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1. Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#141e 
Confirmed topics:

· eCOSLA (6406) (Ishan, Jan)

· NSA_SBMA (6164/6165/6392) (Xu Ruiyue, Olaf)

· MADCOL (Olaf)

· 5G Spec structure (6240) (Zou Lan)

· Check the Rel-17 WI work progress
· MSAC (Ping Jing)
· Generic asynch mechanism (Robert)
· Conflict management study proposal (Ishan)
2. Schedule for rapporteur calls:
	Rapporteur calls
	Date Time
	Potential Topics

	#140e.1
	Dec.2nd 14:00 CET~16:00 CET
	1. Generic asynch mechanism (SA5-216252rev1_BL) (Robert)
2. All Rel-17 Rapporteurs check Rel-17 WI work progress

3. 5G spec structure(6240)

	#140e.2
	Dec.9th 14:00 CET~16:00 CET 
	1. NSA_SBMA (6164/6165/6392/6580/6581/6618/6619) (Xu Ruiyue, Olaf)

2. MADCOL

	#140e.3
	Dec.16th 14:00 CET~16:00 CET 
	1. eCOSLA (6406) (Ishan, Jan)

2. MSAC (Ping Jing)
3. Conflict management study proposal (6306) (Ishan)

	#140e.4
	Jan.13th 14:00 CET~16:00 CET
	Open for topics


3. Other potential topics for rapporteur calls:

Leftover from SA5#139e:
Nokia proposal for topics of common interest:

1. Asynchronous interaction patterns:

We have now a couple of use cases that have asynchronous nature: slice allocation, slice deallocation, feasibility check, file download and also the edge computing related one, not sure what exactly this is about.

It seems this point is already taken up by Thomas.

2. Object creation with id generation by the MnS producer:

This is becoming an evergreen. We all know that this is not supported by NETCONF. But limitations of NETCONF should not block progress. NETCONF is made for plain CM of network elements and not for complex interaction patterns or HATEOS like designs. We should accept that, and I remember f2f meetings where many companies shared this view. What we should do though is to find ways so that the standard does not allow both options (id creation by the server and id creation by the client) everywhere to not impair interoperability.

3. Enhancement of the NRM template in 32.160 

We need to introduce presence qualifiers in the template as discussed so many times already. In addition, we should add a new clause for procedures.

4.Common data type definitions

The same data types are defined in many places. We need one place where we define data types that are used by many modules. Nokia made a first attempt in S5-215351. However, we do see this as common concern and would appreciate a working mode where people contribute real content rather than saying Nokia what to do just because we took the initiative and submitted a contribution.

5. Scheduling function:

Scheduling functions are proposed for many jobs. Nokia proposes to come up with one function hat can be re-used by all jobs.
