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Rapporteur calls plan after SA5#155
Proposed topics:
-
20 June 13:00UTC~15:00UTC 

-
check the Rel-19 topics status on the progress

-
way forward for stage2/stage3 mapping 

-
SBMA TS structure

-
Living document

-
Review of potential pCR for TR 28.914 on Add comparison between network slice based and intent based solution (triggered by S5-242612).

-
25 July 13:00UTC~15:00UTC

-
CMO

-
ES cost index

-
NDT

-
AIML

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

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

	SA5#155.1
	Thursday, June 20th, 2024
13:00 - 15:00 UTC / 15:00 - 17:00 CEST / 21:00 - 23:00 China
	-
Living document

-
check the Rel-19 topics status on the progress

-
way forward for stage2/stage3 mapping 

	SA5#155.2
	Thursday, July 25th, 2024

13:00 - 15:00 UTC / 15:00 - 17:00 CEST / 21:00 - 23:00 China
	-
way forward for stage2/stage3 mapping 

-
SBMA TS structure

-
Review of potential pCR for TR 28.914 on Add comparison between network slice based and intent based solution (triggered by S5-242612).
-
CMO

-
ES cost index

-
NDT

-
AIML


5
Draft agenda

-
TBD...
6
Minutes

6.1
SA5 #155.1 Minutes
-
Living document

Thomas presented the 3 proposals and propose to continue with email discussion. 

S: clarify on option 3. Do not prefer for option2. 
E: option3 may also introduce more administrative efforts.
HW: option3 may not be good option. Do not like Option2 as it’s mandate the two solutions.

Option1 can be done at end of every release to check and make sure we have fill the gap. 

N: share same opinion as HW on op2 and op3. 

Op4: suggest author to have a dedicate wifi page for the submitted CR to share the workload.

E: do not document is not good.

NEC: only providing 1 solution is not quality issue. If 1 solution is provided, could be enough. 
C: suggest to use NWM to trigger the email discussion.
-
check the Rel-19 topics status on the progress

	
	
	Name
	Acronym
	Target (dd/mm/yyyy)
	Old %
	WID
	New %

	1
	AIML
	Study on AI/ML management - phase 2 
	FS_AIML_MGT_Ph2
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231780
	19%

	2
	MDA
	Study on Management Data Analytics (MDA) Phase 3 
	FS_eMDAS_Ph3
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231726
	70%

	3
	IDM
	Study on intent driven management services for mobile network phase 3 
	FS_IDMS_MN_Ph3
	6/9/2024
	5%
	SP-231737
	70%

	4
	CCL
	Study on closed control loop management 
	FS_CCLM
	6/9/2024
	5%
	SP-231735
	40%

	5
	NDT
	Study on management aspects of Network Digital Twin 
	FS_NDT
	6/9/2024
	5%
	SP-231727
	65%

	6
	CMO
	Study on Cloud Aspects of Management and Orchestration 
	FS_Cloud_OAM
	6/9/2024
	2%
	SP-231781
	40%

	7
	MSEC
	Study on Enablers for Security Monitoring 
	FS_SECM
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231736
	0%

	8
	SBMA
	Study on Service Based Management Architecture enhancement phase 3 
	FS_SBMA_Ph3
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231725
	45%

	9
	PTM
	Study on Management of planned configurations 
	FS_PlanM
	9/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231721
	60%

	10
	MADCOL
	Data management phase 2 
	MADCOL_Ph2
	5/6/2025
	0%
	SP-231746
	50%

	11
	SEPM
	Study on data management regarding subscriptions and reporting 
	FS_Data_SREP
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231732
	60%

	12
	PM
	5G performance measurements and KPIs phase 4 
	PM_KPI_5G_Ph4
	5/6/2025
	0%
	SP-231747
	20%

	13
	AdNRM
	5G Advanced NRM features phase 3 
	AdNRM_Ph3
	5/6/2025
	0%
	SP-231745
	15%

	14
	TMQ
	Subscriber and Equipment Trace and QoE collection management 
	TraceQoE_OAM
	5/6/2025
	0%
	SP-231748
	20%

	15
	NTNM
	Study on Management Aspects of NTN Phase 2 
	FS_NTN_OAM_Ph2
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231733
	65%

