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Rapporteur calls plan after SA5#161
Proposed topics:
-
OAM rapporteur calls:

-
SA5#161.1: June 5th, 2025, 13:00 UTC - 15:00 UTC
-
S5-252679 / S5-252680 / S5-252681 / S5-252682
-
SA5#161.2: August 7th, 2025, 13:00 UTC - 15:00 UTC
-
Rel-20 6G study preparation status
-
Charging rapporteur calls:

-
SA5-CH#161.1: June 24th, 2025 (moderator: SA5 SWG CH Vice Chair)
# Rel-19 status and progress

-
SA2 feature support on XRMPh2, MPS4msg, VMR_Ph2, UIA_ARC, eEDGE_5GC_Ph3, AIML_CN

-
Charging aspects of CAPIF

-
Charging for Uncrewed Aerial Systems Phase 3

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

-
SA5-CH#161.2: August 5th, 2025 (moderator: SA5 SWG CH Chair)
# Rel-20 6G study preparation status

-
Charging reliability enhancement (failure handling) 

-
Charging Aspects of CAPIF Phase 3

Please upload your draft documents for discussion to [1].
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Schedule for rapporteur calls
	Rapporteur call
	Date/Time
	Potential topics

	SA5#161.1
	Thursday, June 5th, 2025
13:00 - 15:00 UTC

15:00 - 17:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

08:00 - 10:00 CDT
	-
OAM only:
-
S5-252679 / S5-252680 / S5-252681 / S5-252682


	SA5-CH#161.1
	Tuesday, June 24th, 2025
13:00 - 15:00 UTC

15:00 - 17:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

08:00 - 10:00 CDT
	-
Charging only:
-
Rel-19 status and progress

-
SA2 feature support on XRMPh2, MPS4msg, VMR_Ph2, UIA_ARC, eEDGE_5GC_Ph3, AIML_CN

-
Charging aspects of CAPIF

-
Charging for Uncrewed Aerial Systems Phase 3

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

	SA5-CH#161.2
	Tuesday, August 5th, 2025
13:00 - 15:00 UTC

15:00 - 17:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

08:00 - 10:00 CDT
	-
Charging only:

-
Rel-20 5GA/6G study preparation status

-
Charging reliability enhancement (failure handling) (Moderator: Huawei)

       https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9093

· SA5_Rel-20_5GA_25Q1_moderated_discussion___Charging_reliability_enhancement-v0.0.2.pdf

· S5-24xxxx New SID on charging reliability enhancement.docm
-
Charging Aspects of CAPIF Phase 3 (Moderator: Nokia)

       https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9062

· SP-250869.zip
-
6G Charging Work Areas (Moderator: China Telecom)

            https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9194 

· SA5_NWM_Discussion_for_Rel-20_6G_Charging_Work_Areas-v0.0.1_20250805_0740UTC.pdf

· S5-25xxxxrev1 Study on Charging Aspects of 6G System.docx


	SA5#161.2
	Thursday, August 7th, 2025
13:00 - 15:00 UTC

15:00 - 17:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China

18:30 - 20:30 India

08:00 - 10:00 CDT
	-
SA5 wide:
-
Rel-20 6G study preparation status



5
Draft agenda

-
TBD...

6
Minutes

6.1
SA5 #161.1 Minutes
6.1.1
S5-252679 / S5-252680 / S5-252681 / S5-252682
6.1.1.1
Summary

-

6.1.1.2
Comments

-Slide set “NF Instance ID” (Ericsson)

R: Couldn’t we use the DN?
E: That may not work, and be intended, to identify the Producer.
N: What is the purpose of this ID in the Trace header? And isn’t it only related to 5GC?
E: It should be the unique id of the Producer. I don’t think it’s only related to 5GC
H: Similar to R, we think we can use the DN for the instance id. So we don’t know what is the issue to use this for the Producer NF id.
E: We don’t even have a def. of what the Producer NF instance means.

N: We first need to understand how the NFs are identified in the signalling.
R: If cloudified solutions are the root cause of this confusion, would VNF instance id work or do you need some more granular instance number?

