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6.5.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 100?% (previously 80%)

Estimated completion date: SA#78 – Dec. 2017 
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 

During this meeting, 10 contributions were discussed (1 is approved and others need to be revised for further discussion). As this is the last meeting before the completion deadline, so most of contributions and discussion focus on content clean-up or conclusion and recommendation drafting with following progress:

1) Based on contribution S5-176062, the discussion on NR NRM definitions for gNB with various functional split scenario was spread again, finally the group concluded again that detail NR NRM definitions are needed to be determined in the normative phase.

2) Regarding the EC management, the group agreed that some open issues can be addressed in future.

3) The group agreed to start normative work on 5G Trace management solutions, which is stated in the agreed text in the clause of recommendation.

4) The group agreed to address the SON management and automated management in new study item or work item in the next release.

5) The group has discussed to conclude the TR 28.802 via submitting a presentation sheet for approval in the next SA#78 plenary meeting.
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The RG session was held in slots of Q5 of 27 Nov. 2017, Q2 and Q3 of 28 Nov. 2017.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-176062
	pCR Rel-14 TR 28.802 re NR NRM
[Nokia]: What’s motivation to define IOC of CUCell and DUCell separately, even in the diagram 3 on NRM for NR non-split, why CUCell IOC is defined instead of IOC Cell? management data at cell level such as performance measurement should be identical from either gNB without functional split or gNB with functional split.
[Ericsson]: The performance management data should be identical whatever gNB with or without functional split, but considering the relationship between cell and split function, I proposed to define different IOC of cell to represent the relationship between cell and CU/DU.

[Huawei]: We have some concern to address NRM diagram in the TR, also the proposed diagram is different from the present potential solution agreed in the last meeting, also seem be inconsistence with RAN WG TS definition.

Conclusion: Revised to S5-176359
	Ericsson

	S5-176262
	pCR TR 28.802 Add functional requirements for edge computing support
[Intel]: What’s difference between “EC-related information” and “EC-related management information”?

[ETRI]: They are same.

[Intel]: I understand that whether AF or AF/AS management system provide such EC-related information is open issue.

[ETRI]: Yes, it is not determined.

[DCM]: As it intends to conclude this TR during this week, then your contribution with editor’s note may bring some difficult to this aim. Also, in the modified UC part, it need some clarification on why initial configuration of 5GC need consider the EC-related information.

[Nokia]: Regarding to the EC-related information, there have alternative approaches to provide EC-related information, either via AF through the interface to 5GC specified by SA2, or via interworking between MEC system and 5G management system.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-176404
	ETRI

	S5-176151
	pCR 28.802 clarification of solution and conclusion for management of 5GC
[Nokia]: Regarding to the “full list” added in the NF and interface bullet, It need to clarify whether the whole list of NF and interface defined in TS 23.501 need to be defined in 5GC NRM, such as AF or N1 interface between UE and AMF?
[Huawei]: It does not imply that we conclude to define IOC for AF or N1 interface.

Conclusion: Revised to S5-176399
	Huawei

	S5-176241
	pCR 28.802 Add conclusion and recommendation for edge computing management
[Huawei]: Considering the 2nd modification part has been covered by S5-176151 with same treatment, so I suggest removing this part.

[Nokia]: I agree to remove the 2nd part to avoid overlapping.

Conclusion: Revised to S5-176400
	Nokia, 

	S5-176235
	pCR 28.802 Editor Note cleanup
[Nokia]: I will remove 1st modification part as keywords should be determined by MCC.
[Ericsson]: Does the NR deployment option 3X defined in RAN WG?
[Nokia]: Yes, it is specified by RAN2 WG, the difference between option 3a and 3x is option 3x allows userplane throughput via LTE access can go through SCG bearer anchored in NSA gNB.

[MCC]: The Note 2 text in 5.6.1 need to be revised to avoid description such as “FFS”, you can replace it with “not addressed”
[Intel]: The format of NOTE in clause 7.2 is incorrect.
[Nokia]: I will correct the wrong format in the revised document.

Conclusion: Revised to S5-176401
	Nokia, 

	S5-176239
	pCR 28.802 Add conclusion and recommendation for ng-eNB management
[Ericsson]: In the 2nd paragraph of clause 8.x, ng-eNB have closer relationship than what? what’s intention of this paragraph?

[Nokia]: Considering ng-eNB can be connected to 5GC and EPC simultaneously, so it has closer relation with legacy LTE system than gNB. The paragraph intends to address that some more impact on legacy EPC and E-UTRAN management solution may be introduced.

[Ericsson]: As the intention is not well addressed, so it suggest adding “may” in the last sentence.

[DCM]: Suggest removing “also” in the last sentence of 1st paragraph.

[Chairman]: Remove “And” from the last sentence of 1st paragraph.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-176402
	Nokia, 

	S5-176232
	pCR 28.802 Add potential solution for 5GS Trace management
[Ericsson]: There have 6 TSs to specified existing Trace solution, why only 2 (32.421/422) are referred here.

[Nokia]: I will involve all existing Trace related TSs in the revised document.

[Huawei]: On bullet 2 of sub-clause 7.x.1, I suggest moving UDM to the Note for further study.
[Nokia]: The UDM in 5GC has similar function to HSS in EPC, while HSS is involved in existing Trace solution.

[Huawei]: In sub-clause 7.x.2, I suggest adding reference for SUPI or PEI definition, also why the interface is missed from the Trace control and configuration parameter?

[Chairman]: Suggest replacing “Accompany” in the leading paragraph of 7.x.2 with other word, such as “Together”, also this sentence need revised to avoid the duplication of “parameters”

[Nokia]: To involve trace record definition specified in TS 32.423, it suggest adding a new sub-clause 7.x.3 to address that part.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-176403
	Nokia, 

	S5-176237
	pCR 28.802 Add conclusion and recommendation for Trace management
[Ericsson]: Regarding the normative work for Trace in Rel-15, do you intend to specify the whole set of Trace solution?

[Nokia]: Yes, I intend to cover whole scope of existing Trace solution.
Conclusion: Approved.
	Nokia, 

	S5-176244
	pCR 28.802 Add potential solution, conclusion and recommendation for SON
[Ericsson]: When do you expect the new study or work item start?

[Nokia]: It depends on contribution from volunteered company, as agreed in WID discussion, it is expected to start or at least complete the normative work until rel-16.

[Ericsson]: When RAN WG has address some topic such as ANR in rel-15, how to handle it.

[Nokia]: The SON function support can have two aspects, one is form RAN NE/NF perspective, and the other is from management perspective. Even without support from management aspect, I think that ANR function in RAN side can be realized with some constraints.

[Chair]: The format of bullets in 7.x. need to be correct without automatic style when implementing this pCR.
Conclusion: Approved
	Nokia, 

	S5-176245
	Presentation of TR 28.802
[Ericsson]: Regarding the bullet 3 of outstanding issue, does it be addressed before?

[Nokia]: We have some contribution before to address whether existing interface IRPs can be applicable to 5G management solution, but due to time limitation and unclear of management architecture, we agree to determine it in the normative phase.

[Nokia]: It is some risky to list bullet 3, suggest removing it. also adding “may” in the outstand issue.
[Chairman]: some sentence need to be revised as such the 2nd paragraph of Abstract: replace “includes” with “including”.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-176406
	Nokia
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