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1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 60% depending on the contributions that will be agreed. (previously 40%)

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 18 contributions; covering definition, concepts and background, use cases, requirements, solutions and a discussion paper on lifecycle management. Good discussion on concept, definitions and terminology, a number of new use cases and few solutions where agreed.  
Outstanding issues: None.
3
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2019-01-23/24.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-191195
	pCR 28.805 Add business roles and services related to verticals

Huawai: Like Ericsson contribution, can be merged with Ericsson S5-191273
Nokia: NSI is exposure of NSSI. What is exposed NSSI? A slice is an exposed network.

Huawei: Also NSI as a service (NSIaaS).

Nokia: Communication service is not “slice as a service”, Huawei disagree.

Nokia: Concept of exposed NSI

TI: NSMF to decide if one or more NSI slices to use.
Conclusion: REVISED 191458
	Huawei

	S5-191272
	Discussion paper on lifecycle management of communication services

Ericsson: Only covers NSI,but could be without.

Nokia: ResourceCommunicationService is ambigious. What is it for? Why not reuse CSMF? Relation RCS and NSI why multiple to 1?

Ericsson: Multiple CSI in one NSI

TI: Not clear what RCS is, what is the intent? Resources can also be externally (not only internal)

Ericsson: NSI exposure, can have multiple CSI in one NSI.

Nokia: Here multiple customer services into one NSI.

Huawei: How does this work for NSI as a service?

DT: RCS only in the management system, that I have problem with

Huawei: Need to work on resources further. Think that we can do work on customer aspect also, can enhance SA5.

Orange: RCS not to be used, already used in 3GPP.

Conclusion REVISED 459
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191274
	pCR 28.805 Clarify communication service concept

Conclusion: REVISED 460
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191273
	pCR 28.805 Resolution of Editors note on communication service instance

Ericsson: Definition of CSI, two types of customer defined.

Nokia: Suprised see the definition, some missunderstanding here. No dependency CSI and NSI (can be). Define instance of an instance in definition. 

Huawei: CSI can be supported by NSI. To differentiate, different type of CSI instances (B2X….) Enhance wording. No need to remove last sentence.

Ericsson: Want to focus to make it simple.

Nokia: Problem with generalization, going in wrong direction. Simplify the definition, include with or without NSI. Qualifier for a CSI should be good, user / business etc.

Huawei: Good to get a definition, that we are missing.

DT: Definition of an end-service? Does it exist. Why B2C and B2B?

Huawei: Combine, relate to SA1 and SA2 alignment, when it comes to CSI. Already in 4.1 (answer)

Definition to be merged with 195

Conclusion REVISED to 457
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191187
	pCR 28.805 Reorganizing subclauses in clause 4

Ericsson: Is OK, some reordering possible. Customer view at start.

Nokia: no brackets needed, can be removed

Conclusion: REVISED to 464
	Huawei

	S5-191275
	pCR 28.805 Use case and requirement to activate a resource communication service

Nokia: RCS need to be discussed and agreed. The requirement, problem when RCS facing down. The content can not be agreed.

Ericsson: Propose to skip UCes.

Nokia: Actor and roles need to be defined first, then we can go to UC. Boundary for 3GPP management system? Scope for different domains (zero toch aspects)

Huawei: RCS not correct wording, change to proper name. Change to CSI (instance), boundry discussed and need work. Then it could be OK.

Huawei: BSS to big term, can talk around customer. Case by case to be discussed. Relation between 3GPP services and ZeroT services needs to be identified/defined. Needs to mapp to SA2 and SA3 should narrow down the scope.

Conclusion: NOTED
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191276
	pCR 28.805 Use case and requirement to create a resource communication service

Ericsson: Related to comments in 275. Clarify text should be good at this meeting.

Conclusion: NOTED
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191277
	pCR 28.805 Use case and requirement to de-activate a resource communication service

Conclusion: NOTED
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191278
	pCR 28.805 Use case and requirement to modify the capacity of a resource communication service

Conclusion: NOTED
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191189
	pCR 28.805 Update on UC of realizing a communication service instance

Nokia: New text create a new NSI, then you have two NSIs.

Huawei: OK, good comments

Nokia: Too detailed for a reader, then it become not clear. Could be more UCes instead.

Ericsson: Requirement is about capability, not clear.

Conclusion: REVISED 465
	Huawei

	S5-191190
	pCR 28.805 Update on UC of removing a communication service instance

DT: Why use cease? Seems strange.