E: Not sure we need to agree on the specific values of this number, but we need to decide which functions should be identified.

N: We have both NF instance id, and NF type…(defined by SA2). So it looks like we should use NF and NF instance id instead?
E: We need to get back to what this was supposed to refer to.

E: Does anyone see any benefit to distinguish the instance of the reporter of the trace record vs. the NF that created the content of the record? Part of the CR was also to make it more general to be able to identify the actual producer.
E: Is the Cloud study also looking into this?

E: Don’t mix up NF deployment with NF, they are totally different concepts. In 28.531 it defines how to create an NF instance.

R: Our preference would be to start with clarifying the definitions of both the NF instance and NF type in 32.423.
N: Agree with R. Also, NF instance and NF does not apply to RAN, and adding this to RAN is not correct in my opinion. NF instance and NF type apply to 5GC and should probably be Conditional Mandatory (CM) saying that they only apply to the core. For RAN, the global gNB id could maybe be used.
E: Seems we are leaning towards option 1, but maybe even the name of the attribute needs to be changed.
S: Why don’t we just use the DN? Aren’t we inheriting all these RAN nodes from MF?

N: In the trace record header we could just have a single identifier, but this would not be BC.
S: I am also leaning towards option 1, but I need more time to consider this. This should not be trace specific.
E: Yes, but fixing trace is the priority.
CU: Is this a specific issue for trace? I think we need to have more examples.

E: Yes, 423 must be fixed. But we may also need to identify for all management interfaces who is the Producer of the data.

R: For a def. of NF Producer instance, we need to have the same definition as in 32.423.
E: Yes, but it is not defined there now. It is defined in 23.501 but only for the CN. We have to clarify.

H: Agree with N. NF instance id is specific for CN. We could consider adding a CUCP id and CUUP id, and creating a Choice, in 32.423. That would handle the uniqueness on a split deployment.

N: I think H’s proposal is a good way to resolve this.

E: We can separate the proposal of 32.423 from further discussion whether (producer) reporting ids is necessary.
Chair: Maybe we should add a ref. to 23.501 instance id definition. That will resolve this confusion.

E: yes, but also add the “CM for core” condition.

E: We can bring CRs to the August meeting to fix this.
Chair: Finally, @All: please don’t forget to prepare for the SA5 6G workshop (25-26 June).
S5-252679 Rel-19 CR 28.540 Add NRM requirement for NF identities used in managment data

See discussion on the above slide set,
S5-252680 Rel-19 CR 28.622 Add NF instance id to managed function (stage2)

See discussion on the above slide set,
S5-252681 Rel-19 CR 28.623 Add NF instance id to managed function (stage3, yaml)

See discussion on the above slide set,
S5-252682 Rel-19 CR 28.623 Add NF instance id to managed function (stage3, yang)

See discussion on the above slide set,
6.1.1.3
Discussion outcome

-

6.2
SA5 #161.2 Minutes

6.2.1
Rel-20 6G study preparation status
6.2.1.1
Summary

-
See the reference [2] for the snapshot and [3] for the current state of SA5 NWM discussion for Rel-20 6G OAM Work Areas
-
The following are questions for each work area. (Companies are invited to provide feedback on these questions for each work area.)

-
Q1: Do you support this work area to be included for the study?

-
Q2: What objectives do you suggest for this work area? The answer is expected to be on a level which allows to formulate the objectives of the SID
-
Q3: What dependency does this work area have? (with other work areas and/or with other WGs)

-
Q4: Which aspects of the work area do you support for the study?

-
Q5: Which of the proposed aspects do you not support for the study?

-
Zhaoning presented a summary of NWM discussion (see reference [3])
-
the work areas have been divided into 3 parts (management architecture, management features, 6G process)

-
area 2.1 has not been changed
-
area 2.2 has been changed: features added, sub-bullets in management features discussing the details of each management feature

-
area 2.3 has not been changed

-
same descriptions of the top-level areas have been included in each management feature, a single line/statement has been added as well...

