Agenda TEI17_DCAMP conference call (2021.01.25 14:00-15:30 UTC)
Agenda:
· Discuss CRs and open issues 
	Task number
	Documents
	Scope (according to WP)

	T 1.1_23.503
T 2.1_23.503

T 3.1_23.503
	S2-200XXXX_23503-DCAMP-CR_v3.docx
	Requirements, functional description to support Dynamic change of AM Policies.

	T 1.2_23.501

T 2.5_23.501

T 3.3_23.501
	S2-200XXXX_23501-DCAMP-CR_Nokia_r02.docx
	Extend Exposure of NW capability functionality with Access and Mobility.

New NEF and PCF services.

	T 1.3_23.502

T 3.4_23.502 


	S2-200XXXX_23502-DCAMP-CR_Nokia_r03.docx
	New procedures to enable an AF to influence AM policies.

	T 2.3_23.502 


	S2-200XXXX_23502_app detection-DCAMP-CR_v1.docx
	 New procedures to change AM Policies trigger by application   detection.

	T 2.6_TS 23.502 


	S2-20xxxxx-CR 23.502 Update NF services provided by PCF to support DCAMP in the 5GC-China Telecom.docx
	 Adding PCF as new consumer of Npcf_PolicyAuthorizationSubscribe/Unsubscribe/Notify to notify PCF-AM the start/stop of an application/SDF when PCF-AM and PCF-SM are different.

	T 3.2_23.503 


	S2-200cxxx -503 CR BSF enhancement on PCF Discovery for dynamic AM policy r01_hw.docx
	 Update BSF related description to allow discovery of a PCF serving a UE.

	T 2.4_23.502
	S2-200YYYY_CR 23.502 BSF.docx
	 Update the BSF services to allow registration/discovery of a PCF serving a UE. Define new BSF services to allow for subscription to notification with a new PCF@ serving a PDU session is registered in the BSF.

	T 2.4_23.501
	S2-200YYYY_CR 23.501 BSF.docx
	 Clarifications on the list of BSF services

	
	TEI17-DCAMP_issues_under discussion.pdf
	 Issues under discussion

	
	S2-21xxxxx-TEI17_DCAMP-workplan_22_01.docx
	 Work plan


The topics highlighted were discussed in the conference call due to lack of time, and comments have been received to most of the CRs prior to the conference call.
Attendance List:

​

China Telcom, AT&T, Spirent, OPPO, Vodafone, Intel, Infoblox, MATRIXX, T-Mobile, Huawei, Tencent, Oracle, Nokia, Charter Communications, NTT DOCOMO, LGE, ZTE, Perspecta Labs, TIM, Infoblob, CATT, Ericsson.

Notes from rapporteur:

· T1.1, 2.1 and 3.1 covering the functional description for DCAMP in S2-200XXXX_23503-DCAMP-CR_v3.docx was discussed: 
· The common understanding was:

· To define that the AF sends a request to provide a desired throughput for a certain service that could trigger the network, via PCF, to determine if the RFSP index value needs to be changed for UE or a group of UEs typically prior to start of the application traffic and for a fixed duration.
· The Naf, Npcf, Nnef service operations will include an input parameter for the tuple (application/flow description, desired throughput (e.g. high, medium). 
· The AF is notified when the request to change coverage or the request to provide a desired throughput was performed. Whether there is a need to define an event trigger to notify about changes to the AF requires further discussion. China Telecom will provide background to explain if the event subscription is needed.
·  Comments (Mirko) to simplify the list of requirements and move the list of requirements to the functional description instead, of course adapted.
·  Comments (Mirko) to define dynamic change of AM Policies in a new subclause that includes a reference to the existing clause on AM policy control 6.1.2.1.

·  Comments (Malla) to clarify that the application may indicate that a service requires high throughput but a change of RFSP may or may not help, since there are more aspects such as the level of congested in the area. Farooq indicated that a PCF implementation may take other aspects into account to set the RFSP value.  

· The list of issues under discussion are in TEI17-DCAMP_issues_under discussion.pdf . The common understanding at the conference call was:
· Topic 1: Go for the option to support non-roaming scenarios in Rel-17. 

· Discussion: Dieter/Mirko mentioned that in home routed roaming case, there is a need to define the role of the HPLMN that has no role for AM Policy control so far, but now when the AF has a agreement with the HPLMN, the discussion is whether the AF has also an agreement with the VPLMN to contact directly or if the HPLMN plays a role to e.g. authorize the AF request. Mario explained that GSMA is working in Federated models and interfaces where e.g. Data center in the VPLMN, Customer care is n the HPLMN and resources are in the VPLMN. 

· Topic 2: Keep existing terminology in 23.501, i.e. PCF for a UE and PCF for a PDU session.

· Discussion: There were proposal to use different terminology, PCF-AM and PCF-SM but this requires alignment in existing TSs and in Rel-15 and Rel-16.

· Topic 3: There is no conclusion on whether the consumer of BSF services need to indicate the registration type, i.e. PCF serving a UE or PCF serving a PDU session. 

· Discussion: Uri pointed out the benefits of having an explicit indication to e.g. cover error cases, then Haiyang said that no use case motivates to add the registration type and that error cases are typically a stage 3 discussion. More discussion is needed.

