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6.4.10
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 10% to 25%
Estimated completion date: SA#87 – 03/2020
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:  

1. The group discussed the following topics:

· Creation of a new Stage 1 Heartbeat management service spec

· Heartbeat use cases, requirements, and procedures

· Heartbeat Stage 2 and 3 inputs to TS 28.532
· Adding a RESTful HTTP-based solution set for file-based performance assurance to TS 28.532

· Creating a Netconf-based solution set for the provisioning management service

· Adding an NRM fragment supporting the management of notification subscriptions
3 Minutes

The session was held in Q4 on Wednesday August 21, 2019.
Management services:
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Remarks

	S5-195081
	Discussion paper on Heartbeat MnS specification for 5G
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	Comments:
Ericsson – Not sure a new WID for Heartbeat is necessary since it is a new MnS, not only for ONAP 
WI is for ONAP integration

Why not do Stage 1 in 28.530?

Maybe extend subscription object with heartbeat feature

Further offline discussions needed.

Document kept open

	S5-195082
	Heartbeat MnS – Stage 1 – Stage 1 – TS skeleton
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	Will need a revised WID if we do this.
Ericsson: Consider reusing communication surveillance rather than Heartbeat. 
Is this a generic specification? Or 3GPP-specific?

Not clear what “generic” means in this context

Document kept open for offline discussion

	S5-195083
	pCR Heartbeat MnS – Stage 1 – Introduction, Scope, Overview
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	Depends on outcome of previous contribution disposition
Ericsson: Communication Service should be Communication Surveillance

Document kept open for offline discussions

	S5-195084
	pCR Heartbeat MnS – Stage 1 – Use cases and requirements
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	Depends on outcome of previous contribution disposition

Do these use cases exist? No, since now dealing with MnS

Ericsson: Notifying notifications is strange wording. Use case needs some work.
Nokia: Heartbeat periodicity use case – can we use it to configure the countdown timer? Would be a functional change from the Comm Surveillance method.

Document kept open for offline discussions

	S5-195085
	pCR TS 28.aaa – Heartbeat MnS – Stage 1 – MnS’s and procedures
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	Depends on outcome of previous contribution disposition

Seems like Clause 6 describes an ordinary R/W operation. Depends on implementation.

Nokia: using CRUD operations on a Resource is cleaner.
Since Heartbeat is a new service it would be good if we could do proper CRUD

Ericsson: Procedures should go in Stage 2.

Document kept open for offline discussions

	S5-195236
	[Draft CR] Introduce Stage 2 and 3 for the heartbeat management service
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	Draft CR to 28.532 to collect comments.
Ericsson doesn’t support that only REST be specified. Only applicable to some solution sets.

Concern about the Stage2/Stage3 mapping.

Nokia: in 10.x.1.4.2, why so many parameters? Copy/paste error?

Document Noted

	S5-195396
	Add RESTful HTTP-based solution set of file-based performance assurance for integration with ONAP VES
	Huawei
	Nokia: have an existing Stage 3 for some of this
Just need different fields in the JSON definition to switch between 3GPP and ONAP

This is already implemented in ONAP

Orange: This contribution ignores the Common Event Header

Document kept open for offline discussions

	S5-195397
	Discussion on Netconf-based solution for provisioning MnS
	Huawei
	Nokia: Why do we need notifications in discussion paper?
NETCONF is a protocol that already exists and can be used as-is, so what do we plan to do here?

Intent is to use NETCONF capabilities to support provisioning

CM operations were intentionally excluded from the WID.  May now need a WID update.

Ericsson: what is an “XML schema for NETCONF”?

File name should not say Rel 16 CR on a discussion paper.

Revised to 803

	S5-195398
	Add Netconf-based solution set for provisioning MnS
	Huawei
	Ericsson: so similar to 397 that they should be handled together.
Nokia: many comments. Too many to allow a revision this meeting. Ericsson agrees.

Document Noted.

	S5-195086
	Add NRM fragment supporting the management of notification subscriptions
	AT&T, Huawei, Orange
	Why is this in the ONAP section? Is it related to the ONAP WI?
Yes because ONAP doesn’t have subscribe

Ericsson: Plans for alternative contributions.  Want to keep this open to all solutions.  This is a way to configure notification recipients.

Everyone sends notifications in REST.  May need to use NETCONF for subscription. NETCONF notifications don’t exist.

Shouldn’t reference spec in allowed notification values like we currently do for IRP

Ericsson needs more time.

Document Noted.



	S5-195087
	Add NRM fragment supporting the management of notification subscriptions
	AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Nokia, Orange
	Stage 3 corresponding to the above.
Document Noted.

	S5-195566
	Possible solutions for configurable subscriptions
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Late contribution.
Document not presented or addressed due to time constraints.
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