3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management) Meeting #94
S5-140422
Oranjestad, Aruba 24-28 March 2014


Source:

<Yizhi Yao, OAM Chair>  

Title: Minutes of New Work Item proposals - OAM&P & Converged Management
Document for:

Approval

Agenda Item:

<6.2>

1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: n/a
Estimated completion date: n/a
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): n/a
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: n/a
Outstanding issues: n/a
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <Mar.24, 2014, Q1>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140559
	New WID Study on Management of Virtualized Network

- E//: question on affected areas (RAN/CN) in section 1 both are checked, in section 9 both are set to don't know

 - HW: it's a study item, so for now we don't know the actual impacts

 - CMCC: proposed to present the second WID and discuss them together

 - NEC: we see this proposal as going beyond the mandate by SA (feasibility study), it's more of a work item description

 - HW: agree in some places it may be interpreted as too aggressive, but we don't propose any changes in the architecture (we are ok to revise the confusing text). In section 10 the comments section should be reworded to mention recommendations.

 - E// (Edwin): some terms used need clarification

   - the VNF is mentioned only once… you use multiple terms - if they are equivalent, please, use only one term to avoid confusion, if they are not equivalent, explain the differences

   - the migration aspect is out of scope for 3GPP (at least for now)

 - HW: virtualized network is more than just collection of VNF (it's more of a hybrid network)

 - E//: are VNF the same as "virtualized network entities"?

 - HW: they are the same…

 - NSN: is it management of virtualized functions or the whole network virtualization?

 - HW: neither… we don't want to step into the responsibilities of ETSI NFV

 - ALU: the scope of study needs to be defined very clearly

 - HW: the "migration" may be removed (no need for such explicit wording)

 - Cisco: concern about inclusion of access network

 - HW: both are included in ETSI NFV, therefore we have it here

 - Orange: question about underlying transport newrok and cloud management…

 - E// (Robert): what is the relevance of NGMN NGCOR (they are not interacting with ETSI NFV as of now)?

 - NSN: are you proposing to conduct the study in the multi-SDI SWG of SA5

 - HW (Christian): for now it is only a possibility (NGMN is starting to look at the NFV)

 - Intel: too much detail (to many bullet points) in the objective section

Conclusion: Merged with CMCC WID into a new doc
	HW

	S5-140625
	SID for Study on Management of Virtualized Network

 - CMCC: the major differences b/w HW and CMCC: CN only, justification difference, objectives, timeframe, rapporteur

 - NEC: the TR description (section10) looks like outcome of work item

 - Orange: is there any difference b/w "mixed" networks (CMCC proposal) vs. "hybrid" networks (HW proposal)?

 - CMCC: they are the same, we just emphasize it more in the study

 - HW: agrees with CMCC - fully virtualized network is just a case of a hybrid network

 - Cisco: it's not clear what is in the scope of the study (e.g. management of orchestrator itself) also insists on incusion of RAN

 - NSN: RAN should be excluded from study, as for management of orchestrators we should look at the management of the entire

 - HW: there are documented UCs for RAN in ETSI NFV and there is no proposal

 - NEC: we should not mandate any changes to ETSI NFV (3GPP is just one of the domains using their architecture)

 - DT: if the applications are virtualized properly, 3GPP has nothing to change. Second comments is the migration is not task of the standards but rather issue for the operators

 - CMCC: we want to focus on mixture not migration

 Conclusion: Merged with HUAWEI WID to S5-140723d1
	CMCC

	S5-140720
	LS from SA

- Orange: need to be clear in our new WID/SID whether we will be addressing the NFV and SDN or NFV only

 - HW: decision from the SA plenary, the SDN will not be addressed in the nearest future

Conclusion: Noted
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