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A. Introduction:

This document includes OAM tdocs sequence, grouping proposal and Chair notes of the discussion.
1. OAM Sessions email thread detailed principles:

a) Grouping of the tdocs according to the following principles for each OAM agenda item:

· Combine all the editorial tdocs in one email thread 
· Combine the related stage 2 and stage 3 tdocs in one email thread
· Combine the technical related tdocs in one email thread
· A coordinator of the email thread is nominated in THIS document. The responsibility of the coordinator is described in the e-meeting process slides. 

b) For the tdocs which do not have related tdocs or all the tdocs in the group are from the same company, the author of the tdoc is the coordinator of the email thread. The single tdoc will go for email thread independently following the process as described in the e-meeting process slides. 
2. The responsible Chair/VC as moderator for each agenda item in email thread:
· Thomas Tovinger: (the following agenda items are kept in Thomas’s copy of the chair notes)

· 1~5 



· 6.1
OAM plenary


· 6.2
new WID


· 6.3 
MAINT


· 6.4



· 6.4.1
OAM_NPN


· 6.4.2
EMA5SLA


· 6.4.3
e_5GMDT


· 6.4.4
adNRM


· 6.4.5
eQoE


· 6.4.6
ePM_KPI_5G

· 6.4.7
eMEMTANE


· 6.4.8
MADCOL
· Zou Lan: (the following agenda items are kept in Zou Lan’s copy of the chair notes)

· 6.4.9
ANL



· 6.4.10
IDMS_MN


· 6.4.11
NPM


· 6.4.12
eCOSLA


· 6.4.13
eSON_5G


· 6.4.14
E_HOO


· 6.4.15
EE5GPLUS


· 6.4.16
5GDMS


· 6.4.17
MANS
· 6.4.18
eMDAS

· 6.4.19
PACMAN

· 6.4.20
FIMA


· 6.5



· 6.5.1
FS_EE5G


· 6.5.2
FS_eEDGE_Mgt


· 6.5.3
FS_NSMEN


· 6.5.4
FS_YANG


· 6.5.5
FS_MNSAC

· 6.5.6
FS_NSCE


· 6.5.7
FS_CICDNS


· 6.5.8
FS_eSBMA

3. Time plan / agenda for the conference calls: (The following table are kept in Thomas’s copy of the chair notes)

	Date 
	Mon 10 May
	Tue 11 May 
	Wed 12 May
	Thu 13 May

	Time
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST

	Agenda
	1. SA5 opening plenary 

A. SA5 General information (e.g. process clarification, working procedures, calendar) (15:00~15:20)
B. SA5-level agenda items (2-5.x) initial discussion  (15:20-17:00)

	1. OAM – LSs in 6.1 (15:00-15:40)
· 2. 6.2 – New OAM WID/SID proposals (S5-213174, S5-213269) (15:40-16:20)
· 3. OAM 6.1 etc. – Contributions on templates, readability and TS structure (S5-213414/S5-213268, S5-213099, S5-213364, S5-213040, S5-213041, S5-213303) (16:20-17:00)

· 
	· 1. Finish SA5-level LSs from S5-213411 (15:00-15:10)
· 2. Refine Forge process in SA5 Working Procedures (S5-213374) (Joint session OAM-CH) (15:10-15:40) 
· 3. 6.5.4 Yang-Push (S5-213417, S5-213419, S5-213433) (15:40-16.05)
· 4. 6.4.12 eCOSLA (S5-213331/S5-213328/S5-213329/S5-213332) (16:05-16:35)
· 
	1. 6.5.2 FS_eEDGE_Mgt (S5-213220/

S5-213112/S5-213221) (15:00-15:30)
2. 6.5.6 FS_NSCE (15.30-16.20)
1. Exposure concept

S5-213429, S5-213391 

2. Exposure use cases

S5-213427, S5-213393,
S5-213392

3. Exposure solution

S5-213394   

3. 6.4.18 eMDAS  (16.20-17.00)

S5-213182 pCR 28.104 Add introduction on MDA capabilities,
S5-213200 CR Rel-17 28.533 Add ML support for MnS,
S5-213202 pCR 28.104 Add ML support for MDA



	Moderator
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	Thomas/Zou Lan


	Date 
	Fri 14 May
	Mon 17 May
	Tue 18 May
	Wed 19 May

	Time
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-18.00 CEST

	Agenda
	1. 6.4.12 eCOSLA (S5-213329/S5-213332) (15:00-15:30)
2. OAM 6.1 etc. – Contributions on templates, readability and TS structure (S5-213099, S5-213364, S5-213040, S5-213041, S5-213303) (15:30-17:00)

	1. 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213235 pCR TS 28.312 Add procedure of subsequence after the intent MOI created (15:00-15:30)
2. 6.3-MAINT S5-213303 Rel-16 CR 28.622  Clarify model for managed management functions (15:30-15:50)
3. 6.4.8 MADCOL (S5-213211, S5-213363, S5-213199, S5-213210, S5-213361, S5-213362) (15:50-16:20)

4. Network Slice management 6.5.3/6.1

S5-213371 28.811 more consideration on network slice covering multiple networks / S5-213428 Update to multi-operator scenario/ S5-213293 Discussion on modelling inter-operator network slice (16:20-17:00)


	No CC planned
	Closing SA5 Plenary

	Moderator
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	Thomas


B. SA5 level tdocs: (Total 22 tdocs/ 16 email threads (3 groups+ 13 tdocs))

	1
	Opening of the meeting

	2
	Approval of the agenda 

	3
	IPR and legal declaration 

	4
	Meetings and activities reports

	4.1
	Last SA5 meeting report 

	4.2
	Last SA meeting report

	4.3
	Inter-organizational reports 

	5
	Cross-SWG issues 

	5.1
	Administrative issues at SA5 level

	5.2
	Technical issues at SA5 level 

	5.3
	Liaison statements at SA5 level

	5.4
	SA5 meeting calendar


SA5 email thread TITLE list (17)

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, GROUP#1 (S5-213029/S5-213271/S5-213047/S5-213178/S5-213294/S5-213443) GSMA Operator Platform Group on edge computing definition and integration

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, GROUP#2 (S5-213026/S5-213044) Requirement on Support of VxLAN Tunnelling


[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, GROUP#3 (S5-213011/S5-213374

	) Forge process

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213000 Agenda

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213001 Report from last SA5 meeting

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213002 e-meeting process

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213003 Post e-meeting email approval status

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213010 SA5 working procedures

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213024 LS ccSA5 on 5G capabilities exposure for factories of the future – revised

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213028/S5-213444 LS on Multi-SDO Autonomous Networks (AN) Formal Liaison:19th April 2021 Meeting Invitation, agenda, Bridge, and Meeting Schedule

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213036 LS on EDGEAPP

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213295 LS on NG.116 support of service categories

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213051 LS ccSA5 on Clarification on the API design principles

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213037 LS on slicing management aspects in relation to SEAL

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213411 LS to ETSI NFV TST informing on start of study on CI-CD

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213032 LS Response on Network Slice PA Charging per maximum utilized bandwidth

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213013 SA5 meeting calendar

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213442 LS on UPF support for multiple network slices

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213445 Reply LS on EDGEAPP

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213446 Reply LS on slicing management aspects in relation to SEAL

	[SA5#137e], SA5 Plenary, S5-213447 Reply LS on UPF support for multiple network slices


SA5 Plenary GROUP#1 GSMA Operator Platform Group on edge computing definition and integration (5)
	S5-213029
	LS from GSMA Operator Platform Group on edge computing definition and integration.
Opening plenary 10 May:

DT: Who will coordinate this if we start such a cooperation? Chair: No decision, up for proposals and agreements.

DT: What is the target?

Samsung: Believe that SA5 does not need to reply to GSMA now, as there may be a coordinated LS from SA to GSMA.

H: GSMA already said “The 3GPP/ETSI groups are then invited to confirm their interest”, therefore it would be good to reply to GSMA to indicate our interest.

S: That could be indicated in the reply from SA. GSMA may not want to get an individual reply from each group. 

H: For the technical details it may be good for SA to coordinate, but it may still be good to indicate our interest directly.

S: OK, I will not object to such an LS.

M: Share the view of Huawei.

I: Want to make sure that SA5’s voice will be heard, either by coordinator mechanism or directly from us.

N: We need to be clear on which topic they are really targeting, sometimes they talk about edge and sometimes slicing.

Conclusion 10 May: Reply LS to 3029 in 3443, Samsung to draft it. Input from CH as well is requested.

Conclusion: Replied in 3443

	GSMA
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3

	S5-213271
	LS reply to SA on GSMA 3GPP Edge Computing coordination
(Proposed Reply LS to 3178)

11 May: rev1 uploaded (fixing an error on cover page)

12-13 May: More comments
14 May: rev3 uploaded
14 May: Huawei confirms rev3 OK
Conclusion: rev3 Approved – revise to final tdoc# S5-213449


	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam
	5.3

	S5-213047
	Reply LS ccSA5 on Edge computing definition and integration

Reallocate 6.1->5.3
Conclusion: Noted
	S6-210976
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	6.1

	S5-213178
	Ls to SA5 on 3GPP Edge Computing coordination

Reallocate 7.1->5.3
Proposed reply in 3271

Conclusion: Replied in S5-213449


	S6-210978
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	6.1

	S5-213294
	LS reply to GSMA ccSA5 Operator Platform Group on edge computing definition and integration

Reallocate 6.1->5.3
Conclusion: Noted
	ETSI ISG MEC
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	6.1

	S5-213443
	Reply LS on Edge computing definition and integration
(Proposed reply LS to 3029)
11 May: d1 uploaded (by mistake as 3443 (final); should be corrected to 3443d1)

12-13 May: More comments

14 May: rev3 uploaded
14 May: Huawei confirms rev3 OK
19 May: Got a request from Samsung to revise it to remove some details, and also a request from the SA6 chair and SA chair to coordinate the reply of this LS from all WGs via SA. So it should be taken for email approval.
Conclusion: For email approval with the same tdoc# S5-213443 based on latest version (d4) and redirect it to SA for a coordinated reply from all WGs

	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam
	5.3


Leaders recommendation: 3271 is a proposed reply to 3178, no related reply LS submitted for 3029. Need to consider whether reply for 3029 is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call. 
SA5 Plenary GROUP#2 Requirement on Support of VxLAN Tunnelling (2)
	S5-213026
	LS ccSA5 on Requirement on Support of VxLAN Tunnelling
Conclusion: Noted
	C4-211827
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3

	S5-213044
	LS ccSA5 on Requirement on Support of VxLAN Tunnelling
Conclusion: Noted
	S2-2103236
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-213026/ S5-213044): no related reply LS submitted, SA5 is in cc. Need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
Opening plenary 10 May:

No reply needed. Can be noted.
SA5 Plenary GROUP#3 Forge process (2)
	S5-213011
	Process for management of draft TS-TRs

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received

	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.1

	S5-213374
	Refine Forge process in SA5 Working Procedures

9-10 May: rev1+rev2 uploaded

11 May: First set of comments + rev3+rev4+rev5 uploaded
12 May: rev6+rev7 uploaded

12 May CC:

N: We already made a lot of progress offline, now rev7 is uploaded.
N: Mega CRs are not needed anymore, and we can follow the 3GPP working procedures for all steps except the last one (CR implementation by MCC), where MCC takes the code from Forge to the next TS version to be published.

M: Regarding the Forge activity in SA5, where CH is not currently active, may I recommend to also add the CH TS with OpenAPI definitions (32.291) in clause 23.3.

N: OK, I can add it.

E: It’s written that it is enough to have one SS for a stage 2/3 contribution to be agreed. Earlier we have said that when one SS is not provided, it is documented. I would ask that we add this requirement.

N: We have now focused on the Forge process in clause 23, so I prefer to do that in another clause.

E: We should really have this somewhere, otherwise it is not good for SA5.

Chair: Agree to create an AP to work on this addition in the working procedures.

H: On the repositories, we have too many branches, we need to clean them up. Because of the links we have in each CR cover page, it is difficult to clean up.

E: As long as we keep the code in the CR as well, it is not a problem that the link is broken after e.g. six months. We can propose a modification of the clean-up policy in 23.8. Maybe also in the clause 13 (CR handling).

H: Why we chose 6 months, why not every SA meeting?

N: Forge is based on GIT, and there, nothing is deleted (except the branches). So it is always possible to go back and see what proposals were made in a commit.

Chair: Can we follow this process already at this meeting now, if everything seems agreeable?

E: I think we can follow it, if all authors provide the link pointing to the correct Forge branch and the merge requests to the integration branches are made, as described in the process.

N: We should remember that a CR not following the process should not be approved.

M: Maybe we could have some automatic check in the tool (3GU) that the Forge link is correct before a CR can be uploaded?

Chair: Good proposal, but may be difficult to do it 3GU because it is not a standard 3GPP WP. But feel free to propose it to MCC.

M: Maybe we can also take it up in the discussion group (task force) with CT on OpenAPI.

O: It all looks very complicated now, shall I stop producing Stage 2/3 proposals if I don’t know how to use Forge?

Chair and VC: We hope and encourage  that all rapporteurs and code moderators etc. will help people who need help on this,

Stop.

13 May: More comments

16 May_ More comments - proposed for merge with 3010revx and email approval to review all the updates in 3010revx and the merged result.

18 May: More comments + rev8 uploaded

Conclusion: Merged in revision of 3010 (for email approval – only to discuss modifications proposed in other clauses than clause 23 3GPP Forge process for SA5)

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	5.1


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (13)
	S5-213000
	Agenda

Conclusion: Approved
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	2


	S5-213001
	Report from last SA5 meeting

Conclusion: Approved
	MCC
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	4.1


	S5-213002
	e-meeting process

Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.1


	S5-213003
	Post e-meeting email approval status
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.1


	S5-213010
	SA5 working procedures

16 May: rev1 uploaded by chair - proposed for merge with 3374 and email approval to review all the updates in 3010revx and the merged result.
17 May: More comments (sent in the 3011/3374 thread; copied in the 3010 thread the 18 May).

18 May: More comments from chair: We can decide in the closing plenary tomorrow how to deal with the merge of these two (3010rev1 and 3374rev8) – either take the merged document for email approval, or we note 3010 and approve 3374rev8 (as the comments on 3010 are quite complex), working on the updates proposed in 3010rev1 to next meeting.
Conclusion: Rev1 to be merged with 3374rev8 – for Email approval with new Tdoc# S5-213690 (only to discuss modifications proposed in other clauses than clause 23 3GPP Forge process for SA5) (moderator: Thomas)

	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.1


	S5-213024
	LS ccSA5 on 5G capabilities exposure for factories of the future – revised
Opening plenary 10 May:

H: I think we drafted a reply before to this LS, maybe we can use this?O: There was a decision from SA not to reply to ACIA on this LS.

Chair: I remember that SA asked all WGs not to reply individually to this, but any reply should be coordinated from SA.

N: If SA has planned to reply to this LS, maybe we should also contribute to that from SA5.

E: We also think it would be good to inform ACIA, but if SA has taken such a decision we should check that first.

Chair: I can check with the SA chair what’s the status now.
17 May: More comments – SA5 chair reported result of check with SA chair – it is recommended to create an LS to SA about this for email approval, to reflect the SA5 view as input to a coordinated reply LS from SA. 
Conclusion: Replied in S5-213448

	5G Alliance for Connected Industries and Automation (5G-ACIA)
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-213024): no related reply LS submitted, SA5 is in cc. Need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213448
	LS to SA on 5G capabilities exposure for factories of the future – revised
(no time to produce during the meeting – needs email approval)

Conclusion: For email approval with new tdoc# S5-213451 (Note the new title “LS to SA…)

	Huawei
	
	5.3


	S5-213028
	LS on Multi-SDO Autonomous Networks (AN) Formal Liaison: 19th April 2021 Meeting Invitation, agenda, Bridge, and Meeting Schedule
Opening plenary 10 May:

H: We may consider a reply, I think it is better to inform them about the SA5 meeting agenda etc. (to avoid conflict with SA5 meetings).

E: This contained a list of coming meetings. How do we deal with SA5 input to these coordination meetings?

Chair: Right now the series of meetings is just informative, and we as leaders (chair and VC) represent SA5 by informing what SA5 has agreed so far. We are also inviting the WI rapporteurs to join these meetings to help informing about SA5 work, but they can not represent SA5 by e.g. stating an SA5 position on something that SA5 has not agreed (which is also true for the leaders). So any new proposal, technical or administrative, would have to be agreed by SA5 before it can be stated in the MSDO AN group as agreed by SA5.

MCC: Whatever relationship we have outside 3GPP has to be agreed by the group.

Conclusion 10 May: Reply LS in 3444.
Conclusion: Replied in 3444


	TM Forum
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-213028): no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. TM Forum asked SA5 to Review threads names/ 

meeting schedule proposal/Share information related to Roadmap and landscape. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213444
	Reply LS to TMF on Multi-SDO Autonomous Networks

11 May: d1 uploaded
18 May: More comments + d2+d3 uploaded
Conclusion: d3 Approved – provide final CLEAN version as S5-213444
	Huawei
	Zou Lan
	5.3


	S5-213036
	LS on EDGEAPP

Opening plenary 10 May:

S: I think this should be postponed, as they want to have an SA5 ref. (in editor’s notes) which is not available right now. SA did not approve this TS yet.

H: As long as they are not impacted, maybe it’s not needed, as they already sent it to SA for approval?

N: This SA was submitted to SA#91 but not approved. The Editor’s notes should be resolved before approval. They cannot complete the work until then. If we don’t reply now, we send a message that they can go ahead without completing the Editor’s notes which depend on SA5’s work.

S: OK, we can send a reply to say that we are working on this.

N: And inform when we plan to complete it.

E: Since we have informative work, can they include reference to a TR in their TS?

S: We need to say that we are trying to start normative work later.

Conclusion 10 May: Reply LS in 445, drafted by Samsung.
Conclusion: Replied in 3445


	S6-210630
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-213036): no related reply LS submitted. SA6 asked to check the potential alignment with TS 23.558. Need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213445
	Reply LS on EDGEAPP

11 May: d1 uploaded (by mistake as “final”; should be corrected to d1)

12 May: First set of comments
14 May: More comments (Intel supports)

18 May: d2 uploaded
Conclusion: d2 Agreed – provide final CLEAN version as S5-213445
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam
	5.3


	S5-213295
	LS on NG.116 support of service categories


Opening plenary:

No reply needed

Conclusion: Noted
	GSMA
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-213295): reply to SA5 LS, need to consider whether further reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213051
	LS ccSA5 on Clarification on the API design principles
Reallocate 6.1->5.3
Opening plenary:
CH chair: Will also put this in the CH agenda. We will probably note this LS anyway.

Conclusion 10 May: Keep open.
Conclusion: Noted
	C3-212554
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213051: no related reply LS submitted, SA5 is in cc, Need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213037
	LS on slicing management aspects in relation to SEAL

Opening plenary:
E: Think we should reply. We don’t have any overlap with SEAL but we should clarify that. I can start drafting a reply.

N: According to our understanding of this work in SA6 it seems they are focusing on the signalling plane. SA5 is focusing on the mgmt plane. We should clarify the boundary between SA5 and SA6 in the reply.

H: We support to reply. Important to make it clear, the relation  between SA5-SA6 on the capability exposure. But they seem to be asking us about a Rel-18 study?

E: Not sure about Rel-18 but we can at least inform what we are working on.

M: Re CH mgmt aspects of network slicing provisioning, we are also working on this, how it could be synced with CCS. 

S: This LS from SA6 is a bit confusing. They are not asking us for an opinion about their ongoing study, but on SEAL, it seems. So our reply should reflect that. 

Conclusion: Replied in 3446


	S6-210709
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213037: SA6 kindly asks SA5 to provide views about a possible role for SEAL. No related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213446
	Reply LS on slicing management aspects in relation to SEAL
11 May: d1 uploaded
12 May: First set of comments + d2 uploaded
14 May: More comments
17 May: More comments + d3 uploaded
18 May: More comments – no clear objection but seems difficult to converge.

Conclusion: Email approval starting from S5-213446d4

	Ericsson
	Jan Groenendijk
	5.3


	S5-213411
	LS to ETSI NFV TST informing on start of study on CI-CD
11 May: First set of comments (Ericsson not supportive)

12 May: More comments
13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
18 May: More comments (MCC) 

18 May: More comments – author proposes to note it.

Conclusion: Noted

	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, CMCC
	Ishan Vaishnavi
	5.3


	S5-213032
	LS Response on Network Slice PA Charging per maximum utilized bandwidth

Reallocate 7.1->5.3
12 May CC:

CH chair: CH already has the possibility to collection info from both sides, either from NWDAF or by using an MnS.

H: For info needed by CH in the LS, seems to be throughput per slice or sth like that. Seems like sth we could get from OAM measurements. Also, as the LS was sent from SA5 to SA2, we may need to investigate from OAM what statistics information may be useful for CH.

CH chair: We don’t plan any reply to SA2. The answer from SA2 could be used in the internal work to consider the CH solution, and then also the OAM aspects of this could be considered.

M: I remember OAM having an Action list already, so we could perhaps create an OAM AP to investigate this?

Chair: Yes, let’s create an AP for this – to investigate whether the OAM measurements can be used for the information needed by CH in this context (LS 3032).

S: Can confirm that we have a performance KPI for throughput per slice already which should be possible to use.

Conclusion: We can note the LS.

Conclusion: Noted

	S2-2101347
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	7.1


Leaders recommendation for S5-213032: This is a LS reply to a previous LS out from SA5 Charging. No related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call. We should also consider if the information requested could potentially be provided by OAM.

	S5-213442
	LS on UPF support for multiple network slices

12 May CC:

N: We need to reply to this, but didn’t have time to discuss the details. I can volunteer to draft a reply, so we ca try to make it at this meeting.

Chair: Ok, let’s take out a new tdoc# for the reply.

