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1. Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#149 
Topics:
· Rel-19 time plan: 3555

· Rel-19 potential topics for SA workshop preparation: 3319 rev1

· FS_eSBMA (S5-233467rev2/S5-233468rev3/S5-233479rev1/S5-233461rev5)
· EE: 3536 ??
· New WID: S5-233510rev5?? 
All the draft for discussion please upload to 
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23148e 
2. Schedule for rapporteur calls:
	Rapporteur calls
	Date Time
	Potential Topics

	#148e.1
	4 May 13:00 ~15:00 UTC
	· Rel-19 time plan: 3555
N: standalone OAM part1 starts when the Rel-18 is not finished. Maybe too busy between december 2023 and March 2024.
VC: propose to merge 3+4, keep OAM part1 as same time line with SA2/SA6 related OAM. 
· Rel-19 potential topics for SA workshop preparation: 3319 rev1
S: how to measure the workload?

C: we will wait for SA chair to provide some guideline on the measure of workload. It would be good to use the current template for inputs for now (e.g. indicate the target date) , some estimation on size of the work, work packages could also be the inputs. 
· S5-233319rev1 SA5 Collection of Rel-19 potential topics for SA workshop preparation-CMCC
S: support the work for EE in general. 
Bullet 3: what’s new for Energy Utilization monitoring compared with existing solution.

Bullet 4: we have defined EE KPI already, what to be defined in this new work

Bullet 5: service level need to be clarified. 

Bullet 6: claify the meaning of carbon-aware 
Samsung is ok with bullet 1, but bullet 2~6 needs more clarification.
· FS_eSBMA (S5-233468rev3/S5-233479rev1/S5-233461rev5)
3468rev3: 

E: the exposed MnS Set is not well described. Like to show CAPIF as the framework. 
HW: whether CAPIF is the only interface for exposure? 
N: it’s not feasiblity to provide different exposed MnS to different verticals. Clarify the purpose.
HW: the purpose to show the different MnS sets which could be used between different organizations/or systems.
A: clarify the difference between 28.925 and 28.824. 
N: whether the purpose to limit or illustrate the use MnS? The main difference between different MnS is the component B. 
HW: it’s for illustration. 
3479rev1: 
N: clarify the purpose of adding the new box of capabilities.

3461 rev5:

HW: propose to discuss the names:

“management interface”

“management service interface”

“management capability”

N: why to list just the MnS components? Why need this management interface column? 
HW: some names in first column have already been used in specifications. 
· S5-232812d4  New WID on network slice management capability exposure (Xiaobo Yu)
N: justification: which GSMA group to align? What do you mean by “leverage” by leverage the exposure capability from SA6 (e.g. NSCALE, CAPIF) ?
Objective: clarify “normative requirements on management capability exposure”. Question to put the reference architecture in TS. 
A: SA6 should leverage the work from SA5. Will discuss with HW for the relation with SBMA work. 
N: clarify which issue CAPIF can solve in context of MnS? 
S: clarify on Note1. Why specify the reference architecutre in exposure work? Don’t you want to include performance, fault?
A: no intention to redefine the existing solution, to enhance solutions to include exposure capabilities.
N: what enhancement for SBMA is needed? What reference architecutre you are referring to? SA2 architecture or 32.101? suggest not limiting the possibilities of SBMA reference architecture.


	#148e.2
	11 May 13:00 ~15:00 UTC
	· EE: Rel-18 pCR 28.913 Add Conclusion and Recommendation for Key Issue 6 (Samsung Electronics Nordic AB) (Ashutosh Kaushik)
· S5-233510 New Rel-18 WID on Management Aspect of 5G Network Sharing Phase2 (Wang Zhao Ning)
· Open

	
	
	


