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6.1
This document includes OAM tdocs sequence, grouping proposal and Chair notes of the discussion.
1. SA5#131e OAM Sessions email approval detailed principles:
a) Grouping of the tdocs according to the following principles for each OAM agenda item:

· Combine all the editorial tdocs for email approval in one email approval 
· Combine the related stage 2 and stage 3 tdocs in one email approval
· Combine the technical related tdocs in one email approval
· A coordinator of the email approval is nominated in THIS document. The responsibility of the coordinator is described in the e-meeting process slides. 

b) For the tdocs which do not have related tdocs, the author of the tdoc is the coordinator of the email approval. The single tdoc will go for email approval independently following the process as described in the e-meeting process slides. 
2. The responsible Chair/VC as moderator for each agenda item in email approval:
· Thomas Tovinger: (the following agenda items are kept in Thomas’s copy of the chair notes)
· 2/3/4/5 (11)
· 6.1 OAM plenary (15)

· 6.2 new WID (8)

· 6.4.1 QOED (2)
· 6.4.2 EE_5G
· 6.4.3 5G_SLICE_ePA (24)
· 6.4.4
5GMSD (3)
· 6.4.6
TM_SBMA (0)
· 6.4.9
SON_5G(12)
· 6.4.10
MEMTANE(2)
· 6.6.1
FS_OAM_NPN(3)
· 6.6.2
FS_5GSAT_MO(3)

· 6.6.6
FS_EE5G (6)

· Zou Lan: (the following agenda items are kept in Zou Lan’s copy of the chair notes)
· 6.3
MAINT(40)
· 6.4.5
eNRM (47)
· 6.4.7
COSLA(12)
· 6.4.8
OAM_RTT(7)
· 6.6.3
FS_ANL(5)
· 6.6.4
FS_eMDAS(19)
3. Time plan / agenda for the conference calls: (The following table are kept in Thomas’s copy of the chair notes)
	Date 
	Mon 25 May
	Tue 26 May 
	Wed 27 May
	Thu 28 May

	Time
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST

	Agenda
	1. 6.2 WID (15:00~16:30)

2. 6.4.7-COSLA GROUP#4 (S5-203290) (16:30~16:45)

3. 6.4.7-COSLA, GROUP#3 (S5-203178/S5-203204) (16:45~17:00)
	· 1.Any questions for clarification of the process (15:00~15:15)

· 2.LSs (if any more need a reply, in addition to the already proposed replies) (15:15~15:35)
· 3. 6.2 WID (15:35~16:00)

· 
	· 1. 6.2 WID (S5-203146) (15:00~15:10)

· 2. 6.4.7-COSLA GROUP#4 (S5-203290) (15:10~15:25)

· 3. 6.4.7-COSLA, GROUP#3 (S5-203178/S5-203204) (15:25~15:45)

· 4. S5-203270 Revision of SA5 ToR (15:45~16:15)

· 5. eNRM GROUP#3 (S5-203158/ S5-203159/S5-203256/S5-203257): ServiceProfile/SliceProfile Model (16:15-16:45)
	· 1. eNRM GROUP#3 (S5-203158/ S5-203159/S5-203256/S5-203257): ServiceProfile/SliceProfile Model (15.00-15.30)
· 2. eNRM GROUP#4 (S5-203253/S5-203254/S5-203255/S5-203261/S5-203262): transport support slice (15:30-16.00)
· 3. eNRM GROUP#6 (S5-203247/S5-203249): PM control NRM fragment (16.00-16.30)


	Moderator
	· Thomas/Zou Lan
	· Thomas/Zou Lan
	· Thomas/Zou Lan
	· Thomas/Zou Lan


	Date 
	Fri 29 May
	Mon 1 Jun
	Tue 2 Jun
	Wed 3 Jun

	Time
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST
	15.00-17.00 CEST

	Agenda
	· 1. Check progress of all WI/SI – exception needed? (15:00~16:00)
· 2. Reminder - Check of Stage 2/3 CR alignment and any conflicting CRs from SA5#130e and SA5#131e (16.00~16.10)
· 3. 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#1 (S5-203061/S5-203066) (16.10~16.35)
· 4. 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#2 (S5-203082/S5-203147) (16.35~17.00)

	· 1. Rel-16 Automatic upgrade (15.00-15.10)
· 2. 6.4.5- eNRM GROUP#13 (S5-203279) (15.10-15.25)
· 3. 6.4.9-SON_5G, GROUP#1 (S5-203071/S5-203072): HO parameters (15.25-15.45)
· 4. 6.4.9-SON_5G, GROUP#2 (S5-203074/S5-203076): SON NRM fragment (15.45-16.05)
· 5. 6.4.9-SON_5G, GROUP#4 (S5-203078/S5-203079): MRO (16.05-16.25)
· 6. 6.4.9-SON_5G, S5-203069 Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 Add measurements related to RACH optimization (16.25-16.45)
· 7. 6.4.5-eNRM (S5-203268) (16.45-17.00)

· 8. S5-203021 Rel-17 Time plan (in case of time)
· 9. S5-203210 Stage 2/3 alignment (in case of time)
	No CC planned
	Closing SA5 Plenary
Agenda & minutes: See under “Plenary preparation” at the end of the document

	Moderator
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	Thomas/Zou Lan
	
	Thomas


Conf. call 29 May:
· Reminder - Check of Stage 2/3 CR alignment and any conflicting CRs from SA5#130e and SA5#131e (16.00~16.10)

· MCC: All WI rapporteurs as well as CR authors should check that this is done correctly, and CR authors should do the correction if any mistakes are found.

Conf. call 1 June

1. Rel-16 auto upgrade
E: Some TSs are not is such a good shape; should we keep updating them for legacy reasons or include 5G in them?

Auto update at every release makes them less and less up to date.

For 32.103 we had a CR last time, as an example.

N: Share Robert’s concerns with 32.101 and 32.102. Seems difficult to update them without a major effort, We should consider “deprecating” them.

E: The info in 101 and 102 is valid for 3G and 4G, but not completely valid anymore. So maybe better to “deprecate” them. One question on 32.103 as well. It has been updated to add QoE overview, but now there is a proposal to this meeting to include 5G material as well. Not sure if this is complete, or the right way to do it.
H: It was a struggle to prepare the CR for 32.103. The scope is much broader than the title. We tried to make it a focal point for people outside 3GPP to get an overview of our specs. It may need even more efforts to create a new document.

N: How many releases are we going to continue upgrading and keeping these specs alive? Maybe we should try to just keep the useful specs and don’t upgrade 101 and 102. We could add useful parts from 101/102 in other TSs with CRs.

E: No problem (agree) not to auto-upgrade 32.101 and 32.102, but for other specs, we should look at it. We should also look at the TS structure.

H: What does it mean for the architecture of the legacy specs if we don’t upgrade 101/102?

N: We don’t make it invalid for Rel-15. Still valid for earlier releases than Rel-16.
Conclusion by the chair: Agreed by the group to ask MCC not to auto-upgrade 32.101 and 32.102. All other OAM specs to be auto-upgraded.
AP Thomas: Remind Mirko about this.

2. 6.4.5- eNRM GROUP#13 (S5-203279)

Chair: Planning a working agreement for this if there is a clear majority supporting it and a small minority objecting (according to the 3GPP WP). Therefore I would like to know how many companies support or and how many object to it.

E: This CR was submitted to see who supports it and who doesn’t. Propose that all companies send their support or objections to MCC.

N: We see three companies (the listed co-signers) supporting it, and two objecting companies. The nature/reason for objection is due to endorsing contents which is broader than the 3GPP TSs. We don’t want to “rubber stamp a back door” to work done by another SDO.

H: First, we need to know what the requirements are to introduce Yang-based notifications, so we should make it more clear. If we have two alternative solution sets, maybe we need a description of which SS is applicable to which scenario. We already have the Yang-based and REST-based solution sets, there are already some differences in the support of the same Stage 2 definition.
E: I have not yet seen if some other company than Nokia is objecting, but if we see that there is not a clear majority for the proposal, the issue is over.

S: Agree that this has to be settled, as it has been going on for so long. 

E: To make the solution complete from Netconf point of view, we would like to add also the notification part.

I: We need to understand the consequences on agreeing or disagreeing this CR before deciding what to do. This is a bit different from the traditional solution sets.

N: Strongly recommend following the traditional Stage 1-2-3 approach in 3GPP. This adds new functionality in Stage 3 which doesn’t exist in Stage 2. And what is the work item where this work can go? Even the ONAP3GPP study recommended to use traditional 3GPP notifications for this.
C: We want these notifications to be standardized. We want a solution that works.

N: I am excited to work with everyone here to standardize notifications. But I would like to follow the process. First we agree on the problem statements captured as consensually agreed requirements. Once the reqs are clear we come with solutions. So far the only requirement mentioned has been to achieve Netconf completeness (but not agreed as a formal requirement).
E: Sure we follow the requirements etc,, but we never had requirements on Stage 3. Then intention is that we will have these three proposed notifications. I have never seen requirements before that the Stage 3 should be done or not in a certain way with a certain protocol. We want to say that the three named notifications should be carried over yang-push, nothing else. So I don’t agree that we don’t follow the process. We don’t intend to standardize anything else of the functionality in the RFCs.

N: The functionality in the RFCs may be much broader than the requirements in our specs.

E: We follow the reqs for defining these notifications, and we respect the process.
H: What is the real issue for using Netconf or Yang for configuration and use the restful for notifications?

N: Either we go into a process of SA voting etc. or discuss it here in SA5. We need to get one level deeper and get some understanding there, and Nokia is willing to go there. Just pushing Yang is ignoring the ecosystem we have. We don’t want to kill Yang, we are just concerned about our eco system and we want our solutions to interoperate. If there is a problem that needs to be solved, we are also willing to work on that.
C: I can answer the technical question from H on the exploder.
E: If Nokia wants to reach out the hand to discuss details, would it also mean that it may be possible to accept yang notifications if you find that it is useful, or just modify OpenAPI notifications to be on the same level as Netconf? If we find out that there are no benefits, then we would be prepared to accept that.

N: We are prepared to talk about this, but we cannot start discussions if there are any assumptions on what is acceptable or not from the start.

E: I never said that we don’t want to negotiate and that the outcome should be given beforehand. We don’t have any problem with continuing the discussions, but we want to have an open mind in the discussions. We can discuss and accept solutions different from what we have proposed. So, we are prepared to continue the discussions, as long as there are no boundaries on what we can conclude.
H: It seems we can continue the discussion focusing on the technical aspects. I see 3 aspects: The requirements behind the new request, then if existing solution with Netconf and restful notifications cannot be used. If we should adopt parallel solution sets, should we describe which SS should be used for different scenarios. Maybe we need to set a date for the completion of these discussions. Maybe one or two more SA5 meetings.

SA5 level tdocs which are related to OAM: (2)
	2
	Approval of the agenda 

	3
	IPR and legal declaration 

	4
	Meetings and activities reports

	4.1
	Last SA5 meeting report 

	4.2
	Last SA meeting report

	4.3
	Inter-organizational reports 


	S5-203000
	Agenda
Conclusion: Approved
	WG Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203001
	Report from last SA5 meeting
Conclusion: Approved
	MCC
	Mirko Cano Soveri


	5
	Cross-SWG issues  (9)

	5.1
	Administrative issues at SA5 level

(incl.  Rel-16 Automatic upgrade)


	S5-203002
	SA5#131e e-meeting process
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203003
	Post SA5#130e Email approval status
	WG Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203021
	Rel-17 time plan proposal for OAM
Conclusion: Noted
	SA5 Vice chair (Huawei)
	Lan Zou

	S5-203270
	Revision of SA5 ToR
25 May: First set of comments and more CH text added.

26-27 May: Discussion continues. Rev1 (d1) uploaded.
Conf. call 27 May:
E: All comments in the thread are not captured yet, as  I have some questions on that. We also have an updated proposal from Samsung. CMCC have also sent some more comments, which I had some questions on. Huawei also sent some comments (related to Intent) which I am waiting their response on, whether my understanding is correct.
H: The ToR is not a specification, but more to advertise the work of SA5. So, I like to include features which are important for SA5. As an example, automation may also be good to mention in one of the bullets.
E: Automation is placed in the header, meaning that it applies to everything we do. I am also trying to avoid duplication. Re: Policy mgmt and intent mgmt etc., this may be contentious, e.g. if we include one but not the other, it seems a bit strange. The list under Services and functions is only examples.

H: The features which are important to SA5 and having relations with other groups would be good to include, e.g for policy management which SA2 may also be working on, they may believe that they are the only group working on that.
NEC: Thanks to the authors working on this. However there seems to be competition between companies to include what is important for them. Literally the ToR should be one page, it is not a list of work items and it should be very stable.

C: Automation and autonomous networks is very important, to advertise that SA5 is working on this. I prefer to add “autonomous networks” to the bullet list.
E: It is a bit difficult to include sth that is not defined yet in our specs, even if I agree it is very important.

DT: I would rename the first bullet to Management architecture framework. Further, I would write explicitly the area “Interfaces” or APIs. Then I also miss the relation to future stuff, ie AI, automation, …

E: I support what NEC said, and we should think about what is important for SA5, not necessarily 3GPP in general. Otherwise we can get an endless discussion. Maybe we should have another paragraph for the relation to other SDO within AI, automation etc.
MCC: Recommend keeping it short, e.g. comparing with SA2 and RAN2 today are very short. I disagree that it should be advertising SA5 work. 

N: Fully support the comment from Hassan. I don’t want to see a shopping list, specifically in the topic of automation. So, if you add automation in one bullet, it doesn’t appear as if it applies to everything we do (which is a fact). The list is just an example list. I am also concerned with adding intent mgmt and policy driven mgmt, because we have nothing for that today, and we would not need to standardize anything. So, the ToR should be as short as possible, with no “shopping list”.

H: Also echo what NEC said. The main message should be that we are working on “FCAPS” and “automation of FCAPS”. But topics with relation to other groups are important to show as well. So maybe we could have two parts – one is more traditional what we have done so far, and one for the automation.
N: Disagree with Huawei. The current proposal is on different levels than the FCAPS, it contains services etc., so a detailed list is very unproductive. Whoever reads it will then focus on the detailed example list and not see the
important and mandatory first high-level bullets.
STOP.