Conclusion: Draft reply LS to be drafted in S5-213447
M: It looks like CT4 is defining some new overall requirements for architecture for network slicing. This should first be checked by SA2 and SA5 (config. mgmt).
Conclusion 12 May: Replied in 3447
Conclusion: Replied in S5-213447
	C4-212560
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for S5-213442: This is a new and late incoming LS, registered 10 May. No related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call. 
	S5-213447
	Reply LS on UPF support for multiple network slices

(reply LS to 3442)
17 May: d1 uploaded
Conclusion: d1 Approved with no comments received – provide final version as S5-213447

	ZTE
	Zhu Weihong
	5.3


	S5-213013
	SA5 meeting calendar

11 May: rev1 uploaded (with hosting region allocations for 2022/2023)

13 May: More comments + rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: rev3 Noted – revise to final tdoc# S5-213452


	WG CHair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.4


Opening plenary:
S5-213013 was presented by the chair, including the latest prel. plan from the SA/CT/OP meeting for coming back to f2f meeting hosting next year and informing that PCG has started an investigation to try to define rules/conditions for how to come back to f2f meetings.
Intel: 
1. If the SA5#142 and 143 will eventually be converted to e-meetings, they seem bit too close due to extended days for e-meetings;

a) Response from chair: Good point to consider, if it happens that they are converted to e-meetings
· 2. Even 3GPP decides to restore the F2F meetings next year, it would be unsure that how many delegates are allowed to travel and how many are willing to travel, it would be necessary to start the F2F meeting with remote access, for a couple of meetings at least. Even though 3GPP leaders may have already considered this option and dropped it, it would be necessary for the leaders to still hear this kind of comments from the delegates and may reconsider this option, though it will bring a lot of difficulties for management.

a) Response from chair: Good points to consider, and I am sure this is already considered in the PCG investigation.
C. Start of OAM tdocs:
	6
	OAM&P 
	
	


	6.1
	OAM&P Plenary
	
	Total 22 tdocs/ 20 email threads (2 group+ 18 tdocs)
	


6.1 OAM email thread TITLE list (20)

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, GROUP #1 (S5-213414/S5-213268) Requirement methodology

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, GROUP #2 (S5-213023/S5-213441) methodology harmonization and REST-based network management framework

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213022 Resubmitted LS/r on work progress on M.resm-AI "Requirements for energy saving management of 5G RAN system with AI" (reply to 3GPP SA5-LS1225)

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213027 Ls on Broadband Forum Response to 3GPP/SA5 Liaison S5-193350 (LIAISE-293)

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213030 Reply LS on QoE Measurement Collection for LTE

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213034 Reply LS ccSA5 on propagation of user consent related information during Xn inter-PLMN handover

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213035 Reply LS on the user consent for trace reporting

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213048 Reply LS to SA5 on network sharing with multiple SSBs in a carrier

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213098 Response LS to SA5 on handover terminology

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213379 LS on progress of study items for security on management aspec

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213025 LS on Information on the port number allocation solutions

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213004 OAM&P action list

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213005 agenda_with_Tdocs_sequence_proposal_OAM

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213006 OAM Exec Report

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213007 OAM Chair notes and conclusions

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213012 List of DraftCR input and output

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213267 Collection of useful endorsed document and external communication documents

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213292 Discussion on support of SBA capable IMS in 5G NRM

	[SA5#137e], 6.1-OAM, S5-213293 Discussion on modelling inter-operator network slice


OAM GROUP #1 Requirement methodology (2)
	S5-213414
	Changing requirement methodology in SA5

Reallocate 5.2->6.1
10 May: First set of comments
11 May CC:

E: We need to consider what is done both in stage 1 and stage 2, like what SA1 and SA2 are doing. Should we also align with the SA1 and SA2 time plans, and the releases, needs to be considered as well. 

E: A motivation is needed for each requirement. Maybe we could document that in a different way than today, e.g. a short motivation for each req.

E: Traceability, how to do it, is also important. Addressed in the contribution. We are open to discuss this.

H: Still have some concern about Ericsson’s proposal to have both CON and FUN. May be difficult to differentiate between then.

Chair: Discussion to continue in the thread.

11 May: More comments (in the thread) – Ericsson informs more detailed of proposed updates (not yet made).

13 May: rev1+rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Endorsed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213453


	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen
	5.2

	S5-213268
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.160 Update on template for requirement specifications

10 May: First set of comments
11 May CC:

H: This was discussed quite much already in earlier meetings, so let’s try to get concrete comments to progress and conclude this. I am also fine with the proposals for traceability.

Chair: I had sent some offline comments.

H: Yes, will address them in rev1.

N: Looking at these two tdocs, there are very few differences, so we should be able to conclude in this meeting. We should at least encourage that we don’t have a big mixture of very high level and very detailed requirements. We should do it like top-down, from higher to lower level, with clear separation between CON and FUN.

N: Re: Traceability, not sure if we need that between each requirement and use case. The use cases are just there for motivating the requirements, and I don’t think there is always a 1-1 relationship. For a stage 2 solution, we should indicate which requirement is related, we should make that mandatory. If a requirement has no solution it should be removed.

DT: I would prefer not to have both CON and FUN, but instead differentiate between functional and non-functional requirements. Also, we don’t need to have a UC for each requirement (like a motivation)

NEC: We need to modernise the current template, but we are over-simplifying the template. We need some level of description. Re. traceability I think it’s needed. High-level sequence diagrams can also sometimes be very useful, so it should be allowed.

E: Agree with most things said here, we are well aligned. On the CON/FUN, we can call it what we want, as long as we differentiate between high and low level requirements, which is what we need.

Chair: Discussion to continue in the thread.

13 May: rev1 uploaded to address comments from 11 May.
17 May: rev2 uploaded + more comments
18 May: More comments + rev3+rev4+rev5 uploaded
18 May: More comments (NEC asking for one more revision after deadline, to address an earlier request)
Closing plenary:
E: Is it possible to close the drafts folder after the last revision deadline? M: Maybe we could create separate folder for revisions to handle that?

Chair: Good idea to consider, lets discuss it with the leaders.

Conclusion: Email approval with tdoc# S5-213455, based on (late uploaded) rev6 which added the requested sentence (include a text in R4.b to say “High level diagrams including sequence diagrams can still be included if needed in order to better describe the use cases and motivate the corresponding requirements.”).

	Huawei
	Lan Zou
	6.1


OAM GROUP #2 methodology harmonization and REST-based network management framework (2)
	S5-213023
	Resubmitted LS/r on methodology harmonization and REST-based network management framework (reply to 3GPP TSG SA5-S5-204647)

Conclusion: Replied in 3441
	ITU-T SG2
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-213441 (late)
	Draft LS reply to ITU-T LS on methodology harmonization and REST-based network management framework 
Reallocate 6.3->6.1
18 May: First set of comment – chair notified that some introduction is missing in the proposed reply LS, otherwise it seems ready. Chair proposes to take it for email approval (as it is found after the deadline).

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213454
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski


Leaders recommendation for S5-213441 (late): This is in everybody’s interest to reply to this LS as it is the last SA5 meeting before the “deadline” to the next SG2 meeting. Suggest to treat it.

The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (19)
	S5-213022
	Resubmitted LS/r on work progress on M.resm-AI "Requirements for energy saving management of 5G RAN system with AI" (reply to 3GPP SA5-LS1225)

Conclusion: Noted
	ITU-T SG2
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213022: Reply LS to SA5, no related reply LS submitted, ITU-T Question 5/2 would like to suggest that 3GPP SA5 includes a 
reference to M.resm-AI for the functional block diagram, functional requirements or use cases  in 3GPP TR 28.809. Need to consider whether reply is needed. 
Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
O: We had a request at SA5#136e to analyse this further before replying. No results available, and from Orange point of view no need to reply. A pCR to include the requested ref. in the TR was not agreed.

H: Same opinion as Orange. Suggest to note the LS.

Conclusion: No reply needed, the LS can be noted.

	S5-213027
	Ls on Broadband Forum Response to 3GPP/SA5 Liaison S5-193350 (LIAISE-293)

11 May CC:

No comments.

Conclusion: Noted, no reply needed (new LS can be sent later if we have more questions)

Conclusion: Noted
	BBF
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213027: reply to SA5 LS S5-193350, no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be 
made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213030
	Reply LS on QoE Measurement Collection for LTE

11 May CC:

E: May be fair to reply, when we have removed the functionality requested.

I: SA4 has earlier said they will not do anything about this on application level. SA2 has said SA5 need to do something. But RAN2 seems not to be sure what to do.

E: This is for Rel-16. To ask the other WGs to include this functionality in Rel-16 is probably too late. So we should not promote this for Rel-16, but for NR in Rel-17. To do it for UMTS and LTE can be discussed.
Conclusion: Postponed (Ericsson can volunteer to draft an LS reply to next meeting.)

	RP-210922
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213030: RAN indicated that support for the enhancements of QoE management functionality in LTE and concluded that it will 
not be part of Release 17. No related reply LS submitted, suggest to note 3030. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213034
	Reply LS ccSA5 on propagation of user consent related information during Xn inter-PLMN handover

11 May CC:

No reply needed, can be noted.
Conclusion: Noted
	S3-211330
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213034: no related reply LS submitted, SA5 is in cc, suggest to note 3034. Decision to be made in Monday 
10 May Conf call.
	S5-213035
	Reply LS on the user consent for trace reporting

11 May CC:

E: We think it can be noted. No reply is requested. There is a DP in 3222 on this topic.

Conclusion: Noted


	S3-211338
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213035: no related reply LS submitted, SA3 opines that RAN2, RAN3, and SA5 do not need to make user consent mandatory for RLF/CEF cases but should provide a possibility so that the operator has an option to collect and handle user consent. Related tdoc S5-213222. Need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213048
	Reply LS to SA5 on network sharing with multiple SSBs in a carrier

11 May CC:

ZTE: Maybe we need to postpone it, because according to the LS the concept of network sharing in RAN2 is not aligned with the NS definition in SA2 and SA5. According to RAN2 def. of NS, it is sharing of a cell among different PLMNs, but SA def. in 23.501, NS allow multiple operators to share different resources.  ZTE can propose a draft reply.

H: Have a different opinion, we already sent an LS to RAN2 about this, and they already clarified this in their reply LS 048 (in question 2 and 3 answer). We should not discuss multi sharing in SA5.

ZTE: The reply from RAN2 is not clear.

Conclusion 11 May: Discussion to continue in the 048 thread, keep 048 open.

13 May: More comments

18 May: More comments – still no agreement but no clear objection (one company asks to note it as it is not needed to clarify; two companies ask to send the LS as it seems necessary to clarify)
Closing plenary discussion: 

ZTE: Whether we need to send a reply to RAN2 is based on if we have a common understanding on the reply from RAN2. The first sentence is clear. Second sentence has some issue. If we can agree on the following statement, the we don’t need to reply: “The cells associated to different SSBs can be used by different operators, based on the RAN2 reply (2nd sentence)”.
E: Don’t object to the statement, but don’t see how it relates to the need for a reply. No point in sending that question.
ZTE: If the group agrees to the statement above, then this means that multi SSBs can be used to share the carriers. Whether we need to send an LS to RAN2 is based on whether the group can agree on that statement.

H: Share Ericsson’s opinion. The statement proposed by ZTE is not related to the need for reply. RAN2 give clear answer that muti-SSB and NG-RAN sharing are two individual features, and multi-SSB is not specific for NG-RAN Sharing. Even the multi-SSB can be used to support NG-RAN sharing, which doesn't mean we need to discuss the multi-SSB in MANS WI. Suggest to discuss the multi-SSB in adNRM WI.

N: Support Huawei.
I: Share ZTE’s understanding. The details of how to support network sharing have never been discussed. Companies have different understanding on some of the RAN2 LS. I don’t want any company in SA5 to accept some other SA5 company’s interpretation, no company can be forced to that, so it’s better to send the question to RAN2 to clarify their real intention.

Conclusion: Agreed to start drafting a reply LS to RAN2. New tdoc# S5-213680 (Author ZTE)


	R2-2104606
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213048: reply to SA5 LS, no related reply LS submitted, suggest to note 3048. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213680
	Reply LS to RAN2 on network sharing with multiple SSBs in a carrier

Conclusion: Email approval
	ZTE
	Zhu Weihong


	S5-213098
	Response LS to SA5 on handover terminology
11 May CC:

No comments.

Conclusion: Noted


	R2-2104358
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213098: reply to SA5 LS, no related reply LS submitted, suggest to note 3098. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213379
	LS on progress of study items for security on management aspec
11 May: First set of comments
12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Approved – revise to final tdoc# S5-213456

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


	S5-213025
	LS on Information on the port number allocation solutions
Reallocate 5.3-> 6.1.
11 May CC:

No comments.

Conclusion: Noted


	C4-211806
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-213025): no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. SA5 groups to review TR 29.835 v0.4.0 and send to

 CT4 their comments, if any, before CT4 meeting #104e starts on 14 May 2021. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213004
	OAM&P action list

10 May: d1 uploaded

14 May: d2 uploaded (with 2 new AP added)

Conclusion: d2 Noted – provide final version as S5-213004


	WG Vice Chair
	Lan Zou


	S5-213005
	agenda_with_Tdocs_sequence_proposal_OAM
	WG Vice Chair
	Lan Zou


	S5-213006
	OAM Exec Report
	WG Vice Chair
	Lan Zou


	S5-213007
	OAM Chair notes and conclusions
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger


	S5-213012
	List of DraftCR input and output
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger


	S5-213267
	Collection of useful endorsed document and external communication documents

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei Technologies (Korea)
	Lan Zou


	S5-213292
	Discussion on support of SBA capable IMS in 5G NRM
10 May: First set of comments (Samsung prefers option 1 as proposed in the DP)

11 May: More comments (Ericsson prefers option 2 with some potential clarifications)
Conclusion: Noted (work on updated proposal to next meeting) 


	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-213293
	Discussion on modelling inter-operator network slice
14 May: Proposed to be merged with 3428 and 3371 using 3428rev1 as baseline. See discussion of 3428 (in the thread and Zou Lan’s chair notes).

14 May: Later comments lead to the author asking to note 3293.
Conclusion: Noted

	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


	6.2
	New OAM&P Work Item proposals
	
	Total 3 tdocs/ 3 email threads (3 tdocs)
	


6.2 New WID email thread TITLE list (3)

	[SA5#137e], 6.2-New WID, S5-213174 New SID on Management Aspects of 5G Network Sharing

	[SA5#137e], 6.2-New WID, S5-213269 New WID on Edge Computing Management

	[SA5#137e], 6.2-New WID, S5-213364 Rel-17 DP Specification methodology and TS restructuring for better readability


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (3)
	S5-213174
	New SID on Management Aspects of 5G Network Sharing

11 May: First set of comments

11 May CC:

CU: As one topic could not be agreed in the WID; we think it would be better to create a TR to capture this discussion, potential requirements and solutions on network sharing. That would make it easier to progress the work item.

DT: I sent my comments in the email thread. First, the concept meant is not clear. Next, in the Justification it says that NR NRM support shall be considered but it is not listed in the Objective. Last, what about service mgmt in this context? And if all these points are clarified, DT would support this SID.

O: First, RAN sharing is very important for operators, especially in 5G. We see that the work item does not progress right now, after 4-5 meetings. A TR might help to progress. Second, this would not be the first time that we have a study and a work item in parallel on the same topic. 

E: There had been multiple discussion and we even agreed some of what the NRM should contain. So I wonder what is not clear, what new information do we need that we don’t have already.

CU: We already had many discussions in the last two meetings, and no conclusions yet on several issues, e.g. the NR NRM.

H: Also wonder how a SID can progress these issues if they are already discussed in the work item. And the RAN sharing support should be provided asap.

N: According to discussions in the previous meetings, some questions are still not clear. Those use cases are not clear enough, so we support a study/TR to document these use cases.

CT: IN the last meeting, we had some CR and DP approved, and the TR and other work should be aligned, so earlier work already agreed, should it be reported again in the TR?

O: Reply to Ericsson: Let’s look at the discussion today between ZTE and Huawei about Network Sharing, we typically go into solution discussions without looking at the use cases and requirements first.

E: We don’t have a fundamental disagreement about what needs to be defined per operator; just how to do it.

Chair: Discussion to continue in the thread.

12-13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
17 May: rev1 uploaded + more comments (MCC)

18 May: More comments (Huawei asking to be supporting company) + rev2+rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: rev3 Agreed – revise to final clean version in tdoc# S5-213457 (and add the tdoc# in the header)

	China Unicom
	Mingrui Sun


	S5-213269
	New WID on Edge Computing Management

11 May: First set of comments

11 May CC:

S: Got some comments from DT already and they are captured in rev1.
DT: Consideration of UC and scenarios are important. Also access to 5GC function, authorization and authentication etc., and the 5GC functionality itself. I also miss relation to other WGs. With procedural flows, do you mean work flows? DT would support this if these aspects are clarified.

S: Most of these comments are addressed in rev1. Only the first question above is questionable due to the time limit for Rel-17. Existing UCs should already be enough.

DT: For scenarios, I miss the use cases as such.

S: OK, will try to address that.

E: First on the Justification, last but one paragraph: We have not seen GSMA deliver “solutions related to the management aspect of edge networks”. This is planned for Rel-18. So we think it is premature to include this part. Second, not sure if we should start a WID when we have not finished the study item. We have the relation to SA6 and SA2 to consider. See e.g. the second paragraph in Justification. This should be finished first. Finally, for the bullet “UPF selection to assist EAS deployment”, we should not use UPF selection in this context because UPF selection is an SA2 term, should be performed by SMF, not OAM.

S: On the first and third concern, I am OK. For the second concern, we have not identified any dependency on what SA2 has defined, which would need SA5 involvement.

H: Similar comment about the SA2 part in Justification, suggest to remove the second para. First comment should be enough. Also support to remove the GSMA part. Further, the Objective should be aligned with the Justification. Further, on Performance Assurance, no need to define new performance measurements for 5GC. Better to remove or rework this sentence. Finally, on the Output/Deliverables, we don’t need to create a new TS, isn’t it enough to update existing TS(s), e.g. 28.531? 

S: Re “new performance measurements for 5GC” , we mean “identifying”, not “defining”. On the need for new TS, the intention is not just to define work flow, but new UC, requirements etc. so we need a new TS where we can have everything in one place. Please check rev1.

I: Fault supervision is missing, we have reqs,. in the TR. Second, agree with Huawei about 5GC performance measurements. Third, on the procedure flows, the last bullet in Objective should just be “procedural flows for edge computing”

E: On Huawei’s comment to remove the SA2 part, Ericsson has a different opinion, we think it should be kept. We should provide some solution. We could take an AP to propose a solution for the study to next meeting, and we can propose a revision of this WID.

S: But the SID for the study doesn’t include relation with SA2. So is it not enough to do this in the WID and work item?

Chair: Discussion to continue in the thread. 

12 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
13 May: More comments + rev3 uploaded
14 May: More comments + rev4 uploaded
17 May: More comments + rev5 uploaded
18 May: rev6 uploaded + Orange and Deutsche Telecom asking to be added as supporting companies)
Conclusion: rev6 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213458


	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam


	S5-213364
	Rel-17 DP Specification methodology and TS restructuring for better readability

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
14 May CC:

Presented by Nokia

Example of proposals: 

· Move notification definitions together with the related IOC.

· Consider grouping of related IOCs in 28.622

I: We realise that the readability is an issue for SA5 specs, but we cannot agree to the proposal here. Moving notifications to an NRM may also be confusing.

I: Also remember we have the TSs for dedicated mgmt services. Those specs are the best entry for new readers. If we manipulate the existing specs we will get more trouble.

E: Agree to clean up the specs, but not sure about the solution proposed. But we first need to agree on the rules/principles. E.g. we already moved one notification (threshold crossing) already, so it we are going to move it again, we have to be sure, because then we would be back to the same issue that caused us to move it earlier.

N: But just moving the definition is no semantic change.

H: Also agree that clean-up of 28.622 is needed in Rel-17. There is also some stuff not related to SBMA. Re: a new WI, this could be discussed in the ESBMA study.

S: We have to accept that we have defined two ways for everything – either the model driven approach, or the dedicated operations/services. For the latter, things are a bit better. When a reader want to find how to do things, he can e.g. go to 28.550. For the model driven approach, it is much more difficult for the reader to know where to start. We need some way to show what are the components, in a tabular form. This is reflected in contribution 3099. Wherever we want to define model driven approach of SA5 solutions, those tables must be there.

I: 28.550 is not only def. of a dedicated interface.

S: In the table, all operations are put in the same cell..

I: But there are two tables.. please check.

E: This is a very interesting contribution, welcome it very much. A start for a good work that can be done. Many contributions about 28.622 at this meeting. We need to improve the TS. There are a number of proposals, and this one has more meat in it, so we should get together offline before next meeting and get a more consolidated view.

N: We have much more stuff to address than the example of what is in 28.550 (and model driven approach).

DT: Very good approach to improve readability, but we should make it clear in the document what to do. Appreciate if we can centralise the information more than it is now.

H: In 32.103 (11.1), there is actually a diagram to show the relations between different 5G TSs. Do you want to keep and follow that structure? We should think of what is the future paradigm for our specs, and update this diagram accordingly to show it.

Way forward: Try to formulate the main principles for future work after this meeting, to be endorsed.

Stop.

