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1. Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#147 
Topics:
· EP_Transport 
All the draft for discussion please upload to 
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23147 
2. Schedule for rapporteur calls:
	Rapporteur calls
	Date Time
	Potential Topics

	#147.1 (16 Mar)
	13:00 ~15:00 UTC
	cancelled

	#147.2 (30 Mar)
	12:00 ~14:00 UTC
	1.EP_Transport (Mark, Sean, Xuruiyue)
S5-232907 Rel-18 TS28.541 Fix vague issues in EP_Transport with Federated network modelling.docx
E: We have worked offline on this and have some suggestions, with a draft showing them. I can show them on the screen now.
(E shared the proposed updates on the screen)
N: We had good and productive offline discussions with E on this; we just need some more clarifications. We should be associating with the modeling construct in the entity of the external interface.
E: Agree, it is the critical info at the point of attachment.
V: When is the expected time frame for the related IETF draft which this is based on to be ready?

E: Not sure about the time plan. We want to include it as soon as it is available, but not dependent on it.

N: We only care about the managed object instance on their side. They use an attachment circuit unique id. It corresponds to our DN.
N: We are hoping this to be ready for submission to the May meeting, and for approval at the June plenary.

Chair: Anyone who wants to join the offline dioscussion before the May meeting, please contact the authors.
DT: Do we also want to clarify “the IETF side”?
N: No, that is for them to define. It’s a joint effort between 3GPP, IETF and O-RAN.
Stop.
2. Service management (Robert)

https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/SA5-level%20discussions/S5-23xxxx%20DP%20Service%20Management_Telefonica3_Huawei%202.doc


E: The paper has been updated with comments from Huawei and TEF.

E: For the first question, it seems that all 3 companies commenting so far are in agreement that we should have stage 1, 2 and 3 within 3GPP and 3rd party services (OTT/vertical services whose AS/AF that use 3GPP system as a bearer) should be outside of SM in 3GPP SA5.
S: In the “Huawei 2” comment on question 1, it is unclear on “Mission Critical Video; - "Live" Uplink Streaming, VR; - Discrete Automation” – is this defined in 23.501?

H: Yes you can find it in the Model clause in 23.501.
S: Are all you saying that all those mentioned service examples defined in 23.501 including stage 1/2/3?

H: I didn’t check if some of the are made in CT. We can check it further.
S: Some of these quoted services are actually defined by SA6 specs.

H: SA6 may be responsible for the application respect, for example enablement to verticals.

S: Ok, let’s take it offline.
E: On question 2, E and H and TEF seem to agree that it can be defined by any 3GPP WG. But I don’t understand the meaning of adding the ToRs from all WGs when we already said that it can be any WG. It should be SA5 that is doing SM.
E: Question 3: H says that it should only be SA2 and CT, so you exclude many 3GPP WGs. Is this intentionally?

E: I am planning to update the paper to summarise all agreements made.

H: In general we are aligned and in agreement. On q2, we fully agree SA5 is the only group to define SM in 3GPP. For q3, the stage 2 and 3 are essential. On the ToRs, I just included them as examples of ToRs containing services.
H: The question is not about which group defines SM but which groups define services in 3GPP.
E: The intention of q2 is to define “what organisation/WG(s) is/are responsible to specify the services that may be subject to Service Management within 3GPP”. Se e.g. the service listed in q1 may be subject to SM in SA5, but not for sure.

H: How to proceed this discussion?

E: I would like to agree on guidelines first, of which services should be managed by SA5. E.g. “Services that a CSP can offer which have stage 1/2/3 defined in 3GPP TSs”. Then anybody can propose to define SM for such services, if they fulfill these requirements.

H: I think there are two things. First a list of services can be managed, and then what kind of mgmt features should be supported to support different service.
E: I welcome more input offline, then I will include that in the submission to next meeting.
S: The answers coming here are not aligned with the questions. So the questions may need to be reformulated.
E: OK, we can take it offline.
H: With this discussion I think we can build more connection with SA1 and SA2.

