can bring later both clause title and content. It was agreed to keep the draftCR open for next meeting and introduce content in clause C.2 to avoid having the clause empty. The Chair proposed to keep the draftCR open and send it for email approval. This affects the CR in 266.
S5-166214 (Ericsson): Nokia commented that new and old changes have the same color. Revised to 268.
MCC commented that there were Notes with "shalls" which are requirements contained in informative paragraphs. The Shalls should be removed.
S5-166215 (Ericsson): agreed.
S5-166255 (Ericsson):  optional subclause with them to sync or resync with them? Robert commented that this could be done offline. Thomas commented that this can be postponed for the next meeting. The discussion paper was noted.