18 May: More comments (Ericsson objects to endorsement but suggests to create a pCR for eSBMA with problem description and possible solution, if possible for email approval).
Conclusion: Noted

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski


	6.3
	OAM&P Maintenance and Rel-16 small Enhancements 
	
	Total 58 tdocs/ 34 email threads (12 groups+ 22 tdocs)


6.3 MAINT email thread TITLE list (34):

	TS 28.310


[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#1 (S5-213317/S5-213318) 
	 Update on energy saving management services

	TS 28.313&28.541

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#2 (S5-213096/S5-213097/S5-213320/S5-213322/S5-213439/S5-213440) C-SON and domain centralized SON

	TS 28.531

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#3 (S5-213123/S5-213124)Clarify misleading information in network slicing use cases

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213064 Rel-16 CR 28.531 Remove subscribe and unsubscribe operations

	TS 28.532

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213099 Rel-16 CR 28.532 Clarifying A B and C

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213105 Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct definitions for performance assurance (stage 2 and 3)

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213106 Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct definitions for file management (stage 2, REST SS, OpenAPI definition)

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213159 Rel-16 CR TS 28.532 Update clause 11.2.2 Managed information for fault supervision management service

	TS 28.535

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#4 (S5-213430/S5-213431/S5-213432) Update lifecycle description

	TS 28.541

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#5 (S5-213157/S5-213158) Correct the description for GNBDUFunction and EP_NgC

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#6 (S5-213376/S5-213377) Add note for RRMPolicy

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#7 (S5-213380/S5-213381/S5-213382/S5-213383/S5-213384/S5-213385) network slice NRM

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213045 Rel-17 CR 28.541 Correction of ServiceProfile attributes

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213053 Yang Corrections of implementation errors

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213375 Rel16 CR 28.541 Update OpenAPI  to adapt change in 28.623

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213378 Rel17 CR 28.541 Inclusive language review fixing

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213416 Correct inconsistencies in definitions around network slice management

	TS 28.545

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213319 Add missing Alarm Requirements and Use Cases

	TS 28.552

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#8 (S5-213386/S5-213387) Fix definition of measurement Average delay DL on F1-U

	TS 28.622&28.623&32.422

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#9 (S5-213107/S5-213187/S5-213208/S5-213116)Trace/MDT related parameters

	TS 28.622&28.623

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#10 (S5-213198/S5-213201) Replace legacy IRPAgent with MnsAgent

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213203 Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify a subscription is required for notifyFileReady

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213204 Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify definition of PerfMetricJob

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213205 Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify the notification filter applies to all parameters of a notification

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213206 Rel-16 CR 28.622 Correct common notifications table

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213207 Rel-16 CR 28.622 Add missing definitions of common data types

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213303 Rel-16 CR 28.622  Clarify model for managed management functions

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213233 Rel-16 CR 28.623 Clean up regarding common data types (OpenAPI definition)

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213388 Rel-16 CR 28.623 Correct definition of additionalInformation (YANG) 

	TS 28.158

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#11 (S5-213108/S5-213109) Correct definitions of resource creation

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213110 Rel-16 CR 32.158 Correct definition of the REST SS specification template

	TS 32.160

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213104 Rel-16 CR 32.160 Change format for NRM stage 3 definition rules from JSON to YAML

	TS 32.160&28.532&28.622

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT,GROUP#12 (S5-213100/S5-213149/S5-213156) Align different (abbreviated) names for support qualifier to “S”

	TS 32.421

	[SA5#137e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-213224 CR TS 32.421 Update inclusive language


MAINT GROUP#1 Update on energy saving management services (2)
	S5-213317
	Rel-16 CR TS28.310 Update on energy saving management services

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Huawei Telecommunication India
	Man Wang
	Rel-16
	28.310
	16.4.0
	EE_5G
	F

	S5-213318
	Rel-17 CR TS28.310 Update on energy saving management services

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Huawei Telecommunication India
	Man Wang
	Rel-16
	28.310
	17.0.0
	EE_5G
	A


TS 28.310&28.313&28.541
MAINT GROUP#2 C-SON and domain centralized SON (6)
	S5-213096
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.310 Correction to definition for domain centralized SON 

11 May: First set of comments
12-13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Nanjing Ericsson Panda Com Ltd
	Gang Li
	Rel-16
	28.310
	16.4.0
	EE_5G
	F

	S5-213097
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.310 Correction to definition for domain centralized SON 

11 May: First set of comments


12-13 May: More comments
8 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Nanjing Ericsson Panda Com Ltd
	Gang Li
	Rel-17
	28.310
	17.0.0
	EE_5G
	A

	S5-213320
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.313 Update of PCI configuration for C-SON

11 May: First set of comments
12 May: More comments

Conclusion: Not pursued (Intel objects)
	Huawei Telecommunication India
	Man Wang
	Rel-16
	28.313
	16.1.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-213322
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.313 Update of PCI configuration for C-SON
11 May: First set of comments

12 May: More comments
Conclusion: Not pursued (Intel objects)
	Huawei Telecommunication India
	Man Wang
	Rel-17
	28.313
	17.0.0
	SON_5G
	A

	S5-213439

(late)
	Rel-16 28.541 Correction to definition for domain centralized SON 
11 May: First set of comments

12-13 May: More comments

14 May: More comments

18 May: More comments – Ericsson asking for email approval to fix new YANG errors found in the TS.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213459
	Nanjing Ericsson Panda Com Ltd
	Gang Li
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-213440

(late)
	Rel-17 28.541 Correction to definition for domain centralized SON 
11 May: First set of comments

12 May: More comments

18 May: More comments – Ericsson asking for email approval to fix new YANG errors found in the TS.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213460
	Nanjing Ericsson Panda Com Ltd
	Gang Li
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.1
	TEI16
	A


Leaders recommendation for S5-213439/3440: late tdocs will be treated.
TS 28.531

MAINT GROUP#3 Clarify misleading information in network slicing use cases (2)
	S5-213123
	Rel-15 CR 28.531 CR Clarify misleading information in network slicing use cases

10 May: First set of comments (TEF Support and wish to co-sign)

11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213461
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-15
	28.531
	15.7.0
	NETSLICE-5GNRM
	F

	S5-213124
	Rel-16 CR 28.531 CR Clarify misleading information in network slicing use cases

10 May: First set of comments (TEF Support and wish to co-sign)

11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213462
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.531
	16.9.0
	NETSLICE-5GNRM
	F


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)

	S5-213064
	Rel-16 CR 28.531 Remove subscribe and unsubscribe operations
10 May: First set of comments
12 May: First set of comments
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)

18 May: Further clarifications from Ericsson.

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Ericsson Inc.
	Junfeng Wang
	Rel-16
	28.531
	16.9.0
	TEI16
	F


TS 28.532
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (4)
	S5-213099
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Clarifying A B and C

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments + rev1+rev2 uploaded
16 May: More comments (Ericsson objects (“We agree this information needs to be captured for Generic Performance Assurance but given the TS restructuring (S5-213364) discussion further updates should wait”))
18 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F


	S5-213105
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct definitions for performance assurance (stage 2 and 3)

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments (MCC)

12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
17 May: More comments

8 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded after the deadline

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213681
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE-ADPM5G
	F


	S5-213106
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct definitions for file management (stage 2, REST SS, OpenAPI definition)

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments (MCC)

13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213463
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F


	S5-213159
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.532 Update clause 11.2.2 Managed information for fault supervision management service

13 May: First set of comments

16 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded

17 May: More comments (rev1 ok for Ericsson)

18 May: More comments (objection from Nokia)

18 May: Further clarification from Huawei

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213682
	Huawei,China Mobile
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.7.1
	TEI16
	F


TS 28.535
MAINT GROUP#4 Update lifecycle description (3)

	S5-213430
	Remove description of communication service lifecycle
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.535
	16.3.0
	COSLA
	F

	S5-213431
	Update description of management control loops
(Note: Mirror in 3437)
10 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded

17 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded

18 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom AG
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.535
	16.3.0
	COSLA
	F

	S5-213432
	Update management control loops with lifecycle description
(Note: Mirror in 3438)

10 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded

17 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213464
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.535
	16.3.0
	COSLA
	F


TS 28.541
MAINT GROUP#5 Correct the description for GNBDUFunction and EP_NgC (2)
	S5-213157
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Correct the description for GNBDUFunction and EP_NgC

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received

	Huawei,China Mobile
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-213158
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Correct the description for GNBDUFunction and EP_NgC

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Huawei,China Mobile
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.1
	eNRM
	A


MAINT GROUP#6 Add note for RRMPolicy (2)

	S5-213376
	Rel16 CR 28.541 Add note for RRMPolicy

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments – Nokia asks to Note 3376 and only do it for Rel-17 in 3377.

Conclusion: Noted

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-213377
	Rel17 CR 28.541 Add note for RRMPolicy

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded (converted from mirror CR to original TEI17 CR)

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213465
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.0
	TEI16
	A


MAINT GROUP#7 network slice NRM (6)

	S5-213380
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 fix editorial issue of network slice NRM

13 May: First set of comments
14 May: More comments (MCC)

17 May: More comments (MCC)

18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213466
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Hewlett Packard Enterprise
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	TEI16
	D

	S5-213381
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 fix editorial issue of network slice NRM

13 May: First set of comments
14 May: More comments (MCC)

17 May: More comments (MCC)

18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213467
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Hewlett Packard Enterprise
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.0
	TEI17
	D

	S5-213382
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 fix inheritance relation of network slice NRM

13 May: First set of comments
15 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213468
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Hewlett Packard Enterprise
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-213383
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 fix inheritance relation of network slice NRM

13 May: First set of comments
15 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213469
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Hewlett Packard Enterprise
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.0
	TEI16
	A

	S5-213384
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 fix cardinality on the NetworkSlice to NetworkSliceSubnet relationship

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments (Huawei/TEF Not supportive, Ericsson objects)

15 May: More comments
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson and Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Hewlett Packard Enterprise
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-213385
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 fix cardinality on the NetworkSlice to NetworkSliceSubnet relationship

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments (Huawei Not supportive, Ericsson objects)

15 May: More comments
17 May: More comments

18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded


8 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson and Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Hewlett Packard Enterprise
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.0
	TEI16
	A


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (5)
	S5-213045
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Correction of ServiceProfile attributes

11 May: First set of comments
17 May: More comments
Conclusion: Agreed with no more comments received
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.1
	TEI17
	F


No stage3 tdoc?
	S5-213053
	Yang Corrections of implementation errors

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	eNRM
	F


	S5-213375

(NA?)
	Rel16 CR 28.541 Update OpenAPI  to adapt change in 28.623

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Withdrawn

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	TEI16
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-213375: late stage3 will be treated.
	S5-213378
	Rel17 CR 28.541 Inclusive language review fixing

11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
12-13 May: More comments
17 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded + more comments
18 May: More comments from chair: If we cannot agree to use “block” in all three “inclusive language” CRs 3378/3213/3224 before the deadline for last upload today 12.00 CEST (and have revised versions uploaded) or last comments deadline 23.59 CEST today (in which case we decide at the closing plenary), I propose to take all these 3 CRs for email approval so we can update them after the meeting in a consistent way.

Closing plenary discussion:

E: If we agree on a common term, it would be good to also inform RAN3 (CC RAN2) about it in an LS to enable alignment between SA5/RAN on these terms.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213470 together with (revision of) 3213/3224. Also include a new LS to RAN2/RAN3 in new tdoc# S5-213683 (author: Robert)  (Email approval Moderator: Thomas)


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.2.0
	TEI17
	D


	S5-213683
	LS to RAN2&RAN3 on Inclusive language for ANR

Conclusion: Email approval
	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen


	S5-213416
	Correct inconsistencies in definitions around network slice management

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received

	Ericsson LM
	Volodymyr Malashnyak
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.8.0
	eNRM
	F


TS 28.545
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)
	S5-213319
	Add missing Alarm Requirements and Use Cases

10 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (Nokia asking for an important clarification)
Conclusion: Agreed with no more comments
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-17
	28.545
	16.1.0
	TEI17
	B


TS 28.552
MAINT GROUP#8 Fix definition of measurement Average delay DL on F1-U (2)
	S5-213386
	Rel-16 CR 28.552 Fix definition of measurement Average delay DL on F1-U

13 May: First set of comments


14 May: More comments
Conclusion: Agreed with no more comments received
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.552
	16.9.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-213387
	Rel-17 CR 28.552 Fix definition of measurement Average delay DL on F1-U

13 May: First set of comments
14 May: More comments
Conclusion: Agreed with no more comments received
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.552
	17.2.1
	TEI16
	A


TS 28.622&28.623&32.422
MAINT GROUP#9 Trace/MDT related parameters (4)
	S5-213107
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Addition, adaptation and cleanup of Trace/MDT related parameters (stage2)

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213471

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Christiane Allwang
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	5GMDT
	F

	S5-213187 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Addition, adaptation and cleanup of Trace/MDT related parameters (stage 3)

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213472

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Christiane Allwang
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.7.0
	5GMDT
	F

	S5-213208
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Align Trace/MDT related parameters to TS 32.422 (OpenAPI definition)

10 May: First set of comments

13-14 May: More comments
14 May: Rev1 uploaded (to Inbox; Moved to Drafts the 17 May)
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213473


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Christiane Allwang
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.7.0
	5GMDT
	F

	S5-213116
	Rel-17 CR 32.422 Correction, alignment and cleanup of Trace/MDT related parameters

10 May: First set of comments (Some overlapping with Ericsson’s contributions S5-213055 (Rel-16) and S5-213056 (Rel-17), suggest to merge S5-213056 into this contribution and Ericsson can co-sign)

11 May: Rev1 (merging of 3056 and 3116) is uploaded - so 3116rev1 should become the mirror of 3055rev1.
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213474

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	Christiane Allwang
	Rel-17
	32.422
	17.2.0
	5GMDT
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-213187: late stage3 will be treated.
TS 28.622&28.623
MAINT GROUP#10 Replace legacy IRPAgent with MnsAgent (2)
	S5-213198
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Replace legacy IRPAgent with MnsAgent (stage 2)

13 May: First set of comments (Ericsson objects)

14 May: More comments

18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson)

19 May: Author points out that it was conditionally agreed at SA5#135e in S5-211250)

Conclusion: Email approval (to align the CR exactly with the conditionally agreed contents in S5-211250) – in new tdoc# S5-213684


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F

	S5-213201 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Replace legacy IRPAgent with MnsAgent (OpenAPI definition)

11 May: First set of comments (MCC)

13 May: More comments (Ericsson objects)

14 May: More comments

18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson)

9 May: Author points out that it was conditionally agreed at SA5#135e in S5-211251)

Conclusion: Email approval (to align the CR exactly with the conditionally agreed contents in S5-211251) – in new tdoc# S5-213685
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.7.0
	NETSLICE
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-213201: late stage3 will be treated.
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (8)

	S5-213203
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify a subscription is required for notifyFileReady

11 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213475
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F


	S5-213204
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify definition of PerfMetricJob

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments (Ericsson not supportive)

14 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed with no more comments received – revise to final tdoc# S5-213476


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F


	S5-213205
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify the notification filter applies to all parameters of a notification

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F


	S5-213206
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Correct common notifications table

11 May: First set of comments
Conclusion: Agreed with no more comments received
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F


	S5-213207
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Add missing definitions of common data types

11 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments (Ericsson not supportive)

17 May: More comments

Closing plenary discussion: Nokia asks to use this only as input to a general principle discussion after the meeting, using this contribution as an endorsed idea for the coming discussions.

Conclusion: Not pursued

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	NETSLICE
	F


	S5-213303
	Rel-16 CR 28.622  Clarify model for managed management functions

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments
17 May CC:

Nokia first showed tdoc 088 from last meeting, which explains the basics behind the proposal (to model management functions in a ManagedElement).

I: Very interesting contribution. In Rel-15 we knew we have the Mgmt Function that contained Mgmt Service. We said the mgmt producer is part of mgmt function. Now, mgmt producer and function have some relation so we to be sure we know what we are doing. Is mgmt producer still part of the mgmt function, or are we introducing sth completely new? What’s the relation between MnS function and producer, and MnS agent? Seems we are modelling MnS function and producer totally independent here.

N: MnS agent is representing the OAM interfaces, the producer is kind of the end point, but the business logic is e.g. represented by the AMFFunction.

I_ Only concern is: You have a logic function like MnS agent, with only some basic information about the function, not the business logic. But they have some relation. If you want to introduce a generic logical function, I am fine with that, but what is the relation with the service interface?

N: We should express which producer and which consumer supports each mgmt function (beyond Rel-16 clarification).

S: For Release, the DP talks about Rel-17 but this CR is for Rel-16, can it be justified for Cat-F?

N: I am open to discuss this. The possibility to contain mgmt function directly under SubNetwork may not be applicable to Cat-F.

S: But there is no change of model in the CR?

N: OK, I will check this offline.

H: We support the idea of modelling of Mgmt function. We think it can be done better in Rel-17. The scenario when ME only contains Mgmt function, where is it?

N: I can ship a box that only supports one mgmt function. Then ME can contain this function.

H: But why can’t the management node contain this function?

N: My understanding of management node is the “bigger thing” that can contain a lot of stuff.

H: Haven’t see the scenario that an ME only contains a mgmt function, without any resources.

DT: Same question about the mgmt function, they should also be inside the mgmt node, not only the ME. But why do we need the mgmt node actually. Why do we separate them? And what do you mean with the term distinct in “A "ManagedElement" represents a distinct telecommunication network resource”?

Stop.

18 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	eNRM
	F


	S5-213233
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Clean up regarding common data types (OpenAPI definition)

11 May: First set of comments (MCC)

14 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213478

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.7.0
	REST_SS
	F


	S5-213388 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Correct definition of additionalInformation (YANG)

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.7.0
	eNRM
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-213388: late stage3 will be treated.
TS 32.158

MAINT GROUP#11 Correct definitions of resource creation (2)
	S5-213108
	Rel-16 CR 32.158 Correct definitions of resource creation

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213479

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	32.158
	16.2.0
	REST_SS
	F

	S5-213109
	Rel-16 CR 32.158 Correct definitions of resource update

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	32.158
	16.2.0
	REST_SS
	F


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)

	S5-213110
	Rel-16 CR 32.158 Correct definition of the REST SS specification template

11 May: First set of comments (MCC)

Conclusion: Agreed with no more comments received
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	32.158
	16.2.0
	REST_SS
	F


TS 32.160
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)

	S5-213104
	Rel-16 CR 32.160 Change format for NRM stage 3 definition rules from JSON to YAML

10 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
17 May: More comments
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213480


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	32.160
	16.4.0
	REST_SS
	F


TS 32.160&28.532&28.622

MAINT GROUP#12 Align different (abbreviated) names for support qualifier to “S” (3)
	S5-213100
	Rel-16 CR 32.160 Align different (abbreviated) names for support qualifier to “S”

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	32.160
	16.4.0
	METHOGY
	F

	S5-213149
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Align different (abbreviated) names for support qualifier to “S”

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
13 May: More comments
17 May: More comments
Conclusion: Agreed with no more comments received
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.7.1
	METHOGY
	F

	S5-213156
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Align different (abbreviated) names for support qualifier to “S”

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.7.1
	METHOGY
	F


TS 32.421
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)

	S5-213224
	CR TS 32.421 Update inclusive language

18 May: First comments, from chair: If we cannot agree to use “block” in all three “inclusive language” CRs 3378/3213/3224 before the deadline for last upload today 12.00 CEST (and have revised versions uploaded) or last comments deadline 23.59 CEST today (in which case we decide at the closing plenary), I propose to take all these 3 CRs for email approval so we can update them after the meeting in a consistent way.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213481 together with (revision of) 3378/3213

	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	Rel-17
	32.421
	17.1.0
	TEI17
	F


	6.4
	Rel-17 Operations, Administration, Maintenance and Provisioning (OAM&P)
	
	
	

	6.4.1
	Management of non-public networks
	OAM_NPN
	870023
	Total 9 tdocs/ 8 email threads (1 group + 7 tdocs)


6.4.1 OAM_NPN email thread TITLE list (8)：
[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, GROUP#1 (S5-213085/S5-213424

	) CAG management

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-213081 pCR 28.557 Modify different management modes of NPN

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-213082 pCR 28.557 requirements of management capability exposure for different management modes of NPN

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-213083 pCR 28.557 Add Generic requirements for management of NPN

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-213084 pCR 28.557 Add requirements for management of NPN-SC

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-213086 pCR 28.557 Rapporteur clean-up proposal

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-213087 pCR 28.557 Update Annex A

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-213422 pCR 28.557 Reorganization of clause 4


OAM_NPN GROUP#1 CAG management (2)
	S5-213085
	pCR 28.557 Add requirements to support management of CAG
11 May: First set of comments


12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Approved – revise to final tdoc# S5-213482


	Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213424
	pCR 28.557 Add NG-RAN related management requirements

11 May: First set of comments
12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
14 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
15 May: More comments
17 May: More comments + rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: rev3 Approved – revise to final tdoc# S5-213483


	TELEFONICA S.A.
	Jose Ordonez-Lucena


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (7)
	S5-213081
	pCR 28.557 Modify different management modes of NPN

15 May: First set of comments
17 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded + more comments

18 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Approved – revise to final tdoc# S5-213484


	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213082
	pCR 28.557 requirements of management capability exposure for different management modes of NPN

12-13 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Approved – revise to final tdoc# S5-213485

	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213083
	pCR 28.557 Add Generic requirements for management of NPN

12-13 May: First set of comments (Nokia not supportive)

14 May: More comments
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Approved – revise to final tdoc# S5-213486


	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213084
	pCR 28.557 Add requirements for management of NPN-SC

12-13 May: First set of comments


17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
18 May: More comments (objection from Nokia)

Conclusion: Not pursued

	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213086
	pCR 28.557 Rapporteur clean-up proposal


(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received

	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213087
	pCR 28.557 Update Annex A

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received

	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213422
	pCR 28.557 Reorganization of clause 4

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received

	TELEFONICA S.A.
	Jose Ordonez-Lucena


	6.4.2
	Enhancement on Management Aspects of 5G Service-Level Agreement
	EMA5SLA
	870024
	Total 19 tdocs/ 12 email threads (6 groups + 6 tdoc)


6.4.2 EMA5SLA email thread TITLE list (12): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, GROUP#1 (S5-213049/S5-213050/S5-213117

	) perfReq


[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, GROUP#2 (S5-213090/S5-213091

	) Add positioning support in RANSliceSubnetProfile


[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, GROUP#3 (S5-213092/S5-213093

	) Add synchronicity support in RANSliceSubnetProfile


[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, GROUP#4 (S5-213094/S5-213095

	) Update throughput NRM


[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, GROUP#5 (S5-213228/S5-213231

	) SLA management


[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, GROUP#6 (S5-213089/S5-213412

	) GST attributes

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, S5-213088 Living document of review of GSMA GST SA5#137e

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, S5-213135 Rel-17 CR  28.541 Add reliability to CN slice profile

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, S5-213230 Add specific slice profile for TN domain

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, S5-213232 Revised WID on EMA5SLA

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, S5-213372 CR 28.541 enhance 5GC NRM to support netework slice admission control.

