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	Tdoc
	Title/Source/Comments
	Information

	6.19.3 Study on intent driven management services for mobile network phase 3

	WT-2 New scenarios for intent driven management

	S5-241124
	pCR TR 28.914 Add key issue for enhance the radio network expectation to support radio network traffic assurance (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
N: extension of existing solution or new solution? 
HW: will reuse the existing solution. 
N: how far we should go with adding more and more intent?

E: agree with Nokia. UE activity is already defined. Could add a new context. 
Offline on whether existing solution could achieve the solution or a new solution is needed.

DCM: support N and E opinion.
· 1972
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.0.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241125
	CR TR 28.914 Add use case, requirements and solution for radio service feasibility check and delivering (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
E: not agree with req3. 
N: feasibility check applies to all intents. Not agree with req2.

Z: agree with Nokia. 

DCM: Description needs to be updated. Why pLMN is needed?

Number of UEs can be context instead of expectation. 
->1974
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241126
	pCR TR  28.914 Add new requirements and solution for exsiting intent driven RAN Energy saving use case (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
E: could have a generic solution, not specifically solution for EE.
HW: suggest to add the solution can also be used for other solutions.
->1975
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241202
	pCR TR 28.914 add key issues for intent driven management for Uncrewed Aerial Vehicle (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
N: question where intent applies in this case.  Should be enhancement of existing solutions. 
-> 1977
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241780
	Rel-19 pCR 28.914 Add use case for graded guarantee of 5G radio service (China Mobile Group Device Co., ZTE Corporation) (Mengyuan Ma)
E: match different levels of support functions by parsing users’ vague intents? A number of new terms need to be defined. 
DCM: agree with E. 

HW: how consumer to evaluate the level? 

N: graded guarantee? Relation with feasibility check?

DT: graded service guarantee?

->1979
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	WT-3 New requirements for additional intent driven management functionalities

	S5-241127
	pCR TR 28.914 Add key issue for exploring the best values that can be achieved for specific intent targets (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom, China Mobile, NTT Docomo) (Ruiyue Xu)
Samsung: also applies to all contributions in this WT - we are not comfortable with the topic of intent negotiation… as it contradicts the basic principles of IDMS. Disagree to burden producer with choosing from multiple options. Do not support this concept.

Ericsson: the negotiation is the key part of IDMS… the problem in SA5 is conflating the negotiation with imperative state… "here are my requirements and tell me what's possible" - negotiation…

Samsung: based on clarification from Ericsson, Samsung objects this concept.

Ericsson: we seem to be taking away one of the important tools for the consumer…

Samsung: if consumer knew what's best for intent fulfillment, it would have gone directly for provisioning service…

Ericsson: provided additional views on the value of negotiation

Samsung: with feasibility check (already available) we don't need the negotiation. Impossible to fulfill intent can be re-considered by the consumer.
Ericsson: feasibility check is binary and therefore not flexible enough

Rapporteur: we need to agree on the way forward (based on this contribution) otherwise the whole WT may not be able to progress…

ZTE: agree with Ericsson. additional information and feedback from the producer are necessary. Comments on this contribution - the term "output" is not right… prefers to talk about feedback. In the solution part the requirement on the expectation context is not clear. Relation to outcome needs clarification too.
Nokia: Sees Ericsson's view of negotiation as being re-defined. Need to agree that back-and-forth interaction is aligned or not with intent. Need to agree with a basic principle (if active negotiation is expected with intents). Agrees with Samsung's concerns.

Ericsson: mentioned continuous feedback loops (previously contributed by Nokia)… and need to align with other groups involved in IDMS. Prefers to prioritize (not exclude) the intent negotiation.

Samsung: does not agree for SA5 to follow other groups that may have defined intent negotiation. prefers to focus on SA5 (local) requirements.

Rapporteur: proposes to discuss whether there is a need to align with (follow) other intent groups? SA5 decision is needed… 

Ericsson: we need to build intent handlers compatible with other intent handlers defined outside of SA5.
Samsung: we have proposal for the way forward (specific change in the contribution) - in req1 replace " to explore the possible outcomes " with "a possible outcome".

Ericsson: agrees with the "new" requirement proposed by Samsung but insists on having all requirements at once

Nokia: we share Ericsson's preference to treat all requirements together as a package (not step-by-step incremental progress).

ZTE: agrees with Huawei - prefers to decouple controversial scenarios
Samsung: concerned with the treatment of requirements in the study (if they will be moved as-is into the normative phase) - the TR is 900-series (anything published here becomes visible externally).

AT&T: concerned with the use of 900-series TRs when normative work is expected… typically they are used only if there will be no normative work to follow… these are for "best practices" and "recommendations" that do not carry normative follow-up.

MCC: confirmed that there is no formal restriction that 900-series are used only when there is no plans for future normative work
AT&T: concern with the use of 900-series where there are no plans to actively maintain it (TS is created out of the TR, the TS preempts the TR… and there are no plans to keep the TR in sync with TS). Creates potentially dangerous situation.

Vice Chair (Ericsson): the main purpose of 900-series to publish the content outside of 3GPP.

Chair: in the absence of written recommendations from MCC/3GPP on the use of 900-series, we should ask for guidance… we treat studies as collection of useful/relevant information…

AT&T: typical studies where we evaluate multiple solutions and choose one for normative work are 800-series. The TS is made public, not the preliminary informative work…

Chair: we will clarify the situation within the SA5 leadership and coordinate with 3GPP/MCC for the relevant guidance.
To be revised… into 2137
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241159
	pCR TR 28.914 add use case, requirements and solution for negotiation on a vague intent (ZTE Corporation) (Pengxiang Xie)
Ericsson: uncertain what "vague intent" is. Concerns with requirement #2 - the focus on implementation seems to be wrong (supposed to be fulfillment).
ZTE: agree. The "vague intent" provides scenarios where consumer can receive feedback from the producer… additional offline discussion will follow.

