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1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 20% depending on the contributions that will be agreed. (previously 0%)

Estimated completion date: SA#87 - Mar 2020 
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc):
2
Technical Progress status 

Summary of progress: As input to the meeting there where 22 contributions, 15 are for the use case and requirements specification and 7 are for the stage 2/3 specification. Of these, 5 contributions where re-allocated to “study on enhancements of management data analytics service”. The discussions where focused on scope, introduction, table of content, background and concepts and use case. 
Outstanding issues: None.
3
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2019-10-15/16.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-196055
	Management and orchestration; Management Services for Communication Service Assurance; Requirements
Discussion

-

Conclusion: Approved
	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196056
	Management and orchestration; Management Services for Communication Service Assurance; Stage 2 and stage 3
Discussion

-

Conclusion: Approved 
	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196480
	Add scope
Discussion

Nokia: The current scope is only automation only, but the original scope was more

Intel: This is SLS assurance

Nokia: SLS is service so this is ok. 
Samsung: Just remove “automation of” from the scope

Nokia: You need to modify the text to show the relation between SLS and communication service

NEC: Close loop is automation so why questioning that

DT: We should focus on Automation 

Nokia: it is not only automated assurance we work with here; non-automated closed loop is also included in the scope.

Ericsson: we can remove the word automation and then in the report have 2 scenarios.
Conclusion: Revised 611
	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196475
	Add introduction
Discussion

Nokia: this is a marketing text for closed loop. Describe feature ad npecify how they relate to eachother.
Nokia: how does this topic fit in SA5 5G MnS and NRM?

Nokia: What is the expectation of stage 2 and 3? We are not following the IRP concept now. I wonder the concrete deliverables are here.

Provide introduction of closed loop assurance.

NEC: is there anything specific that needs a separate specification, or can we use existing specifications?

Vicechair: let’s continue for now and then as we progress see the need

Nokia: The introduction needs to cover how this particular topic fits in overall SA5 MnS and NRM management, how the specifications (535, 536) fits together.

DT:  I prefer to use a generic thing here. I prefer to use “requested level” rather than “expected level” in second sentence.
Conclusion: Revised 612
	Ericsson India Private Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-196483
	Introduce table of content
Discussion

Vicechair: Should we keep 2 levels of requirements or not? I don’t think we need 2 type of requirements,
Intel: Since rel-15 we have the 28.530 for specification level requirements and use cases, keep use case and requirements there.
DT: when we use bus level req it is not clear for me, what about functional and no functional requirement

NEC: I think both types are needed. 

DT: prefer to have business level requirement.
Ericsson: Business level requirements are important to keep

Vicechair: Be more specific on business level and the functional level, if you want to keep both you must clarify in distinct way and avoid many overlaps
Nokia: against functional level requirements, focus on interface requirements
Vicechair: We must find good patterns for each
Conclusion: Revised 613
	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196474
	pCR 28.535 Add introduction to concepts and background
Discussion

Nokia: Not only reconfiguration, steps and eleemnts of the control loop

Nokia: It is misconception the this is only about a set of KPI’s

Samsung: What is the control loop, where can I read about it?

What else we can do 

Automatically reconfiguration: I like that, but we even talked about non-automatically

Ericsson: we remove the word automatic and think how to address automatic and non-automatic

Nokia: The text does not skim the whole text. There is not only impact on SLS, the whole sentence must be re-written

Intel: here you need to focus on service management aspects
Conclusion: Revised 614
	Ericsson India Private Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-196476
	Add lifecycle of a communication service
Discussion

Nokia; We need more text describing services, text is ok but not enough, need more elaboration
Orange: What do you mean by phases? Do you mean all phases?

Ericsson: prepration, commissioning and ……

Nokia: Copy more from the TR
Conclusion: Revised 615
	Ericsson India Private Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-196240
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.533 Update Clause A.7 Utilization of management data analystic services
Discussion

Intel: what you updated here has nothing to do with this WI
NEC: we agreed that anything completed can be implemented directly. This does not belong here.

Nokia: Location of this is wrong, Top MDAS is not centralized MDAS in figure A7.2. This is 3GPP management domain, replace cross with management

NEC: what is exactly the difference between centralized or cross domain?

Nokia: you introduce ZSM terminology here, you don not use SA5 concepts

Nokia: you have core analytical functions

Orange remove centralized, this is implementation

DT: it is more ZSM than SA5

Samsung: the contribution does not say it is CN Domain. 

