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1
Decision/action requested

In this box give a very clear / short /concise statement of what is wanted.
2
References

[1]
S5-237343 "LS to 3GPP re Monitoring of Encrypted 5GS Signalling Traffic"
[2]
S5-237410 "Reply LS to LS to 3GPP re Monitoring of Encrypted 5GS Signalling Traffic"
[3]
S5-238097/ S3-235009 "Reply LS on Monitoring of Encrypted 5GS Signalling Traffic"
3
Minutes
3.1
Discussion
Contribution [2]:

· Ericsson: why do we need a statement "It can be noted in case option 2 is further investigated by GSMA 5GPKIWP, the NFs interfaces to CHF would have to also be considered to be monitored within "internal 5G Core communication between NFs connected to the SBI"
· Matrix: Provided explanation

· Ericsson: agrees that the first statement is true, but GSMA does not ask for tracing of CHF

· Nokia: we see value in making CHF traceable and make it visible to GSMA

· Ericsson: making CHF visible (e.g. for CDRs) is important, but it does not justify the introduction of CHF tracing. One thing is to produce CDRs and tracing it is completely different.
· Matrix: proposes to remove the last statement from the LS and focus on the CHF tracing CRs (OAM track) separately

· Nokia: we proposed to add CHF tracing functionality and prepared the corresponding CRs. Several interfaces are missing in the trace specification.

· Ericsson: we trace signalling traffic... when we come to 5G, there are several NFs that don't participate in handling signalling traffic. We need to know the purpose for which these will be traced (do we really need it, and why).

· Vodafone: our interpretation of the LS is that it relates to communication between NFs. Agrees with Ericsson on the need to take a closer look at what is really needed.

· Ericsson: addition of new functions to trace is our business as usual.
Contribution [3]:
· Nokia: SA3 LS makes a strong statement on something that is out of their (SA3) scope, but is 100% within the scope of SA5 - "Option 2 solution capabilities, interfaces, and techniques reside within virtualization infrastructure that is outside the scope of 3GPP"

· Vodafone: we need to include SA plenary in our reply (not just CC, but TO) with an action item to ensure better coordination between the various SA workgroups.
· Huawei: we need to explicitly mention that SA5 trace specifications / solutions do work regardless of whether the Network Functions are virtualized or not.

3.2
Conclusion

· The outgoing LS will be revised, the new T-Doct number is S5-238140
· The last paragraph will be removed completely (starting from "It can be noted...").

· The second paragraph needs to be revised - the statement about 3GPP SA5 Trace solutions working regardless of whether the Network Functions are virtualized or not.

· The outgoing LS will not serve as a trigger/justification for the CRs adding CHF and its interfaces to the TS 32.421.
