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1
Decision/action requested

Endorsment of priorities for work in SA5.
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3
Rationale

The workload in SA5 is very high. At present there are 9 work items and 24 study items.
S5-216551 proposed an indicative limitation of max 20 work items amd study items in SA5, which was endorsed.
The 3GPP production of specifications and studies (TRs) are contribution-driven, by member companies, in Working Groups and at the Technical Specification Group (TSG) level. SA WG5 specifies Management, Orchestration and Charging requirements, solutions and protocol specific definitions. The solutions include architecture, service definitions and data definitions.
Specifying interfaces between entities to enable multi-vendor operability in a mobile network is the most important work in 3GPP. This is done using a black box principle, i.e. the internal implementation of the entities are not standardised.
There are work items and study items plus new proposals that are not aimed at including solutions for  architecture, service definitions and data definitions..
As SA5 (or 3GPP) is not a research forum, the work in SA5 should remain to enable interoperability as highest priority. Example of work that enable interoperability is when it is affecting any MnS component (A, B and/or C) or methodology for MnS components (stage 1, 2 and 3). Also architectural work would be of highest priority. 
4
Detailed proposal

To endorse To endorse the following aspects to be considered as guidance for 3GPP SA5 standard contributions:

Proposal 1: Work items and study items which are aiming for standardising interfaces between entities or architectue have a higher priority than work items and study items that do not lead to interface standardisation changes or changes in the architecture, and studies not resulting in interface changes or changes in the architecture should not go to normative work.
Proposal 2: Contributions for work items and study items should focus on aiming for standardising interoperable interfaces between entities provided by different vendors, architectural changes and capabilities which could contribute to improve operational effectiveness.

Proposal 3: For on-going Rel-18 studies the evaluation shall be conducted as part of the TR conclusions & recommendations when the study is completed, at the latest.

Proposal 4: For future WID and SID proposals the proposal 1 should be considered to be evaluated and at SA5 level based on the proposal objectives and if endorsed further evaluation shall also be conducted as per proposal 3.

Proposal 5: There should be criteria/principles defined later because of the current available time, for example if there is a need to handle new work items (or studies) in Rel. 18 in relation to other groups.
