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Decision/action requested

Approve the report of the 5G management architecture WID planning conference call on July 5th 2017
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S5G-170001 Agenda 
The agenda was approved with no changes. It was reminded that this conference call has no decision power. 
The order of contributions was agreed as follows: S5G-170003, S5G-170002, S5G-170004, S5G-170005, and S5G-170006.
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S5G-170003 Key issues to be considered for 5G management architecture options 
NEC: The proposed lighter Itf-N does not reduce complexity. Functions are already specified separately. 

Huawei: The option 1 is based on the current management architecture. The option 2 is independent of existing Itf-N. 
NEC: What is the benefit?

Huawei: Faster deployment. 

Cisco: There is no difference with existing specifications. The 5G network will include the 4G network. We need a composite architecture that includes legacy.  

Intel: In option 2, if NF manager EM?
Huawei: Yes. We want to see internal functions inside NF manager. Select only some functions should be possible.  

Ericsson: Whatever new architecture should support legacy architecture. We should define first the new management functions then define deployment scenarios. 
Huawei: We propose three management functional level: resource, network and slice. 
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S5G-170002 Discussion on the potential Rel-15 5G management WIDs
Cisco: All SON self-x functionalities should be in a single WI. We should also merge MDT and Trace. We do not need a separate WI for aspects related to multiple operators. 

Huawei: We agreed to merge those WIs. For multiple operators, we will provide arguments in a Tdoc for next meeting. 
Cisco: For AI, we are not convinced it is needed for network management. We need some examples and use cases. 

Huawei: For AI, we will provide arguments in a Tdoc for next meeting.
Intel: Does the WI on 5G NF management include both RAN and CN?

Huawei: Yes.

Intel: We need to separate RAN and CN. RAN is different because of CU-DU functional split. For partially virtualized RAN, we need a distinct WI. We will propose one for next meeting. 

Nokia: We support the separation of 5G RAN and 5G CN for the WI 5G NF management. We also recommend to include SON in the 5G RAN management WI. 

Huawei: FM, PM, CM mechanisms are same for RAN and CN. Split NRM would be the right approach. 

Ericsson: We have two comments regarding the Slicing management: 
1 - in our view provisioning include automation, 
2 - whether you have FM and PM depends on the contract with the customer.
OAM&P SWG chairman: This document has nothing “new” with respect of NW slicing. It is relating to the slicing management TR28.801 and not relevant to the newly approved WID on the provisioning. It is not the scope of the call today. If Ericsson wants to add automation in the WID then they can make a proposal.
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5G-170004 Proposed Way Forward of 5G NF management normative works   
Bell-Canada: SON function needs to manage network from different vendors.

Cisco: We need only one SON management WID for both core and RAN. Why EDCE5 is needed in the diagram?

Nokia: We will remove EDCE5. 
Huawei: Does EC need to be standalone WID or should it be merged with other WIDs? 

Nokia: We propose to merge it with SON management.
OAM&P SWG chairman: In the diagram, TR 28.800 should be SID, not WID.
7
S5G-170005 Proposed Way Forward of 5G NR management normative works
Cisco: It is hard to estimate the reduction of complexity when splitting WIDs. We prefer to have a single WID for standalone and non-standalone. We see no benefit splitting WIDs for gNB and eNB. We need to look more at technical details of the WIDs rather than scheduling convenience. 
Ericsson: It is not clear that splitting the work items reduces complexity. The criteria for splitting in PM, FM, NFV need more discussion.
Ericsson: The proposed 4th WI NR Lifecyle and configuration management (NFV) needs clarification. Use of NFV may not be appropriate for all components of NR. We do not see why new NR requires two new WIs for PM/FM.
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S5G-170006 New WID on management for NR system  
Ericsson: We need discussion on why we need 4th WI “NR system provisioning” since once SA5 decides on the NRM for gNB, then that gNB can be LCM and CM, using solutions developed for the virtualized core part when appropriate. Need clarification on content of proposed PM IRP and FM IRP (understood SA5 would need new measurement definitions and perhaps new fault codes).
Huawei: Need rewording of “potential requirements and potential solutions for lifecycle management and configuration management of gNB with CU-DU functional split and virtualized and non-virtualized part.”
Intel: We would like to keep the CU-DU/virtualized management as a separate WID.

Orange: Did we agree to have a single document for stage 1/2/3 of an IRP? 

OAM&P SWG chairman: This is the assumption but this will need to be confirmed at next SA5 meeting.

Orange: Will we reuse the existing PM IRP or a new IRP?
Nokia: Maybe some modifications will be needed because of the CU-DU split.
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