Ericsson: suggests to talk about multiple possible outcomes, instead of vague intent (the fulfillment is vague, not the intent).

Samsung: triggered by the agreement of ZTE with the suggestion from Ericsson, Samsung will object the revision

DOCOMO: the UC is already captured in Rel-18 study. Capabilities defined there already support the proposed functionality - what is the gap?
ZTE: the scenario proposed here is different… proposes to clarify offline

Huawei: req 1 - remove "potential solutions", req 2 - replace "solutions" with "outcome"

ZTE: prefers to use "feedback" instead of "outcome"

Nokia: prefer to use the term "alternatives"
To be revised… into 2040
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.0.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241307
	Rel-19 DP 28.914 Intent Negotiations (Nokia) (Stephen Mwanje)
Samsung: still not happy with the producer informing the consumer about multiple possible outcomes of the intent. Specifically uncomfortable with the requirement 8 where consumer gives producer his evaluation policy.
Ericsson: the DP contains several options (twice as many as any other SDOs) for negotiation scenarios… insists on the reducing the possible scenarios to be considered for standardization in SA5 (prioritization)
Nokia: these are study requirements for negotiation and the solituon could be… 

Rapporteur: proposes to discuss
·  what content is in the scope of negotiation (outcome vs. solutions)
· what phase the negotiation belongs to (pre-evaluation vs. fulfillment)
Nokia: we focus on the question #2… on the question #1 we do not insist on making a decision now

ZTE: we should focus on the second bullet (phase) at this meeting
Ericsson: happy to work with other companies to define a proposal on the way forward that can be endorsed by SA5
Samsung: we have strong opinion on this subject and would like to be part of the discussion (revision drafting)
Revised to S5-242039
	discussion



	S5-241308
	Rel-19 pCR 28.914 Intent Negotiations (Nokia) (Stephen Mwanje)
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241309
	Rel-19 pCR 28.914 Negotiation on intent fulfillment (Nokia) (Stephen Mwanje)
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241310
	Rel-19 pCR 28.914 avoidance of intent negotiations (Nokia) (Stephen Mwanje)
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241640
	pCR TR 28.914 Add use case on Intent feasibility checktest before intent creationmodification (China Mobile, Huawei) (Yushuang Hu)
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241781
	Rel-19 pCR 28.914 Add use case for intent negotiation (China Mobile Group Device Co.) (Mengyuan Ma)
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241725
	pCR TR 28.914 End-to-end intent handling state management (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Keguang He)
E: the new states are not aligned with existing state and not aligned with TMF. 

DCM: alignment with TMF is needed. 
SS: suggest to start from SA5 existing states description. Keep negotiation part out from this tdoc. 
HW: suggest to check what to be enhanced based on 28.312.

->1980
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241128
	pCR TR 28.914 Add key issue for implicit intent report subscription (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom, ZTE) (Ruiyue Xu)
N: req1 is not about implicit report, but about implicit creation?
E: what exactly we subscribed to? 
DCM: observationPeriod? We can’t use this attribute for reporting?
Keep requirements(combing 1128+1158+1701) and one of solution. 
-> 1976
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241158
	pCR TR 28.914 add use case, requirements and solution for customized intent report (ZTE Corporation) (Pengxiang Xie)
E: what granularity for the reporting?
HW: req1 is not aligned with use case. Do not need the new solution. 

N: question on new specific definition on reporting, could be merge into existing.

DT: req1 how far the flexibility for consumer to express the requirements?

DCM:  reportingTime? Clarifiy “they should be separated in the Intent IOC.”

SS: agree with requirements, but the solution could reuse existing solution. Remove or clarify the relation with “intent control loop‘’
E: agree with separation in intent IOC. 
Combination of solution part of 1158+1701. The requirements will be merged into 1976.
· 1981
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.0.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	S5-241701
	pCR TR 28.914 Add report expectation to support implicit intent report subscription (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Keguang He)
DCM: clarify the motivation for intent fulfillment and intent conflict report? 

some complex requirements?What trigger the intent reporting is already defined.
DT: req1: remove implicit. 

Req3: “under specific conditions”?

HW: req2 is already in spec. with CMCC and ZTE contribution, it allow consumer to request producer to create a report only contain intentexpectaiton 
N: agree with HW. 
SS: 1158 and 1701 requirements should be merged.  
· Merge into 1981. 
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 



	WT-5 Intent driven approach for network slicing delivering and assurance

	S5-241395
(late)
	Discussion paper on network slice and intent (Ericsson, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
Not uploaded until 10th Apr. Suggest to withdraw.
Withdrawn.
	discussion



	WT-6  Use natural language to express the intent

	S5-241726
	pCR TR 28.914 Using natural language to express the intent (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Keguang He)
E: what to be standardized for natural language intent? Need to understand the natural language related with MnS.
HW: add information from other group could be helpful. 

DCM: agree with E

SS: what to be standardized for natural language intent? Don’t need to put internal description.

DT: should focus on what to be standardized? Too early to agree on requirement. In ETSI ZSM, there is a related PoC. 


	pCRr, TS/TR 28.914 v0.1.0, Rel-19, Cat. 