-
proposal to discuss the moderator's proposal...
-
Zhaoning proposed to directly discuss the SID (reference [4])
-
Zhiwei Mo presented the CH NWM (reference [7])
6.2.1.2
Comments
-
No questions/comments on the presentation by Zhaoning (NWM structure)
-
Deepanshu: on "multiple ways forward" – where are the alternatives?

-
Zou Lan: structure (3 big bullets) is the new approach – need feedback if such new approach is OK. So, the original version of NWM vs. the new NWM. No decision will be made, just collecting feedback.
6G SID (reference [4])

-
Zhaoning: introduced the new SID. Study divided in 3 main areas (as per NWM). The WT#1 follows the content of NWM. Bullets 1.2 and 1.3 swapped. For WT#2 some simplification/optimization was applied. Aim is to unify the allocation of management requirements across the management features. The structure of 2.3 (management features) can be improved (e.g. based on today's discussion). The wording of sub-bullets under 2.3 may need revision/improvement as well.
-
Mark Scott: some content (with many supporting companies, more than what was included) has been removed. Why? E.g. 2.2.15 has only one company not supporting it in NWM.
-
Zhaoning: I was unclear where to place the item 2.2.15 – it does not look like a management feature...

-
Mark: perhaps can be moved to WT-3?

-
Zhaoning: perhaps, we can improve/reword it

-
Pengxiang: clarification on ZTE comment on NWM. We don't support it as standalone item. And we are unclear what needs to be captured as technical content. Not ready to study it as 6G topic.

-
Hassan: has problem understanding the overall objective (of WT-1)... how it blends with WT-2 and WT-3? There is an overlap with 1.5 and 2.3.2, etc... in the WT-1 there is no specific feature such as AI/ML... The AI/ML lacks granularity... it could be VERY big scope... 

-
Xu Ruiyue: on 2.3.15 – agree with ZTE (it's not a technical work area). Also it's unclear what is needed to be studied by SA5. Also the coordination needs TSG guidance (for coordination).

-
Gerald: preliminary discussion in CH SWG on 6G (two days ago)... need to translate NWM into study items... we concluded that a split into prime for 6G and Network Service dependents... suggests that such split (prime/dependent) would be useful for the OAM. Also inter-SA5 on data management and energy efficiency. Reminder that SA5 presentation needs to include OAM and Charging. A second discussion on the time units (not identified in this SID proposal) – just one study for Rel-20 in 6G... need to agree how to split the TUs between 5GA and 6G (%). The % allocation/split is missing in this SID.
-
Deepanshu: unhappy to see statement about dependency on manual operations. Agrees with NEC comment – there are many overlaps... 1.7 overlaps with 2.3.7. Unhappy with CCL being restricted only to Core. NDT should not depend on the exposure. What is LLM and SLM?

-
Zhaoning: LLM and SLM proposed by Rakuten.

-
Deepanshu: LLM – perhaps, 6.5G
-
Sheng Gao: what was the criteria for removal of 2.2.6 during translation between NWM and SID

-
Zhaoning: WT-1 has been removed, as per comments in NWM. But the remaining WT-2 is difficult to describe...

-
Sheng Gao: so, if we improve the WT-2 description, will you include it back? Pointed at the importance of this feature to the Operators. Plans to improve the description (offline, if it's preferred).

-
Zou Lan: If you'd like to improve some descriptions, you have an option of providing your feedback offline to the moderator (before the deadline) OR submitting a company contribution with your proposal (also before the deadline).
-
Yushuang: we support the current SID structure (the split into 3 areas). But the text needs to be improved. WT-1 – Huawei provided good comments on rewording in the NWM... these should be taken into consideration. We recommend organizing the features of 2.3 (sorting based on priorities derived from number of supporting companies). There is an opportunity to "drop" the feature topics that lack interest/support from the companies. We see the need to optimize the network management in 6G. At the very beginning we could focus on the list of high-priority features (more can be added later). The WT-3 is less important and can be omitted now.
-
Ravi Chamarty: Small Language Model (answer to Deepanshu)