27 May: More comments and proposals after the call.

27 May: Rev2 uploaded.

28 May: More comments and update proposals.

29 May: Rev3 uploaded

1 June: More comments and questions.

2 June: More comments + proposal to go for email approval
Conclusion: Email approval with Tdoc# S5-203367

	Ericsson, Nokia, Huawei
	Robert Petersen


	5.2
	Technical issues at SA5 level 


No tdocs submitted for this meeting.
	5.3
	Liaison statements at SA5 level  (5)


SA5 level LS GROUP#1 (S5-203033/S5-203035/S5-203050): eCall over NR
Coordinator: Nokia (Maryse Gardella)
	S5-203033
	Reply LS ccSA5 on support for eCall over NR
Conclusion: Noted
	S2-2003308
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203035
	Resubmitted Reply LS to SA5 on support for eCall over NR
Conclusion: Replied in S5-203369
	SP-200287
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203050
	Reply LS to SA to Reply LS on support for eCall over NR
25 May: First set of comments

1 June: More comments

2 June: More comments + proposal from chair to take it for email approval
Conclusion: Email approval with Tdoc# S5-203369

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Maryse Gardella


SA5 level LS GROUP#2 (S5-203024/S5-203243): GSMA LS
Coordinator: China Mobile (Xiaonan Shi)
	S5-203024
	LS reply to SA5 on GST attributes and on NG.116 publication and future co-operation.
Conclusion: Replied in S5-203370

	GSMA
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203243
	LS to 5GJA on SA5 Rel-17 work in SLA
(reallocate 6.1-> 5.3)
2 June: Proposal from chair to take it for email approval
Conclusion: Email approval with Tdoc# S5-203370
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaonan Shi


Start of OAM tdocs:
	6
	OAM&P 
	
	


	6.1
	OAM&P Plenary
	
	Included
Total 15 tdocs/ 14 email threads (1 group+ 13 tdocs)
	


OAM email thread TITLE list (14)
	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, GROUP#1 (S5-203308/S5-203309) GSMA LS for slice coordination

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203004 OAM&P SWG action list

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203005 SA5#131e_agenda_with_Tdocs_sequence_proposal_OAM

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203006 SA5#131e OAM Exec Report

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203007 SA5#131e OAM Chair notes and conclusions

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203025 LS to SA5 on NGMN Continuous Delivery in Telecommunication Network Environments

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203026 Ls reply to SA5 on Energy Efficiency for 5G

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203028 Ls reply to S5-197831

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203029 LS reply to S5-202300

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203034 Reply LS ccSA5 on QoS Monitoring for URLLC

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203036 LS to SA5 on O-RAN – 3GPP Cooperation on Management Services

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203210 Rel-16 OAM Stage2 and Stage3 Mapping Status

	[SA5#131e], 6.1-OAM, S5-203211 Overview of the 5G specification structure


OAM GROUP #1 (S5-203308/S5-203309) GSMA LS for slice coordination (2)

	S5-203308
	LS from GSMA NEST ccSA5 for mapping with slices of different domains via Cross-domain OAM coordination
Conclusion: Noted
	GSMA NEST
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203309
	LS from GSMA NEST to SA5 for mapping with slices of different domains via Cross-domain OAM coordination
Conf. call 26 May:

KDDI: We propose a reply LS to GSMA LS in tdoc 3309, and already f257sent an email to the exploder with a draft proposal.

N: Nokia already has some contributions to this meeting (3253, 3254) which may be relevant to this reply. We would like to participate in this reply LS, and send it to both GSMA, ZSM and IETF.

E: In which Tdoc is the reply? And we should not send this reply LS until we know the outcome of 3253, 3254. Then it needs to be email approval after the meeting.

Chair: The number will be given after we agree to go ahead with email approval of this reply LS, and yes it needs to be finalised after the meeting if the Nokia contribution(s) shall be included.

VC: Nokia already allocated two numbers for reply LS on this subject to ZSM and IETF.

Proposal - agreed: Use the first number (261) for a reply to GSMA and ZSM, potentially also IETF, and the other number 262 for reply to IETF if separate LS is needed.

Agreement: Treat the LSs together with the contributions in agenda 6.4.5 (see “Chair_notes_Zoulan” for continued discussion).
Conclusion: Replied in S5-203261

	GSMA NEST
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-203308/3309: no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Tue 26 May Conf call (see notes above).
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (13)

	S5-203004
	OAM&P SWG action list
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri


	S5-203005
	SA5#131e_agenda_with_Tdocs_sequence_proposal_OAM
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Vice Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri


	S5-203006
	SA5#131e OAM Exec Report
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Vice Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri


	S5-203007
	SA5#131e OAM Chair notes and conclusions
Conclusion: Noted
	WG Chair
	Mirko Cano Soveri


	S5-203025
	LS to SA5 on NGMN Continuous Delivery in Telecommunication Network Environments
(reallocate 5.3-> 6.1)
Conclusion: Noted
	NGMN
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-203025: no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Tue 26 May Conf call.
	S5-203026
	Ls reply to SA5 on Energy Efficiency for 5G
Conclusion: Noted

	ETSI TC EE
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-203026: no related reply LS submitted, only for information to SA5. Suggest to note S5-203026.
	S5-203028
	Ls reply to S5-197831
26 May: Reply LS in S5-203314 proposed (see notes below)
Conclusion: Replied in S5-203314
	ONAP
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-203028: Reply LS in S5-203314 proposed at conf. call 26 May (see notes below) .
	S5-203314

(new)
	Reply LS to ONAP LS reply to S5-197831
29 May: Started (with d1)

30 May: First set of comments

1 June: d2 uploaded + more comments 

1 June: Comments accepted – d3 uploaded
2 June: More comments + email approval proposed

Conclusion: Email approval (with Tdoc# S5-203314)

	Ericsson
	


	S5-203029
	LS reply to S5-202300
26 May: Reply LS in S5-203313 proposed (see notes below)
Conclusion: Replied in S5-203313
	ONAP
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-203029: Reply LS in S5-203313 proposed at conf. call 26 May (see notes below) .
	S5-203313

(late)
	LS reply to S5-203029

27 May: Started (as draft_25-203313)

Conclusion: Approved
	Ericsson
	


Conf. call 26 May:

E: We propose a CR and related reply LS to ONAP to their LS in S5-203029, and already started a discussion thread.

N: We should be careful to point out exactly what information we are referring to in the CR, as there is more information on the referred page (related to VNF requirements).

E: Agree.

Chair: Agreed to go ahead with the thread to approve the LS reply and related CR.

E: There is also another LS from ONAP in S5-203028 which we propose a reply to.

N: Disagree to send a negative reply that we cannot deliver anything in June, because we cannot decide now if it will be impossible to publish anything from FORGE

E: Disagree with Nokia, as the June plenary is at the end of June

Amdocs: Since the ONAP release will be delayed a couple of weeks, it may be ok to receive it in July.

H: Let’s decide now if we can agree to send a reply LS, and separate the short term process from the long term.

O: Is there a long term process really?

Chair: Yes, organized by MCC to agree on the process among all SA and CT WGs.

Chair: Agreed to start drafting a reply LS with a positive message to ONAP. 

	S5-203034
	Reply LS ccSA5 on QoS Monitoring for URLLC
Conclusion: Postponed
	S2-2003468
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-203034: no related reply LS submitted, SA5 in cc. Suggest to note S5-203034. 
	S5-203036
	LS to SA5 on O-RAN – 3GPP Cooperation on Management Services
(reallocate 5.3-> 6.1)
Conclusion: Postponed
	O-RAN
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-203036: no related reply LS submitted, need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Tue 26 May Conf call.
	S5-203166
	LS to CT4 on MDT specific configuration parameters in NR
(reallocate 5.3-> 6.1)
Conclusion: Approved

	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani


	S5-203210
	Rel-16 OAM Stage2 and Stage3 Mapping Status
Conclusion:  Noted
	Huawei Technologies (Korea)
	Lan Zou


	S5-203211
	Overview of the 5G specification structure
Conclusion:  Noted
	HiSilicon Technologies Co. Ltd
	Lan Zou


	6.2
	New OAM&P Work Item proposals
	
	Included
Total 8 tdocs/ 7 email threads (1 group+6 tdocs)
	


New WID email thread TITLE list (7)
	[SA5#131e], 6.2-new WID, GROUP#1 (S5-203096/S5-203140): Network slicing capability model

	[SA5#131e], 6.2-new WID, S5-203052 New WID Enhancements of 5G performance measurements and KPIs

	[SA5#131e], 6.2-new WID, S5-203141 new WID for management enhancement for eTenant for release 17

	[SA5#131e], 6.2-new WID, S5-203220 New WID on autonomous network levels

	[SA5#131e], 6.2-new WID, S5-203245 New WID on Enhancement of Handover Optimization

	[SA5#131e], 6.2-new WID, S5-203269 New WID on Management data collection control and discovery

	[SA5#131e], 6.2-new WID, S5-203146 Revised WID on Discovery of management services in 5G


New WID GROUP#1 (S5-203096/S5-203140): Network slicing capability model (2)

	S5-203096
	 New WID on Network slicing capability model 
25 May Conf call:
S: 531 doesn’t have capability model, only have subnet capability model.

N: can be implemented as adding new attributes to NRM. 

E: need to provide clear problem statement.

26-28 May: Discussion continues

28 May: Ericsson objects (so far) + Rev1 uploaded (not mentioned in the thread)
29 May: Discussion continues

1 June: More comments (Ericsson objects)

2 June: Rev3 uploaded - Proposal from author to make it a Study item (no more objection)

Conclusion: revise to final Tdoc# S5-203323. 

	Huawei Technologies France
	XIAOCHENG XING

	S5-203323
	New WID on Network slicing capability model
Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)
	Huawei Technologies France
	XIAOCHENG XING

	S5-203140
	Discussion on network slice capability model
25 May Conf call:
I: ongoing discussion to convert serviceprofile/sliceprofile into IOC. Why need new capability? relation with serviceprofile/sliceprofile?

HW: serviceproifle/sliceprofile is requirement from consumer aspect. Capability is from producer perspective.

S: when we create the serviceprofile/sliceprofile MOI, we got the capabilities.

HW: need additional parameters for capabilities.

N: question on the need of capability model. Too early to introduce the capability model.

N: support Samsung comments. Why capability is modelled separately from the existing NRM? 

E: need more clarification.

26 May: Discussion continues

28 May: Rev1 uploaded + more comments

31 May: Rev2 uploaded

1 June: More comments (Ericsson objects)

Conclusion: Noted


	Huawei Technologies France
	XIAOCHENG XING


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (6)
	S5-203052
	New WID Enhancements of 5G performance measurements and KPIs
25 May Conf call: 

E: the scope is too broad. 

N: how to maintain the CR change to measurements? How to differentiate SON relate PM and non-SON related PM?

S: this WID is continuation of PM discussion in 28.552.

N: need to figure out how to sell the PM in SA5 externally. Only adding new measurements to specification may not help.

E: need to have justification what we need for the measurements.

N: It's procedural question on how SA5 maintains its specifications - whether we need new work items for maintenance of every spec?
DT: PM&KPI are important topic, need work for extension. Whether with new WI is open. 

N: 28. 552/554 needs to be promoted and keep consistent. Support for such kind of work. 

STOP.

25 May: Rev1 uploaded. (r1)
26 May: Discussion continues

28 May: 

· More comments, Ericsson request reduced scope

· Rev2 uploaded with restricted scope focused on only the listed features/functions
29 May: Discussion continues + rev3 uploaded
1 June: More comments + rev4 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev4 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203324

	Intel, China Telecom, CMCC, Samsung
	Yizhi Yao


	S5-203141
	new WID for management enhancement for eTenant for release 17
25 May Conf call:
E: There are different groups working on tenant interfaces. Is it already be supported by other groups? How it affect network management?

N: the objective are not normative description. Is it a study or work item? Need to clarify the objective and the time scale of this work. 

Why 531 ,533, 552 and 554 are related while objective doesn’t mention about those modification ? 

MCC: study item can’t modify TS.

HW: it’s work item proposal. The scope is to discuss solution in R17.

N: Need clarification on the scope. Disconnect between scope and objective.

26 May: Discussion continues

26 May: Ericsson objects (so far)

28 May: Rev1 uploaded

29 May: Discussion continues. MCC and other comments.
1 June: rev2+rev3 uploaded.

2 June: More comments (offline) + rev4 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev4 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203325

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-203220
	New WID on autonomous network levels
25 May Conf call:
E: autonomous network is important, but how levels benefit for SA5 specification. How it create any help for vendors or operators? 

CMCC: using SON as example. The autonomous network needs to be achieved step by step. Need to align the same concept between different vendors and operators. 

E: need to clarify what to do in SA5. Clarification on what is architecture enhancement. Not supportive with current scope. 

CMCC: SA5 is the good group to work on the overall aspects on the autonomous network, can coordinate autonomous features in RAN and Core groups. For example, ANR maybe level 2 now and operator like to achieve higher levels. SA2 NWDAF and SA5 MDAS are introduced, which may be helpful to achieve higher levels. 

N: SA5 may not be the right group for autonomous network levels. What SA5 specified levels with ONAP?  ZSM, ENI? 

DT: SA5 is not right place. Autonomous network and service levels? Why not including design phase? SA5 doesn’t include end to end aspects. 

HW: autonomous network is important. SA5 has many work related to autonomous network, but the global picture is missing. With level, it’s helpful to check the relation with the levels. Help group to figure out which feature to be enhanced.

N: need more understanding the levels. Do you want to tick each SA5 features with certain levels? How detail we need to do?

E: second bullet in objective, need clarification on phases, phases are not defined. The phases are overlapping with each other. 

E: would like to continue the study. Need work on the recommendation and conclusion. 

I: autonomous network is important topic. Clarification on what will be the solution for the ANL. How ANL is supported by SA5 features. Only concept and requirements are not enough. Need concrete solutions. 

STOP.

26-28 May: Discussion continues

28 May: Ericsson objects (so far)

29 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded
2 June: More comments (but objection withdrawn)

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203326

	China Mobile, Huawei, China Telecom, CATT
	Xi Cao


	S5-203245
	New WID on Enhancement of Handover Optimization 
25 May Conf call:
I: first sentence in justification. Need add reference to RAN3.

S: Need clarification on what SA5 can do with CHO and DAPS. Why not include it in eSON WI in Rel-17?

E: the R17 eSON doesn’t include MRO so far.  

N: what plan to do with management services? Procedures of consumer/producer. Output of the WI?

E: no need new management services. 

I: this WI depends on the R16 SON conclusion. 

S: leadership needs to decide 
CMCC: question on whether a dedicate WI is needed. Whether start from study item and then include the work in existing work item.

N: do not like to block the new WI by R16 SON WI.

O: where to capture “specify the use cases, requirements” in the output TS?

E: eNRM WI has limited scope, which other WI could follow the similar approach. 

STOP

Question for leaders recommendation: procedure issue on whether a dedicate WI or a generic WI for the TS maintenance is recommended?

29 May: More comments

30 May: Rev1 uploaded

Closing plenary discussion: 
E: One more supporting company (NEC) has been announced. One more needed.

I: Have a question: This work item is proposing to write a CR against 28.313, but it is not approved yet.

E: The CRs will only be produced when the TS is approved.

N: We see procedural problems with this WID even if we like it. Assuming we agree to this, what are you going to do and when? How can we progress this when the SON WI is not completed and we are not sure when it will be completed.

E: Other TSs than 28.313 are targeted as well, and it is a quite new topic so I believe we can start bringing contributions e.g. discussion papers before 28.313 is approved.

Conclusion: For email approval in S5-203362
	Ericsson France S.A.S
	Per Elmdahl


	S5-203269
	New WID on Management data collection control and discovery
Conf. call 26 May:

NEC: We already had these kind of functionalities

N: It is not discovery of everything, it should be read as discovery of management data collection control. 

E.g. if some data analytics service is interested in some management data, it needs to know where to find it.

Maybe we should even use some other word for discovery here.

H: The proposal looks similar to MnS profile. Similar as FM/PM service control.

N: Sure the starting point is FM, PM data etc. But how to feed the assurance functions etc, with the data, that is the question. 

But it is not intended to replace the Discover work item.

E: We object to having a work item with a study phase inside. We strongly believe a pure study is needed first, and with some clarifications Ericsson could support that.

N: We want to avoid a lot of individual CRs which may cause uncoordinated changes. We need a common understanding of all the needed CRs before we implement any of them, therefore we want to have a WID.

D: In the objective, what are the management data and data sources, and on what levels are they located?

N: No difference is intended between management data and data sources.

H: You are not intending to create a new mechanism for FM/PM control, are you?

N: No.

H: Do you want to merge all existing control IOCs?

N: No, didn’t intend to do that.

I: Still didn’t understand the real issue that this WID is trying to solve.

N: A concrete example has already been explained, with performance threshold crossings.

S: What is this management data?

NEC: I sympathize with what Ericsson stated. But the objectives seem more relevant for a study, and 

you need some more objectives for the normative phase. I think we need a study first.

