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6.6.6
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 60% (from 50% in previous meeting)

Estimated completion date: SA#77, Sep. 2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
During the meeting, following Tdocs have been discussed:

· 1 pCR for adding use case of NRF management, it will be revised.
· 1 pCR to update edge computing concept, it is approved.

· 3 pCRs to add use cases for edge computing related management, because there have many open issues, so they are noted and Huawei will prepare way forwarding discussion paper on this topic next meeting.
· 3 pCRs related to SON for 5G-RAN and 5GC, they will be revised.
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 11 May 2017, Q1&Q2.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-173129
	pCR 28.802 Add use case and requirements for management of NRF

· E///: Some questions need clarification:
· Where is NRF located? 
· What’s motivation to address NRF management UC?
· Huawei: In Rational section, it is mentioned that SA2 ask SA5 to help to identify how NRF can keep latest NF information.
· E///: But why SA5 need to address dedicated UC for NRF management? Does NRF NRM can contain this information?
· DCM: There has no post-condition subclause in the UC? Also, SA2 just ask SA5 to find mechanism for NRF information update, but the solution is not fully addressed by 3GPP management system, so it is better to revise the text with high-level description.
· Nokia: the missing of post-condition subclause is due to first adopted QoE measurement collection UC from E///, later one just follow the structure of existing UC. It is some later to add the post-condition to all existing UCs.
· E///: The step 2 description is problematic, need some more clear description.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-173500
	Huawei

	S5-173130
	pCR 28.802 Update edge computing concept to align with SA2 TS

· No comment
Conclusion: Approved.
	Huawei

	S5-173131
	pCR 28.802 Adding use case and requirements for management of edge computing Application Function

· Cisco: EC AF is not defined by 3GPP, it can be varied application server, e.g. firewall, video streaming server, so how to management the AF with unaware function?
· E/// & DCM: Support Cisco opinion.

· Huawei: The intention is to involve management on AFs which deployed in 3GPP network, considering the unaware of AF, we can keep very basic information in management system.

· E///: AF is not new, why we need to address it accompanying with edge computing?

· Huawei: This is a UC, we can investigate it deeply when drafting potential solution

· ETRI: SA2 does not define any EC dedicated NF, so it is doubtful on the necessary to add UC for EC related management.

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei

	S5-173132
	pCR 28.802 Adding use case and requirements for management of functionality supporting for edge computing

· E///: Do we need some cooperation between SA2 or SA6? It is better that we liaise them when drafting EC related requirements.
· Huawei: It is good suggestion to co-operation with other SA WGs on (EC) AF related topic via liaison 

· DCM: In step 1 of clause Description, it is said to initiate network supporting EC, does SA2 specify EC related architecture?

· Huawei: No.

· Cisco: It is some controversial, do we need to address BS parameters related to each feature in the NRM? Does SA2 define any EC specific procedure?

· Huawei: NRM may or may not be impacted due to this UC.

· Intel: We partially support this approach. AF can be divided into 2 categories, one is 3GPP operator owned AF, the other is provided from 3rd-parties. For the former one, we can investigate the management solution. Also, from there 3 relevant UCs related EC, there seems 3 layers of EC related management: i.e. AF, NF (functionality) and service, it is better to prepare a discuss paper to address the different aspects for EC related managements.

· Huawei: I agree Intel’s comment to prepare a discuss paper next meeting to address the way forward on EC related management.

· Nokia: EC AF concept is confused or too generic. EC AF refers to AF instantiated at the edge, but the 3GPP operator may be not aware what AF it is.

· Huawei: The AF is mentioned by SA2, while SA6 start do some work on AF related study. We do not approach detail parameter configuration.
· DCM: There may have service EC related UCs addressed, like NF configuration if SA2 has explicitly specification.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei

	S5-173133
	pCR 28.802 Adding use case and requirements for management of  edge computing service

· Nokia: This contribution has some relationship with previous AF UC, if we agree that AF management is out of SA5 scope, then we need to revise this contribution significantly. Also, the service performance measurement has 2 aspects, from AF, we can collect direct service PM data, while from NF, only service related (indirect) PM data can be collection. For the later one, we need to specify some detail on what’s kind of PM data should be collected, e.g. some data flow via local routing in UPF.

· E///: Which 3GPP WG defines EC service?

· Huawei: SA2 has mentioned it.

· E///: It is better we liaise the other WGs to clarification and cooperation.

· Intel: CON-X is inappropriate to address policy management as service requirements.
· Cisco: Similar concern with previous one, how 3gpp management system manage unaware AF?

· Huawei: UPF maybe an approach.

· ETRI: SA2 has addressed UPF selection, also AF can require EC feature enabled via policy mechanism.
· Huawei: we can consider whether policy management from management system can be involved in related UC.

· Nokia: As I known, SA6 study related to AF only focus on API interface towards AF, but not on AF itself.

· Huawei: We’ll prepare discuss paper on this issue next meeting.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei

	S5-173265
	pCR TR 28.802 add UCs and requirements for SON for NR

· Cisco: NR defined in RAN WG refer to gNB only, but here refers to gNB and eLTE eNB, also some other text revision are needed, we can discuss offline.
· Nokia: I appreciate that you can provide some modification suggestion offline. 

· E///: Some comments on subclause 6.X.1.3

· Step 1: does not consider VNF and PNF which compose gNB

· Step 2: what’s meaning of elf-configuration related instance
· Step 3: “take traffic” is some problematic.
Conclusion: Revise to S5-173505.
	Nokia Corporation

	S5-173266
	pCR TR 28.802 add UCs and requirements for SON for 5GC

· Huawei: In first bullet of 5.X.1.2, why it is mentioned that virtualized 5GC? Also in last sentence of bullet 2 of 5.X.1.3, it is mentioned that access integration data and MM configuration data, does SA2 define them?

· Nokia: I does not intend to work with VNF only, so I can revise the text with more generic description. About AMF configuration, it is not defined by SA2, but the 2 aspects are derived from AMF definition: i.e. Access and Mobility Management Function.
· DCM: About the title, you intend to configuration 5GC or individual NF. Also, it is better to mentioned that some automated operation may triggered from NSSI SON operation.

· Nokia: We focus on individual NF only, I attempt to add one sentence to show relationship to NSSI in revised text.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-173506
	Nokia Corporation

	S5-173268
	pCR TR 28.802 add potential solution of SON for NR

· E///: About the diagram of close-loop, when entering evolution phase, does it go to monitoring phase beforehand.

· Intel: Maybe it does not need to dig so deeply in the generic description.

· Cisco: at the change decision phase, why policy is mentioned. If it is used, it is better to describe it some more, like NM-centralized SON sends policy to EM.

· DCM: At last sentence of architecture subclause, why a new SON system need to be established, what’s new?
· Nokia: It depends on RAN WG decision on what’s SON feature should be supported in 5G RAN. The architecture option maybe same as LTE SON, the new maybe refers to new SON feature required in 5G RAN.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-173507. 
	Nokia Corporation
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