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1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 40% depending on the contributions that will be agreed. (previously 20%)

Estimated completion date: TSG#84 (Jun. 2019)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc):
2
Technical Progress status 

Summary of progress: As input to the meeting there where 12 contributions; covering definition, use cases, requirements and a discussion paper on service management concept. The group discussed use cases, requirements, some definitions and concepts on management of communication services. 
Outstanding issues: None.
3
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2018-11-15.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5‑187169 
	pCR 28.805 Add requirements of MDA-Assisted network provision contributing to SLA assurance 

Nokia: What is MDAF, describe obvious thing

Huawei: We need to not only see this from SA5 view, also in SA2 view

Cisco: What to be sent to MDAF?

Huawei: Analytics result from MDAF, that management system can use to get service assurance

Cisco: Why need for CS requirement to MDAF

Intel: Good that we clarify MDAF, my view MDAF make use of CS requirement

Huawei: MDAF gives recommendation

TI: MDAF provide analytics, reformulate requirement. Not define typology.

Conclusion: Revise to 187494
	Huawei 

	S5‑187172 
	pCR 28.805 Add UC and requirements for multi-degree SLA assurance 

Cisco: Like idea with % use. Video can have multiple profile, SLA per profile could be needed

Ericsson: Assurance is fine, how long down will SLA be propagated? SLA managed on BSS level, transferred into service requirements, should we have 100 SLA? NF be aware? Where in the network to make the translation?

Nokia: Struggle over SLA here

DT: Can not understand where this go, in a domain? Need to be clarified.

Conclusion: Revise to 187495
	Huawei 

	S5‑187173 
	pCR 28.805 Add UC and requirements for SLA monitoring and assurance for network slicing 

Intel: Support intention, have PA/FS/CS in one box

Huawei: Figure not in proposal

Cisco: Recommendation 1, SLA call it SON when we have a WID for that. 2, reporting in slice end to end is today only one measurement, only latency

Huawei: SON and SLA have some relation, not the same. For slice we need more measurements. Those can be separated.

DT: Req 2, why needed here, very general.

Huawei: Intention is to say how to measure SLA

Cisco: SLA not defined anywhere…better to use end to end QoS metrics etc.

Ericsson: SLA has bigger scope

Orange: SLA between different roles possible

DT: SLA assurance function term not to be used

Nokia: Not use CSMF etc in TS, this is TR could be used

Conclusion: Revise to 187497
	Huawei 

	S5‑187170 
	pCR 28.805 Add UC and requirements for creation of communication service instance 

Ericsson: subscribe to communication service?

Huawei: Waiting definition in another pCR.

Ericsson: 3 part of description, CS is a traffic flow. Why say communication service management, 3GPP management system

Cisco: Use other word, in UC, can be improved

TI: Req 1, why operator, could be rephrased. Also CSMF to manage

PI Works: Req 2-4: Is limited capability

Orange: R1, is it operator to manage CSI? To be clarified

Huawei: R1 can be modified to service provider.

DT: R2 business requirements, we need more here. Why need last requirement?

Conclusion: Revise, and merge with 285 and 284 into 504
	Huawei 

	S5‑187171 
	pCR 28.805 Add UC and requirements for termination of communication service instance 

Ericsson: Have ericsson UC. After termination, phases not correct.

Huawei: Can rewording

Ericsson: R2 difficult to understand, wrong order.

DT: Remove “service bussinis requirement” text. R2 to hard restriction, drop termination.

Huawei: Can be done

TI: R2 not good.

PI Works: Verticals to have control over resources?

Huawei: Need more ofline discussions

Orange: Have different types of slice services

Conclusion: Revise, merge  to 499
	Huawei 

	S5‑187168 
	pCR 28.805 Add definition of communication service 

Ericsson; Has not been defined CS and CSI. NGNM has some definition, that can be used here. CS there means “traffic flow”. Look if it is appropriate.

ZTE: Difference between CS and CSI? CS already an instance.

Huawei: We need both definition

Nokia: A note can be added, reflect a group of instances.

Cisco: We need both terms
Conclusion: Revise to 500
	Huawei 

	S5‑187252 
	pCR 28.805 Move key topics to Annex 

Huawei: Keep the original Editor’s note
Conclusion: Revise to 501
	Ericsson Limited 

	S5‑187282 
	Discussion paper on communication service management concept 

Huawei: Proposal c: Is CFCSMF out side SA5 scope, and an interface being standardised between RFCSMF and CFCSMF?

Ericsson: Yes.

Huawei: Which org. to take CFCSMF, TMF?

Ericsson: Possibly.

DT: First figure is confusing. Figure b, what does it mean. Should it be customer facing, Why should we handle BSS? Is it out of scope for SA5. The definitions for OSS and BSS referred by Wikipedia, should be removed. A definition is missing.

Ericsson: This is a discussion paper and will not define any definitions. Slicing is used as a example. OSS and BSS are just for divide the management in customer facing and resource facing.

DT: We are going away from the term OSS.

Cisco: Why do we need to do this division? Other boxes can be considered as well.

Conclusion: Keep open
	Ericsson Limited 

	S5‑187283 
	pCR 28.805 Add description of communication service concept to background and concepts 

Cisco: Big part of the text is independent on the scenario c. We should standardise the interface between the two management functions. Which services should be considered?

Ericsson: We could talk about management components.

DT: Same comments as 282.

TI: This is for defining what is in scope for SA5. There will be interface to be standardised.
Conclusion: Revise to 502
	Ericsson Limited 

	S5‑187284 
	pCR 28.805 Use case to realize a communication service in a single network slice 

DT: Req-2 and 3 are not focused on communication services. Req-1 is ok.

Orange: Req-1, is a BSS topic. Preconditions should use roles already defined. 1 st and second sentence.

Huawei: How does use case map to the split of CSMF? What is service specification in x2?

Ericsson: Service specification is like a template in the catalog.

DT: Remove the term enterprise. Should be more general. 

Orange: Network communication instance
Conclusion: Revise and merge with 284 and 170 into 504
	Ericsson Limited 

	S5‑187285 
	pCR 28.805 Use case to realize multiple communication services in a single network slice 

DT: Requirements should be clarified. More details would be good. 

Conclusion: Revise and merge with 285 and 170 into 504
	Ericsson Limited 

	S5‑187286 
	pCR 28.805 Use case to remove a communication service from a network slice 

DT: Same comments apply. Focus should be more general than enterprise. 

Ericsson: Enterprise is an example as everybody understands.

DT: OK as example.

Huawei: More off line discussion is needed. Can be merged with another contribution.

Orange: Typos.
Conclusion: Revise and merge with 171 to 499
	Ericsson Limited 


4
Action items

None.
