3GPP TSG SA WG5 (Telecom Management) Meeting #133e

S5-205007
12 – 21 October 2020, E-meeting
Source:
SA5 Chair, SA5 Vice Chair (Huawei) 

Title:
SA5#133e OAM Chair notes and conclusions
Document for:
Information
Agenda Item:
6.1
A. Introduction:

This document includes OAM tdocs sequence, grouping proposal and Chair notes of the discussion.
1. SA5#133e OAM Sessions email approval detailed principles:

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

· Combine all the editorial tdocs for email approval in one email approval 
· Combine the related stage 2 and stage 3 tdocs in one email approval
· Combine the technical related tdocs in one email approval
· A coordinator of the email approval 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, the author of the tdoc is the coordinator of the email approval. The single tdoc will go for email approval 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 approval:
· Thomas Tovinger: (the following agenda items are kept in Thomas’s copy of the chair notes)

· 1~5 (9)
· 6.4.2
EMA5SLA(15)

· 6.4.3
e_5GMDT(5)

· 6.4.4
adNRM(8)

· 6.4.5
eQoE(1)

· 6.4.6
ePM_KPI_5G(7)

· 6.4.7
eMEMTANE(2)

· 6.4.8
MADCOL(4)

· 6.5.1
FS_5GSAT_MO(5)

· 6.5.2
FS_EE5G(10)

· 6.5.3
FS_eEDGE_Mgt (9)

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

· 6.1
OAM plenary(20)

· 6.2
new WID(0)

· 6.3 
MAINT(80)

· 6.4.1
OAM_NPN(4)
3. Time plan / agenda for the conference calls: (The following table are kept in Thomas’s copy of the chair notes)

	Date 
	Mon 12 Oct
	Tue 13 Oct 
	Wed 14 Oct
	Thu 15 Oct

	Time
	15.10-17.00 CEST
	15.10-17.00 CEST
	15.10-17.00 CEST
	15.10-17.00 CEST

	Agenda
	1. Any questions for clarification

of the process (15:00~15:25)
2. LSs in 6.1 (if any more need a reply, in addition to the already proposed replies) (15:05~16:20)
LS suggested to be noted: (S5-205021/S5-205022/S5-205015/S5-205016/S5-205018)
LS to be discussed: (S5-205092/S5-205232/S5-205013/S5-205023/S5-205045)
3. tdocs in 6.1 for discussion:
(S5-205062/S5-205199) (16:20~17:00)

	1. LSs and tdocs in 5.3 (if any more need a reply, in addition to the already proposed replies) (15:10~15:40) 
(S5-205194/S5-205024/S5-205020)
2. FS_eEdge_Mgt (S5-205035/) (15:40~16:30)

3. S5-205230 Specification investigation (16:30-17.00) 

	1. FS_eEdge_Mgt (S5-205035/S5-205134/S5-205135 (15:10-15:40)
2. S5-205198 TD Creation of a new TS with example MnFs and procedures (15:40-16:05)

	1. 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#9 (S5-205253/S5-205260/S5-205225/S5-205228/S5-205268/S5-205261/S5-205262/S5-205265/S5-205263/S5-205264) network slice IOC and allocateNsi operations (15:10-15:50)
2. 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#22 (S5-205242/S5-205244) Assurance Closed Loop model updates (15:50-16:00)

3. 6.4.2- EMA5SLA, GROUP#1(S5-205248/S5-205254/S5-205255/S5-205256/S5-205257) concept of service level specification (16:00-16:30)


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


	Date 
	Fri 16 Oct
	Mon 19 Oct
	Tue 20 Oct
	Wed 21 Oct

	Time
	15.10-17.00 CEST
	15.10-17.00 CEST
	15.10-17.00 CEST
	15.00-18.00 CEST

	Agenda
	1. 6.4.2- EMA5SLA, GROUP#2 (S5-205204/S5-205205/S5-205234/S5-205236/S5-205197/S5-205039) NRM

 modelling of SliceProfile (15:10-15:40)
2. 6.4.4-adNRM, GROUP#2 (S5-205107/S5-205108/S5-205145/S5-205146/S5-205237/S5-205239) support of network sharing (15:40-16:10)
3. 6.4.8-MADCOL, S5-205196 TD Issues in data collection and discovery (16:10-16.40))
4. Proposal for a new LS to SA6/ETSI MEC related to S5-205052 (16.40-16.55)


	1. Forge process for draftCRs (15.10-15.40)
2. 6.1 XML discontinuation (from S5-205199) (15.40-16.10)
3. 6.1-OAM, S5-205348 Reply LS on TM Forum implementation experiences 3GPP NRM Models (16.10-16.25)
4. 6.1-OAM, S5-205023 Resubmitted LS to SA5 on O-RAN – 3GPP Cooperation on Management Services / S5-205349 Discussion on YANG interface for Network Slice Management (16.25-16.50)

	No CC planned


	Closing SA5 Plenary
· SA5 administrative issues
· Reminder about the new DraftCR process and Forge process

· Reminder about draft TS/TR Presentation sheets and EditHelp checks (after this meeting)

· To be made for all draft TS/TRs to be sent to SA from this meeting, if any (in parallel with the latest draft email approvals) 

· Send to EditHelp@etsi.org  

· Charging report
· CH exec report
· Confirm conclusions for all CH Tdocs in the CH exec report
· SA5 Agenda AI 5.x: Confirm conclusions for all SA5 level Tdocs in Thomas’s final Chairnotes

· OAM reporting and conclusions
i. Confirm conclusions for all OAM Tdocs in Zou Lan’s final Chairnotes 

ii. Confirm conclusions for all OAM Tdocs in Thomas’s final Chairnotes 

AOB

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


Notes OAM CC 12 Oct: 

· Clarification of the DraftCR process. Details clarified in an email to the SA5 exploder.

· WI rapporteur needs to update the draftCR after every SA plenary if the baseline was updated.
Notes OAM CC 19 Oct.:

· Thomas informed about the agreed process for handling of draftCR code in Forge (announced on OAM exploder).

· Ericsson: Will the new Tdoc# for DraftCRs be announced in the chair notes? Reply: yes, also in a separate email

· SA5 VC: Where to capture the process information? Reply: Planned for next meeting in update of S5-204449 and the Sa5 working procedures, to be sent out well in advance of SA5#134e.

Preparation for the Conf call on 12th Oct:

· List of LSs in agenda item 6.1 which recommend to note:

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205021): no related reply LS submitted, it’s RAN2 reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205021. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205022): no related reply LS submitted, it’s SA4 reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205022. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205015): no related reply LS submitted. This LS is a reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205015. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205016): no related reply LS submitted. This LS is a reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205016. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205018): no related reply LS submitted. SA5 is in cc. Suggest to note S5-205018. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
· List of LSs in agenda item 6.1 which recommend to discuss:

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205092): suggest to discuss this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205232): suggest to discuss this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205013): no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205023): no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205045): no related reply LS submitted. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
· Tdocs in agenda item 6.1 for information and discussion:
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205062): suggest to go through this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205199): suggest to go through this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
Preparation for the Conf call on 13th Oct:
· List of LSs in agenda item 5.3 which recommend to discuss:
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205194): suggest to discuss this tdoc in Tuesday 13 Oct Conf call.
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205024): suggest to discuss this tdoc in Tuesday 13 Oct Conf call.

Leaders recommendation for (S5-205020): no related reply LS submitted. This LS is a reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205020.Decision to be made in Tuesday 13 Oct Conf call.
B. SA5 level tdocs: (Total 9 tdocs/ 4 email threads (2 groups+ 2 tdoc))
	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 (3)

	[SA5#133e], SA5 Plenary, GROUP#1 (S5-205000/S5-205001/S5-205002/S5-205003/S5-205010/S5-205011) 

	[SA5#133e], SA5 Plenary, GROUP#2 (S5-205271/S5-205194) LS on Counter of UEs Registering Network Slice

	[SA5#133e], SA5 Plenary, S5-205024 LS to SA5 on Rel-17 schedule

	[SA5#133e], SA5 Plenary, S5-205020 Reply LS to SA5 on QoS requirements for OAM traffic on IAB


SA5 Plenary GROUP#1 (S5-205000/S5-205001/S5-205002/S5-205003/S5-205010/S5-205011) (6)
	S5-205000
	Agenda
Conclusion: Approved
	WG Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	2

	S5-205001
	Report from last SA5 meeting
Conclusion: Approved
	MCC
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	4.1

	S5-205002
	SA5#133e e-meeting process
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.1

	S5-205003
	Post SA5#133e Email approval status
	WG Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.1

	S5-205010
	SA5 meeting calendar
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.4

	S5-205011
	SA5 working procedures
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger
	5.1


SA5 Plenary GROUP#2 (S5-205271/S5-205194) LS on Counter of UEs Registering Network Slice (2)
	S5-205271
	LS on Counter of UEs Registering Network Slice
13-14 Oct.: See discussion on 5194 below.

Conclusion: Postponed
	C4-204421
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3

	S5-205194
	Reply LS on Counter of UEs Registering Network Slice

13 Oct.: Conf. call discussion with OAM+CH, see notes below.

14 Oct.: First comments sent on the exploder (Matrixx and Lenovo recommend postponing the SA5 incoming LS from CT4 and wait for the reply LS from SA2) 
Conclusion: Noted
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaowen Sun
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205194): Related tdocs S5-205047/ S5-205048/ S5-205049, suggest to discuss this tdoc in Tuesday 13 Oct Conf call.
OAM+CH Conf. call discussion 13 Oct.:

· N: Question about the title. Seems that reg. subscribers per network slice is done via UDM. SA2 has not concluded on any solution so far (which procedure to use). So the requirement CT4 is working on seems a bit strange. I can check and propose updates on the text related to this, via the reflector.

· H: Similar comment as Nokia. The mgmt of slices via UDM is partially supported. Propose more offline discussions for this reply.

· Matrixx: There is no consensus in SA2 yet on what to reply. Also have a concern on how UDM would count this. I suggest to postpone this LS.

· E: This is a response to an LS from CT4. The S5-number should also be shown in the header (in Response to). Anyway I propose to postpone this LS as we need more time to consider it (as it arrived quite late).

· C: Question 1 is related to SA2, but for SA5 we have already determined this kind of KPI. But the question that the UDM procedure has not been defined is not affecting SA5.

· Matrixx: There is no need identified so far, neither in SA2 nor SA5, to define such a procedure in CT4. 

· CMCC: Ask for more time to discuss offline with SA2 colleagues. 
· Chair: Discussion continues in the thread (on the SA5 reflector)

The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (2)

	S5-205024
	LS to SA5 on Rel-17 schedule
Conclusion: Noted
	3GPP TSG SA
	Mirko Cano Soveri
	5.3


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205024): suggest to discuss this tdoc in Tuesday 13 Oct Conf call.
OAM+CH Conf. call discussion 13 Oct.:

· Matrixx: Do we also need to take this into account in the ongoing SA5 work/study items? 

· Conclusion: Noted
	S5-205020
	Reply LS to SA5 on QoS requirements for OAM traffic on IAB (reallocate 6.1->5.3)

Conclusion: Noted
	S2-2006489
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205020): no related reply LS submitted. This LS is a reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205020.Decision to be made in Tuesday 13 Oct Conf call.
OAM+CH Conf. call discussion 13 Oct.:

· Matrixx: Should CH and OAM plan to cooperate on the selected QCI parameters for further business that may be enforced by CH?
· I: The first LS from SA2 asked whether there are any needs to define any new 5Qis. We said in our first response that we need new 5Qis, and in a later reply more detailed proposals on 5Qis for IAB. This was consolidated with OAM and CH, that CH did not need any new 5Qis for IAB. This reply from SA2 says that they will not standardize the new values requested by SA5, and operator specific values could be used. Intel’s comment on this reply: This could work, because SA5 already has models for preconfigured and dynamic 5Qis. So we don’t need to force SA2 to define them.
· H: Standardised 5Qis was used by operators before, but I don’t see any CH needs to enforce it.

· Matrixx: I propose that the CH group could offer to collect recording of IAB traffic provided by OAM under different QCIs. A new WID may be the way to handle this.
· N: The LS anyway can be noted. We need a separate discussion on SA5 level about a new work item proposal related to this.

· H: Share the same opinion as Nokia. Is it about PM? In OAM we already have a study item about collection.

· Conclusion: Noted.

