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Agenda

	Tdoc
	Title/Source/Comments
	Information

	1. Opening of the meeting

	2. Approval of the agenda

	S5-237300
	Agenda (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
Approved
	agenda



	3. IPR and legal declaration

	S5-237301
	IPR and legal declaration (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
Noted
	other



	4. Meetings and activities reports

	4.1. Last SA5 meeting report

	S5-237302
	Report from last SA5 meeting (MCC) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
Approved
	report




	4.2. Inter-organizational reports

	5. SA5 level issues

	5.1. Administrative issues at SA5 level

	S5-237303
	Post e-meeting email approval status (WG Vice Chair (Ericsson)) (Thomas Tovinger)

	other



	S5-237314
	SA5 working procedures (WG Chair, WG Vice Chair(Ericsson)) (Lan Zou)
Merged with 372 in 8095
	other



	S5-237372
	SA5 working procedures (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
E: You can actually create a merge request earlier as well. I have some small comments like that which I can give offline.

N: Yes but you have to be careful, you need a CR number to create an MR.

E: A number of people are using the release branch as design base, which is wrong.
N: Not always true, they should only use the integration branch when there are 2 meetings between SA.

Merged in 8095
	other



	S5-237315
	SA5 Meeting facility requirements (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
For Block Noting
Noted
	other



	S5-237373
	User Guide - Using Forge for SA5 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Noted
	other



	S5-237375
	Rel-19 SA5 work planning (SA5 Chair, SA5 Vice chair (Ericsson),SA5 Vice chair (Nokia)) (Lan Zou)
S: How strict are we going to follow the estimation of 6 TUs average per SI/WI?
Chair: It is only an average.

VC€ This has to be negotiated between everybody (as proposed by the moderators). 

E: I assume that the TU estimation should be in the SID/WID proposal, right? And can we have a proposal for how to document it.

Chair: Please use the template in slide 12, and put it at the end of the objectives clause 4.
Noted


	Work Plan



	5.2. Technical issues at SA5 level

	5.3. Liaison statements at SA5 level

	S5-237333
	LS on inputs for mapping GSMA OPG architecture roles with 3GPP defined Edge architectures (S6-233417) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
SA6 kindly ask SA5 to provide their inputs to fill above table for the scenarios which are applicable to SA5.

Leaders’ recommendation: SA5 needs reply. Draft reply in 7707.
	LS in



	S5-237707
	LS reply on inputs for mapping GSMA OPG architecture roles with 3GPP defined Edge architectures (Samsung R&D Institute India) (Deepanshu Gautam)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.1->5.3
TEF: Some blu highlighted text, not showing the number in the referred document. 
S: I will update it.  I also got some offline comments so I need a new tdoc number
MCC: Write the tdoc# in the header.

H: We support to provide SA5 info to SA6, but firstly we want to understand how SA6 would use the info. If they want to reply to GSMA, a reply from SA5 should also be considered. On the scope for OPG we would like to include also SBI-OAM. 
E: There is a TS related to CH, 32.257, that should also be mentioned.

· 8096
	LS out


	S5-237343
	LS to 3GPP re Monitoring of Encrypted 5GS Signalling Traffic (GSMA) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
Leaders’ recommendation: draft reply in 7410.
	LS in



	S5-237410
	Reply LS to LS to 3GPP re Monitoring of Encrypted 5GS Signalling Traffic (MATRIXX Software, Nokia,Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Maryse Gardella)
N: We have seen a reply LS from SA3 (to some other WG) saying that Trace is out of scope of 3GPP which is very strange. We should also check that.

E_ There are a bunch of CRs triggered by the same LS and they should be treated together.

VC(E and N) and CH chair: We are proposing a joint session early tomorrow morning at 8.00-9.00 to discuss this LSout and related CRs.

MCC: New tdoc# for the new LS from SA3: 8097.
	LS out


	S5-237335
	IETF HTTP RFCs obsoleted by RFCs 9110, 9111 and 9113 (C4-233513) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
5GC specifications refer to several HTTP RFCs that have been obsoleted by new IETF RFCs: 

-    IETF RFC 9110 ("HTTP Semantics", published in June 2022) obsoletes RFCs 7230, 7231, 7232, 7235, 7694. 

-    IETF RFC 9111 ("HTTP Caching", published in June 2022) obsoletes RFC 7234.

-    IETF RFC 9112 ("HTTP/1.1", published in June 2022) obsoletes RFC 7230.

-    IETF RFC 9113 ("HTTP/2", published in June 2022) obsoletes RFC 7540.

CT4 kindly asks CT1, CT3, SA3, SA4 and SA5 to take the above information into account and consider uplifting the HTTP references in their own specifications for 5GC SBIs from Rel-18 onwards.

Leaders’ recommendation:  Keep open until Wednesday, if no opinion provided, suggest to note 7335.
Noted
	LS in



	S5-237341
	LS to SA, SA3 and SA5 on potential collaboration between 3GPP SA3/SA5 and ETSI SAI ISG (ETSI ISG SAI) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
ETSI SAI kindly asks 3GPP TSG SA WG3 and 3GPP TSG SA WG5 to review the information in this LS and reply with current (e.g., 3GPP Rel-18/Rel-19) and future AI-related security activities where SA3 and SA5 collaboration with ETSI SAI can be beneficial.

Leaders’ recommendation: Resubmitted incoming LS. SA5 needs reply. Keep open until Wednesday.
	LS in



	5.4. SA5 meeting calendar

	S5-237319
	SA5 meeting calendar (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
Leaders’ recommendation: for information
Noted
	other



	6. OAM&P

	6.1. OAM&P Plenary

	S5-237304
	OAM&P action list (WG Vice Chair (Nokia)) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
Leaders’ recommendation: Keep open until closing plenary for further update. 
For Block Noting.
	other



	S5-237305
	OAM meeting process (WG Vice Chair (Ericsson)) (Thomas Tovinger)
Withdrawn
	other


	S5-237306
	agenda_with_Tdocs_sequence_proposal_OAM (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
For Block Noting.
Noted
	agenda



	S5-237307
	OAM Exec Report (WG Vice Chair (Nokia)) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
For Block Noting.
Noted
	report



	S5-237308
	OAM Chair notes and conclusions (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
For Block Noting.
Noted
	report



	S5-237311
	Collection of useful endorsed documents in OAM (WG Vice Chair (Nokia)) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
For Block Noting.
Noted
	discussion



	S5-237312
	Collecction of external communication documents in OAM (WG Vice Chair (Nokia)) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
For Block Noting.
Noted
	discussion



	S5-237316
	Collection of Rel-18 3GPP SA5 OAM WoP (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
Leaders’ recommendation: Keep open until closing plenary for further update. 
For Block Noting.
	discussion



	S5-237317
	Living document for stage 2-3 alignment (WG Vice Chair (Ericsson)) (Thomas Tovinger)
For email approval.
	discussion



	S5-237320
	Time Plan for OAM&P sessions (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
Leaders’ recommendation: Keep open until closing plenary for further update. 
For Block Noting
	other



	S5-237321
	Reply LS on Enhancement on the attribute for 5GLAN management (C4-234414) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
Leaders’ recommendation: CT4 reply to SA5 LS. 
CMCC : We would like to reply to this.

New reply in 8099
	LS in



	8099
	Reply LS to 7321


	

	IETF related LS (slicing)

	S5-237323
	LS on a Framework for Network Slices in Networks Built from IETF Technologies Submission (IETF) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
The IETF TEAS WG [1] would like to inform 3GPP and the SDOs in the Cc list about “A Framework for Network Slices in Networks Built from IETF Technologies” [2], an informational document that has been submitted to the IESG for publication. This document describes network slicing in the context of networks built from IETF technologies. It establishes the general principles of network slicing in the IETF context.

Leaders’ recommendation: IETF provides information. Suggest to note 7323.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	RAN2/RAN3/SA4 related LS (QoE)

	S5-237324
	Reply LS on area scope for QoE measurements (R2-2311400) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN2 would like to ask SA4 and SA5 whether it is acceptable that area scope based on LocationFilter (e.g., polygon-based area scope and circular-based area scope) is not supported for QoE measurement collection applicable to RRC IDLE/INACTIVE. 

Leaders’ recommendation:  RAN2 asked question to SA5, SA5 needs reply. Keep open until Wednesday.
E: We would like to reply to this LS.

New tdoc# 8098
	LS in



	8098
	Reply LS to 7324


	

	S5-237325
	Reply LS on QMC support in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE (R2-2311409) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN2 thanks RAN3 for the LS in R3-234745 on QMC support in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE. Based on RAN3’s questions in the LS, RAN2 gives replies.

Leaders’ recommendation:  RAN2 reply to RAN3,SA5 is in cc. Suggest to note 7325.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	S5-237329
	Reply LS on Priority information and NR-DC (R3-235912) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN3 thanks SA5 and RAN2 for the LS in S5-232760 and R2-2309004 respectively on QoE measurements in RRC IDLE/INACTIVE states. RAN3 would like to provide further feedback to the following question asked by RAN2.

Leaders’ recommendation:  RAN3 asked question to RAN2, SA5 is in cc. Suggest to note 7329.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	S5-237330
	Reply LS on MBS communication service (R3-235913) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN3 would like to inform SA4, SA5 and RAN2 about the latest agreements on QoE measurement concerning MBS.

Leaders’ recommendation:  Keep open until Wednesday. if no opinion provided, suggest to note 7330.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	S5-237338
	LS on QoE measurement collection for application sessions delivered via MBS broadcast or multicast (R3-233457) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN3 kindly requests SA5 to provide feedback on Q2.

Leaders’ recommendation: Resubmitted LS. SA5 needs reply. Keep open until Wednesday.
E: We propose a reply LS to this.
Reply LS in 8103
	LS in



	8103
	Reply LS to 7338
	

	S5-237339
	Reply LS on area scope for QoE measurements (S4-231490) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
SA4 reply to RAN2 with questions to be confirmed by SA5.

