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Rapporteur calls plan after SA5#158
Proposed topics:
-
SA5#158.1: 27 November 2024, 13:00 UTC - 15:00 UTC
-
S5-247057 Rel-19 SA5 work plan TU table -> online update TU planning.

-
S5-247056 Rel-19 SA5 work planning (WG Chair) (Lan Zou) -> online update slides 11-14.

-
S5-246596 Rel-20 Consideration on capturing management requirements (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)

-
S5-246314 Rel-20 SA5 work planning (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)

-
Check SA5 slides for SA5-SNS ORIGAMI workshop (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)

-
SA5#158.2: 5 December 2024, 13:00 UTC - 15:00 UTC
-
3GPP SA5-SNS ORIGAMI joint Workshop
-
SA5#158.3: 9 January 2024, 13:00 UTC - 15:00 UTC
-
S5-246341 Corrections of Subcounter and Filter Format (Qiang Zu)

-
S5-246899 CMO topic (DOCOMO - Kostas)

-

S5-24xxxx Specification structure for LCM of NF Deployment (Junfeng)

-
SA5#158.4: 23 January 2024, 13:00 UTC - 15:00 UTC

-
Progress of Rel-19 Charging studies:
-
7.5.1
Study on charging aspects of satellite access Phase 3
-
7.5.2
Study on Charging Aspects of CAPIF
-
7.5.3
Study on Charging aspects of next generation real time communication services phase 2
-
7.5.4
Study on Charging aspects of Uncrewed Aerial Vehicle
Please upload your draft documents for discussion to [1].
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Schedule for rapporteur calls
	Rapporteur call
	Date/Time
	Potential topics

	SA5#158.1
	Wednesday, November 27th, 2024

13:00 - 15:00 UTC

14:00 - 16:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

07:00 - 09:00 CST
	-
S5-247057 Rel-19 SA5 work plan TU table -> online update TU planning.
-
S5-247056 Rel-19 SA5 work planning (WG Chair) (Lan Zou) -> online update slides 11-14.
-
S5-246596 Rel-20 Consideration on capturing management requirements (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
-
S5-247054 Rel-20 SA5 work planning (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
-
Check SA5 slides for SA5-SNS ORIGAMI workshop (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)

	SA5#158.2
	Thursday, December 5th, 2024

13:00 - 15:00 UTC

14:00 - 16:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

07:00 - 09:00 CST
	-
3GPP SA5-SNS ORIGAMI joint Workshop

	SA5#158.3
	Thursday, January 9th, 2024

13:00 - 15:00 UTC

14:00 - 16:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

07:00 - 09:00 CST
	-
S5-246341 Corrections of Subcounter and Filter Format (Qiang Zu)

-
S5-246899 CMO topic (DOCOMO - Kostas)
-
S5-24xxxx Specification structure for LCM of NF Deployment (Junfeng)

	SA5#158.4
	Thursday, January 23rd, 2024

13:00 - 15:00 UTC

14:00 - 16:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

07:00 - 09:00 CST
	Progress of Rel-19 Charging studies:

-
7.5.1
Study on charging aspects of satellite access Phase 3

-
7.5.2
Study on Charging Aspects of CAPIF

-
7.5.3
Study on Charging aspects of next generation real time communication services phase 2

-
7.5.4
Study on Charging aspects of Uncrewed Aerial Vehicle


5
Draft agenda

-
TBD...
6
Minutes

6.1
SA5 #158.1 Minutes
6.1.1
Rel-19 SA5 work plan TU table
6.1.1.1
Summary

-
Work plan TU table is updated, PM+ TMQ need to checked with rapporteurs offline. 