N: I can be ok with a short study, if the majority feels that is needed.

MCC/Chair: On the WID statement “The normative phase shall be precded by a study phase” – 

A Study phase inside a normative work item is not allowed, but in a normative WID the work can of course produce many CRs over several meetings,

Then they can be done as one or more Draft CRs and approved together at the end.

N: Probably it’s the best to start with a short study.

STOP.

26-27 May: More comments in the email thread.

29 May: Discussion continues

30 May: Rev1 uploaded

2 June: More comments + rev2 uploaded + more supporting companies added + rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev3 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203327

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski


	S5-203146
	Revised WID on Discovery of management services in 5G
(reallocate 6.4.5->6.2)
27 May: First set of comments

Conf. call 27 May:
NEC: What have we achieved so far, and what is the plan going forward?
H: We propose the MnS profile Stage 2 and Stage 3 (3143), in contributions to this meeting. We propose to postpone this WI to Rel-17.

NEC: Assuming we agree these contributions, do you think we will reach the objective in this revised WID?

S: Agree with NEC. The remaining objectives in  the WID are not covered either. E.g. we don’t know what is MnS data and MnS query. So either we need to postpone this WI to Rel.17, or otherwise explain (if there is no need for it) how to achieve the objective with existing solutions.

N: Does the WG want to have a working implementable solution for discovery of MnS in 5G? What is the time frame for 3GPP releases where this is necessary? We believe Rel-16 is the needed target date for a solution. 

E: The situation is different for different Solution Sets, e.g. Yang already has a discovery solution.
STOP.

27 May: More comments. Samsung suggests to continue working on this WI in Rel-17.
Conclusion: Noted (due to several objections and no revision)

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	6.3
	OAM&P Maintenance and Rel-16 small Enhancements 
	
	Total 40 tdocs/  16 email threads (9 groups+ 7 tdocs)


MAINT email thread TITLE list (15):

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#1 (S5-203022/S5-203023) MDT Measurement

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#2 (S5-203169/S5-203170/S5-203171/S5-203172/S5-203173/S5-203174/S5-203175/S5-203176/S5-203177) 32.422 Editorial (9)

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#3 (S5-203179/ S5-203180/ S5-203181) MnS component description

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#4 (S5-203182/S5-203183) PM XML file

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#5  (S5-203154/S5-203155/S5-203156/ S5-203157/S5-203304) Slice provisioning procedures

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#6 (S5-203194/S5-203195) 28.541 Editorial

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#7 (S5-203197/S5-203198/S5-203252/S5-203263/S5-203264): Fault Supervision MnS update

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#8 (S5-203031/S5-203193): removal of Management Based MDT Allowed IE

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, GROUP#9 (S5-203310/S5-203311/S5-203312): URI

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-203152 Add MDT additional configuration information for MDT reporting in NR

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-203184 Rel-15 CR TS 28.545 Update Clause 8 Virtualized resource alarm correlation

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-203214 Add 5G specification information

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-203258 Cleanup network slice instance

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-203265 Rel-16 CR 28.532 Remove voided notes from the ProvMnS

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-203267 Rel-16 CR 28.532 Applicability of Solution Sets

	[SA5#131e], 6.3-MAINT, S5-203285 Rel-16 CR 28.550 Convert performance measurement job control service API to YAML


MAINT GROUP#1 (S5-203022/S5-203023) MDT Measurement  (2)

Coordinator: China Telecom (Xiumin Chen)

	S5-203022
	Rel-16 CR TS 32.422 Adding SINR measurement in M1 for Immediate MDT
26 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203391
	China Telecommunications, Huawei
	Xiumin Chen
	Rel-16
	32.422
	16.1.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-203023
	Rel-16 CR TS 32.423 Adding SINR measurement in M1 for Immediate MDT 
26 May: first set of comments received.

27 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203392

	China Telecommunications, Huawei
	Xiumin Chen
	Rel-16
	32.423
	16.0.0
	TEI16
	F


MAINT GROUP#2 (S5-203169/S5-203170/S5-203171/S5-203172/S5-203173/S5-203174/S5-203175/S5-203176/S5-203177) 32.422 Editorial (9)

Coordinator: Huawei (Xiaoqian JIA)
	S5-203169
	Rel-8 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203393
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-8
	32.422
	8.9.0
	TEI8
	A

	S5-203170
	Rel-9 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203394
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-9
	32.422
	9.6.0
	TEI9
	F

	S5-203171
	Rel-10 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203395
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-10
	32.422
	10.13.0
	TEI10
	F

	S5-203172
	Rel-11 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203396
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-11
	32.422
	11.12.0
	TEI11
	F

	S5-203173
	Rel-12 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203397
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-12
	32.422
	12.4.0
	TEI12
	A

	S5-203174
	Rel-13 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203398
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-13
	32.422
	13.0.0
	TEI13
	A

	S5-203175
	Rel-14 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203399
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-14
	32.422
	14.0.0
	TEI14
	A

	S5-203176
	Rel-15 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203400
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-15
	32.422
	15.3.0
	TEI15
	A

	S5-203177
	Rel-16 CR TS 32.422 clean up of the editor notes
28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203401
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA
	Rel-16
	32.422
	16.1.0
	TEI16
	F


25 May: first set of comments received for S5-203169, S5-203170, S5-203171.
26 May: MCC suggest :

169 cat-F TEI8, 170,171, 172 cat A TEI8   are you sure that these editors’ notes don’t appear after release 11?

173 cat F TEI12 cat-F .  174,175,176,177 Cat A TEI12
MAINT GROUP#3 (S5-203179/ S5-203180/ S5-203181) MnS component description (3)

Coordinator: Huawei (Ruiyue Xu)
	S5-203179
	Rel-15 CR TS 28.550 Add description for MnS components used for configurable performance control
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203402
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.,Intel
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-15
	28.550
	15.4.0
	NETSLICE-ADPM5G
	F

	S5-203180
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.550 Add description for MnS components used for configurable performance control
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203403
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.,Intel
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.550
	16.4.0
	NETSLICE-ADPM5G
	A

	S5-203181
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.545 Add description for MnS components used for configurable FM contro
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203404

	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.545
	15.1.0
	eNRM
	B


MAINT GROUP#4 (S5-203182/S5-203183) PM XML file (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Ruiyue Xu)
	S5-203182
	Rel-15 CR TS 28.532 Move XML file format definition from stage2 to stage3
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST.

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-15
	28.532
	15.5.0
	NETSLICE
	F

	S5-203183
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.532 Move XML file format definition from stage2 to stage3
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.3.0
	NETSLICE
	A


MAINT GROUP#5 (S5-203154/S5-203155/S5-203156/ S5-203157/S5-203304) Slice provisioning procedures (5)

Coordinator: Huawei (Kai Zhang)
	S5-203154
	Rel-15 CR 28.531 Correction on AllocateNsi procedure
25 May: first set of comments received.

S not support

2 Jun: no revision to address the comments.

S: No revisions were uploaded, probably because the discussion on the exploder did not conclude. Samsung have sympathy about the changes made in this set of contributions. However, we need more time here
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang
	Rel-15
	28.531
	15.5.0
	TEI15
	F

	S5-203155
	Rel-16 CR 28.531 Correction on AllocateNsi procedure
25 May: first set of comments received.

S not support

2 Jun: no revision to address the comments.

S: No revisions were uploaded, probably because the discussion on the exploder did not conclude. Samsung have sympathy about the changes made in this set of contributions. However, we need more time here
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang
	Rel-16
	28.531
	16.5.0
	TEI16
	A

	S5-203156
	Rel-15 CR 28.531 Correction on DeallocateNsi procedure
25 May: first set of comments received.

S not support

2 Jun: no revision to address the comments.
S: No revisions were uploaded, probably because the discussion on the exploder did not conclude. Samsung have sympathy about the changes made in this set of contributions. However, we need more time here
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang
	Rel-15
	28.531
	15.5.0
	TEI15
	F

	S5-203157
	Rel-16 CR 28.531 Correction on DeallocateNsi procedure
25 May: first set of comments received.

S not support

2 Jun: no revision to address the comments.
S: No revisions were uploaded, probably because the discussion on the exploder did not conclude. Samsung have sympathy about the changes made in this set of contributions. However, we need more time here
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang
	Rel-16
	28.531
	16.5.0
	TEI16
	A

	S5-203304
	Rel-16 CR 28.531 Correction of provisioning services and procedures
25 May: first set of comments received.

3 Jun: objections received.

Conclusion: Noted. 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Orange
	Anatoly Andrianov
	Rel-16
	28.531
	16.5.0
	NETSLICE-PRO_NS, TEI16
	F


MAINT GROUP#6 (S5-203194/S5-203195) 28.541 Editorial (2)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Zhulia Ayani)
	S5-203194
	Correction of references
25 May: first set of comments received.

Rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203405 
	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani
	Rel-15
	28.541
	15.5.0
	TEI15
	F

	S5-203195
	Correction of references
25 May: first set of comments received.

Rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203406
	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani
	Rel-16
	28.541
	16.4.1
	TEI15
	A


MAINT GROUP#7 (S5-203197/S5-203198/S5-203252/S5-203263/S5-203264): Fault Supervision MnS update (5)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-203197
	Correct and align notifyNewSecurityAlarm
25 May: first set of comments received. Object from Nokia. 

Conclusion:Noted
	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani
	Rel-15
	28.532
	15.5.0
	TEI15
	F

	S5-203198
	Correct and align notifyNewSecurityAlarm
25 May: first set of comments received.

Conflict modification with 3264. 

Object from Nokia.

Conclusion: Noted
	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.3.0
	TEI15
	A

	S5-203252
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Update Fault Supervision MnS (stage 2)
25 May: first set of comments received.

Rev1 uploaded.

26 May: Rev2 uploaded 

2 Jun. rev4 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev4 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203407
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.3.0
	TEI16, REST_SS
	F

	S5-203263
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Update Fault Supervision MnS (REST SS)
25 May: first set of comments received.

Rev1 uploaded.

26 May: Rev2 uploaded 

28 May: Rev3 uploaded

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203408
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.3.0
	TEI16, REST_SS
	F

	S5-203264
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Update Fault Supervision MnS (OpenAPI definitions)
25 May: Conflict modification with 3198. 

Rev1 uploaded.

26 May: Rev2 uploaded 

28 May: Rev3 uploaded

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203409
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.3.0
	TEI16, REST_SS
	F


MAINT GROUP#8 (S5-203031/S5-203193): removal of Management Based MDT Allowed IE (2)

	S5-203031
	Resubmitted Ls to SA5 on removal of Management Based MDT Allowed IE for NR
(reallocate 6.1-> 6.3)
Conclusion: reply in S5-203410
	R3-201437
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203193
	Reply LS to LS on removal of Management Based MDT Allowed IE for NR
28 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203410
	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani


MAINT GROUP#9 (S5-203310/S5-203311/S5-203312): URI (3)
	S5-203310
(late)
	Rel-15 CR TS 32.158 Add the missing definition for LDN-first-part
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST
Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Huawei,Nokia
	Ruiyue Xu

	S5-203311
(late)
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.532 Update URI for performance data file reporting service
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu

	S5-203312
(late)
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.532 Update URI for generic fault supervision management service
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST

Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Huawei
	Ruiyue Xu


Leaders recommendation for S5-203310 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
Leaders recommendation for S5-203311 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
Leaders recommendation for S5-203312 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
MAINT GROUP#10 (S5-203258/S5-203388) cleanup network slice (2)
	S5-203258
	Cleanup network slice instance
1 Jun: rev1 uploaded. 

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203411
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.530
	16.1.0
	TEI16
	F

	S5-203388

(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.530 Clarification on network slice related identifiers

30 May: this new tdoc is replacement of S5-202366 (from agreed CR in SA5#130e)
1 Jun: d1 uploaded.

Conclusion: d1 agreed-revise to final Tdoc# S5-203388
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Intel, Huawei
	Jing Ping
	Rel-16
	28.530
	16.1.0
	TEI16
	F


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (7)
	S5-203152
	Add MDT additional configuration information for MDT reporting in NR
29 May: first set of comments received and clarified.

Conclusion: agreed with no further comments.
	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani
	Rel-16
	32.422
	16.1.0
	5GMDT
	B


	S5-203184
	Rel-15 CR TS 28.545 Update Clause 8 Virtualized resource alarm correlation
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203412
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.
	Ruiyue Xu
	Rel-15
	28.545
	15.1.0
	NETSLICE-FS5G
	F


	S5-203214
	Add 5G specification information
25 May: first set of comments received.

2 Jun: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203413
	Huawei Technologies (Korea)
	Lan Zou
	Rel-15
	32.103
	15.0.0
	TEI15
	F


	S5-203265 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Remove voided notes from the ProvMnS
27 May: MCC objects to this CR since it is against the 3GPP drafting rules. All removed NOTES should be voided. If the initial intention was to have a temporary note, it should have been an editor’s note, not a NOTE. We cannot set a precedent on which notes can be voided and which notes can’t.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.3.0
	TEI16, REST_SS
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-203265 (late): Late tdoc with cleanup content will be treated.
	S5-203267 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Applicability of Solution Sets
27 May: E object. There is no need for an introduction to stage 3, in which you discuss the different solution sets. It is common practice for SA5 to specify multiple solutions sets to give an operator the choice which solution set they want to buy and to give the vendor the choice which allowed solution set they want to implement.
28 May: Huawei support

Orange support

29 May: rev2 uploaded.

E object, the 28.532 does not have any use cases or requirements other than reference to other specifications, therefore to have a description about applicability is in this case an arbitrary and unexpected statement. A specification should not have to clarify what can clearly be read from the table of contents and if parts are missing companies can contribute those missing parts.
Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	Rel-16
	28.532
	16.3.0
	TEI16, REST_SS, ONAP3GPP
	F


Leaders recommendation for S5-203267 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated. 
	S5-203285
	Rel-16 CR 28.550 Convert performance measurement job control service API to YAML
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST
Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao
	Rel-16
	28.550
	16.4.0
	NETSLICE-ADPM5G
	C


	S5-203315 (late)
	Correction of ONAP references
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST
Conclusion: draft_S5-203315 agreed- revise to final Tdoc# S5-203315 

	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani


	6.4
	Rel-16 Operations, Administration, Maintenance and Provisioning (OAM&P)
	
	Included
	

	6.4.1
	Management of QoE measurement collection 
	QOED 
	Included
Total 2 tdocs/ 1 email thread (1 group)
	760058


QOED email thread TITLE list (1)：
	[SA5#131e], 6.4.1-QOED, GROUP#1 (S5-203271/S5-203273)


QOED GROUP#1 (S5-203271/S5-203273): QMC (2)
	S5-203271
	pCR R16 28308-030 Addition of QMC operations and notifications
1 June: Offline comments + rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev1 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203328

	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen

	S5-203273
	pCR R16 28405-130 Alignment of QMC terminology
Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson
	Robert Petersen


Draft TS/TR:

	S5-203317

 (new)
	Latest draft TS 28.308 for email approval
	Ericsson
	6.4.1

	S5-203318

 (new)
	Latest draft TS 28.405 for email approval
	Ericsson
	6.4.1


	6.4.2
	Energy Efficiency of 5G
	EE_5G
	Included
Total 2 tdocs/ 2 email threads (2 tdocs)
	810023


EE email thread TITLE list (2)：
	[SA5#131e], 6.4.2-EE, S5-203160 Rel-16 CR 28.310 Update on D-SON ES solution management service

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.2-EE, S5-203161 Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add ES coverage relation in NRCellRelation


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (2)
	S5-203160
	Rel-16 CR 28.310 Update on D-SON ES solution management service
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: Discussion continues

28 May: Comments accepted, rev1 uploaded
29 May: More comments (agreeable for Orange)

Conclusion: Rev1 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203332

	Huawei
	Kai Zhang


	S5-203161
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add ES coverage relation in NRCellRelation
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: Comments accepted, rev1 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev1 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203333

	Huawei, Orange
	Kai Zhang


	S5-203358
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add ES coverage relation in NRCellRelation Stage 3
Conclusion: Email approval (with Tdoc# S5-203358)
	Huawei, Orange
	Kai Zhang


	6.4.3
	Enhancement of performance assurance for 5G networks including network slicing
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	Included
Total 24 tdocs/ 11 email threads (6 groups+5 tdocs)
	810031


5G_SLICE_ePA email thread TITLE list (11):

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, GROUP#1 (S5-203086/S5-203092): RAN1 related measurements

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, GROUP#2 (S5-203085/S5-203088): Data Volume related measurements

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, GROUP#3 (S5-203302/S5-203303): Cleanup Network Slicing instance

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, GROUP#4 (S5-203274/S5-203054/S5-203055/S5-203056/S5-203057/S5-203276/S5-203278): KPI aggregation

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, GROUP#5 (S5-203058/S5-203059): Latency related measurements

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, GROUP#6 (S5-203080/S5-203081/S5-203087/S5-203090): CN related measurements

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, S5-203017 Modification of “Distribution of Normally Released Call (5QI 1 QoS Flow) Duration” and “Distribution of Abnormally Released Call (5QI 1 QoS Flow) Duration” measurements.