	16
	IABM
	Study on management of IAB nodes 
	FS_NR_mobile_IAB_OAM
	13/12/2024
	0%
	SP-231729
	40%

	17
	RedcapM
	Study on management aspects of RedCap feature 
	FS_NR_RedCap_OAM
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231734
	50%

	18
	NWDAFM
	Study on Enhancement of Management Aspects related to NWDAF Phase 2 
	FS_NWDAF_OAM_Ph2
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231724
	75%

	19
	NSM
	Study on Management of Network Sharing Phase3 
	FS_NetShare_OAM_Ph3
	6/9/2024
	0%
	SP-231731
	50%

	20
	EE
	Study on energy efficiency and energy saving aspects of 5G networks and services 
	FS_Energy_OAM_Ph3
	9/9/2024
	10%
	SP-231723
	25%

	21
	Mexpo
	Study on Enhanced OAM for management exposure to external consumers 
	FS_MExpo
	6/9/2024
	5%
	SP-231728
	50%


3. Inputs from IDMS_MN_ph3 rapporteur (Huawei/Ericsson)
Summary: Good progress for WT-1,WT-2,WT-3 and WT-4.  Potential risk for the completion of WT-5 and WT-6.

	
	WT-1
	WT-2
	WT-3
	WT-4
	WT-5
	WT-6
	Total tdoc num

	SA5#153
	0  tdoc submitted
	2 tdoc submitted
	6tdoc submitted
	0  tdoc submitted
	1 tdoc submitted
	0 tdoc submitted
	12 tdoc submitted

3 tdoc approved

	SA5#154
	0  tdoc submitted
	5 tdoc submitted

3 tdoc approved:

S5-241974

S5-241975

S5-241979
	12 tdoc submitted

2 tdoc approved

S5-241976

S5-241980


	0  tdoc submitted
	1 tdoc submitted
	1 tdoc submitted

1 tdoc approved:

S5-242121
	19 tdoc submitted 

6 tdoc approved

	SA5#155
	1 tdoc submitted
1 tdoc approved:

S5-243148
	3 tdoc submitted

3 tdoc approved:

S5-243149

S5-243150

S5-243151
	12 tdoc submitted

9 tdoc approved

S5-243152

S5-243154

S5-243155

S5-243156

S5-243157

S5-243158

S5-243159

S5-243160

S5-243161
	2 tdoc submitted

2 tdoc approved

S5-243162

S5-243163
	1 tdoc submitted
	0 tdoc submitted
	19 tdoc submitted

15 tdoc approved

	Current progress
	70%
	95%
	70%
	60%
	30%
	30%
	50 tdoc submitted

24 tdoc approved


Following are some guidelines  from Rapporteur for the next two meeting to complete the Study (SA5#156 and SA5#157):

· 17 use cases have already been captured in TR 28.914, suggest to focus on the solution, evaluation and conclusion for the existing use case in next two meetings, new use case is not encouraged.

· Encourage to submit the solution and conclusion for existing use cases in SA5#156 meeting.

· Target to finish the SI in SA5#157 meeting. SA5#157 mainly focus on the completion of the study. The use cases without conclusion in SA5#157 needs to postpone to future release for further study.

C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

suggest to consider rapporteur suggestion for contribution to #156. 
7. Inputs from MSEC rapporteur (Nokia) 
Plan to complete this SI at SA5#156. No normative work is foreseen with the approved scope.

C: companies who are interested in this topic to consider contirbute to this topic. 
8. Inputs from SBMA rapporteur (Huawei):
 Based on my observation, see "Study on Service Based Management Architecture enhancement phase 3 (FS_SBMA_Ph3) - SA5 Status table" as below:
· Four WTs (i.e. WT-1/2/3/4) were discussed in SA5#154 and SA5#155, progress is pretty good

· However, contributions on "WT-5 ~ WT-10" are needed to fulfil the objectives of SI

· IF still no contributions on "WT-5 ~ WT-10" in SA5#156, the rapporteur may submit revised SID to SA5#157 to remove those WTs on which no contributions submitted at all to fit the group TR phase time plan.