Leaders’ recommendation: Resubmitted incoming LS. SA4 reply to RAN2, SA5 is in cc. Suggest to note 7339.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	MDT related LS

	S5-237328
	Reply LS on Multiple Trace/MDT configurations (R3-235882) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
There is no consensus in RAN3 on the forwarding of multiple traces over the Xn. RAN3 confirms the feasibility of scenario 1 and scenario 2 is not feasible towards UE. 

RAN3 would like to ask SA5 if scenarios 3, 4 and 5 are valid scenarios before further investigation.

Leaders’ recommendation:  RAN3 asked question to SA5, SA5 needs reply. Draft reply in 7633.
	LS in



	S5-237633
	Reply LS on Multiple TraceMDT configurations (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
E: I think the LSin give 5 scenarios. We need a sdiscussion on all scxenarios. This only proposes reply to scenario 3-5. Need more discussion.
N: Fine to discuss it offline.


	LS out


	S5-237336
	LS on user consent for SON/MDT for NB-IoT Ues (R2-2309030) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN2 therefore have the following questions regarding the above problem:

Q1: Does the existing user consent for SON/MDT also apply to NB-IoT UEs?

Q2: If no to Q1, how does user consent for SON/MDT work for NB-IoT UEs?

Leaders’ recommendation: Resubmitted LS. Keep open until Wednesday. if no opinion provided, 
E: We propose a reply LS to this.
Reply in 8102
	LS in



	8102
	 Reply LS to 7336

N: There is already a SA3 response to RAN2 on this (sent last week S3-235004), which we should check.

MCC: The SA3 LS is not added to the SA5 doclist in 8108.


	

	S5-237337
	LS on MDT measurements collection in MR-DC (R3-232070) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN3 would like to ask SA5 feedback on whether such indication from OAM is considered beneficial.

Leaders’ recommendation: Resubmitted LS. SA5 needs reply. Draft reply in 7662/7688.
	LS in



	S5-237662
	Reply LS on MDT measurements collection in MR-DC (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
E: There are 3 related CRs which needs to be agreed first.

N: We have some offline disc. on the CRs. One option is to send the question(s) to RAN3 and still pursue the CRs.

S: We don’t agree to that option. We need to agree the CRs first before we can say that it is beneficial.

CATT: The req. and UC is not clear, we need more discussion.

Merged in revision of 7688.
	LS out



	S5-237688
	Reply LS on MDT measurements collection in MR-DC (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
To be merged with 7662.

S: We share the CATT, the reqs. and UC are not clear. We cannot send the LS before agreeing the CRs (S5-237695, S5-237696, S5-237697)
Revised in 8100.
	LS out



	S5-237340
	LS on MDT for NPN (R3-234744) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
Leaders’ recommendation: draft reply in 7504/7661
	LS in



	S5-237504
	Reply LS on MDT for NPN (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 5.3-> 6.1 
N: This LS also accompanies a number of CRs (S5-2377505, S5-2377507, S5-2377508), so we propose to agree the CRs first and then send the LS.

To be merged with 7504.
New tdoc# 8101.
	LS out



	S5-237661
	Reply LS on MDT for NPN (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
N: This LS also accompanies a number of CRs, so we propose to agree the CRs first and then send the LS.

Merged with 7504 in 8101.
	LS out



	ETSI NFV related LS

	S5-237331
	Further reply LS on Cell ID (re)configuration for mobile IAB cell (R3-235921) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
3GPP RAN3 asks SA5 to take the above RAN3 agreements into account, support the above functionalities and notify RAN3 about the outcome, if needed.

Leaders’ recommendation:  related to new Rel-19 IAB management work. Keep open until Wednesday. if no opinion provided, suggest to note 7331.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	S5-237334
	LSout to 3GPP SA5 Reply to "5G network energy efficiency and energy saving" (NFV(22)000018) (ETSI ISG NFV) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
ETSI ISG NFV kindly requests 3GPP SA5 to consider the above information for the development of its work items about " energy efficiency of 5G networks" and the potential for being able to collect in the future more accurate measurements about power consumption from NFV-MANO.

Leaders’ recommendation:  NFV reply to SA5 LS. Suggest to note 7334.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	S5-237342
	Liaison Multi-SDO Autonomous Networks (AN) Formal Liaison: Call for Candidate Proposals for AN SDO Information Sharing (TM Forum) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
TMF asked to propose AN SDO presentation proposal approximate dates and timings

Leaders’ recommendation: draft reply in 7698. Any inputs for potential presentation proposal are welcome. 
	LS in



	S5-237698
	Reply to Liaison Multi-SDO Autonomous Networks (AN) Formal Liaison: Call for Candidate Proposals for AN SDO Information Sharing (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
Chair: d1 of 7698 is uploaded.

E: Don’t know what is “AN transformation”? 

Chair: It’s in the LSin.

E: In the list you have put examples, but you list almost everything. Better to list only a few if it’s examples. And the “autonomous network levels” has very little progress so maybe better not mention it here.
Chair: I should also remove Data Management because it’s not an external TR.

DT: We should also them to clarify what is “hybrid intent APIs” 

TEF: We may also need to include Closed loop TS
Chair: Ok, I will update it.


	LS out


	S5-237344
	LSout about PIM specification development by ETSI NFV (ETSI ISG NFV) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
The ETSI ISG NFV would like to inform about the ongoing work item DGS/NFV-IFA053 and facilitate information exchange between our organizations.

The DGS/NFV-IFA053 will specify requirements for physical infrastructure management in the NFV-MANO framework. In addition, it is expected to provide a common information model for describing hardware attributes, devices configuration and operational status. The ETSI ISG NFV kindly asks your organization to consider provided information for your relevant activities.

Leaders’ recommendation: draft reply in 7440.
	LS in



	S5-237440
	Reply LS on S5-237344 LSout about PIM specification development by ETSI NFV (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
Approved
	LS out


	S5-237345
	Publication of ETSI NFV specification on Intent Management Service Interface and Intent Information Model (ETSI ISG NFV) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
ETSI ISG NFV inform you that ETSI GS NFV-IFA 050, “Network Functions Virtualisation (NFV) Release 4; Management and Orchestration; Intent Management Service Interface and Intent Information Model Specification Intent Mgmt: Svc Intface & Info Model ” has been published. NFV invites possible collaboration with the planned intent management work in stage 3 as part of ETSI NFV Release 5.

Leaders’ recommendation: draft reply in 7439.
	LS in



	S5-237439
	Reply LS on S5-237345 Publication of ETSI NFV specification on Intent Management Service Interface and Intent Information Model (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
TEF: I wonder whether we should note the diff between our model and the ETSI NFV model. Because the approach of the two SDOs is not the same.

We have an annex already in the TS 28.312. 
H. We may need a discussion on this related to Rel-19. But we just inform them on what we have done.
TEF: but the value of the LS should be to identify the gaps.

DT: It would be good to ask them to come back to us if they find some gaps.

S: We are not answering to what they are asking for. 

H: We have already defined the stage 3, which they asked about.

S: But we need to highlight our common grounds. Otherwise this exchange is useless.
Keep open
	LS out


	S5-237346
	LSout on “Certificate Management” (ETSI ISG NFV) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
ETSI ISG NFV kindly asks your organization to:

1) provide technical feedback on the above-mentioned specifications.

2) inform ETSI ISG NFV about on-going and/or planned related activities and if possible/applicable please provide feedback/information about the realization of certificates, CMF-like functionality, and related profiles/profiling.

3) consider the possibility of collaboration on the harmonized and consolidated certificate related standards among SDOs who are working e.g. virtualization-platform for telco industry. ETSI ISG NFV would be interested in and believes that it should avoid potential overlapping work and fragmentation of the standards in close area/aspect of the industry.

Leaders’ recommendation: SA5 needs reply. Keep open until Wednesday.
E: This is basically the security scope. SA3 will work on this (the LS was also sent to SA3). So we need to wai until SA3 has worked on it, and note this LS.
Docomo: We agree to align to the SA3 handling, but we want to propose a reply LS.
DT: NFV asked us to give technical feedback, so what should we do?
VC (E) : It could then make sense with a reply to inform that we don’t have any technical feedback before SA3 has studied it.
Keep open.
	LS in



	RAN3 related LS (ENDC/AIML)

	S5-237326
	Response LS on introduction new attribute to support source coordination between LTE and NR SA (R3-235702) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN3 concluded that, while the "isENDCAllowed" attribute allows preventing the establishment of EN-DC on a per neighbour cell relation, the attribute does not limit the number of procedures that are carried out over the EN-DC X2 connection between eNB and en-gNB. RAN3 agreed that it is beneficial to introduce an attribute that limits the procedures that can be run over an EN-DC X2 interface, in cases where the only function needed to be run between such nodes is the E-UTRA – NR Cell Resource Coordination. For this reason RAN3 agreed to the following: 

RAN3 agrees to introduce the new attribute and reply to SA5 with details.

Leaders’ recommendation:  RAN3 reply to SA5, suggest to note 7326.
For Block Noting.
Noted
	LS in



	S5-237327
	Reply LS on Reply to LS on AI/ML for NG-RAN Energy Saving Energy Cost index (R3-235743) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
RAN3 thanks SA5 for the LS in R3-235031 (S5-235777) on Reply to LS on AI/ML for NG-RAN Energy Saving Energy Cost index. RAN3 discussed about the questions for clarification raised in the Reply LS and would like to provide answers to those questions.

Leaders’ recommendation: RAN3 reply to SA5, Keep open until Wednesday.
H: We had some offline disc and we want to postpone it.
Postponed.
	LS in



	SA2 related LS (provision service)

	S5-237332
	Reply LS on the provisioning services specified in SA5 (S2-2311892) (Mirko Cano Soveri)
SA2 understand that SA5 is responsible of management and orchestration aspects, but the term “provisioning” that mentioned by SA5 which defined in SA2 is not relevant to the LCM and CM. There are no provisioning requirements regarding LCM and CM identified by SA2.