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, S5-203216 Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 update the descriptions of PRB related measurements

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, S5-203060 Rel-16 CR 28.552 Add measurements on N9 interface for UPF

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, S5-203089 R16 CR TS28.552 Add Paging Measurement

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.3-5G_SLICE_ePA, S5-203091 R16 CR TS28.552 Add Number of UE and MAC data volume related SSB beam index Measurements


5G_SLICE_ePA GROUP#1 (S5-203086/S5-203092): RAN1 related measurements (2)

Coordinator: ZTE (Weihong Zhu)

	S5-203086
	R16 CR TS28.552 Add UE power headroom Measurement
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: Rev1 uploaded

2 Jun: Rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203334

	ZTE Corporation, China Mobile
	Weihong Zhu
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552

	S5-203092
	R16 CR TS28.552 Add Power utilization measurements
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: Rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev1 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203335

	ZTE Corporation, China Mobile
	Weihong Zhu
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


5G_SLICE_ePA GROUP#2 (S5-203085/S5-203088): Data Volume related measurements (2)
Coordinator: ZTE (Weihong Zhu)

	S5-203085
	R16 CR TS28.552 ADD UL Cell PDCP SDU Data Volume on Xn Interface
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: ZTE asked to withdraw this CR.

Conclusion: Noted
	ZTE Corporation, China Mobile
	Weihong Zhu
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552

	S5-203088
	R16 CR TS28.552 Modify DL Cell PDCP SDU Data Volume on Xn Interface
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: More questions (answered) 
Conclusion: agreed with no further comments received.
	ZTE Corporation, China Mobile
	Weihong Zhu
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


5G_SLICE_ePA GROUP#3 (S5-203302/S5-203303): Cleanup Network Slicing instance (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Jing Ping)

	S5-203302
	Cleanup network slice instance
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: Editorial comments from MCC

1 June: More comments + rev1 uploaded

1 June: More comments + rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203336

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552

	S5-203303
	Cleanup network slice instance
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: Editorial comments from MCC

1 June: More comments + rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev1 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203337

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.554


5G_SLICE_ePA GROUP#4 (S5-203274/S5-203054/S5-203055/S5-203056/S5-203057/S5-203276/S5-203278): KPI aggregation (7)

Coordinator: Intel (Yizhi Yao)

	S5-203274
	Discussion paper around KPI aggregation
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: More comments

28 May: More comments
Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	discussion
	Rel-16
	28.554

	S5-203054
	Add KPIs on integrated uplink delay in NG-RAN
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: More comments

28 May: More comments

29 May: Merged in 3276
Conclusion: Merged in S5-203276
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.554

	S5-203055
	Add KPIs on integrated downlink delay in NG-RAN
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: More comments

29 May: S5-203055 and S5-203278 are proposed to be merged
31 May: More comments

30 May: merged with S5-203278
Conclusion: Merged in S5-203278


	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.554

	S5-203056
	Add KPIs on e2e UL delay for network slice
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: More comments

29 May: Rev1 uploaded
30 May: More comments

1 June: Rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203338

	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.554

	S5-203057
	Add KPIs on e2e DL delay for network slice
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: More comments

29 May: Rev1 uploaded
30 May: More comments

31 May: More comments

1 June: Rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203339

	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.554

	S5-203276
	Add KPIs for UL packet delay in NG-RAN
25 May: First set of comments

29 May: Rev1 uploaded – Merge of 3276 and 3054.
31 May: More comments

1 June: Rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203340

	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.554

	S5-203278
	Correction of Integrated downlink delay in RAN KPI
25 May: First set of comments

29 May: S5-203055 and S5-203278 are proposed to be merged
30 May: Rev1 uploaded (merge of S5-203055 and S5-203278)
31 May: More comments

1 June: Rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203341

	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.554


5G_SLICE_ePA GROUP#5 (S5-203058/S5-203059): Latency related measurements (2)

Coordinator: Intel (Yizhi Yao)

	S5-203058
	Rel-16 CR 28.552 Add measurements on DL packet delay between NG-RAN and UE
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: More comments + rev1 uploaded
30 May: More comments

1 June: Rev2 uploaded + more comments

1 June: Rev3 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev3 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203342

	Intel Finland Oy
	Yizhi Yao
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552

	S5-203059
	Rel-16 CR 28.552 Add measurements on UL packet delay between NG-RAN and UE
26 May: First set of comments

30 May: More comments

1 June: Rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203343

	Intel Finland Oy
	Yizhi Yao
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


5G_SLICE_ePA GROUP#6 (S5-203080/S5-203081/S5-203087/S5-203090): CN related measurements (4)

Coordinator: China Mobile (siyao wu)

	S5-203080
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 Addition of authentication measurements for AMF
（reallocate 6.3->6.4.3）
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: Editorial comments (MCC)

29 May: More comments

1 June: Rev1 uploaded + more comments

Rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203344

	China Mobile Com. Corporation,ZTE
	siyao wu
	Rel-16
	28.552
	16.5.0
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	B

	S5-203081
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 Addition of system resource average load measurement for SMF
（reallocate 6.3->6.4.3）
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: Editorial comments (MCC)

28 May: More comments

29 May: More comments; author asked to withdraw it.
Conclusion: Noted
	China Mobile Com. Corporation,ZTE
	siyao wu
	Rel-16
	28.552
	16.5.0
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	B

	S5-203087
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 Addition of QoS flow measurements for UPF
（reallocate 6.3->6.4.3）
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: Editorial comments (MCC)

29 May: More comments

1 June: Rev1 uploaded + more comments

Rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203345

	China Mobile Com. Corporation,ZTE
	siyao wu
	Rel-16
	28.552
	16.5.0
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	B

	S5-203090
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 Addition of AM policy association update measurements for PCF
（reallocate 6.3->6.4.3）
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: Editorial comments (MCC)

29 May: More comments

1 June: Rev1 uploaded + more comments

Rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: Rev2 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203346

	China Mobile Com. Corporation,ZTE
	siyao wu
	Rel-16
	28.552
	16.5.0
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	B


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (5)
Call Duration related measurements
	S5-203017
	Modification of “Distribution of Normally Released Call (5QI 1 QoS Flow) Duration” and “Distribution of Abnormally Released Call (5QI 1 QoS Flow) Duration” measurements.
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: More comments
28 May: More comments + Author asked to note it.

Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia Solutions & Networks (I)
	Martin Kollar
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


PRB related measurement
	S5-203216
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 update the descriptions of PRB related measurements
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: More comments (from Ericsson) + rev1 uploaded  - looks ok to Ericsson

Conclusion: Rev1 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203347

	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd
	Xiaoqian JIA
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


N9 interface related measurements
	S5-203060
	Rel-16 CR 28.552 Add measurements on N9 interface for UPF
26 May: First set of comments + Rev1 uploaded
1 June: More comments + replies
Conclusion: Rev1 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203348

	Intel Finland Oy
	Yizhi Yao
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


Paging related measurements
	S5-203089
	R16 CR TS28.552 Add Paging Measurement
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: Rev1 uploaded + more comments

30 May: Rev2 uploaded

1 June: More comments + rev3 uploaded (seems ok)

Conclusion: Rev3 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203349

	ZTE Corporation, China Mobile
	Weihong Zhu
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


Beam related measurements
	S5-203091
	R16 CR TS28.552 Add Number of UE and MAC data volume related SSB beam index Measurements
26 May: First set of comments

28 May: More comments. Ericsson not supportive.

30 May: Rev1 uploaded

1 June: More comments

2 June: Rev3 uploaded.
Conclusion: Rev3 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203350

	ZTE Corporation, China Mobile
	Weihong Zhu
	CR
	Rel-16
	28.552


	6.4.4
	Discovery of management services in 5G  
	5GMSD
	Included
Total 3 tdocs/1 email thread (1 group)
	820035


5GMSD email thread TITLE list (1): 

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.4-5GMSD GROUP#1 (S5-203143/S5-203144/S5-203145) MnS producer profile


5GMSD GROUP#1 (S5-203143/S5-203144/S5-203145) MnS producer profile (3)
Coordinator: Huawei (Lei Zhu)

	S5-203143
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.533 Clarify the MnS producer profile
28 May: First set of comments.

29 May: Rev1 uploaded + more comments (Nokia objects)

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.533

	S5-203144
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.622 Clarify systemDN usage for MnS producer profile
28 May: First set of comments. Ericsson objects.

29 May: More comments (Nokia also objects)

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.622

	S5-203145
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.623 Clarify systemDN usage for MnS producer profile
28 May: First set of comments. Ericsson objects.

29 May: More comments (Nokia also objects)

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	Rel-16
	28.623


	6.4.5
	NRM enhancements 
	eNRM
	Included
Total 47 tdocs/  18 email threads (13 groups+ 5 tdocs)
	820032


eNRM email thread TITLE list (18): 

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#1 (S5-203064/S5-203065): 5GC update support 5QI monitor

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#2 (S5-203132/S5-203133/S5-203136/S5-203153/S5-203238/S5-203280/S5-203282/S5-203286): SliceProfile attribute perfReq update

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#3  (S5-203158/ S5-203159/S5-203256/S5-203257): ServiceProfile/SliceProfile Model

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#4 (S5-203253/S5-203254/S5-203255/S5-203261/S5-203262): transport support slice

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#5 (S5-203259/S5-203260): NR-RIM

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#6 (S5-203247/S5-203249): PM control NRM fragment

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#7 (S5-203242/S5-203275): FM control NRM fragment

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#8 (S5-203250/S5-203251): VsDataContainer

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#9 (S5-203236/S5-203272): Subscription and heartbeat control NRM fragment

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#10 (S5-203151/S5-203200): Analytic control NRM fragment

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#11 (S5-203283/S5-203284/S5-203281): configuredMaxTxPower

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#12 (S5-203084/S5-203199/S5-203266/S5-203134/S5-203187/S5-203387): Stage 3 32.623

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, GROUP#13 (S5-203277/S5-203279/S5-203218/): YANG

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, S5-203083 Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Add NRPhysicalCellDU NRM to support network sharing

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, S5-203185 Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Update the decription for RRMPolicy_ and resouceType

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, S5-203186 Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Update definition for attribute localAddress in EP_RP IOC

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, S5-203131 Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add CommModelList NRM

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.5-eNRM, S5-203268 Rel-16 CR 28.532 Add MnS profile


eNRM GROUP#1 (S5-203064/S5-203065): 5GC update support 5QI monitor (2)

Coordinator: Intel (Yizhi Yao)

	S5-203064
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add IOC for configurable 5QIs
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: Rev1 uploaded.

27 May: more comments received. 

27 May: Rev2 uploaded.

29 May: Rev3 uploaded.
2 Jun: Ericsson has remaining concern about the containment of the Configurable5QISet table and request that the containment also be optionally supported under Subnetwork or MF.
Conclusion: email approval With Tdoc# S5-203414
	Intel Finland Oy
	Yizhi Yao
	28.541

	S5-203065
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add IOC for 5QI to DSCP mapping
27 May: rev1 uploaded.

28 May: first set of comments received and clarified.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203415
	Intel Finland Oy
	Yizhi Yao
	28.541


eNRM GROUP#2 (S5-203132/S5-203133/S5-203136/S5-203153/S5-203238/S5-203280/S5-203282/S5-203286): SliceProfile attribute perfReq update (8)

Coordinator: China Mobile (Xiaonan Shi)

	S5-203132
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Update NRM attribute definitions
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC object 

26 May: Huawei object

30 May: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203416
	CATT
	Min Shu
	28.541

	S5-203133
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Correct NRM  definition in XML solution
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203417
	CATT
	Min Shu
	28.541

	S5-203136
	Rel 16 deleting perfReq from SliceProfile 
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC object

26 May: Huawei object

Conclusion: noted.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam
	28.541

	S5-203153
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Correction on SliceProfile
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC support. 

Conclusion: merge into final Tdoc# S5-203418(update of 3280).
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang
	28.541

	S5-203238
	Discussion on updating SliceProfile attributes
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC support solution 1

26 May: Huawei support solution 1

Conclusion: Noted.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, China Southern Power Grid
	Xiaonan Shi
	28.541

	S5-203280
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 update SliceProfile attribute solution 1
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC support solution 1

26 May: Huawei support solution 1

1 Jun: rev2 uploaded.

Huawei: like to co-sign 3280.

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203418
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, Huawei, China Southern Power Grid
	Xiaonan Shi
	28.541

	S5-203282
	R-16 CR 28.541 Update SliceProfile attributes solution 2
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC object solution 2

26 May: Huawei object solution 2

Conclusion: Noted.
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xiaonan Shi
	28.541

	S5-203286
	Update ServiceProfile to align with GST
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: CMCC object “Attributes in service profile are not only come from GST also include the requirements from SA1. So it’s inappropriate to only align with GST. Also, I don’t think it’s the right way that GSMA requires which attribute will be defined in 3GPP R17 and we follow this time line. I prefer those attributes which are not defined well we can leave a note and send LS to SA1 for further clarification.”

Huawei object “Regarding the change reason - "In the service profile a number of attributes reference only to 3GPP stage 1 or the GST. Reference to stage 1 does not provide a definition of an attribute. " -  we think "ref to GST and SA1" is correct because serviceProfile is for service level.”

28 May: MCC comments.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

2 Jun: Huawei object with the following comments:

The NOTE 1,2,3 proposed in the revision do not resolve our comments. In detail below: 

NOTE 1: This attribute is not defined outside the scope of this document, the intention of this attribute is to provide input to the dimensioning of the NetworkSlice capacity

NOTE 2: This attribute is not defined outside the scope of this document, the intention of this attribute is to represent a coverageAreaTAList 

[Huawei 0603] It is not correct, coverageArea is not coverageAreaTAList, SA5 had discussion on this.

NOTE 3: This attribute is defined in TS 22.261 [28] or TS 22.104 [5] or GST [50] and included in the ServiceProfile for information.