Intel: why do we need a domain specific analytic function?

Nokia: In release 16 we need to show how MDAS fits into ovral architecture
Conclusion: 
	Huawei

	S5-196244
	Rel-16 pCR TS 28.535 Add the description of data analytics utilization in closed loop SLA assurance
Discussion

Nokia: How does this fits to concept, this is a solution not concept, It is a solution description

Samsung: we had discussed this in Brugge and reject it.

Nokia: NWDAF is part of CN

Ericsson: too early to disccuss this.

Orange: It does not describe SLS assurance

Nokia: Domain information is missing

We need to clarify the relation between NWDAF and MDAS, keep the relation description in 28.533

NEC: alaign with closed loop assurance, need to clarify the text and keep it somewhere

Samsung: this was proposed in Bruges, but it didn’t get accepted

Nokia We went over to service-based architecture and still add and discuss new diagrams.

Nokia: this is a time critical issue and we need to be quick for rel 16 but… the figure needs to be changed, either remove the domain or discuss the relations, off line discussions? Title illustration of interactions between SBMA and non-service base functional entities. 

Nokia: This contribution is not paert of this WI any longer

Nokia: This diagram is in wrong place and will be moved from closed loop
Conclusion: Revised 617
	HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.

	S5-196478
	Add management control loops
Discussion

-
Conclusion: Approved

	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196481
	Communication service assurance business use case and requirements
Discussion

· Intel: Why do we need to follow the template?

· Nokia: I do not see a use case here. It is a not reflected what is needed for a use case

· Samsung: allow the CSC to run… what does it mean? What application, insert… where?

· DT: I am concerned about the requirements and have sent comments.

· Orange: I want to be able to say yes or no, how can the first requirement be checked? You cannot validate the requirement

· ?? What is the requirement for? Looks to be a goal of use case. (a desire of CSP)

· Nokia: the use case text can be used as introduction and each requirement can be a use case

· Vicechair: Maybe we do not need to re-invent the wheels here. Check SA1 documentation, you may get help and find some related information
Conclusion: Revised 619
	Ericsson India Private Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-196267
	pCR 28.535 Add analytics scenario introduction
Moved to study on management data analytics , 6.5.5

	HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.

	S5-196271
	pCR 28.535 on MDAS assisted coverage performance assuranace
Moved to study on management data analytics , 6.5.5


	HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.

	S5-196269
	pCR 28.535 on MDAS assisted E2E latency assurance
Moved to study on management data analytics , 6.5.5


	HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.

	S5-196268
	pCR 28.535 on MDAS assisted slice resource allocation
Moved to study on management data analytics , 6.5.5


	HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.

	S5-196270
	pCR 28.535 on MDAS assisted SLS translation
Moved to study on management data analytics , 6.5.5


	HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.

	S5-196486
	Add scope
Discussion

Huawei:: why mention RAN and Core? You say E2E assurance. What about transport NW?

Ericsson::The intention is just to have RAN and CORE

DT: remove automation words as per pervious discussion

DT: By management control loops do you mean closed loop? 

Ericsson:: Both open, closed, automated and non-automated

Conclusion:  revise 741
	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196484
	Add introduction
Discussion

Huawei: Same comment as for 486. How and if transport NW is included.

DT: same questions about closed loop or open loop

Conclusion: revise 742
	Ericsson India Private Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-196488
	Discussion paper on structure of 28.536
Discussion

Huawei: why mention RAN and Core? You say E2E assurance. What about transport NW?

Ericsson: The intention is just to have RAN and CORE, TN is outside SA5
DT: remove automation words as per pervious discussion

DT: By management control loops do you mean closed loop? 

Ericsson: Both open, closed, automated and non-automated
Conclusion: Revise 741
	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196490
	Introduce table of content
Discussion
Nokia: Propose approve it now so we can move forward, we can change the structure later if needed

Huawei: We have put a lot of effort to change the structure m please follow the re-structured 28.532 now.
Conclusion: Revise to 744
	Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-196485
	Add lifecycle of a communication service
Discussion

Ericsson: this was discussed at previous session and text can be used in 615 (revision of 476)
Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson India Private Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-196495
(late)
	Communication service assurance scenario
Discussion

Conclusion: not treated
	Ericsson India Private Limited, Deutsche Telekom


4
Action items

None.
