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Decision/action requested.
Please take the information included in the present document into account
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Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#153
Proposed topics:
-
Rel-19 planning
-
Topics and approved SIDs (including revisions by the Chair)

-
TUs (declared/requested and more detailed planning)

-
Rapporteurs (requirements, volunteers, nominations)
-
Any other topic proposals

Please upload your draft documents for discussion to [1].

4
Schedule for rapporteur calls
	Rapporteur call
	Date/Time
	Potential topics

	SA5#152.1
	Thursday, November 30th, 2023
13:00 - 15:00 UTC / 14:00 - 16:00 CET / 21:00 - 23:00 China
	Rel-19 planning:

-
Topics and approved SIDs (including revisions by the Chair)
document link
-
TUs (declared/requested and more detailed planning)
document link
-
Rapporteurs (requirements and selection process/guidance)
document link
Any other topic proposals

	SA5#152.2
	Thursday, January 11th, 2024

13:00 - 15:00 UTC / 14:00 - 16:00 CET / 21:00 - 23:00 China
	 - Rel-18 rapporteurs summary of progress

 - Rel-19 rapporteurs inputs for TU detailed planning

 - Reminder to check incoming LS: https://www.3gpp.org/Liaisons/Incoming_LSs/S5-meetingByDate.htm 



5
Minutes
5.1
SA5#152.1

5.1.1
Topics and approved SIDs (including revisions by the Chair)
WG Chair (Zou Lan) presented the SA5 R19_20231129.zip deck

 - package containing 21 documents

 - all files have been aligned with the latest template

 - timelines are: SA#104 (June 2024) presentation and SA#105 (September 2024) approval for all Studies. The reason is elimination of unnecessary administrative overhead. Early completions are possible and encouraged.

 - SP-1: has missing Unique IDs for upstream work items.

Yizhi: these are still being discussed at the SA...
Zou Lan: internal or external?

Yizhi: 28.908 is existing - we can re-use it.

Mirko: is it OK to mix phase 1 and phase 2 in the same TR?

Olaf: asked for clarification 28.9xx is it always external?

Mirko: yes

Olaf: normal case is internal study 28.8xx

Yizhi: the rel-18 proposal was internal... but later was changed by leadership into external.

Zou Lan: chair recommendation is to make it external if we want to build the influence of SA5

Stephen: on the question of continuity - we need to show consistency with our Rel-18 work... for external, we update the existing one.

Hassan: agrees with Stephen, but it's cleaner to start a new one and there is a value to keep it external.

Yizhi: having two TRs on the same topic may be perceived wrong (as if we abandoned the old one).

Zou Lan: agreed SID has 28.9xx

Yizhi: I did not know the process (that the old number can be re-used)

Zou Lan: suggested to create a new TR with "-1" suffix (the old one may need to be re-numbered as well)

Mirko: multiple options are possible...

Zou Lan: we just need to decide (not number), but whether we create a new one?

Yizhi: asked for offline time to better analyse the issue (all pros and cons). Personal preference to continue the old one...

Hassan: sees Yizhi's point... but the current TR is overcrowded.
Olaf: the main purpose of the TR is to enable the normative phase... the normative work continues release to release. Suggests being careful with 28.9xx series.
Sergio: we need to think about our customers (who come to 3GPP site looking for information). Making the finding necessary information easier. If external, prefers to re-use the old TR. For internal - no preference.

Robert: agrees with Olaf and Sergio. Prefers to convert to 28.8xx series and to change the existing one from 28.9xx to 28.8xx

Zou Lan: default action, we don't change the agreed SID

Mirko: these changes can be made later (in 2024)

 - SP-2: TUs have been updated

No comments

 - SP-3: TUs have been updated

No comments

 - SP-4: TUs and dates have been updated

No comments

 - SP-5: 

Bahar: internal/external TR in the title - what is the guidance?

Zou Lan: if TR is to be shared outside of 3GPP, then we tag it as external. Internals are only shared inside 3GPP.

Bahar: then this needs to be updated

Robert: 28.9xx are maintained across releases - do we want it?

Olaf: what is the external TR definition?

Mirko: internal means the work is internal, we can share it but we don't officially communicate it to the external orgs (no guidance for others). E.g. test specifications in SA3 are taken by GSMA as an input... 28.9xx are upgraded for each release and maintained via CRs.

 - SP-6: 

CMCC: asked to be added as supporting company.

Michael: DTAG supports this as well.

 - SP-7: TUs and WTs have been updated.

Michael: DTAG is misspelled.
 - SP8: 

Michael: DTAG supports this work.