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, S5-213421 Usage of slice input parameters


EMA5SLA GROUP#1 perfReq (3)
	S5-213049
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Delete the PerfReq in SliceProfile
10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments (proposed to merge with 3117)

12 May: Confirmed that it is merged with 3117
Conclusion: Merged in revision of 3117
	China Mobile, Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213050
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 OpenAPI changes of deleting the PerfReq in SliceProfile
10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments (proposed to merge with 3117)

12 May: Confirmed that it is merged with 3117
Conclusion: Merged in revision of 3117
	China Mobile, Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213117
	perfReq mapping to domain specific attributes

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments (proposed to merge with 3049/3050)

12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded (merge with 3049/3050).
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
17 May: More comments + rev3 uploaded
18 May: More comments – authors asking for email approval to make one more revision to avoid objection.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213487

	Ericsson LM
	Volodymyr Malashnyak


EMA5SLA GROUP#2 Add positioning support in RANSliceSubnetProfile (2)
	S5-213090
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Add positioning support in RANSliceSubnetProfile
10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213488


	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213091
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 OpenAPI of adding positioning support in RANSliceSubnetProfile
10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213489


	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang


EMA5SLA GROUP#3 Add synchronicity support in RANSliceSubnetProfile (2)

	S5-213092
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Add synchronicity support in RANSliceSubnetProfile

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213490
	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213093
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 OpenAPI of adding synchronicity support in RANSliceSubnetProfile

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213491
	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang


EMA5SLA GROUP#4 Update throughput NRM (2)

	S5-213094
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Update throughput NRM stage 2

10 May: First set of comments (Ericsson Not supportive)
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments

14-15 May: More comments

17 May: More comments

19 May: More comments – Ericsson asking for email approval to avoid objection, as it is “addressing the same issues as Ericsson contribution 3117 objected by Huawei and which Ericsson requested for email review”)
Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213492
	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213095
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 OpenAPI changes of updating throughput NRM stage 2

10 May: First set of comments (Ericsson Not supportive)
11 May: More comments

12 May: More comments

19 May: More comments – Ericsson asking for email approval to avoid objection, as it is “addressing the same issues as Ericsson contribution 3117 objected by Huawei and which Ericsson requested for email review”)

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213493
	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang


EMA5SLA GROUP#5 SLA management (2)

	S5-213228
	TS 28.540 Update the requirements for for management of network slice and network slice subnet

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments
14 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded + More comments

17 May: rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213494
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaowen Sun

	S5-213231
	Add the SLA management related requirements and procedure

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments
14 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded + More comments
17 May: rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213495
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaowen Sun


EMA5SLA GROUP#6 GST attributes (2)

	S5-213089
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Update table L.2.1 to introduce PM info

10 May: First set of comments (TEF suggests merging 3089/3412)

11 May: More comments (Ericsson supports merging)

12 May: More comments – 3089 is merged with 3412

(13 May: More comments)

Conclusion: Merged in revision of 3412


	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213412
	Correction on mapping GST attributes

10 May: First set of comments (TEF suggests merging 3089/3412)

11 May: More comments (Ericsson supports merging)

12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded 

12 May: 3089 is merged with rev2 uploaded

13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
16 May: More comments + rev3 uploaded
17 May: More comments + rev4 uploaded
18 May: More comments (objection from Samsung – but “will be revoked if the table and the preceding sentence is removed”). Author asking for email approval.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213496


	Ericsson LM
	Volodymyr Malashnyak


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (6)
	S5-213088
	Living document of review of GSMA GST SA5#137e

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Endorsed with no comments received


	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213135
	Rel-17 CR  28.541 Add reliability to CN slice profile

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – provide final version with new tdoc# S5-213686 

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-213230
	Add specific slice profile for TN domain

11 May: First set of comments
12 May: More comments


17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson)

Conclusion: Not pursued

	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaowen Sun


	S5-213232
	Revised WID on EMA5SLA 


17 May: First set of comments (MCC: “These small changes are OK, but they are not justifying sending this to SA. It’s just a change of dates and adding a few words on the description of a change.  No need to approve anything new here. I suggest to endorse this document but not to agree on it so as not to send it to SA”)

Conclusion: Endorsed with no more comments received (but don’t send to SA)


	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaowen Sun


	S5-213372
	CR 28.541 enhance 5GC NRM to support netework slice admission control.

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments


13 May: More comments


14 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213497 (Note: Error in the file name of “rev1” in drafts, “rev1” missing)

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


	S5-213421
	Usage of slice input parameters

10 May: First set of comments


11 May: (Many) More comments
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments (agreed to merge attributes)

18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
18 May: More comments (objection from Samsung)

Conclusion: Not pursued

	Ericsson LM
	Volodymyr Malashnyak


	6.4.3
	Management of MDT enhancement in 5G
	e_5GMDT
	870025
	Total 8 tdocs/ 4 email threads (2 groups+2 tdocs)


6.4.3 e_5GMDT email thread TITLE list (4): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.3-e_5GMDT, GROUP#1 (S5-213055/S5-213056

	) Correct collection periods applied for MDT activation and handover in NR


[SA5#137e], 6.4.3-e_5GMDT, GROUP#2 (S5-213021/S5-213179/
S5-213057/S5-213177

	) MDT polluted measurement indication

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.3-e_5GMDT, S5-213054 Add new adminstrative messages in GPB trace record format

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.3-e_5GMDT, S5-213222 Handling of user contest for location reporting in SON/MDT


e_5GMDT GROUP#1 Correct collection periods applied for MDT activation and handover in NR (2)

	S5-213055
	Correct collection periods applied for MDT activation and handover in NR

10-11 May: First set of comments (should be revised to contain the same changes as the merged 3056 and 3116, but for Rel-16, so 3116rev1 should become the mirror of 3055rev1)

12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213498

	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.422
	Rel-16

	S5-213056
	Correct collection periods applied for MDT activation and handover in NR

11 May: suggested to merge with S5-213116 – accepted by Nokia

Conclusion: Merged in revision of S5-213116
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.422
	Rel-17

	e_5GMDT GROUP#2 MDT polluted measurement indication (4)
	
	
	
	
	

	S5-213021
	Resubmitted LS to SA5 on the details of logging forms reported by the gNB-CU-CP, gNB-CU-UP and gNB-DU under measurement pollution conditions

Reallocate 6.1-> 6.4.3
Proposed reply in 3179

Conclusion: Replied in S5-213499


	R3-211334
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	
	

	S5-213179
	Reply LS on the details of logging forms reported by the gNB-CU-CP, gNB-CU-UP and gNB-DU under measurement pollution conditions

Reallocate 6.1-> 6.4.3
(Reply LS to 3021)

14 May: First set of comments (from Chair & MCC: Need to send this LS for email approval (if the contents is agreed) to avoid a hassle with updating it at the closing plenary and make sure we use the correct Tdoc numbers in the attachments.)

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213499

	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	
	

	S5-213057
	Add new requirement for measurement pollution indication in NR

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.421
	Rel-17

	S5-213177
	Add MDT polluted measurement indication for trace record in NR

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213500
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.423
	Rel-17


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (2)
	S5-213054
	Add new adminstrative messages in GPB trace record format

11 May: First set of comments
12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (Nokia agrees to explanation from Ericsson)

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213501


	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.423

	Rel-17



	S5-213222
	Handling of user contest for location reporting in SON/MDT 

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments


17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson and Nokia)

Conclusion: Noted

	Apple GmbH
	Zhibin Wu
	32.423

	Rel-16



	6.4.4
	Additional NRM features
	adNRM
	870026
	Total 11 tdocs/ 7 email threads (3 groups +4 tdocs)


6.4.4 adNRM email thread TITLE list (7): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.4-adNRM, GROUP#1 (S5-213136/S5-213137/S5-213138

	) Enhancement of NRM definition for the NWDAF


[SA5#137e], 6.4.4-adNRM, GROUP#2 (S5-213160/S5-213161

	) EP_transport

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.4-adNRM, GROUP#3 (S5-213373/ S5-213423) 5G core NRM fragment

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.4-adNRM, S5-213040 Rel-17 SBMA versions for 28.622 and 28.623

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.4-adNRM, S5-213041 Repairing-Splitting 28.541

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.4-adNRM, S5-213399 Correction of 5QI definitions in NRM

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.4-adNRM, S5-213418 Correct inconsistencies in definitions around network slice management


adNRM GROUP#1 Enhancement of NRM definition for the NWDAF (3)

	S5-213136
	Discussion on enhansement of NRM definition for the NWDAF

13 May: First set of comments
14 May: More comments
Conclusion: Endorsed with no more comments received


	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	28.541


	S5-213137
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Enhansement of NRM definition for the NWDAF

10 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
14 May: More comments
17 May: rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213502

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	28.541

	S5-213138
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 OpenAPI Enhansement of NRM definition for the NWDAF

13 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
14 May: More comments
17 May: rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213503

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	28.541


adNRM GROUP#2 EP_transport (2)

	S5-213160
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 improve the readability of EP_Transport

15 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
16 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213504


	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.541


	S5-213161
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.531Add reference to EP_transport for transport network requirements

12 May: First set of comments (Ericsson objects)

14-15 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
16 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
16 May: More comments (Ericsson supportive with change)

17-18 May: More comments + rev3—rev6 uploaded

18 May: More comments (Ericsson asking for one more change after the deadline) – author asking to take it for email approval (based on rev7)

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213505

	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.531



adNRM GROUP#3 5G core NRM fragment (2)
	S5-213373
	TD enhance 5GC NRM to support plug and play of 5GC NF

11 May: First set of comments (Huawei not supportive)

13 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments (Ericsson not supportive)
18 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
Closing plenary discussion:

Ericsson has an objection as the earlier comments had not been sufficiently addressed. 

Conclusion: Noted


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	28.541


	S5-213423
	Enhance 5G Core AMF NRM fragment

11 May: First set of comments (Huawei not supportive)

13 May: More comments
13 May: More comments (Ericsson not supportive)

17 May: More comments (MCC)

18 May: More comments (objection from Huawei)
Conclusion: Not pursued

	Nokia Germany
	Konstantinos Samdanis
	28.541



The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (4)

	S5-213040
	Rel-17 SBMA versions for 28.622 and 28.623

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
14 May CC:

Presented by Ericsson. A new TS replacing 28.622/623 is proposed for Rel-17 SBMA, but keep 28.622/623 for backwards compatibility reasons (to support IRP/LTE).

I: Some IOCs may be applicable to both legacy and SBMA approach, then we need to keep them in both TSs?

E: We can consider what to do in that case, whether to duplicate or reference.

N: A bit puzzled by this contribution. We don’t have any Rel-17 versions so far because we were working on draftCRs, so that is no issue.

N: Which problem are you trying to solve?

E: I would like a clean Rel-17 document, separate from the Rel-16 issues which causes many CRs. Look at S5-213107(rev1) as an example. That is a Rel-16 CR proposing a new attributes and datatypes.

N: We can discuss if this should be a Rel-16 or Rel-17 CR but I don’t see why that is an argument for this proposal.

E: It’s clear that there is a problem with 28.622 and its SSs. We can’t get rid of the old SS because they are used for earlier generations. SO I think it would make sense to have all new 5G stuff in a new 5G SBMA version of 28.622. Otherwise, are we saying that we are moving SBMA into 3G and 4G? Now that we don’t have a Rel-17 version of 622/623, it’s the perfect time to do this split. We don’t want to maintain all the 5G specific information that we have, in the old systems for 3G/4G.

I: Interesting discussion, whether legacy NRMs should also support SBMA. Last meeting we approved a study item on the ESBMA, and we need to investigate whether legacy nodes will also be manageable by legacy NRMs.

N: Replacing 622/623 with SBMA version… but 4.1 should be only about 28.623. And we introduced SBMA in Rel-15 already, so it is not new. And what about BC if you move all 5G stuff to a new spec?

N: Are you saying that we shall stop Rel-16 completely for this TS? So what is the real problem? Is it about being overloaded with maintenance work (which is business as usual)?

N: This split would also cut the backward compatibility from 28.622 which is based on 28.620, the Federated network model which was agreed with TMF long ago.

N: If you want to split SSs in 28.623, that’s OK, but don’t split 28.622.

H: Currently we get lots of issues from coupling between different specs for each generation. Other WGs seem to have different TSs for different generations, maybe we should also consider that.

E: The proposal from Huawei is very good and should be evaluated. The intention of the Ericsson proposal is to not maintain XML and CORBA for 5G. 

N: I would strongly discourage starting everything from scratch again with 28.622 which has evolved for many years. Agree that it doesn’t make sense to specify XML and CORBA for the new 5G stuff. So is the problem statement that for IRP deployments 2/3/4G, we want to use the Rel-14 version of 622/623, because it doesn’t contain the SBMA stuff developed for 5G?

E: For the legacy systems we need to maintain the IRP-based TSs to support them, so this may be the answer.

N: But if that is the case, I don’t think the proposed solution would work. Maybe we need to state in 622 that you need to use the Rel-14 version to support legacy (IRP-based) systems. To say that Rel-16 is IRP-only is too late, because there is already 5G SBMA stuff in the TS, and implemented in the field.

E: I welcome the discussion, and let’s continue this and see how we can solve it in the best way.

I: Echo Huawei’s point about one spec for each generation – this would impact the readability. We need to make it clear in each TS if it applies to all generations, and which IOC etc. applies to each generation. So we need at least one “cook book” for every generation which describes what specs are applicable to that generation.

H: We have to make a choice, what we have done is to reuse as much as possible and create generic specifications for all generations, this reduces readability.

Stop.

Conclusion: Endorsed with no more comments received


	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	28.622



	S5-213041
	Repairing-Splitting 28.541

13 May: First set of comments
14 May CC:
Presented by Ericsson

E: 28.541 has become very big, about 400 pages, which causes many crashes and delays, also for MCC. So we must do something.

E: Can the leadership/MCC send it to some Word expert to fix the issues by some reformatting? Otherwise we probably need to split it.

MCC: Have sent this to the EditHelp, but didn’t find any solution. We probably would need to send it to Microsoft. Suggest the SA5 chair to contact the MCC manager (Isham) about this. Very difficult to work with CR implementations right now. But we have to start planning for the worst case ie to split the TS.

Chair: OK, I take an AP to check this.

I: Welcome this contribution. Two TSs have this problem, 38.331 and 28.541. For the split way forward, stage 2/ stage 3 split may be better (as we already have stage 1 split)  – a functional split may cause more problems. Another observation (for readability): In 28.622, the IOCs and data types are defined in the same clause (but separate subclauses). I think it may also be good to organise the IOCs and data types in separate clauses (all IOCs together, no mix).

E: I prefer to take the readability issues separate from the performance.

S: This is a problem that needs a solution. In my own work, I separate stage 2 from stage 3 and it works without problems.

E: OK, then I will revise the proposal to change the order of preference.

Stop.

17 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
18 May: More comments (Huawei asks to remove a statement, for email approval)

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213507

	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	28.541



	S5-213399
	Correction of 5QI definitions in NRM

10 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
11 May: More comments
16 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
17 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213508


	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	28.541



	S5-213418
	Correct inconsistencies in definitions around network slice management 

(No comments since start of meeting)


Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Ericsson LM
	Volodymyr Malashnyak
	28.541



	6.4.5
	Enhancement of QoE Measurement Collection
	eQoE
	870027
	Total 1 tdoc/ 1 email thread (1 tdoc)


6.4.5 eQoE email thread TITLE list (1): 

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.5-eQoE, S5-213330 Adding Signalling Based Activation for LTE


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)
	S5-213330
	Adding Signalling Based Activation for LTE


14 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213509

	Ericsson LM
	Bagher Zadeh
	Rel-17
	28.405


	6.4.6
	Enhancements of 5G performance measurements and KPIs
	ePM_KPI_5G
	880025
	Total 12 tdocs/ 7 email thread (2 groups+5 tdocs)


6.4.6 ePM_KPI_5G email thread TITLE list (7): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.6-ePM_KPI_5G, GROUP#1 (S5-213185/S5-213186/S5-213188/S5-213189

	) Measurements related to data record for UDR


[SA5#137e], 6.4.6-ePM_KPI_5G, GROUP#2 (S5-213396/S5-213397/S5-213398

	) Exception Reporting Support to PM XML File

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.6-ePM_KPI_5G, S5-213052 Definition of the Total DRB Accessibility KPI

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.6-ePM_KPI_5G, S5-213111 New measurement for number of normally released calls (QCI1 E-RAB) initiated by MME in RLF detected conditions

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.6-ePM_KPI_5G, S5-213270 New measurements for the number of attempted and successfully resumed DRBs

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.6-ePM_KPI_5G, S5-213316 Rel-17 CR 28.554 Update the Accessibility KPI to cover RRC Resume

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.6-ePM_KPI_5G, S5-213420 Add PMs on inter-gNB successful and failed handover execution per beam pair


ePM_KPI_5G GROUP#1 Measurements related to data record for UDR (4)

	S5-213185
	CR Rel-17 28.552 Add measurements related to data record creation for UDR

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Intel
	Yizhi Yao
	Rel-17
	28.552

	S5-213186
	CR Rel-17 28.552 Add measurements related to data record deletion for UDR

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Intel
	Yizhi Yao
	Rel-17
	28.552

	S5-213188
	CR Rel-17 28.552 Add measurements related to data record update for UDR

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Intel
	Yizhi Yao
	Rel-17
	28.552

	S5-213189
	CR Rel-17 28.552 Add measurements related to data modification notification subscription for UDR

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Intel
	Yizhi Yao
	Rel-17
	28.552


ePM_KPI_5G GROUP#2 Exception Reporting Support to PM XML File (3)

	S5-213396
	Add Exception Reporting Support to PM XML File Schema

12 May: First set of comments
16 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Nokia)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-17
	28.532

	S5-213397
	Add Exception Reporting Support to PM XML File Schema

12 May: First set of comments
16 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Nokia)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-17
	32.435

	S5-213398
	Add Exception Reporting Support to PM File Format Definition

12 May: First set of comments
16 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Nokia)

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-17
	32.432


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (5)
	S5-213052
	Definition of the Total DRB Accessibility KPI


13 May: First set of comments
17 May: More comments (MCC) + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213510

	Nokia Solutions & Networks (I)
	Martin Kollar
	Rel-17
	28.554


	S5-213111
	New measurement for number of normally released calls (QCI1 E-RAB) initiated by MME in RLF detected conditions

11 May: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
17 May: More comments (MCC) + rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: rev3 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213511

	Nokia Solutions & Networks (I)
	Martin Kollar
	Rel-17
	32.425


	S5-213270
	New measurements for the number of attempted and successfully resumed DRBs 

13 May: First set of comments


17 May: More comments (MCC) + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213677


	Nokia Solutions & Networks (I)
	Martin Kollar
	Rel-17
	28.552


	S5-213316
	Rel-17 CR 28.554 Update the Accessibility KPI to cover RRC Resume

13 May: First set of comments
17 May: More comments + rev1 + rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213678


	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-17
	28.554


	S5-213420
	Add PMs on inter-gNB successful and failed handover execution per beam pair  

11 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments (Ericsson objects)

17 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed – revise to final tdoc# S5-213679


	Nokia Germany
	Konstantinos Samdanis
	Rel-17
	28.552


	6.4.7
	Management of the enhanced tenant concept
	eMEMTANE
	880026
	Total 1 tdoc/1 email thread (1 tdoc)


6.4.7 eMEMTANE email thread TITLE list (1): 

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.7-eMEMTANE, S5-213134 DP tenant representation in 3GPP management system


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)
	S5-213134
	DP tenant representation in 3GPP management system

Reallocate 6.4.6->6.4.7

10 May: First set of comments
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
Conclusion: Endorsed with no more comments received


	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	
	


	6.4.8
	Management data collection control and discovery
	MADCOL
	880028
	Total 6 tdoc/ 5 email threads (1 group+4 tdocs)


6.4.8 MADCOL email thread TITLE list (5): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.8-MADCOL, GROUP#1 (S5-213211/S5-213363

	) Managing external management data

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.8-MADCOL, S5-213199 Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Add data collection job to allow consumers without detailed knowledge of the network to request for data

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.8-MADCOL, S5-213210 Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.537 Add requirements for producing and reporting management data

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.8-MADCOL, S5-213361 Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Add solution for storing management data

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.8-MADCOL, S5-213362 Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Add solution for discovering management data


MADCOL Group#1 Managing external management data (2)

	S5-213211
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.537 Add requirements for managing external management data

11 May: First set of comments
12 May: Rev1 uploaded
14 May: rev2 uploaded


16 May: More comments
17 May: More comments + rev3 uploaded
18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson)

Conclusion: Noted

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-17
	28.537

	S5-213363
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Add solution for managing external management data

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: Rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
14 May: rev2 uploaded
17 May: More comments 
18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson and Huawei)

Conclusion: Noted

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-17
	28.622


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (4)

	S5-213199
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Add data collection job to allow consumers without detailed knowledge of the network to request for data 

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments
12 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
13 May: More comments
14 May: More comments
17 May: More comments
18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson and Samsung)
Conclusion: Noted

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Christiane Allwang
	Rel-17
	28.622


	S5-213210
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.537 Add requirements for producing and reporting management data

11 May: First set of comments
12 May: More comments
17 May CC:

E: Geographical areas are not constant. 3GPP system can be able to store data, but it should not manipulate data based on civic address and geo area. If the geo area is based on the existing IOCs, we already have this in the system.

N: Geo area is just based on lat-longitude (polygons), not IOCs. This can be translated to the base stations within that area etc.

E: This is not clarified in the contribution, and why is this requirement put on the mgmt system?

N: Because the consumer may want to deal with all these specifics.

E: But how to get the lat-long into the NRM?