[Huawei 0603] NO need for such notes to be attached in the name column. We think you are still retrying to delete some GST parameters by introducing " This attribute is not defined outside the scope of this document " or " for information ". As SA5 discussed and agreed, GST v2.0 should be used as a working base for SA5 R16 work instead of some ongoing progress info as you listed in the CP.  Again, it is not operator requirements on the attributes in the service profile, it is from customer side as SLA input for operator.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk
	28.541


eNRM GROUP#3 (S5-203158/ S5-203159/S5-203256/S5-203257): ServiceProfile/SliceProfile Model (4)

Coordinator: Huawei (Kai Zhang)

	S5-203158
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Update on ServiceProfile and SliceProfile
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC support

27 May: rev1 uploaded with E as co-sign company.

27 May Conf call:

N: 

1. why inherited from TOP?

2. Containment?

HW: ok to update inherited from network.

Propose the two IOCs to contained by subnetwork.

S: reason to change ServiceProfle/SliceProfile from Datatype to IOCs.
A: two separate groups work on service management and network management.

Consumer no need to know whether network slice is existed or not.

Why need to keep separate serviceprofileID and sliceprofileID?. Put id as optional?

HW: sliceprofileid could be dedicate id like DN.

A: check 32.156, whether the relationship between networkslice and serviceprofile should show the two directions in the diagram.

STOP

28 May: rev2 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

Nokia can’t agree S5-203158 before we have same understanding of SA5 defined network slice and its relationship to SA2 defined network slice. In addition, our comments for inheritance relationship of ServiceProfile/SliceProfile (which we thought it’s wrong) was not addressed, also ServiceProfile/SliceProfile Id is redundant.
Samsung Object to 158.

The discussion about changing <<datatype>> to <<IOC>> happened as part of 256 (which were proposing other changes as well). Samsung do not agree with the justification for changing to <<IOC>> for the reasons mentioned in this thread.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei,Ericsson
	Kai Zhang
	28.541

	S5-203159
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Clarification on the relation of GST, ServiceProfile and SliceProfile
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received.

Samsung support

28 May Conf call:

NEC: what’s the role of SA5? Clarification on Relation with SA2?

N: we have sent LS to SA2. 

1st 2nd 3rd translation is SA5 work

The configuration parameters to 5GC domain may be new parameters for 5GC.
The 5GC functions take the configuration parameters as input. 

SA2 has no mechanism to get the GST values.

S: SA2 only focus on 3 things. How 5GC get configured the target? How it is enforced?

SA2 is working on how it is enforced. They are not working on the translation.

N: max number of UE, how do they know it is translated?

HW: SA5 has Rel-17 WI working on the translation, translation is in SA5 scope

E: SLA translation capturing to SLS?

N: the new diagram is from the outgoing LS.

N: capturing SLA into SLS is a format translation. 

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203427.
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang
	28.541

	S5-203256
	update slice NRM based on refined slice definitions
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC Object to 1., 4., 5., 6. Support 3.
28 May Conf call:

HW: cardinality of S-NSSAI

S: don’t agree to 3.

NEC: SA2 S-NSSAI is linked with Plmnid. How to handle In the case over multiple plmnid, 
N: with 2nd change, it can support multiple plmnid.

N: 6th change:  agree to cardinality between NetworkSliceSubnet and SliceProfile to 1:multiple.
E: 256 & 158 need merge? Need to support more than 1 S-NSSAI inside network slice

Relation between multiple NSSubnet.

HW: support 3rd change, propose to merge 3rd modification with 3158.

NEC: plmnid relation with S-NSSAI?

E: use plmninfo to capture the relation.

I: SA5 network slice IOC only have 1 S-NSSAI to align with SA2. 

1 subnet should only support 1 S-NSSAI. 
HW: a new IOC to represent SA2 network slice?

STOP.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

E: Agree with Nokia conclusion that the SA5 Network Slice Service aspects needs more discussions/understanding to reach an agreement, and therefore Ericsson objects to S5-203256rev1.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Intel
	Jing Ping
	28.541

	S5-203257
 (late)
	update slice NRM based on refined slice definitions stage 3
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
1 Jun: not available. 

Conclusion: Withdrawn
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Intel
	Jing Ping
	28.541


Leaders recommendation for S5-203257 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
eNRM GROUP#4 (S5-203253/S5-203254/S5-203255/S5-203261/S5-203262): transport support slice (5)

Coordinator: Nokia (Jing Ping)

	S5-203253
	TD proposal to add transport endpoint in NRM
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
26 May: first set of comments received.

28 May Conf call:

E: use S-NSSAI list 

HW: do not agree with remove VLAN id from localIPaddress as it is used elsewhere.

Who will configure the transport information? NSMF? And configure to who?

Op1: NSMF configure TN info to AN/CN NSSMF

Op2: AN/CN NSSMF configure the TN info and report the info to NSMF, NSMF then configure the TN domain manager

N: agree to E proposal.

N: VLAN id is not used for application level. 

N: NRM doesn’t restrict the options. 

KDDI: VLAN id should not be removed.

STOP

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203419
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	　

	S5-203254
	add transport information and slice mapping on backhaul endpoints
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
26 May: first set of comments received.

28 May: comments from MCC. 

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203420
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	28.541

	S5-203255
(late)
	add transport information and slice mapping on backhaul endpoints stage 3
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
2 Jun: not available.

Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-203255
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	28.541

	S5-203261
(late)
	Reply LS on mapping with slices of different domains via Cross-domain OAM coordination
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
26 May Conf call:  agree to use 3261 to include the reply to GSMA and ZSM, potentially IETF. 

N: why include the SBMA in the LS? We may have already sent LS for SBMA before to GSMA. Maybe no need to repeat this information.

28 May: 3261 uploaded. 

29 May: 3261d1 uploaded.

3 Jun closing: 3261d2 uploaded.

Related tdoc numbers need to be updated.

Update 132e/133 meeting schedule.

Attach the related tdocs in the zip file.

Conclusion: 3261 is revised to 3459. 
	KDDI
	Masaharu Hattori
	　

	S5-203459
	Reply LS on mapping with slices of different domains via Cross-domain OAM coordination
Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-203459.

	KDDI
	Masaharu Hattori
	

	S5-203262
(late)
	LS to IETF for transport support for E2E network slice in 3gpp
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
26 May Conf call: 3262 is used to include the specific IETF related information if needed.

1 Jun: not available. 

Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-203262
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	


Leaders recommendation for S5-203255 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
Leaders recommendation for S5-203261 (late): Late tdoc with external LS exchange will be treated.
Leaders recommendation for S5-203262 (late): Late tdoc with external LS exchange will be treated.
eNRM GROUP#5 (S5-203259/S5-203260): NR-RIM (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Jing Ping)

	S5-203259
	add RIM RS attributes stage 2
25 May: first set of comments received.

1 Jun: 3259 is dependent on another CR (S5-202370) agreed in SA5#130e, need to check how to handle. Rev1/rev2 uploaded to address the comments.

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded with merged agreed CR (S5-202370) 
2 Jun: MCC asked to discontinue 3259 and replace with new tdoc 3390 since it has a different CR number from the original CR.
Conclusion: not pursued.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, China Mobile
	Jing Ping
	28.541

	S5-203260
(late)
	add RIM RS attributes stage 3
2 Jun: not available.

Conclusion: replaced by S5-203329.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	28.541

	S5-203329
	add RIM RS attributes stage 3
After SA5 leaders’ recommendation: S5-203260 is replaced by S5-203329 which is a Revision of S5-202283 (new NRM fragment to support RIM stage 3) from SA5#130e (merge of S5-202283 and S5-203260 to resolve overlapping/conflicting CRs)”. email approval with Tdoc # S5-203329.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Jing Ping
	28.541

	S5-203390
(late)
	new NRM fragment to support RIM stage 2
2 Jun: replacement of S5-202370 (from agreed CR in SA5#130e) (CR 0283) and merge the content from S5-203259rev3.

Closing: MCC: automatic bullets need to be removed. 

Conclusion: Agreed with removing the automatic bullet change in final Tdoc# S5-203390. 
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, , China Mobile
	Jing Ping
	28.541


eNRM GROUP#6 (S5-203247/S5-203386): PM control NRM fragment (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-203247
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Update PM control fragment (stage 2)
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: Rev1 uploaded.

28 May Conf call:

E: propose to discuss in R17. How to use jobid?

N: modification in R17 may not backward compatible 

The 2 alternative PM solutions don’t get the same result. 

HW: support the combination of 2 IOCs. Better to address the topic in R16.

I: PMControl is in R15 already, the backward compatibility need also considered.  In R15. Support to align with job control operation approach. The stage3 may not be different. 

E: need more time to discuss. Need YANG SS support. 

N: O-RAN like to reuse R16 solution, support to create YANG.

Olaf will organize offline with Balazs, Yizhi, Mark, Xu rui yue, Anatoly, Deepanshu, Jan Lindblad, Michael at 13:00 CEST 29 May.2020. 

28 May: Rev2 uploaded.

30 May: rev3 uploaded

1 Jun: rev4 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev5 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev5 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203421
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.622

	S5-203249
(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Update PM control fragment (OpenAPI definitions)
Conclusion: withdrawn
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.623

	S5-203386

(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Update PM control fragment (OpenAPI definitions)
25 May: replacement of S5-203249.
26 May: Rev1 uploaded.28 May: Rev2 uploaded.

1 Jun: rev4 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev4 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203422
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.623

	S5-203458
(new)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Update PM control fragment (YANG definitions)
Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-203458
E: propose to add an action item 

131e.1 for leaders how to handle the alignment stage 2 and stage 3.
	Ericsson
	Balazs
	28.623


Leaders recommendation for S5-203386 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated..

eNRM GROUP#7 (S5-203242/S5-203275): FM control NRM fragment (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-203242
(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Add OpenAPI definitions for the FM control fragment
28 May: first set of comments received.

31 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203423
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.623

	S5-203275
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Update FM control fragment (stage 2)
26 May: first set of comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203424
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.622

	S5-203389 (late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Update FM control fragment (YANG definitions)
1 Jun: Nokia asked for email approval and Ericsson agreed.

Conclusion : Email approval with Tdoc# S5-203389
	Ericsson
	Balazs
	28.623


Leaders recommendation for S5-203242 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
eNRM GROUP#8 (S5-203250/S5-203251): VsDataContainer (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-203250
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify usage of the VsDataContainer (stage 2)
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST
Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.622

	S5-203251
(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Clarify usage of the VsDataContainer (OpenAPI definitions)
2 Jun: no comments received until 12:00 CEST
Conclusion: agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.623


Leaders recommendation for S5-203251 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated. 3251 was wrongly uploaded in 3249. 
eNRM GROUP#9 (S5-203236/S5-203272): Subscription and heartbeat control NRM fragment (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Olaf Pollakowski)
	S5-203236
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Combine class diagrams of subscription and heartbeat NRM control fragments (stage 2)
25 May: first set of comments received.

28 May: Rev2 uploaded. 

31 May: Rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203425
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.622

	S5-203272
(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Combine class diagrams of subscription and heartbeat NRM control fragments (OpenAPI definitions)
31 May: 

N: rev1 NOT NEEDED AND NOT UPLOADED (no changes in the OpenAPI definition any more), removal of the max length of DN (400 characters) is the only change that remains in S5-203272, no need to have an own CR for that, will add that change to “S5-203242rev2 Rel-16 CR 28.623 Update FM control fragment (OpenAPI definitions)”
Conclusion: merge into final Tdoc# S5-203423(update of 3242).
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.623


Leaders recommendation for S5-203272 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
eNRM GROUP#10 (S5-203151/S5-203200): Analytic control NRM fragment (2)

Coordinator: Nokia (Konstantinos Samdanis)
	S5-203151
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Add analytics control NRM fragment stage 2
27 May: first set of comments received.

S: object.

I: not support.

29 May: 

E: not support.

1 Jun: Rev1 uploaded.

2 Jun:

Samsung Object to this contribution.

We think it is premature to define such NRM fragment considering the MDAS study is in its early phase. Yes, MDAS was introduced in Rel-15 but that introduction was just a mere introduction, no detailed stage 2 requirement were neither discussed nor documented. We are trying to do the same as part of MDAS study.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Nokia Corporation
	Konstantinos Samdanis
	28.622

	S5-203200
(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Add analytics control NRM fragment stage 3
2 Jun: Rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Nokia Corporation
	Konstantinos Samdanis
	28.623


Leaders recommendation for S5-203200 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
eNRM GROUP#11 (S5-203283/S5-203284/S5-203281): configuredMaxTxPower (3)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Onnegren Jan)
	S5-203283
	Add configuredMaxTxEIRP on NRSectorCarrier
25 May: first set of comments received.

Huawei support

31 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203426
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	28.541

	S5-203284
(late)
	 Stage 3 Add configuredMaxTxEIRP on NRSectorCarrier 
28 May: Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203284
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	28.541

	S5-203281
	Clarify definition of configuredMaxTxPower in NRSectorCarrier
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
25 May: first set of comments received and clarified.

Conclusion: Agreed.
	Ericsson LM
	Onnegren Jan
	28.541


Leaders recommendation for S5-203284 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
eNRM GROUP#12 (S5-203084/S5-203199/S5-203266/S5-203134/S5-203187/S5-203387): Stage 3 32.623 (5)

Coordinator: Huawei (Ruiyue Xu)
	S5-203084
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.623 Update the definition of SNssai
(reallocate 6.3-> 6.4.5)
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	ZTE Corporation
	Weihong Zhu
	28.623

	S5-203199
	Update Nrm YANG
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	28.623

	S5-203266
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Add common data definitions (OpenAPI definitions)
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.623

	S5-203134
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.623 Correct genericNRM  definition in XML solution
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
Conclusion: No comments received. Revise to S5-203460 with affected TS No. updated.
	CATT
	Min Shu
	28.541 -> 28.623?

	S5-203460
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.623 Correct genericNRM  definition in XML solution
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
Conclusion: Agreed 
	CATT
	Min Shu
	28.623

	S5-203187
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.623 Update ManagedElement YANG module
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.623

	S5-203387 (late)
	Update NRM YANG for 28.541

Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson
	Balazs Lengyel
	28.541


eNRM GROUP#13 (S5-203277/S5-203279/S5-203218/): YANG (3)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Balazs Lengyel)
	S5-203277
	Update YANG Guidelines
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	32.160

	S5-203279
	YANG-Push Notifications
27 May: first set of comments received.

Cisco: support

N:object

O object: That’s not the information I have. ONAP, so far, has no VES Collector to receive such YANG Push notifications. Wrt.  O-RAN, Working Groups are still under discussions. Some WGs, in their work on the Management plane between NFs and the SMO (Service & Management Orchestration), are envisaging to move to the WG1 O1 interface specification, i.e. OpenAPI. My understanding is that NetConf / YANG could be used, at the end of the day, only in the M-Plane between O-DU and O-RU.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	28.532

	S5-203218
	Mapping SupportQualifier into YANG
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.

	Ericsson Hungary Ltd
	Balazs Lengyel
	　


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (5)
	S5-203083
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Add NRPhysicalCellDU NRM to support network sharing
26 May: first set of comments received.

28 May: further comments received.

HW: Seems there is no further revision and all Huawei’ comments raised before haven’t been addressed. Hence, for clarity, Huawei object S5-203083.
Ericsson: objects to this contribution.

More discussions/work is needed in the coming meeting(s) to come up with an agreeable way forward, that can be as much as possible backwards compatible, and also support NR requirement on new features (network sharing) to be configurable.
Conclusion: Noted.
	ZTE Corporation
	Weihong Zhu
	28.541


	S5-203185
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Update the decription for RRMPolicy_ and resouceType
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.

	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.,Nokia, Ericsson
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.541


	S5-203186
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Update definition for attribute localAddress in EP_RP IOC
28 May: MCC editorial comments. Clauses affected are wrong. If this is the only comment you receive, send me the CR with the clauses affected corrected, no need to revise the document.
Conclusion: Agreed with including MCC modification on the clauses affected.
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.,Ericsson
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.541


	S5-203131
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add CommModelList NRM
(reallocate 6.3->6.4.5)
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	CATT
	Min Shu
	28.541


	S5-203268
(late)
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Add MnS profile
27 May: first set of comments received.