C. Start of OAM tdocs:
	6
	OAM&P 
	
	


	6.1
	OAM&P Plenary
	
	Total 20 tdocs/ 17 email threads (3 group+ 14 tdocs)
	


6.1 OAM email thread TITLE list (17)

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, GROUP #1 (S5-205019/S5-205092) URI for streaming trace reporting in LTE

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, GROUP #2 (S5-205017/S5-205232) LS on Energy Efficiency

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, GROUP #3 (S5-205021/S5-205022) QoE Measurement Collection

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205004 OAM&P SWG action list

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205005 SA5#133e_agenda_with_Tdocs_sequence_proposal_OAM

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205006 SA5#133e OAM Exec Report

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205007 SA5#133e OAM Chair notes and conclusions

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205013 LS to SA5 on TM Forum implementation experiences 3GPP NRM Models

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205015 LS to SA5 for End-to-End Network Slicing Gap analysis

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205016 Reply LS to SA5 on the clarification of handover and reselection parameters

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205018 LS ccSA5 on New service type of NR QoE

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205023 Resubmitted LS to SA5 on O-RAN – 3GPP Cooperation on Management Services

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205355, Reply LS to O-RAN – 3GPP Cooperation on Management Services

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205045 LS to SA5 on Introduction of TM Forum Autonomous Network project and Coordination Proposal

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205062 Collection of useful endorsed document and external communication documents

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205199 Rel-16 OAM Stage2 and Stage3 Mapping Status

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205354 Discussion paper for discontinue XML solution set from Rel-16

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205230 Specification investigation

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205198 TD Creation of a new TS with example MnFs and procedures

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM, S5-205349 Discussion on YANG interface for Network Slice Management

	[SA5#133e], 6.1-OAM,S5-205348 Reply LS on TM Forum implementation experiences 3GPP NRM Models


OAM GROUP #1 (S5-205019/S5-205092) URI for streaming trace reporting in LTE (2)

	S5-205019
	LS to SA5 on URI for streaming trace reporting in LTE

Conclusion: Replied in S5-205356.
	R3-205798
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-205092
	Reply LS on URI for streaming trace reporting in LTE

(reallocate 5.3->6.1)
12 Oct conf call:

HW: need to reword ” should be fine”

N: inform RAN3 about use of support URI has been captured in SA5 specs, ask whether there are further questions. 

13 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved with editorial update –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-205356 
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205092): suggest to discuss this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

OAM GROUP #2 (S5-205017/S5-205232) LS on Energy Efficiency (2) 
	S5-205017
	Reply LS to SA5 on energy efficiency

Conclusion: Replied in S5-205357
	R3-205657
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-205232
	LS Reply to RAN3 on Energy Efficiency

12 Oct conf call:

O: ask PM experts to check question 3 and 4.

E: offline comments.

12 Oct: first set of comments received.

13 Oct: more comments received. 

19 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

20 Oct: more comments received. Rev4 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev4 approved –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-205357.
	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205232): suggest to discuss this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

OAM GROUP #3 (S5-205021/S5-205022) QoE Measurement Collection (2) 
	S5-205021
	Resubmitted Reply LS to SA5 on QoE Measurement Collection

Conclusion: Replied in S5-205347
	R2-2005778
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-205022
	Resubmitted LS to SA5 on QoE Measurement Collection

Conclusion: Replied in S5-205347
	S4-200962
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205021): no related reply LS submitted, it’s RAN2 reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205021. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
Leaders recommendation for (S5-205022): no related reply LS submitted, it’s SA4 reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205022. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
12 Oct conf call: E proposed to answer the two LSes. S5-205347 for reply LS.

	S5-205347
	LS on QoE Measurement Collection 

14 Oct: d1 uploaded.

Conclusion: d1 approved with editorial update –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-205347.
	Ericsson
	Robert Peterson


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (15)

	S5-205004
	OAM&P SWG action list

14 Oct: d1 uploaded.

Conclusion: Noted.
	WG Vice Chair
	Lan Zou


	S5-205005
	SA5#133e_agenda_with_Tdocs_sequence_proposal_OAM
	WG Vice Chair
	Lan Zou


	S5-205006
	SA5#132e OAM Exec Report
	WG Vice Chair
	Lan Zou


	S5-205007
	SA5#133e OAM Chair notes and conclusions
	WG Chair
	Thomas Tovinger


	S5-205013
	LS to SA5 on TM Forum implementation experiences 3GPP NRM Models

12 Oct conf call:

E: the FMC may not work with the TMF proposal change. 

N: 28 series are created for FMC. Support the revive of the discussion, but need to better understand the problem. May need work item to do the work. Need to inform them about the progress.

HW: need to understand what’s the problem first, why existing model can be used.

DT: TMF would like to align with the GSMA GST. 

C: E, N, HW, DT support to draft reply LS in new tdoc# S5-205348.

Conclusion: Replied in S5-205348.
	TM Forum
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-205348
	Reply LS on TM Forum implementation experiences 3GPP NRM Models

19 Oct conf call:

No comments.

19 Oct: 5348d3 uploaded.

Conclusion: d3 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205348 .
	WG Vice Chair (Huawei)
	Lan Zou


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205013): no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

	S5-205015
	LS to SA5 for End-to-End Network Slicing Gap analysis

12 Oct Conf call: Noted.

Conclusion: Noted.
	GSMA NEST
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205015): no related reply LS submitted. This LS is a reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205015. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

	S5-205016
	Reply LS to SA5 on the clarification of handover and reselection parameters

12 Oct Conf call: Noted.

Conclusion: Noted.
	R3-205542
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205016): no related reply LS submitted. This LS is a reply LS to SA5. Suggest to note S5-205016. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.

	S5-205018
	LS ccSA5 on New service type of NR QoE

12 Oct Conf call: Noted.

Conclusion: Noted.
	R3-205724
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205018): no related reply LS submitted. SA5 is in cc. Suggest to note S5-205018. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
	S5-205023
	Resubmitted LS to SA5 on O-RAN – 3GPP Cooperation on Management Services

12 Oct Conf call: 

C: propose to reply.

N: need to have an agreement first in SA5 before commit external. Need to capture the agreement to guide the future work.

DT: should have a plan for this work. Not only provide promise.

N: need to be clear on what to reply. 

I: need to agree on way forward on SA5 support of network slice with YANG solution set. Propose to keep an action item. 

N: YANG is introduced for support of device management in ONAP. Slice NRM is for orchestration, not for device management. O-RAN is not for e2e slicing. Need to clarify what’s purpose for network slice with using YANG solution set.

HW: propose discussion paper to form SA5 position.

I: O-RAN needs the solution to support slicing. 

E: propose move forward the discussion with discussion papers. 

C: volunteer to draft a discussion paper in new tdoc#

S5-205349 <proposal for consideration: Discussion paper on YANG based Interface for network slice orchestration> (Cisco)  

O: network slice orchestration or network slice management and orchestration? Late contribution is difficult to follow. 

Conclusion: Postpone to SA5#134e.
	O-RAN
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205023): no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
O-RAN WG1 asks 3GPP SA5 to inform about plans to add the YANG definitions for network slicing to the TS 28.541.

	S5-205349 (late)
	Discussion on YANG interface for Network Slice Management

13 Oct: launch of the discussion.

14 Oct/15 Oct: more comments received.

19 Oct conf call:

Alt1. Let’s announce that SA5 is launching a short study item which could be followed, depending on the conclusions, by a work item. 
[Proposed by Orange]


Alt2. Let’s announce that SA5 plans to start working on a YANG model for Network Slice Management before the end of 2020.
[Proposed by O-RAN and Cisco]


Alt3. Let’s announce that SA5 has no plans deliver any YANG model for Network Slice Management.

DT: there is a preference for Alt1 with the modification for the focus on a short-term Rel-17 study.

O: launch short study to understand pros and cons. There is risk that O-RAN WG1 will develop YANG solution set quickly. Need to check with O-RAN.

E: We have no SID/WID proposal so far. We can not announce externally before we have a SID/WID approved.

N: support Alt1. 

DT: agree with Thomas. Need to make it quick. 

Cisco: 

S: the new potential SID needs to consider the relation with existing YANG PUSH SID.

E: support a new Workitem or study item. The new discussion is not included in YANG Push SID so far. The study for network slicing will be quick, better to keep a separate study.

E: send to Balazs if there is any impact to YANG Push study.

I: either go with a new study or continue the discussion in email thread. How much content will be in the TR? Prefer to continue with list of questions.

C: if we go for new study, the earliest time to start the work in after December SA meeting. 

N: need to make sure on what to study. 

Whether the YANG proposal is for transport support? 

N: two aspects to be studied:

1. Interaction with TN 

2. MKT aspects of slicing, need to understand what O-RAN plans to do for slicing. How to better support O-RAN?

I: agree interaction with TN is needed. The second bullet for support of O-RAN may be broader beyond the YANG topic.

I: focus on the incoming LS on YANG solution set support of slicing. 

N: need to understand what O-RAN is expected from SA5. 

Cisco: propose to work together with O-RAN. 

N: split the discussion of study and the reply to LS. Reply to O-RAN with cooperation with 3GPP, 

but need get clarification from O-RAN “inform us about plans to add the YANG definitions for network slicing to the TS 28.541.” on what is expecting on O1. Provide information that SA5 has already support to NR YANG solution set. 

What’s O-RAN requirements for the YANG support? 

ONAP may use slicing configuration with SA5 specification. 

I: whether YANG solution set needs to support network slice model need also be considered from 3GPP aspect?

N: volunteer to draft a draft reply LS in S5-205355(Anatoly)  (new).

Conclusion: withdrawn.
	Cisco
	Jan Lindblad

	S5-205355
	Reply LS to O-RAN – 3GPP Cooperation on Management Services

19 Oct: d1 uploaded.

20 Oct: more comments received.

20 Oct: d2/d3 uploaded after the submission deadline. Propose to treat d3 in closing plenary.

Conclusion: Noted.
	SA5 Chair, SA5 Vice Chair(Huawei)
	Zou Lan


	S5-205045
	LS to SA5 on Introduction of TM Forum Autonomous Network project and Coordination Proposal 

12 Oct Conf call: Noted.

Conclusion: Noted.
	TM Forum
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205045): no related reply LS submitted. Decision to be made in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
	S5-205062
	Collection of useful endorsed document and external communication documents

12 Oct Conf call: 

S: support the initiative.

E: clarify for the criteria to add/remove the tdocs.

I: consider to add 1 column for capturing the status. 

DT: suggest to have some criteria to add/remove the tdocs.

C: update the tdoc status.

C: Noted.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei Technologies (Korea)
	Lan Zou


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205062): suggest to go through this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
	S5-205199
	Rel-16 OAM Stage2 and Stage3 Mapping Status

12 Oct Conf call: 

E: need to compare the pros and cons (e.g. removing XML).

E: what’s the procedure to update the gaps? 

C: TS rapporteur needs to be monitor the gaps and update the gaps.

N: The rapporteur should keep the consistency between stage 2 and stage 3.

14 Oct: clarification on some alternatives with pro’s, con’s and consequences are needed.

15 oct: E objected the endorsement.

16 Oct: separate the discussion of “collection of stage 2 and stage 3 mapping status” and “discontinue XML solution set”, propose to discuss “discontinue XML solution set” in a separate new tdoc 5354.

19 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

20 Oct: rev4 uploaded. This document is for information.

Conclusion: rev4 Noted  –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-205358
	SA5 Vice Chair(Huawei), SA5 Chair
	Lan Zou


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205199): suggest to go through this tdoc in Mon 12 Oct Conf call.
	S5-205354 (late)
	Discussion paper for discontinuing XML solution set from Rel-16

16 Oct: new created tdoc split the content of “discontinue XML solution set” from 5199.

19 Oct conf call: 

E: add description on keep of the XML file format.

How to handle the Rel-17 specification? Add sentence to remove Rel-17

N: there is no component A XML solution set.

Reword to “Discontinue the XML solution set for management service component B in TS 28.623 and TS 28.541 from Rel-16.” 

DT: confusion with the sentence with component A. 

E: How about 4G/3G specifications? 

N: suggest to focus on 28.623 and 28.541. 

E: XML directory in forge should also be considered to be removed.

DT: add a sentence to make it clear on what solution set to be continued. 

N: add sentence to keep the XML file format.

19 Oct: d3 uploaded.

Conclusion: d3 Endorsed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205354
	SA5 Vice Chair(Huawei), SA5 Chair
	Lan Zou


	S5-205230
	Specification investigation

13 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified. Rev1 uploaded.

13 Oct conf call:

HW: how to proceed with the work? Need new workitem?

MCC: would be better to go with work item. 

E: maybe a new TS to capture the SBMA related specifications.

N: 28.622 to define common used data type. 32.101/102/103 are out to date. 

Nokia volunteer to take action item for the update StateManagementIRP in 28.622 including state attributes, Radio planning tool with using the provisioning management services and provide openAPI for radio planning tool. 

E:  28.622 and 623 is the right place to capture stateManagement.

NEC: address the NRM has high priority. Whether keep 28.541 as independent spec?

N: ME/MF is defined in 28.622, 28.541 is dependent on MF/ME.  Not possible to make 28.541 independent now. 

28.541 could be 5G specific, but not abandon the supporting models. E.g. inventory IRP, SONPolicy IRP etc.

HW: more IOCs have been put in 28.622. not align with the specification title. 

N: IRPAgent is still in 28.622. clean up is needed. Attributes table at end of specification is difficult to read.

Vice chair: suggest to put list of issues and concrete action proposal, rapporteur call timeslot could be used for discussion.

I: 5G NRM structure (e.g. 28.541) needs to be updated. Clause of IOC and data type are mixed together. Suggest to separate the IOC and data type.

14 Oct: more comments received.

19 Oct: r2 uploaded.

Conclusion: r2 Endorsed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205359
	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen


	S5-205198 (late)
	TD Creation of a new TS with example MnFs and procedures

Reallocate 6.4.8->6.1
12 Oct: first set of comments received.

13 Oct: more comments received. 

E proposed to discuss in conf call with following information “ Why it is needed, does it break SBMA principles, its scope, e.g. should it specify MnFs or MnSs as well, etc.  If need in such a document, is confirmed /agreed then we need further discussion to decide on its sketch and process (e.g. if there are any process changes needed for adding new “MnF recipes”)”

14 Oct conf call:

S: how about other management functions? How to capture those information in the new TS? What’s the principle for keeping those examples? 

