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6.6.2 Multi-Vendor Plug and Play eNB connection to the network (560033)
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 40% (previously 35%)

Estimated completion date: SA#62 – December 2013 (no change)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
· Significant clean-up (removal of several FFS)
· Agreement on the way forward:

· resolution of the last FFS will conclude the Stage 1 work;

· formal procedure flows (reflecting all looping and branching options captured in the UC) become the new Stage 2 specification;

· the DHCP vendor specific option data formats (if group agrees to standardize these) and FQDN formats will be documented in the new Stage 3 specification;
Outstanding issues:
· Need group agreement on the Vendor Specific Information DHCP options issue (documented in “proposal 5” of S5-130944): can it be guaranteed that the DHCP server in the operator’s secure network is able to distinguish individual vendors or do we need to standardize the format for the Initial EM information (IP address and/or FQDN) encoding in the DHCPv4 option 4 / DHCPv6 option 5 (e.g. for a 3GPP MUPPET “vendor” in the DHCPv4 option 60 / DHCPv6 option 16).
· An update of the WID is expected at the SA5#90 (pending the agreement on the above mentioned issue):

· Update the SA meeting for Super CR approval;

· The need for Stage 3;
· Update the Stages 2 and 3 details and delivery targets;

3 Minutes

The session was held in part of the 2nd quarter on May 29, 2013.

3.1 WI Status
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-131057
	Post-SA5#89 stand of MUPPET Super-CR to 32.501

For e-mail approval
	Rapporteur


3.2 LS

None.
3.3 Input to Super-CR to 32.501
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-130871
	Pre-SA5#89 stand of MUPPET Super-CR to 32501
Discussion:

Base line for the new pCR(s) at SA5#89
Conclusion:

Noted
	Rapporteur

	S5-130944
	Clarifications and FFS removal
Discussion:

· Proposal 1 – agreed;

· Proposal 2 – agreed;

· Proposal 3 – agreed;

· Must not restrict UC to just one EM
· No need to change UC, just add the explanation/note that multiple EM(s) possible
· Proposal 4 – agreed;

· DHCP relay option has been already eliminated
· Proposal 5 – requires additional discussion (postponed to SA5#90;
· Proposal 6 – agreed
· To be merged with NEC contribution

· Moved into co-signed pCR S5-131048
Conclusion:

Revised to S5-131050
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	S5-130933
	pCR 32.501 Clarify MvPnC Default VLAN

Discussion:

Will be merged with proposal 6 in S5-130944
Conclusion:

Revised to S5-131048
	NEC

	S5-130934
	pCR 32.501 Clarify MvPnC EM Resolution

Discussion:

· NSN:
· Ok to use the vendor specific options, but the secure network DHCP server capabilities (to support these) have to be documented either in assumptions section or in step 7;
· This is related to proposal 5 in S5-130944;

· China Mobile:

· Unclear how per-vendor DHCP can be supported, also what is the process to use DHCP v4 vs. v6 (e.g. what does eNB do - first v4 then v6, etc...);
· Would prefer the DNS based solution that may be common to (re-use) the HeNB procedures;

· NEC:

· Agree that question in the proposal 5 of S5-130944 has to be resolved (proposed method is one of the options);
· Ericsson:

· Prefer DNS based solution;
· Huawei:

· For standardisation of vendor specific format we need to discuss and decide whether we do it in SA5 or in IETF
· Deutsche Telecom:

· Our deployment is based on DHCP, making DNS mandatory is not an option for us
Conclusion:

Noted
	NEC

	S5-130949
	pCR 32.501 Add clarification to eNB Plug&Play Security Aspects

Discussion:

Editorial changes in 4.3.3.2 needed.
New text in section 4.3.3.3 may be interpreted as implying a particular vendor solution, contradicts the agreed UC, requires vendor distinction by DHCP server on a public network, and will have to be modified.
Conclusion:

Revised to S5-131049
	Huawei

	S5-130935
	pCR 32.501 Add MvPnC Procedure

Discussion:

Steps 5 and 6 of the flow require agreement on proposal 5 in S5-130944 (discussion postponed to SA5#90);
Editorial changes required (Autoconfiguration service instead of DHPC Server, etc...);

Second set of DHCP/DNS servers must be labelled as located on secure operator’s network;

Lost looping/branching already captured in the UC.
A higher level flow diagram aligned with UC may be more appropriate.
Conclusion:

Noted
	NEC

	S5-130950
	pCR 32.502 Add eNB Plug&Play Procedures

Discussion:

The conditions for branching need to be clearly defined/shown.
Flowcharts need more details (conditions, input/output, etc...).

Mandatory and optional items (sub-flows) must be clearly identified.

Methodology have to be used to produce the diagrams.
Conclusion:

Noted
	Huawei


3.4 Input to new TSs

New contributions introducing the procedure flows (similar to those in S5-130935 and S5-130950, but reflecting all the documented comments) are welcomed and will be used for the new Stage 2 TS.

3.5 Miscellaneous

None.
4 Action items
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