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1
Decision/action requested

The group is asked to discuss and Endorse the proposals.
2
References

[1]             
3GPP TS 28.541 Management and orchestration; 5G Network Resource Model (NRM);

[2]
S5-211357 DraftCR for TS 28.541
3
Rationale

In last SA5 meeting #135e, the mapping of perfRec attruibutes was discussed, last proposal discussed was in S5-211160rev2. 
In “general” Ericsson agree with the mapping proposal in S5-211160rev2, but after review we propose:

·  We want to use existing defined attributes if they already are defined and exist in TS 28.541 (instead of adding attributes). See perfRec mapping “Ericsson proposal” A2-A5 below.
· 
Removing perfReq lost the URLLC related attributes “cSAvailabilityTarget” and “cSReliabilityMeanTime”. Are those attributes assumed captured by the attribute’s availability and reliability in the ServiceProfile? Are those not needed on subnet level? See Ericsson Editors note proposal in A1 below.
A1: Propose to add an Editors note: “Do we need to map the URLLC related attributes “cSAvailabilityTarget” and “cSReliabilityMeanTime”, to subnet level (or are they captured by the attributes availability and reliability)?
A2: In 6.3.4.2 remove perfRec from SliceProfile (agree with proposal in S5-211160)
A3: In 6.3.c.2 CNSliceSubnetProfile
	From S5-211160rev2
	Ericsson proposal
	Ericsson comments

	transferIntervalTarget
	deterministicComm
	deterministicComm.periodicity already exists in ServiceProfile 
and should be reused on CNSliceSubnetProfile

	
	
	


A4: In 6.3.d.2 RANSliceSubnetProfile
	From S5-211160rev2
	Ericsson proposal
	Ericsson comments

	areaTrafficCapDL
	covered by existing attributes
	Possible to derive from existing attributes: coverage area, UE throughput and activity factor

	areaTrafficCapUL
	covered by existing attributes
	Possible to derive from existing attributes: coverage area, UE throughput and activity factor

	overallUserDensity
	termDensity
	termDensity already exists in ServiceProfile 
and should be reused on RANSliceSubnetProfile

	survivalTime 
	survivalTime
	Agree with S5-211160rev2

	transferIntervalTarget
	deterministicComm
	deterministicComm.periodicity already exists in ServiceProfile 
and should be reused on RANSliceSubnetProfile


A5: In 6.3.e.2 TopSliceSubnetProfile
	From S5-211160rev2
	Ericsson proposal
	Ericsson comments

	areaTrafficCapDL
	covered by existing attributes
	Possible to derive from existing attributes: coverage area, UE throughput and activity factor

	areaTrafficCapUL
	covered by existing attributes
	Possible to derive from existing attributes: coverage area, UE throughput and activity factor

	overallUserDensity
	termDensity
	termDensity already exists in ServiceProfile 
and should be reused on TopSliceSubnetProfile


We also think that the proposal in Draft CR (S5-211357) with respect to the addition of the term “PerSubnet” is not correct for dLThptPerUE and uLThptPerUE. See Ericsson proposal in B1-B4 below.
B1: In 6.3.c.2 CNSliceSubnetProfile
	Existing name
	Ericsson proposal
	Ericsson comments

	dLThptPerUEPerSubnet
	dLThptPerUE
	The UE throughput represents a service requirement (as in the ServiceProfile) and does not depend on subnet.

	uLThptPerUEPerSubnet
	uLThptPerUE
	The UE throughput represents a service requirement (as in the ServiceProfile) and does not depend on subnet.


B2: In 6.3.d.2 RANSliceSubnetProfile
	Existing name
	Ericsson proposal
	Ericsson comments

	dLThptPerUEPerSubnet
	dLThptPerUE
	The UE throughput represents a service requirement (as in the ServiceProfile) and does not depend on subnet.

	uLThptPerUEPerSubnet
	uLThptPerUE
	The UE throughput represents a service requirement (as in the ServiceProfile) and does not depend on subnet.


B3: In 6.3.e.2 TopSliceSubnetProfile
	Existing name
	Ericsson proposal
	Ericsson comments

	dLThptPerUEPerSubnet
	dLThptPerUE
	The UE throughput represents a service requirement (as in the ServiceProfile) and does not depend on subnet.

	uLThptPerUEPerSubnet
	uLThptPerUE
	The UE throughput represents a service requirement (as in the ServiceProfile) and does not depend on subnet.


B4: Appendix in Draft CR (S5-211357) also needs to be corrected (to dLThptPerUE and uLThptPerUE) in line with B1-B3.

We also think that no need for 6.3.a and 6.3.b in Draft CR (S5-211357) when these <<datatype>> already exist in 6.3.9 and 6.3.8 in TS 28.541. 
C: Proposal to remove 6.3.a and 6.3.b from Draft CR (S5-211357), and make the related changes needed.
6.3.9
ULThpt<<dataType>>
6.3.8
DLThpt<<dataType>>
6.3.8.1
Definition

This data type represents the downlink throughput per slice or per UE (See Clause 3.4.5 and 3.4.6 of GSMA NG.116 [50]). 

6.3.8.2
Attributes

	Attribute name
	Support Qualifier
	isReadable
	isWritable
	isInvariant
	isNotifyable

	servAttrCom
	M
	T
	F
	F
	T

	guaThpt
	M
	T
	F
	F
	T

	maxThpt
	C
	T
	F
	F
	T


6.3.8.3
Attribute constraints

From Draft CR S5-211357:

6.3.a
DLThptSliceSubnet<<dataType>>
6.3.b
ULThptSliceSubnet<<dataType>>
6.3.b.1
Definition

This data type represents the uplink throughput per slice subnet or per UE. 
6.3.b.2
Attributes

	Attribute name
	Support Qualifier
	isReadable
	isWritable
	isInvariant
	isNotifyable

	guaThpt
	M
	T
	F
	F
	T

	maxThpt
	C
	T
	F
	F
	T


6.3.b.3
Attribute constraints

None.
For discussion:  Why does not the TopSliceSubnetProfile contain the aggregate of the attributes for CN and RAN slice subnet profies? Our view is that the TopSliceSubnetProfile needs the attributes from CNSliceSubnetProfile and RANSliceSubnetProfile.
D: Proposal, that the TopSliceSubnetProfile shall contain atleast the aggregate of attributes from CNSliceSubnetProfile and RANSliceSubnetProfile.
4
Detailed proposal

To Endorse proposal A, B, C, D to “Input to Draft CR in S5-211357” for TS 28.541.
A: Endorse perfRec mapping to domin specific attributes:

·  Perform the mapping of perfRec attributes according to Ericsson proposal A2-A5
· Add an Editors Note around mapping of perfRec according to Ericsson proposal A1.

B: Endorse that the UE throughput represents a service requirement (as in the ServiceProfile) and does not depend on subnet. Therefor remove “PerSubnet” as in the proposal B1-B4
C: Endorse to use existing DLThpt<<dataType>> and ULThpt<<dataType>> instead of DLThptSliceSubnet<<dataType>> and ULThptSliceSubnet<<dataType>>
D: Endorse that the TopSliceSubnetProfile shall contain atleast the the aggregate of the attributes from CNSliceSubnetProfile and RANSliceSubnetProfile. 
The related CR to proposal A and B is in S5-212275 