Huawei: Cease from last meeting

Ericsson: Cease and Remove is different. Cease instance seems stange.

Huawei: Termination also is a good word instead of cease. Remove is unclear.

Nokia: Cease is to stop existing. Can not direct change to cease. Not good.

Ericsson: Removed word is the problem.

Conclusion: REVISED 466
	Huawei

	S5-191192
	pCR 28.805 Management aspects of NSIs shared by multiple communication services

Nokia: First requirement, sharing of slices. What is shared here? Makes it complicated.

DT: NSI to be removed in first requirement. Multiple service from tenant? 

Huawei: Second requirement is not a solution, it is service layer requirement. Sharing is shown in first figure.

Ericsson: Second requirement, is not a requirement here. Remove R2.

Nokia: R2 can be generalized. Be carefull with sharing, figure does not show sharing. No customer in figure.

Ericsson: Service based sharing?

Conclusion: REVISED 467
	Huawei

	S5-191188
	pCR 28.805 Update on SLA monitoring for network slicing

Ericsson: Initial resources, what is that?

Huawei: Resources before creation, SA2 discussion. Before creation.

Ericsson: Why is RAN bottleneck?

Huawei: Inner look can be created first.

Nokia: Share Ericsson concern. R1 against 3GPP management and NWDAF. Word allocated is wrong. Mix to many things into one requirement. Allocated word in R2 confusing.

Huawei: Can be clarified. Relation to NWDAF to be 

DT: Initial in R2 to be removed.

Chair: Any other comments to Huawei

Conclusion: REVISED and merged with 301 to 468
	Huawei

	S5-191086
	Add UC and requirements for UE communication service status query

Nokia: Introduction is around subscription management. Has not anything to do with SA5. Requirement is completely different, more SA5. Rationale and Requirement do not match. This is not with communication services (this UC). This is sent to wrong work item.

Ericsson: CSI is group of users?

Huawei: Group of users, think it can also be per UE

Nokia: Start new WI MDT for slicing

Huawei: Not sure how to update the contribution (I am not the author)

Conclusion: NOTED
	Huawei Telecommunication India

	S5-191301
	pCR 28.805 Use case and requirement for adjust network slice resources until network slice is stable

DT: slowly increased? Reconfigure the botteleneck could be improved. R3 is very general, what meaning. R5 admission means.

Nokia: Shall have high level requirements from start. To be merged with Huawei. R2 to detailed, generic and specific. R3, appropriate means. R4 admission level, to low level. UC what about planning and pre-planning, naïve view from SA2.

Huawei: UC description, not always a need for changing the requirement.

Ericsson: Adjustment very normal to use, what is the problem with heading.

Nokia: Pre and post condition are missing.

Nokia: Overlapp Ericsson and Nokia?

Conclusion: REVISED and merged with 188 to 468
	Ericsson Telecomunicazioni SpA

	S5-191191
	pCR 28.805 Solution for obtaining resource requirements for a given communication service requirement

Nokia: What is the scope of the CSMF? Not in charge of management lower level. In a layered architecture, you only focus on one layer. Here below is slice management service that CSMF facing.

Huawei: Intention is to keep layering. 

Nokia: breaking down CSMF into two services (upper and lower)

DT: Service into Resource requirement should be the direction of breaking down.

Ericsson: Interaction to MDAF, do we need to cover here?

TI: Missing steps over the translation in UC

Conclusion: REVISED 469
	Huawei

	S5-191193
	pCR 28.805 Service management aspects of NSI-as-a-service

Nokia: Yesteray also, NSI as a service is not a CSI. Text is with respect to CSI provider, not NSIaas provider. NSAaas is not a CS. CSI is supported by slices.

Huawei: Look at Figure, play different roles. CSP-A etc.

Nokia: Not all BTB services are communication services, Huawei disagree. 

Huawei: Can be included in this study but call it not a communication service.

Conclusion: REVISED 470
	Huawei

	S5-191194
	pCR 28.805 Solution for communication service instances realized in a single network slice instance

Nokia: Concern MDAF, is it SA2 defined? Not describe what SA5 MDAF should include. Is it signalling or management plane.

Huawei: Goal to obtain resources. Ask lower layers. Can be clarified.

DOCOMO: 6a when assigned? 

Ericsson: First step, a) is that needed? Can be removed.

Conclusion: REVISED 471
	Huawei


4
Action items

None.