N: We have 1) info in the NRM and 2) how input data is translated to that. You could map a geo polygon to which base stations in the NRM within that area. You could also define an API where you could request that information.

E: But the use case is not clear, and how to get this data into the 3GPP mgmt system.

E: This would also make it mandatory to have lat-long in every cell.

N: There are different ways to get this info, e.g. in a radio planning system.

DT: It’s not clear, what is “request mgmt specified by 3GPP to be produced”. How will it work? And civic address, I would express it more general.

N: Civic address is a well established term in RFCs, just a postal address.

DT: But e.g. in a big house with many people, how do you do then?

N: It is just another way of specifying the geo area. SO we can maybe remove this requirement. It has to be translated to geo area anyway.

N: And “management data” is clarified in the Note below the reqs.

I: What’s the relation between data collection control and existing mgmt services, e.g. Perf. Assurance and Trace/MDT? Is it going to replace them? Second, mgmt data, doesn’t it also include e.g. alarm info, why only performance and trace?

N: We can also talk about alarm info later, we just started with performance and trace. And it is not a replacement of the existing mgmt services.

Stop.

18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson)
Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-17
	28.537


	S5-213361
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Add solution for storing management data

10 May: First set of comments
11 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
12 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson)
Conclusion: Noted

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-17
	28.622


	S5-213362
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Add solution for discovering management data

10 May: First set of comments
12 May: More comments
18 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
18 May: More comments (objection from Samsung)

Conclusion: Noted

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-17
	28.622


	6.4.9
	Autonomous network levels
	ANL
	880027
	Total 7 tdocs/ 7 email threads (7 tdocs)


6.4.9 ANL email thread TITLE list (7): 

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.9-ANL, S5-213162 pCR TS 28.100 Add requirements for generic autonomous network level for network optimization

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.9-ANL, S5-213163 pCR TS 28.100 Update several existing classification of autonomous network level

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.9-ANL, S5-213164 pCR TS 28.100 Add generic autonomous network level for RAN NE deployment

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.9-ANL, S5-213190 pCR TS 28.100 Add description for Table 5-1 and update corresponding figures

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.9-ANL, S5-213191 pCR TS 28.100 Add figure in clause 4.3.4 Workflow

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.9-ANL, S5-213192 pCR TS 28.100 Add generic autonomous network level for fault management

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.9-ANL, S5-213234 pCR TS 28.100 Add a note about the relationship between the categorization of the tasks and standardized feature


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (6)
	S5-213162
	pCR TS 28.100 Add requirements for generic autonomous network level for network optimization

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213514.
	Huawei,China Mobile,China Telecom, China Unicom,AsiaInfo
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-213163
	pCR TS 28.100 Update several existing classification of autonomous network level

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213515.

	Huawei,China Mobile,China Telecom, China Unicom,AsiaInfo
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-213164
	pCR TS 28.100 Add generic autonomous network level for RAN NE deployment

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213516.
	Huawei,China Mobile,China Telecom, China Unicom,AsiaInfo
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-213190
	pCR TS 28.100 Add description for Table 5-1 and update corresponding figures

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213517.
	China Mobile, Huawei, China Telecom, China Unicom, AsiaInfo
	Xi Cao


	S5-213191
	pCR TS 28.100 Add figure in clause 4.3.4 Workflow

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213518.
	China Mobile, Huawei, China Telecom, China Unicom, AsiaInfo
	Xi Cao


	S5-213192
	pCR TS 28.100 Add generic autonomous network level for fault management

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213519.
	China Mobile, Huawei, China Telecom, China Unicom, AsiaInfo
	Xi Cao


	S5-213234
	pCR TS 28.100 Add a note about the relationship between the categorization of the tasks and standardized feature

12 May: first set of comments received. E do not agree. 

14 May: rev1 uploaded. E is ok with rev1.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213520.
	AsiaInfo, CMCC, Huawei
	chunying tang


	6.4.10
	Intent driven management service for mobile networks
	IDMS_MN
	810027
	Total 9 tdocs/ 8 email threads (1 group+7 tdocs)


6.4.10 IDMS_MN email thread TITLE list (8): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, GROUP#1 (S5-213165/S5-213288

	) Intent information model

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213166 pCR TS 28.312 Add concrete IntentExpectation for network optimization

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213167 pCR TS 28.312 Add concrete IntentExpectation for radio network deployment and radio service deployment

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213168 pCR TS 28.312  Update Clause 4.2 and Clause 4.4

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213169 pCR TS 28.312 Add state and  procedure for intent management

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213235 pCR TS 28.312 Add procedure of subsequence after the intent MOI created

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213409 Discussion on Intent Management

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.10-IDMS_MN, S5-213404 LS to TM Forum on Intent Management


IDMS_MN GROUP#1 Intent information model (2)
	S5-213165
	pCR TS 28.312 Update intent information model

10 May: first set of comments received. 

12 May: more discussion.

13 May: more comments received.

15 May: more comments received.

17 May: rev3 uploaded.

18 May: E objects rev3, rev3 does not address the most of Ericsson comments. 

Nokia Objects to both these contributions - S5-213165 & S5-213288. Regarding S5-213165: First, if we have opened discussions with other SDOs (Specifically the TM Forum) to understand their view of intents and how that may impact the SA5 model, I do not see how we can now present details without this aggregate understanding.  The modelling for the Intent IOC stills needs to be collaborated with the views from other SDO (TM Forum in particular). Moreover, for an object that is supposed to abstract the NM tasks, it is still focussing on a rigid system of specifying all attributes that may be needed for each specific intent as opposed to allowing intents to be flexibly defined.
19 May: VC suggest to put in OAM rapporteur call.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei,China Telecom, China Mobile,AsiaInfo
	Ruiyue Xu

	S5-213288
	pCR TS 28.312 IntentExpectation Datatype definition

11 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: rev1 uploaded.

13 May: more comments received.

15 May: more comments received.

18 May: rev7 uploaded.

18 May: 
213288rev7:  Ericsson also objects this contribution, however, this contribution made good progress

(datatype changed to IOC which is in line of Ericsson and Huawei expectations) and is the closest 

to Ericsson understanding regarding its content but we think this contribution needs a bit of rework

(still not use-case agnostic “servProvExpectation is pointing to Provisioning use case”, 

complete copy of the serviceprofile needs further discussion, not point of extension for WHAT the Intent is about)
Ideally it would be the best to discuss the topic in OAM call where objecting companies bring some proposals

on Intent modelling.  
Nokia Objects to both these contributions - S5-213165 & S5-213288, The relation with COSLA need to be clarified otherwise we will end up with convoluted specifications.
19 May: VC suggest to put in OAM rapporteur call.

Conclusion: Noted.

	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (7)
	S5-213166
	pCR TS 28.312 Add concrete IntentExpectation for network optimization

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more discussion.

13 May: more comments received. Rev2 uploaded.
17 May: rev3 uploaded.

18 May: Ericsson objects. I think you still got the concept of intent wrong having chapter “service and network optimization” and specifying expectations specific to optimization use case.  By defining an expectation called NetworkOptExpectation you already indicate the OAM Use case anticipating optimization use case…
Conclusion: Noted.

	Huawei,China Telecom, China Mobile
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-213167
	pCR TS 28.312 Add concrete IntentExpectation for radio network deployment and radio service deployment

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more discussion.

13 May: more comments received. rev2 uploaded.
18 May: rev4 uploaded.

18 May: E objects. Intents still should be use case agnostic.  think about motivations which makes one to deploy something by means of 5GS, needs rework.
Conclusion: Noted.

	Huawei,China Telecom, China Mobile
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-213168
	pCR TS 28.312  Update Clause 4.2 and Clause 4.4

13 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Nokia objects. We as Nokia do not agree with the implication that an Intent-Driven MnS is different from a normal MnS. I believe we need to have an alignment to see the intent as another object that can be implemented in the model driven approach. 

18 May: rev3 uploaded after the deadline with the controversial text are removed. Keep the clause 4.2.1 unchanged, see the rev3 which undo the change for clause 4.2.1.
Conclusion: rev3 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213477..

	Huawei,China Mobile,AsiaInfo
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-213169
	pCR TS 28.312 Add state and  procedure for intent management

13 May: first set of comments received. E not supportive. 

14 May: more discussion.

18 May: Nokia Objects to this contribution! Since we do not yet have a model in SA5 for Intent, we as Nokia believe it is too early to discuss details about procedures.
Ericsson also objects to this contribution since we need better understanding what the intent is and how we view it

I think it should be topic for OAM call between meetings.

19 May: VC suggest to put the discussion in OAM rapporteur call.

Conclusion: Noted.

	Huawei,China Telecom, China Mobile
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-213235
	pCR TS 28.312 Add procedure of subsequence after the intent MOI created

13 May: first set of comments received. E suggest to put into OAM call. Whether CRUD can be used for intent is to be clarified. 

17 May Conf call:

1. whether CRUD can be used? 
E: managing intent could be different with managing the IOC. Consumer send intent to producer, but the ownership of intent belongs to consumer. So there may not be need to transfer intent to producer.

Intent is not 3GPPmanagement system to manage, it’s just 3gpp system received. After intent is received, 3GPP system make the implementation. 

Ownership is not belong to producer, it lays in consumer. 

HW: whether CRUD should be used for intent-driven management? Whether intent can be modelled as normal IOC?  Huawei thinks we could use CRUD operation, and intent can be modelled as IOC.

E: where 3GPPsystem is modelled? Intent doesn't need to be modelled in NRM. CRUD, intent is created internally in consumer side. It’s not created by the producer. The intent can only be deleted by the creator of the intent. Don't think we should use CRUD to manage intent.
N: intent can be seen as higher level of abstraction of model. Allow consumer to achieve the same gaol without digging into details. If intent is like this, using CRUD is appropriate. If intent is interpreted as Declarative policy/imperative policy, CRUD could also be used. Need to reach agreement on intent first. It’s similar as COSLA goal. Need to better understand the concern on the relation between intent and NRM. 
E: agree to step back and discuss what is intent and what to manage. 

N: we need to look at NRM on what meaning it covers. Whether intent can be NRM. Not mix with programming. It’s ok to convey the information (e.g. request etc.) with NRM. No matter who uses the information.Telling producer what to do with NRM is ok as design pattern. 
S: It’s counterproductive discussion. We have background information in the study 28.812. Two options: intent is what. Modelling intent and using CRUD, or define new MnS for intent. Samsung supports CRUD and intent NRM. 
DT: intent goes direction for declarative form. Could be expressed for several levels. Some clarification for intent is needed for whether declarative intent, and relation with intent. Intent as such could also be applied in NRM and in relation to CRUD.
HW: TR 28.812 has studied intent and conclusion is to reuse CRUD and model intent. For the normative work, we need to clarify what information is needed to be contained in the IOC. 
N: happy with Samsung’s preference proposal. Have concern on to define a new MnS for intent. What has to be modelled here needs to be discussed. 
E: intent is something we must know. SA5 is not the place to define intent. TMF is doing the job on what intent is. We need to look at TMF. 
STOP. 

18 May: Nokia Objects to this contribution! Since we do not yet have a model in SA5 for Intent, we as Nokia believe it is too early to discuss details about procedures.
Conclusion: Noted.

	AsiaInfo, Huawei
	chunying tang


	S5-213409
	Discussion on Intent Management
18 May: first set of comments received. “S5-213409 Discussion on Intent Management_Huawei comments.doc” uploaded.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213521.
	Ericsson LM
	Volodymyr Malashnyak


	S5-213404
	LS to TM Forum on Intent Management
13 May: first set of comments received.

18 May: more comments received. “S5-213404rev1 LS to TM Forum on Intent Management_Huawei comments.doc” uploaded.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213522.
	Ericsson LM
	Volodymyr Malashnyak


	6.4.11
	Network policy management for 5G mobile networks based on NFV scenarios
	NPM
	860024
	Total 6 tdocs/ 6 email threads (6 tdocs)


6.4.11 NPM email thread TITLE list (6): 

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.11-NPM, S5-213014 Presentation of Spec 28.555 to SA for Approval

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.11-NPM, S5-213015 pCR 28.556 add  introduction

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.11-NPM, S5-213016 pCR 28.555 add editorial improvements

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.11-NPM, S5-213017 pCR 28.556 add policy management procedures

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.11-NPM, S5-213018 pCR 28.556 add management operation for Policy

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.11-NPM, S5-213019 pCR 28.556 add information model definition for Policy


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (6)
	S5-213014
	Presentation of Spec 28.555 to SA for Approval

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Shasha Guo


	S5-213015
	pCR 28.556 add  introduction

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Shasha Guo


	S5-213016
	pCR 28.555 add editorial improvements

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Shasha Guo


	S5-213017
	pCR 28.556 add policy management procedures

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

17 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213523.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Shasha Guo


	S5-213018
	pCR 28.556 add management operation for Policy

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Shasha Guo


	S5-213019
	pCR 28.556 add information model definition for Policy

10 May: first set of comments received.

Conclusion: Noted
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Shasha Guo


	6.4.12
	Enhanced Closed loop SLS Assurance
	eCOSLA
	870030
	Total 16 tdocs/ 12 email threads (4 groups + 8 tdocs)


6.4.12 eCOSLA email thread TITLE list (12): 

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213334 Rel-17 CR TS 28.535 Add use case of incident resolution for SLS assurance


[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, GROUP#1(S5-213436/S5-213438

	) lifecycle update 

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213287 Rel-17 CR 28.535 Targeted ACCL

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213410 R17 CR TS28.535 Use case for feasibility check of an ACCL goal

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213434 Clarify intelligence in clause 4

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213435 Re-introduce business level use cases

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213437 Update description of management control loops

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213333 Rel-17 Input to draftCR S5-212397 TS 28.535 Update coordination betwee closed control loops


[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, GROUP#2(S5-213103/S5-213170

	) Closed control loop NRM


[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, GROUP#3(S5-213331/S5-213328

	) Assurance policy for closed control loop


[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, GROUP#4(S5-213329/S5-213332

	) Assurance report for closed control loop

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.12-eCOSLA, S5-213426 Discussion paper on eCosla


TS 28.530: 

The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)
	S5-213334
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.535 Add use case of incident resolution for SLS assurance

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more discussion.

14 May: more discussion.

18 May: Nokia objects S5-213334 Since our comments were not addressed.
Conclusion: Not Pursued
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang
	28.530


TS 28.535: 

eCOSLA GROUP#1 lifecycle update (2)
	S5-213436
	Remove description of communication service lifecycle

13 May: S5-213430 mirror is S5-213436.
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk

	S5-213438
	Update management control loops with lifecycle description

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: S5-213432 mirror is S5-213438.
17 May: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213524.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (5)
CR to 28.535:

	S5-213287
	Rel-17 CR 28.535 Targeted ACCL

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more discussion.

12 May: more discussion.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: rev3 uploaded.

18 May: Although we are supportive in principle we have issues on how a geo location can be mapped to particular objects that are related to the ACCL.

For this reason we object S5-213287.
19 May: Samsung asked for email approval. 

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213674.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam


	S5-213410
	R17 CR TS28.535 Use case for feasibility check of an ACCL goal

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received. Ericsson would like to discuss feasibility check in context of network slice / network slice subnet allocation, see S5-213427 and S5-213429
13 May: rev1 uploaded.

14 May: more discussion.

17 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei objects.
Following aspects are still not clear, I would suggest to have more discussion in next meeting or offline.

1.The ACCL Goal feasibility check is MnS producer internal behavior or interface capability exposure by MnS producer

2.The relation of ACCL Goal feasibility check with NetworkSlice (Subnet) feasibility check

Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Ishan Vaishnavi


	S5-213434
	Clarify intelligence in clause 4

14 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: more discussion.
Conclusion: Agreed with no further comments received.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk


	S5-213435
	Re-introduce business level use cases

11 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more discussion.

Conclusion: Agreed with no further comments received.
	Ericsson LM, Huawei, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk


	S5-213437
	Update description of management control loops

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: S5-213431 mirror is S5-213437.

13 May: rev1 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei objects. Similar comments with S5-213431, Huawei object S5-213437 in this meeting. For this Rel17 CR, we can have more discussion and work together to improve it in next meeting.
Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk


Inputs to draftCR 28.535 (1)
	S5-213333
	Rel-17 Input to draftCR S5-212397 TS 28.535 Update coordination betwee closed control loops

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received. 

14 May: more discussion.

18 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: E objects, even if we have this in the draftCR it is still an agreed text. Ericsson would prefer to not add the text until we have agreed proposal and the Editor’s notes are resolved, therefore we object to this contribution until next meeting. 
Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang


TS 28.536: 

eCOSLA GROUP#2 Closed control loop NRM (2)
	S5-213103
	Rel-17 CR 38.536 Moving Assurance Observed and Predicted

11 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received. 3103rev2 uploaded.

18 May: rev5 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev5 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213525.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam

	S5-213170
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.536 Improve the readabililty of closed control loop NRM fragment

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: Lenovo support (this improves readability)
more comments received. 3170rev1 uploaded.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

17 May: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213526.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu


eCOSLA GROUP#3 Assurance policy for closed control loop (2)
	S5-213331
	Rel-17 Input to draftCR TS 28.536 Add assurance policy for closed control loop

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received. China Mobile objects, Policy management is already covered by the NPM WID.
14 May: Nokia object, The way that the policy is defined and related to the goal is not acceptable.

17 May: rev1 uploaded.

18 May: Samsung Objects to S5-213331 and S5-213328 for the reason mentioned in the call i.e usage of policy has not been established.
Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang

	S5-213328
	DP on assurance policy for closed control loop

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

12 May Conf call:

N: what’s the network policy? What’s diff between assurance policy and network policy?
HW: network policy is policy for MANO, assurance policy is the policy for control loop. 

The table is same as policy work item with modifying the attributes. We may only define the policy framework. 
S: why a policy is needed? Why need a Policy priority? The tdoc refer to ZSM009-1 section 8.1.4.3, but the description mentioned it’s out of scope. More justification is needed. 
HW: Propose to focus on multiple objects conflict on same object. It’s out of scope of ZSM, but it doesn't mean it’s also out of scope of 3GPP. 

S: No need policy for closed loop control. 

E: What’s the policy for? The policy is to control the behaviour of the loop. The proposed attributes do not help. Need to understand how policy can be used. 
Need to capture and clarify the requirements first. 

S: There is no Policy management use case in 28.535.
L: Agree with Ericsson. Need to provide example on how/where to use policy.

N: How policy relates to existing work? Link the policy with assurance goal.
DT: Agree with E and L. We need policy, but we need to make it clear. Good to have policy together with close loop, e.g. policy for adaptive close loop management. 
TI: need to clarify if policy is needed. Use case needs to be defined. Show the difference with or without policy.
E: configure policy during run time need to be clarified, and clarify the consumer (e.g. human or machine).
Stop. 

12 May: more comments received. China Mobile objects, Policy management is already covered by the NPM WID.

14 May: Nokia object, The way that the policy is defined and related to the goal is not acceptable.

17 May: rev1 uploaded.
18 May: Samsung Objects to S5-213331 and S5-213328 for the reason mentioned in the call i.e usage of policy has not been established.
Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang


eCOSLA GROUP#4 Assurance report for closed control loop (2)
	S5-213329
	DP on assurance report for closed control loop

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more discussion.

12 May: more comments received.
14 May Conf call:

1. Whether report is useful?
2. reportType/reportStatus/reportContent

DT: 1. Report will be good. But concept need clarification. Relation between Report/notification. 

2. content of the report should leave it more open. Why only related to actions.

3. which timeframe covers the report? Triggered by? 

4. definition of report type. 

HW: notification log is defined as IRP. Report is supposed to defined as MnS. Report can be worked together with subscription. Report could also allow vendor extension. 

Reporttype currently only listed some examples in this proposal. Also allow for extension. 

DT: how will it work with reporting? Running background, or running on demand? General concept needs to be clarified. 

HW: reporting could be started upon request/subscription. 

E: fulfilment status is already in the current model. The existing Rel-16 attributes should be included in the report. Requirement needs to reflect what to report. 
HW: agree to include the existing attributes. But we may need to add more. 

L: Clarify goal status and report. There are many types of report, need to clarify what’s the focus? 
HW: agree to leave the assurancereport attribute to next meeting. 

L: suggest to start from goal fulfilment status.

14 May: Nokia object, Relation of policy and assurance goal with reporting still results in confusion. Also who is the consumer of this and how to ask for the report are missing.The report type is confusing.
17 May: rev1 uploaded.

Closing plenary: the DP has no relation with 3332. The motivation is missing. 

Conclusion: revised to tdoc# S5-213527. 
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang

	S5-213527
	DP on assurance report for closed control loop

Conclusion: email approval with new S5-213687.
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang

	S5-213332
	Rel-17 Input to draftCR TS 28.536 Add assurance report for closed control loop

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more discussion.

12 May: more comments received.
14 May: Nokia object, Relation of policy and assurance goal with reporting still results in confusion. Also who is the consumer of this and how to ask for the report are missing.The report type is confusing.
17 May: rev1 uploaded.

Closing plenary: E asked for email approval. Nokia asked to add motivation, Nokia objects to this tdoc. 
Conclusion: revised to tdoc# S5-213528.
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang

	S5-213528
	Rel-17 Input to draftCR TS 28.536 Add assurance report for closed control loop

Conclusion: email approval with new S5-213688. 
	Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.
	Jian Zhang


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)
	S5-213426
	Discussion paper on eCosla

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

17 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Looking at the “Detailed Proposal” in S5-213426rev2, I’m still not clear what we are endorsing here. I provided concrete proposal for “Detailed Proposal’ below in the table. However, I do not see that in rev2.