	#147.3 (13 Apr)
	13:00 ~15:00 UTC
	
•S5-233507 pCR TR 28.835 Modify description, solution and add conclusion on issue #1 (Wang Zhao ning)
N: figure 2, 5G is SBMA, figure needs to be updated. 
CU: the figure is from 32.130. Propose to add 5G support to this figure. Suggest to take the architecture out from issue#1. This tdoc can focus on the requirement. 
HW: suggest to remove architecture from this tdoc. Focus on requirement on different POP.
E: Need a figure to reflect SBMA architecture. Need to show the flexibility of 5G. 32.130 may not be the right reference.

N: 5.1.2 bullet 1 what’s missing for this new solution?  How the two POP are identified? Via Plmnid? Why not create PM job for each of them?
28.552 provide the mechanism to differentiate according to different plmnid. 
Suggest to focus on requirements. Clarify the “subscribed configuration”. 
HW: suggest to add how existing solution could be reused. 
E: agree with Nokia. There are existing mechanism could be reused, don’t need a new solution. The requirement also already exists in 32.130 5.1.4/5.1.5.  Maybe exposure of the performance could be considered as new requirements.
N: Performance- existing soltuion could satisfied by plmnid

Configuration/alarm – need clarification on the meaning of split configuration? What is plmnid specific alarm?  You could use access control to allow different operator to view different information. 
•S5-233509 pCR TR 28.835 Add conclusion and recommendation for issue #2 (Wang Zhao ning)
N: clairify the problems. If we need a measurement which should be on plmn granularity, we need to update TS 28.552 to add such granularity. 

E: do not support solution 1. Solution 2 is existing solution. We have subcounters/filters in existing solution. 
Z: suggest to focus on solution discussion.
HW: suggest to add issue description in recommendation part. 
Do not think solution2 is good solution. 
N: this can be done with adding filter in the measurement description as we did for TS 28.552.
HW: there is a assumption in TS 32.130: in MOCN sharing scenario, each PoP has its own NRCellCU. 
E: S2 needs to be investigated for how to support such scenario. 
N: will RAN support multiple cells per PoP?  The signalling solution needs to support. 
N: To have some PLMN-specific objects in OAM does _not_ mean that all procedures in RAN and core are per PLMN !
E: whether non PLMN specific measurements need to be reported in sharing scenario need to be checked. 
CU: in MOCN scenairo, all counters need to be reported. 
CM: MDT/trace may also have requirements in RAN sharing scenario.
N: MDT/trace have already solution for LTE. Same solution may applicable for 5G, this can be studied. 
•S5-233508 pCR TR 28.835 Modify description, solution and add conclusion on issue #3 (Wang Zhao ning)
E: you could subscribe the subcounters with plmnid as filter. What need additonal attributes in the job? 
CU: the attribute is used  for selecting which plmnid/which PoP is used for.
•S5-233504 pCR TR 28.835 Modify service-based management architecture for MOCN and add conclusion for issue #4 (Wang Zhao ning)
E: Figure needs to be updated for gNodeB/NE. 
•S5-233505 pCR TR 28.835 Modify potential solution and add conclusion for issue #5 (Wang Zhao ning)
N: clarify the conclusion, whether to update 32.130?

CU: like to add description on how to reuse MSAC capability in 32.130. 
VC: work item MSAC need to be updated to access control solution. 
•S5-233510 New Rel-18 WID on Management Aspect of 5G Network Sharing Phase2 (Wang Zhao ning) 
N: need to review what concretely to be done in normative phase. Architecture diagram to reflect SBMA may be needed, what else?
E: there are some issues to be addressed in normative phase, e.g. issue 7/8 etc.
CU: some requirements/use cases in 32.130 also needs to be updated. 
•S5-233263 Rel-18&Rel-19 time plan proposal for OAM (Zou Lan)
VC: There will be only 1 Rel-19 workshop in June.2023. SA5 is expected to provide some inputs to the workshop. 
Chair:  encourages all companies to provide topic inputs in May SA5 meeting for preparation of the Rel-19 workshop. 
VC: First draft proposal of Rel-19 SA5 time plan is added. 
E: clarify the purpose of the tdoc, and how to execute the time plan regarding stage 1/2/3. 
N: the Rel-19 SID ready time need to be aligned with other time line. 