Leaders’ recommendation:  SA2 reply LS to SA5. Keep open until Wednesday. if no opinion provided, suggest to note 7332. 
For Block Noting. 
Noted
	LS in



	New outgoing LS:

	S5-237435
	LS to SA2 on network energy related information exposure (Huawei) (Jean-Michel CORNILY)
TEF: Currently SA5 has two solutions, one with Measurement Jobs and the second with Mgmt data collection.   But this LS only mentions Perf metric jobs. So they may think that we only do that.
H: OK, we can update it. But the message should be clear. If we also add the mgmt data collection, we should make it more high level to make it less detailed and complex.

N: We don’t agree to make it more simple. We should also add reference to the specification that notifications are used.
H: But we take the risk that nobody understands it.
· 8106
	LS out



	S5-237585
	LS on the progress update of AI/ML Management specifications in SA5 (NEC, Intel) (Hassan Al-kanani)
H: We suggest to add some more details about SA5 AIML.

NEC: I received this comment offline, so I will upload a revision shortly.

· 8107
	LS out



	S5-237941
	LS on issues with Packet Uu Loss Rate with delay threshold in the DL per DRB per UE (Samsung Electronics Iberia SA) (Ashutosh Kaushik)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 5.3->6.1
CU: We think what RAN2 cited in TS 28.552 is not the result or average rate delay value. So we want to discuss it further.
S: Firstly, it was discussed extensively in SA5#150, and we agreed that an LS reply should be sent, which was discussed in Xiamen. Secondly, even in the title it says “average value”. 
CU: We didn’t have enough time to discuss this further in Xiamen. For the second question, for which TS are you referring?
S: It’s clause 5.1.. in 28.552.
CU: But RAN2 didn’t mention average delay, just delay.

Continue offline.

Keep open.


	LS out



	6.2. New OAM&P Work Item proposals

	6.2.1 Intelligence and Automation

	Standalone OAM (ZTO/AIML/MDA/IDM/CCL/NDT) - 6

	S5-237687
	Rel-19 OAM topic Progress in SA5#152 (WG Chair) (Lan Zou)
Presented by Chair

Noted
	discussion



	S5-237542
	New Rel-19 SID Study on AI and ML management phase 2 (Intel, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
I: We uploaded a “r1” version with more supporting companies.

TEF: We support the yellow text in 2.3. We could de-prioritize 2.4 becausae it is not clear  what is the relation with SA6. And for 5.2 there is no need to std this. this is for operator internal decision.
DTAG: Support 2.3, like TEF.

S: We strongly would like to keep 2.4.

H: For 2.3 we are supportive but want to move it to a separate WT, because this is a pure SA5 UC. And for WT-5, it can be moved into this new SA5-specific WT.
I: On 2.4, from Intel perspective we support to keep it, because there are mgmt impacts. We can discuss more things offline.
MCC: Wrong template. And WT-1 text should be more specific.
N: We prefer to drop 2.4 because we have enough scope. We need to discuss the topics that are not normatively agreed.
· 8133

Online review session Thu:

H: About WT-4, should we make all EE related definitons in each affected WI/SI or collected in one WI/SI?
E: We support the idea to have all EE related definitons collected in one WI/SI

Chair: Maybe we can keep the reqs. in AIML and the solutions in EE?

H: But we have a TS which should be an umbrella TS for all of EE…-  I would like to take it out from here.

E: Agree

I: If you take it out, we must make sure it is moved properly to EE and nothing is lost.
Chair: I suggest we keep it here for now, and remove it later when we make sure that EE has covered everything.

Meeting conclusion: Follow whair’s suggestion.

Result in “S5-238133d4-online New Rel-19 SID Study on AI and ML management phase 2”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.

	SID new



	S5-237608
	New SID: Study on Management Data Analytics (MDA) – Phase 3 (NEC, Intel) (Hassan Al-kanani)
NEC: We also uploaded a r2 version with more supporting companies and some tables updated.

S: We suggest to make the yellowed WT.8 green.

I: We should remove the colours at the end, right?
VC: Yes. Keep the colours in the d-versions but remove them in final version. And there you also need to use the correct WID template. We also may need to adjust the TU estimates if the total sum is too high (after the content is stable).
TEF: For the yellow WT.8, we need more discussion on the benefits, more justification
· 8134(d3)
H: WT-1: We need to have consistent handling of where to place the EE parts.
I: This is Analytics, so we should handle it differently and keep everything here. 
MCC: The supporting companies… an editorial corr.
Result in “S5-238134d3-online New SID Study on Management Data Analytics (MDA) – Phase 3”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237660
	New Rel-19 Study on intent driven management services for mobile networks phase 3 (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
TEF: We don’t support WT-4, at least in this study. Because the assumptions in this WT are not correct. There is no mandate on user intent from GSMA to fulfill this. We also have another WID proposal that capture the need to engage with  GSMA open gateway.
TEF: ,WT-7 is not in any  colour. But where does the need to standardize this come from? We don’t challenge the need to do it but to standardize the natural language statements.
H: So you want to move WT-4 to exposure? 

TEF: If it’s exposure it should not be included here.
N: I think this should be specifically in the exposure topic.
E: Are we talking about two different things here. 

S: Are we using intent for exposure…?

I: Intent is the way to expose the mgmt services?
H: In this SID we only focus on using intent to expose the mgmt service, but it doesn’t mean we don’t have other ways to expose them.

N: On WT-7, we have a requirement but we need to figure out what SA5 should do to satisfy that req.
S: WT-7 goes yellow…
· 8135

Result in “S5-238135d3-online (is the revision of S5-237660) New Rel-19 Study on intent driven management services for mobile networks phase 3”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237702
	New Study on Closed Control loop management (Samsung R&D Institute India) (Deepanshu Gautam)
TEF: We support WT-3 and like to become supporting company of this SID.
DT: Support WT-3 but it should be reworded, not fully clear.

ZTE: In Justification, the para about effectiveness should be removed. We have a DP about Confusing Control Loops. If that is agreed, we hope this can be added to the objectives.
S: But it also talks about monitoring, that part should be kept.

Vfe: I just uploaded a revision of the DP 7892 which is related to WT-3, which we support.
H: There should not be any rapporteurs in the SID.
I: Please check with the SA chair if this rule still applies strictly to SA5, or only to SA2.

Chair: OK.

· 8136
Result in “S5-238136d4-online New SID on Closed Control Loop Management”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	WID new



	S5-237948
	DP on unifying Confusing Control Loops (ZTE Corporation) (Bangqiu Ruan)
S: Just before 3.3, there are some types of control loops mentioned. This should be aligned with 3.3. But what you are asking for can already be done with WT-5.
E: Ok to harmonise, but we are not supportive to touch SON now. So we don’t endorse this. And ANL is not a loop, it is just about levels. So some are important to harmonise but not all.

I: But closed control loop is very close to SON.
E: I just mean we should update the working documents, not old stable SON documents.

I: But we need a place to investigate the relation between all these control loops that are getting closer and closer to each other.

Chair: We need concrete proposals for update of some WT in the topic.

S: What is agreeable from this DP is already there in the SID, so we don’t need to do anything.
Keep open, offline disc.

Note: Parts of this DP proposal were included in 8136 (WT-5)

Noted

	discussion



	S5-237479
	New SID on effectiveness of zero-touch orchestration and management (China Mobile, China Telecomunication) (Xi Cao)
S. We cannot start a study based on a study.
E: E doesn’t support this. One reason: The argument related to TMF is not a real use case, not a motivation to start a study.
 CMCC. For TMF they have defined key effectiveness… and we propose to study that.
S: KEI are defined in 28.909. We should conclude that study first and t hen discuss what to do based on that.

TEF: This doesn’t need to be standardiseed, as it doesn’t allow operator differentiation when competing on the same market. I’d also like to refer to the comments to CMCC and CTC I made in the last SA5 meeting: This is an exercise that operators should do internally, no need to do in international SDOs.
E: The proposal is to look at KEI defined by TMF. We don’t agree with the problem formulation, so don’t agree to start a study on this. It is not up to SA5 to evaluate the autonomous features.
N: Not supportive of this work either, for the same reasons.

MCC: In Justification you refer to other work item. They should also be added to clause 3.
Keep open.

Online revision session:

E: We are not supportive to this. E.g. WoP#1 “Investigate which of the KEIs defined by TM Forum are related to 3GPP SA5 works”. If CMCC insists if this is important for SA5, they could say that this is relevant for SA5, but all is not relevant. And I don’t see any connection between the “E2E network slicing management” and “Radio network coverage optimization”. There is no clear problem description. Then, on “Investigate potential requirements and possible solutions for AI flow management…” – we have a WI for AIML already.
TEF: For WoP#1, we can live with it. For WoP#2, we don’t want to hear about calculating KEIs, this is what the operators should define from the KPIs. For WoP#3, we don’t support it, we don’t understand what it means (AI flow etc… to many open questions).
DT: This whole SID is not clear. WoP 1 and 2 focused on effectiveness from TMF, and WoP based on optimization. Why this is related to AI. Unclear focus and what you want to do.
Vfe: Agree with previous comments. 

Chair: Suggest we mark everything yellow for now. How about WoP#1?
E: We object to the current formulation.

DT: Support Ericsson’s comment.

CMCC: Thanks for the comments, and you can note this paper for this meeting.
Noted


	SID new



	S5-237812
	New SID on Management aspect of Network Digital Twin (China Mobile E-Commerce Co.) (Yushuang Hu)
I: Intel supports this study. One key issue is… we use one concept for many generations, which is an information model. So we need to study the relation between the Digital Twin model and the NRM. Suggest to include this aspect in the scope.
CMCC: We agree to add that aspect.

N: I almost get the impression that this “DT” is a new thing. Predictions can be models of the network. WT-3 talks about interactions between the new things and existing Managed Objects. So it is like a new thing outside what we have today.
CMCC: WT-4 and WT3. are mainly revised from previous discussions, addressing comments we got.

TEF: I recommend to put this topic in low prio, as there is ongoing work in ZSM which shows that this work needs more time before it is mature enough to bring to standardisation.

H: Generally we support this SID. Several companies believe that our NRM based solution is already part of Digital Twin.