N: how to limit the examples?

HW: use the existing management services to show the relation with DCC. Support the cookbook approach to show how to use SBMA. 

Both stage2 and stage3 could be considered in the cookbook.

Prefer the outsider view, stay with service based view, not to define how vendor implement it. 

E: agree with Olaf, go with the 3 steps approaches. Should go first with how to improve the readability?

E: an alternative is to improve existing current NRM.

N: no intention to prescribe how vendor implement. Not based on NRM only, need to combine with the management services.

N: 

How to improve readability?

1. New spec to capture examples? 

2. Update existing specs

3. Any problems with many examples? 

4. Whether examples on management functions are useful to improve the readability?

DT: why focus on management functions, whether management services are enough? Clarification on the management function and management services. 

NEC: the proposal is about a coordination function. Good start for discussion. 

E: 32.103 is an example to improve the readability. The title of 32.103 is IPR usage guide. Maybe we should take another approach like SA2 which defines the functions.

S: agree there is problem. Support a new TS provides particular objectives to achieve with using which management services. Keep the TS open with any potential solutions for multiple releases.

I: putting things to NRM may not provide the whole picture. 

Functional framework is missing for many features (e.g. COSLA, SON etc.)

Way forward:

1. New spec to capture examples? Update existing specs?

2. Examples are to show how the particular problem can be solved with the management services to improve the readability? 

3. Do not normalize the management functions, only show the management functions as examples.

Plenary: start with examples.
Conclusion: Noted. (rapporteur call topic ) 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205198): uploaded on Sunday, will be treated in SA5#133e.
	6.2
	New OAM&P Work Item proposals
	
	Total 0 tdocs/ 0 email threads 
	


6.2 New WID: No tdocs submitted to this meeting.
	6.3
	OAM&P Maintenance and Rel-16 small Enhancements 
	
	Total 80 tdocs/ 31 email threads (22 groups+ 9 tdocs)


6.3 MAINT email thread TITLE list (31):

	TS 28.554

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#1 (S5-205047/S5-205048/S5-205049) Correct UDM e2e KPI

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#2 (S5-205055/S5-205056) Fix the formula for upstream throughout

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#3 (S5-205151/S5-205152) Editorial Correction of TS 28.554

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#4 (S5-205057/ S5-205058) Clarification of tracing roaming UE for 5GC

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#5 (S5-205110/S5-205111/S5-205245) Fix inconsistencies in NR positioning method

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205059 Correct streaming trace record concept figure

	TS 28.658

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#6 (S5-205103/S5-205104) Add missing inheritance diagram for EUtranFrequency and EUtranFreqRelation

	TS 28.541

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#7 (S5-205105/S5-205106) Correct the definition for configurable5QI and dynamic5QI

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#8 (S5-205153/S5-205154) Correction of cell neighbour relations related attributes in openAPI solution

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#9 (S5-205253/S5-205260/S5-205225/S5-205228/S5-205268/S5-205261/S5-205262/S5-205265/S5-205263/S5-205264) network slice IOC and allocateNsi operations

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205094 R16 CR TS 28.541 add subclause reference of MRO related attribute

	TS 28.313&28.541

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#10 (S5-205136/S5-205137/S5-205138) Change RACH control attributes from beam to cell

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#11 (S5-205139/S5-205140/S5-205141/S5-205142/S5-205143) Move PCI RACH control IOC from CU to DU

	TS 28.313:

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#12 (S5-205130/S5-205131/S5-205095/S5-205096) 28.313 edithelp reference update and correction on notification information

	TS 28.532:

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#13 (S5-205157/S5-205269) Extend object creation method with id selection by the MnS producer

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#15 (S5-205156/S5-205158/S5-205189/S5-205193) Correct faultMnS ThresholdLevelInd notifyHeartbeat

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#16 (S5-205266/S5-205267) Correct notifyChangedAlarmGeneral

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#17 (S5-205101/S5-205102) generic file data report MnS and generic streaming MnS

	TS 28.532&28.622&28.623:

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#14 (S5-205187/S5-205188/S5-205190/S5-205191) Correct notifyThresholdCrossing thresholdLevel

	TS 28.530:

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205200 Rel-16 CR 28.530 Add missing definition of SLA and update definition of SLS

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205251 add abbreviations

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205350 CR Rel-16 28.530 Correction of missing Figure 4.1.7.1 Examples of network slice as NOP internals

	TS 28.533

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205155 Cleanup based on refined slice definition

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205252 add abbreviations reference

	TS 28.550:

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205235 Clarification on emission of threshold crossing notifications for non-cumulative counters

	TS 28.622&28.623:

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#18 (S5-205258/S5-205259/S5-205246/S5-205247) granularityPeriod perfMetricJobGroupId attribute

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#19 (S5-205195/S5-205243) comDefs.yaml

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#20 (S5-205060/S5-205061/S5-205063/S5-205218/S5-205231) Correction of NRM YANG errors

	TS 28.535&28.536:

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#21 (S5-205238/S5-205270/S5-205240/S5-205241) Update and make closed control loop term consistent

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#22 (S5-205242/S5-205244) Assurance Closed Loop model updates

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205053 Rel-16 CR 28.536 Update references to other specifications

	[SA5#133e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-205054 Rel-16 CR TS 28.536 Clarify predicted value of the AssuranceGoalStatus


TS 28.554:
MAINT GROUP#1 (S5-205047/S5-205048/S5-205049) Correct UDM e2e KPI (3)

Coordinator: Huawei (Lei Zhu)

	S5-205047
	Rel-15 CR 28.554 Correct UDM e2e KPI

13 Oct: first set of comments received. 

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded. MCC and more other comments received.

16 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205360.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-15
	28.554
	15.4.0
	TEI16, NETSLICE-ADPM5G
	F

	S5-205048
	Rel-16 CR 28.554 Correct UDM e2e KPI

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded. MCC and more other comments received.

16 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205361.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.554
	16.6.0
	TEI16, NETSLICE-ADPM5G
	A

	S5-205049
	Rel-17 CR 28.554 Correct UDM e2e KPI

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded. MCC and more other comments received.

16 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205362.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-17
	28.554
	17.0.0
	TEI16, NETSLICE-ADPM5G
	A


MAINT GROUP#2 (S5-205055/S5-205056) Fix the formula for upstream throughout (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Lei Zhu)

	S5-205055
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.554 Fix the formula for upstream throughout

13 Oct: first set of comments received. The modification is not based on latest specification.

Conclusion: Noted 
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.554
	16.6.0
	TEI16, 5G_SLICE_ePA
	F

	S5-205056
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.554 Fix the formula for upstream throughout

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-17
	28.554
	17.0.0
	TEI16, 5G_SLICE_ePA
	A


MAINT GROUP#3 (S5-205151/S5-205152) Editorial Correction of TS 28.554 (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Xiaoqian JIA)

	S5-205151
	Rel-17 CR 28.554 Editorial Correction of TS 28.554

13 Oct: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

14 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

14 Oct: MCC comments.

Conclusion: rev3 agreed with update MCC comments – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205363. 
	Huawei, Orange
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-17
	28.554
	17.0.0
	ePM_KPI_5G
	F

	S5-205152
	Rel-16 CR 28.554 Editorial Correction of TS 28.554

13 Oct: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

14 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

14 Oct: MCC comments.

Conclusion: rev3 agreed with update MCC comments – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205364. 
	Huawei, Orange
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-16
	28.554
	16.6.0
	ePM_KPI_5G
	A


TS 32.422 & 32.423

MAINT GROUP#4 (S5-205057/ S5-205058) Clarification of tracing roaming UE for 5GC (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Lei Zhu)

	S5-205057
	Rel-16 CR TS 32.422 Clarification of tracing roaming UE for 5GC

13 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified.

More comments received.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205365.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	32.422
	16.3.0
	TEI16, 5GMDT
	F

	S5-205058
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.422 Clarification of tracing roaming UE for 5GC

13 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified.

More comments received.

19 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205366.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-17
	32.422
	17.0.0
	TEI16, 5GMDT
	A


MAINT GROUP#5 (S5-205110/S5-205111/S5-205245) Fix inconsistencies in NR positioning method (3)
Coordinator: Nokia (Anatoly Andrianov) 

	S5-205110
	Rel-16 CR 32.422 Fix inconsistencies in NR positioning method

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia
	Anatoly Andrianov
	Rel-16
	32.422
	16.3.0
	5GMDT
	F

	S5-205111
	Rel-17 CR 32.422 Fix inconsistencies in NR positioning method

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia
	Anatoly Andrianov
	Rel-17
	32.422
	17.0.0
	5GMDT
	A

	S5-205245
	Rel-16 CR 32.423 Fix inconsistencies in NR positioning method

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia
	Anatoly Andrianov
	Rel-16
	32.423
	16.2.0
	5GMDT
	F


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval

	S5-205059
	Correct streaming trace record concept figure

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	Rel-16
	32.423
	16.2.0
	OAM_RTT
	F


TS 28.658

MAINT GROUP#6 (S5-205103/S5-205104) Add missing inheritance diagram for EUtranFrequency and EUtranFreqRelation (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Ruiyue Xu)

	S5-205103
	Rel-15 CR TS 28.658 Add missing inheritance diagram for EUtranFrequency and EUtranFreqRelation

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-15
	28.658
	15.5.0
	NETSLICE-5GNRM
	F

	S5-205104
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.658 Add missing inheritance diagram for EUtranFrequency and EUtranFreqRelation

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.658
	16.3.0
	NETSLICE-5GNRM
	A


TS 28.541

MAINT GROUP#7 (S5-205105/S5-205106) Correct the definition for configurable5QI and dynamic5QI (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Ruiyue Xu)

	S5-205105
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Correct the definition for configurable5QI and dynamic5QI

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205106
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Correct the definition for configurable5QI and dynamic5QI

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	eNRM
	A


MAINT GROUP#8 (S5-205153/S5-205154) Correction of cell neighbour relations related attributes in openAPI solution (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Xiaoqian JIA)

	S5-205153
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Correction of cell neighbour relations related attributes in openAPI solution

14 Oct: MCC comments.

20 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205367.
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	adNRM
	F

	S5-205154
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Correction of cell neighbour relations related attributes in openAPI solution

14 Oct: MCC comments.

20 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205368.
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	adNRM
	A


MAINT GROUP#9 (S5-205253/S5-205260/S5-205225/S5-205228/S5-205268/S5-205261/S5-205262/S5-205265/S5-205263/S5-205264) network slice IOC and allocateNsi operations (10)

Coordinator: Nokia (Jing Ping)

	S5-205253
	add containment relationship for network slice IOC

13 Oct: first set of comments received. E supportive.

14 Oct: need Rel-17 Mirror CR? 

15 Oct conf call:  S5-205351 for Rel-17 mirror CR.  

Conclusion: agreed with no further comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205260 (late)
	add containment relationship for network slice IOC stage 3

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia Germany
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205351
	Rel-17 add containment relationship for network slice IOC 

16 Oct: d1 uploaded.

Conclusion: d1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205351.
	Nokia Germany
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.541
	
	
	A

	S5-205352
	Rel-17 add containment relationship for network slice IOC stage 3

16 Oct: d2 uploaded.

Conclusion: d1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205352.
	Nokia Germany
	Jing Ping
	Rel-17
	28.541
	
	
	A

	S5-205225
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Correct Network slice NRM

13 Oct: first set of comments received. E supportive.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205369.
	CATT
	Min Shu
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205228
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Correct Network slice NRM

13 Oct: first set of comments received. E supportive.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205370.
	CATT
	Min Shu
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	eNRM
	A

	S5-205268
	Proposal on updates to network slice model and procedures

14 Oct: Nokia partially supportive. 

15 Oct: more comments received.

15 Oct conf call:

S: networkSliceCapabilities should be an independent IOC, not inside the NetworkSlice. The capability is not created at the time when network slice is created.

E: agree the aggregation relationship may need update.

HW: how extend additionaldatavalue to improve interoperability?

E: the proposal is to standardize the meta data framework.

N: the meta data is related to P-NEST? Vendor specific attributes could reuse the VSdataContainer.

E: the VSdataContainer is used for instantiated IOC. But here is for meta data.

N: it’s operator specific extension. Not vendor extension. 

In the example, CSMF provides by vertical, NSMF provided by operators. Why exposing the slicing details in the BSS interfaces?

E: so far NSaaS is not considered in the DP.

18 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

19 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

21 Oct: this tdoc is related to the 5261 and 5262, objection raised for 5261 and 5262.

Conclusion: Updated to final Tdoc# S5-205405 with the following endorsed text in the proposal: “the “allocateNsi” procedures of TS 28.531 are updated to clarify that, as part of e.g. “allocateNsi”, the provided ServiceProfile (the requirements) are to be compared/matched against the actual capabilitites of all the candidate NetworkSlice instances.” 

S5-205405 is endorsed.


	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-16
	28.531
	　
	TEI16
	　

	S5-205261
	Correction of network slice NRM

13 Oct: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded

14 Oct: 

Relation between IOC and datatype?

Relation between “AdditionalDataSpec and  AdditionalDataSpec” and “VsDataContainer”?

