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6.1
The session was held on Monday 8th October, 2018 – Q1.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-186019
	OAM&P SWG action list
Still open action items should be checked by everyone to see if they can be closed after the Rel-15 TSs were approved.
Conclusion: Noted

	WG Vice Chair (Huawei)

	S5-186047
	Liaison to 3GPP SA5 on Energy Efficiency for 5G
Reallocated to 6.5.3

	ETSI TC EE

	S5-186051
	Resubmitted LSout from ETSI NFV (forwarded to SA5) to various organisations on usage of NFV Specifications
· Nokia: We need to reply to this
· Ericsson: Can we ask all rapporteurs to reply to their respective parts of this?

· Nokia: Propose that we do it in a synchronized way as the NFV work in SA5 was one work item. We can do it offline with input from rapporteurs. Anatoly volunteers to be the author.
Conclusion: Draft LS reply in 317

	ETSI ISG NFV

	S5-186052
	LS from ETSI NFV to SA5 on ETSI starts work on YANG models for Virtualised Network Function and Network Services Descriptor specification
· Ericsson: What does the VNFD cover in the scope of NFs?

· Nokia: This has not changed; the scope of their descriptors is the same as before, not application dependent.

Conclusion: Noted

	ETSI ISG NFV

	S5-186053
	LS from ETSI NFV to SA5 on Clarifications on support of priority of NFV NS in context of Network Slicing
· Nokia: It would be good if we can give them some feedback on these questions before the end of the year to match ETSI NFV’s work plan.

· Ericsson: We need to discuss at this meeting how we deal with the priority. Agree with Nokia that we should reply, with focus on question 3.

· Nokia: At least we should document our action items related to this and inform NFV. Their Feature 05 is currently blocked waiting for a reply from SA5.

· NEC: What is the work plan for this, when to reply?

· Nokia: That is what we need to discuss this week.

· DT: Can we do it in Rel-15?

· Nokia: We can probably do that, as a correction, as we earlier promised ETSI NFV to do it.

· Huawei/ Zhu Lei: Volunteer to be author of a draft LS reply.

Conclusion: Draft LS reply in 318

	ETSI ISG NFV

	S5-186054
	LSOut reply from ETSI NFV to 3GPP SA5 on connectivity among PNF and VNF instances
· Anatoly: The actions are quite straight forward from our side, there are some draft versions we can refer to. So we don’t need to reply to this LS.

· Ericsson: The new versions are still draft version, can we refer to them? 

· Nokia: Yes, as they are published. 

Conclusion: Noted

	ETSI ISG NFV

	S5-186058
	LS from SA2 to SA5 on Slice related Data Analytics
· Nokia: On bullet 1, we probably need some input from the QoE rapporteur (after he has arrived). On bullet 2, we should inform SA2 about the existing data collection methods in SA5 that may be useful for them. 

· Huawei: We are well aligned with what Nokia says, and we have proposed an LS reply drafted by China Mobile and Huawei which we propose to look at. And we think that SA2 is trying to use quite much of what has been done in SA5.

· Ericsson: SLA requirements in BSS should be broken down to KPIs in OAM, and then dispatch to each part of the mobile network, not only in CN, but also in RAN.
· NEC: We also support that we reply to this LS which is very important. 

· Ericsson: On the first use case, we don’t agree that KPIs guarantee any SLA, but it is a measure on the SLA fulfillment. We also need to consider this in the SON study to be started. On the second use case, we need to discuss it carefully as it is about communication between RAN and CN.

· Huawei: Propose to be author of a reply, as proposed in 175. Propose to move 175 to agenda item 6.4.1.

· Ericsson: But 6.4.1 is for Rel-15.

· Nokia: Correct, therefore we propose to move both documents to 6.5.7 (Enhancements for performance assurance) which is for Rel-16, and treat them with priority there, so swap 6.4.1 with 6.5.7.

Conclusion: Draft LS reply in 175.

	S2-189049

	S5-186059
	Reply LS from SA3 cc SA5 on Bluetooth/WLAN measurement collection in MDT
· Nokia: This was triggered by the CMCC proposal to create a new work item in Rel-15 which was not done. Do we intend to create a new Rel-16 work item for this?

· Ericsson: We have already discussed this before, and we would need a new work item to address it.

· No new work item was proposed.

Conclusion: Noted

	S3-182592

	S5-186060
	Resubmitted Reply LS from SA4 to SA5 on Attributes for QoE measurement collection
· Keep open until the QoE rapporteur has arrived

	S4-180240

	S5-186061
	Resubmitted LS from ITU-T to SA5 on LS on cooperation on REST-based network management framework
· Nokia: This issue has not yet been resolved in SA5. We need some more time to discuss it.

· Orange: We also need to align with the CT groups, right?

· Nokia: Not sure, as they don’t have DN.

· Ericsson: It is a matter of style, so no technical impact.

· Nokia: Not sure, as it may impact the collection resource.

Conclusion: Postponed, and a new OAM action item is created to resolve this, hopefully at next meeting so we can reply before SG2’s next meeting

	ITU-T SG2

	S5-186062
	LS from ITU-T to SA5 on LS on consent of draft Recommendation Y.3103 (formerly Y.IMT2020-BM)
· Nokia: Wonder if this new sub-slice concept is taken from SA5’s subnet definition. That is not clear.

· DT: We should try to align all slice related definitions in all SDOs.

Conclusion: Orange and Huawei will try to draft a reply for this. Reply in 320.

	ITU-T SG13

	S5-186175
	Reply LS on Slice related Data Analytics
Allocated to 6.5.7.

	China Mobile

	S5-186280
	LS to 3GPP SA1 on business roles related to 5G networks and network slicing management
· Proposal from Orange for an LS to SA1

· Nokia: We should approve and send this asap to SA1.

· Some editorial comments were given.

Conclusion: Revised to 321

	Orange

	S5-186286
	LS from BBF cc SA5 on Response to 3GPP SA2 liaison S2-189038 on ‘general status of work’
· Nokia: Propose to reply to SA2 and BBF, to inform them of all the work that SA5 has done on the umbrella model for FMC together with TMF. They are trying to develop a signalling solution for this which we already have a management solution for.

Conclusion: Draft Reply LS in 322

	BBF
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