	
	WT-1
	WT-2
	WT-3
	WT-4
	WT-5
	WT-6
	WT-7
	WT-8
	WT-9
	WT-10

	SA5#154
	S5-241379
S5-241380
S5-241381
S5-241415
S5-241588

	S5-241797
	S5-241129
	S5-241414
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SA5#155
	S5-242654
S5-242655
S5-242657
S5-242897
S5-242901
S5-242902

	S5-242871
S5-242873

	S5-242936
S5-242978

	S5-242430
S5-242431
S5-242656

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


contributions for SA5#156, especially on WT-5~WT-10 (https://forge.3gpp.org/rep/sa5/MnS/-/wikis/SA5/Rel-19-Studies/FS_SBMA_Ph3), are welcome. 
E: Ericsson plan to provide tdocs for WT3.2 and WT10.
N: plan to provide tdocs for WT6 , WT7 and WT8. WT-9 is done already in adNRM. 

C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

15. Inputs from NTNM (China Unicom) :

For OAM_NTN_Ph2, after checking the progress per-WT in S5-242310, and TU planning table, we plan to allocate 1TU for 156 and 0.5TU for 157(left 1.5 TU on total for SI).
Now the progress is 65%, looks good and I think we can finish on SA5#157. Meanwhile, we will submit corresponding WI of NTN_Ph2 in SA5#157 or 158 for discussion.

CU: there are 4 use cases of ntn, most of them have requirements, we will provide solutionsand conclusions in next 2 meetings and submit normative wid
C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval.

Suggest rapporteur to check the current status and provide contribution recommendations for #156/#157
19. Inputs from NSM rapporteur (China Unicom) 

WT#1 %: 50% (Use case, requirements for Trace job and collection requirements for POPs has been discussed and agreed)
WT#2 %: 40% (Use case, requirements for enhancements and scenarios for SBMA to support MOCN and access-rights-related scenarios has been discussed and agreed.)

WT#3 %: 30% (Update of scope and concepts and use case, requirements for S-RAN management of Indirect network sharing have been discussed and agreed.)

Next step for 156 meeting:

For WT-1, solution and conclusion for Trace job and collection requirements for POPs will be studied.

For WT-2, solution and conclusion for enhancements and scenarios for SBMA to support MOCN and access-rights-related scenarios will be studied.

For WT-3, the progress of SA2 related to Indirect Network Sharing will be kept attention and solution for S-RAN management of Indirect network sharing will be studied. Other enhancements will be further investigated.

C: target date needs to be checked. 
21. Inputs from MExpo (Nokia) 
There has been very good interest and progress for WT-1 from several companies. 

For WT-2 and WT-3 there has been less contributions and progress. 

If there are no contributions or use cases not agreed for WT-2 and WT-3 by SA5#156, a revised SID may be proposed in SA5#157 from the rapporteur to update the SID to remove/align these 2 WTs with the TR. 

Further information on the SI: 

Progress of the SID: (https://forge.3gpp.org/rep/sa5/MnS/-/wikis/SA5/SA5-155-active-work-items-and-study-items)
	UID
	Agenda
	Name
	Acronym
	Target Date
	% at SA5#153
	% at SA5#154
	% at SA5#155
	WID

	1020022
	6.19.21
	Study on Enhanced OAM for management exposure to external consumers
	FS_MExpo
	SA#105 (Sept. 2024)
	5%
	10%
	50%
	SP-231728


Below is the progress information per WT: 

Overall WI progress: 50%

Progress per Work Task:

· WT-1: 60% 

· WT-2: 0% 

· WT-3: 0% 

Following has been the pCR information for each WT for this SI: 

	FS_Mexpo
	WT-1
	WT-2
	WT-3
	

	SA5#153
	Total pCRs: 0
Agreed pCRs: 0
	Total pCRs: 0
Agreed pCRs: 0
	Total pCRs: 0
Agreed pCRs: 0
	Note: Only TR skeleton was agreed