Siemens: In Justification it talks about “digital twin manufacturing framework”. We understand it as a totally different system than the network layer, so we would like to understand what is the correlation between them.
I: There are many discussions about DT in the industry,m and they make it very separate from the network model because they don’t even know it exists. SO it is critical for SA5 to enter this domain and give a message to the outside world.
E: Agree with TEF. This should be low prio, because much of this text is yellowed, it is not clear what we should do. So we see that research is not ready with this yet.

DT: Description is not clear enough.  We should also align with ETSI ZSM.

H: Share the same comment as Intel. This should not be low prio. We do the mgmt specifications, so we should start to investigate the impact on the mgmt layer.

Keep open.

· 8204
N: Can you explain what integration of models mean? And what do you want to do there?

CMCC: If you want to achieve part of the whole network, you need to integrate it with the network.

N: I think the network is outside the model.

I: Maybe just the wording is confusing. Better to change “…within the NDT” to “…for the NDT”? in WT-4?
N: No, doesn’t help. Even more confusing.

E: On WT-4, we had offline discussions. Is it an online or offline system? We heard some clarifications offline but don’t see it here. If it is offline, do you really model that in SA5? What multivendor interface do we have there? If it’s online, then it is the model we are using for management. If we don’t know these basic things, what collaboration do we do? So both of them are still yellow for us, need further clarification.

CMCC: Our intention is to model the online system. But something may need further clarification.
DT: On WT-5, in ZSM we covered a lot of basics there, which could be useful as input to SA5.

N: Trying to understand the multivendor standardisation. 50% of SA5 is for mechanisms for collecting data and the data itself. WT-3 is for NDT management… If it is for a multivendor interface, where is “the other box”?
CMCC: For WT-5, maybe we can change that to a note. On the interface question from Nokia, we need to identify which interfaces to use (existing or new, between the NDT and the physical element), we think SA5 can do that. 
DT: It could be also multivendor, it depends on the use cases.

E: On WT-1, is it inside or outside 3GPP? If outside, then better if ZSM do it.
CMCC: We need to investigate that in the study phase. It may be inside in some cases and outside in some cases.
E: A mobile system in 3GPP consists of many things, but we use other domanis as well, e.g. transport, which we don’t have any responsibility to standardize. So is this more like transport?
Result in “S5-238204d4-online S5-237812 New SID on Management aspect of Network Digital Twin”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.

Revised “d4rev” version reviewed in the closing plenary.

N: Still have concerns about WT-3 and 4, but ok to make WT-1 green.

New tdoc# 8344
Result in “S5-238344d1-online S5-237812 New SID on Management aspect of Network Digital Twin”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	6.2.2 Management Architecture and Mechanisms

	Standalone OAM (CMO/MSEC/MSAC/SBMA/PTM/DM) - 7

	S5-237538
	New SID on cloud aspects of management and orchestration (Microsoft Europe SARL) (Bahar Sadeghi)
CTC: TW-2: It says “Kubernetes based solutions that do not rely on NFV MANO” – but MANO already have solutions based on Kubernetes. So it is confusing, which kind of solutions are we going to use.

MS: I will remove the example and not make it dependent on ETSI MANO.

CTC: Re “hybrid-cloud and multi-cloud deployment scenarios” -what is the difference?

MS: I can answer but we can discuss it offline.

CMCC: We have sent comments offline. The wording is not quite correct. We have a new rewording to propose.
E: The only thing that is clear is questions… If we remove WT-2, we make it impossible for operators with IT-like systems to use it. Therefore we would like to study this. SO without this part, this study doesn’t have any meaning.
ZTE: Same concern as CTC. We cannot exclude any solutions in the study phase. So we suggest to remove the example about MANO.
E: I want to clarify the Kubernetes solution doesn’t rely on MANO. SO I ‘ like to add a statement in Justification about that.
· 8194

MSFT: We have made offline updates in 8194d1 where all supporting companies except CMCC seem to agree on the latest version, specifically because of the updated WT-2 text.

CMCC: We still have concerns with WT-2, so we would like to make both WT-2 and WT-3 yellow. We have sent a rewording suggestion via email.
MSFT: It was asked to study what ETSI MANO should do but that is not possible.

TEF: The point here is… without WT-2, the study doesn’t make sense at all. For TEF this is the only WT that makes sense to study.

I: Share similar view as TEF and MSFT. Too restrictive to only allow SA5 to use NFV MANO based interface/solution to manage cloud native networks.
E: Agree very much with Intel and MSFT. What we want to say in WT-2 is that some operators, e.g. who have a more IT-like system, may not want to use NFV MANO. so they should be allowed to do that.
MSFT: This is a study, and the real discussion can happen in the study if we keep the scope larger.

Chair: For WT-2 maybe we can add a Note that it is inclusive of ETSI MANO and non ETSI MANO solutions.
CMCC: In general we don’t object to study, so we are not objecting to any of the WTs now, as long as we can investigate all questions via LSs with ETSI NFV.
Result in “S5-238194d2-online New SID on cloud aspects of management and orchestration”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237578
	Rel-19 New SID Enablers for Security Monitoring (Nokia UK) (Clifton Fernandes)
E: We already discussed this offline. We are not supportive right now. You identified gaps which you ask SA5 to fill. But we don’t know yet if our existing features are sufficient. SA3 needs to progress more before we can have the concrete definitions of what these enablers are.

H: The objectives, we want a strong dependency with SA3 so we need a clear definition of that.

S: Not supportive of WoP#1 unless it will be clarified to be just about stage 1. The industry already has logging mechanisms. We should use them whatever the feature is.
N: We need to treat security logs differently. E.g. for preprocessing and detention. 
S: We can talk offline about it.

S: On WoP#2, we can define security perf metrics as part of the PM related WI in R19. No need for a study.
DT: Now it’s more clear, nonetheless what is the diff between to handle such logs and the model method and mgmt infrastructure / arch., do we need to extend it. We should align this with SA3 because some topics should come from SA3, not from us.
Keep open

· 8264
S: WoP1-2 are not ok for us, but WoP-3 is ok.

N: This is done in close collaboration with SA3 based on an agreed SID last week, with many supporting companies. And they need SA5 to support them.

S: We acknowledge this SA3 angle, but we are not ready to start it yet based on that angle.

E: We have same view as Samsung. We think the SA3 work needs to progress more first.
VC: Maybe you can update the text to be more like “consider the work done in SA3 when stable…”
N: Will try offline…
8264d3:

S: Our comments as given yesterday stands… WoP#1 and #2, let’s bring them back when we know what SA3 wants us to do.

E: Ericsson agrees with Samsung.

N: Would an LS from SA3 be helpful to move forward?

VC: It can always help with an LS.

MCC: SA3’s next meeting is after SA5#153, so it’s enough to send an LS then.

Result in “S5-238264d4-online Rel-19 New SID Enablers for Security Monitoring”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237579
	Rel-19 Discussion paper on enablers for security monitoring (Nokia UK) (Clifton Fernandes)
E: We already discussed this offline. We are not supportive right now. You identified gaps which you ask SA5 to fill. But we don’t know yet if our existing features are sufficient. SA3 needs to progress more before we can have the concrete definitions of what these enablers are.
N: Look at the SA3 study… even to support that, they have defined things that we don’t have but we can start studying.

H: The objectives (slide 7), we want a strong dependency with SA3 so we need a clear definition of that.
H: Do you need all security measures for all options?
N: Yes.

DT: Security is important but I cannot see a clear description of the scope.
· 8195 (Noted)

	discussion



	S5-237580
	Rel-19 New WID for MSAC (Nokia UK) (Clifton Fernandes)
N: This is intended to cover the “spillovers” from R18.

H: The objectives  are the same as the R18 objectives. SO it is hard to see what progress we can make.

S: We should only propose a new SID if we cannot complete what is planned in R18.

Chair: You have to make it very explicit, otherwise all R18 Wis could have the same kind of extension and then we get too many. 
Keep open

N: For now we can note it, as the Rel-18 WI still continues.
Noted


	WID new



	S5-237616
	New SID on SBMA enhancement phase 3 (Huawei) (Kai Zhang)
E: We found 3 serious issues with OpenAPI SS (sent to the exploder). So we’d like to add more objectives to cover that. For Objective 5 I can provide a justification.
S: One bullet 7 (green): We said that we should not have any placeholders for leftovers from R18. So B7 should be blue.

H: Maybe we can just remove it.

S: From B8 to B14, we don’t see any Justification for them. And B8 is already done.
N: On B4… If we support SA or NSA is a completely different question. It doesn’t belong here.
H: I think based on the discussion, some yellow and blue parts can be clarified offline. I ask everyone to check which objectives need to be clarified and which can be removed, as we seem to have to many.

S: B14 should be removed.

TEF: We fully support B-4 and 9. And we want to be supporting company of this SID.

· 8196

N: We had some discussions and I still don’t understand WT-3. What do we need to study? We need to be more clear, e.g. is it interaction between SBMA and the legacy IRP framework?
E: More clarifications have been given in Justification.

N: Still want to keep WT-3 yellow.

S: Clarification text is needed for WT-5, so that it is differentiated from the advertisement functionality we are already discussing.
H: If Nokia give me a text proposal I can include it.

DT: On WT-8, it should be clarified, using more text from the Justification.

S: On WT-10, I have trouble understanding a common stage 2… stage 2 shall always be common.
N: It means common datatypes.

E: We can remove “stage 2”.

S: Ok.

Result in “S5-238196d11-online rev of S5-237616 New SID on SBMA enhancement phase 3”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237964
	Discussion paper on Alarm definition (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
E: Today we have three parameters that define the alarm type properties: Alarm type, Probably cause and Specific problem. There is a need for a proper attribute to define an alarm type.

H: For the SBMA SID Objective Bullet 5, it can be reworded to cover this. 
E: Agree, it is already there and it should just be made “green”, not yellow.

N: The wording in the clause 4 is too strong. It cannot promise that we shall change something before we have studied it.

