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1	Decision/action requested
The group is requested to take the minutes for information
2	References
S5-236520rev1 New Rel-19 Study Item on EE.docx
H: tried to address all the comments: made clear that it's a study in the objectives, new KPIs have been left more open, WoP 2 has been updated, carbon emissions reduced, exposure has been touched, WoP3 added a new note (about dependency on other WGs), WoP4 collaboration with other SDOs (more open list).
E: there were lots of EE related studies presented yesterday... how do we coordinate with them? If we agree something today, how does the TU estimate impact other WID/SID?
Chair: re. TUs, we will coordinate everything once the data (all) is available. We only treat TUs as inputs...
E: how do we prioritize WoPs? (e.g. WoP 4 is more important) - this is important for TU allocations... E.g. will we reduce some WoPs?
Chair: total is 20, we will not exceed it... if we reach 20 threshold, we will have to make adjustments...
E: how do we evaluate the "importance" of each WoP and each WID/SID? Here we have request for 6 (out of total 20). Does J-M really need all 6 TUs here?
Chair: we will make it WG decision - inputs from rapporteurs to the moderators, and up to the leadership...
E: so, the TU number captured today will not be carved in stone
Chair: yes, we will need to make adjustments
E: sees little value in agreeing any WID/SID today, if everything will be modified at the next meeting. The "agreement" implies the TU lock.
N: concerned with the little time allocated to revisions of the WID/SID presented / discussed last night.
Chair: proposes to discuss each WoP individually...
H: proposed to discuss the WID/SID without TU estimates
VC(E): pointed out that the TU discussion (in Chicago) may lead to re-negotiating the objectives
Chair: proposed to focus on discussing the technical aspects (we need to make the progress possible today)
E: we support the EE work, however we need to analyze the whole package item by item and perhaps apply some reduction... It's challenging to judge them before we see the whole set of WID/SIDs... 
VZ: typo... ("fora")
N: on "map measured or estimated energy consumption on to carbon emissions" - how do we translate consumption to emissions?
H: it's related to SA1 study... also being addressed in SA2. We need to stay involved in the activities.
N: concern with the potential lack of knowledge about sources of the consumed electricity
H: proposed to share details offline (e.g. relevant activities in ETSI). There is a known mapping function that takes care of said translation. Our output will be feeding into NSPs offering them this information. In addition, to the data volume a carbon emissions credit may be exposed to the end customers. 
N: concerned that the written WID/SID content is not matching the explanation given above
NEC: confirms that SA2 is moving fast towards defining these... there is a danger of being left behind
E: agrees that this part requires study in SA5. Q - is the carbon efficiency per user or per NE, or... study?
H: we propose study.
N: suggests more elaboration in the SID.
E: energy state for NE/NF - seems a bit opaque... how will it be addressed (state enumeration, or?)
H: SA1 is starting their study on this topic... NF (UPF) selection based on the energy state is one possible example - there is dependency on the work in SA2.

S5-236790Rev1_NEW SID Study on Management Data Analytics phase 3_online.doc
NEC: tried to capture all expressed comments... eliminated SA2, as per request; removed any references to deleted references; addressed comments from N on edge computing EE (including SA2 work); data correlation (made more general); addressed comments on non-3GPP access; deleted the conflict objective; deterministic comm also removed (topic may be added when ready/necessary); TUs have been updated
N: still has concerns about s/w validation... uncertain if it's feasible. Prioritization of the topics is needed.
NEC: re. s/w upgrade - we had Rel-17 UC... we'd like to extend it from NG-RAN node to other NFs. Will work with S offline to make improvements. Agrees on the prioritization, but the scope seems to be already clear with reasonable TUs
E: our comments on the previous document are applicable to this one. We'd like an opportunity to provide further comments offline.
E: in this study you focus on measurements only... their need... will these result in normative work (what shape - one WID for all measurements, or...?)
NEC: for MDA we typically use existing measurements, in some cases that we foresee, there are potentials for the new measurements (if there is a need for them).
N: N's comment on the 4th topic (use of alarm notifications as input to MDA) - what exactly is in the scope of this topic?
I: This is based on the input from H (study on the FM evolution)
NEC: the UC on alarms prediction (mentioned by N) seems to be a valid UC.
DT: sees value in the removed item on conflict resolution... is it out completely
NEC: there is an overlap with other topic (CCL) moderated by S... while the scope is completely different (here we focus on analytics), the controversial part has been removed to facilitate progress (but we still see it as valuable)
NEC: looks forward for further concrete comments.
NEC: can this document be endorsed to facilitate approval?
Chair: this is our goal to reach consensus on at least some SID proposals.

S5-236807rev1 New Rel-19 Study on intent driven management services for mobile networks phase 3.docx
H: objectives cleaned-up