-
Xu Ruiyue: On WT-3 focusing on how to manage specifications... it's not a technical work area... we also suggest to remove it from the SID.
-
Winnie: 2.2.6 (policy management) – too early to speak about policy management before we know what management features we are going to standardize and which will depend on policy management.
-
Hassan: on the architecture – are we talking about new or old/improved/evolving architecture? The text of WTs needs revision/improvement.
-
Mark: we think, WT-3 is important... how we define the management features actually depends on WT-3 outcomes. The interdependencies can be resolved with help of WT-3. E.g. 2.2.15 was suggested to be moved into WT-3 (not removed).
-
Bahar Sadehgi: we believe WT-3 is important... if not addressed from get go, we will face problems. E.g. work area 2.2.15 needs to be captured.
-
Kexuan Sun: on 2.2.6 in NWM (policy management) is missing and needs to be part of the SID. The structure of the data in the policies needs to be studied. We see it as important area.
-
Xu Ruiyue: on WT-3 – how can we document the outcomes of the discussion under WT-3 in our 6G TR?

-
Pengxiang: shares the concern from Huawei – process is important, structure is important, but capturing it in the SID may be challenging.

-
Mark: seems there are 2 interpretations of WT-3 – one is "process" the other is "principles" of what we are putting in our specifications (the content of our specifications).

-
Yushuang: agrees with Huawei and ZTE... also agrees with Mark on the principles part. But these principles won't be "technical" content to be captured in the 6G TR. Suggests to use DPs for endorsement to capture the agreements on principles.
-
Anatoly: perhaps, the WTs of the SID don't need to be captured in one artifact (one TR) – perhaps, clause 5 of the SID need to be revised/improved (more than one TR, other destinations for the outcomes of the study?).
-
Gerald: on the WT-3 is broader on the 6G specifications in general... at the plenary level there is an ongoing discussion (on how to improve 3GPP specifications in 6G). Perhaps, this WT-3 could align with the plenary level discussion and help other WGs with broader solutions for 6G specs.

-
Ashutosh: clearly, we need some rewordings (e.g. proposals to reword to be sent offline to the moderator). On the WT3.4 – is it related to 6G management specifications or specific to AI/ML feature? We provided our comments on the clarity (lack of) some descriptions.

-
Zhaoning: Did not include the TU table at this time, because we have not stabilized the list of WTs yet. It will be added later. WT-1 and WT-2 overlap – mechanism vs. solution level...

-
Zou Lan: please, add an empty TU table as a placeholder.

-
Gerald: on the SA5 capacity – only 60% available... same approach taken in charging (where only 20 TUs will be available to the 6G study in Rel-20).

-
Zou Lan: this has been captured in Chair's slides... there is a "max" number (62 for OAM and 40 for CH are available to 6G in Rel-20).

-
Gerald: the moderator needs to keep it in mind
-
Hassan: agrees with Mark's comments... this WT cannot be separated from 6G, as it governs how we structure our specifications. The WT 3.3 and 3.4 are 3GPP level WTs, not specific to SA5. We cannot tailor the solutions for these two just for SA5.
-
Ravi: Yes, to help readability of specs by LLMs. Accuracy of LLM answers need to be quantified by creating benchmarks. We would like the WG to decide on this topic... We'd like to investigate the new ways to approach these intertwined topics.
-
Sheng Gao: certain terms in the SID (related to AI/ML) have not been properly defined and explained (e.g. "agent" and "benchmark for fine-tuning"). Suggestion to replace them with more common/mature terms. At this stage we do not know the relevance of LLM / SLM to OAM and what needs to be done in the corresponding WTs. Mentions the term "foundation model". Unclear who will evaluate the SA5 benchmark... Points at plurality of different views on the benchmark and its evaluation.
-
Gerald: The hint on WT-3 is SA FS_6GSpecs covered in the new TR 21.802 SP-250802
-
Yushuang: I strongly support the content in WT3, but I don’t think this should be included in the 6G SID, as it is not technical content. It would be strange to study how to organise SA5 specifications in the TR.
-
Mark: We agree that how to organize the specs is not technical but what to capture is.  We think it influences not only the spec structure but also the scope/output of WT-2 discussions.
-
Yushuang: But I believe this is an issue that needs to be considered by the management or at the SA5 level. Alternatively, we could write it as a note?? I still think it feels a bit odd to present it as a WT. I sent you an email, plz check. We can discuss it offline
Charging SID (reference [5])