15 Oct conf call:

20 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

20 Oct: Huawei objected, lack of agreed use cases to support networkSliceCapabilities. Huawei would like to discuss other possible usecases for network slice capabilities in future meetings

Conclusion: Noted. 
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205262
	Correction of network slice NRM

13 Oct: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded

15 Oct: similar comments as 5261. 

20 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

20 Oct: Huawei objected, lack of agreed use cases to support networkSliceCapabilities. Huawei would like to discuss other possible usecases for network slice capabilities in future meetings

Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	eNRM
	A

	S5-205265
	Correction of allocateNsi operations and procedures

15 Oct: first set of comments received.

15 Oct conf call:

S: deallocateNSI is to delete a slice instance, not to delete service. 

E: agree to update.

N: serviceprofile instance? 

HW: producer need to decide whether slice can be deleted. 

E: the service which to be removed need to be indicated in the request when multiple services share the same slice instances. 

N: for NSaaS case, the deallocateNSI needs more discussion. The current solution only works for 1:1 service/slice mapping. The current request only contain networksliceid may not be enough. 

16 Oct: more comments received.

20 Oct: rev2/rev3/rev4 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev4 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205372.
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-16
	28.531
	16.7.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205263 (late)
	Stage3 Correction of network slice NRM

19 Oct: d1 uploaded.

20 Oct: objection raised for stage 2 in S5-205261.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205264 (late)
	Stage 3 Correction of network slice NRM

19 Oct: d1 uploaded.

20 Oct: objection raised for stage 2 in S5-205262.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	eNRM
	A


Leaders recommendation for S5-205265: need to check the corresponding stage 3 update.
Leaders recommendation for S5-205260: Late tdoc with stage 3 related content will be treated.
Leaders recommendation for S5-205263: Late tdoc with stage 3 related content will be treated.
Leaders recommendation for S5-205264: Late tdoc with stage 3 related content will be treated.
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval

	S5-205094
	R16 CR TS 28.541 add subclause reference of MRO related attribute

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

13 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205373.
	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	eSON_5G
	F

	S5-205353

(late)
	R17 CR TS 28.541 add subclause reference of MRO related attribute

20 Oct: d1 uploaded.

Conclusion: d1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205353.
	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	Rel-17
	28.541
	
	eSON_5G
	A


TS 28.313&28.541
MAINT GROUP#10 (S5-205136/S5-205137/S5-205138) Change RACH control attributes from beam to cell (3)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Per Elmdahl)
	S5-205136
	Rel-16 CR 28.313 Change RACH control attributes from beam to cell

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson France S.A.S, Intel
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-16
	28.313
	16.0.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205137
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Change RACH control attributes from beam to cell

14 Oct: first set of comments received. MCC comments. Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205374.
	Ericsson France S.A.S, Intel
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205138
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Change RACH control attributes from beam to cell

14 Oct: MCC comments.

21 Oct: MCC comments are not addressed. Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205375 .
	Ericsson France S.A.S, Intel
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	SON_5G
	F


MAINT GROUP#11 (S5-205139/S5-205140/S5-205141/S5-205142/S5-205143) Move PCI RACH control IOC from CU to DU (5)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Per Elmdahl)
	S5-205139
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Move Distributed RACH control IOC from CU to DU

16 Oct: MCC comments.

Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205376.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205140
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Move Distributed RACH control IOC from CU to DU

16 Oct: MCC comments.

Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205377.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205141
	Rel-16 CR 28.313 Correct Distributed PCI optimization

12 Oct: first set of comments received.

13 Oct: comments clarified.

14 Oct/15 Oct: more comments received.

16 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

19 Oct: rev4 uploaded.

20 Oct: rev5 uploaded.

21 Oct: Intel objected since Intel’s comment of the missing PCI conflict / confusion notifications in 28.541 may prevent provisioning MnS from sending value change notifications. I suggest you to submit CRs to 28.313 and 28.541 ask the next meeting.

21 Oct: E requested to clarify comments from Intel.

Plenary: continue offline, intel will make the clarification by email.

Conclusion: Noted. (Potential rapporteur call topic)
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-16
	28.313
	16.0.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205142
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Move Distributed PCI control IOC from DU to CU

12 Oct: first set of comments received.

13 Oct: comments clarified.

16 Oct: more comments received.

20 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

21 Oct: Huawei objected, propose that the issue about the location of the control attributes for PCI configuration could be discussed after the RAN3 conclusion is reached.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205143
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Move Distributed PCI control IOC from DU to CU

12 Oct: first set of comments received.

13 Oct: comments clarified.

16 Oct: more comments received.

20 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

21 Oct: Huawei objected, propose that the issue about the location of the control attributes for PCI configuration could be discussed after the RAN3 conclusion is reached.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	SON_5G
	F


TS 28.313:
MAINT GROUP#12 (S5-205130/S5-205131/S5-205095/S5-205096) 28.313 edithelp reference update and correction on notification information (4)

Coordinator: Intel (Joey Chou)
	S5-205130
	Rel-16 CR 28.313 address the issues discovered by Edithelp

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

13 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205378.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	Rel-16
	28.313
	16.0.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205131
	Rel.16 CR 28.313 Fix the wrong references

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

Conclusion: agreed with no further comments.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	Rel-16
	28.313
	16.0.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205095
	R16 CR TS 28.313 add subclause reference for ranges of handover parameters

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205379.
	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	Rel-16
	28.313
	16.0.0
	SON_5G
	F

	S5-205096
	R16 CR TS 28.313 corrections on notification information of PCI configuration

12 Oct: first set of comments received. E object. Conflict with S5-205141.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205380.
	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	Rel-16
	28.313
	16.0.0
	SON_5G
	F


TS 28.532:
MAINT GROUP#13 (S5-205157/S5-205269) Extend object creation method with id selection by the MnS producer (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-205157
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Extend object creation method with id selection by the MnS producer (stage 2)

12 Oct: first set of comments received. HW supportive

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Comments on the cover pages from MCC.

16 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

19 Oct: more comments received. E not supportive. Cisco not supportive. 

20 Oct: more comments received. 

21 Oct: Cisco objected. S5-205157rev2 does nothing to address the comments I made earlier, so my objection stands as before.

21 Oct: 5157rev3 uploaded with the updated CR cover page.

Conclusion: Noted. (rapporteur call topic) 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205269 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Extend object creation method with id selection by the MnS producer (REST SS, OpenAPI definition)

12 Oct: first set of comments received.

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Comments on the cover pages from MCC.

21 Oct: Cisco objected 5157(stage 2).

Conclusion: Noted. (rapporteur call topics)
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-205269: Late tdoc with stage 3 related content will be treated.
MAINT GROUP#15 (S5-205156/ S5-205189/S5-205193) Correct faultMnS ThresholdLevelInd notifyHeartbeat (3)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-205156
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct CR implementation errors (Fault MnS)

14 Oct: first set of comments received.

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205381.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205189
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct notifyHeartbeat (stage 2, REST SS, OpenAPI definition)

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205382.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205193
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct small errors in faultMnS.yaml (OpenAPI definition)

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	REST_SS
	F


MAINT GROUP#16 (S5-205266/S5-205267) Correct notifyChangedAlarmGeneral (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-205266
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct notifyChangedAlarmGeneral (stage 2)

16 Oct: MCC comments received.

20 Oct: more comments received.

21 Oct: no update provided.

Conclusion: need update to address the comments - revise to final Tdoc# S5-205383. 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205267 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct notifyChangedAlarmGeneral (REST SS, OpenAPI definitions)

16 Oct: MCC comments received.

21 Oct: no update provided.

Conclusion: need update to address the comments - revise to final Tdoc# S5-205384. 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-205267: Late tdoc with stage 3 related content will be treated.
MAINT GROUP#17 (S5-205101/S5-205102) generic file data report MnS and generic streaming MnS (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Ruiyue Xu)
	S5-205101
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.532 Correction on generic file data report MnS

14 Oct: MCC comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

15 Oct: more comments received. E supportive. Rev2 uploaded.

19 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205385.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205102
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.532 Update generic streaming MnS

14 Oct: MCC comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

15 Oct: more comments received.  Rev2 uploaded

16 Oct: more comments received.Nokia Support with clarifications.

19 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

20 Oct: rev4 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev4 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205386.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F


TS 28.532&28.622&28.623:

MAINT GROUP#14 (S5-205187/S5-205188/S5-205158/S5-205190/S5-205191) Correct notifyThresholdCrossing thresholdLevel (5)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-205187
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct notifyThresholdCrossing (stage 2)

15 Oct: first set of comments received. E supportive with clarifications.

14 Oct: E Supportive, with clarifications. Comments clarified.

Conclusion: agreed with no further comments.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	F

	S5-205188
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct notifyThresholdCrossing (REST SS, OpenAPI definition)

15 Oct: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

16 Oct: MCC comments.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed with update MCC comments – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205387. 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	F

	S5-205158
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Correct ThresholdLevelInd (REST SS, OpenAPI definition)

15 Oct: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

20 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205388.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.5.1
	REST_SS
	F

	S5-205190
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Remove thresholdLevel attribute from ThresholdMonitor (stage 2)

15 Oct: first set of comments received.

16 Oct: MCC comments.

Conclusion: agreed with update MCC comments – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205389. 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.5.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205191
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Remove thresholdLevel attribute from ThresholdMonitor (OpenAPI definition)

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.5.0
	eNRM
	F


TS 28.530:
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (2)

	S5-205200
	Rel-16 CR 28.530 Add missing definition of SLA and update definition of SLS

13 Oct: first set of comments received. Ericsson not supportive.

14 Oct: more comments received.

15 Oct: rev1 uploaded. More comments received.

16 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

20 Oct: more comments received. E comments are not addressed. 

Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang
	Rel-16
	28.530
	16.3.0
	MA5SLA
	F


	S5-205251
	add abbreviations

13 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified.

Conclusion: agreed with no further comments.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.530
	16.3.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205350 (late)
	CR Rel-16 28.530 Correction of missing Figure 4.1.7.1 Examples of network slice as NOP internals

14 Oct: late contribution to correct a CR implementation error, granted by the leadership to be treated. 

D1 uploaded.

15 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified.

Conclusion: d1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205350.
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.530
	16.3.0
	TEI16
	F


TS 28.533:
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (2)

	S5-205155
	Cleanup based on refined slice definition

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded, more comments received.

17 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

20 Oct: editorial comments from CATT. “an network slice” should be “a network slice”

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205390.
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	Rel-16
	28.533
	16.5.1
	TEI16
	F


	S5-205252
	add abbreviations reference

13 Oct: first set of comments received. Ericsson proposed to merge into 5155. 

14 Oct: Nokia agree to merge 5252 and 5155.

18 Oct: agree that 5252 and 5155 could be independent. No merge needed.

Conclusion: agreed with no further comments.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.533
	16.5.0
	TEI16
	F


TS 28.550:
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (1)

	S5-205235
	Clarification on emission of threshold crossing notifications for non-cumulative counters

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-16
	28.550
	16.6.0
	eNRM
	F


TS 28.622&28.623:
MAINT GROUP#18 (S5-205258/S5-205259/S5-205246/S5-205247) granularityPeriod perfMetricJobGroupId attribute (4)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Mark Scott)
	S5-205258
	Remove value handling from the granularityPeriod description.

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.5.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205259
	Remove value handling from the granularityPeriod description.

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.5.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205246
	Remove attribute perfMetricJobGroupId

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

14 Oct: N Object to the removal, suggest to provide additional explanation, or work on alternative solution

19 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

20 Oct: rev4 uploaded.

21 Oct: rev5 uploaded

Conclusion: rev5 agreed with editorial update – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205391.
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-16
	28.622
	16.5.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205247
	Remove attribute perfMetricJobGroupId

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

14 Oct: N Object to the removal, suggest to provide additional explanation, or work on alternative solution

19 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

20 Oct: rev4 uploaded.

21 Oct: rev5 uploaded

Conclusion: rev5 agreed with editorial update– revise to final Tdoc# S5-205392.
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.5.0
	eNRM
	F


MAINT GROUP#19 (S5-205195/S5-205243) comDefs.yaml (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-205195
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Correct and add types in comDefs.yaml (OpenAPI definition)

14 Oct: first set of comments received.

15 Oct: MCC comments.

16 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205393.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.5.0
	REST_SS
	F

	S5-205243
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Use comDefs.yaml instead of local definitions in genericNrm.yaml (OpenAPI definition)

16 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205394.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanhai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.5.0
	REST_SS
	F


MAINT GROUP#20 (S5-205060/S5-205061/S5-205063/S5-205218/S5-205231) Correction of NRM YANG errors (5)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Balazs Lengyel)
	S5-205060
	YANG corrections by Code Moderator

14 Oct: first set of comments received.

19 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

21 Oct plenary: The content needs to be merged together with other forge procedure descriptions in S5-204449, add action item 133e.2.