6.1.1.2
Comments

-

6.1.1.3
Discussion outcome

-

6.1.2
Rel-19 SA5 work planning
6.1.2.1
Summary

-
 Online update is made to slides 12 and 14 on XRMPh2, VMR_ph2 and 5G_ProSe_Ph3. 
6.1.2.2
Comments

-

6.1.2.3
Discussion outcome

-


6.1.3
Rel-20 Consideration on capturing management requirements
6.1.3.1
Summary

-
No comments received. 
6.1.3.2
Comments

-

6.1.3.3
Discussion outcome

-


6.1.4
Rel-20 SA5 work planning
6.1.4.1
Summary

-
S5-247054 presented / discussed
6.1.4.2
Comments

-
N: so far SA5 doesn't have concept of stage1 freeze. 

SA5 is working on stage1 (business level requirements/specification level requirements, stage 2 and stage3), Chair asked the group to consider how to improve our work in Rel-20, open for discussion.

C: recommend the SA5 workshop in Jan/Feb focuses on 5GA only based on the inputs from SA December workshop on 5GA. 
C: 

SA Chair provided the following information for 6G timeline: 
The following timeline for the 6G study items (SI) has been endorsed at TSG#103 (see SP-240458):
· 6G SI Approval:
· SA1 SI Approval: TSG#105 (September 2024)

· SA2 SI Approval: TSG#108 (June 2025)

· Other SA Working Groups (SA3, SA4, SA5, SA6): to be determined at a future TSG meeting.

· 6G SI Completion:
· SA1 SI Completion: March 2026

· SA2 SI Completion: December 2026 or March 2027 (to be confirmed at a future TSG meeting).

For the other SA WGs (SA3, SA4, SA5, SA6), the expectation is that 6G study items will not come up for approval earlier than September 2025.
C: 6G time plan for SA5 may be adjusted accordingly. 
E: how to use the 2 TUs planned for Rel-20 for the first 2 meetings? Do we need to submit study items to capture the discussion?

C: for Rel-20, prefer to start with some discussion papers to reach overall view on the potential directions instead of starting with small studies with no coordination. 
6.1.4.3
Discussion outcome

-


6.1.5
Check SA5 slides for SA5-SNS ORIGAMI workshop
6.1.5.1
Summary

-
Chair is discussing with Simone on updating the workshop agenda, the recommendation is the workshop agenda to be focused on SA5 management related topics. 

Chair asked rapporteurs/group to check the SA5 presentation slides and provide comments to Chair offline.
6.1.5.2
Comments

-


6.1.5.3
Discussion outcome

-


6.2
SA5 #158.2 Minutes

6.2.1
3GPP SA5-SNS ORIGAMI joint Workshop
6.2.1.1
Summary

-

6.2.1.2
Comments

-

6.2.1.3
Discussion outcome

-

6.3
SA5 #158.3 Minutes

6.3.1
Corrections of Subcounter and Filter Format
6.3.1.1
Summary

-
S5-246341 – base contribution for the discussion.
-
Zu Qiang presented the DP postponed at SA5#158 (original request by SAM for more time)

6.3.1.2
Comments

-
Deepanshu (SAM): this has been discussed internally and we’ve made good progress… the expectation is to make progress on all 10 related CRs at SA5#159 (comments will be provided offline). There is an issue to be solved, we will propose some modifications (minor) addressing our concerns.
-
Zu Quiang: are there any detailed comments to share now?

-
Deepanshu: suggestions on concrete changes (CRs). Will send them a week before the upload deadline.

-
Deepanshu: more detailed comments - we don’t like the REGEXP in the naming

-
Zu Quiang: REGEXPs come from 32.404…

-
Deepanshu: filter values data type is assumed to be just an integer…

-
Zu Quiang: illustrated that both just digits or string are both possible… E.g. SST2SD123 (where digits are part of the string).

-
Deepanshu: other concerns are minor…

-
Ravi Chamarty (Rakuten): will take a look…

-
Sreekumar (Nokia): is there any backward incompatibility introduced?

-
Zu Quiang: we strive to maintain backward compatibility and see the addition of clear rules as helping.
-
Deepanshu: what happens to the existing measurements that don’t follow the rules proposed here?