E: OK; I can reword it. to “study the concept…”
· 8120
Pre-Noted
	discussion



	S5-237892
	DP on simplifying the decision-making architecture (VODAFONE Group Plc) (Sergio Pozo)
Vfe: We have made a revision in rev1, in Drafts and sent on the exploder.

TEF: From the DP, it is noting two main issues. I fully support Vodafones proposal.
E: I don’t interpret it in this way. It is also about flexibility of Service management. What exactly is it that you intend to do?
Vfe: We are afraid we are moving too fast and leaving too many options.

Vfe: We intend to take the feedback on this and the propose further any steps after this meeting.
H: Clarification: You mention two possible solutions. What do you mean by work streams?

TEF: We are the only WG in 3GPP that define mgmt services. But what we have now is quite complex and abstract specs. So we should think about how we can arrange or cluster them to some easier to use solutions.

· 8198. Noted.


	discussion



	S5-237818
	Rel-19 New SID on Plan management (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Olaf Pollakowski)
H. WT-1 is very specific and close to a solution. Could be something more general. E.g. “study how to model planned configurations”
N: Ok.
E: Would be nice to have a more clear objective description of the relation to Bulk CM mentioned in Note 1. 

E: On Note 2: Should the scope of this be only “one managed element”? Bulk CM today has a much broader scope.
H: We like the idea in Note 1, but have a concern about Note 2. We should not limit our study based on capabilities defined in IETF. We can ask them to add new capabilities that we have defined.

· 8199

DT: General comment: This SID is confusing when you say “Plan management” but in the details it is e.g. “Planned configurations…”. I suggest adding “configuration” in the title.
H: Is “Study on Management of planned configurations” for the title of the SID and TR ok?

DT: Ok.

DT: WT-1, what does “adding planned config…” mean?

N: It should be creating…

DT: Should we also include deactivation in WT-4?
N: No, some companies are uncomfortable with that.

DT: Ok.

DT: Please add DT as supporting company.

Result in “S5-238199d3-online Rel-19 New SID on Plan management”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	WID new



	S5-237815
	Rel-19 New WID on Data Management phase 2 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Olaf Pollakowski)
MS: I agree to have a WID on this, but it might need to be revised based on the study outcome.
N: I know, but the Chair has asked us to provide all new Rel-19 WID/SIDs to this meeting. So how to handle that?
VC (E ) This can be revised later if it is agreed.

E: The study which I prepared as moderator took some parts from the Nokia proposals and some parts from the Ericsson proposals for this topic. But I have no problem to move some parts to the WID. I think that some parts need to be studied.
CMCC: On WT-2: You only mention “the reporting format for "ManagementDataCollection"” but what about data storage, mgmt data processing?
N: Data storage is clearly out of scope in open interfaces. What is “mgmt data processing”?
· 8200
DT: What does (historical) mean?
N: No opinion, we have used it before. We can remove it.

S: No – “historical” is important here. I propose to replace stored with historical.
DT: Ok.

DT: Please add DT as supporting company.

Result in “S5-238200d3-online Rel-19 New WID on Data Management phase 2e”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	WID new



	S5-237885
	New SID on data management, subscriptions and reporting (Ericsson) (Robert Petersen)
S: The first obj. is overlapping with the WID from Nokia. And we have concerns on WT 2,3, 4. WT#2 - We already have filter and scope today. WT#3 – I see nothing wrong in it.  How I manage the load internally is up to me. WT#4 – need some clarification. We can already identify a Trace Job with a DN, no? 
E: On WT#3 and #4, in the system we have today we are building the uniqueness of jobs based on one consumer. Now we have several consumers and we cannot guarantee that the choose the same Trace ref.

S: If there are multiple subscribers for the same data, they have to ask for separate subscriptions.

DT: I have concerns with WT#3. Fine to decrease the load but the rest is not clear and I don’t agree.

H: Similar comments as S. WT#1 and #2 overlapping with previous WID. WT#3 and #4 we think that is MnS behaviour internal behaviour.

· 8201.

Result in “S5-238201d3-online New SID Study on data management regarding subscriptions and reporting”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	Support of network new features from SA2/RAN2/RAN3 (PM/CM/Trace and QoE) -4 

	S5-237619
	New WID on 5G performance measurements and KPIs phase 4 (China Telecom Corporation Ltd.) (Xiumin Chen)
N: This also needs coordination with other SDOs which are working on this. Should be added.
PI Works: We like to be supporting company for this.

TEF: We also like to be supporting company for this.

H: Generally we support this, but we want to remove WT#1.5 because such feature is not agreed in SA2.
CTC: WT#1.5 – there is another Rel-18 WI in SA2 related to ATSS so we can discuss offline to clarify this.
· 8202
Result in “S5-238202d3-online New WID 5G performance measurements and KPIs phase 4”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	WID new



	S5-237655
	New WID on 5G Advanced NRM features phase 3 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
TEF: We want to propose a small rewording on WT-2. Suggest replacing slice NRM with NRM fragments.

H: On WT-1: We should mention clearly which features to support in this WI.

E: Please add Ericsson as supporting company.

TEF: We also want to be supporting company if our proposal is agreed.

N: DT and Verizon also want to be supporting companies.

Chair: In 2.3, IAB is mentioned, should it really be included here? It is part of another WI. We have to be clear on which features  we support and they should be referred in 2.3.
N: I can remove it.

· 8203
PI Works: Want to be added as supporting company.
Result in “S5-238203d2-online New WID on 5G Advanced NRM features phase 3”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	WID new



	S5-237886
	New WID on Provide management functions for Rel-19 traffic and radio functions in the RAN and the core network  (Ericsson) (Robert Petersen)
N: I struggle to understand what is the scope for SA5 here.
E: The intention is that we know that we will get work to do from other WGs, so we need to plan for that. You can call it a placeholder if you want. Right now we don’t know exactly what that work will be.
H: It is better to know what features we should support, and the relation to other WGs. And we already have some existing Wis with such relations, e.g the AIML WI.
E: I recognize that, but it is difficult to say right now which features it should be. We know that something will come but we don’t know what.

CMCC: On the title…it may be confusing to say “traffic and radio functions”.
E: I guess we can change it to “automation functions for traffic and radio”, and focus on specific features.
Keep open.

E: I suggest to add these aspects in the existing SID for Trace/MDT instead, similarly as some other SIDs have done to include placeholders for future work.
S: I think it is better to note this, and include any such work later when we know it better. 

DT: Support Samsung.

E: OK.

Noted


	WID new



	S5-237884
	New WID on Support for Subscriber and Equipment Trace and QoE collection functionality in RAN and core network (Ericsson) (Robert Petersen)
N: I see some Rel-18 RAN specific features listed here. I’d like to hear more about what SA5 should do with them.
E: In the Trace, we support a number of features specified by RAN2 and RAN3. There are also other features in RAN2 and RAN3mentioned here which we don’t have support for.

N: Ok we can discuss it more offline.

H: In clause 1, what will be the impact on AN and CN?
E: I don’t foresee any now, but can’t preclude it.

H: But there is no objective related to this.
E: We have signalling based activation for example, I can add a bullet for that.

CMCC: I suggest that it should refer to the latest version of SP-documents which are referred in the Justification and Objective.
· 8205

Result in “S5-238205d2-online New WID Support for Subscriber and Equipment Trac and QoE collection functionality in RAN and core network”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	WID new



	Support of network new features from SA2/RAN2/RAN3 (NTNM/IABM/RedcapM/ISACM/NWDAFM/NSM) - 6

	S5-237645
	New SID on Management Aspects of NTN Phase 2 (CATT, China Unicom) (Min Shu)
E: We support the intention, and we sent some comments offline, on clarification of anchoring in other WGs e.g. in RAN.
CATT: Thanks for the comments, I have uploaded a revised version (rev1) to try to clarify it.

S: We’d like to be added to supporting company list.
· 8206

Result in “S5-238206d2-online New SID on Management Aspects of NTN Phase 2”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237883
	New SID on Management of IAB Nodes (Ericsson LM) (Junfeng Wang)
E: All in the objectives was green-marked before, I just missed to keep the green colour.

H: Can you clarify the relation with SA3?

E. There are a few LSs from SA3 (e.g. listed in first bullet of Justification) about the security concern.

H: In the Objectives it is not possible to see which one is related to SA3.

E: OK, I can add some more sentences for that, it is e.g. for the Plug and Connect.

· 8207

Result in “S5-238207d3-online New SID on Management of IAB Nodes”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237674
	New SID on management aspects of RedCap feature (AsiaInfo Technologies Inc) (Zhanwu Li)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.2.3->6.2.2
E: Is there really much work in this? E.g. Item 1 is maybe a new parameter in OAM, number 2 is maybe some new measurements, etc.
AsiaInfo: E.g. about no. 1, we may need some new configuration items. And re: No 4, it is about the energy consumption.
E: I don’t think there is a RedCap unique aspect of that. All these items can be made as part of other SA5 work items.

S: Share the same concerns with Ericsson.

Keep open, continue offline.

· 8342
Result in “S5-238342d1-online New SID on management aspects of RedCap feature”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237700
	New SID on Management aspects of Integrated Sensing and Communication (ZTE Corporation,China Unicom) (Bangqiu Ruan)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.2.3->6.2.2
E: We think it may be too early to do this. We don’t question the need but the timing.
Chair: If you think this is a feature in Rel-19 supported by other WGs, it would be good to plan for this support in SA5. If it will be a feature, we should do that 
Z: SA1 already have normative work for this.

Chair: We need to know what is the feature before we can start studying it, so the timing may be an issue.
Z: SA1 already produced 32 Use cases for this.
Chair: General question for all features provided by other WGs. Should we provide mgmt support for all new features, or just be one release behind. We may be a bit behind but now one whole release.
E: Maybe we should have a “Rel.19 parity placeholder feature” and then at some point in the release select which ones are mature enough to support.
CMCC: In the SA2 discussion, they haven’t agree to do a study, and not all R19 studies will turn into normative work. So maybe we should give this study low priority. Why should SA5 study this if SA2 has not started specifying it?
Z: Not all our studies are completely based on SA2 studies/work items. We also take some based on SA1 work.
Keep open.