	SA5#154
	Total pCRs: 8
Agreed pCRs: 4
	Total pCRs: 1
Agreed pCRs: 0
	Total pCRs: 1
Agreed pCRs: 0
	

	SA5#155
	Total pCRs: 13
Agreed pCRs: 8
	Total pCRs: 2
Agreed pCRs: 0
	Total pCRs: 0
Agreed pCRs: 0
	


N: encourage contribution to WT2 and WT3 in #156.  
C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

suggest to consider rapporteur suggestion for contribution to #156. 
The following recommendations for preparation of August meeting should be given online. 
1 AIML
NEC: WT1/4/5 were discussed. Need more time for the study. 
C: ask rapporteurs to consider downscoping and plan for the R19 and future release work. 
2 MDA
HW: plan to complete the study in #156. Totally 18 use cases in R19, 6 usecases are missing solutions. Rapporteur suggest to consider input contribution on the missing solutions in #156. 

WT5 has no contributions, may need to be removed in #156. 

C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information and approval. 

3 CCL
S: 12 use cases in the study. No solutions provided yet. 

WT5 may need contributions. 

S: new use case should come with solutions. 

C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

4 NDT
CMCC: 9 use cases agreed. NDT Terms/background/Scope are agreed. 6 usecases have solutions, 3 usecases are missing solutions. 

Suggest to provide solutions/conclusion in #156. 

Rapporteur suggest #156 is the last meeting to accept new use cases.
C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

6
CMO


CMCC: 8 use cases agreed. WT-1 no solutions. WT-3 no solutions. 

Rapporteur suggest #156 is the last meeting to accept new use cases.

From #157, will focus mainly on solution and conclusion. 
C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

9
PTM

N: good progress so far. plan to complete in #156. 
C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information and approval. 

10
MADCOL

N: good progress on schedule. 

11
SREP

E: 60% percent. #156 will focus on recommendation and conclusion. 

C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information and approval. 

12
PM
13
AdNRM

14
TMQ

16
IABM

50% completion. #156 plan for WT-3 and WT-4.

#157 plan to conclude the study and prepare the WID. 

C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

17
RedcapM

A: 7 use cases agreed. 4 use cases are missing solutions. 
#156 focus on solutions/conclusions for existing use cases.

C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

18
NWDAFM

75% complete. 3 use cases agreed. 

#156 will focus on solutions/conclusions. 
C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information and approval. 

20
EE

25% complete. 7 use cases agreed. 6 use cases have no solutions.
#156 will focus on solutions/conclusions for existing solutions. 
C: Target date -> Sep.2024 for information, Dec.2024 for approval. 

Chair recommendation on Rel-19 
0: new use case should come with solutions.
1. Summary example:
The following topics are submitted for discussion: 
AI/ML LCM related
ML model training
· ML model training feasibility check
· ML model confidence
· Training Data sample selection criteria
· Assurance of AIML input data quality
· Synthetic data
· Performance monitoring of ML models trained by NWDAF
ML Model loading
AI/ML inference emulation
AI/ML inference management
· ML Model selection for inference
AIML sustainability
· AIML energy consumption and energy efficiency
Training technique concepts
Generative AI (Pre-Training, Fine-Tuning)
Distributed training
Federated Learning
Reinforcement Learning
ML knowledge transfer
Joint Training
Re-training 
2. If the topic is related with other WGs, the related WI/SI information and key depandancy should be indicated. 
3. Chair recommendation on Rel-19 normative work plan: 
For the Rel-19 normative work plan, WID proposals are welcome to be submitted to SA5#157 and #158, we will target to finalize all the Rel-19 OAM WIDs no later than SA5#158. This will leave 6 to 9 months for Rel-19 normative work.
-
way forward for stage2/stage3 mapping 

https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23155/Discussion%20-%20Way%20forward%20for%20stage2%20and%20stage3%20mapping.pptx 

E suggested to postpone to next call. 
N: 32.160 has mapping of stage 2 and stage3 mapping description. 

Whether we need to define 3GPP specific schema? 

HW: need to provide mapping, which release should consider such change?