Conclusion: rev1 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205395. 
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　

	S5-205061
	Correction of NRM YANG errors

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	Rel-16
	28.623
	16.5.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205063
	Correction of NRM YANG errors

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.6.0
	eNRM
	F

	S5-205218
	Correction of NRM YANG errors

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	Rel-17
	28.541
	17.0.0
	eNRM
	A

	S5-205231
	Import prefix rule for YANG

14 Oct: MCC comments.

19 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205396.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	Rel-17
	32.160
	16.3.0
	eNRM
	B


TS 28.535&28.536:
MAINT GROUP#21 (S5-205238/S5-205270/S5-205240/S5-205241) Update and make closed control loop term consistent (4)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Jan Groenendijk)
	S5-205238
	Move and update content of clause 4.1.1 Overview to Annex

14 Oct: first set of comments received.

15 Oct: MCC comments.

16 Oct: rev1 uploaded. More comments received.

19 Oct: rev2 uploaded. 

20 Oct: More rewording comments from DT. “DT: Concerning the phrase “The activities, mitigation or problem-solving suggestion are or is executed through provisioning service to bring …”.

I propose to go with the following phrase “The proposed activities, for example mitigation or problem-solving suggestion(s) are executed through provisioning service(s) to bring …”.

21 Oct: rev3/rev4 uploaded with update of DT’s comments. .

Conclusion: rev4 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205397. 
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom, NEC
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.536
	16.1.0
	COSLA
	F

	S5-205270
	Rel-16 CR TS28.535 Corrections to clause 4.1 and 4.2.1

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	NEC Europe Ltd; Ericsson
	Hassan Al-kanani
	Rel-16
	28.535
	16.1.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-205240
	Update and make closed control loop term consistent

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom, NEC
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.535
	16.1.0
	COSLA
	F

	S5-205241
	Update and make closed control loop term consistent

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom, NEC
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.536
	16.1.0
	COSLA
	F


MAINT GROUP#22 (S5-205242/S5-205244) Assurance Closed Loop model updates (2)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Jan Groenendijk)
	S5-205242
	Proposal on Assurance Closed Loop model updates

21 Oct: The discussion is reflected and captured in 5244. No update of 5242.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom, NEC
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	　
	　
	COSLA
	　

	S5-205244
	Implement Assurance Closed Loop model changes

12 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

13 Oct/14 Oct: more comments received.

15 Oct: more comments received.

15 Oct conf call:

DT: administrativeState description should be updated to“It indicates the administrative state of the assurance control loop”

E: agree with the proposal.

DT: time unit attribute to include msec

HW: difference between assuranceTtargetList and the serviceprofileref/serviceprofileref? 

E: the list includes the values. But Serviceprofileref/sliceprofileref are references. The assurancetargetlist contains the attributes values which can be assured. Profile contains the requirements from consumer. The assurancetargetlist contains subset of the attributes in serviceprofile/sliceprofile.

L:  why a target list is needed? Too many goals, maybe need just one goal.

Whether Observationtime is associated to goal? So far there is one observation time, but could have many goals. 

E: different goal has different observationtime. 

HW: prefer not remove assurancegoalstatusobserved and assurancegoalstaguespredicted. The loop needs to expose the status, the update should be in Rel-16.

N: why assurancecontrolloop IOC automatically adjust the resources? Which attributes represent this automatic adjustment? Maybe update the name to assuranceloopmonitoring? 

16 Oct: MCC comments.

19 Oct: more comments received.

20 Oct: rev3/rev4 uploaded.

21 Oct Plenary: propose to convert into draftCR. Correct the changes on changes. Plan to close the R16 COSLA in December meeting.

E: Whether need a special folder to capture the draftCR? 

MCC: The draftCR could be found in the agenda html.

N: The draftCR author needs to remind forge moderator to create forge branch. 

I: How to maintain the revision marks in draftCR? 

Conclusion: rev4 agreed with converted to draftCR – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205398.
	Ericsson LM, Deutsche Telekom, NEC
	Jan Groenendijk
	Rel-16
	28.536
	16.1.0
	COSLA
	F


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (2)

	S5-205053
	Rel-16 CR 28.536 Update references to other specifications

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded.
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205399.
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.536
	16.1.0
	TEI16
	F


	S5-205054
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.536 Clarify predicted value of the AssuranceGoalStatus

13 Oct: MCC comments.

14 Oct: more comments received.

20 Oct: rev2 uploaded. HW commented “The implementation of S5-205054 may be impacted by S5-205242. If both are agreed, the contributions may need to be merged.”

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205404 
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.536
	16.1.0
	TEI16
	F


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

	6.4.1
	Management of non-public networks
	OAM_NPN
	870023
	Total 4 tdocs/ 4 email thread (4 tdocs)


6.4.1 OAM_NPN email thread TITLE list (4)：

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-205201 pCR 28.557 Add use case of NPN provisioning by network slice of PLMN

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-205202 pCR 28.557 Add generic requirements for management of NPN

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-205203 pCR 28.557 Add generic management aspects

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.1-OAM_NPN, S5-205233 pCR 28.557 Add use case on SNPN provisioning


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval

	S5-205201
	pCR 28.557 Add use case of NPN provisioning by network slice of PLMN

13 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified.

15 Oct: more comments received.

16 Oct: rev2 uploaded.

17 Oct/19 Oct: more comments received.

19 Oct: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 approved– revise to final Tdoc# S5-205400.
	Huawei, Telefónica S.A.
	Kai Zhang


	S5-205202
	pCR 28.557 Add generic requirements for management of NPN

13 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified.

13 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved– revise to final Tdoc# S5-205401.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-205203
	pCR 28.557 Add generic management aspects

13 Oct: first set of comments received.

14 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

More comments received.

15 Oct: more comments received and clarified. 

Conclusion: rev1 approved– revise to final Tdoc# S5-205402.
	Huawei, Telefónica S.A.
	Kai Zhang


	S5-205233
	pCR 28.557 Add use case on SNPN provisioning

13 Oct: first set of comments received and clarified.

14 Oct: more comments received. 

The way of capturing use case needs discussion. 

15 Oct: Action item 133e.1 captured for leaders to consider a simplified template. More comments received. 

16 Oct: rev1 uploaded.

19 Oct: rev5 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev5 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205403.
	TELEFONICA S.A.
	Jose Ordonez-Lucena


6.4.2 EMA5SLA email thread TITLE list (4): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.2- EMA5SLA, GROUP#1(S5-205248/S5-205254/S5-205255/S5-205256/S5-205257) concept of service level specification

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.2- EMA5SLA, GROUP#2 (S5-205204/S5-205205/S5-205234/S5-205236/S5-205197/S5-205039) NRM modelling of SliceProfile

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.2- EMA5SLA, GROUP#3 (S5-205207/S5-205208) ServiceProfile

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.2- EMA5SLA, GROUP#4 (S5-205038/S5-205206) GSMA GST

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.2-EMA5SLA, S5-205276 fix description related to service profile


EMA5SLA GROUP#1 (S5-205248/S5-205254/S5-205255/S5-205256/S5-205257) concept of service level specification (5)

Coordinator: Nokia (Jing Ping)
	S5-205248
	TD clarify concept of service level specification
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
15 Oct.: More comments
15 Oct. OAM Conf.call:

N: Many email discussions. Most comments in this group already addressed in the thread. Telefonica and DT comments are not yet addressed but can be done asap.

E: Re: the statement from Nokia that a service can be deployed without slicing in 5G, how can that be done and what does it mean?

N: I already replied in the thread, but we can discuss it more offline or here. I didn’t see the problem with this; a 5G service can be deployed without slicing.

E: Can you give an example?

N: The legacy VOIP service is an example, it can also work in 5G, without slicing. In our NRM there are many attributes that are conditional mandatory, and one such condition can be “slicing supported”.

E: I still think you need some basic slicing support in 5G. But we can continue discussing it.

H: For the relation between the service and slicing, I heard two opinions – a service can be deployed with or without slicing. We need to agree on this and describe it clearly. If a service can be provided without slicing, we need some modelling updates.

N: I think we are mixing different aspects of slicing. In signalling the slicing attribute is always present. But a customer for VOIP doesn’t care about that if he didn’t ask for a slice. So we should not mix the signalling and commercial aspects. An entire network can be a single slice. So I welcome a discussion on where the terminology is applied.
E: I think there is some misunderstanding of what we mean by a network slice. You always need to give the S-NSSI value to the RAN.

N: Have you considered that it could be a default value which is sent.

E: Don’t agree with you.

N: I would like to see an explicit requirement from RAN that it must be configured by OAM, otherwise we should not require it.

DT: Support Nokia’s opinion. Network slices are of course a major feature of 5G but we should not require to have them all the time.

Chair: Discussion to continue over the thread.

16 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded + more comments + rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: rev3 endorsed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205287
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping

	S5-205254
	decouple communication service and network slice
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
15-16 Oct.: More comments + rev2 uploaded
19 Oct.: More comments

20 Oct.: More comments + rev3 uploaded: Converted to a Rel-16 CR
Conclusion: rev3 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205288
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping

	S5-205255
	move service profile definition from 28531
13 Oct.: First set of comments (Ericsson supportive)
14 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded: Converted to a Rel-16 CR
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205289
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping

	S5-205256
	move service profile definition to 2853
13 Oct.: First set of comments (Ericsson supportive)
14 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
20 Oct.: More comments + new rev1 uploaded: Converted to a Rel-16 CR
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205290

Chair note: The 3GU title has a typo – “move service profile definition to 2853” should be “move service profile definition to 28530”
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping

	S5-205257
	fix description related to service profile 

13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
15 Oct.: More comments
19 Oct.: More comments from MCC and chair – this should be converted to be a Rel-17 mirror CR of the Rel-16 CR in S5-205276, created on MCC request. Not yet uploaded.
20 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded as Rel-17 mirror to 5276

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205291
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


	S5-205276
	fix description related to service profile 

19 Oct.: This is the Rel-16 version of S5-205257, to be created on MCC request
20 Oct.: 5276d1 uploaded

Conclusion: d1 agreed (save as final Tdoc# S5-205276)
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping


EMA5SLA GROUP#2 (S5-205204/S5-205205/S5-205234/S5-205236/S5-205197/S5-205039) NRM modelling of SliceProfile (6)

Coordinator: China Mobile (Xiaonan Shi)
	S5-205204
	NRM modelling of SliceProfile
13 Oct.: First set of comments (Samsung not supportive)
14 Oct.: More comments
Conf. call disc. 16 Oct:

H: It is like a background/DP. 205 is a concrete CR for how to model this. From the comments so far, I like the Telefonica’s comment, it is constructive. We should focus on concrete attributes before going deep into modelling.

S: Don’t understand what Telefonica’s comment means.

H: We should first make differentiation between SliceProfile, etc. and focus on concrete attributes in each of them. Finally we go in to specific RAN/CN domain attributes, if we should have one table/IOC or not.

S: So then should we look at contributions 236 or 039 as they follow this approach.

E: Good to talk about the attributes, but we need to do it in the right order to know where they fit, in which IOCs. So we have 2-3 questions discussed in parallel. E.g. I can’t find anywhere that “an E-E slice profile has the following attributes”. So do we have an E-E slice profile or not?

H: No need to introduce E-E slice profile, from the discussion so far. We need to know clearly each attribute proposed for the slice profile, then we know whether it needs to be modelled or not.

E: If we don’t need an E-E slice profile, and we should not use service profile for the top subnet instance, I don’t know how this should work.

H: I think there are two aspects. First I only see the RAN specific domain for the attributes. The E-E slice profile maybe only needs to contain the RAN slice profile and the CN slice profile. Maybe no need to define attributes for the E-E slice profile.
S: I agree to both Huawei and Ericsson to some of the comments. The root slice profile attributes may be a reflection of the service profile. We need to decide in this part (RAN or CN) that we place top level requirements like latency. 039 is trying to address this.
H: Agree with Samsung.

N: Better to always do top down, starting from Service profile to Slice profile. Secondly, we better start with attributes one by one. We cannot copy a batch of attributes from one profile to another; we need to analyse them one by one as e.g. the semantic can be different.
CMCC: Agree that we need to focus on attributes one by one. The attributes in the Service profile are coming from the requirements which may not need network configuration. We follow this approach in our contribution 236.

Conclusion: Noted

	Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-205205
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 NRM modelling of SliceProfile for RAN domain
13 Oct.: First set of comments (Samsung and Telefonica not supportive)
14 Oct.: More comments (Ericsson not supportive)
20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments) (if agreed)

20 Oct.: Chair note: Missing corresponding stage 3 definition
Conclusion: Merged into 205039rev9
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-205234
	Discussion on updating slice profile according to different network slice subnets
13 Oct.: First set of comments (Samsung, Huawei, Telefonica supportive)
14 Oct.: More comments (Nokia, Ericsson supportive)
16 Oct.: More comments
Conclusion: Endorsed 
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaonan Shi

	S5-205236
	Update sliceProfile considering different domains
13 Oct.: First set of comments (Samsung supportive)
14 Oct.: More comments
Conf. call disc. 16 Oct:

H: I think it is easier to take detailed comments on this in the email thread.