E object

We believe discovery is part of the provisioning protocol (Netconf/YANG or REST+Additions). 

The Restful solution has chosen a more basic provisioning protocol (REST) that does not provide some needed extra services (like discovery) so it needs to create the discovery mechanism. However there is no reason to force that new discovery mechanism at great cost on to YANG/Netconf. 

Netconf will anyway have its current discovery mechanism (ietf-yang-library); it is part of nearly every YANG/Netconf toolkit already. If SA5 would force a different, second discovery mechanism that would greatly increase the Netconf implementation cost.

SA5 has for a long time worked with staged documents including stage 2, BUT not for everything. Protocols e.g.  TCP/HTTP/Netconf  that are taken from other standard bodies AFAIK do not have a stage 2. We want to follow this process by accepting that the OAM protocol Netconf includes discovery. So we propose to 

-
acknowledge that discovery is solution set specific or

-
If the Rest solution still decides to define a stage 2 for discovery, it shall state, that the same discovery functionality may also be provided by a solution set specific manner.
N: MnS discovery goes beyond just discovering the YANG modules or JSON schema definitions supported by a MnS. Nobody would be happy to get only a list of supported software modules when reaching the home page of some company or some weather service on the internet.

From this perspective some stage 2 work is needed, maybe even some stage 1 work to indentify the kind of information that a MnS should expose when being discovered. And now coming back to YANG, nobody said that the “ietf-yang-library” shall not be used in stage 3 for YANG (in the same way nobody said it shall be used), but this is only a stage 3 solution for describing the YANG modules supported by a MnS, nothing more and nothing less, hence never a complete solution for discovery. And we are not even talking about stage 3 yet.

I hope we can progress the issue over summer until SA5#132e
Conclusion: Noted.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Olaf Pollakowski
	28.532


Leaders recommendation for S5-203268 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated..
	6.4.6
	Trace Management in the context of Services Based Management Architecture
	TM_SBMA 
	Included
Total 0 tdoc
	820036


No tdocs submitted for this meeting.
	6.4.7
	Closed loop SLS Assurance
	COSLA
	Included
Total 12 tdocs/ 7 email threads (4 groups+3 tdocs )
	850026


COSLA email thread TITLE list (7): 
	[SA5#131e], 6.4.7-COSLA, GROUP#1 (S5-203246/S5-203289/S5-203292): update CSI

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.7-COSLA, GROUP#2 (S5-203287/S5-203142): 5GC assurance 

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.7-COSLA, GROUP#3 (S5-203178/S5-203204): Closed-loop assurance procedure 

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.7-COSLA, GROUP#4 (S5-203290/S5-203291): Closed-loop assurance attributes 

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.7-COSLA, S5-203165 Discussion paper on ServiceStatus representation in NRM model

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.7-COSLA, S5-203189 pCR 28.535 Add use case of SLS assurance control

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.7-COSLA, S5-203219 pCR 28.535 Update Clause 4.2 Management control loops


COSLA GROUP#1 (S5-203246/S5-203289/S5-203292): update CSI (3)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Jan Groenendijk)

	S5-203246
	pCR 28.535 Update Clause 4.2 Management control loops
2 Jun: comments from DT was not addressed before the deadline.

Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-203429 
	China Mobile, Ericsson
	Xi Cao
	28.535

	S5-203289
	TS 28.535 Remove CSI definition
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Ericsson LM, Huawei, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk
	28.535

	S5-203292
	TS 28.536 Remove CSI from clause 4.1.1
25 May: first set of comments received.

2 Jun: Rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203428
	Ericsson LM, Huawei, Deutsche Telekom
	Jan Groenendijk
	28.536


COSLA GROUP#2 (S5-203287/S5-203142): 5GC assurance (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (Lei Zhu)

	S5-203287
	TS 28.535 Generalise requirements
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC Support (with the suggested change)
2 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203430
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk
	28.535

	S5-203142
	pCR TS 28.535 Add use case for 5GC service assurance
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC Support 
E propose to align the requirement with 3287 on CON-05

27 May: rev2 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203431
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu
	28.535


COSLA GROUP#3 (S5-203178/S5-203204): Closed-loop assurance procedure (2)

Coordinator: Samsung (Deepanshu Gautam)

	S5-203178
	pCR TS 28.536 Add the procedure of closed-loop SLA assurance
25 May: first set of comments received.

Conclusion: merge into final Tdoc# S5-203432(update of 3204)
	HuaWei Technologies Co., Ltd
	Xiaoqian JIA
	28.536

	S5-203204
	pCR 28.536 Generic SLS Assurance Procedure
25 May: first set of comments received.

E: propose to merge 3178 and 3204. 

26 May: rev1 uploaded

27 May Conf call:

S: propose to merge 

HW: 

1. Assurance control loop?

2. Why separate Performance / fault, data source?

3. Add concrete operation in procedure.

4. How to show single domain, cross domain

NEC:

N: assurance control loop as role? Avoid to use specific functions in SA5.

Propose to use “entities participating in the assurance control loop”. 

DT: set configuration (goals)? Configuration for the resource?

S: configure the goals.

2 Jun: rev4 uploaded.

3 Jun Closing: propose modification as shown in email. 

Agree  to include the change. 

Conclusion: rev4 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203432
	Samsung Electronics France SA, Huawei, Ericsson
	Deepanshu Gautam
	28.536


COSLA GROUP#4 (S5-203290/S5-203291): Closed-loop assurance attributes (2)

Coordinator: Ericsson (Jan Groenendijk)

	S5-203290
	TS 28.536 Add attributes to assurance control loop
25 May: first set of comments received.

27 May Conf call

S: what’s the diff between “assuranceGoalStatusObserved

,assuranceGoalStatusPredicted”

DT: reporting of status. The contribution need to talk about closeloop or open loop?

E: it’s about close control loop only.

HW: propose to remove “assuranceGoalStatus”.

N: “assuranceGoalStatus” is needed. 

DT: suggest to combine the 3 status attributes into 1

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203433
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk
	28.536

	S5-203291
(late)
	TS 28.536 Add stage 3 solution
2 Jun: no revision uploaded corresponding to the stage2 change. 

Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-203434
	Ericsson LM
	Jan Groenendijk
	28.536


Leaders recommendation for S5-203291 (late): Late tdoc with stage 3 content will be treated.
The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (3)

	S5-203165
	Discussion paper on ServiceStatus representation in NRM model
25 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: further comments.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei Tech.(UK) Co., Ltd
	Lei Zhu
	　


	S5-203189
	pCR 28.535 Add use case of SLS assurance control
25 May: first set of comments received.

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203435
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.
	Ruiyue Xu
	28.535


	S5-203219
	pCR 28.535 Update Clause 4.2 Management control loops
Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Huawei Technologies (Korea), Ericsson
	Lan Zou
	28.535


	6.4.8
	Streaming trace reporting
	OAM_RTT
	Included
Total 7 tdocs/ 2 email threads (2 groups )
	850027


OAM_RTT email thread TITLE list (2): 
	[SA5#131e], 6.4.8-OAM_RTT, GROUP#1 (S5-203038/S5-203212/S5-203213/S5-203215/S5-203217) streaming data reporting service

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.8-OAM_RTT, GROUP#2 （S5-203207/S5-203240）trace streaming format


OAM_RTT  GROUP#1 (S5-203038/S5-203212/S5-203213/S5-203215/S5-203217) streaming data reporting service (5)

	S5-203038
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Add streaming data reporting service stage 2 definition
25 May: first set of comments received.

28 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203436 
	Nokia, Intel, Ericsson, Huawei
	Anatoly Andrianov
	28.532

	S5-203212
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Add streaming data reporting service stage 3 mapping of operations
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Intel, Ericsson, Huawei
	Anatoly Andrianov
	28.532

	S5-203213
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Add streaming data reporting service stage 3 resources
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Intel, Ericsson, Huawei
	Anatoly Andrianov
	28.532

	S5-203215
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Add streaming data reporting service stage 3 data types
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Intel, Ericsson, Huawei
	Anatoly Andrianov
	28.532

	S5-203217
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Add streaming data reporting service stage 3 OpenAPI definition
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received.
	Nokia, Intel, Ericsson, Huawei
	Anatoly Andrianov
	28.532


OAM_RTT  GROUP#2 (S5-203207/S5-203240) trace streaming format (2)
	S5-203207
	Update Trace Record Schema
27 May: Nokia propose to merge part of S5-203207 into revision of S5-203240
1 Jun. Ericsson agreed to merge 3207 into 3240. 

Conclusion: merge into final Tdoc# S5-203437(revision of 3240).
	Oy LM Ericsson AB
	Zhulia Ayani
	32.423

	S5-203240
	Rel-16 CR 32.423 Correction of the Trace streaming format definitions
26 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: rev1 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203437.
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Anatoly Andrianov
	32.423


	6.4.9
	Self-Organizing Networks (SON) for 5G networks
	SON_5G
	Included
Total 12 tdocs/8 email threads( 4 group+ 4 tdoc)
	850030


SON_5G email thread TITLE list (8): 
	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, GROUP#1 (S5-203071/S5-203072): HO parameters 

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, GROUP#2 (S5-203074/S5-203076): SON NRM fragment

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, GROUP#3 (S5-203032/S5-203093): SON LS

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, GROUP#4 (S5-203078/S5-203079): MRO

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, S5-203073 pCR 28.313 cleanup

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, S5-203069 Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 Add measurements related to RACH optimization

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, S5-203075 CR TS 28.541 stage3 ANR management for EN-DC architecture

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.9-SON_5G, S5-203077 pCR TS 28.313 Corrections of Management service description


SON_5G GROUP#1(S5-203071/S5-203072): HO parameters (2)
Coordinator: Intel (Joey Chou)

	S5-203071
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Add attributes of related to HO parameter
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: More comments

28 May: Rev1 uploaded “with all changes except the datatype comment, waiting for Ericsson’s reply”

31 May: More comments

1 June: Discussion continues - Ericsson objects. Intel proposes an LS to ask RAN3 “which HO and/or reselection parameters RAN3 likes SA5 to provide ranges”.

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)

Question to consider: Create an LS to RAN3 for email approval?
E: The guidance we have from RAN3 is sufficient, so don’t agree to send a new LS.

I: Still believe there are some questions we should ask RAN3.

E: Still don’t believe it is necessary.

I: Intel and Ericsson have different interpretations of what RAN3 has specified. So we should ask the owner of the TS, ie RAN3. Asking for clarification should not be wrong.
E: Ok to draft an LS to RAN3 for email approval then.


	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.541

	S5-203072
	pCR 28.313 handover related parameters
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: More comments

28 May: Rev1 uploaded “with all changes”

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.313


	S5-203361
	LS to RAN3 (to ask “which HO and/or reselection parameters RAN3 likes SA5 to provide ranges”)
Conclusion: Email approval (with Tdoc# S5-203361)
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	


Draft TS/TR:

	S5-203319

 (new)
	Latest draft TS 28.313 for email approval
	Intel
	6.4.9


SON_5G GROUP#2(S5-203074/S5-203076): SON NRM fragment (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (xiaoli Shi)

	S5-203074
	CR TS 28.541 Stage3 add the NRM fragement for SON management
26 May: First set of comments + Rev1 uploaded
29 May: More comments

30 May: Rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: Email approval with Tdoc# S5-203331

	Huawei, Orange, Intel
	xiaoli Shi
	28.541

	S5-203076
	CR TS 28.623 Stage3 add the NRM fragement for SON management
26 May: First set of comments + Rev1 uploaded
29 May: More comments
30 May: Rev2 uploaded

Conclusion: Email approval with Tdoc# S5-203371
	Huawei, Orange, Intel
	xiaoli Shi
	28.623


SON_5G GROUP#3 (S5-203032/S5-203093): SON LS (2)

Coordinator: Huawei (xiaoli Shi)
	S5-203032
	Reply LS to SA5 on the status update of the SON support for NR works
(reallocate 6.1-> 6.4.9)
27 May: First comment (Ericsson proposing to note it)

Conclusion: Noted
	R3-202630
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203093
	LS for D-SON management
27 May: First set of comments

28 May: More comments

29 May: Rev1 uploaded to address the comments

1 June: More comments – Ericsson objects

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)
	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi


SON_5G GROUP#4 (S5-203078/S5-203079): MRO (2)

	S5-203078
	CR TS 28.541 Stage2 MRO Function
27 May: First set of comments (from MCC) + rev1 uploaded

28 May: Rev2 uploaded + more comments

29 May: Rev3 uploaded
2 June: MCC comments: We should not pursue S5-203078 and give a new tdoc number for the revision of S5-202330 from SA5#130e (as they were overlapping)

Conclusion: Not pursued 

(requested to be replaced by a new tdoc for the revision of S5-202330 (merge of S5-202330 and 3078))
	Huawei,Ericsson,Intel
	xiaoli Shi
	28.541

	S5-203079
	pCR TS 28.313 MRO Function
25 May: First set of comments + Rev1 uploaded
28 May: More comments

29 May: Rev2 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev2 Approved –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203363
	Huawei, Ericsson,Intel
	xiaoli Shi
	28.313


	S5-203316
(late)
	CR TS 28.541 Add the NRM fragement for SON management

NOTE: This is a new tdoc for the revision of S5-202330 from SA5#130e (merge of S5-202330 and 3078)), requested for email approval.
Conclusion: Email approval (with Tdoc# S5-203316)

	Huawei, Orange, Intel
	xiaoli Shi
	
	Rel-16
	28.541


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (4)
Cleanup 
	S5-203073
	pCR 28.313 cleanup
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: More comments

1 June: Rev1 uploaded + more questions on the template (replied by the chair)
3 June: Email approval proposed by chair (as the latest comments had not been addressed)
Conclusion: Email approval with Tdoc# S5-203368
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.313


RACH 
	S5-203069
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.552 Add measurements related to RACH optimization
27 May: First set of comments (Ericsson objects)

28 May: More comments

1 June: Discussion continues

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Joey Chou
	28.552


ANR- EN-DC 
	S5-203075
	CR TS 28.541 stage3 ANR management for EN-DC architecture
28 May: First set of comments (Ericsson supports it)
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received

	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	28.541


SON Management services 
	S5-203077
	pCR TS 28.313 Corrections of Management service description
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: More comments

28 May: More comments

1 June: Rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)
	Huawei
	xiaoli Shi
	28.313


	6.4.10
	Enhancement of 3GPP management system for multiple tenant environment support
	MEMTANE
	Included
Total 2 tdocs/2 email threads (2 tdocs)
	850031


MEMTANE email thread TITLE list (2): 

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.10-MEMTANE, S5-203150 Rel16 CR 28.533 Add clarifications about how to distinguish diffrent tenant

	[SA5#131e], 6.4.10-MEMTANE, S5-203188 Rel-16 CR TS 28.550 Add use case for performance management supporting multiple tenant


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (2)
	S5-203150
	Rel16 CR 28.533 Add clarifications about how to distinguish diffrent tenant
25 May: First set of comments

29 May: More comments + Rev1 uploaded
1 June: More comments

Conclusion: Noted (due to objection)
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-203188
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.550 Add use case for performance management supporting multiple tenant
25 May: First set of comments

26 May: Rev1 uploaded

28 May: MCC comment (already covered by rev1)

29 May: More comments

1 June: Rev2 uploaded + more comments

2 June: More comments + rev4 uploaded
Conclusion: Rev4 Agreed –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203351

