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1. Introduction
This document evaluates and concludes KI#10.
2. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 23.700-81.
* * * Start changes (all new text) * * * *
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According to the Table 6.0-1, solution#60 and solutions#72 - #74 are proposed for Key Issue #10.

Solution#60 shows how input data to two Analytics IDs can be enriched with output from MDAS/MDAF. The Analytic IDs with enriched input are Service Experience analytics and Redundant Transmission Experience related analytics.

Solution#72 introduces two use cases where the output from MDAS/MDAF can be used as input to NWDAF. 

First use case being NWDAF(AnLF) subscribing from the MDAS/MDAF for fault prediction. Here the NWDAF(AnLF) based on the information from MDAF/MDAS determines if the fault affects the accuracy of the analytics. 

The second use case being NWDAF(MTLF) subscribing from the MDAS/MDAF for fault prediction. Here the NWDAF(MTLF) based on the information provided from MDAF/MDAS determines if the fault affects the accuracy of the ML model. 

In both use cases the idea is that NWDAF knows if an NF is “misbehaving” for a specific period of time then the internal logic in NWDAF can disregard the data for the time duration where the NF is “misbehaving”. This may be hard to achieve for an NWDAF(AnLF) if the analytics is inference. The use for NWDAF(MTLF) may be better suited to describe in normative phase. The NWDAF re-uses existing information from MDAF/MDAS, and any NWDAF that is allowed may request this information.

Solution#73 describes how NWDAF can make use of existing mechanisms when discovering and requesting analytics from MDA Management Function.

Solution#74 introduces an Analytics Request Processing or Analytics Logic (that resides within the NWDAF or can alternative be a separated NF). This logic is internal to NWDAF in sol#73. Sol#74 also includes a negotiation between NWDAF and consumer if output from MDAF/MDAS is not possible. Negotiation is a functionality that mimics what one achieves by using the “time when Analytics is needed” parameter in request to NWDAF.






* * * Next change (all new text)* * * *
8.10	Key Issue #10: Interactions with MDAS/MDAF
Adding optional input to the Analytics IDs described in Sol#60, is brought to normative phase.
From solution#72, no normative work is needed, it is only examples on how to use existing information from MDAS/MDAF for fault prediction.
For procedures of discovery and requesting analytics from MDAF/MDAS solution#73 is used.






* * * End of changes * * * *