-
Zhiwei Mo: presented the CH NWM [7] and CH SID [5]
-
Gerald: more supporting companies do exist and will be added later. Shared observation in OAM WT-2.3.8 focused on energy efficiency – it would require cooperation on energy efficiency evaluation methods. A formal link in the SIDs in clause 2.3 would be good in both SIDs.
-
Zhaoning: China Unicom would like to support this SID.
-
Zhiwei Mo: I will contact each company from NWM to confirm their support

-
Zou Lan: for the CH support features, we need to wait for the SA2 progress (a note in the SID would be needed to mention such dependencies). E.g. SA5 CH cannot start working on SA2 support features yet...

-
Zhiwei Mo: SA2 SID has some content that we re-use in our SID.

-
Zou Lan: pointed at WT-3 where dependency on SA2 does exist (and needs a note in the SID). Do you really need "AI, Integrated Sensing and Computing" in the WT-3.1?). We received some negative comments at the SA plenary where SA5 has strong dependency on SA2 progress... Suggestion to remove "e.g. ..." and to add a note stating the dependency on SA2 progress.
-
Gerald: we could improve the wording of WT-3 high level description... this could include clear references... There are already CH requirements for 6G services... Some SA1 requirements are not covered by SA2 architecture – prefers to not create such strong dependencies on SA2. We could also inform SA2 about SA1 requirements not covered by SA2.

-
Zou Lan: SA1 has dedicated clause for CH... these are probably covered by WT-1.2?

-

6.2.1.3
Discussion outcome

-
on OAM SID – please, provide your comments/suggestions for improvement/rewording offline to the Moderator before the deadline. The option to submit company position contribution is also available as an alternative (the document submission deadline still applies).
-
on CH SID – some rewording is needed (remove "e.g." list in WT-3.1, add a note in WT-3). More supporting companies to be added.
6.3
SA5-CH#161.1 Minutes (SA5 SWG CH Vice Chair)
6.3.1
Rel-19 status and progress
6.3.1.1
Summary
The following contributions are discussed:
-
[SA5 CH #161.1] Charging Rapporteur Call (SA5 CH Vice Chair)
-
Charging Considerations for Supporting XRM Features (China Telecom)
6.3.1.2
Comments

Charging Considerations for Supporting XRM Features 

HW: SA1/SA2 supported the XRM services standard work in both Rel-18 and Rel-19.  The charging aspect of XRM services is proposed to be supported in Rel-20. Is there any update or plan in SA2 to enhance XRM services feature? 
CT: Not sure. Up to now, SA2 has no enhancement about the XRM services in the Rel-20.
HW: are there potential charging requirements mentioned in SA1 use case study or specifications? 
CT:  Not in SA1. But in the SA2, the charging implications is required and mentioned in SA2 XRM WID.
Summary of SA5 Rel-19 OAM/CH support to SA2 features 
CATT: CATT needs more thinking and internal discussion about whether and how to support AIML_CN in Rel-20. 
CH Vice Chair: The summary of CH support to SA2 features will be reopened and discussed in the SA5 #162 Opening Plenary. If any update, please inform SA5 Chair and SA5 Charging Chair. 
The next key event
CATT: For the Rel-20 new 5GA SID/WID proposal, the SA2 Rel-19 AIML services feature can be supported by Charging in the Rel-20 new SID/WID?  
CH Chair: The selecting the release for the SA5 OAM and Charging aspects was discussed in the SA. In this situation, it can be the exception of Charging Rel-19.
6.3.1.3
Discussion outcome