16 Oct.: More comments
19-20 Oct.: More comments

20 Oct.: Merged with 5039.

Conclusion: Merged in revision of 5039
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaonan Shi

	S5-205197
	Add requirements of SLA management
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments
15 Oct.: Rev1 uploaded
20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
21 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded (to indicate “input to draftCR, but also the proposed requirement has been deleted)
Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205320
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaowen Sun

	S5-205039
	CR Rel-17 28.541 ServiceProfle to SliceProfile Translation
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments
19-20 Oct.: More comments + rev9 uploaded, correctly converted to “input to draftCR”
20 Oct.: Rev9 is a merge of 205039, 205205 and 205236. It is co-signed by Samsung, China Mobile, Telefonica and Huawei
20 Oct.: Chair note: Missing corresponding stage 3 definition
Conclusion: Email approval in S5-205292, together with the new Stage 3 “input to draftCR” in S5-205283

	Samsung Research America
	Deepanshu Gautam


	S5-205283
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 ServiceProfile to SliceProfile Translation Stage 3 (Stage 3 for S5-205292) 
Conclusion: Email approval
	Samsung Research America
	Deepanshu Gautam


EMA5SLA GROUP#3 (S5-205207/S5-205208) ServiceProfile (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Kai Zhang)
	S5-205207
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Add positioning support in ServiceProfile
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: Replies from Huawei

15 Oct.: More comments (Nokia conditionally supportive)

16 Oct.: Rev1 uploaded + More comments (rev1 looks good to TEF)

20 Oct.: Correctly converted to “input to draftCR” in rev2

Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205293

	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang

	S5-205208
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Add synchronicity support in ServiceProfile
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: Replies from Huawei

15 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: Correctly converted to “input to draftCR” in rev1

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205294

	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang


EMA5SLA GROUP#4 (S5-205038/S5-205206) GSMA GST (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Kai Zhang)
	S5-205038
	CR Rel-17 28.541 GST Configuration
13 Oct.: First set of comments + rev1
14 Oct.: More comments + rev3 + rev4
15-16 Oct.: More comments + rev5
19-20 Oct.: More comments + rev6 + correctly converted to “input to draftCR” in rev7
Conclusion: rev7 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205295

	Samsung Research America
	Deepanshu Gautam

	S5-205206
	Living document of review of GSMA GST SA5#133e
13 Oct.: First set of comments (Telefónica Supportive and wish to co-sign)
14 Oct.: TEF added as a co-source in rev1

15 Oct.: More comments
Conclusion: rev1 endorsed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205297


	Huawei, China Mobile
	Kai Zhang


	6.4.3
	Management of MDT enhancement in 5G
	e_5GMDT
	870025
	Total 5 tdocs/ 3 email thread (2 groups+1 tdoc)


6.4.3 e_5GMDT email thread TITLE list (3): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.3- e_5GMDT, GROUP#1 (S5-205093/S5-205097) Add additional information for MDT specific parameters in NR aligning with RAN TSs

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.3- e_5GMDT, GROUP#2 (S5-205098/S5-205099) Add new MDT specific parameter collection period

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.3- e_5GMDT, S5-205046 Add new MDT requirements for E-UTRAN


e_5GMDT GROUP#1 (S5-205093/S5-205097) Add additional information for MDT specific parameters in NR aligning with RAN TSs (2)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Xiao-Ming Gao)

	S5-205093
	Add additional information for MDT specific parameters in NR aligning with RAN TSs
13 Oct.: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
14 Oct.: More comments (from MCC)

15 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205298
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.422

	S5-205097
	Rel-17 Add additional information for MDT specific parameters in NR aligning with RAN TSs
13 Oct.: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
14 Oct.: More comments (from MCC)

15 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205299
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.422


e_5GMDT GROUP#2 (S5-205098/S5-205099) Add new MDT specific parameter collection period (2)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Xiao-Ming Gao)
	S5-205098
	Add new MDT specific parameter collection period for NR aligning with 32.422
14 Oct.: First set of comments (from MCC)

15 Oct.: More comments (rev2 uploaded, looks ok to Huawei)

16 Oct.: Rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205300
	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	28.622

	S5-205099
	Add new MDT specific parameter collection period for NR aligning with 28.622 for stage 3
14 Oct.: First set of comments (from MCC)

15 Oct.: More comments (rev2 uploaded, looks ok to Huawei)

16 Oct.: Rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205301

	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	28.623


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (1)
	S5-205046
	Add new MDT requirements for E-UTRAN
(No comments since start of meeting)

20 Oct.: Rev1 uploaded (reason not announced?)

20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205302

	Ericsson LM
	Xiao-Ming Gao
	32.441


	6.4.4
	Additional NRM features
	adNRM
	870026
	Total 8 tdocs/ 2 email thread (2 groups+0 tdoc)


6.4.4 adNRM email thread TITLE list (2): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.4- adNRM, GROUP#1 (S5-205050/S5-205051) Add attributes of NRM IOC for NRF

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.4- adNRM, GROUP#2 (S5-205107/S5-205108/S5-205145/S5-205146/S5-205237/S5-205239) support of network sharing


adNRM GROUP#1 (S5-205050/S5-205051) Add attributes of NRM IOC for NRF (2)
Coordinator: Huawei (Lei Zhu)

	S5-205050
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Add attributes of NRM IOC for NRF
(No comments since start of meeting)

20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: Not pursued (objection from Ericsson)

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	28.541

	S5-205051
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 Add stage 3 NRM IOC for NRF
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments (Ericsson not supportive)

Conclusion: Not pursued (objection from Ericsson)
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	28.541


adNRM GROUP#2 (S5-205107/S5-205108/S5-205145/S5-205146/S5-205237/S5-205239) support of network sharing (6)

Coordinator: Huawei (Ruiyue Xu)
	S5-205107
	Discuss on NR NRM update to support MOCN network sharing scenario
13 Oct.: First set of comments (*)
14 Oct.: More comments
16 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded based on the general discussion

19 Oct.: Rev3 uploaded based on the general discussion

19 Oct.: More comments – Summary by Orange of the situation for this whole tdoc group: “Two options have been proposed by ZTE. So far no consensus reached yet on these options. We need a document to be endorsed in which valid architectural options are described with, for each of them, a reference to a clause to a RAN specification so that we are sure that the options we’ll model are not SA5 only. Only after that, the Stage 2 modeling work can start”.
19-20 Oct.: More comments, rev4+rev5 uploaded
Conclusion: rev5 endorsed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205304


	Huawei, China Telecom, CATT, China Unicom
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.541

	S5-205108
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Update NR NRM to support MOCN network sharing scenario
13 Oct.: First set of comments – see  (*) below
13-19 Oct.: See general comments below this table (*) and under tdoc 5107 above
14 Oct.: Converted to “input to draftCR” in rev1

19-20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from ZTE.

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Huawei,China Telecom,CATT,China Unicom
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.541

	S5-205145
	Discussion on enhancement of NRM to support network sharing
13 Oct.: First set of comments (*)
14 Oct.: More comments
14-19 Oct.: See general comments below this table (*) and under tdoc 5107 above
19-20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from Huawei – referring to the agreement to focus on the general agreements in 5107

Conclusion: Not pursued

	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	Weihong Zhu
	28.541

	S5-205146
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Add NRPhysicalCellDU NRM to support network sharing
13 Oct.: First set of comments (*)
14 Oct.: More comments
14-19 Oct.: See general comments below this table (*) and under tdoc 5107 above
19-20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from Huawei – referring to the agreement to focus on the general agreements in 5107

Conclusion: Not pursued
	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	Weihong Zhu
	28.541

	S5-205237
	Proposal for NR NRM update to support MOCN network sharing
13 Oct.: First set of comments (*)
13-19 Oct.: See general comments below this table (*) and under tdoc 5107 above
19-20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from ZTE and Huawei.

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	　

	S5-205239
	Update NR NRM to support MOCN network sharing scenario
13 Oct.: First set of comments (*)
13-19 Oct.: See general comments below this table (*) and under tdoc 5107 above
19-20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from ZTE and Huawei.

Conclusion: Not pursued
	Ericsson LM
	Mark Scott
	28.541


(*) 13 Oct.: Principal discussion for all tdocs in this group proposed by Huawei
(*) 15 Oct.: Many more comments on these principle discussions for the whole tdoc group

(*) 16 Oct. Conf call discussion:

H: I think we should first discuss the three principles explained in 107rev2:

Principle#1: R17 focus on MOCN network sharing scenario.
Principle#2: R17 NR NRM supporting MOCN network sharing feature should backwards compatible with R16/R15 NR NRM, which means the existing IOC definition and relation between existing IOCs defined in R16/R15 should not be changed.

Principle#3: The basic NR NRM (defined in R16/R15) should be same for R17 NR NRM with or without MOCN network sharing feature.
Z: I think MOCN is one network sharing case, and network sharing can include multiple SSB.

H: We didn’t include multiple SSB scenario yet for two reasons. E.g. it is an informative feature in the RAN spec.

Z: 38.300 includes the multiple SSB case.

H: It is informative in 38.300. So we should focus on the network sharing scenarios defined in RAN and SA2.

Z: It is normative in 38.331.

I: Good proposals for the principles, and interesting discussions. We can agree on the scope but we should make it more specific. E.g. is one scenario normative in all cases.
I: Principle 2: Agree in general, but it seems too strong/restrictive. It should stop at “backward compatible”.

I: Principle 3: We may need additional attributes in Rel-17 and later, so we cannot agree to this.

H: Will clarify the principle 1. For Principle 2, I will clarify for which IOCs this should apply. For principle 3, I mean we should avoid having two different NR NRMs for NS and non-NS scenario. Will revise this as well.

E: For principle 1 we agree, we also want to exclude SSB. For P2, we would propose that the data migration impact related to existing operator configuration is considered. For P3, the key already touched is “what is the basic NRM”.

O: Before going into NRM work, we have to be sure what we are talking about. I have seen some statements in some contributions about what parts could be shared in split architectures, and we need to be sure of the validity of all these options, we have to check with the RAN specs if this is really allowed.
H: Agree, and we have described some more details like that below the 3 principles in 107rev2. First we need to agree the principles, then we can discuss those issues.

Z: For principle 2, we also need to consider the performance measurement migration. We also need to consider forward compatibility. Third, need to consider redundancy.

Chair: Discussion to continue in the thread.

	6.4.5
	Enhancement of QoE Measurement Collection
	eQoE
	870027
	Total 1 tdocs/ 1 email thread (0 groups+1 tdoc)


6.4.5 eQoE email thread TITLE list (1): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.5- eQoE, S5-205217 Adding Signalling Based Activation


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (1)
	S5-205217
	Adding Signalling Based Activation
13 Oct.: First set of comments (MCC comments)
19 Oct: Rev1 uploaded (fixing MCC comments)

20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205305

	Ericsson LM
	Bagher Zadeh
	28.404



	6.4.6
	Enhancements of 5G performance measurements and KPIs
	ePM_KPI_5G
	880025
	Total 7 tdocs/ 5 email thread (2 groups+3 tdocs)


6.4.6 ePM_KPI_5G email thread TITLE list (5): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.6- ePM_KPI_5G, GROUP#1 (S5-205118/S5-205119) Add measurements on NIDD

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.6- ePM_KPI_5G, GROUP#2 (S5-205147/S5-205148) Add handover measurements

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.6- ePM_KPI_5G, S5-205044 New measurement “Mean interruption time interval for 5QI 1 QoS Flow released due to double NG (double UE context)”

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.6- ePM_KPI_5G, S5-205116 Rel-17 CR 28.552 Add measurements on AF traffic influence

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.6- ePM_KPI_5G, S5-205117 Rel-17 CR 28.552 Add measurements on external parameter provisioning


ePM_KPI_5G GROUP#1 (S5-205118/S5-205119) Add measurements on NIDD (2)

Coordinator: Intel (Yizhi Yao)

	S5-205118
	Rel-17 CR 28.552 Add measurements on NIDD configuration
12 Oct.: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205306 (Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR”)
	Intel Sweden AB
	Yizhi Yao
	28.552

	S5-205119
	Rel-17 CR 28.552 Add measurements on NIDD service
12 Oct.: First set of comments
20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: S5-205119 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205307 (Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR”)
	Intel Sweden AB
	Yizhi Yao
	28.552


ePM_KPI_5G GROUP#2 (S5-205147/S5-205148) Add handover measurements (2)

Coordinator: ZTE (Weihong Zhu)

	S5-205147
	R17 CR TS28.552 Add  Intra and Inter-frequency Handover related measurements
12 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: [ZTE] accept all the comments, will upload the rev1 version
15 Oct.: More comments
17 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded
18 Oct. More comments

19 Oct.: More comments + rev3 + rev4 uploaded
20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: rev4 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205308 (Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR”)

	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	Weihong Zhu
	28.552

	S5-205148
	R17 CR TS28.552 Add handover triggering measurements
12 Oct.: First set of comments (Ericsson not supportive)
13 Oct.: More comments (Huawei not supportive)
14 Oct.: Replies from ZTE
15 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from Huawei

Conclusion: Not pursued


	ZTE Wistron Telecom AB
	Weihong Zhu
	28.552


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (3)
	S5-205044
	New measurement “Mean interruption time interval for 5QI 1 QoS Flow released due to double NG (double UE context)”.
12 Oct.: First set of comments (Ericsson not supportive)
13 Oct.: responses to comments + rev1+rev2 uploaded
14 Oct.: More comments + rev3 uploaded
15 Oct.: More comments (from Nokia)
16 Oct.: More comments (rev3 is ok for Nokia)

Conclusion: rev3 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205309
	Nokia Solutions & Networks (I)
	Martin Kollar
	28.552


	S5-205116
	Rel-17 CR 28.552 Add measurements on AF traffic influence
12 Oct.: First set of comments (Ericsson supportive) + rev1 uploaded
20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: rev1 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205310

