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6.6.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 50% (previously 35%)
Estimated completion date: SA#83 - March 2019
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:
· Nine pCRs were submitted and discussed.  One was approved, eight to be revised.
· Four discussion papers were submitted and discussed, three to be revised and one held open.

· Discussed gaps between ONAP and 3GPP in how PM jobs are created and how data is transferred from VNFs to the consumers (e.g. DCAE VES Collector), and recommended changes to 3GPP specs to address these gaps
· Support expressed for turning these into a concrete proposal for endorsement by SA5 that can lead to CRs to TS 28.541 in time to support ONAP Casablanca
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on Wednesday 10th October, Q3.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-186108
	pCR TR 28.900 No subscribe in ONAP
Companion pCR to discussion document S5-186184

To be revised in accordance with comments to S5-186184. Reword text that describes recommended changes to 3GPP specs to avoid confusion.

Revised to S5-186434
	AT&T, Orange

	S5-186109
	pCR TR 28.900 No PM job control in ONAP
Companion pCR to discussion document S5-186185

To be revised in accordance with comments to S5-186185

Revised to S5-186436
	AT&T, Orange

	S5-186110
	pCR TR 28.900 FM-PM Data Reporting Methods
Companion pCR to discussion document S5-186186

To be revised in accordance with comments to S5-186186

Revised to S5-186438
	AT&T, Orange

	S5-186148
	pCR TR 28.900 Correct the reference to configuration management related notifications
Fixes an incorrect reference.
Approved.
	Huawei

	S5-186184
	DP on integrating ONAP FM-PM into 3GPP 5G management framework – Subscribe/Notify
Describes gap between ONAP and 3GPP related to the way PM/FM data is sent from VNFs to the VES Collector, and provides recommended changes to 3GPP specs to converge the two.

Need to modify 3GPP spec recommendations to accommodate multiple consumers. Make FM-PM data recipient controllable by the provisioning service.  Work to turn this into a concrete proposal for endorsement by SA5 that can lead to CRs to TS 28.541 in time to support ONAP Casablanca.
Revised to S5-186433
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange

	S5-186185
	DP on integrating ONAP FM-PM into 3GPP 5G management framework – PM job control
Describes gap between ONAP and 3GPP related to how PM jobs are created, and recommends changes to 3GPP specs to converge the two.

Rather than update TS 28.532, create a new set of IOCs and NRM “fragments”.  Make this compatible with the PM NRM proposal by Ericsson that is currently under consideration. Don’t introduce class definitions named “ONAP” in 3GPP specs. Work to turn this into a concrete proposal for endorsement by SA5 that can lead to CRs to TS 28.541 in time to support ONAP Casablanca.
Revised to S5-186435
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange

	S5-186186
	DP on integrating ONAP FM-PM into 3GPP 5G management framework – PM FM reporting methods
Describes gap between ONAP and 3GPP related to the methods allowed for transferring monitoring data from an xNF to a FM/PM data consumer, and recommends changes to 3GPP specs to converge the two.

Some disagreements about the values in the reporting methods and alarm notification tables, due to that TS 28.550 is still in draft version so that these values are still subject to changes. Should be TCP, payload ASN1 instead of GPB. Supported values of Reporting Period should be 5 seconds. Some concerns were expressed about the quality of TS 28.550 and that we should be careful about referring to it. Work to turn this into a concrete proposal for endorsement by SA5.
Revised to S5-186437
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange

	S5-186259
	pCR 28.900 3GPP vs ONAP Interface technologies 

Proposed change to comparison of interface technologies table
Comment that YAML has no corresponding part in 3GPP because this is OOS for 3GPP.  Question about what is ‘Model Metadata’.  Answer that it is in ONAP but this to be checked. Entry under ONAP column for “Management-application-layer-protocols for bulk & file transfer” should be ‘ftp’ not ‘ftpes’
Revised to S5-186440
	Ericsson Japan K.K.

	S5-186260
	pCR 28.900 Updated references
Updates references

Need to put “Void” for reference [16].  Need to remove reference [19] since it is not used in this contribution.

Revised to S5-186441
	Ericsson Japan K.K.

	S5-186261
	pCR 28.900 Updated architecture overview
Updates architecture overview adding more information for 3GPP and ONAP
Several objections to restructuring the architecture overview section and including the 3GPP architecture diagrams. The 3GPP service based architecture diagram is non-normative and is believed by some delegates to be irrelevant to the study. The existing text in 5.1.3 should talk about consuming services rather than consuming notifications.
Revised to S5-186442
	Ericsson Japan K.K.

	S5-186262
	pCR 28.900 ONAP DCAE VES Collector updates
Updates the ONAP DCAE VES Collector Common event header schema and comparison table.

Grammatical corrections in the table are not allowed since this table is a copy/paste from ONAP.  Need to update and provide the ONAP reference. Changes to comparison table are missing the qualifiers.  Remove the word ‘must’.

Revised to S5-186443
	Ericsson Japan K.K.

	S5-186263
	pCR 28.900 Handling of alarm / event notifications
ONAP DCAE VES Fault Field tables are updated to match ONAP R3 release

Need to update ONAP references.  Check if added text in table comes from ONAP.

Revised to S5-186444
	Ericsson Japan K.K.

	S5-186264
	Discussion paper around restructuring Comparisons 
Recommends changing comparison tables to contain 3GPP, ONAP, deviation, and recommendations columns

Some companies would not be comfortable with restructuring the tables in the manner suggested. Some felt including recommendations in the table would be too complicated.  

Open
	Ericsson Japan K.K.
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