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1
Decision/action requested.
Please take the information included in the present document into account
2
References

[1]
3GPP FTP server folder for all rapporteur call documents after SA5#153 - https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/SA5-level%20discussions/Rapporteur%20call%20%23153
3
Rapporteur calls plan after SA5#153
Please upload your draft documents for discussion to [1].

4
Schedule for rapporteur calls
	Rapporteur call
	Date/Time
	Potential topics

	SA5#153.2
	Thursday, Mar 7th, 2024

13:00 - 15:00 UTC

14:00 - 16:00 CET

21:00 - 23:00 China
	1. Preparation of reply LS to S5-240462 (SA5 topic) (Gerald)
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/SA5-level%20discussions/Rapporteur%20call%20%23153/DP%20on%20GSMA%20LS%20to%203GPP_Reservation%20of%20Edge%20Resources.doc 

2. SA5 Forge training (Sean) (SA5 topic)
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/SA5-level%20discussions/Rapporteur%20call%20%23153/S5-24xxxx%20User%20Guide%20-%20Using%20Forge%20for%20SA5.pptx 
3. Management support for 5GC(Jan) (OAM topic)
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23153/S5-242XXX%20Discussion%20paper%20on%20modelling%205GC.docx 

4. Trace Format Correction (Zu Qiang) (OAM topic)
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23153/S5-24XXXX%20DP%20Trace%20Format%20Correction.docx


5
Minutes

- Preparation of reply LS to S5-240462 (Gerald)
Matrixx present the DP. 

CH rapporteur call suggest to send LS to SA6 first to clarify the service exposure first before replying to GSMA. 
HW: Gap1 in TS 28.538 chapter 7.1.2.7 provide Edge resource reservation service. Gap1 is already resolved. The first two steps are covered in OAM specifications. 

C: Suggest to check with GSMA colleague whether GSMA has any time constraint for the reply. 

VDF: clarification on whether external LS reply should always go through SA. 

C: only for cross-WG LS reply shall be coordinated to SA first and SA will provide a consolidate reply. 

C: Either reply in SA5 April if group agreed with the technical answers, if SA6 needs to be involved, a consolidated reply from SA in Jun may be needed. 

- SA5 Forge training (Sean)
CH Chair: may need to add another CH folder under forge.
N: suggest to put the CH yaml to the same folder as OAM API.

C: suggest CH group to think about potential options on how to capture CH openAPI in forge and provide a proposal for handling forge files. 

VDF: suggest people needs to practise with the forge. 

E: CH also has ASN.1 code? Need to add ASN.1 folder.

CH C: Do we need to upload the ASN.1 code to forge? 

https://www.3gpp.org/specifications-technologies/specifications-by-series/asn-1-object-identifiers
C: suggestion actions for CH group to consider:

1. Plan for the folder for capturing forge CH files

2. Plan for the sub folder for CH (e.g. OpenAPI, ASN.1 etc.)

3. Get started with using forge for validate CH code from SA5#154.
- Management support for 5GC(Jan) (OAM topic)

N: do not agree with observation 4. 
Solution 1: interfacetype, what diff with EP-RP userlabel? 

Figure 3.3.1c EP_interface has many difference ports. The complexity of different ports are hidden if the simple IOC is used, which is not good. 
HW: question on whether we should make such change for 5G as it maybe too late to make such big update. observation 1 is simpler, but other observations are complicated. 
E: need to think more about backward compatibility issue. Open for discussion on whether to do it in R19 or not. 
M: observation 1 CH reference points N40, N41, N42 is mentioned, whether this update will also to take CHF into account? 
- Trace Format Correction (Zu Qiang) (OAM topic)
VDF: trace will be discussed in SA#103. It may be related to the GSMA LS discussion. VDF likes to wait for SA level discussion first. 

N: Like to understand the use case first to clarify one trace consumer, two reporting mechanisms (file/streaming)? Do you see any scenario to support file/streaming in one trace job? Suggest to add more description for problems, in different scenarios, using different reporting mechanisms. Suggest to add description in 32.421. 