	Intel Sweden AB
	Yizhi Yao
	28.552


	S5-205117
	Rel-17 CR 28.552 Add measurements on external parameter provisioning
12 Oct.: First set of comments (Ericsson supportive)
14 Oct: More comments (MCC comments, fixed in rev2)
15 Oct.: More comments (Ericsson agrees to rev2)

20 Oct.: Chair note: Needs to be converted to “input to draftCR” (remove CR# and add a note “input to draftCR”  in Other comments)
Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205311

	Intel Sweden AB
	Yizhi Yao
	28.552


	6.4.7
	Management of the enhanced tenant concept
	eMEMTANE
	880026
	Total 2 tdocs/ 1 email thread (1 groups+0 tdoc)


6.4.7 eMEMTANE email thread TITLE list (1): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.7- eMEMTANE, GROUP#1 (S5-205249/S5-205250) tenant information


eMEMTANE GROUP#1 (S5-205249/S5-205250) tenant information (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Jing Ping)
	S5-205249
	TD tenant information to support multi-tenancy for network slice management
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments (Ericsson asks to note it)
19 Oct.: More comments + replies (Huawei asks to note it)

Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	　

	S5-205250
	refine tenant information concept
12 Oct.: First set of comments
13 Oct.: More comments

15 Oct.: More comments
16 Oct.: More comments (Ok for MCC to make it Rel-17 Cat-F CR)
Conclusion: rev2 agreed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205312


	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	28.530


	6.4.8
	Management data collection control and discovery
	MADCOL
	880028
	Total 3 tdocs/ 3 email thread (0 groups+3 tdoc)


6.4.8 MADCOL email thread TITLE list (3): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.8- MADCOL, S5-205196 TD Issues in data collection and discovery

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.8- MADCOL, S5-205210 Rel-17 Draft CR 28.622 Add PerfMetricStore

	[SA5#133e], 6.4.8- MADCOL, S5-205212 Rel-17 Draft CR 28.622 Add profiles for Trace/MDT control


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (3)

	S5-205196
(late)
	TD Issues in data collection and discovery
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments
16 Oct.: Rev1 uploaded
20 Oct.: More comments (Objection from Ericsson)

Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	　


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205196): uploaded on Saturday, will be treated in SA5#133e.Conf. call discussion 16 Oct.:

N: The idea is that this is a living document that should collect a list of issues that we have, and everybody can contribute to it. This is the first part of the document.

N: 4.2 contains requirements that we proposed to agree at this meeting. 4.3 contains Agreed requirements from previous meetings.

N: Propose to first focus on the issues that are related to already proposed requirements. Suggest to start with the PM related requirements, and historical data.
E: I have sent some comments on the previous version. It is a good initiative, but the title is not consistent with the contents. Probably historical data is important but it is not what we should start with if we want to look at data collection and discovery. Historical data is “medium prio”.

N: Historical data is part of the WID scope.

E: Yes, it is something to address but has lower priority. E.g. how de we connect consumers and providers, what does it mean for NRM etc.

H: Where do you think those requirements should be captured? Update existing specs or produce a new TS?

N: Where are requirements for 28.622 captured? I have no opinion on this, I let the group decide.

DT: On “Issue: Coordination of performance metric production requests and jobs”, the Note is a bit unclear.
N: I can clarify the text.

I: First, on the domain/service specific requirements, they should be done in the domain specific TS, e.g. 28.550. I don’t like to put everything into 28.621.

I: Second, regarding coordination of PM jobs with other data collection activities, I don’t know if we need that at all. All the activities are there, with or without coordination.

Chair: Discussion to continue

	S5-205210
(late)
	Rel-17 Draft CR 28.622 Add PerfMetricStore
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: Chair comment: Needs to be converted to a real DraftCR format with cover page
Conclusion: Noted (due to objection from Ericsson)

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.622


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205210): uploaded on Sunday, will be treated in SA5#133e.
	S5-205212
(late)
	Rel-17 Draft CR 28.622 Add profiles for Trace/MDT control
14 Oct.: First set of comments

20 Oct.: Chair comment: Needs to be converted to a real DraftCR format with cover page
Conclusion: Noted (due to objection from Ericsson)
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.622


Leaders recommendation for (S5-205212): uploaded on Sunday, will be treated in SA5#133e.
	6.5
	OAM&P Studies
	
	
	

	6.5.1
	Study on management and orchestration aspects with integrated satellite components in a 5G network
	FS_5GSAT_MO
	830025
	Total 5 tdocs/ 4 email thread (1 groups+3 tdoc)


6.5.1 FS_5GSAT_MO email thread TITLE list (4): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.1- FS_5GSAT_MO, GROUP#1 (S5-205149/S5-205150) multi-RAT load-balancing

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.1- FS_5GSAT_MO, S5-205214 pCR 28.808 Add a solution to create and manage a network slice associated with satellite components

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.1- FS_5GSAT_MO, S5-205215 pCR 28.808 Add a solution to manage transparent and regenerative satellite components

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.1- FS_5GSAT_MO, S5-205216 pCR 28.808 Add conclusions and recommendations


FS_5GSAT_MO GROUP#1 (S5-205149/S5-205150) multi-RAT load-balancing (2)

Coordinator: ETRI (Taesang Choi)

	S5-205149
	Revise the multi-RAT load-balancing use case associated with satellite and terrestrial RANs
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	ETRI
	Taesang Choi
	28.808

	S5-205150
	Add a solution for multi-RAT load-balancing associated with satellite and terrestrial RANs
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	ETRI
	Taesang Choi
	28.808


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (3)
	S5-205214
	pCR 28.808 Add a solution to create and manage a network slice associated with satellite components
12 Oct.: First set of comments
16 Oct.: Rev1 uploaded
19 Oct.: More comments (rev1 ok to Huawei)

Conclusion: rev1 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205315

	TNO
	Floris Drijver
	28.808


	S5-205215
	pCR 28.808 Add a solution to manage transparent and regenerative satellite components
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	TNO
	Floris Drijver
	28.808


	S5-205216
	pCR 28.808 Add conclusions and recommendations
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	TNO
	Floris Drijver
	28.808


	6.5.2
	Study on new aspects of EE for 5G networks
	FS_EE5G
	870021
	Total 10 tdocs/ 7 email thread (3 groups+4 tdocs)


6.5.2 FS_EE5G email thread TITLE list (7): 

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.2- FS_EE5G, GROUP#1 (S5-205223/S5-205224) EE KPI for 5GC

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.2- FS_EE5G, GROUP#2 (S5-205226/S5-205112) Network Function energy consumption

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.2- FS_EE5G, GROUP#3 (S5-205109/S5-205144) energySaving state information exposure

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.2- FS_EE5G, S5-205209 pCR 28.813 Key Issue EE KPI for network slice types - Potential solution #3 enhancement

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.2- FS_EE5G, S5-205211 pCR 28.813 Add Key Issue Service-oriented energy saving strategy

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.2- FS_EE5G, S5-205221 pCR TR 28.813 EE KPI in case of RAN sharing – Potential solution No. 2

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.2- FS_EE5G, S5-205227 pCR TR 28.813 New Key Issue: Network Slice Energy Consumption


FS_EE5G GROUP#1 (S5-205223/S5-205224) EE KPI for 5GC (2)
Coordinator: Orange (Jean Michel Cornily)
	S5-205223
	pCR TR 28.813 EE KPI for 5GC – Further analysis of N3 based potential solution
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	Orange, AT&T, Deutsche Telekom
	Jean Michel Cornily
	28.813

	S5-205224
	pCR TR 28.813 EE KPI for 5GC – Further analysis of the N6 based potential solution
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	Orange, AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Ericsson
	Jean Michel Cornily
	28.813


FS_EE5G GROUP#2 (S5-205226/S5-205112) Network Function energy consumption (2)
Coordinator: Orange (Jean Michel Cornily)
	S5-205226
	pCR TR 28.813 Network Function energy consumption estimation – detailed potential solution
(No comments since start of meeting)

19 Oct.: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
20 Oct.: More comments (rev1 ok for China Telecom, new comments from Ericsson, reply from Orange, ok for Ericsson)

Conclusion: rev1 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205316
	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily
	28.813

	S5-205112
	Solutions on EE KPI for 5GC
13 Oct.: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
14 Oct.: More comments
15 Oct.: More comments + rev2 uploaded
16 Oct.: Rev3 uploaded
16 Oct.: More comments (rev3 Ok to Orange)
Conclusion: rev3 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205317

	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Song Zhao
	28.813


FS_EE5G GROUP#3 (S5-205109/S5-205144) energySaving state information exposure (2)

Coordinator: China Telecom (Song Zhao)

	S5-205109
	LS on energySaving state information exposure
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct.: Replies from China Telecom

15 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
16 Oct.: More comments (Orange and Ericsson don’t believe this LS is needed, but no objection so far)
19-20 Oct.: More comments + rev2 uploaded
Note: This LS is depending on the approval/endorsement of 5144
Conclusion: rev2 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205318
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Song Zhao
	　

	S5-205144
	Discussion paper on energySaving state information exposure
13 Oct.: First set of comments
15 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: rev1 endorsed – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205319
	China Telecom Corporation Ltd.
	Yuxia Niu
	　


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

	S5-205209
	pCR 28.813 Key Issue EE KPI for network slice types - Potential solution #3 enhancement
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	Huawei, Orange
	Kai Zhang
	28.813


	S5-205211
	pCR 28.813 Add Key Issue Service-oriented energy saving strategy
13 Oct.: First set of comments
15 Oct.: More comments 

16 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from Ericsson.

Conclusion: Noted
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaowen Sun
	28.813


	S5-205221
	pCR TR 28.813 EE KPI in case of RAN sharing – Potential solution No. 2
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	Orange, AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Huawei
	Jean Michel Cornily
	28.813


	S5-205227
	pCR TR 28.813 New Key Issue: Network Slice Energy Consumption
(No comments since start of meeting)

Conclusion: Approved
	Orange, Deutsche Telekom, Huawei
	Jean Michel Cornily
	28.813


	6.5.3
	Study on management aspects of edge computing
	FS_eEDGE_Mgt
	870029
	Total 8 tdocs/ 3 email thread (2 groups+0 tdocs)


6.5.3 FS_eEDGE_Mgt email thread TITLE list (2)

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.3- FS_eEDGE_Mgt, GROUP#1 (S5-205036/S5-205037) Edge Performance Assurance

	[SA5#133e], 6.5.3- FS_eEDGE_Mgt, GROUP#2 GROUP#2 (S5-205133/S5-205035/S5-205052/S5-205132/S5-205134/S5-205135) edge computing deployment and LCM


FS_eEDGE_Mgt GROUP#1 (S5-205036/S5-205037) Edge Performance Assurance (2)

Coordinator: Samsung (Deepanshu Gautam)

	S5-205036
	pCR 28.814 Use Case of Edge Performance Assurance
13 Oct.: First set of comments
19 Oct.: More comments + rev1 + rev2 uploaded

20 Oct.: More comments. 

Closing plenary: rev3 provided with a correction which had no objection

Conclusion: rev3 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205322
	Samsung Research America
	Deepanshu Gautam
	28.814

	S5-205037
	pCR 28.814 Solution for Edge Performance Assurance
13 Oct.: First set of comments
19 Oct.: More comments + rev1 + rev2 uploaded

20 Oct.: More comments. Objection from Intel

Conclusion: Noted
	Samsung Research America
	Deepanshu Gautam
	28.814


FS_eEDGE_Mgt GROUP#2 (S5-205133/S5-205035/S5-205052/S5-205132/S5-205134/S5-205135) edge computing deployment and LCM (6)

Coordinator: Intel (Joey Chou)

	S5-205133
	pCR 28.814 use case of EAS configuration
13 Oct.: First set of comments
15 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
16 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: rev2 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205284
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.814

	S5-205035
	pCR 28.814 Solution for EAS deployment
13 Oct.: First set of comments + rev1 uploaded
13 Oct. Conf. call – see notes below.

14 Oct.: More comments + rev3 uploaded
15 Oct.: More comments
19 Oct.: Rev4 uploaded
20 Oct.: Rev5 uploaded
Conclusion: rev5 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205285
	Samsung Research America
	Deepanshu Gautam
	28.814

	S5-205052
	pCR 28.814 support of MEC for EAS LCM management
13 Oct.: First set of comments
15 Oct.: More comments
Oct. 16 conf. call:

H: We have questions that we think we need to ask SA6 and possibly ETSI MEC in an LS, e.g. if the EAS can be deployed as MEC APP.
I: I think we need to discuss this further. Surprised that SA6 already have an Annex with management aspects without asking SA5. We should not proceed our work based on that Annex. Secondly, we don’t need to deploy two management systems. We need some coordination between SA5-SA6-ETSI MEC on the mapping of the management plane.

Chair: No agreement today on creating an LS, but the discussion can continue in the thread for 052 until the end of the meeting (not to be mixed with comments on 052), and we could also consider an email approval of such an LS after the meeting if agreed.

16 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: More comments. Intel objects.
Conclusion: Noted (but an LS to SA6 is proposed – see S5-205321)
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	28.814

	S5-205132
	pCR 28.814 edge computing deployment scenarios
13 Oct.: First set of comments
15 Oct.: More comments
20 Oct.: More comments. Samsung objects.
Conclusion: Noted
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.814

	S5-205134
	pCR 28.814 solution for EAS lifecycle management
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct. Conf. call:

I: Some issues have already been discussed in the exploder. The proposed solution is based on Intel’s internal discussion, but there could be other solutions of course.