	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.
	Ruiyue Xu


	6.6
	
	OAM&P Studies
	
	


	6.6.1
	Study on non-public networks management
	FS_OAM_NPN
	Included
Total 3 tdocs/1 email thread (1 group)
	830024


FS_OAM_NPN email thread TITLE list (1): 
	[SA5#131e], 6.6.1-FS_OAM_NPN, GROUP#1 (S5-203162/S5-203163/S5-203164) NPN


FS_OAM_NPN GROUP#1 (S5-203162/S5-203163/S5-203164) NPN (2)
Coordinator: Huawei (Zhangkai)
	S5-203162
	pCR 28.807 Rapporteur clean up proposal
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-203163
	pCR 28.807 Update on recommendation for management of PNI-NPN
25 May: First set of comments

27 May: More comments

Conclusion: Approved
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-203164
	TR 28.807 Presentation sheet to SA for Approval
Conclusion: Approved
	Huawei
	Kai Zhang

	S5-203320

 (new)
	Latest draft TR 28.807 for email approval
	Huawei
	6.6.1


	6.6.2
	Study on management and orchestration aspects with integrated satellite components in a 5G network
	FS_5GSAT_MO
	Included
Total 3 tdocs/2 email threads (1 group+1 tdoc)
	830025
	


FS_5GSAT_MO email thread TITLE list (2): 

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.2-FS_5GSAT_MO, GROUP#1 (S5-203018/S5-203019) NGSO

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.2-FS_5GSAT_MO, S5-203020 pCR 28.808 Editorial corrections


FS_5GSAT_MO GROUP#1 (S5-203018/S5-203019) NGSO (2)

Coordinator: TNO (Floris Drijver)
	S5-203018
	pCR 28.808 Add use case for management of NGSO transparent satellite components
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	TNO
	Floris Drijver

	S5-203019
	pCR 28.808 Add potential requirements for management of NGSO transparent satellite components
1 June: First set of comments

Conclusion: Approved (with editorial comments that can be fixed in the updated latest draft)
	TNO
	Floris Drijver


Draft TS/TR:

	S5-203321
 (new)
	Latest draft TR 28.808 for email approval
	TNO
	6.6.2


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (1)
	S5-203020
	pCR 28.808 Editorial corrections
Conclusion: Agreed with no comments received
	TNO
	Floris Drijver


	6.6.3
	Study on autonomous network levels
	FS_ANL
	Included
Total 5 tdocs/5 email threads (5 tdocs)
	850032


FS_ANL email thread TITLE list (5): 

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.3-FS_ANL, S5-203190 pCR 28.810 Clean-up

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.3-FS_ANL, S5-203191 pCR 28.810 Update Clause 6.1.2 Framework approach for classification of autonomous

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.3-FS_ANL, S5-203235 pCR 28.810 Add Clause 6.X Relation with existing standardized features

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.3-FS_ANL, S5-203239 pCR 28.810 Add conclusion and recommendation

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.3-FS_ANL, S5-203244 Presentation of Report to TSG TR 28.810 Version 1.0.0


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (5)

	S5-203190
	pCR 28.810 Clean-up
Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K., China Mobile, CATT
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-203191
	pCR 28.810 Update Clause 6.1.2 Framework approach for classification of autonomous
26 May: first set of comments received.
29 May: rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 Approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203438
	HUAWEI Technologies Japan K.K.,China Mobile
	Ruiyue Xu


	S5-203235
	pCR 28.810 Add Clause 6.X Relation with existing standardized features
26 May: first set of comments received.

2 Jun: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev2 Approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203439
	China Mobile, Huawei
	Xi Cao


	S5-203239
	pCR 28.810 Add conclusion and recommendation
26 May: first set of comments received.
2 Jun: rev2 uploaded.

E: But I still believe that we do things in wrong order. I appreciate your updates in CR S5-203235 and putting the editor’s note that more details will come later. No further comment on that. However I think this is early to start writing conclusion and recommendation. As driver for this study, you are the one who add this clause. I am just concerned if you do it early it gives wrong indication. With that I propose to add this clause later when have worked more on the details and can go with a more concrete recommendation.
Conclusion: Noted.
	China Mobile, Huawei
	Xi Cao


	S5-203244
	Presentation of Report to TSG TR 28.810 Version 1.0.0
26 May: first set of comments received.
Conclusion: email approval with Tdoc# S5-203440
	China Mobile Com. Corporation
	Xi Cao


	6.6.4
	Study on enhancement of Management Data Analytics Service
	FS_eMDAS
	Included  
Total 19 tdocs/12 email threads (7 group +5 tdocs)
	850028


FS_ eMDAS email thread TITLE list (12)
	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#1 (S5-203061/S5-203066) MDA process

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#2 (S5-203082/S5-203147) fault management

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#3 (S5-203135/S5-203206) HO optimization

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#4 (S5-203203/S5-203237) SLS assurance related issues

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#5 (S5-203148/S5-203248) resource related issues

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#6 (S5-203208/S5-203209) performance related issues

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, GROUP#7 (S5-203139/S5-203202) network slice related issues

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, S5-203067 pCR Add UC on MDA assisted SON coordination

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, S5-203068 Rel-17 pCR 28.809 New use case on Inter-gNB Beam Selection Optimization in subclause 6.5

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, S5-203149 pCR 28.809 Add the use case for NAS level congestion control optimization

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, S5-203201 pCR 28.809 Add use case and potential solutions of KPI anomaly analysis

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.4-FS_eMDAS, S5-203241 pCR 28.809 Add use case of jitter analysis


FS_ eMDAS GROUP#1 (S5-203061/S5-203066) MDA process (2)

Coordinator: Intel (Yizhi Yao)

	S5-203061
	pCR on MDA process
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: Rev1 uploaded

28 May: Rev2 uploaded.

29 May Conf call:

HW: how the proposed figure fit the 28.809 existing MDAS figure? Relation between the validation and execution?

HW: the diagram shows the ML process, not MDA process.

I: not show all steps in the diagram.

NEC: relation between validation and the output data?

What is the scope of MDAS in the picture?

DT: data classification? Consumer/producer whether is fully automated/partial automated?

I: separate data for training and data for analysis. The process is automated, 

N: introducing shortcut in the loop skipping decision/execution steps. Violate the old diagram. Check the ZSM discussion. 

Do you need new API for training data? What’s the meaning of different colors? Different data types? Internal implementation of ML? 

I: the intention is only show the interaction with consumers. 

N: ML model is the output data? What’s the difference between training data and raw data? 

O: differentiate two phases: learning phase and nominal phase. 

Not sure MDAS consumer is involved in learning phase. 

I: want to allow the consumer to train the model recursively. Don’t want to separate two phases. 

I: allow the training and allow training in running phase. 

1 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

2 Jun: rev5 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev5 approved –  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203441
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao

	S5-203066
	pCR Add UC on MDA process training
25 May: first set of comments received.

26 May: Rev1/Rev2 uploaded

28 May: Rev3 uploaded.

1 Jun: rev4/rev5 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev5 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203442
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao


FS_ eMDAS GROUP#2 (S5-203082/S5-203147) fault management (2)

Coordinator: ZTE (Weihong Zhu)

	S5-203082
	pCR 28.809 Use case and potential solutions of MDA assisted network health maintenance
25 May: first set of comments received.

Samsung propose to merge 3082 and 3147. 

27 May: rev3/rev4 uploaded

29 May Conf call:

N: Clarify the difference between 3082 and 3147.

Z: 3082 talked about prediction of the fault. 3147 talked about the alarm correlation. 

DT: REQ-HEALTH_MDA-02 is too restrictive, list the information as example.

S: agree with Nokia comments. The requirements are same as the existing use case. The difference is the output, propose add the output to existing use case.

Z: like to keep a separate UC. 

NEC: the UC/solution in MDAS are all very similar, e.g. using PM data and provide analysis output. May need to put more specific information for MDAS. Classify on what’s needed specifically. 

I: propose the group to work on the solution.  The relation between input and output is missing. 

N: goal of MDAS study

1. Find gap for PM?

2. Compare the algorithms?

Existing Output of analysis is general

S:  
Agree to define the gap in the measurements as input. No need to disclose algorithm. 

Way forward: 
1. Focus on the MDAS output and provide concrete information on MDAS. What API SA5 can offer? Provide the value of the SA5 MDAS API for external use. 

2. For input, discussion can be use case driven discussion with objective to identify the gaps. No need to disclose algorithm in standard.

3. Whether differentiate the output according to RAN domain, CN domain and cross-domain?

1 Jun: rev4 uploaded
2 Jun: Samsung Object to 203082.

As stated in the call we think an entirely new use case is not required.
Conclusion: Noted.
	ZTE Corporation
	Weihong Zhu

	S5-203147
	pCR 28.809 Update fault management use case
25 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203443
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


FS_ eMDAS GROUP#3 (S5-203135/S5-203206) HO optimization (2)

Coordinator: Samsung (Deepanshu Gautam)

	S5-203135
	Enahncing the Handover optimization use case in subclause 6.5
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC support.

29 May: further comments received. Rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203453.
	Nokia Corporation, Samsung
	Konstantinos Samdanis

	S5-203206
	pCR 28.809 Solution for Handover Optimization
Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam


FS_ eMDAS GROUP#4 (S5-203203/S5-203237) SLS assurance related issues (2)

Coordinator: China Mobile (Xiaonan Shi)

	S5-203203
	pCR 28.809 Add use case abd potential solutions of network slice throughput analysis
25 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203444
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA

	S5-203237
	pCR 28.809 Add use case of UE uplink/downlink throughput
25 May: first set of comments received.

27 May: comments clarified.

Conclusion: Approved with no further comments received.

	China Mobile Com. Corporation, China Southern Power Grid
	Xiaonan Shi


FS_ eMDAS GROUP#5 (S5-203148/S5-203248) resource related issues (2)

Coordinator: China Mobile (Xiaonan Shi)

	S5-203148
	pCR 28.809 Update resource related use case
26 May: first set of comments received.

27 May: comments clarified.

Conclusion: Approved with no further comments received.

	Huawei
	Lei Zhu

	S5-203248
	pCR 28.809 Modification of the resource utilization analysis use case
26 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203445

	China Mobile Com. Corporation, China Southern Power Grid
	Xiaonan Shi


FS_ eMDAS GROUP#6 (S5-203208/S5-203209) performance related issues (2)

Coordinator: Samsung (Deepanshu Gautam)

	S5-203208
	pCR 28.809 UC for Paging Optimization
Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam

	S5-203209
	pCR 28.809 UC for Performance related issues
Conclusion: Approved with no comments received.
	Samsung Electronics France SA
	Deepanshu Gautam


FS_ eMDAS GROUP#7 (S5-203139/S5-203202) network slice related issues (3)

	S5-203139
	pCR 28.809 addition of network slice load analysis requirements and solution
25 May: first set of comments received.

28 May: d1 attached in email. 

31 May: rev2 uploaded.

3 Jun: rev3 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev3 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203446

	ETRI
	Taesang Choi

	S5-203202
	pCR 28.809 Add use case and potential solutions of cross-slice resource optimization analysis
25 May: first set of comments received.

28 May: rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203447
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (5)

	S5-203067
	pCR Add UC on MDA assisted SON coordination
25 May: first set of comments received.

NEC support

27 May: CATT support

28 May: rev1 uploaded

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203448
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd
	Yizhi Yao


	S5-203068
	Rel-17 pCR 28.809 New use case on Inter-gNB Beam Selection Optimization in subclause 6.5
26 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203449
	Nokia Corporation
	Konstantinos Samdanis


	S5-203149
	pCR 28.809 Add the use case for NAS level congestion control optimization
25 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: Rev1 uploaded. 

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203450
	Huawei
	Lei Zhu


	S5-203201
	pCR 28.809 Add use case and potential solutions of KPI anomaly analysis
25 May: first set of comments received.

30 May: rev1 uploaded.

1 Jun: rev2 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203451
	Huawei
	Xiaoqian JIA


	S5-203241
	pCR 28.809 Add use case of jitter analysis
26 May: first set of comments received.

29 May: rev1 uploaded.

Conclusion: rev1 approved–  revise to final Tdoc# S5-203452
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, China Southern Power Grid
	Xiaonan Shi


	6.6.6
	Study on new aspects of EE for 5G networks
	FS_EE5G
	  Included
Total 6 tdocs/5 email threads (1 group +4 tdocs)
	


FS_ EE5G email thread TITLE list (5)
	[SA5#131e], 6.6.6-FS_ EE5G, GROUP#1 (S5-203030/S5-203016): energy efficiency LS

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.6-FS_ EE5G, S5-203011 pCR TR 28.813 Clause titles for Key Issues and Potential Solutions

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.6-FS_ EE5G, S5-203012 pCR TR 28.813 Key Issue: EE KPI for 5GC

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.6-FS_ EE5G, S5-203013 pCR TR 28.813 Key Issue: Network data analysis assisted energy saving

	[SA5#131e], 6.6.6-FS_ EE5G, S5-203196 pCR TR 28.813 Key Issue: EE KPI in case of NG-RAN sharing scenario


FS_EE GROUP#1 (S5-203030/S5-203016): energy efficiency LS (2)
	S5-203030
	Reply LS to SA5 on energy efficiency
(reallocate 6.1-> 6.6.6)
Conclusion: Replied in S5-203016
	R3-197745
	Mirko Cano Soveri

	S5-203016
	Reply LS on energy efficiency 
28 May: First set of comments

29 May: Replies to the first comments

Conclusion: Approved
	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


The following tdocs will be treated as individual email approval (4)
	S5-203011
	pCR TR 28.813 Clause titles for Key Issues and Potential Solutions
Conclusion: Approved with no comments received
	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-203012
	pCR TR 28.813 Key Issue: EE KPI for 5GC
Conclusion: Approved with no comments received

	AT&T, Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-203013
	pCR TR 28.813 Key Issue: Network data analysis assisted energy saving
25 May: First set of comments

28 May: More comments

29 May: More comments – and Q if we should send a new LS to SA2
31 May: Draft LS to SA2 S5-203aaad1 LS on Network data analysis assisted energy saving’ proposed and uploaded
2 June: More comments (support sending an LS)

Conclusion: Approved + Proposed to send an LS to SA2 and cc SA (see below)
	AT&T, China Telecom, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-203360
(new)
	LS to SA2 on Network data analysis assisted energy saving
Conclusion: Approved
	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


	S5-203196
	pCR TR 28.813 Key Issue: EE KPI in case of NG-RAN sharing scenario
26 May: First set of comments

27 May: More comments + Rev1 uploaded
28 May: Huawei supports rev1.

28 May: More comments + rev2 uploaded + more comments on rev2

29 May: Rev3 uploaded + more comments/questions

Conclusion: Approved (and some editorial suggestions from China Telecom to be included in the latest draft update for email approval)

	Orange
	Jean Michel Cornily


Draft TS/TR:

	S5-203322

 (new)
	Latest draft TR 28.813 for email approval
	Orange
	6.6.6


	S5-203454
	Latest draft TS 28.535 for email approval
	Ericsson
	6.4.7

	S5-203455
	Latest draft TS 28.536 for email approval
	Ericsson
	6.4.7

	S5-203456
	Latest draft TR 28.810 for email approval
	China Mobile
	6.6.3

	S5-203457
	Latest draft TR 28.809 for email approval
	Intel
	6.6.4


SA5 level tdocs Statistics:
	Agenda Item
	Total tdocs

	2/3/4
	2

	5
	9

	Total
	11


OAM tdocs Statistics: 
	Agenda Item
	Acronym
	Total tdocs
	Email threads 
	Description

	6.1
	OAM plenary
	15
	14
	1 group + 13 tdocs

	6.2
	new WID
	8
	7
	1 group + 6 tdocs

	6.3 
	MAINT
	42
	17
	10 groups + 7 tdocs

	6.4.1
	QOED
	2
	1
	1 group+0 tdoc

	6.4.2
	EE_5G
	3
	3
	0 group + 3 tdocs

	6.4.3
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	24
	11
	6 groups+5 tdocs

	6.4.4
	5GMSD
	3
	1 
	1 group+0 tdocs

	6.4.5
	eNRM
	54
	18
	13 groups+5 tdocs

	6.4.6
	TM_SBMA 
	0
	0
	0 groups+ 0 tdocs

	6.4.7
	COSLA
	12
	7
	4 groups+ 3 tdocs

	6.4.8
	OAM_RTT
	7
	2
	2 groups+ 0 tdocs

	6.4.9
	SON_5G
	12
	8 
	4 groups+4 tdocs

	6.4.10
	MEMTANE
	2
	2
	0 groups+ 2 tdocs

	6.6.1
	FS_OAM_NPN
	3
	1
	1 group + 0 tdocs

	6.6.2
	FS_5GSAT_MO
	3
	2 
	1 group + 1 tdocs

	6.6.3
	FS_ANL
	5
	5
	0 group + 5 tdocs

	6.6.4
	FS_eMDAS
	19
	12
	7 groups + 5 tdocs

	6.6.6
	FS_EE5G
	6
	5
	1 group + 4 tdocs

	Total
	
	220
	116
	


SA5 plenary preparation: 

Agenda and minutes for the SA5#131e closing plenary:

· Date announcement for SA5#132e

· Proposal by leaders: To use 8 working days for CH (start the 19 Aug) and 10 working days for OAM, meeting dates 17-28 Aug.