S: like to be involved into offline. 
C: suggest to discuss offline and come back with options. Will revisit this topic again in #155.2. 
-
SBMA TS structure

Postponed to #155.2
-
Review of potential pCR for TR 28.914 on Add comparison between network slice based and intent based solution (triggered by S5-242612).
Ericsson have uploaded draft in https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23155/S5-24XXXX%20pCR%20TR%2028.914%20Add%20comparison%20between%20network%20slice%20based%20and%20intent%20based%20solution%20-%20draft.docx  and welcome offline comments. 
Postponed to #155.2。
6.2
SA5 #155.2 Minutes

6.2.1
SBMA TS structure (carry-over from SA5#155.1)

6.2.1.1
Summary
-
Contribution: https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/8902 (NWM)
-
proposal 1: do nothing

-
proposal 2: describe the dependencies in a more understandable way in a 900-series TR
-
proposal 3: Change the structure of the TSs. E.g. One TS could be for RAN NFs, another for Core Network NFs, a third for management system MnFs.
-
proposal 3a: Change the structure of the Subscriber and Equipment Trace and the Quality of Experience (QoE) measurement collection. The other PM specifications are divided into mechanism and performance data, which is not the case for the Subscriber and Equipment Trace and the Quality of Experience (QoE) measurement collection, so also these specifications can be changed to the structure of separating mechanism and performance data.
-
proposal 4: Augment the "5G specifications overview" [28.533, Annex E] to include the specification components.
-
proposal 5: Augment the existing specifications containing performance information to indicate a clear "entry point" or "root" NRM component for each management feature, e.g. the "PerfMetricJob" IOC for PM measurements, "TraceJob" IOC for Subscriber and Equipment trace, . the "ManagementDataCollection" IOC for MADCOL, "Intent" IOC for IDMS, etc.  Each of these would then document the management feature(s) to which it applies and the other IOCs/DTs which comprise the complete solution.
-
proposal 6: Create a new type of document, such as a web/wiki page, to document the performance data dependencies.
-
NWM feedback:

-
TIM: The main requirement is to define a clear and complete solution to show the relationship between different management services, the associated information models and the network architecture. At the same time, the risk of inconsistency must be minimized. For this I would prefer solution 3 or solution 5.
-
HUA: We prefer proposal 4 and 6. Proposal 4 is an easy way, it can include more information for the relation/explanation of CM/PM specs. Proposal 6 is an easy way also, especially for information exchange with other 3GPP WGs or other SDOs. More figures (easy for a non SA5 expert) are welcome for a better view of SA5 NRM and PM specs.
6.2.1.2
Comments

-
Sergio (VF) - disagrees with option 1 (do nothing)… something has to be done. No strong preferences on the way forward. Need to consider unprepared outsiders not familiar with the structure of 3GPP SA5 specifications.
-
Jan (E///) - on the options 1 and 2, we don't see them feasible… these are too "informal". Ericsson has preferences for either 4 or (and) 5.

-
Zou Lan - suggested to use NWM for better clarity for the author. In TS 28.533 we do have spec relationships diagram (some information is available there already). It can be used as a starting point.

-
Sean (NOK) - disagree with option 1. options 2 and 3 are too heavy. Options 5 may need more discussion… Options 4 and 6 seem to be easy and good candidates.

-
Mark (E///) - on ZL's comment - option 4 can be augmented with 5. (by itself is not sufficient and the diagram will be overloaded if we capture everything). So, the preference for option 4 is a combination with 5.

-
Xu Ruiyue (HUA) - to Mark - there are separate YAML files for all fragments… no need to overcomplicate the diagrams (the level of detail would follow the YAML files).