-


6.4
SA5-CH#161.2 Minutes (SA5 SWG CH Chair)
6.4.1
Rel-20 5GA/6G study preparation status
6.4.1.1
Summary

The following contributions are presented and discussed during the CH rapporteur call:

-
Charging reliability enhancement (failure handling) (Moderator: Huawei)

       https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9093
· SA5_Rel-20_5GA_25Q1_moderated_discussion___Charging_reliability_enhancement-v0.0.2.pdf
· S5-24xxxx New SID on charging reliability enhancement.docm
-
Charging Aspects of CAPIF Phase 3 (Moderator: Nokia)

       https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9062
· SP-250869.zip
-
6G Charging Work Areas (Moderator: China Telecom)

            https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9194 

· SA5_NWM_Discussion_for_Rel-20_6G_Charging_Work_Areas-v0.0.1_20250805_0740UTC.pdf
· S5-25xxxxrev1 Study on Charging Aspects of 6G System.docx
6.4.1.2
Comments

-
Charging reliability enhancement (failure handling) (Moderator: Huawei)

       https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9093
· SA5_Rel-20_5GA_25Q1_moderated_discussion___Charging_reliability_enhancement-v0.0.2.pdf
Chair: No comment after the presentation.

· S5-24xxxx New SID on charging reliability enhancement.docm
Chair: good approach in the proposal to cover the two areas covered by different TU allocation 
MA: What is behind of the indicated SA dependency? 
HW: Nothing and could be removed.
Chair: Affected TR should be in the 28series.

HW: looking for further supporting companies.

-
Charging Aspects of CAPIF Phase 3 (Moderator: Nokia)

       https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9062
Chair: No document presented because of no comments provided in NWM.

· SP-250869.zip
Presented on behalf of Nokia with no comment. It was agreed during SA#108 to cover identified CAPIF Phase 3 work in the current CH WID for CAPIF in Rel-19 and discuss other charging aspect for CAPIF Phase 3 during the Rel-20 study.  

-
6G Charging Work Areas (Moderator: China Telecom)

            https://nwm-trial.etsi.org/#/documents/9194 

· SA5_NWM_Discussion_for_Rel-20_6G_Charging_Work_Areas-v0.0.1_20250805_0740UTC.pdf
Chair: No comment after the presentation.

· S5-25xxxxrev1 Study on Charging Aspects of 6G System.docx
MA: What is expected with WT-3.2?

CT: This WT raised by Huawei
HW: This WT is suggested because of expected SA2 PCC enhancements in 6G but we don’t’ know on how SA2 will enhance PCC in 6G.

CT: Why is AI not only covered in WT-1.1 also needed to be covered in WT-3.6? 

MA: AI is having two aspects, an overall implication on 6G which is under WT-3.1 but there is also a  AI service specific investigation which could be covered in WT-3-5. Ok to merge WT-3.5 into WT-3.1

CT: Why WT-3.4. and 3.5 not covered in WT-3.1

M: Data Management framework investigation is needed because it is service independent framework in 6G.

CL: Whether the Data Framework is cover how does it works because WT-3.3 is based on 5G and WT-3.4 is for 6G
MA: The intention is just to cover in WT-3-3 the part if MnF will be in use in 6G.
CL: It could acceptable if NWDAF will be removed from WT-3.4.

CT: Why are WT-2.2 and 2.3 separate as requested 
HW: To distinguish between both in principle.

CL: looks like WT-2.2 could be removed 

Chair: Maybe a better wording could help for the clarification that the requirement to enhanced collection and reporting could be achieved by a simplified architecture which could be one of the conclusions of the study.    

Chair: Adjust the expected TU not higher as the max. TU for the SID

CT: TR should be in 28.xxx series


6.4.1.3
Discussion outcome

-Chair: The status on CAPIF Phase 3 after SA#108 as mentioned above will be explained at SA5#162 SWG CH plenary.
Chiana Telecom will revise the proposed SID on Charging Aspects of 6G System based on the collected comments during this CH rapporteur call for the presentation at SA5 #161.2 call on 7th August.