· Confirmed
· Reminder about EditHelp checks (after this meeting)

· To be made for all draft TS/TRs to be sent to SA from this meeting (in parallel with the latest draft email approvals) 
· Send to EditHelp@etsi.org

· Charging report

· Confirm conclusions for all CH Tdocs

· S5-203508 will be the final CH Agenda & Time Plan which includes the Tdocs status

· OAM reporting and conclusions

· Confirm withdrawal of TS 28.544 (SON NRM)

· N: 28.541 is growing bigger and bigger – are we sure that the SON additions will stay there forever?

· MCC: You need to revise the WID to remove this TS from the output in that case.

· I: We may need an exception for this WI.

· MCC: Propose to revise the WID now.

· Chair: Propose to Wait until August to decide on 28.544
· I: Support waiting to August.
· N: We should wait until August to revise the WID, unless the WI is to be declared complete in June.
· Exception request to be asked for SON_5G? Confirmed.
· Then the revised WID can wait until August.
· Confirm conclusions for all OAM Tdocs

· Recorded in final (20200603) versions of “OAM_Chairnotes_Thomas” and “OAM_Chairnotes_Zoulan”
· Check LS:
S5-203261 Reply LS on mapping with slices of different domains via Cross-domain OAM coordination KDDI
· Email approval
Need more discussion:

· S5-203304 Rel-16 CR 28.531 Correction of provisioning services and procedures Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Orange
· Noted
· Any last-minute objections?

· Any more LS replies needed (for email approval)?

· Related to S5-203013 - new LS to SA2 cc SA? (Draft LS to SA2 S5-203aaad1 LS on Network data analysis assisted energy saving’ proposed and uploaded)
· New Tdoc# S5-203360 for this LS – pre-approved based on the S5-203aaad1

· Related to S5-203071 - LS to ask RAN3 “which HO and/or reselection parameters RAN3 likes SA5 to provide ranges”?

· New tdoc# S5-203361 for this LS, agreed for email approval
· S5-203262 LS to IETF for transport support for E2E network slice in 3gpp Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
· For email approval in Tdoc# S5-203262

· Create a reply LS to S5-203036 LS to SA5 on O-RAN (3GPP Cooperation on Management Services) - or postpone? 
· Agreed to postpone S5-203036.
· Email approvals after the meeting (except draft TS/TR update) – To be confirmed
Stage 3: 

· S5-203255 add transport information and slice mapping on backhaul endpoints stage 3 Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

· S5-203260 add RIM RS attributes stage 3 Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

· S5-203389 Rel-16 CR 28.623 Update FM control fragment (YANG definitions) Ericsson

· S5-203291 TS 28.536 Add stage 3 solution Ericsson 

· S5-203358 Rel-16 CR 28.541 Add ES coverage relation in NRCellRelation Stage 3

· Stage 3 related to S5-203161/ S5-203333 – agreed for email approval
· All the above agreed for email approval
Unaddressed comments：
· S5-203246 pCR 28.535 Update Clause 4.2 Management control loops China Mobile, Ericsson
· Agreed for email approval with Tdoc# S5-203429

“Need more discussion”: 

· S5-203270 Revision of SA5 ToR 

· S5-203316 CR TS 28.541 Add the NRM fragement for SON management
· S5-203050 Reply LS to SA to Reply LS on support for eCall over NR
· S5-203243 LS to 5GJA on SA5 Rel-17 work in SLA
· S5-203314 Reply LS to ONAP LS reply to S5-197831

· S5-203074 CR TS 28.541 Stage3 add the NRM fragement for SON
· S5-203076 CR TS 28.623 Stage3 add the NRM fragement for SON management
· S5-203073 pCR 28.313 cleanup
· All the above agreed for email approval

· NOTE: Some of them need new tdoc# for email approval – to be provided after the plenary – the tdoc# to use is listed in the respective “tdoc row” under each agenda item above.
Presentation sheets for email approval (only listed here) (Note: presentation sheets already approved not listed here): 

· S5-203440 Presentation sheet for TR 28.810 for information
· S5-203352 Presentation sheet for TS 28.307 for information and approval
· S5-203353 Presentation sheet for TS 28.308 for information and approval
· S5-203354 Presentation sheet for TS 28.405 for approval
· S5-203355 Presentation sheet for TS 28.406 for information and approval
· S5-203365 Presentation sheet for TS 28.535 for approval
· S5-203366 Presentation sheet for TS 28.536 for information & approval
New skeleton draft for email approval (only listed here): 

· S5-203356 TS skeleton for 28.309 (QOED)

Exception requests for email approval (only listed here): 

· S5-203357 Rel-16 Exception request for QOED
· S5-203359 Rel-16 Exception request for SON_5G
· S5-203363 Rel-16 Exception request for 5GMSD
· S5-203364 Rel-16 Exception request for eNRM (Note: to be used if Cat-F CRs will not be allowed after June)

· OAM WI/SI status and progress rate to be recorded in the table below:
· Completed for Rel-16 or need Exception request? 

· Move to Rel-17?

· Changed target date?
· Presentation sheet to send the draft TS/TR for information and/or approval to SA#88?

· Withdrawal plan for TS 32.101 and TS 32.102
· MCC: It is quite complex to withdraw a TS, due to a new 3GPP working procedure:
· E.g. all references to the TS in Rel-16 need to be removed.
· We need a WID to justify the removal (can be a direct SA contribution) (explain why they should be removed, list all specs with references to them, and then bring CRs to remove the references or replace them with some other text). A search in the 3GU reference tool will show all those refs.
· This can also be done if 32.101 and 32.102 have been upgraded.

· E: We don’t think these specs are very useful as they have not been updated, but it is not very urgent if it is difficult to do.

· I: The legacy specs will be available in Rel-16 and later Rel-17. By removing the references to 32.101/102 then they will not be based on any management architecture. I think we need to consider this before we decide what to do (e.g. declare that the legacy specs are only applicable to 3G/4G).
· N: Can we “pause” the automatic upgrade to Rel-16 before we have decided what to do?

· MCC: Probably not possible. 

· M: I recommend bringing a contribution to SA to clarify the upgrade for these two TSs?

· N: Support Gerald’s comment.

· Conclusion: Send an email and/or contribution to SA to clarify this (and asking if it is possible to postpone the upgrade for these specs).

List of ongoing Rel-16 Work items and Studies included in the SA5#131e agenda:

	6.4
	Rel-16 Operations, Administration, Maintenance and Provisioning (OAM&P)
	Acronym
	Completion status at SA5#130e
	Completion status at SA5#131e
	Rapporteur
	UID

	6.4.1
	Management of QoE measurement collection 
	QOED
	80%
	Status 29 May:

Estimated not to be ready, as one Stage 3 TS is not started yet.  Only the Stage 3 TS is missing if all contributions to this meeting are agreed.
Exception needed. Presentation sheets also needed.  Tdoc# to be allocated after this call.

Reminder: All new draft TS/TRs should be sent to EditHelp after this meeting.

Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Progress 95%
Exception request needed (one Stage 3 TS not ready) – listed above.

Presentation sheets listed above already.
	Ericsson (Robert Petersen)
	760058

	6.4.2
	Energy Efficiency of 5G
	EE_5G
	95%
	Status 29 May:

4 CRs to this meeting, and 2 seem to have no issue, 2 others are joint with SON for NRM fragments, under discussion (Stage 3). In case all approved we have 100% completion, otherwise probably an exception will be requested.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Progress 100% if all CR email approvals are approved.
No new presentation sheets needed.
	Orange (Jean-Michel Cornily)
	810023

	6.4.3
	Enhancement of performance assurance for 5G networks including network slicing
	5G_SLICE_ePA
	98%
	Status 29 May:

Discussions so far going well, so based on that, expect to complete the WI at this meeting. 

Status at closing plenary 3 June:

100% complete.  No new presentation sheets needed.
	Intel 

(Yao Yizhi)
	810031

	6.4.4
	Discovery of management services in 5G  
	5GMSD
	90%
	Status 29 May:

The revised WID is still under discussion, so the progress depends on that. We may need to postpone it to Rel-17.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Rapporteur: Revised WID was not agreed, so we need to continue it in Rel-17. New target date proposed: SA#91 March 2021.
NEC: Do we need to revise the WID or continue based on the same WID?

H: We can discuss the scope later, within the same WID.

N: Shouldn’t we do something based on the MnS profile in Rel-16? Otherwise we have nothing for discovery in Rel-16. This would be an essential gap. Can we add it with CRs in Rel-16 if the WI doesn’t have any exception?

MCC: I would go for an exception, because CRs cannot add this as an error correction  if  the WI doesn’t have any exception .

H: Agree to ask for an exception then.

NEC: Not objecting to an exception, but we already spent 2 years without any progress. So we should not rush such an important feature.
N: Agree with NEC, and we should limit the scope to the MnS profile.

N: If we don’t see the need for this WI in Rel-16, we should close it. Either an exception or shut down, not Rel-17.

S: Agree with NEC, but we can try with an exception and possible one more exception. But we need to update the WID to show the new reduced scope.

Conclusion: Ask for exception.
	Huawei (Attila Horvat)
	820035

	6.4.5
	NRM enhancements 
	eNRM
	95%
	Status 29 May:

Some ongoing discussions about PM/FM control and Yang notifications may affect the progress, so it’s too early to be sure about the need for exception, but it seems quite positive so far from offline discussions.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Progress 98% (as some Stage 3 definitions may be still missing). The outstanding work then needs to be declared in the SA report. 
MCC: I would ask for an exception, otherwise it may be difficult to add missing Stage 3 contents later.

E: The stage 2/3 alignment requires quite much work, and I think it should be possible to do as Cat-F CRs.

MCC: Can check with the MCC director.

Conclusion? Exception to be asked?

I: We need to consider the Stage 2/3 misalignment that also exists in Rel-15, so it should be possible to allow doing this with Cat-F CRs.

N: With an exception, can we publish the NRM in Rel-16, or can it be used against us to prevent publishing it in June?

MCC: It can be explained in the exception what is missing, and everything that is approved in the TS can be published.

Conclusion: Take out a new tdoc# for exception request now, and release it later if not needed after MCC reply.
	Nokia 

(Jing Ping)
	820032

	6.4.6
	Trace Management in the context of Services Based Management Architecture
	TM_SBMA 
	90%
	Status 29 May:

Discussions are moving positively in the direction to completion. This WI is pretty much complete already.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

100% complete. No presentation sheets, just CR work.
	Nokia (Anatoly Andrianov)
	820036

	6.4.7
	Closed loop SLS Assurance
	COSLA
	65%
	Status 29 May:

Plan is to be ready for Rel-16 by this meeting. Some discussions on Stage 2 still ongoing (one pCR for Stage 2 UML, and one (merged) pCR for the Stage 2 procedures), and then Stage 3 definitions are also needed to map to these Stage 2 updates if agreed. If these contributions are agreed, the WI can be completed.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Stage 3 for email approval, and one more CR. If the Stage 3 CR is approved, then the WI is 100%.
2 presentation sheets needed:

28.535 for approval.

28.536 for info & approval.
	Ericsson (Jan Groenendijk)
	850026

	6.4.8
	Streaming trace reporting
	OAM_RTT
	90%
	Status 29 May:

Discussions are moving positively in the direction to completion, with good collaboration. Concerns are being addressed.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

100% complete. No presentation sheets, just CR work.
	Nokia  (Anatoly Andrianov)
	850027

	6.4.9
	Self-Organizing Networks (SON) for 5G networks
	SON_5G
	70%
	Status 29 May:

pCRs and CRs have been received to address 1) the missing stage 3 NRM and measurements, 2) HO parameter ranges as required by RAN3 MRO. The completion of this WI depends on the outcome of these contributions.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Completion 75%.
Exception needed. No presentation sheets needed.
	Intel 

(Joey Chou)
	850030

	6.4.10
	Enhancement of 3GPP management system for multiple tenant environment support
	MEMTANE
	70%
	Status 29 May:

If contributions to this meeting are all approved, this WI can be seen as completed.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Completion 100%.
No presentation sheet needed.
	Huawei 

(Zhu Lei)
	850031

	6.6
	OAM&P Studies
	
	Completion status at SA5#130e
	Completion status at SA5#131e
	Rapporteur
	UID

	6.6.1
	Study on non-public networks management
	FS_OAM_NPN
	90%
	Status 29 May:

Based on the contributions, we can finish this study 100% at this meeting.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Progress 100%. 
Presentation sheet:

TR 28.807 for approval.
	Huawei (Zhang Kai)
	830024

	6.6.2
	Study on management and orchestration aspects with integrated satellite components in a 5G network
	FS_5GSAT_MO
	60%
	Status at closing plenary 3 June:

New target date SA#90 (Dec 2020). Moved to Rel-17. Completion 65%.
	Thales

(Cyril Michel)
	830025

	6.6.3
	Study on autonomous network levels
	FS_ANL
	75%
	Status 29 May:

Based on contributions to this meeting, if approved, the progress can be 90%. We probably need some more potential solutions to make it complete. So, the target date should probably move to Sept (confirmed at the closing plenary).
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Completion 85%. New target date Sept. (Rel-17). Presentation sheet for information of TR 28.810 (S5-203440 already allocated)
	China Mobile (Cao Xi)
	850032

	6.6.4
	Study on enhancement of Management Data Analytics Service
	FS_eMDAS
	30%
	Status 29 May:

Quite many contributions received to this meeting, and if a majority is agreed, we can perhaps go to 60% completion. If we want to Rel-17 normative work, the number of use cases we have is probably enough. Then we can move on to solution proposals.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:
Progress 50%. No change of target date.

	Intel 

(Yao Yizhi), 

NEC (Hassan Alkanani)
	850028

	6.6.6
	Study on new aspects of EE for 5G networks
	FS_EE5G
	0%
	Status 29 May:

First meeting for this SI, so the progress is a bit difficult to say, we can decide at the closing plenary.
Status at closing plenary 3 June:

Progress 10%.
	Orange (Jean-Michel Cornily)
	870021


