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1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 45% depending on the contributions that will be agreed. (previously 20%)

Estimated completion date: SA#87 - Mar 2020 
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc):
2
Technical Progress status 

Summary of progress: As input to the meeting there where 15 contributions, of which 3 where late and not treated and one of the contributions was re-allocated to the to “study on enhancements of management data analytics service”. The use cases and requirements made good progress and the stage 2 work has started with introduction of description of the closed loop identifying the interfaces.   
Outstanding issues: None.
3
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2019-11-20.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-197448
	Discussion paper on CSA loop entities

Discussion

Nokia: the way the inte mgm capability is high-level. APIs are not interacting with each other, services represent arrows not the boxes. Per. Is a set of KPIs performance control, data delivery 2 av them one allows to stream, TCE is not in any of them. CM change notifiaction a part of.  The whole diagram is wrong

Nokia: Confusion between service and producer of the service. Arrow for permance assurance to MDAS, in 532 we already have performance assurance, service, I am not sure that there are overlap between performance, assurance service and provisioning service. Both MDAS and performance assurance service

Intel:  I understand the intention. Interaction between components needed but need to investigate more. 1) Shall we re-use communication services? 2) Should we use the service job control, or do we need a new ServEx control

NEC: 3.3.2.1 diagram doesn’t include NWDAF

Samsung: service experience information why is it in red color. 

Nokia: QeE is an ongoing study and has reporting information

Conclusion: Revise to 651
	L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-197455
	pCR 28.536 Add Overview of interfaces

Discussion

Ericsson: this is proposal from discussion paper 
Conclusion: Revise to 653
	L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-197295
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.533 Add the description of data analytics utilization in closed loop SLA assurance

Discussion

Nokia: In the figure put name in what is MDAS and what is not. The focus of the figure is on services, but you don’t use the name in boxes-

Nokia: Add MDAS to blue interaction.

??: MDAS needs to analyze row data not MDAS data, there are restrictions in the figure, cross domain producer/consumer is not shown here

NEC::same comment. Add description on MDAS producer

Ericsson: We are not consistent in making diagrams. Clarification on how to show entities
Conclusion: Revise to 580
	HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.

	S5-197477
(late submission)
	pCR 28.535 Communication service assurance scenario

Discussion

Samsung: CON xx compatibility

Intel: CON 5 & 6 already supported

Nokia: many of requirement here I cannot agree with 

Ericsson: let’s draw a picture first and then work with requirements

NEC: Most of the requirements are redundant

Nokia: CON 3 &4 A new MNS to expose 3GPP system

Nokia: Section 4 contains concept not solution
Conclusion: Revise to 582
	L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-197304
	pCR TS 28.535 Add concepts related to close loop assurance

Discussion

??: Most of the text is taken from study and it is ok.

In 4.2, what does allow management capability means

Huawei: I remove allowed

Nokia: 4.2 first sentence is wrong, tenant is not CSI consumer. Second sentence is based on wrong assumption

Intel: align with Multi-tenant WI

??: In figure 4.4.1.1-1 what parallel functioning of associated… on left side; what does it mean

Nokia: some information here was good in TR but not here.

Conclusion: Revise to 581
	HiSilicon Technologies Co. Ltd

	S5-197430
	Add description of communication service lifecycle prepareation phase

Discussion

??: Similar comment to Huawei’s contribution. this is architecture. what does it for added value? Clarify the preparation phase
CMCC: complete the closed loop –
Conclusion: Revise to 583
	China Mobile E-Commerce Co.

	S5-197309
	pCR 28.535 Interaction with core network for service assurance

Discussion

Nokia: Clean up and focus on relation between core and assurance 

??: Third Paragrph in 5.1.x this Tdoc focus om the NW assurance. NWDAF cannot make configurations

Samsung: Core NW should have the freedom to control tran management to take action

Ericsson: You should add requirements
Conclusion: Revise to 584
	Huawei

	S5-197310
	pCR 28.535 use case for obtaining resource requirements for a communication service

Discussion

· Nokia: Relation between NSAI and CSI is not clear. NSI is not the resource I, it is ex resource, configure NNSF

· Intel: Remove details om MDAS. Reword “requsting 

· ??: Service provision phase how MDAS get historicakl dara vase

· Ercisson: Requirement missing

Conclusion: Revise to 585
	Huawei

	S5-197311
	pCR 28.535 Add analytics scenario introduction

Discussion
Samsung: Do we have SLS translation UC for COSLA, before agreeing to these kind of UC:s we need to understand more about data analytics, why do we need analytics data for these things What can be done with Data analytics.

Intel: this pCR was reallocated to MDAS, this should not be here

Huawei: this is a re-submitted pCR, did we open this?

Intel: yes

Huawei: This is a connection point between SLS, MDAS.
Nokia: we need to separate the general terminology of NW Analytics with what it used in SA5

Conclusion: revise to 747 and move to eMDAS study
	Huawei

	S5-197328
	pCR 28.535 Add UC on analytical data enablement

Discussion

Huawei: I am confused with types in 5.1.x

Is it input for SLS? 

Yes

 Description of data analytic is included in 5.2.2, and is about raw data

Samsung: yes

Intel: is analytical data NWDA or MDA?

In the TR they are (?) requirement here they become normative requirement.

-

Conclusion: Revise to 748
	Samsung Electronics GmbH

	S5-197449
	pCR 28.535 Service quality assurance and optimization

Discussion

Nokia: Are we going into management of managers category? Management system being managed. First one.

Nokia: Second req propose to split

Nokia: Remove the middle part of requirement 3

Intel: Do you mean MDAF by saying it? The last sentence in next last paragraph. (it modifies the configuration parameters.

Samsung: what is performance indicator? Replace with KPIs

Conclusion: Revise to 749
	L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-197450
	pCR 28.535 Add use case and requirements for CSA PM services – overview

Discussion

Intel: do you really want to specify new PM services?
Ericsson: no this can be withdrawn

Conclusion: Noted
	L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-197452
(late)
	pCR 28.535 Add use case and requirements for CS assurance data reporting service

Discussion

-

Conclusion: Not treated
	L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-197453
(late)
	pCR 28.535 Add text for clause 4.2 Management control loops

Discussion

-

Conclusion: Not treated

	L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5‑197478
(late) 
	Presentation of TS 28.535 for information to SA#86 

Discussion

-

Conclusion: Not treated
	L.M. Ericsson Limited 


4
Action items

None.
