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1 Minutes

The RG session was held on Q2 and Q3, Monday.

S5-191196 New WID on Study on non-public networks management (Huawei)

Presented by Huawei

Questions/Comments:

· Ericsson: Objective third bullet: Should we also study if there are other kinds of fora that are interesting, like cooperation with other WGs? Reply: Yes, we can add one more bullet about that.

· Ericsson: Should it be considering more than the SBA? Reply: Yes we can add that.

· Nokia: What does “further aligned” mean? Reply: We can clarify that.

· DT: What is the definition of non-public network? Reply: Defined in SA1/SA2

· Orange: Maybe we should also add “Modelling of roles” in the objective? Reply: Ok

· Intel: We support this initiative. But for network slice mgmt., we have already considered this a bit. So do we need to enhance existing solutions or define a new solution: Reply: We should build on existing solution. Will add that.

· OAM SWG chair: Pls. consider adding more supporting companies (we need 4).

· MCC: Clause 2.3 should show the relation to SA1/SA2 etc.

· DT: Why do we need this for private networks? Reply: The reason is that 3GPP WGs like SA1/2 are looking into this; they want to be able to use the 3GPP network for non-public use.

· ETRI: Each non-public network may have its specific use case & requirements; so are you planning to define some common use cases/reqs first, or specific ones? Reply: Probably best to start with the common ones.

Conclusion: Revised in 345.

S5-191303 Supporting document for S5-19123 (Proposed New SID on Management and orchestration aspects with integrated satellite components in a 5G networks) (THALES)

Presented by THALES

· For information only; no questions or comments.

Conclusion: Noted
S5-191232 New SID: Study on management and orchestration aspects with integrated satellite components in a 5G networks (THALES)

Presented by THALES

Questions/Comments:

· Thales: SA3 should be removed from clause 8

· MCC: 

· References to other studies in other 3GPP WGs could be added to clause 2.3

· It clause 6, you may not need a secondary rapporteur unless you really need to split a big work load (and then it needs to be clearly defined). Reply: Ok, we can go back to one rapporteur.

· On supporting companies: They are expected to come to SA5 and bring contributions.

· OAM SWG chair: Are we allowed to talk about business models in SA5? Reply: Ok it is more meant to be business roles, we can change that.

· Orange: Do you see the satellite network as an access network only or potentially also a transport network? Reply: We probably need to consider both aspects.

· Orange: Will the satellite network be operated by another actor than the mobile network operator? Reply: This should be part of the study.
· Ericsson: Is the satellite component a part of RAN or a non 3GPP access network? Reply: It could be both.
· Ericsson: Are there any fora/WGs outside 3GPP which we need to cooperate with? Reply: Yes, maybe as ESA has been approved as a new MRP of 3GPP. Ericsson: Ok, so it could be part of the study.

· Ericsson: The time plan is quite far away, so which release is this planned for? Reply: Ok, we should update the time plan to be ready a bit earlier.

· Ericsson: “Provide solutions” should be “Study solutions”. Agreed.

· ETRI: Do we need to study both network and service mgmt. aspects? Reply: I guess it is up to the group, based on contributions. But we can add it to the objective.

· DT: What do you mean by services in the Justification? Reply: Customer services. This can be clarified.

· DT: The TR title seems a bit unclear. Reply: Ok, we can try to clarify that.

· Huawei: Objective second paragraph: Are you trying to minimize the management efforts or the actual satellite network integration? Reply: The management part.

· Orange: Do you foresee an impact on the management architecture? Reply: At this stage we don’t foresee that.

· Ericsson: What kind of operators do you foresee for this? Currently, one type of operator being the satellite network operator. But I do not want to impose any limits for that now.

Conclusion: Revised in 346.

S5-191235 Discussion on a new Work Item proposal on integration of 3GPP and ONAP (AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Ericsson, Huawei, Nokia, Orange)

Presented by Orange

Questions/Comments:
· Ericsson: We support this WID, but maybe we need to phase the work as it is huge? Reply: But the time plan is for 1,5 years, isn’t this enough? Ericsson: Maybe, but to be more efficient, maybe some parts could be moved to a later phase, e.g. CM or VES. We can discuss it offline.

· Intel: Is it sufficient for 3GPP to initiate this alignment by this work item only? Reply: No, it also needs company contributions to ONAP.

· Intel: Streaming discussions are also ongoing in other work items in SA5 which we are dependent on the outcome of.

· Nokia: We also support this work, but we may not need to phase the work as we already have some other ongoing work items that are also contributing to this, and we may use

the existing streaming protocols which ONAP is defining (e.g. web sockets), if they are efficient enough. 
Nokia: How do we complete the outstanding issues in the ongoing study items, or should we move them to the work item?
· Ericsson: We do have a heartbeat function already in SA5, in Communication Surveillance IRP, even it is a different solution.

· Huawei: Who has the responsibility of the JSON schema? Reply: They probably need to be defined by both (as ONAP cannot refer to JSON schema embedded inside 3GPP Word documents).

Conclusion: Revised in 347

S5-191237 New WID proposal on integration of ONAP and 3GPP management framework (AT&T, Orange)

Presented by Orange

Questions/Comments:
· Intel: For Pm data streaming, we already captured some aspects in 28.550, so it should be added to the table in 5.

· Huawei: For the SS, we also propose to add RESTConf.

· Ericsson: The proposed TS for Heartbeat and event throttling needs some consideration, as we already have a heartbeat solution in SA5. So we need to discuss the requirements and this is not brand new work.

· Nokia: It could also go into 28.532.

· Nokia: What is “ditto above”? Needs clarification.

· Intel: We also need to consider producing new use cases/requirements, as there are not so many in 28.532 – may need a new TS.

Conclusion: Revised in 348.
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