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6.5.6
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 50% (from 40% in previous meeting)

Estimated completion date: SA#76, Jun 2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
During the meeting, 7 pCRs for TR 28.802 have been presented and discussed: 4 pCRs address on the issue of QoE measurement collection, and the other 3 pCRs focus on issues of NG RAN and 5GC architecture. After discussion, it is concluded that one pCR is approved, one is noted, and the others are decided to be revised.
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 30 Mar. 2017, Q2.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-171613
	pCR TR 28.802 Clause 4 - add QMC issue description

· No comment
Conclusion: approved.
	Nokia

	S5-171614
	pCR TR 28.802 Clause 4 - add NR and 5GC architecture issue description

· Cisco: Move the Note of 4.X.1 out of this clause
· Intel: The added sub-clauses belongs to deployment options, should not belong to NR architecture
· Nokia: These issues are described in TR 38.801 which is dedicated for RAN architecture study.
· Chairman: it is improper for last paragraph of 4.X.3
· Nokia: I will remove it in revised document.
· Ericsson: Suggest to move added sub-clause under existing clause 4.1.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171938
	Nokia

	S5-171615
	pCR TR 28.802 Add use cases to support management for data storage architectures 

· Ericsson: Is it necessary to draft use cases for each type of 5GC NF? I don’t see the necessarily to add this use case.
· Nokia: Data Storage Function is some new feature to support stateless CN NF, which is new from legacy CN architecture and expected to trigger some new management requirements.
· Huawei: Does SA2 has specified that UDSF is used to support stateless CP NF? what does “different type of data” in the pre-condition refer to?
· Nokia: The UDSF is specified to support stateless NF which is identified as key issue of 5GC architecture, while the different type could refer to different angles, let us discuss offline.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171939
	Nokia

	S5-171654
	pCR TR 28.802 Adding use case for signaling based QoE information collection
· Nokia: There have 4 editorial change suggestion.
1) As this use case has some overlapped content with Ericsson pCR S5-171774, so suggest to merge these two.
2) The clause number should be 5 instead of 4

3) In the pre-condition description, I prefer to explicitly describe that the “app” is installed in the UE.
4) Also in the pre-condition part, it is better to add condition that “end-user agrees to report QoE measurement”
· Huawei: I agree to merge it with Ericsson contribution.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171935 (merged with S5-171774)
	Huawei

	S5-171774
	pCR R14 28.802 QoE use cases, requirement and solution for collection from individual UE

· Nokia: In step 1, it is said that “mobile network node can identify what service is used”, does it imply that RAN node or MME/SGSN shall support service classification? Currently, these nodes can be aware of QoS level, but not service.
· Ericsson: This is high-level business use case, so it is expected that CN identify the user, with IMSI/MSISDN.
· Orange: The two use cases are very similar. Do we need to merge them together?
· Cisco: the two use cases have very similar steps, can we merge them into one? Also, application mentioned in Pre-conditions is installed in UE?
· Intel: The step of two use cases are identical, so why not to merge them into one?
· Ericsson: As there are business use case, the two cases have different used scenario, although the solution maybe same, but the use cases does not touch solution detail.
· Ericsson: The application is installed in the UE.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171935 (merged with S5-171654)
	Ericsson

	S5-171775
	pCR R14 28.802 QoE conclusions and recommendations

· Nokia: Need clarification on the first sentence in clause 9.x, it is said “started or UMTS”, then “reused for LTE and 5G”, does it imply phased-approach selected, we start WID for 3G only, then investigate it applied to LTE and 5G later?

· Ericsson: It is not the intention. 

Conclusion: Revised to S5-171936.
	Ericsson

	S5-171777
	pCR TR 28.802 Add use case to support management for AMF group

[Anatoly]: Nokia contribution

· Huawei: does SA2 have define the “AMF group”?
· Nokia: Not yet, but under time pressure, this TR may be completed before SA2 define it. Reference from MME group, I just want to study it first.
· Cisco: Does TR 23.799 has defined the concept of “AMF group”? Do we need to send a liaison to clarify it?
· Nokia: TR 23.799 does not specify AMF group explicitly, it only mentioned that “a pool of CCNF”, similar as MME pool.
· Ericsson: It is pre-mature that we draft a use case that SA2 have not specified.
Conclusion: noted.
	Nokia
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