-
Balazs (E///) - there are functions with multiple YAMLs… (supports the concerns about overloaded figure).
6.2.1.3
Conclusion

-
observations:
	Proposal #
	Supporters #
	Supporters list

	1
	0
	

	2
	0
	

	3
	1
	TIM, 

	3a
	0
	

	4
	3
	HUA, E/// (in combination with 5 only), NOK,

	5
	2
	TIM, E///, 

	6
	2
	HUA, NOK, 


-
next steps… more feedback is needed
6.2.2
Comparison between network slice and intent bases solutions (carry-over from SA5#155.1)

6.2.2.1
Summary
-
Contribution: 
S5-24XXXX pCR TR 28.914 Add comparison between network slice based and intent based solution - draft.docx
-
Jan (E///) presented the document… intention is to add the content to the TR and make a conclusion

6.2.2.2
Comments

-
Xu Ruiyue - already provided offline comments/concerns (in the TR the content already exists and reflects the discussion). The contribution re-opens the concluded discussion. Not much time left to conclude the study. Prefers to focus on the solution (based on the existing TR only).
-
Jan - we closed the study with the goal of continuing the study in the intent TR. The difference between NS and NS+intent producers is part of the study… alternatively we can bring some old text.

-
Xu Ruiyue - we need to avoid re-discussions and focus the new contributions only on the new (delta) aspects. (further comments to be provided via chat, due to audio connection issues).
-
Jan - sees value in capturing the differences between intent and slicing (sees it as not controversial to add this content into TR). Will work offline with HUA to determine agreeable content for the TR.

-
Zou Lan - q for clarification on the current TR(s) content…

-
Jan - TR was closed but did not give a guidance on the expectation for network slice. Could lead to confusion about expectations… sees the need to clarify the difference between the two. Not repeating the existing TR (more of a continuation, the previous study was stopped abruptly).
6.2.2.3
Conclusion

-
no conclusion, potential for offline agreement 
6.2.3
CMO (original plan for SA5#155.2)

6.2.3.1
Summary
-
Contribution: Terminology alignment for FS_Cloud_OAM.pptx
-
Kostas (DCM) presented the document.

6.2.3.2
Comments

-
Zu Quiang (E///) - we discussed options 1 and 2 - they are not acceptable. Prefers option 3. Sees the need to continue the discussion.
-
Kostas - we focus on CN network functions, not applications

- 
Zu Quiang - but these are in lower case, not formally defined term. The concept of NF is more than just terminology.

-
Kostas - if we change the term dramatically, we need to reconsider the SID and everything we've done

-
Deepanshu (Samsung) - prefers to use the option 2.2 (as other options collide with other SDOs). We are not standardizing anything "cloud-native"… our main interest is focus on the containers (and the management aspects of containers). Whether the application is cloud-native or not is irrelevant to us.
-
Brendan (HUA) - HUA has completely different opinion (not focused on containers). We focus on cloud-native - highly distributed, message based… if we focus on containers, lots of content needs to be deleted. Our preference is for option 2.1. Strictly against option 3 (this is too "IT-focused"). We need to focus on how to configure and monitor CN functions.

-
Winnie (NOK) -
option 3 is unacceptable. Relation of application to function complicates things… On the cloud-native, we claim to focus on something that is out of our scope (cloud-native principles are not SA5 responsibility). Prefers option 2.2.

-
Guangjing Cao (CMCC) - dislikes option 3. Provides examples where we focus on functions (not applications). Options 1 and 2 are OK.

-
Winnie - potential option 4 could be "cloudified network function"

-
Zu Quiang - we see potential for further improving the option 3 (not see it as static as it's captured in the slides).

-
Zou Lan - we seem to have more terminology (many different options)… which one do we prefer for the study, how is the term related to the scope of the study.

-
Deepanshu - agreeing on the term is a requirement enabling us to move forward (depending on the term, the scope of the study and the acceptable solutions will be completely different). It has to be prioritized and resolved before we can continue the study.

-
Zou Lan - suggested to capture ALL identified terminologies (acknowledge that they do exist) and proceed with the study. The SID uses the term "cloud-native".

-
Deepanshu - we do understand what each term means. We don't see it as appropriate to focus on cloud-native architectural principles (as we have no control/influence over NF architecture itself).

-
Zu Quiang - to ZL - the study description already makes it clear what is being used (there is WT2 dedicated to this topic).

-
Zou Lan - as per WT2, someone needs to bring a contribution capturing all terminologies.

-
Brendan - cloud-native is set of 12 design principles (not all are relevant to SA5). SA5 focus is on how it's realized and deployed, not how it (NF) is designed. We need to capture what is relevant only (possibly 2 out of 12 principles).

