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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes conclusion for the Key Issue 11 on Monitoring.

Proposal

It is proposed to add interim conclusion for the Key Issue #11: Monitoring in the TR 23.724: 

* * * * Beginning of Changes * * * *
7.11
Key Issue 11: Monitoring


Solution 37 addresses the architectural requirements for the Key Issue #11 – "Monitoring". Solution 37 describes how events may be monitored via the AMF, UDM, and PCF. It can be concluded that, Monitoring via the PCF is not required since is no scenario identified for Monitoring via the PCF in 5GC.

NOTE:
In EPC there are two 2 ways of Monitoring Location and Communication Failure; one via the MME and one via the PCRF. TS 23.682 does not specify why there are 2 methods or when each method should be used. However, one advantage of monitoring via the PCRF in EPC is that it can be used to monitor Location and Communication Failure when the UE accesses the network via WLAN. Since the MME is not involved in a WLAN access, monitoring via the MME is not possible. However, in 5GC, monitoring via the AMF is sufficient since the AMF is involved in when the UE accesses the network via WLAN (via the N3IWF).
* * * * Next Change * * * *
8.11
Key Issue 11: Monitoring


For Key Issue #11 (Monitoring), it is recommended to use Solution #37: Monitoring as the basis of normative work in the Rel-16. Monitoring events at PCF in solution #37 will not be considered for Release -16 normative work.

Note: For interworking between EPC and 5GC, Monitoring Location and Communication Failure is supported via AMF and MME.
* * * * End of Changes * * * * 
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