Zou Lan: will update all other documents to say "DTAG" where the company supports the work.

 - SP-9: 

Olaf: internal TR

Thomas: no need to do 28.8xx or 28.9xx, just write "internal"

 - SP-10: updated the target dates (align with release, early completion is possible)

No comments.

 - SP-11:

No comments.

 - SP-12: updated target dates

No comments.

 - SP-13: updated target dates

No comments.

 - SP-14: template alignment

Mirko: acronym is too long.

Zou Lan: TraceQoE_MGT
Anatoly: it's not "support for", it's SA5 feature

Thomas: remove "in RAN and core network

Sergio: pointed at the scope (justification and objectives)

Zou Lan: problem with impacts table (AN and CN are not "unknown") - dn/dn/yes/yes/no - the updates are during SA meeting
Thomas: no need for "functionality" in the title

Mirko: this should be done at the SA meeting (not before)

Robert: acronym size (in the template) is 8 characters.

Michael: DTAG supports this work.

Zhaoning Wang: rule for upper/lower case in the title?

Thomas: chair should prepare a revised WID for the plenary (in addition to the original document) and inform SA chair. 

 - SP-15: internal TR

Michael: DTAG support this

 - SP-16:

No comments.

 - SP-17: 

No comments.
 - SP-18: timing change

No comments.

 - SP-19: TU clean-up
Michael: DTAG supports this.
 - SP-20: WT editorials, TU clean-up, dates.

No comments.

 - SP-21: 

Zou Lan: need to update the table (No/No/Yes/Yes/DN)

Scott: "external" was not discussed in Chicago. The assumption was to keep it internal. Gave SA6 study on CAPIF as example... The TR will be published once, the external orgs will base their work on our normative outcomes.

5.1.2
TUs (declared/requested and more detailed planning)
Zou Lan presented the document:

 - slide 2: is being discussed with SA chair

Yizhi: on SA5 requirements start?

Zou Lan: it's an attempt to illustrate SA5 activities (related to Stage 1). We have complex relationship with other WGs because SA5 has all 3 stages. Any suggestions for improvement are welcomed.

 - slide 3: explained the deadlines

 - slide 4: TU planning. Inputs from all rapporteurs will be needed (after they have been assigned by SA plenary). This is a topic for the next rapporteur's call on January 11th. This is the first responsibility for all assigned rapporteurs!!!
 - slide 5: 2 TUs are planned for Rel-19. Rapporteurs need to think how to use the time.

 - slide 6: Rel-18 - the plan is to finalize the Rel-18 in January

 - slide 7: the table needs to be finalized. All Rel-18 rapporteurs need to have a plan how to conclude Rel-18 work (exceptions are NOT encouraged). The deadline for the Rel-18 completion plan is the January meeting. Rel-18 remaining items can (and should) be added to the rapporteurs' call 152.2.

Thomas: regarding extensions are not encouraged, the situation is stronger (they are not an option). The work has to finish in January meeting or the scope needs to be reduced.

Zou Lan: for the January rapporteur's call we need to check the status of all the Rel-18 active work items. Decision on the down-scoping should be known at 152.2.
Yizhi: for the TU allocation to Rel-18. January is the last Rel-18 meeting... we need to prioritize - suggests to reduce/remove the Rel-19 TUs (at least, de-prioritize them).

Anatoly: perhaps, we could block-approve all the skeletons (as non-controversial content) in SA5#153?

Hassan: on Rel-19 - the inputs come from the assigned rapporteurs, not from current topic moderators. Also, the TUs planning can be challenging.
Zou Lan: need to revise the slide. For the TU planning suggested to look at the WTs and their priorities.

Hassan: so, the rapporteurs need to provide the guidance on what kind of contributions are expected at the "next" meeting.

Zou Lan: yes, we do expect the Rel-19 rapporteurs to become more active (there are good examples in SA2).
5.1.3
Rapporteurs (requirements, volunteers, nominations)
Zou Lan presented the document:
 - slide 1: these guidelines from SA. #1 does not apply to SA5 (we don't have this many companies). The #2-#5 are applicable. Emphasis is on #3 - single rapporteur (multiple rapporteurs justification). The roles need to be clarified (primary is responsible for all calls and for coordination). Second rapporteur is "specification rapporteur" responsible for editing.

 - slide 2: explains roles of primary (work item) and secondary (specification) rapporteur.

 - slide 1: back to bullet #3... this is the MOST important to the rapporteurs responsibilities.

 - slide 3: concrete expectations from SA5 leaders team to the Rel-19 rapporteurs.