S: Have sent many comments. It’s ok to have different solutions, but we need to understand what is different between them. E.g. what is LCM MnS? Why ASP can not be provisioning MnS consumer?
I: Please refer to 7.x.3.2 and 7.x.4.

S: Is the prov. MnS service not a request-response service?

S: We can continue the discussion over email, still don’t agree with this approach.

E: Have similar concern as Samsung. What is the relation between the ECSP mgmt system and the 3GPP mgmt system?

I: In the EC, we may have multiple operators of different types with their own mgmt system. In the case that the ECSP and 3GPP is the same organisation, they can share the same mgmt system, otherwise they can be different.

E: The ECSP mgmt system seems to use the same services that we have defined for the 3GPP mgmt system.

I: Agree

E: Do you intend to define some NRM parts for this?

I: In the normative phase, yes.

H: In the email you said the figure will be changed but not sure if it has been done or not. Also, interactions between the ECSP and ECSP mgmt system also need to be clarified, to match the description.

I: Ok, will try to do that.

N: I am a bit confused by the figure. The sentence above the figure is a bit confusing or inconsistent with the fig.

N: Not sure what is the relation between the ECSP mgmt system and the EAS #1 and #2 VNF. is the green box a proxy or what? Do you need it or can MANO do it for you?

I: ECSP mgmt sys is the producer.

N: That is not what the figure shows.

I: OK, will correct that.

Chair: Discussion to continue…

15 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
Note: This pCR originally had of two solutions: 

Solution #1 – EAS lifecycle management with LCM MnS

Solution #2 – EAS lifecycle management with provisioning MnS

Solution #2 has been merged with S5-205035, while solution #1 stays in S5-205134rev1
16 Oct.: More comments
19 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded
20 Oct.: Rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: rev3 approved – revise to final Tdoc# S5-205286

	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.814

	S5-205135
	pCR 28.814 add solutions for ECSP and PLMN deployment
13 Oct.: First set of comments
14 Oct. Conf. call:

DT: Similar questions as what Nokia said for the previous tdoc. In the second diagram, it seems that the PLMN system will manage the systems below.

DT: In “ECSP management system analyses the EES VNF IOC, and downloads the EES VNF software image from the EES software image location”, it is not clear what “analyses” means. Needs to be clarified.

I: Ok, will clarify that.

I: Re: the vertical lines in the diagram, I will try to clarify this in the diagram.

DT: “ASP consumers the MnS to request…” -> “ASP consumes the MnS to request…”

I: Ok

S: Have sent many comments in the email. The title of the tdoc doesn’t match the contents. The last figure says the mgmt systems are exposing prov. MnS… and are you proposing that the two mgmt systems are communicating with each other?
S: All descriptions related to NFVO should be described in ETSI NFV. I don’t know what we can agree on what happens below the ECSP mgmt system.

I: We are the consumer of the NFV MANO, we have this interface so we need to describe it.

S: On the last sentence before 7.x.3, this is also confusing.

N: If we have a dependency on MANO, if you want to place the VNF in a service, you have to ask MANO to do that.

N: The interactions between systems in different domains is what Intel tries to define here, but it goes too far. The patterns that are used in the ETSI NFV specs may be easier to follow if you abstract the mgmt systems as domains.

N: The NOTE at the end is old text from Rel-14.

N: Suggest to first extract the problem statements and describe the approach before going into a detailed solution, as it is a snapshot of something that is not stable.

E: A typo in the last figure… and what is the relation between the 3GPP mgmt system and the ECSP/PLMN mgmt system?

I: OK, will fix that.

Chair: Discussion to continue

15 Oct.: More comments + rev1 uploaded
16 Oct.: More comments
19 Oct.: Rev2 uploaded

20 Oct.: More comments. Samsung objects.
Conclusion: Noted

	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.814


	S5-205321
	LS to SA6 on the relation between EDGEAPP and ETSI MEC architectures 

Conclusion: Email approval 
	Shitao Li
	
	


Conf. call discussion 13 Oct.:

· E: General question on Edge: We are basing our work on SA6 work, but also SA2 is working on Edge. The SA2 work may influence what happens in SA6. So it would be good to look into what happens in both groups and wait a bit until their work has converged a bit more, otherwise we may need to change the work we did based on SA6.
· I: Agree with Ericsson. SA6 is aware of the SA2 work , but I think we need to look at it case by case. But we cannot wait until SA2 and SA6 are both finished.

· E: Ok, but how do we know which cases we can be ok to continue working on?

· I: SA2 works a lot on 5GC and SA6 on EC applications. Everybody needs to check what is affecting our work.

· S: Ericsson’s concern is very valid. Samsung has been careful not to step on any topics which may be contentious between SA5 and SA6 (e.g. service continuity). We should not bring in any contribution that is advocating SA6 over SA2 or vice versa. So every company needs to check with their SA2/SA6 colleagues that they don’t bring in topics that are controversial for SA2/SA6.

· Comments on 035:

· I: Some comments in email already… EAP is a new term, what is it? And what is the CreateEAS request in the diagram?

· I: Question on step 4 as well.
· S: I will revise the tdoc to clarify the new terms. This should be no different from instantiating a VNF now.

· S: The CreateEAS can be renamed to createMOI. This diagram provides the concrete flow, but it is a bit redundant as much of it is already defined in SA5.

· S: On step 4: EAS may not always be virtualized. It may have some virtualized components according to SA6.

· DT: I have sent comments on the exploder. I want to focus on the requirements: It would be good to clarify how this groups of requirements will be handled, e.g. “best effort”, to be successful.
· DT: On the diagram, I can only see a positive flow, no failure handling. Would be good to also have that.

· S: Yes I can include that in the revision. I will also try to clarify the first question.

· H: Already shared comments in the exploder. For createEAS, some parameters are defined in SA6 but some are not, so what’s the reason for that?

· H: Also similar comment as Intel had, about the EAS profile vs. management system. The provider should be part of that.

· S: The EAS instantiation may need more info than the EAS profile.

· Chair: Discussion to continue on the exploder.

List of latest draft TS/TRs for email approval:
	Tdoc#
	Title
	Source
	Agenda

	S5-205272
	Latest draft TS 28.557 
	Huawei
	6.4.1

	S5-205273
	Latest draft TR 28.808
	TNO
	6.5.1

	S5-205274
	Latest draft TR 28.813
	Orange
	6.5.2

	S5-205275
	Latest draft TR 28.814
	Intel
	6.5.3


List of DraftCRs for email approval:
	Tdoc#
	Title
	Source Company
	Rapporteur
	Agenda

	S5-205277
	DraftCR for 6.4.2 EMA5SLA - TS 28.540
	China Mobile
	Xiaonan Shi
	6.4.2

	S5-205278
	DraftCR for 6.4.2 EMA5SLA - TS 28.541
	China Mobile
	Xiaonan Shi
	6.4.2

	S5-205279
	DraftCR for 6.4.3 e_5GMDT - TS 32.441
	Ericsson
	Zhulia Ayani
	6.4.3

	S5-205280
	DraftCR for 6.4.4 adNRM - TS 28.541
	Nokia
	Jing Ping
	6.4.4

	S5-205281
	DraftCR for 6.4.5 eQoE - TS 28.404
	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen
	6.4.5

	S5-205282
	DraftCR for 6.4.6 ePM_KPI_5G - TS 28.552
	Intel
	Yizhi Yao
	6.4.6


D. Tdocs statistics

SA5 level tdocs Statistics:
	Agenda Item
	Total tdocs
	Email threads 
	Description

	1~5
	9
	4
	2+2


OAM tdocs Statistics: 
	Agenda Item
	Acronym
	Total tdocs
	Email threads 
	Description(groups+tdocs)

	6.1
	OAM plenary
	20
	17
	3+14

	6.2
	new WID
	0
	0
	0+0

	6.3 
	MAINT
	80
	31
	22+9

	6.4
	
	
	
	

	6.4.1
	OAM_NPN
	4
	4
	0+4

	6.4.2
	EMA5SLA
	15
	4
	4+0

	6.4.3
	e_5GMDT
	5
	3
	2+1

	6.4.4
	adNRM
	8
	2
	2+0

	6.4.5
	eQoE
	1
	1
	0+1

	6.4.6
	ePM_KPI_5G
	7
	5
	2+3

	6.4.7
	eMEMTANE
	2
	1
	1+0

	6.4.8
	MADCOL
	3
	3
	0+3

	6.5
	
	
	
	

	6.5.1
	FS_5GSAT_MO
	5
	4
	1+3

	6.5.2
	FS_EE5G
	10
	7
	3+4

	6.5.3
	FS_eEDGE_Mgt
	8
	2
	2+0

	Total
	
	169
	85
	


X. Rapporteur calls before SA5#134e

15:00 CET~17:00 CET on Oct.29th, Nov. 5th and Nov. 12th

	Rapporteur calls
	Date Time
	Potential Topics
	Agenda

	#133e.1
	15:00 CET~17:00 CET on Oct.29th
	1. S5-205198 TD Creation of a new TS with example MnFs and procedures (Olaf)

2. S5-205157 Rel-16 CR 28.532 Extend object creation method with id selection by the MnS producer (stage 2) (Olaf) 
	1. 6.1



	#133e.2
	15:00 CET~17:00 CET on Nov. 5th (*)
	1. Rel-16 COSLA (Jan groenendijk)

2. S5-205249 TD tenant information to support multi-tenancy for network slice management  (Ping Jing)

3. Discussion on YANG interface for Network Slice Management (Jan Lindblad)
	1. eMEMTANE

2. 6.1

3. COSLA

	#133e.3
	15:00 CET~17:00 CET on Nov. 12th(*)

	1. S5-205196 TD Issues in data collection and discovery (Olaf)

2. 5141 Rel-16 CR 28.313 Correct Distributed PCI optimization (Per)
	1. MADCOL


(*) Note: Nov.5th/Nov.12th rapporteur calls are conflicting with ETSI ZSM e-meeting, investigation on whether the conf calls can be moved to Friday (Nov. 6th/Nov.13th). 

Color codes for Tdoc status

Tdoc – late  Tdoc – resubmitted
Leaders recommendation
Y. Closing SA5 plenary (21 October 15:00-18:00 CEST)
Agenda and minutes:
· SA5 administrative issues

· Reminder about the new DraftCR process and Forge process
· Reminder about draft TS/TR Presentation sheets and EditHelp checks (after this meeting)

· To be made for all draft TS/TRs to be sent to SA from this meeting, if any (in parallel with the latest draft email approvals) 

· Send to EditHelp@etsi.org  

· Charging report
· CH exec report
· Presented by Maryse

· Confirm conclusions for all CH Tdocs in the CH exec report 

· All documents for SA5 and SA approval were confirmed approved

· SA5 Agenda AI 5.x: Confirm conclusions for all SA5 level Tdocs in Thomas’s final Chairnotes

· Confirmed ok

· OAM reporting and conclusions
· Confirm conclusions for all OAM Tdocs in Zou Lan’s final Chairnotes 

· Confirm conclusions for all OAM Tdocs in Thomas’s final Chairnotes 

· AOB

· Zou Lan presented the plan for rapporteur calls in October-November
Z. List of ongoing Rel-17 Work items and Studies included in the SA5#133e agenda (to be updated offline after the closing plenary):
	6.4
	Rel-17 Operations, Administration, Maintenance and Provisioning (OAM&P)
	Acronym
	UID
	Rapporteur
	Completion status at SA5#132e
	Completion status at SA5#133e
	Target date (needs update?)

	6.4.1
	Management of non-public networks
	OAM_NPN
	870023
	Huawei
	5%
	15%
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)

	6.4.2
	Enhancement on Management Aspects of 5G Service-Level Agreement
	EMA5SLA
	870024
	China Mobile
	5%
	40%
	SA#91 (Mar. 2021)

	6.4.3
	Management of MDT enhancement in 5G
	e_5GMDT
	870025
	Ericsson
	20%
	50%
	SA#90 (Dec. 2020)

	6.4.4
	Additional NRM features
	adNRM
	870026
	Nokia
	0%
	5%
	SA#92 (Jun. 2021)

	6.4.5
	Enhancement of QoE Measurement Collection
	eQoE
	870027
	Ericsson
	0%
	5%
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.6
	Enhancements of 5G performance measurements and KPIs
	ePM_KPI_5G
	880025
	Intel
	10%
	20%
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.4.7
	Management of the enhanced tenant concept
	eMEMTANE
	880026
	Huawei
	0%
	5%
	SA#94 (Dec. 2021)

	6.4.8
	Management data collection control and discovery
	MADCOL
	880028
	Nokia
	0%
	5%
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.5
	OAM&P Studies
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6.5.1
	Study on management and orchestration aspects with integrated satellite components in a 5G network
	FS_5GSAT_MO
	830025
	TNO
	70%
	90%.
	SA#90 (Dec.2020)

	6.5.2
	Study on new aspects of EE for 5G networks
	FS_EE5G
	870021
	Orange
	25%
	45%
	SA#93 (Sep. 2021)

	6.5.3
	Study on management aspects of edge computing
	FS_eEDGE_Mgt
	870029
	Intel
	15%
	25%
	SA#90 (Dec. 2020)


