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1	Decision/action requested
This contribution contains the agenda and notes of the two conference calls on AKMA.
2	References
 [1]	3GPP TR 33.835 Study on Authentication and Key Management for Application based on 3GPP credentials in 5G 
 [2]	S3-190923, draft TR 33.835
3	Meeting information and notes of the 1st conference call
The first conference call was held on April 11th at 13:00-14:00 CEST, Xiaoting Huang (China Mobile) chaired the call and took notes.
	Agenda items
	Notes

	1.Work plan of AKMA
	1. There was a discussion on the necessity of scenario section and its content
- TI: Addition of section 4 will help readers of this TR to understand the following key issues better.
- CMCC: No scenarios included in GBA and BEST. In Dalian meeting, agreement has been made not to include scenarios in this TR.
-TI: No such section will be hard for people to understand the intention, better to include this clause.
-CMCC: keep this open, would like to see people’s opinions during the next meeting 
No agreement has been made on whether section 4-Scenario has to be included or not
2. No other comments on the work plan itself.
Task for SA3 #95:
Whether to include section 4 or what kind of scenarios to be included has to be discussed and decided clearly. 

	2. Key issues and existing solutions completeness check
	· CMCC: KI#5, KI#7, KI#8 have not been addressed by any of the existing solutions yet. Would like to hear people’s ideas solving these. 
· Ericsson: no need to solve every key issue currently, some of these key issues can be solved after the architecture and authentication procedure has been identified.
Working agreements:
Try to determine feasible solutions to architecture and authentication procedures as baseline, then solve others, but will involve every key issue finally.

	3. Global evaluation methodology
	S3-19XXXX Discussion on AKMA overall evaluation methodology:
· Ericsson: ok with the methodology, have considered prioritizing some key issues (for example: KI#1, KI#3 and KI#4)? Since several other key issues have to be based on the architecture and authentication procedure.
· TI: have to solve all the key issues finally, why doing prioritization?
· Ericsson: Doing in parallel is ok, buy if some key problems can be early agreed, will be helpful for other discussions.
· CMCC: ok with Ericsson’s suggestions, will revise the key issue classifications to be: class A-architecture and authentication procedure; class B – key management
S3-19XXXX pCR of evaluation skeleton:
· Ericsson: suggest moving 7.1- Key issue classifications, using class names in the sub-titles 
Working agreements:
· CMCC revise the discussion paper with the agreed key issue classification 
· Prioritize architecture and authentication procedure solution decision
· Evaluation criteria will be discussed according to the classification

	4. Scenario discussion
	Was discussed together with agenda 1, no more comments on this.

	5. Any other business
	Someone (?) would like to discuss the paper of KAUSF desynchronization problem from NEC, due to no show of NEC delegates, this was not discussed.


4	Meeting information and notes of the 2nd  conference call
The second conference call was held on April 25th at 14:00-15:30 CEST, Xiaoting Huang (China Mobile) chaired the call and took notes.
	Agenda items
	Notes

	1. Individual evaluations
(CMCC’s contributions on solution #6, #7-#12)
	Individual evaluation on solution #6:
KPN made comments on this paper and CMCC promised to reword it to make the advantages and drawbacks clearer stated.
Individual evaluation on solution#7-#12:
Ericsson made comments on ‘security performance’ and the impacts on UICC. CMCC promised to revise the description.
KPN concerned the terminology like AKMA framework, CMCC will update the texts of solutions to explain.

	2. Discussion on solution analysis
(discussion paper on solution analysis from KPN)
	NEC,CMCC commented on 4.2.1 about the addition of the 3rd option; 
Ericsson commented on 4.2.3 to clarify key refresh and key revocation is focused on K-AF.
Other comments on 4.2.8,4.2.4 have been made.
Working Agreement: KPN will bring this doc to the Reno meeting for discussion.

	3. Global evaluation criteria

	NEC suggested not focusing on evaluation criteria. 
Discussion on what kind of final solution is acceptable has been raised, agreement on no need to address every key issue in the final solution has been made.

	4. Discussion on conclusions
(discussion paper on conclusion discussion from NEC)
	NEC presented the discussion paper and no comment on this document, further discussion have to be conducted during the Reno meeting.

	5.Any other business
	No content 