· 8307(d1)
ZTE. We have not received any detailed technical comments, only about the timing. But we don’t think this should be a low priority even if it may need to be started later.
Chair: We need to make a decision for all new network features developed in other WGs. We may need to define mgmt support for such features in Rel-19 even if later.
S: On WT-2, we can only do it based on SA1, being t he only WG with some normative output. SA2 doesn’t have any normative output yet.

ZTE: That’s why we added a note below WT-5: “NOTE: Objectives from WT-1 1.2 to WT-5 depend on progress in SA2.”
S: Then we can update the SID later, to add work based on SA2 output. So we object to WT-2.
E: SA2 hasn’t even approved a study yet.
S: WT-2 until  also depends on SA2.

E: The whole SID is dependent of SA2. So we can’t start any of this right now. There are already some other Wis in SA5 that are providing some support for this feature, like the NRM.
I: I agree with E, we can not start work now, but for visibility reasons it’s good to start a study item (when the time is right), as it is a very hot topic right now.

Chair: We probably need to add a note that we cannot start work until SA2 is ready.
E: We already had such a case yesterday, with a placeholder for future work that was not agreed. We can take it up for decision later when we know the SA2 status better.

Chair: If SA2 didn’t agree this topic they may think we are too early if we start now. If SA2 decide it is a topic for Rel-19, we could consider to have a dedicated WI for this.
Noted

	SID new



	S5-237721
	New Study on Enhancement of Management Aspects related to NWDAF Phase 2 (China Telecommunications) (Song Zhao)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.2.1->6.2.2
CTC: I have uploaded a rev1 with the colours and some more supporting companies added.

NEC: I think all the items in the Objectives seems to be covered by the AIML  and other related work items in SA5. 
CTC: We need to define support for features defined in SA2, e.g. profile information in NWDAF. Whether to support this is a mgmt aspect in SA5.
NEC: We need to clarify this offline.

Vfe: We agree with NEC comments. And I don’t understand WT-1 and WT-2.
· 8208.
Vfe: Still don’t see the reason why WT-1 and WT-2 should be included, because it is not clear enough and I don’t think the motivation is enough.
CTC: I don’t see why PM on NWDAF cannot be included?
Vfe: We are crossing the lines between both domains.

Result in “S5-238208d3-online New Study on Management Aspects related to NWDAF Phase 2”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237928
	New Rel-19 Study on Management of Network Sharing Phase 3 (China Unicom, China Telcom, Ericsson, Huawei, ZTE, CMCC) (Zhaoning Wang)
CU: The colour is missing, but WT-1 and WT-2 is green, and Telefonica wants to be added as supporting company.
S: We don’t think this study is needed. WT-1 and 2 can be handled in the NRM. WT-3 is related to Indirect sharing in SA2 which has not been agreed yet.

CU: WT-2 cannot be handle as part of the NRM, as it is about reqauirements and use cases. And for WT-3 we have some offline discussion with Samsung, this is to reflect progress in SA1 and SA2. We prefer not to remove this objective, we can do some rewording to sth like “follow progress to align with other WGs”.
MCC: In 2.2 the study item needs to be the study item that was the parent of that normative WI.
· 8209
S: Our comments seems ignored.
CU: I have sent an email to clarify WT-1 and WT-2.

S: I did not have time to check emails.

S: WT1 can be done as part of adNRM Ph3 and WT-2 would be OK. WT-3 is problematic.
CU: But WT-1 is continuation of the Rel-18 study so I think it is reasonable. It doesn’t depend on SA2, and WT-3 only investigates based on SA1. Wee just want to make some analysis based on what we have known.
E: We agree that there are leftovers from R18 that we should start. SO we think WT-1 and WT2 are interesting to start studying.

S: We cannot live with this. Just because we have work in R18, it doesn’t mean we have to do it in R19. We shouldn’t “pollute” the work plan with work that can be done in other Wis.
E: On WT-2.. I don’t have a strong opinion on where to do it, but it is important to do this study. But it may not get sufficient attention if we don’t do it as a separate study.
S: As a summary, we are ok with WT-2 but object to WT-1 and 3. If we don’t finish some of the existing R18 work, we can come back and add it later.
CU. One more clarification. We welcome technical discussion, but we have sent emails to Samsung already two weeks ago to discuss this but didn’t receive any reply. Network Sharing is a very special feature which has been defined in SA5 for many releases.

Chair: Maybe we can put some explicit features in WT-1, for things to be continued from R18 if it is already known now.
Conclusion: WT-2 is kept, WT-1 and 3 removed for now, can be considered in a revised SID next year when we know the outcome of the R18 work.

Result in “S5-238209d3-online New Rel-19 Study on Management of Network Sharing Phase 3”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	6.2.3 Support of New Services

	Standalone OAM and support of SA2/RAN3 (EE) - 1

	S5-237434
	New SID on energy efficiency and energy saving aspects of 5G networks and services (Huawei) (Jean-Michel CORNILY)
Companies with comments:

E, TEF, NEC (V, PIW, S, CMCC, E, NEC; TEF, N supporting company)

E: We want a clarification of the 4th bullet in WT-1. “MNO VNFs hosted on private cloud or public cloud” – is it in SA5 scope or not?

H: Yes, we defined the responsibilities of each stakeholder in each scenario in the study.
E: Yes but some private cloud and public cloud is not our business.

H: Yes.. but the exchange of such information is our business. We need to agree on the format and content of such info, like in NSOEU. We have requirements on them that we need their information, otherwise the MN operators cannot build their energy efficiency KPIs.
E: Which organization should receive our information?

E: Another comment: In WT-1 we look at other study proposals related to ES. What is the border between our Rel-19 EE and other work in SA5? We would like to collect all EE related work here.
· 8235
Result in “S5-238235d4-online was 7434 New Rel-19 Study on energy efficiency and energy saving aspects of 5G networks and services”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	Standalone OAM (MExpo/NSOEU) - 2

	S5-237798
	Rel-19 SID MExpo (Nokia) (Scott Probasco)
Companies with comments:

TEF, S, H

S: In WoP#1 I suggest to delete the Intent thing… not clear how using it to support exposure.
S: WoP 2 – whether it is SM or NM… we need to discuss how the mgmt capabilities are exposed, we don’t need to call it SM.

S: WoP 3 seems to imply that the exposure functionality is different for different scenarios. So I don’t understand this.

E: Similar comments as S. Why do we need to study it again, EGMF and CAPIF? It is better to have the exposure of intent as a separate WoP.
E: In WoP 2, what do mean by “Assess which, if any, of the studied solutions is the most viable candidate for practical implementation”? It can be dropped.

E: WoP 3, should also consider CH aspects? 28.530 already includes CH requirements.
DT: The last bullet, we need align it with external… <comments to be completed by email input from DT>
DT comments provided via email:

- Alignment concerning “external consumers” (in the title of the contribution) and “vertical customer” within the textual description.
- Bullet point before WoP#2: 

              - What does mean “management exposure”?

              - Does the last part of this sentence really describe the scope of “management exposure”? And should it be really the sole scope? 

              - What does mean “vertical service level requirements”?
Keep open.

· 8243

S: We don’t agree with WoP#3. Reason: We don’t think this NS relates to exposure. We had the same comment for WoP2, but from the discussions this week we realised that it is related. 
N:The relation to sharing is how you coordinate slices across domains.
TEF: We have NS specificities to deal with here.
S: Are we studying only to expose slicing capabilities here?

TEF: Yes.

S: My concern is that we will be studying exposure of all capabilities.
TEF: Is it agreeable for S if we change the title to include the slicing capabilities instead of management?
S: OK with “slice management”.
Result in “S5-238243d4-online Rel-19 SID Enhanced OAM management exposure to external consumers”: We marked all agreed parts in the Objectives with green colour, and removed all not agreed parts. Then everything in Justification and clause 2 etc. needs to be aligned with that in the next version by the Moderator.


	SID new



	S5-237799
	Rel-19 WID MExpo (Nokia) (Scott Probasco)
Companies with comments:

S, H

N: I don’t think there is consensus to move forward with the WID now.

Note.
	WID new



	6.3. OAM&P Maintenance and Rel-18 small Enhancements

	6.3.1 Methodology

	S5-237584
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.156 Supplement the specification for establishing a relationship between <<dataType>> and model elements in UML class diagram (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Haojie Li)
[Ericsson]: we co-signed a DP with CMCC that would require this to be revised (7894)

Revised to 8287
	CR0084r, TS/TR 32.156 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237894
	Discussion Paper (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.3.11->6.3.1
Revised to rev2

[Nokia]: so many data types nested could be an indication of a bad design... the problem should not have existed at all.

[Ericsson]: DP focuses on unifying the methodology for depicting these (that are already allowed)

[Nokia]: need more time to discuss the details.

Revised to 8286
	discussion



	S5-237722
	Rel-15 CR TS 32.156 Clarification on predefined dataType and example (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
FASMO check: no need update for Rel-15
N: We provided offline comments. The second change (deletion) can not be agreed. Rel-18 change is good enough.
Chair: Seems not FASMO.

Not pursued
	CR0085r, TS/TR 32.156 v15.4.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-237723
	Rel-16 CR TS 32.156 Clarification on predefined dataType and example (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
FASMO check: no need update for Rel-16
See above. Not pursued
	CR0086r, TS/TR 32.156 v16.8.0, Rel-16, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-237724
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.156 Clarification on predefined dataType and example (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
See above. Not pursued
	CR0087r, TS/TR 32.156 v17.4.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-237725
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.156 Clarification on predefined dataType and example (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
· 8290 
· Pre-agreed
	CR0088r, TS/TR 32.156 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited

	6.3.2 ANL

	6.3.3 MDAS 

	S5-237593
	correction on startTime and stopTime in MDARequest (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR0068r, TS/TR 28.104 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR 28.104 correction on startTime and stopTime in MDARequest<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237594
	Correction on startTime and stopTime in MDARequest (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR0069r, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.104 correction on startTime and stopTime in MDARequest<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237646
	Rel-18 CR 28.104 Update discription on deployment of multiple MDAs (CATT) (Min Shu)
Leaders’ recommendation: Cat-A CR?
MCC: The Cat. shall be updated in 3GU, and the WI code shall be MDAS.
H: The “the cross-domain MDA MnS” could be covered by the first bullet.