Hassan: are these guidelines (on slide 1) are now mandatory rules? Seems that they were designed for SA2, but now applied to SA5. Also why do we pick and choose? Have these been brainstormed in SA5? Are we obliged to follow these (rules???)?

Zou Lan: this has been discussed with SA Chair. He strongly recommends to follow these as much as possible.

Thomas: on slide 1 - this has been originally discussed without the end note... sent by SA Chair as rules... then during SA session discussions the note has been added. The final decision is Chair's (SA5 Chair) responsibility as the Chair is responsible for work planning.

Hassan: these were presented (a while ago), but never stated that these become rules for SA5.

Thomas: we may have some flexibility, but if the WG cannot agree, then SA5 Chair decides (together with SA).

Hassan: if the issue does not exist in SA5, the solution for said issue is not needed in SA5. The situation in SA2 is not comparable to SA5 (we don't have the same problem).

Thomas: SA Chair expressed his concern with situation where there are too many rapporteurs from the same company.

Hassan: insisted to discuss the issue in SA and apply their decisions top down to ALL WGs. Also the rapporteur selection via appointment by the SA plenary is unusual and not a normal solution. Let's learn in the future to NOT copy-paste someone else's guidelines.

Robert: Agrees with Hassan. SA is NOT better than SA5 in deciding who should be the rapporteur. The companies in SA5 have much better view. Previous understanding was that this will be discussed in SA5 along with TUs. The TUs have not been challenged (but not necessary 100% reasonable). Sees the rapporteur selection by SA as limitation of what SA5 can do.

Zou Lan: all volunteers have been collected. The related companies will be contacted. We should respect SA Chair suggestion. We (SA5 Chair) will provide our suggestions... Final decision left to SA.

Robert:  SA always decided by approving the SID/WID - but this time the process is too different.

Zou Lan: reassured that the process will go smoothly.

Robert: then more engagement from companies' SA delegates will be needed.

Thomas: how do you intent to make the process visible to SA? Will there be time to discuss in SA? Opportunities to swap? Points at the "if agreeable by consensus at the WG level" part of the slide 1 guidelines. If the names are not seen by SA5 before SA, how do we achieve consensus?

Zou Lan: there is no SA5 meeting between now and SA... we can't reach consensus now (physically impossible). SA Chair insisted on keeping no names in the SID/WID.

Thomas: seems purely editorial - the list of names (extracted from submitted SID/WID) will be sent separately.

Bahar: there was no discussion at SA for SA2... SA2 Chair just provided the names of the rapporteurs to be added.

Yizhi: SA2 example is interesting/important. Any procedural change or rules should be for good reason, to make 3GPP more successful. We change the rules, but we are NOT convinced that the changes are for the best interests of SA5. If we apply the rules to SA5, but pick and choose only some, then we have no consistency and no transparency... (supported the concerns expressed by Hassan). Concern that the rapporteur without necessary experience may be selected and the resulting impact on SA5 (and work progress) may be VERY negative.

Zou Lan: I will provide our list to SA Chair. Suggested to NOT be too negative with the process.
Yizhi: expects the moderator companies to be aware of the selected rapporteurs and have some say in the selection.

Zou Lan: you will know in SA.

Yizhi: this is too late. People need to know before the submission to SA. The procedure is "too new" (to controversial) to SA5.

Robert: Expects the related companies to be contacted before submission.

Thomas: how the transparency will be achieved?

Robert: suggested better transparency in handling this issue.

Zou Lan: will take it with SA Chair

Olaf: similar opinion - solving a problem that does not need to be solved (legacy process in SA5 was good enough). Asks if no clashes are expected based on submitted volunteers (can SA5 Chair share some details)?
Zou Lan: You are right (there are some clashes, but the impacted companies have been already contacted). No further information at this time. The main request from SA Chair is that the final decision is made by SA. We need to respect that.

Thomas: The main question was about clashes and it has been answered (above). The good thing is that impacted companies have been contacted. Are there any orphan topics (without rapporteur)?