-
Zu Quiang: yes, there are examples that are not aligned… the only changes would be in the “_” vs. “.”.

-
Deepanshu: breaks backward compatibility

-
Ravi: stated Operator’s issue with different interpretations/implementations caused by ambiguous standard…

-
Deepanshu: we are concerned with potential breaks of backward compatibility… has optimistic expectations for SA5#159

-
Sreekumar: how do we map between sub-counters and filters (e.g. some counters don’t have subcounters defined). Means that filters are not applicable to all measurements?

-
Zu Quiang: sub-counter naming rules are only applicable to the measurements where sub-counters are defined in the specification, same approach to filter naming rules
-
Juergen (Nokia): the permutations of filter with sub-counters are ambiguous… 

-
Zu Quiang: pointed at the filters and subcounters already being present in the current spec… we only try to introduce the rules on how to use them… Our concern/motivation is to have the content of the specification consistent (follow the same agreed rules), while currently there is no uniformity…

-
Juergen: still confused…

-
Zu Quiang: suggested to read the 28.552 and observe the inconsistencies…

-
Juergen: agrees with the observations, but does not see them as “issues” (problems).

-
Deepanshu: can I define a filter without subcounter?

-
Zu Quiang: we focus only on the naming rule… the filters and sub-counters are already defined in the 28.552

-
Sreekumar: wants to see an example with multiple filters and sub-counters…
6.3.1.3
Discussion outcome

-
technical concerns have been discussed and resolved (mostly). The paper and CRs focus only on the naming rules and not counter/filter/sub-counter semantics... Samsung will share offline comments / concerns… Zu Quiang will try to improve the problem statements and add examples requested by Nokia.
6.3.2
CMO topic
6.3.2.1
Summary

-
 S5-TR28.869 ways to move forward.pptx presented by Kostas (with support from Guangjing Cao)
-
Kostas: we focus on the opportunities to make progress and identifying open issues… finally we do have proposal for the way forward.

6.3.2.2
Comments

-
Anatoly: have you considered the remaining TU – if they are enough to complete the (new) plan?
-
Zou Lan: could you, please, capture the key controversial issues being resolved in the study (remaining study)?

-
Kostas: provided example of WT-1 where the descriptions need to be updated… same approach can be used for both WT-1 and WT-2. The UCs may need to be re-visit

-
Winnie (Nokia): appreciates the presentation and clear identification of the issues… suggests to keep the “options” WT-1 and WT-2 on slide 9 as “open” (not reject them now). We have to make sure that the normative activities are clear when we conclude the study (as a goal). No preference for options of WT-3.

-
Junfeng (Ericsson): needs time to review the presented material… the list of issues with companies’ inputs and perspectives would be helpful (we are not all fully aligned). Ericsson may have disagreements with some identified issues. Agrees with Nokia’s comment on the options for WT-1 and WT-2.
-
Xu Ruiyue: Appreciation to Guangjing for the slides… same concerns with WT-1 and WT-2… 
-
Ravi (Rakuten): prefers option 2 (stick to existing UCs) in WT-1 and WT-2.
-
Deepanshu (Samsung): does not see option 2 (WT-1/WT-2) as working… what needs to be changed on 3GPP side depends on the UCs.
-
Zou Lan: only 2.5 TUs left for CMO according to the TU table.

-
Guangjing: prefers option 2 for WT-1/WT-2 and WT-3 (as Tus are limited)

-
Prasad (AT&T): pointed at the importance of bulk provisioning… is it documented?

-
Kostas: we did not touch the details of bulk provisioning (elaboration in the UC may be needed).