CATT: OK, I can do that.

N: I want to understand the need for this. Any consumer can consumer services provided by a producer.

E: Support Nokia’s comment.

· 8292
	CR0070r, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237647
	Rel-17 CR 28.104 Update discription on deployment of multiple MDAs (CATT) (Min Shu)
See comments for 646 above.

· 8291
	CR0071r, TS/TR 28.104 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237709
	Correct issues for references of enabling data (Huawei) (Zhuoyuan Tian)
Agreed
	CR0072r, TS/TR 28.104 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR 28.104 Correct issues for references of enabling data<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237710
	Correct issues for references of enabling data (Huawei) (Zhuoyuan Tian)
Agreed
	CR0073r, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.104 Correct issues for references of enabling data<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237967
	Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson-LG Co., LTD) (Zhulia Ayani)
à S5-238174
E: I forgot to include 0 in the multiplicity, that is the update in 8174.
H: The Reason for change is probably wrong. Because the technical change, there is no description of what Null means.

H: We have more comments, can take it offline.

· Revise d1 to d2 with the Reason for change update.

	CR0076r, TS/TR 28.104 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR 28.104 Correction of attribute properties<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson-LG Co., LTD

	S5-237968
	Rel-18 CR 28.104 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson-LG Co., LTD) (Zhulia Ayani)
à S5-238175
Same comments as for 967. Revise to d2.
	CR0077r, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson-LG Co., LTD

	6.3.4 AI/ML

	S5-237521
	CR TS 28.105 Rel-17 Correction of IOC name (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
MCC: Some cover page issues, can fix it. Wi code should be eMDAS.
· 8293 Pre-agreed
	CR0062r, TS/TR 28.105 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237522
	CR TS 28.105 Rel-18 Correction of IOC name (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
· 8294 Pre-agreed


	CR0063r, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237523
	TS 28.105 Rel-17 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
E: Same issue here with the cover page. WI code eMDAS.

H: We have more comments, can take it offline.

· 8295 
	CR0064r, TS/TR 28.105 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/2/2023. Original source : Ericsson India Private Limited

	S5-237531
	TS 28.105 Rel-18 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
E: Same issue here with the cover page. WI code eMDAS.

H: We have more comments, can take it offline.
· 8296
	CR0065r, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237533
	TS 28.105 Rel-18 Correction of MLTrainingFunction constraints (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
H: Why change the multiplicity to 1?
E: Because it is needed, and only 1 is needed.

N: Agree that it should be a star.

· 8297
	CR0066r, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237534
	Rel 17 CR TS 28.105 Resolve issues related to the usage of confidenceIndication attribute (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
Leaders’ recommendation: cat-B for Rel-17 not allowed. (related tdoc 7534/7535)
Revised to 8124 (reallocated to 6.3)

MCC: Still cover page issues. 
Pre-agreed as final version.

	CR0067r, TS/TR 28.105 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237571
	Rel 18 CR TS 28.105 Fix incorrect figure label (Ericsson) (Eoin McDonnell)
For Block approval.
[MCC]: wrong WI code - will take care

Approved

	CR0069r, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/2/2023. Original source : Nanjing Ericsson Panda Com Ltd

	S5-237574
	Rel 17 CR TS 28.105 Fix incorrect figure label (Ericsson) (Eoin McDonnell)
For Block approval.
[MCC]: wrong WI code - will take care
Approved
	CR0070r, TS/TR 28.105 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/2/2023. Original source : Nanjing Ericsson Panda Com Ltd

	S5-237622
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.105 Removing ML Entity ID attribute (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
“Withdrawn” by author (after offline)
Not pursued
	CR0071r, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237833
	Rel-17 TS 28.105 Restore definition of attribute mLEntityList (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
E: This is replaced by 8285

Not pursued
	CR0072r, TS/TR 28.105 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	6.3.5 Energy efficiency

	6.3.6 Intent driven management

	S5-237681
	Rel-17 CR TS28.312 Clarify the description of object instance (ZTE Corporation) (Baoguo Xie)
For Block approval.
Approved


	CR0187r, TS/TR 28.312 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237683
	Rel-18 CR TS28.312 Clarify the description of object instance (ZTE Corporation) (Baoguo Xie)
For Block approval.
Approved


	CR0188r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : ZTE Corporation

	S5-237726
	Clarify verbs in attribute definitions (Ericsson) (Jan Groenendijk)
H: Disagree to remove the AllowedValues. You can add some text to say that vendor extension is allowed.
MCC: Check Clauses affected

· 8298
	CR0192r, TS/TR 28.312 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS 28.312 Clarify verbs in the attribute definitions<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-237727
	Clarify verbs in attribute definitions (Ericsson) (Jan Groenendijk)
· 8299
	CR0193r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Clarify verbs in the attribute definitions<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-237728
	Correct intent driven MnS description in clause 4.2.2 (Ericsson) (Jan Groenendijk)
MCC: Clauses affected.. Other specs affected etc.
H: We disagree to remove the last two sentences. No justification for t hat is seen.

E: OK, I can leave them.

· 8300 Pre-agreed

	CR0194r, TS/TR 28.312 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS 28.312 Correct intent driven MnS description in clause 4.2.2<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited

	S5-237729
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Correct intent driven MnS description in clause 4.2.2 (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
· 8301 Pre-agreed
	CR0195r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237906
	Rel-17 CR 28.312 Correct create an intent procedure (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Empty tdoc?
E: We have revised it during the week and discussed offline, shared on the exploder and revised twice.

· 8302

	CR0200r, TS/TR 28.312 v17.5.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	S5-237907
	Rel-18 CR 28.312 Correct create an intent procedure (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Empty tdoc?
· 8303

	CR0201r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	6.3.7 SON

	6.3.8 QMC

	6.3.9 Network slicing management

	S5-237347
	Correction of yang code for sliceprofile (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
E: We got offline comments from N, have been addressed.

· 8326 
	CR1057r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237952
	Rel-18 Ts 28.541 Correction of yang code for sliceprofile (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
Agreed
	CR1129r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237377
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in DelayTolerance (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
E: If you change the qualifier to CM, it’s effectively a new solution.

N: But this is an error today, to say that it is required to be supported for SliceProfile.

H: We disagree with this change. We can understand the intention but we think it’s a misunderstanding of the datatype.
N: The same datatype is used in SliceProfile too.
S: Let’s discuss it. I ama bit reluctant to the Reason for change.

N: There are several contributions affected by this discussion (all tdocs until 7409). 
Keep open

[After offline disc.]

N: We had an offline discussion with E, H, S, TEF and we agreed on an updated proposal which we hope should be agreeable for all. No revision needed now.
Agreed
	CR1070r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237393
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in DelayTolerance (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed


	CR1086r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237378
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in DeterministicComm (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1071r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237394
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in DeterministicComm (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1087r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237379
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in XLThpt (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1072r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237395
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in XLThpt (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1088r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237380
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in MaxPktSize (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1073r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237396
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in MaxPktSize (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1089r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237381
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in MaxNumberofPDUSessions (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1074r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237397
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in MaxNumberofPDUSessions (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1090r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237382
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in KPIMonitoring (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1075r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237398
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in KPIMonitoring (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1091r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237383
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in TermDensity (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1076r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237399
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in TermDensity (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1092r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237384
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in Positioning (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1077r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237400
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in Positioning (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1093r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237385
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in Synchronicity (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1078r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237401
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in Synchronicity (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1094r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237386
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in EnergyEfficiency (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1079r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237402
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in EnergyEfficiency (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1095r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237387
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in NSSAASupport (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1080r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237403
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in NSSAASupport (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1096r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237389
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in RadioSpectrum (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1082r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237405
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in RadioSpectrum (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1098r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237390
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in UserMgmtOpen (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1083r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237406
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in UserMgmtOpen (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1099r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237391
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in V2XCommMode (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1084r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237407
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in V2XCommMode (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1100r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237392
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in NBIoT (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1085r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237408
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in NBIoT (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1101r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237404
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in MaxNumberofUEs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1097r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237409
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Corrections to servAttrCom attribute in NonIPSupport (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Agreed
	CR1102r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237497
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.531 Correct the description of Procedure of Network Slice Instance allocation (ZTE Corporation) (Pengxiang Xie)
H. Could we use a better WI code?

E: I cannot see the change in the procedure.

ZTE: Explained.

MCC: Cover page issue.

· 8304
	CR0228r, TS/TR 28.531 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/2/2023. Original source : ZTE Corporation

	S5-237731
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.541 Enhance description of jitter in attribute table (L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
related tdocs 7731/7732/7733/7350/7351
N: We don’t agree with this. There is a related DP.

H: We also think no need for Rel-16/17 change of this.
Not pursued
	CR1115r, TS/TR 28.541 v16.17.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237732
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Enhance description of jitter in attribute table (L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
Leaders’ recommendation: related tdocs 7731/7732/7733/7350/7351
N: We don’t agree with this. There is a related DP.

H: We also think no need for Rel-16/17 change of this.

Not pursued
	CR1116r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237733
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Enhance description of jitter in attribute table (L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
Leaders’ recommendation: related tdocs 7731/7732/7733/7350/7351
N: We don’t agree with this. There is a related DP.

H: We think for the editor’s notes it is not needed, but a revision of the text may be OK.
N: Still don’t agree.

Not pursued.
	CR1117r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237734
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Enhance network slice model description (L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
N: Don’t agree with the changes. The existing relationship and inheritance diagrams are already existing.

E: It’s not only changes in the diagram, it’s to make it more consistent.

H: Same as Nokia, don’t need this.

TEF: Same comment as N.

