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6.5.4
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 15% (previously 10%)
Estimated completion date: SA#75 – Mar., 2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:
· The group discussed the pCR of evolved NR management system
· The group discussed the use case for edge computing management
· The group discussed the pCR of adding architecture options for next generation network and service management and orchestration
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <18 Jan. 2017, Quarter 2>.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-171110
	Evolved NR management system
Intel: Very good contribution. Agree on most of the proposals. 

Q1: First change: Release 14 core network nodes is strange mgmt. system is for release 14. 

Q2: Three bullets: Enhancement to the architecture needs to be included. 

Ericsson agrees to having enhancement they are not trying to exclude that here.
Huawei: Term virtualized RAN nodes is not defined in 3GPP. Huawei proposes to remove this. Here you list only one option, we are fine with evolution. However, we may need to add many new features and new architectures. We agree that is contribution driven. 

Intel: RAN using virtualized network function 

Ericsson: no problem for RAN w VNFs. We are not going to restrict new features and agree with the architecture changes may be required. 

revise to 1315
Conclusion: 
	Ericsson

	S5-171117
	pCR TR 28.800 Add use case for edge computing management
NTT: Generally looks to premature, even SA2 has not developed anything on it. Only an ANNEX in SA2. 

Huawei: SA2 normative TS work says that there is edge computing. 

NTT: But they have not developed anything in SA2, we need to wait.
N: SA2 wants to provide enablers for MEC but not MEC as such. I think it may not be in the scope of 3GPP if SA2 stays as it is. 

HW: We are not proposing to do concrete mgmt. for MEC box, what we are proposing is mgmt. work for the enablers in SA2. 

Intel: MEC is very important, even though 3GPP won't do the whole part but managing partial services is ok. I support for us to study this either here or in a separate dedicated study. 

N: What is the meaning to MEC Application mgmt. 
H: Application from operator or trusted third party which can be hosted in MEC. 

N: What does the management of such application mean?

H: Could include aspects such as life cycle, fault and performance monitoring. 

N: How can you do PM and FM of applications that you don't know?

H: We can have more discussion later. But this time we need to do some mgmt. work. 

NTT: What do you expect to do? It will grow too much the scope?

H: SA1 and SA2 have some work on this. 

N: Our scope is for 3GPP boxes. MEC as such is not a 3GPP box. We can only look at the enablers and not at the system. 

Chair: Continue offline. We can go out of management of purely 3GPP functions if we want to change it later. It is one of the features in WID in SA2. 

H: See SA1 TS 22.261.
revise to 1316
Conclusion: 
	Huawei

	S5-171193
	pCR TR 28.800 Add architecture options for next generation network and service management and orchestration
NEC: misleading to call them options. Option 2 is not an alternative to Option 1. 

N: NSMF cannot be inside NM, 100% disagree on option 1. SM is above OSS and everything else. 100% disagree.  NM is not OSS. 

Intel: I agree some modifications in the picture need to be made. 

NTT: Had concerns on the diagram. Difference between NM and Enterprise system. 

I: Not sure about the relationship as currently our Enterprise system in unclear. 

NTT: Then it is clearly too early to bring this contribution. If there is a revision, then there is no need for interface Itf-SRN

I: Agree

Orange: Couldn't find NSMF

I: it is not in the abbreviations but the concept is used. 

E: How does subscription mgmt. fit into this picture?

I: If we study it then we can see it later. 

H: why only mention NSMF not the other management function? Shouldn't this be in 28.801

I: Architecture is here, functional study is in 28.801. We only show the new functions here
Conclusion: Noted.
	Intel
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