Samsung Objects to S5-213426rev2.
Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk


	6.4.13
	Self-Organizing Networks (SON) for 5G networks
	eSON_5G
	870028
	Total 6 tdocs/ 5 email threads (1 group + 4 tdoc)


6.4.13 eSON_5G email thread TITLE list (5): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.13-eSON_5G, GROUP#1 (S5-213405/S5-213406

	) Requirements, use cases and services for C-PCI

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.13-eSON_5G, S5-213213 Rel. 17 CR TS 28.313 Fix non-inclusive languages

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.13-eSON_5G, S5-213215 Rel. 17 CR TS 28.313 Editorial changes to D-MRO

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.13-eSON_5G, S5-213217 Rel. 17 CR TS 28.313 RRM resources optimization for network slice instance(s)

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.13-eSON_5G, S5-213227 CR TS 28.313 MLB procedure


eSON_5G GROUP#1 Requirements, use cases and services for C-PCI (2) 
	S5-213405
	Discussion, Requirements, use cases and services for C-PCI

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: more discussion.
Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-17

	S5-213406
	Rel-17 CR 28.313 Requirements, use cases and services for C-PCI

12 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: more discussion.

17 May: rev1 uploaded.

18 May: 

Intel objects S5-213406rev1, based on comments Intel0518>>.
Intel0518>> As you described in 405, the SON algorithms are vendor-specific. But, I appreciate your effort to put together a paper to provide information, of course not the algorithm, to help people understand your proposal. Unfortunately,  I cannot agree with the 2 steps of C-PCI optimization solution. As I say, it is not possible to find suspected UEs with PCI collision or confusion issues via cell level handover measurements. But, I agree to include the RLF information when available in the C-SON function that will analyze handover, PCI related measurements, RLF, … to detect the cells with PCI collision or confusion issues.
Closing plenary: E suggested to send LS to RAN2 for clarification. LS is for email approval. 

Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-17

	S5-213689
	LS to RAN2 On using SA5 performance measurements and MDT for centralised PCI management
Conclusion: Email approval with 3689.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (4)
	S5-213213
	Rel. 17 CR TS 28.313 Fix non-inclusive languages

11 May: first set of comments received. 

13 May: more comments received.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.
18 May: Chair comments. 3378/3213/3224, we should then agree on the same replacement term in all SA5 specs and not more than one.

Conclusion: email approval with new tdoc# S5-213529. (together in the same email thread with (revision of) 3378/3224) 

	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	Rel-17



	S5-213215
	Rel. 17 CR TS 28.313 Editorial changes to D-MRO

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	Rel-17



	S5-213217
	Rel. 17 CR TS 28.313 RRM resources optimization for network slice instance(s)

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	Rel-17



	S5-213227
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR TS 28.313 MLB procedure

11 May: first set of comments received. Intel suggest to change the tdoc to “input to draftCR” based on draft CR S5-211487.

13 May: more comments received.

14 May: converted to input to draftCR in rev1. 
15 May: more comments received. 
17 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Intel objects this CR that is pending on RAN3 defined OAM parameters ranges. It can be resubmitted to the next meeting when the LS reply from RAN3 is received.
Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	Rel-17



	6.4.14
	Enhancement of Handover Optimization
	E_HOO
	880029
	Total 2 tdocs/ 1 email thread (1 group)


6.4.14 E_HOO email thread TITLE list (1): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.14-E_HOO, GROUP#1 (S5-213407/S5-213408

	) CHO measurements


E_HOO GROUP#1 CHO Measurements (2)
	S5-213407
	Rel-17 CR 28.552 CHO Measurements

12 May: first set of comments received. 

13 May: more comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213530.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl

	S5-213408
	Rel-17 Input to draft CR 28.313 CHO Requirements

13 May: first set of comments received. 3408rev1 uploaded.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Intel objects S5-213408rev2, since it looks more like provisioning use case that only includes the configuration of CHO parameters. I suggest resubmitting it to the next meeting to include collection and analysis of CHO measurements.
Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl


	6.4.15
	Enhancements on EE for 5G networks
	EE5GPLUS
	870022
	Total 9 tdocs/ 5 email thread (2 groups+3 tdocs)


6.4.15 EE5GPLUS email thread TITLE list (5): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.15-EE5GPLUS, GROUP#1 (S5-213079/S5-213080)
	 Update on energy efficiency of URLLC network slice


[SA5#137e], 6.4.15-EE5GPLUS, GROUP#2 (S5-213297/S5-213304/S5-213313/S5-213326

)
	 Network Slice EE KPIs

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.15-EE5GPLUS, S5-213300 Rel-17 CR TS 28.554 Add Energy Consumption KPI pour 5G NF and 5G CN

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.15-EE5GPLUS, S5-213301 Rel-17 CR TS 28.554 Add EE KPI for eMBB network slice based on RAN meas

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.15-EE5GPLUS, S5-213324 Rel-17 CR TS28.310 Update of the EE KPIs Overview


EE5GPLUS GROUP#1 Update on energy efficiency of URLLC network slice (2)
	S5-213079
	Rel-17 CR 28.310 Update on energy efficiency of URLLC network slice

11 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

14 May: MCC clarifies “Consequences if not approved” on the CR cover page is only mandatory for cat-F CRs. Rev2 uploaded.
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213531.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-213080
	Rel-17 CR 28.554 Update on energy efficiency of URLLC network slice

11 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

14 May: MCC clarifies “Consequences if not approved” on the CR cover page is only mandatory for cat-F CRs. Rev2 uploaded.
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213532.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


EE5GPLUS GROUP#2 Network Slice EE KPIs (4)
	S5-213297
	LS reply to 3GPP SA5 on Network Slice EE KPIs
Reallocate 6.1->6.4.15
Conclusion: Postponed to SA5#138e.
	GSMA
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-213304
	Discussion on LS from GSMA on Network Slice EE KPI
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Endorsed with no comments received.
	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily

	S5-213313
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Add Energy efficiency attribute

Related to 3326
10 May: TEF suggested to include in 3313 the EnergyEfficiency <<datatype>> definition from 3326. 

11 May: rev1 uploaded.

13 May: more comments received.

15 May: rev2 uploaded.
18 May: rev4 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev4 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213533.
	Orange, Huawei
	Jean Michel Cornily

	S5-213326
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Add energy efficiency to serviceprofile and sliceprofile

Related to 3313
Reallocate 6.4.2->6.4.15
11 May: Orange suggest to pursue only S5-213313.

13 May: E Support to pursuing only S5-213313.

Conclusion: merge into S5-213533.

	Huawei Telecommunication India
	Man Wang


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (3)
	S5-213300
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.554 Add Energy Consumption KPI pour 5G NF and 5G CN
10 May: TEF support and co-sign.

14 May: rev1 uploaded with adding TEF as co-source.

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213534.
	Orange, AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Telefonica
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-213301
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.554 Add EE KPI for eMBB network slice based on RAN meas
10 May: TEF support and co-sign.

11 May: Huawei support and co-sign.

14 May: rev1 uploaded with adding TEF and Huawei as co-source.

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213535.
	Orange, AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Telefonica, Huawei
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-213324
	Rel-17 CR TS28.310 Update of the EE KPIs Overview
10 May: TEF conditional support and co-sign. 
11 May: more comments received. Rev1 uploaded. 

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213536.
	Huawei Telecommunication India, Telefonica
	Man Wang


	6.4.16
	Discovery of management services in 5G
	5GDMS
	820035
	Total 4 tdocs/ 3 email threads (1 group + 2 tdocs)


6.4.16 5GDMS email thread TITLE list (3): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.16-5GDMS, GROUP#1 (S5-213125/S5-213126

	) Add IOC for discovery of management services

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.16-5GDMS, S5-213127 Rel-17 Input to draft CR 28.533 Add details of MnS discovery service

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.16-5GDMS, S5-213365 Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.537 Add MnS discovery requirements


5GDMS GROUP#1 Add IOC for discovery of management services (2)
	S5-213125
	Rel-17 CR 28.622 Add IOC for discovery of management services

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: rev1 uploaded.

13 May: rev2 uploaded. More comments received.

14 May: rev3 uploaded.

18 May: Nokia provides the following update proposal: 
Please don’t add SS specific mapping details to stage 2. If you want to keep this information, you may add it in an Editor’s note and clarify this note will be deleted when sent to SA for approval.

I still don’t see the need for two addresses. Please remove that content or add an editor’s note stating this is not agreed yet and needs further discussion.

Please add also an editor’s note for mnsType. The current definition is ffs, since for the normal case of applying CRUD to an info model, it will always be PROVISIONING, and that is not very helpful.
Huawei proposed to convert CR to input to draftCR and go for email approval. The corresponding new “input to draftCR” tdoc is S5-213537.

Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu

	S5-213126
	Rel-17 CR 28.623 Add IOC for discovery of management services

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: More comments received.

18 May: rev1 uploaded.

Nokia comments for further update. 

Huawei proposed to convert CR to input to draftCR and go for email approval. The corresponding new “input to draftCR” tdoc is S5-213538.

Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu

	S5-213537
	Rel-17 input to draftCR 28.622 Add IOC for discovery of management services

19 May: update from S5-213125 as baseline.

Conclusion: email approval with S5-213537.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu

	S5-213538
	Rel-17 input to draftCR 28.623 Add IOC for discovery of management services

19 May: update using S5-213126 as baseline.

Conclusion: email approval with S5-213538.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (2)
	S5-213127
	Rel-17 Input to draft CR 28.533 Add details of MnS discovery service

12 May: first set of comments received. 3127rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213539.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-213365
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.537 Add MnS discovery requirements
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: rev1 uploaded. More comments received.

18 May: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213540.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski


	6.4.17
	Management Aspects of 5G Network Sharing
	MANS
	900021
	Total 8 tdocs/ 2 email threads (2 groups)


6.4.17 MANS email thread TITLE list (2): 

[SA5#137e], 6.4.17-MANS, GROUP#1 (S5-213171/S5-213172/S5-213173/S5-213214

	) Requirements and NRM solution support 5G MOCN network sharing scenario


[SA5#137e], 6.4.17-MANS, GROUP#2 (S5-213400/S5-213401/S5-213402/S5-213403)
	 NRM definitions to support NG-RAN network sharing


MANS GROUP#1 (4) Requirements and NRM solution support 5G MOCN network sharing scenario
	S5-213171
	Discussion paper for requirements and NRM solution support 5G MOCN network sharing scenario

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: ZTE objects. I think there are still some issues need to be further discussed, e.g. the relationship between OperatorDU/GNBDUFunction and gNB-DU, the isolation issue, the position of OperatorDU, etc. So ZTE object to S5-213171 and S5-213214. We can continue the discussion after this meeting.
Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei, Ericsson,China Mobile,China Telecom 
	Ruiyue Xu

	S5-213172
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.130 Add requirememts for management support for 5G MOCN network sharing scenario with same Cell Identity

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Huawei,China Mobile,Ericsson,China Telecom
	Ruiyue Xu

	S5-213173
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.130 Add requirememts for management support for 5G MOCN network sharing scenario with multiple Cell Identity

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

17 May: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213541.
	Huawei,China Mobile,Ericsson,China Telecom
	Ruiyue Xu

	S5-213214
	RAN Sharing NRM support for MOCN

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

17 May: rev1 uploaded.

18 May: ZTE objects. I think there are still some issues need to be further discussed, e.g. the relationship between OperatorDU/GNBDUFunction and gNB-DU, the isolation issue, the position of OperatorDU, etc. So ZTE object to S5-213171 and S5-213214. We can continue the discussion after this meeting.
Conclusion: Not Pursued.
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott


MANS GROUP#2 (4) NRM definitions to support NG-RAN network sharing
	S5-213400
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Enhance the NRM definitions to support NG-RAN network sharing
11 May: first set of comments received. Huawei not supportive.

17 May: more discussion.

18 May: Huawei objects. Based on the discussion, I think S5-213400, S5-213402 and S5-213403 need more further discussion, which cannot be agreed in this meeting. Let’s have more discussion before next meeting.
Conclusion: Not Pursued.

	ZTE Corporation
	Weihong Zhu

	S5-213401
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.130 add mixed NG-RAN sharing use case and requirements
11 May: first set of comments received. 

12 May: more discussion.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213542.
	ZTE Corporation
	Weihong Zhu

	S5-213402
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.130 add NG-RAN sharing isolation use case and requirements
11 May: first set of comments received. 

12 May: more discussion.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

17 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei objects. Based on the discussion, I think S5-213400, S5-213402 and S5-213403 need more further discussion, which cannot be agreed in this meeting. Let’s have more discussion before next meeting.
Conclusion: Not Pursued.

	ZTE Corporation
	Weihong Zhu

	S5-213403
	Discussion on MOCN NG-RAN network sharing
11 May: first set of comments received. Huawei not supportive. Object to include the multi-SSB scenario in MOCN NG-RAN sharing scenario.
12 May: more discussion.
14 May: rev1 uploaded. Nokia don’t support scenario 4. Huawei proposes to discuss the multiple SSB in adNRM WI.
17 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei objects. Based on the discussion, I think S5-213400, S5-213402 and S5-213403 need more further discussion, which cannot be agreed in this meeting. Let’s have more discussion before next meeting.
Conclusion: Noted.

	ZTE Corporation
	Weihong Zhu


	6.4.18
	Enhancements of Management Data Analytics Service
	eMDAS
	910027
	Total 19 tdocs/ 10 email threads (7 groups + 3 tdocs)


6.4.18 eMDAS email thread TITLE list (10): 
[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS,GROUP#1 (S5-213038/S5-213039

	) Skeleton and structure


[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, GROUP#2 (S5-213323/S5-213325

	) Scope and overview


[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, GROUP#3 (S5-213061/S5-213321

	) MDA role


[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, GROUP#4 (S5-213183/S5-213236/S5-213395

	) Common information elements of MDA reports


[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, GROUP#5 (S5-213184/S5-213225

	) MDA capability for coverage


[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, GROUP#6 (S5-213182/S5-213200/S5-213202

	) MDA capabilities


[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, GROUP#7 (S5-213237/S5-213327

	) MDA functionality and service framework

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, S5-213063 pCR TS 28.104 Add MDA request related service component

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, S5-213238 pCR 28.104 Add the MDA assisted energy saving

	[SA5#137e], 6.4.18-eMDAS, S5-213389 pCR 28.104 add alarm incident analysis


eMDAS GROUP#1 Skeleton and structure (2)
	S5-213038
	Initial skeleton (v0.0.0) of TS 28.104
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Intel, NEC
	Yizhi Yao

	S5-213039
	Add structure for TS 28.104
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

13 May: more comments received. Huawei uploaded the document “S5-213039rev1 pCR Add structure for TS 28.104_Huawei_comments”. 
14 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei objects to the approval of S5-213039 “Add structure for TS 28.104”. There is a major difference of opinion on the types of management services that should be offered. Huawei suggests that this may be suitable for discussion at a rapporteur’s call so that we can make progress before the next SA5 meeting.
Nokia objects S5-213039 too for the same reasons. We should also discuss why the requirements template is not suitable. 
19 May: VC suggest to put the eMDAS skeleton discussion in one of early rapporteur calls. If Yizhi/Hassan as rapporteurs could help to summarize the major concept issues would be very helpful for the progress in SA5#138e.
Conclusion: Noted
	Intel, NEC
	Yizhi Yao


eMDAS GROUP#2 Scope and overview (2)
	S5-213323
	pCR TS28.104 add text for the scope 
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei objects S5-213323. Some of the descriptions of these contributions may need some revision and should be further discussed.

Conclusion: Noted
	NEC Europe Ltd, Intel
	Hassan Al-kanani

	S5-213325
	pCR TS28.104 add abbreviations and an overview to the concepts and overview subclause
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

13 May: more comments received.

18 May: more comments received. 

18 May: Huawei objects S5-213325. Some of the descriptions of these contributions may need some revision and should be further discussed.

Conclusion: Noted
	NEC Europe Ltd, Intel
	Hassan Al-kanani


eMDAS GROUP#3 MDA role (2)
	S5-213061
	pCR TS 28.104 Add descriptions of MDA role in management loop
10 May: Samsung suggest to merge with 3321. 

11 May: Huawei agrees to merge. 

13 May: more comments received. 
Conclusion: Noted
	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd
	Xiaoqian JIA

	S5-213321
	pCR TS28.104 add MDA role to the MDA in management loop clause

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received. 

13 May: more comments received. 3321rev1 is uploaded. More comments received.
14 May: more discussion.

17 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei object to S5-213321 since we think maybe we need some further discussion about to fix this figure to make it less misleading.
Conclusion: Noted


	NEC Europe Ltd, Intel
	Hassan Al-kanani


eMDAS GROUP#4 Common information elements of MDA reports (3)
	S5-213183
	pCR 28.104 Add common information elements of MDA reports
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

13 May: more comments received. E suggest to merge 3183/3236/3395. 

18 May: more comments received. Rev1 uploaded.
Nokia objects S5-213183 – more discussion is need for the reporting parameters and in the recommendation considers actions and decisions.
Conclusion: Noted


	Intel, NEC
	Yizhi Yao

	S5-213236
	pCR 28.104 Add the common information elements of MDA reports
10 May: NEC suggest to merge with 3183.

11 May: CT agree to merge.

Nokia objects S5-213236 and S5-213395 since there was no update to reflect our comments 

Conclusion: Noted


	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Yuxia Niu

	S5-213395
	pCR TS 28.104 Add MDA report related common attributes
10 May: NEC suggest to merge with 3183.

11 May: Huawei agree to merge.

Nokia objects S5-213236 and S5-213395 since there was no update to reflect our comments 

Conclusion: Noted


	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd
	Xiaoqian JIA


eMDAS GROUP#5 MDA capability for coverage (2)
	S5-213184
	pCR 28.104 Add MDA capability for coverage problem analysis
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received.

18 May: S5-213184 is more rely on the TS 28.104 structure and since the structure is not agreed, Huawei object to S5-213184.
Conclusion: Noted


	Intel, NEC
	Yizhi Yao

	S5-213225
	Rel-17 pCR TS 28.104 Add coverage optimization use case and requirements
13 May: first set of comments received.

18 May: Nokia objects S5-213225 Since there was no response to our comments and no update.
Conclusion: Noted


	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi


eMDAS GROUP#6 MDA capabilities (3)
	S5-213182
	pCR 28.104 Add introduction on MDA capabilities
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received. Rev2 uploaded.
14 May: more comments received.
18 May: Huawei objects S5-213182 since our comments are not addressed. We think “the last paragraph related to section 7.2 is suggested to be removed since the skeleton is not stable yet”.

Conclusion: Noted


	Intel, NEC
	Yizhi Yao

	S5-213200
	CR Rel-17 28.533 Add ML support for MnS
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received. Nokia objects adding content like this to 28.533 as 28.533 is explaining the principles of SBMA.

13 May Conf call:

I: agree to remove validation box. 

3 scenarios are proposed in 5.x.3 to show the relations. 

S: why do we want to generalize ML capability for any MnS? Now we only discuss under MDAS, Not for PM, prov, FM?

Why not put a general ML capability in 28.533?

I: there should have a general ML to be used for MDAS.

S: 
N: clarify on the S#1. 
I: find a way to define ML for MDAS. Figure 5.x.2-1 is about ML, not what MDAS to expose. Don’t think we have agreement that MDAS don’t expose ML. 

What we agree is decouple ML from MDAS.

Do not plan to mandate any scenario. Do not plan to standardize the interface between ML capability producer and ML capability consumer. 
N: two colors in 5.x.2-1. Implies tight coupling. Like to decouple the capabilities. Would like to focus on specific capability. Don’t think data processing is a generic capability. Data processing should be decouple from ML capability. Confusion on S#1, external ML capability without standardization. 
All 3 scenarios imply all MnS producer should have ML capability. Whether the intention is to disclose whether ML capability is supported by the product? 

E: clarifying what to be standardized.
Data processing should be taken out. ML capability/model is not fully defined. 

Should focus on MDAS and how ML work together. Share opinion from Nokia.  

HW: Share opinion from N and E. 5.x.2-1 is wrong, need to show the decoupling. Need to decouple the consumers. One is data processing consumer. Other is ML training consumer.
HW: three boxes in ML capability. Three boxes should be combined. ML capability producer need to be clarified. 

E: ML capability consumer/producer should not be coupled with MnS consumer/producer. Need to at least show decoupling in one option. 
CT: use inference/analysis instead of data processing
N: offline. 
Way forward:

1. Start from using ML in MDAS only

2. Show decoupling between ML and MDAS
3. Offline to progress with rapporteur calls if needed. 

13 May: Intel will not pursue the approval for this meeting, but please do continue sending your comments and will be considered in further offline discussion.
18 May: Nokia objects S5-213200 and S5-213202. Looking on the revision of the S5-213200 and S5-213202 we believe that our discussion and comments related to exposing ML model specifics via the training report and validation at the consumer were not addressed.
Samsung Objects to S5-213200 for now. I think we agreed that we should not be generalizing the ML just yet and keep it only to MDAS for now.

Conclusion: Noted.

	Intel
	Yizhi Yao

	S5-213202
	pCR 28.104 Add ML support for MDA
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received.

13 May: Intel will not pursue the approval for this meeting, but please do continue sending your comments and will be considered in further offline discussion.

12 May: rev1 uploaded. 

18 May: Nokia objects S5-213200 and S5-213202. Looking on the revision of the S5-213200 and S5-213202 we believe that our discussion and comments related to exposing ML model specifics via the training report and validation at the consumer were not addressed.
Conclusion: Noted.

	Intel
	Yizhi Yao


eMDAS GROUP#7 MDA functionality and service framework (2)
	S5-213237
	pCR 28.104 Add the MDA functionality and service framework
10 May: NEC suggest to be merged with S5-213327.

11 May: CT agree to merge.

13 May: more comments received.

17 May: merge into 3327. 

18 May: Huawei objects S5-213237/S5-213327 since we think a more generic MDAS framework figure is needed.
Conclusion: Noted.

	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Yuxia Niu

	S5-213327
	pCR draft TS28.104 add text to MDA functionality and service framework clause

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more discussion. 