-
Prasad: provided Operator’s view on the importance of bulk provisioning and potential common attributes applicable to multiple NFs…

-
Kostas: agrees, but in the TR we need to be more precise

-
Junfeng: on the WT-3 – we have not finished the review of all the contributions from the previous meeting… prefers to not continue the work on WT-3… means no Option-2 for WT-3. Main importance is the decision and progress of WT-1 and WT-2.
-
Zou Lan: we could collect companies’ opinions on the proposed options for each WT.
-
Prasad: AT&T sees WT-1 and WT-2 as very important

6.3.2.3
Discussion outcome

-
the preferences for WT-1/WT-2 options need to be taken case by case. Rapporteurs prefer Option-2 for WT-3. Option-1 for WT-3 has positive impact on the TU (availability).
-
Kostas will initiate an e-mail thread on SA5 mail list collecting companies’ opinions / preferences for each option on each WT.

-
WT-3 is not rejected at this time (we cannot do it at the rapporteur’s call) if there are no WT-3 contributions / progress at the SA5#159, then a decision for the way forward can be made.

6.3.2
Specification structure for LCM of NF Deployment
6.3.2.1
Summary

-
 Junfeng (Ericsson) presented the DP S5-24xxxx Discussion paper on specification structure for LCM of NF Deployment.docx
6.3.2.2
Comments

-
Guangjing: 28.500 is not limited to LCM… we can’t simply divide it into 4G/5G. If there is a new spec, it should also include a more general architecture and not be limited to LCM only. It’s also too early to discuss the spec structure (before the TR is concluded).
-
Junfeng: agrees with the observation of scope of 28.500. Our primary focus was on LCM… FCAPS management is typically separated from LCM (especially for 4G). We consider “generic management” as mostly FCAPS. Agrees to wait until the conclusion of the study.

-
Guangjing: are there plans to submit the new document at SA5#159?

-
Junfeng: just collect the feedback

-
Kostas: Same concern as CMCC – too early to introduce a new spec… the details can be captured in the TR… perhaps, more progress will be possible with the WT-2 analysis.

-
Prasad: same opinion as above on the new TS before the study is completed
-
Deepanshu: appreciates the DP as useful insight… but WT-2 has priority
-
Winnie: we like the approach proposals, but it’s too early to decide

-
Brendan: it’s not too early… should be done as part of the study. It’s however unclear why new TS is needed… prefers to further extend the 28.531

-
Junfeng: the scope of 28.531 clearly states “ETSI NFV Only”… while we see it as an implementation and deployment example. This is our motivation to start the new TS.

-
Zou Lan: the key question is whether the group can agree on a solution alternative to NFV MANO, where and how to capture it is secondary… a clarification would be needed (in the TR?).

-
Junfeng: Our DP (need to clarify) was triggered by a concrete proposal from CMCC. We are not sure if this content fits in the TR

-
Deepanshu: the problem with restructuring is we are deciding “where to document X”, but the “X” has not been defined/identified… so, it’s a placeholder selection exercise… (sees the need to actually study and capture the “X”).

-
Junfeng: sees dependency on the progress of WT-1/WT-2.

6.3.2.3
Discussion outcome

-
the creation of a new TS at SA5#159 won’t be possible (due to process/logistics) and not what many companies commenting would expect. The study of the potential restructuring (or at least, the motivation/problem triggering it) should be captured in the TR.
6.4
SA5 #158.4 Minutes

6.4.1
Study on charging aspects of satellite access Phase 3
6.4.1.1
Summary

-


6.4.1.2
Comments

-

6.4.1.3
Discussion outcome

-

6.4.2
Study on Charging Aspects of CAPIF
6.4.2.1
Summary

-
 

6.4.2.2
Comments

-


6.4.2.3
Discussion outcome

-


6.4.3
Study on Charging aspects of next generation real time communication services phase 2
6.4.3.1
Summary

-
 

6.4.3.2
Comments

-


6.4.3.3
Discussion outcome

-


6.4.4
Study on Charging aspects of Uncrewed Aerial Vehicle
6.4.4.1
Summary

-
 

6.4.4.2
Comments

-


6.4.4.3
Discussion outcome

-