-
Kostas - reminded that we have FFS for terminology (clause 4.2.1). Volunteers to provide a contribution (addressing Zou Lan's suggestion) targeting clause 4.2.1. DOCOMO is OK with option 2.2.
-
Winnie - q to the group… if NFs only comply with a couple of CN design principles, is it "right" for us (SA5) to call them "cloud-native"? Would it be better to focus only on these principles that are relevant to us (and adjust terminology to reflect ONLY those that SA5 is interested in).
-
Junfeng Wang (E///) - Ericsson plans a contribution that also addresses Zou Lan's suggestion.

-
Deepanshu - suggestion for the way forward… Brendan's suggestion will only work if we demonstrate the differences in management whether we do or do not adhere to the selected/identified design principles. The impact on the OAM from the 2 mentioned principles is the key.
6.2.3.3
Conclusion

-
discussion needs to continue
6.2.4
ES cost index (original plan for SA5#155.2)
6.2.4.1
Summary
-
Contribution: S5-24xxxx Discussion on modelling options to support Energy cost mapping rule.pptx
-
Sean (NOK) presented the document

-
Li Gang presented an alternative document: Proposed variant by Ericsson .pptx
6.2.4.2
Comments

-
on the Nokia contribution:

-
Deepanshu - is option 1 slice dependent?
-
Anatoly - provided explanations

-
Deepanshu - disagrees with option 1, supports either option 2 or 3.

-
Jean-Michel (HUA) - same as Deepanshu (disagrees with option 1). Additional concern that slicing is valid only for 5G SA. HUA proposed option 2 (support from Ericsson and Intel) - simple and straight forward solution applicable to RAN Rel-18 only. Concern with amount of effort for option 3 (to be checked).
-
Sean optimistic about option 3 effort amount (if we focus on ES case for Rel-18)

-
Li Gang (E///) - mentioned HUA presentation and Ericsson's proposal. Same concern against option 1 as others… Ericsson did support option 2 in the past, but also proposed a new solution at the last meeting. Did not have a chance to analyze option 3. Argues that to support ES cost index (RAN req) is not related to grouping things. Prefers some common rules settings (similar to configurable 5QI).

-
Deepanshu - on option 2 - why the granularity is at the function level, not cell level
-
Sean - to Deepanshu's question - assumption is that the rule is common to all the cells (has been previously discussed).

-
Deepanshu - but the RAN requirement may be at the cell level of granularity.

-
Jean-Michel - acknowledged Sean's answer

-
Stephen - RAN confirmed the granularity expectation at the gNB level. BUT, it also applicable to a "group of gNBs in a particular area" (addresses the comment from Li Gang). Makes an argument that the grouping aspect has to be supported. Otherwise, we need to get back to clarifications with RAN3.

-
Balazs - on option 3 - what are the attributes of generic collection?

-
Anatoly - they are represented by the relationships (recursive and to "any")
-
on the Ericsson contribution:

-
Jean-Michel - what is the purpose of the rule set IOC?
-
Li Gang - just to have a common set of configurable rules…

-
Stephen - when Operator defines the rules, how will each gNB be configured? Separately iterate through each gNB? Pointed at potential error scenario…

-
Li Gang - sees complication only at the "first time" the rules are configured

-
Anatoly - seems that Ericsson focus on the ES rules (profile) only, not association details… while NOK and HUA focused on the association details. We may combine the details into a one comprehensive solution.

6.2.4.3
Conclusion

-
option 1 seems to be unacceptable
-
options 2 and 3 require further discussion…
-
aspects shared in Ericsson's contribution (profile / rules structure) need to be considered as well

6.2.5
NDT (original plan for SA5#155.2)

6.2.5.1
Summary
-
Contribution: ???

6.2.5.2
Comments

-

6.2.5.3
Conclusion

-
Not addressed 
6.2.6
AI/ML (original plan for SA5#155.2)

6.2.6.1
Summary
-
Contribution: ???

6.2.6.2
Comments

-

6.2.6.3
Conclusion

-
Not addressed