16 May: rev1 uploaded.

18 May: Huawei objects S5-213237/S5-213327 since we think a more generic MDAS framework figure is needed.
Conclusion: Noted.
	NEC Europe Ltd, Intel, China Telecom
	Hassan Al-kanani


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (3)
	S5-213063
	pCR TS 28.104 Add MDA request related service component
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

13 May: more comments received.

18 May: rev1 uploaded.
18 May: Nokia objects  S5-213063. Checking the revision we think that it introduces less clarity. Why do we need the service component A and why “Read of the MDA report requesting” is not listed?
Conclusion: Noted.
	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd
	Xiaoqian JIA


	S5-213238
	pCR 28.104 Add the MDA assisted energy saving
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received. Nokia objects. Rev2 uploaded.
18 May: rev3 uploaded.

Huawei objects S5-213238. Since we still believe that input data here is not needed. In addition, for MDA type, whether the definition is required needs further discussion.

Nokia Objects S5-213238. Nokia also believes that the input data is not needed and especially prediction data models.
Conclusion: Noted.
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Yuxia Niu


	S5-213389
	pCR 28.104 add alarm incident analysis
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

18 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Intel has to object S5-213389 due to 
· Structure is not decided;

· Missing definition for MDA type name (no way for the consumer to use a single MdaReportingControl to request the report, and no way to indicate the type of reported issue by a common report format);

· Missing analytic inputs make it unknown that whether providing the listed analytics output is viable.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	6.4.19
	Plug and connect support for management of Network Functions
	PACMAN
	910029
	Total 12 tdocs/ 3 email threads (3 groups)


6.4.19 PACMAN email thread TITLE list (3): 
[SA5#137e], 6.4.19-PACMAN, GROUP#1 (S5-213065/S5-213066/S5-213067/S5-213068

	) PnC Concepts and Requirements


[SA5#137e], 6.4.19-PACMAN, GROUP#2 (S5-213069/S5-213070/S5-213071/S5-213072

	) PnC Procedure flows


[SA5#137e], 6.4.19-PACMAN, GROUP#3 (S5-213073/S5-213074/S5-213075/S5-213076

	) PnC Data formats


PACMAN GROUP#1 (4) PnC Concepts and Requirements
	S5-213065
	Rel-17 pCR 28.314 PnC Concepts and Requirements  - Skeleton
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213066
	Rel-17 pCR 28.314 PnC Concepts and Requirements  - Clauses
11 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more discussion.

Conclusion: Approved with no further comments received.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213067
	Rel-17 pCR 28.314 PnC Concepts and Requirements -  Scope
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received. Rev1 uploaded.
13 May: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213543.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213068
	Rel-17 pCR 28.314 PnC Concepts and Requirements – Introduction
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang


PACMAN GROUP#2 (4) PnC Procedure flows
	S5-213069
	Rel-17 pCR 28.315 PnC Procedure flows – Skeleton
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213070
	Rel-17 pCR 28.315 PnC Procedure flows – Clauses
11 May: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded.
13 May: more discussion.

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213544.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213071
	Rel-17 pCR 28.315 PnC Procedure flows – Scope
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

12 May: more discussion.rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213545.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213072
	Rel-17 pCR 28.315 PnC Procedure flows - Introduction
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang


PACMAN GROUP#3 (4) PnC Data formats
	S5-213073
	Rel-17 pCR 28.316 PnC Data formats – Skeleton
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213074
	Rel-17 pCR 28.316 PnC Data formats – Clauses
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Agreed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213546.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213075
	Rel-17 pCR 28.316 PnC Data formats – Scope
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

13 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: editorial update is needed for the following sentence, it should be corrected as “The present document  specifies data formats for Plug and Connect NE in 3GPP systems.”
Conclusion: rev2 Agreed with the editorial update above - revise to final tdoc# S5-213547.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang

	S5-213076
	Rel-17 pCR 28.316 PnC Data formats – Introduction
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Ericsson Inc
	Junfeng Wang


	6.4.20
	File Management
	FIMA
	910030
	Total 1 tdoc/ 1 email thread (1 tdoc)


6.4.20 FIMA email thread TITLE list (1): 
	[SA5#137e], 6.4.20-FIMA, S5-213209 Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.537 Add requirements for file upload


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (1)
	S5-213209
	Rel-17 Input to DraftCR 28.537 Add requirements for file upload
14 May: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded.
Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213548.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski


	6.5
	OAM&P Studies
	
	
	

	6.5.1
	Study on new aspects of EE for 5G networks
	FS_EE5G
	870021
	Total 10 tdocs/7 email threads (2 groups+5 tdoc)


6.5.1 FS_EE5G email thread TITLE list (7): 
[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, GROUP#1 (S5-213139/S5-213140

	) KPI of energy efficiency of URLLC type of network slice


[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, GROUP#2 (S5-213142/S5-213143/S5-213298
	) Key issue discussion

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, S5-213077 pCR 28.813 Potential solution for Key Issue #6

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, S5-213078 pCR 28.813 Potential solution for Key Issue #7

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, S5-213141 pCR 28.813 New KI on EE KPI for 5GC on 5GC Resource Consumption Estimation

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, S5-213296 pCR TR 28.813 Conclusion for Key Issue No. 1

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, S5-213299 pCR TR 28.813 Conclusion to DV based EE KPI for 5GC key issue

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.1-FS_EE5G, S5-213513 Presentation sheet of TR 28.813 for information


FS_EE5G GROUP#1 (2) KPI of energy efficiency of URLLC type of network slice
	S5-213139
	Discussion Paper on KPI of energy efficiency of URLLC type of network slice

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: reply comments in 3140. 

Conclusion: Approved with no further comments received.
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Song Zhao

	S5-213140
	pCR 28.813 on KPI of energy efficiency of URLLC type of network slice

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received. Rev02 uploaded.

13 May: rev03 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev03 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213549.
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Song Zhao


FS_EE5G GROUP#2 (3) Key issue discussion
	S5-213142
	pCR 28.813 New KI on Useful Output

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: China Telecom proposed to merge the S5-213142 to S5-213298rev01.

13 May: merge into 3298rev1. 

Conclusion: Merge into S5-213550.
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Song Zhao

	S5-213143
	Discussion Paper on Useful Output Measurement Solutions

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: rev01 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev01 Endorsed - revise to final tdoc# S5-213551.
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Song Zhao

	S5-213298
	pCR T 28.813 Reorganisation of Key Issue #2

10 May: first set of comments received.

China Telecom proposed to merge S5-213141, S5-213142 and S5-213298 into S5-213298rev01. And China Telecom would like to co-sign the tdoc after the merging.
13 May: 3298rev1 is uploaded with merging of S5-213298 and S5-213142 and S5-213141.

Conclusion: rev03 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213550.
	Orange, Deutsche Telekom, China Telecom
	Jean Michel Cornily


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (5)
	S5-213077
	pCR 28.813 Potential solution for Key Issue #6

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

12 May: rev1 uploaded. More comments received.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213552.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213078
	pCR 28.813 Potential solution for Key Issue #7

10 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213553.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-213141
	pCR 28.813 New KI on EE KPI for 5GC on 5GC Resource Consumption Estimation

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: China Telecom proposed to merge this tdoc(S5-213141) to S5-213298rev01.

13 May: merge into 3298rev1.

Conclusion: Merge into S5-213550.
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Song Zhao


	S5-213296
	pCR TR 28.813 Conclusion for Key Issue No. 1

10 May: TEF Support and co-sign.

14 May: rev1 uploaded with adding TEF as co-source.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213554.
	Orange, AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Telefonica
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-213299
	pCR TR 28.813 Conclusion to DV based EE KPI for 5GC key issue

10 May: TEF Support and co-sign.

14 May: rev1 uploaded with adding TEF as co-source.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213555.
	Orange, AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Telefonica
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-213513
(newly created during the meeting)
	Presentation sheet of TR 28.813 for information

17 May: new created during the meeting. D1 uploaded.

18 May: d2 uploaded.

Conclusion: d2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213513.
	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


	6.5.2
	Study on management aspects of edge computing
	FS_eEDGE_Mgt
	870029
	Total 9 tdocs/ 8 email threads (1 group+7 tdocs)


6.5.2 FS_eEDGE_Mgt email thread TITLE list (8): 
[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, GROUP#1 (S5-213112/S5-213221

	) Conclusions and Recommendations

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, S5-213113 pCR 28.814 Definitions

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, S5-213131 pCR 28.814 clarify EAS deployment solution using EASLcm IOC

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, S5-213132 pCR 28.814 correct EES and ECS deployment solution

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, S5-213212 Presentation of TR 28.814 for information 

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, S5-213218 pCR 28.814 UC of UPF selection to support EAS deployment

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, S5-213219 pCR 28.814 add solutions for EAS configuration

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.2-FS_eEDGE_Mgt, S5-213220 pCR 28.814 add evaluation of potential solutions


FS_eEDGE_Mgt GROUP#1 Conclusions and Recommendations (2)
	S5-213112
	pCR 28.814 Conclusions and Recommendations
10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: Samsung provides 112rev1 merging 221.

17 May: merge into 3221. 

Conclusion: Merge into S5-213556.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam

	S5-213221
	pCR 28.814 add Conclusions and recommendations
11 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: Intel provides merge 112 into 211rev1 S5-213221rev1. 

13 May: more comments received. 

S: suggest either we go for approval for 112rev1 or revise 221 again with proper merge.

14 May: rev2 uploaded with merge of 3221 and 3112. 

17 May: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213556.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd, Samsung
	Joey Chou


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (7)
	S5-213113
	pCR 28.814 Definitions

11 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: more comments received. 

Conclusion: Approved with no objection received.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam


	S5-213131
	pCR 28.814 clarify EAS deployment solution using EASLcm IOC

11 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received. rev1 uploaded.

14 May: Intel do not agree with the changes in step 1.

18 May: rev4 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev4 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213557.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-213132
	pCR 28.814 correct EES and ECS deployment solution

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-213212 (late)
	Presentation of TR 28.814 for information 

16 May: not uploaded yet. 

18 May: 3212 is uploaded. 

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou


Leaders recommendation for S5-213212: late presentation sheet will be treated.
	S5-213218
	pCR 28.814 UC of UPF selection to support EAS deployment

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

12 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213558.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou


	S5-213219
	pCR 28.814 add solutions for EAS configuration

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments received.

12 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213559.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou


	S5-213220
	pCR 28.814 add evaluation of potential solutions

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: 

Two potential options: 

1. LCM MnS:
2. Provisioning MnS:
S: evaluation part, disagree with extending of provisioning. 

Disagree with the cons for provisioning MnS.Do need to change notifigyMOICreation. No requirement for “instantiation of multiple EAS VNF instances from an EESFunction IOC”. With NRM modelling design, it can be achieved. 
With LCM, need to define MnS Component A+B+C

With provisioning, only component B+C are needed. 

I: providing async or sync for group to evaluate. Intel has no preference.

E: 1. 8.4 UPF selection should be discussed in SA2. Should be removed from this tdoc.

2. share concern from Samsung. LCM concept is introduced to manage virtualization functions. Why need to introduce a new set of MnS with has similar purpose as provisioning?
HW: support to use provisioning service. Do not think there is big difference between the two services. Can’t understand why LCM can avoid the wait from consumer. Do think it’s needed for the requirement in 8.4. 
I: agree to take out the requirements in 8.4.

N: provisioning MnS is defined as combination of CM and LCM. 3GPP SA5 prefers synchronize approach. But Async could also be supported. We need to focus on Async support discussion based on existing MnS. 
I:if using provisioning Mns for instantiation, how the Prov MnS is used to support LCM is not discussed and documented.
S: where the timing comes from for async mode?

N: 28.532 may need to add in 11.1.1.1.3 status of operation createMOI, another status in Enum to represent “operation in progress”.

E: If introducing async, then we need to think to consider the support of other solution set. Mapping stage 2 to multiple stage 3 solutions. 
Way forward:

1. Discuss whether Provisioning MnS has to support async and sync.
2. Consider what to be done to Provisioning MnS to support async if needed.

Stop. 

14 May: Intel propose to add following forward clause that address the questions listed above: 
8.5       Way forward
This clause includes the way forward from the evaluation of potential solutions:
- Provisioning MnS operations need to support asynchronous responses to prevent consumers from waiting during the LCM operations.

- The solutions to support asynchronous responses may include the following options with consideration of backward compatibility:

- The enhancements of existing operations and notifications.

- Define new operations to support asynchronous responses.

NOTE: The solution is to be decided in the normative phase.

Rev1 uploaded.

14 May: rev2 uploaded. 

Conclusion: rev2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213560.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou


	6.5.3
	Study on network slice management enhancement (revised to include security aspects)
	FS_NSMEN
	860022
	Total 8 tdocs/ 8 email threads (8 tdocs)


6.5.3 FS_NSMEN email thread TITLE list (8): 
	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213128 pCR 28.811 Add potential requirements

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213129 pCR 28.811 Add conclusions and recommendations

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213130 Presentation sheet for approval of TR 28.811

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213368 28.811 use case - support network slice protection on N6 interface

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213369 28.811 use case - support Network Slice Specific Authentication

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213370 28.811 use case - support isolation in network slice subnet

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213371 28.811 more consideration on network slice covering multiple networks

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.3-FS_NSMEN, S5-213428 Update to multi-operator scenario


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (8)
	S5-213128
	pCR 28.811 Add potential requirements

10 May: TEF Support and co-sign.

12 May: rev5 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev5 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213561.
	Huawei, Telefonica 
	Lei Zhu


	S5-213129
	pCR 28.811 Add conclusions and recommendations

17 May: rev1 uploaded. May need to update with the agreed contribution information. 
19 May: rev2 uploaded to align the content with agreed contributions.

Conclusion: email approval with new tdoc# S5-213577. 
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-213130
	Presentation sheet for approval of TR 28.811
(No comments since start of meeting)

19 May: whether send 28.811 for approval relies on the conclusion of 3368. 

Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-213368
	28.811 use case - support network slice protection on N6 interface
10 May: TEF Support and co-sign.

11 May: rev1/rev2 uploaded.

18 May: rev4 uploaded.

18 May: 

E object, we still have concerns about this use case, therefore Ericsson object to this use case for this meeting. 

N clarifies “As the SI will be claimed completion after this meeting, any suggestion from LT on how to handle this kind of left issues?”

VC provided 3 options: 
Op1: Keep this use case in the scope of FS_NSMEN, try 3368 for email approval, if it’s possible to get agreement this will not impact on the completion of the study in #137e. 

Op2: Postpone the completion of FS_NSMEN to next meeting, give more time for use case discussion. 

Op3: Keep this use case out of FS_NSMEN study, claim the completion of the study in #137e.

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213576.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


	S5-213369
	28.811 use case - support Network Slice Specific Authentication

11 May: first set of comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213562.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


	S5-213370
	28.811 use case - support isolation in network slice subnet

10 May: TEF Support and co-sign.

11 May: more comments received.

12 May: more comments received.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

15 May: more discussion.

18 May: E don’t think we are ready to agree this contribution at this meeting. Nokia indicated the explanation has been already provided. 

Conclusion: email approval with new tdoc# S5-213506.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


	S5-213371
	28.811 more consideration on network slice covering multiple networks

14 May: merge into 3428. 

Conclusion: Merge into S5-213563.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Hewlett Packard Enterprise
	Jing Ping


	S5-213428
	Update to multi-operator scenario

11 May: Nokia suggest to combine the discussion with S5-213371 and S5-213293.
E Agree to combine the S5-213428, S5-213371 and the discussion in 213293 and make one contribution will use the commented version as a base.
14 May: rev1 uploaded, more comments received.

17 May: rev2 uploaded.

17 May conf call:

N: 

1. 5.1.1 propose to use entity names instead of role 

2. extract solution description, only keep scenario description.

3. potential problems for NRM.

HW: close to agreement for this. 

Alt2 is same as alt1. Alt3 is major change. Alt4 has major disadvantage with no good reason. Prefer to keep alt1. 

N: propose alt2. 

HW: we have already model the top level NSSI as resource view. 

N: So far we don't offer Nssi to customer, only offer network slice. 
E: need to study rev2 first. For network slice we always talk about core/Ran is included, we no need to say e2e network slice. Slice subnet as a service, could discuss in the study.
N: resource view of network slice, not open network slice and disclose the detail. Network slice is the exposure from operator to customer. It’s not internal structure of slice. It’s alternative of ntw slice of resource view. 
E2e is not discussed in 3GPP. The intention is to support multiple –operator collaboration. We should first agree on the problem. 
HW: agree for a network slice contains only RAN access network. 

O: this is also reflected in 3293. 

18 May: 3428rev2 doesn’t cover the proposal from 3293.

3428rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-213563.
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk


	6.5.4
	Study on YANG PUSH 
	FS_YANG
	890017
	Total 3 tdocs/ 1 email thread (1 group)


6.5.4 FS_YANG email thread TITLE list (1): 
[SA5#137e], 6.5.4-FS_YANG,GROUP#1 (S5-213417/S5-213419/S5-213433/S5-213512 
	) YANG-Push


FS_YANG GROUP#1 YANG-Push (3)
	S5-213417
	Functionality of YANG-Push

12 May Conf call:

N: We should distinguish between analysis and conclusion, but Tdoc 3433 looks more like a conclusion. Same goes for 3419 but I think there are some chances to clean it up.

E: Everything proposed here will only stay if accepted by the group. We follow what is described in the scope of the SID.

N: I still think we should follow the normal process of a study.

Chair: Let’s focus on this document now, 3417.

N: It’s a good start.

N: On multiple receivers, what does it mean here.

E: Clause 4 should be about what exists today. Analysis and conclusion should come later.

N: In 4.2.b, don’t agree that “notificationFilter attribute is fully vendor dependent”.

N: 4.2.a “Data representation based on YANG models” is probably the most important issue.

E: Let’s accept that these are correct descriptions of something existing, before we continue discussing what to do next. In the conclusions you might argue that something is not needed. And please provide the comments early on, so we have a chance to address them.

N: Let’s focus on 3417 and try to at least agree on that.

E: We welcome all comments on all three tdocs in this work item, in the thread for them, but please try to make them concrete.
12 May: Orange support. Nokia require update.

13 May: TEF support. Cisco/AT&T support and co-sign.

14 May: rev1 uploaded.
17 May: Ericsson, Nokia and Orange nobody saw any blocking issues to implement the deployment scenario where YANG definitions for a NRM are used together with the existing 3GPP notification definitions (stage 2 and JSON stage 3). Nokia proposed to work on the problem statement.

17 May: rev2 uploaded. 

Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213675.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel

	S5-213419
	Using YANG-Push

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: KDDI/Orange support.

Nokia require update.

13 May: TEF support. Cisco/AT&T support and co-sign.
14 May: rev1 uploaded.
Conclusion: Email approval with new tdoc# S5-213676.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel

	S5-213433
	YANG-Push Impact on Specifications

10 May: first set of comments received.

12 May: KDDI/Orange support.

Nokia object as some description is conclusion of the study. 
13 May: TEF support. Cisco/AT&T support and co-sign. 

14 May: rev2 uploaded.

17 May: Nokia position 3433 should not be approved.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel

	S5-213512 (newly created during the meeting)
	Comments on S5-213417rev1 pCR 28.818 Functionality of YANG-Push
17 May: Nokia asked for a new tdoc 3512 to capture the comments to S5-213417rev1. 3512rev1 uploaded. 
18 May: Ericsson objects to 213512.

Conclusion: Noted.

	Nokia
	Olaf


	6.5.5
	Study on access control for management service
	FS_MNSAC
	890016
	Total 3 tdocs/ 3 email threads (3 tdocs)


6.5.5 FS_MNSAC email thread TITLE list (3)

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.5-FS_MNSAC, S5-213058 Discussion on OAM providing eNA related input data to NWDAF

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.5-FS_MNSAC, S5-213366 28.817 use case - granular access control for internal MnS consumer

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.5-FS_MNSAC, S5-213367 28.817 use case - integrate with existing AAA system of operator


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (3)
	S5-213058
	Discussion on OAM providing eNA related input data to NWDAF

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more discussion.

13 May: more comments received. 

17 May: more discussion.

Conclusion: Endorsed with no further comments received.
	China Telecomunication Corp.
	Jiayifan Liu


	S5-213366
	28.817 use case - granular access control for internal MnS consumer

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, TELEFONICA S.A.
	Jing Ping


	S5-213367
	28.817 use case - integrate with existing AAA system of operator

(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


	6.5.6
	Study on network slice management capability exposure
	FS_NSCE
	910026
	Total 8 tdocs/ 6 email threads (2 groups+4 tdocs)


6.5.6 FS_NSCE email thread TITLE list (6): 

[SA5#137e], 6.5.6-FS_NSCE, GROUP#1 (S5-213046/S5-213390

	) Skeleton and introduction


[SA5#137e], 6.5.6-FS_NSCE, GROUP#2 (S5-213393/S5-213429

	) management exposure

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.6-FS_NSCE, S5-213391 28.824 Add Description of Concept and Roles to TR 28.824

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.6-FS_NSCE, S5-213392 28.824 use case - Network slice management capability exposure

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.6-FS_NSCE, S5-213394 28.824 solution - Permission rule for network management capability exposure

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.6-FS_NSCE, S5-213427 Enhanced service level management for network slicing


FS_NSCE GROUP#1 (2) Skeleton and introduction
	S5-213046
	Initial skeleton (v0.0.0) of TR 28.824
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Alibaba Group
	Xiaobo Yu

	S5-213390
	28.824 Add Introduction to TR 28.824
10 May: first set of comments received. Samsung does not agree to this high-level statement without going into details of what will be studied in this study.

13 May: more comments received. 

17 May: rev1 uploaded.

18 May: Nokia objects S5-213390rev1 as we can only extend scope after making agreement on WI/SI extension.
Conclusion: Noted.

	Alibaba Group
	Xiaobo Yu


FS_NSCE GROUP#2 (2) management exposure
	S5-213393
	28.824 NR and 5GC management capability exposure

10 May: first set of comments received. Samsung would Object to this proposal as it completely overlaps with FS_MNSAC.

14 May: more comments received.

18 May: rev2 uploaded.
Conclusion: rev2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213564.
	Alibaba Group
	Xiaobo Yu

	S5-213429
	External exposure via BSS

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May conf call: 

N: concern on the role of CSP service manager. NOP network manager. The diff between scenario 1 and 2 is not clear. S#1 is NSaaS, S#2 is part of S#1, S#3 is NOP internal. 

