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1. Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#145e 
Topics:
· FS_NSCE (Yu Xiao bo)

· Asynchronous operations (Joey Chou)

· FS_FSEV (Zhang Jian)
· FS_ANL, FS_ANLEVA

· FS_MANWDAF (Zhao Song)
All the draft for discussion please uploade to https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23144e 
2. Schedule for rapporteur calls:
	Rapporteur calls
	Date Time
	Potential Topics

	#144e.1
	15:00 CEST~17:00 CEST
	1. FS_MANWDAF
New key issue for the performance managementmeasurement of the NWDAF related on service outputanalytics result generation (China Telecom)
N: what change is needed in the specification? Latency is only one measure for NWDAF. Another dimension is the quality of the output, and there might be a dependency between response time and quality. How to balance between quality and response time? Further, if "load" of NWDAF is measured by latency, i.e. response time for inference, then this neglects the load needed to collect the data nor to perform training of the model. How to take the effort into account, that has been spent in data collection and training?
VZ: how to dynamically adjust NWDAF performance based on number of input data points? clarify on the quality of input data, whether it’s discussed in SA2?
NEC: the performance is use case specific. How is it useful to consumer? 
N: the quality depends on many factors esp for using ML. 
Add potential solution related with number of subscriptions and notifications for NWDAF Data Collection(China Mobile)
N: 1. Solution is not related to description.

2. the number of subcriptions is not related to performance of data collection process.  The idea to count subcriptions of notification is not acceptable to Nokia. We are open for other methods.
CT: maybe there are other better way to measure NWDAF esp In the context of SBA. 
2. FS_NSCE
FS_NSCE – SA5 questions for resolving the open issues
S: we are converting the exising MnS to new one and use CAPIF to expose the new MnS. Why we need to create this adaption layer?

E: support Samsung comments. 
NEC: Samsung comments "“simplification, filtering and abstraction” were out-of-scope of SA5" . I thought this is in the scope of EGMF in 28.533, so why do you think this is out of scope of SA5?
HW: clarify whether Samsung is ok with EGMF, but not ok with translation?
S: the authorization of using MnS A is EGMF. 
HW: for detail func, need to consider to elaborate in 28.533. CAMARA uses “tranalation” , need to clarify the meaning. We use “simplification, filtering and abstraction”. Need to clarify the difference with “translation”.
S: EGMF is still not clear. Text in TS 28.533 needs to be revisited. 
HW: ok to revisit 28.533 with more elaboration and clarification.
N: agree that EGMF is not clearly defined. “simplification, filtering and abstraction” needs to be clarified. Suggest to discuss the task first , not talking about names for now.
What exactly is the definition of:

    * "Exposure governance"

    * "Translation"

    * "Simplification, filtering and abstraction"

    * "Granular access"

   and what exactly is the difference between them? They are pretty fuzzy, especially "exposure governance", which might include everyting and nothing.

   My proposal would be to use different terms, which relate to concrete tasks in handling the management data:

    * Filtering, i.e. drop certain information elements. This can be done (partly) already today.

    * Access control

       - This might include access control on individual objects and attributes

       - This is filtering, just triggered differently.

       - We have to be little bit careful because our IR is not through yet! On the other hand, Deepanshu already presented a proposal for this.

    * Model transformation

       - Translation, abstraction

       - This means the model changes, not only filtering off of information elements
NEC: ask to be included in email discussion. 
A: way forward: 
· suggest to clarify the terms first. Xiaobo will trigger email discussion on the alignment of different meaning of terms before SA5#145e.
· clarify on the relation with CAMARA translation. 


	#144e.2
	15:00 CEST~17:00 CEST
	1. Async
2. FS_FSEV
3. Open for topics