Zou Lan: once the details are known (about orphan topic), it will be announced to all. So far, 13 companies sent their volunteer nominations (reminder to all who forgot to send their volunteer nomination ASAP).
5.1.4
Any other items

5.2
SA5#152.2
- Rel-18 rapporteurs summary of progress 
	Unique_ID
	Name
	Acronym
	OutlineLevel
	Release
	ResourceNames
	Start
	Finish
	%Complete
	Hyperlink
	Status Report
	WI rapporteur name
	WI rapporteur e-mail

	1020029
	Management aspects of 5G system supporting satellite backhaul 
	5GSATB_OAM
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/12/7
	2024/3/3
	20%
	SP-231708
	　
	Wen Qi, China Telecom 
	qiw@chinatelecom.cn 

	990119
	AI/ML management 
	AIML_MGT
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/3/17
	2023/12/12
	80%
	SP-230335
	　
	Yao, Yizhi, Intel 
	yizhi<dot>yao<at>intel<dot>com 

	970031
	Management Data Analytics phase 2 
	eMDAS_Ph2
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2022/9/23
	2024/3/3
	87%
	SP-220981
	　
	Yao, Yizhi, Intel 
	yizhi<dot>yao<at>intel<dot>com 

	950031
	Additional NRM features phase 2 
	AdNRM_ph2
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2022/3/10
	2024/3/3
	99%
	SP-231440
	　
	Sean Sun, Nokia 
	sean.sun@nokia-sbell.com 

	940030
	Self-Configuration of RAN Network Entities 
	RANSC
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2021/12/10
	2024/3/3
	90%
	SP-211431
	　
	Hu, Yaxi, China Mobile 
	huyaxi@cmdi.chinamobile.com 

	1000007
	Management of cloud-native Virtualized Network Functions 
	MCVNF
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/6/30
	2024/3/3
	95%
	SP-230764
	　
	China Mobile Guangjing Cao 
	caoguangjing@chinamobile.com 

	1000014
	Network and Service Operations for Energy Utilities 
	NSOEU
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/6/8
	2024/3/3
	60%
	SP-230632
	　
	Erik Guttman , Samsung; 
	<erik.guttman@samsung.com 

	980029
	Management of Trace/MDT phase 2 
	5GMDT_Ph2
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2022/12/12
	2024/3/3
	90%
	SP-230777
	　
	Swaminathan, Sivaramakrishnan, Nokia 
	sivaramakrishnan<dot>swaminathan<at>nokia<dot>com 

	960025
	5G performance measurements and KPIs phase 3
	PM_KPI_5G_Ph3
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2022/6/2
	2024/3/3
	99%
	SP-231710
	　
	Chen, Xiumin, China Telecom 
	(chenxiumin<at>chinatelecom<dot>cn) 

	950036
	Enhanced Edge Computing Management 
	eECM
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2022/3/10
	2024/3/3
	70%
	SP-230775
	　
	Deepanshu Gautam, Samsung 
	deepanshu<dot>g<at>samsung<dot>com 

	930010
	Access control for management service 
	MSAC
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2021/9/10
	2024/3/3
	75%
	SP-231711
	　
	Clifton Fernandes, Nokia 
	Clifton.fernandes@nokia.com 

	990026
	Service based management architecture 
	eSBMA
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/3/16
	2024/3/3
	55%
	SP-231443
	　
	Zhang Kai, Huawei 
	kai.zhangkai@huawei.com

	940038
	Study on Deterministic Communication Service Assurance 
	FS_DCSA
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2021/12/13
	2024/3/3
	92%
	SP-211442
	　
	<Zhang>, <Jian>, <Huawei> 
	justincn.zhang@huawei.com 

	940041
	Study on evaluation of autonomous network levels 
	FS_ANLEVA
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2021/12/13
	2024/3/3
	80%
	SP-211445
	　
	Cao Xi, China Mobile 
	caoxi@chinamobile.com 

	1000012
	Management Aspects of 5G Network Sharing Phase2 
	MANS_ph2
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/6/8
	2024/3/3
	60%
	SP-230629
	　
	Wang Zhaoning, China Unicom, 
	wangzn18@chinaunicom.cn, 

	950035
	Study on Fault Supervision Evolution 
	FS_FSEV
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2022/3/10
	2024/3/3
	65%
	SP-220153
	　
	Deng LingLi (China Mobile)
	　

	970029
	Study on Data management phase 2 
	FS_MADCOL_ph2
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2022/9/12
	2024/3/3
	80%
	SP-220842
	　
	Pollakowski, Olaf, Nokia 
	olaf.pollakowski@nokia.com 

	990034
	Management of non-public networks phase 2 
	OAM_NPN_Ph2
	1
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/3/16
	2024/3/3
	65%
	SP-230184
	　
	ZHANG, Kai, Huawei 
	kai.zhangkai@huawei.com 

	1000013
	   Management Aspects of URLLC 
	URLLC_Mgt
	2
	Rel-18
	S5
	2023/6/8
	2024/3/3
	20%
	SP-230631
	　
	Wang Zhaoning, China Unicom, 
	wangzn18@chinaunicom.cn 


- Rel-19 rapporteurs inputs for TU detailed planning