E: It’s not clear what interface is to be studied in this study item. It’s to discuss which interface to be studied. 
A: we are aware BSS is out of scope of SA5, question on whether SA5 consider including BSS. 
S#1:  NOP network manager – NOP BSS

S#2:  NOP network manager – NOP BSS

S#3: NOP network manager – CSP service manager, 

CSP service manager-CSP BSS 

E: all the vertical interface requirements should be reflected via internal interfaces below.

VC: where vertical interface is defined? 

E: TM Forum is working on those vertical interface.

S: The internal interface will be exposed via BSS? what do we standardize? 
E: what can be exposed by BSS depends on the contract. The “internal interface” has already been standardized. We could check whether they are sufficient or not. 

HW: agree with E what service can be exposed is up to contract. 
N: what kind of information and object can be exposed NOP NM? CSP SM?
What requirement is attached to CSP SM? The SM and NM provides different MOI?

E: could be same or different. 

14 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213565.
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk


13 May:
A: two major issues:

1. Overlapping between NMCE and MNSAC

NMCE has broader scope on management exposure. External customer needs to figure what kind of services can be provided 

First. 

2. Use cases 

The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (4)

	S5-213391
	28.824 Add Description of Concept and Roles to TR 28.824

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: rev2 uploaded. More comments received.
13 May conf call:

N: why we should have NMCE consumer and producer?

A: NMCE producer may not be the one to be exposed externally. 

S#1: NMCE producer maps to NOP NM in 3429. NMCE consumer maps to CSP service manager. 

L: NMCE producer is a MnS producer? 
A: yes. 

N: NMCE producer can be understood, but the consumer is not easy to be understood. Need to be clarified. NMCE consumer consumes the MnS, not consume the exposure.
E: NMCE consumer is outside 3GPP system, how can NMCE consumer consume 3GPP MnS?
Way forward:

1. Enhance the scenarios in 3429.

2. Map NMCE producer/consumer and related interfaces to be studied according to different scenarios. Align the terminology. 

14 May: more comments received. 

18 May: rev4 uploaded. 
E: There are still questions that have not been addressed in the table below however we can work on them for the next meeting for now Ericsson will not object.  
Conclusion: email approval with new  tdoc# S5-213566.
	Alibaba Group
	Xiaobo Yu


	S5-213392
	28.824 use case - Network slice management capability exposure

10 May: first set of comments received. Samsung would Object to this proposal as it completely overlaps with FS_MNSAC.

12 May: rev1 uploaded. 

13 May: more comments received.

18 May: rev6 uploaded.

E object. The use case and gaps need more explanations, especially the concept of permission rules.

I don’t think we are ready to agree this contribution and therefore we object.
19 May: Alibaba asked for email approval.

Conclusion: email approval with tdoc # S5-213658.
	Alibaba Group
	Xiaobo Yu


	S5-213394
	28.824 solution - Permission rule for network management capability exposure

10 May: first set of comments received. Samsung thinks it overlaps with FS_MNSAC.

13 May: Nokia also thinks this tdoc is fully overlapped with work of FS_MNSAC. There’re contributions (S5-213366, S5-212241) in this meeting and last meeting for use case and requirements on granular polices/rules related to permission.

18 May: rev4 uploaded.

Nokia objects S5-213394 as unclear concepts and overlapping, we suggest to bring contribution to FS_MNSAC SI in next meeting.
VC: As the relation between the two studies cause some confusion. I propose to use one of the rapporteur call to clarify the relation between FS_NSCE, FS_MNSAC. 

I suggest we could first align the terminology, scope and concrete scenarios. Maybe we could consider the scenarios in 3429, indicate the main focus of the two studies.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Alibaba Group
	Xiaobo Yu


	S5-213427
	Enhanced service level management for network slicing

10 May: first set of comments received. 

13 May: more comments received. 

14 May: rev1 uploaded. 

17 May: Samsung uploaded “S5-213427 DG-COMMENT.doc”

17 May: rev2 uploaded.

18 May: Samsung’s concern is not addressed in rev2. 

Samsung Objects to S5-213427rev2 as per my comments on rev2 below. 

Rev2 is not addressing my comments at all.

I have problem with phrases like “feasibility check for a service”, “activate a service”, “control grouping of services to be associated with a network slice”, “reserve resources for a group of services” etc.

All the above phrases ae referring to Service Management.

I repeat, I do not disagree that this (Service Management) is something SA5 can look into. But, this is neither the scope of FS_NSCE or 28.531.
Nokia object email approval.  

The case described in the contribution is not related to exposure, actually it’s an old issue (not fully same but similar) we discussed since SA5#129 regarding the relationship of (communication) service, network slice and network slice subnet. It probably impacts 28.530,  531, and definitely impact 28.541. Honestly it could fit FS_NSMEN better but seems that SI will close soon, but maybe we can have discussion paper for TEI17, adNRM or EMA5SLA in next meeting. I know the later 2 are not perfectly fitted but have some relationship.
VC: suggest to put it in the rapporteur call. I would suggest let’s focus first on the concrete issue, whether we would like to solve it or not, under which study/work item we could discuss it as second step.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk


	6.5.7
	Study on continuous integration continuous delivery support for 3GPP NFs
	FS_CICDNS
	910028
	Total 8 tdocs/ 6 email thread ( 2 groups + 4 tdocs)


6.5.7 FS_CICDNS email thread TITLE list (6): 
[SA5#137e], 6.5.7-FS_CICDNS, GROUP#1 (S5-213059/S5-213181

	) Skeleton and scope


[SA5#137e], 6.5.7-FS_CICDNS, GROUP#2 (S5-213144/S5-213290

	) Add NGMN background and work in ETSI

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.7-FS_CICDNS, S5-213180 pCR 28.819 Add Roles relevant to the study

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.7-FS_CICDNS, S5-213216 Add Scenario on Supplier NF delivery

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.7-FS_CICDNS, S5-213272 pCR 28.819 Usecase and requirements for CI-CD

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.7-FS_CICDNS, S5-213291 pCR 28.819 Add Explanation for Single and Multiple NF Suppliers CI-CD


FS_CICDNS GROUP#1 Skeleton and scope (2)
	S5-213059
	Initial Skeleton of 28.819

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: more comments received. 

18 May: TEF asked to “remove ‘architecture’ word in clause title in rev1.” 
Closing plenary: do not make change to the skeleton in this meeting. Bring contribution for next meeting to resolve this comment. 

Conclusion: Approved.
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, China Mobile
	Ishan Vaishnavi

	S5-213181
	pCT 28.819 Add scope

10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: rev1 uploaded.

16 May: more discussion.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213568.
	Lenovo. Motorola Mobility, CMCC
	Ishan Vaishnavi


FS_CICDNS GROUP#2 Add NGMN background and work in ETSI (2)
	S5-213144
	pCR 28.819 Add NGMN Background
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobilty, CMCC 
	Ishan Vaishnavi

	S5-213290
	pCR 28.819 Add Explanation for related work in ETSI
16 May: first set of comments received.

18 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213569.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Chuyi Guo


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (4)
	S5-213180
	pCR 28.819 Add Roles relevant to the study
10 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213570.
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, CMCC
	Ishan Vaishnavi


	S5-213216
	Add Scenario on Supplier NF delivery
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, CMCC
	Ishan Vaishnavi


	S5-213272
	pCR 28.819 Usecase and requirements for CI-CD
10 May: TEF support and co-sign.

12 May: L Support in general.

18 May: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213571.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam


	S5-213291
	pCR 28.819 Add Explanation for Single and Multiple NF Suppliers CI-CD
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Chuyi Guo


	6.5.8
	Study on enhancement of service based management architecture
	FS_eSBMA
	910031
	Total 5 tdocs/ 4 email threads (1 group+3 tdocs)


6.5.8 FS_eSBMA email thread TITLE list (4)

[SA5#137e], 6.5.8-FS_eSBMA, GROUP#1 (S5-213042/S5-213043

	) Initial skeleton

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.8-FS_eSBMA, S5-213223 Add key issue SBMA supporting management of 5G SA and NSA scenarios

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.8-FS_eSBMA, S5-213229 Add key issue SBMA supporting management architectures and frameworks in other SDOs

	[SA5#137e], 6.5.8-FS_eSBMA, S5-213413 pCR R17 28.925 TS investigation


FS_eSBMA GROUP#1 Initial skeleton (2)
	S5-213042
	Initial skeleton (v0.0.0) of TS 28.925
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Huawei Technologies (Korea), Ericsson
	Lan Zou

	S5-213043
	Initial skeleton (v0.0.1) of TR 28.925
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Huawei Technologies (Korea), Ericsson
	Lan Zou


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email thread (3)
	S5-213223
	Add key issue SBMA supporting management of 5G SA and NSA scenarios

12 May: first set of comments received.

13 May: rev1 uploaded. 

14 May: more discussion.

17 May: rev2 uploaded.Conclusion: rev2 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213572.

	Huawei Technologies (Korea)
	Lan Zou


	S5-213229
	Add key issue SBMA supporting management architectures and frameworks in other SDOs

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: rev1 uploaded.

14 May: more discussion.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213573.

	Huawei Technologies (Korea)
	Lan Zou


	S5-213413
	pCR R17 28.925 TS investigation

10 May: first set of comments received.

11 May: more comments. 

13 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 Approved - revise to final tdoc# S5-213574.

	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen


D. Closing SA5 plenary (19 May 15:00-18:00 CEST)

Agenda and minutes:
- SA5 general information

- 
Information about SA5 elections




Will be in August, by electronic election. MCC will inform how to do it.




Thomas informed that he would be happy to continue as SA5 chair for one more term if there are no other candidates.




Maryse informed that after the next meeting, she will take an early retirement and therefore not continue anymore in SA5, as vice chair and Charging SWG chair.
- CH exec report (7.1) and final (CH) conclusions confirmation


Exec report presented by Maryse.



The conclusions (approval/agreement) of all CH documents according to the exec report (including agreements to go for email approval) were confirmed.

- SA5-level agenda item (2.x-5.x) conclusions confirmation


The SA5 level agenda items were confirmed (after some updates of the chair notes)
- OAM agenda item (6.x) conclusions confirmation
The OAM level agenda items were confirmed (after some updates of the chair notes)
- AOB

Deadlines for email approval: 

Latest date to start: Friday 21 May

Deadline for the email approval: Wednesday 26 May

Note: Reporting the status and completion rate of each WI/SI in OAM and CH (for the table below), 
as well as updating the target date if needed, plus an Exec summary of the OAM WI/SI progress, will be done offline by the rapporteurs and leaders after the meeting.
List of ongoing OAM Rel-17 Work items and Studies included in the SA5#137e agenda 

	6.4
	Rel-17 Operations, Administration, Maintenance and Provisioning (OAM&P)
	Acronym
	UID
	Rapporteur
	Completion status at SA#91 

(Mar. 2021)
	Completion status at SA5#137e
	Target date (needs update?)

	6.4.1
	Management of non-public networks
	OAM_NPN
	870023
	Huawei
	35%
	
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)

	6.4.2
	Enhancement on Management Aspects of 5G Service-Level Agreement
	EMA5SLA
	870024
	China Mobile
	60%
	
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)

	6.4.3
	Management of MDT enhancement in 5G
	e_5GMDT
	870025
	Ericsson
	70%
	
	SA#94 (Dec. 2021)

	6.4.4
	Additional NRM features
	adNRM
	870026
	Nokia
	15%
	
	SA#94 (Dec. 2021)

	6.4.5
	Enhancement of QoE Measurement Collection
	eQoE
	870027
	Ericsson
	15%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.6
	Enhancements of 5G performance measurements and KPIs
	ePM_KPI_5G
	880025
	Intel
	40%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)


	6.4.7
	Management of the enhanced tenant concept
	eMEMTANE
	880026
	Huawei
	5%
	
	SA#94 (Dec. 2021)

	6.4.8
	Management data collection control and discovery
	MADCOL
	880028
	Nokia
	25%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)


	6.4.9
	Autonomous network levels
	ANL
	880027
	China Mobile
	50%
	
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)

	6.4.10
	Intent driven management service for mobile networks
	IDMS_MN
	810027
	Huawei
	70%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.11
	Network policy management for 5G mobile networks based on NFV scenarios
	NPM
	860024
	China Mobile
	65%
	
	SA#95 (Mar. 2022)

	6.4.12
	Enhanced Closed loop SLS Assurance
	eCOSLA
	870030
	Ericsson
	30%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.13
	Self-Organizing Networks (SON) for 5G networks
	eSON_5G
	870028
	Intel
	15%
	
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)

	6.4.14
	Enhancement of Handover Optimization
	E_HOO
	880029
	Ericsson
	10%
	
	SA#95 (Mar. 2022)

	6.4.15
	Enhancements on EE for 5G networks
	EE5GPLUS
	870022
	Orange
	30%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.16
	Discovery of management services in 5G
	5GDMS
	820035
	Huawei
	70%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.17
	Management Aspects of 5G Network Sharing
	MANS
	900021
	China Unicom
	20%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.18
	Enhancements of Management Data Analytics Service
	eMDAS
	910027
	Intel, NEC
	-
	
	SA#94 (Dec 2021)

	6.4.19
	Plug and connect support for management of Network Functions
	PACMAN
	910029
	Ericsson
	-
	
	SA#96 (Jun 2022)

	6.4.20
	File Management
	FIMA
	910030
	Nokia
	-
	
	SA#94 (Dec 2021)

	6.5
	OAM&P Studies
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6.5.1
	Study on new aspects of EE for 5G networks
	FS_EE5G
	870021
	TNO
	70%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.5.2
	Study on management aspects of edge computing
	FS_eEDGE_Mgt
	870029
	Orange
	75%
	
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)

	6.5.3
	Study on network slice management enhancement (revised to include security aspects)
	FS_NSMEN
	860022
	Intel
	40%
	
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)



	6.5.4
	Study on YANG PUSH 
	FS_YANG
	890017
	Intel, NEC
	10%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.5.5
	Study on access control for management service
	FS_MNSAC
	890016
	Huawei 
	35%
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.5.6
	Study on network slice management capability exposure
	FS_NSCE
	910026
	Alibaba Group
	-
	
	SA#94 (Dec 2021)

	6.5.7
	Study on continuous integration continuous delivery support for 3GPP NFs
	FS_CICDNS
	910028
	Nokia
	-
	
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.5.8
	Study on enhancement of service based management architecture
	FS_eSBMA
	910031
	Ericsson, Huawei
	-
	
	SA#94 (Dec 2021)


E. List of draft TS/TRs for email approval: (discuss in closing plenary)
	Tdoc#
	Title
	Source
	Agenda
	Acronym

	S5-213578
	Latest draft TS 28.557
	Huawei
	6.4.1
	OAM_NPN

	S5-213579
	Latest draft TS 28.100
	China Mobile
	6.4.9
	ANL

	S5-213575
	Latest draft TS 28.312
	Huawei
	6.4.10
	IDMS_MN

	S5-213580
	Latest draft TS 28.555
	China Mobile
	6.4.11
	NPM

	S5-213581
	Latest draft TS 28.556
	China Mobile
	6.4.11
	NPM

	NA
	Latest draft TS 28.104
	Intel
	6.4.18
	eMDAS

	S5-213662 
	Latest draft TS 28.314
	Ericsson
	6.4.19
	PACMAN

	S5-213663 
	Latest draft TS 28.315
	Ericsson
	6.4.19
	PACMAN

	S5-213664 
	Latest draft TS 28.316
	Ericsson
	6.4.19
	PACMAN

	S5-213665
	Latest draft TR 28.813
	Orange
	6.5.1
	FS_EE5G

	S5-213666
	Latest draft TR 28.814
	Intel
	6.5.2
	FS_eEDGE_Mgt

	S5-213667
	Latest draft TR 28.811
	Huawei
	6.5.3
	FS_NSMEN

	S5-213567
	Latest draft TR 28.818
	Ericsson
	6.5.4
	FS_YANG

	S5-213668
	Latest draft TR 28.817
	Nokia
	6.5.5
	FS_MNSAC

	S5-213669
	Latest draft TR 28.824
	Alibaba
	6.5.6
	FS_NSCE

	S5-213670
	Latest draft TR 28.819
	Lenovo
	6.5.7
	FS_CICDNS

	S5-213671
	Latest draft TR 28.925
	Huawei, Ericsson
	6.5.8
	FS_eSBMA


F. List of latest DraftCRs: (discuss in closing plenary)
	Tdoc#
	Title
	Source Company
	Rapporteur
	Agenda

	NA
	DraftCR for eCOSLA - TS 28.535
	Ericsson
	Jan Groenendijk
	6.4.12

	S5-213672
	DraftCR for eCOSLA - TS 28.536
	Ericsson
	Jan Groenendijk
	6.4.12

	NA
	DraftCR for E-HOO - TS 28.313
	Ericsson
	Per Elmdahl
	6.4.14

	S5-213661
	DraftCR for 5GDMS  - TS 28.533
	Huawei
	Brendan
	6.4.16

	S5-213659
	DraftCR for 5GDMS  - TS 28.537
	Huawei
	Brendan
	6.4.16

	NA
	DraftCR for 5GDMS  - TS 28.622
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	6.4.16

	NA
	DraftCR for 5GDMS  - TS 28.623
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	6.4.16

	S5-213660
	DraftCR for eQoE - TS 28.405
	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen
	6.4.5

	NA
	DraftCR for MADCOL TS 28.622
	Nokia
	Olaf Pollakowski
	6.4.8

	S5-213673
	DraftCR for FIMA/MADCOL TS 28.537
	Nokia
	Olaf Pollakowski
	6.4.20/6.4.8


Closing plenary: 

1. Rapporteur could doublecheck which input to draftCR can be converted to CR.
2. The draftCR needs to be synchronized with the latest specifications agreed in last SA plenary.

G. Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#138e (discuss in closing plenary)
Potential date:

· Jun.3rd
· Jun. 17

· Jun. 24

· Jul.1

· Jul.15

Potential topics:
· eMDAS: skeleton and other issues

· MANS:
· FS_NSCE, FS_MNSAC: clarify the relation between FS_NSCE, FS_MNSAC
· IDMS_MN: Intent concepts

· FS_NSMEN: remaining issues which block the conclusion of FS_NSMEN study
· Specification readability improvement
· MADCOL
· FS_YANG
· Split of 28.541
	Rapporteur calls
	Date Time
	Potential Topics

	#137e.1
	14:00 CET~16:00 CET 
	eMDAS: (Yi Zhi, Brendan)
1. 3039rev2 Add structure for TS 28.104
2. S5-213039rev1 pCR Add structure for TS 28.104_Huawei_comments
FS_YANG

	#137e.2
	14:00 CET~16:00 CET 
	FS_NSCE, FS_MNSAC: Clarify the relation between FS_NSCE, FS_MNSAC (S5-213394/ S5-213429/ S5-213427) (Xiaobo, Ping Jing)
FS_NSMEN: Resolve remaining issues which block the conclusion of FS_NSMEN study (Brendan)

	#137e.3
	15:00 CET~17:00 CET   
	IDMS_MN: Intent concepts (S5-213165/S5-213288/S5-213169) (Xuruiyue, Vlad)
MADCOL (Olaf)

	#137e.4
	15:00 CET~17:00 CET 
	S5-213364 Rel-17 DP Specification methodology and TS restructuring for better readability (Olaf)
Split of 28.541 (Balazs) 

	#137e.5
	15:00 CET~17:00 CET 
	MANS (Xuruiyue, Zhuweihong) 


H. Tdocs statistics

SA5 level tdocs Statistics:
	Agenda Item
	Total tdocs
	Email threads 
	Description

	1~5
	22
	16
	3+13


OAM tdocs Statistics: 
	Agenda Item
	Acronym
	Total tdocs
	Email threads 
	Description(groups+tdocs)

	6.1
	OAM plenary
	22
	20
	2+18

	6.2
	new WID
	3
	3
	0+3

	6.3 
	MAINT
	58
	34
	12+22

	6.4
	
	
	
	

	6.4.1
	OAM_NPN
	9
	8
	1+7

	6.4.2
	EMA5SLA
	19
	12
	6+6

	6.4.3
	e_5GMDT
	8
	4
	2+2

	6.4.4
	adNRM
	11
	7
	3+4

	6.4.5
	eQoE
	1
	1
	0+1

	6.4.6
	ePM_KPI_5G
	12
	7
	2+5

	6.4.7
	eMEMTANE
	1
	1
	0+1

	6.4.8
	MADCOL
	6
	5
	1+4

	6.4.9
	ANL
	7
	7
	0+7

	6.4.10
	IDMS_MN
	9
	8
	1+7

	6.4.11
	NPM
	6
	6
	0+6

	6.4.12
	eCOSLA
	16
	12
	4+8

	6.4.13
	eSON_5G
	6
	5
	1+4

	6.4.14
	E_HOO
	2
	1
	1+0

	6.4.15
	EE5GPLUS
	9
	5
	2+3

	6.4.16
	5GDMS
	4
	3
	1+2

	6.4.17
	MANS
	8
	2
	2+0

	6.4.18
	eMDAS
	19
	10
	7+3

	6.4.19
	PACMAN
	12
	3
	3+0

	6.4.20
	FIMA
	1
	1
	0+1

	6.5
	
	
	
	

	6.5.1
	FS_EE5G
	10
	7
	2+5

	6.5.2
	FS_eEDGE_Mgt
	9
	8
	1+7

	6.5.3
	FS_NSMEN
	8
	8
	0+8

	6.5.4
	FS_YANG
	3
	1
	1+0

	6.5.5
	FS_MNSAC
	3
	3
	0+3

	6.5.6
	FS_NSCE
	8
	6
	2+4

	6.5.7
	FS_CICDNS
	8
	6
	2+4

	6.5.8
	FS_eSBMA
	5
	4
	1+3

	Total
	
	303
	208
	


Color codes for Tdoc status

Tdoc – late  Tdoc – resubmitted
Leaders recommendation
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