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1. Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#137e 
Confirmed topics:

· Clarification of MnS component typeA and type B in TS 28.532 (Olaf)
· Model management functions (e.g. MDAF, NWDAF, data collection function etc.)  (2088/2089) (Olaf)
· 5GDMS, Discussion on IOC for 5GDMS (GROUP#2 (S5-212223/S5-212224) Add operations for discovery of management services) (Brendan)
· S5-212129 Discussion paper on Use Case template/S5-212131 Rel-17 CR TS 32.160 Update on template for requirement specifications (Zou Lan)

· Access control (Ping Jing)

· Clarification towards SA5 solutions’ readability and steps towards documentation, discuss it together with eCOSLA (Ishan)

· MANS, GROUP#2 (S5-212195/S5-212197/S5-212270) NRM enhancement to support NG-RAN network sharing (Xu Ruiyue)
· S5-212121 Rel-17 Input to draftCR TS 28.536 Add assurance policy for closed control loop (Zhang Jian)

· S5-212122 Rel-17 Input to draftCR TS 28.536 Add assurance report for closed control loop (Zhang Jian)
· Clarification relation between WIs/Sis (eMEMTANE, FS_NSMEN, FS_MNSAC, ‘New SID on management aspects of network slice capability exposure’ from Alibaba) wrt. 5G exposure. (Jean-Michel)
2. Schedule for rapporteur calls:
	Rapporteur calls
	Date Time
	Potential Topics

	#136e.1
	Mar.25th 14:00 CET~16:00 CET 
	1. Clarification of MnS component typeA and type B in TS 28.532
25 Mar Conf Call:

N: issues in 28.532:

1) notifyThresholdCrossing has no relation with PM file format in section 11.3,
2) The terms MnS component A/B/C are not reflected in 28.532.

3) There is no component B in PM assurance MnS
4) Provision – correct

S: relation between 28.550 defined PM operation and 28.532. there is no description about how to use control fragments, propose to add some explantion.
N: there are too many combinations with different IOCs.

S: need to find a way to describe the combination.

N: R15 SA5 adopted using CRUD with model driven approach. The current fault management is using another IRP-like approach.
S: the IRP-like approach is more easier to be understood. The model-driven approach is not well documented in our specifications. 

C: model-driven approach should be decribed, contributions are welcome to 28.532/28.533. (Action for Deepanshu/Olaf to better describe model-driven approach).
HW: The cause of the problem is 28.533 is defined compnent A/B/C, but not well used in other MnS specifications. Suggest to update 28.532 to reflect the compnent A/B/C concepts.
O: what is component B for notifyThresholdCrossing?
HW: suggest to use 28.550 Table 7.6-1: MnS components used for configurable performance measurement control as starting point. 
Fault supervision- check component B? Whehter we use NR NRM etc. as component B or take AlarmInformation as component B? 

HW: alarminformation is taken as component C in 28.533. 

N: alarminformation should belong to component A.

HW: PM assurance MnS has two options: (1) file based approach (2) Job based appraoch in 28.550. File based apparoch could reuse the 11.6 generic file handling service as component A.
N: suggest to move notifythresholdcrossing/heartbeat to other sections.  
O: clarify why notifythresholdcrossing/heartbeat can’t belong to MnS section. 
S: We take the approach in 28.622. Take out all notification is a seperate section and then refer to them appropiately from the section 11.
E: proper analysis on SBMA is needed. Put the discussion into the new architecture discusion. Hope to get some quick conclusion. The conclusion could be used without need to wait until the end of the study. 
E: not blocking the discovery work item. Need to agree on some minimal acount of data exposed for discovery.  

2. Model management functions (e.g. MDAF, NWDAF, data collection function etc.)  
Modeling Managed Management Functions

25 Mar Conf call:
N: NWDAF and MDAF should have the same model as NF.
HW: clarify the relation between entity/management node.

NEC: clarification on MnSAgent. Is this to allow implementing MDAF into a NF (e.g. NWDAF)? 
N: this is to model management function, NWDAF is already modeled.

S: We should have different modelling of MnF and NF provided by other groups. Modeling in the same way is confusing. 
N: need more thinking about it. 
I: is it management of management function?  Are they just generic MnF or specific MnF? 
N: yes. Some new MnF are introduced. E.g. MADCOL to store management data. MDAF.COSLA etc. Those functions are not management network functions. 
O: The model should allow, I think, that NWDAF (as a ManagedFunction) and MDAF (ManagementFunction) are the same entity.
NEC: agree with Orange.


	#136e.2
	Apr.8th 15:00 CET~17:00 CET 
	1. 5GDMS, Discussion on IOC for 5GDMS (GROUP#2 (S5-212223/S5-212224) Add operations for discovery of management services) (Brendan)  (30min)

2. Clarification relation between WIs/Sis (eMEMTANE, FS_NSMEN, FS_MNSAC, ‘New SID on management aspects of network slice capability exposure’ from Alibaba) wrt. 5G exposure. (Jean-Michel/Ping Jing/Brendan/Xiaobo Yu)


	#136e.3
	Apr. 15th 15:00 CET~17:00 CET   
	1. Clarification towards SA5 solutions’ readability and steps towards documentation, discuss it together with eCOSLA (Ishan)

2. MANS, GROUP#2 (S5-212195/S5-212197/S5-212270) NRM enhancement to support NG-RAN network sharing (Xu Ruiyue)
3. S5-212129 Discussion paper on Use Case template/S5-212131 Rel-17 CR TS 32.160 Update on template for requirement specifications (Zou Lan)

	#136e.4
	Apr.22nd 15:00 CET~17:00 CET 
	1. S5-212121 Rel-17 Input to draftCR TS 28.536 Add assurance policy for closed control loop (Zhang Jian)
2. S5-212122 Rel-17 Input to draftCR TS 28.536 Add assurance report for closed control loop (Zhang Jian)