Not pursued.
	CR1118r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237957
(late)
	Rel-18 TS 28.623 YANG Correction of GeoArea attribute definition (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
Leaders’ recommendation: late stage3 will be treated.
MCC: It is revised to 8284.
Agreed
	CR0305r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237958
(late)
	Rel-18 TS 28.541 YANG Correction of coverageArea attribute Type (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
Leaders’ recommendation: late stage3 will be treated.
MCC: The release info in 3GU should be Rel-17.
Pre-Agreed
(Note: It was reported that this error doesn’t exist in Rel-18 thus no Cat-A mirror needed)
	CR1130r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	6.3.10 MEC management

	S5-237595
	remove duplicated clause for ECS measurement (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR0491r, TS/TR 28.552 v17.11.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR 28.552 remove duplicated clause for ECS measurement<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237596
	Remove duplicated clause for ECS meansurement (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR0492r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.552 remove duplicated clause for ECS measurement<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.3.11 General NRM

	S5-237363
	TS28.541 Rel18 correction to NSSF interface between NWDAF and NSSF (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Agreed

	CR1061r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237364
	TS28.541 Rel17 correction to NSSF interface between NWDAF and NSSF (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Agreed
	CR1062r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237365
	TS28.541 Rel16 correction to NSSF interface between NWDAF and NSSF (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR1063r, TS/TR 28.541 v16.17.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237366
	TS28.541 Rel16 correction to DRACHOptimizationFunction stage 3 issue (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
For Block approval.
Approved


	CR1064r, TS/TR 28.541 v16.17.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237367
	TS28.541 Rel17 correction to DRACHOptimizationFunction stage 3 issue (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
For Block approval.
Approved


	CR1065r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237368
	TS28.541 Rel18 correction to DRACHOptimizationFunction stage 3 issue (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
For Block approval.
Approved


	CR1066r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237369
	TS28.541 Rel16 correction to 5GC resourceType allowed values (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR1067r, TS/TR 28.541 v16.17.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237370
	TS28.541 Rel17 correction to 5GC resourceType allowed values (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Agreed
	CR1068r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237371
	TS28.541 Rel18 correction to 5GC resourceType allowed values (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Agreed
	CR1069r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237376
	Rel-17 CR 32.160 Clarify YANG revision date handling (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
Agreed
	CR0047r, TS/TR 32.160 v17.9.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237532
	Rel-18 CR 32.160 Clarify YANG revision date handling (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
Agreed
	CR0048r, TS/TR 32.160 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237411
	Rel-16 Correct IOC instance creation and deletion (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
H: I think the proposal to remove “when not supported” is not needed; I see no justification of this.

E: Explained… 

S: What if we replace it by “…”.

E: Don’t agree.

N: This is a functional modification.

Offline.
	CR0306r, TS/TR 28.622 v16.17.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237413
	Rel-17 Correct IOC instance creation and deletion (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: is this CR for 28.622? 
This is for 28.622
MCC: This needs a new CR#

Keep open
	CR0283r, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	S5-237415
	Rel-18 Correct IOC instance creation and deletion (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Mirror - Keep open
	CR0307r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237412
	Rel-16 Correct IOC instance creation and deletion (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Stage 3 of the above – keep open
	CR0282r, TS/TR 28.623 v16.15.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	S5-237414
	Rel-17 Correct IOC instance creation and deletion (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Stage 3 mirror – keep open
	CR0284r, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	S5-237416
	Rel-18 Correct IOC instance crea
Stage 3 mirror – keep open tion and deletion (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
	CR0285r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237426
	Rel-18 Correct dnai and dnaiList attribute definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
MCC: Clauses affected missing

Chair: Forge link missing

N: Most of the changes also exist in Rel-17, why not change it there?

E: OK, we can do that if we get a new number.

MCC: The this becomes Cat-A mirror of 8306 (new tdoc#)
· 8305
	CR1103r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	8306
	Cat-F CR Rel-17 Correct dnai and dnaiList attribute definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)

	

	S5-237441
	Rel-17 CR TS28.623 Correct the yaml definition for ThresholdMonitor IOC to align with stage2 definition (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
N: I gave offline comments to H, to modify Summary of change.

· 8310
	CR0286r, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237442
	Rel-18 CR TS28.623 Correct the yaml definition for ThresholdMonitor IOC to align with stage2 definition (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
Same as above

· 8311
	CR0287r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237443
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.541 Correct the issues for NrNrm YAML file (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
Agreed
	CR1104r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237444
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Correct the issues for NrNrm YAML file (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
Agreed
	CR1105r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237498
	DP Schema definition Issues SubNetwork and ManagedElement OpenAPI SS (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
N: E gave some offline comments, I need to update it.

· 8312
	discussion



	S5-237530
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Solution Sets clarifications (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
Agreed
	CR0291r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Hungary Ltd

	S5-237620
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.622 Correcting the definition of mgtDataName attribute (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
S: Don’t agree with the changes. VS data is external data to us. Should be party of eSBMA or some other WI in Rel-19.
E: This is not needed actually. The current def of the attr. doesn’t prohibit other SDO values.

N: E has a similar tdoc covering this. Maybe we can merge them.

Merged in rev. of 7898.
Merged in 8314
	CR0310r, TS/TR 28.622 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson

	S5-237621
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.622 Correcting the definition of mgtDataName attribute (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
Merged with the mirror of 7899
Merged in 8315
	CR0311r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson

	S5-237915
	Rel-18 CR 28.541 Correct redundant attribute definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
N: I’d like to keep it offline for some more time…

MCC: Clauses affected wrong

Keep open


	CR1127r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237933
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Removal of the Corba and XML Solution Sets  (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
MCC: Cover page issues

MCC: You must Void deleted clauses..
E: Ok, I will withdraw it, as it is based on an earlier agreed CR

Not pursued

	CR0303r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. C



	S5-237962
(late)
	Rel-17 CR 28.623 YANG Corrections (SA5#152) (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
Leaders’ recommendation: late stage3 will be treated. No CR for Rel-18 udpate?
E: It is covered by other Rel-18 CRs because there are more changes in them.
Agreed

	CR0306r, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237963
(late)
	Rel-17 CR 28.541 YANG Corrections (SA5#152) (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
Leaders’ recommendation: late stage3 will be treated. No CR for Rel-18 udpate?
E: It is covered by other Rel-18 CRs because there are more changes in them.

Agreed


	CR1131r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-238137

	YANG corrections for TS28.541 to align with stage 2 

(newly created during the meeting, 13 Nov., uploaded 14 Nov.)
MCC: Issues on the cover page


	

	6.3.12 PM/KPI

	S5-237603
	Fix error related to number of PDU session creation measurement (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0494r, TS/TR 28.552 v16.16.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-16 CR 28.552 fix error related to number of PDU session creation measurement<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237604
	Fix error related to number of PDU session creation measurement (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR0495r, TS/TR 28.552 v17.11.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR 28.552 fix error related to number of PDU session creation measurement<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237605
	Fix error related to number of PDU session creation measurement (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR0496r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.552 fix error related to number of PDU session creation measurement<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237752
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.554 Correction Utilization KPI definition of PDU session establishment time of network slice (China Mobile, Ericsson) (Yushuang Hu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0156r, TS/TR 28.554 v16.14.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Mobile E-Commerce Co., Ericsson

	S5-237754
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.554 Correction Utilization KPI definition of PDU session establishment time of network slice (China Mobile, Ericsson) (Yushuang Hu)
Agreed
	CR0157r, TS/TR 28.554 v17.11.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Mobile E-Commerce Co., Ericsson

	S5-237804
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.554 Correction Utilization KPI definition of PDU session establishment time of network slice (China Mobile, Ericsson) (Yushuang Hu)
Agreed
	CR0159r, TS/TR 28.554 v18.3.1, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Mobile E-Commerce Co., Ericsson

	S5-237898
	Rel-17 CR 28.622 Add measurement bin support to NRM (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
E: We had offline disc. and decided to remove the change on the bin. Just keep the attr. descr. update.

H: This adds a new attribute..
E: No, that part is removed.

N: OK, we want to co-sign this and the mirror as it is merged with our tdoc.

S: We would like to have this restricted only to VS data.

E: Ok, we need to clarify this. We are only talking about PM data here.

Merged with S5-237620
· 8314
	CR0317r, TS/TR 28.622 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237899
	Rel-18 CR 28.622 Add measurement bin support to NRM (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Merged with S5-237621
· 8315
	CR0318r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	S5-237900
	Rel-17 CR 28.623 Add measurement bin support to NRM (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
· 8316
	CR0298r, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237901
	Rel-18 CR 28.623 Add measurement bin support to NRM (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
· 8317
	CR0299r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	6.3.13 Trace/MDT

	S5-237539
	Rel-16 CR TS32.421   Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0108r, TS/TR 32.421 v16.3.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-16 CR TS32.421 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237540
	Rel-17 CR TS32.421   Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0109r, TS/TR 32.421 v17.4.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS32.421 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237541
	Rel-18 CR TS32.421   Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0110r, TS/TR 32.421 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS32.421 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501  <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237543
	Rel-16 CR TS32.422   Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
N: It is a bit confusing to say “Mobility of a PDU Session between I-SMFs or V-SMFs” – better to say “Mobility of a PDU Session between I-SMFs or between V-SMFs”.
E: I don’t mind changing this but I don’t think 23.501 has that.

· 8318 Pre-approved
	CR0415r, TS/TR 32.422 v16.12.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-16 CR TS32.422 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237545
	Rel-17 CR TS32.422   Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
· 8319 Pre-approved
	CR0416r, TS/TR 32.422 v17.10.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS32.422 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237547
	Rel-18 CR TS32.422   Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
· 8320 Pre-approved
	CR0417r, TS/TR 32.422 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS32.422 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237549
	Rel-16 CR TS32.423   Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0153r, TS/TR 32.423 v16.9.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-16 CR TS32.423 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237551
	Rel-17 CR TS32.423   Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0154r, TS/TR 32.423 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS32.423 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237553
	Rel-18 CR TS32.423   Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0155r, TS/TR 32.423 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS32.423 Align N38 in SMF requirement with TS23.501 <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237557
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.623 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501 (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Revised to 7919
	CR0292r, TS/TR 28.623 v16.15.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237919
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.623 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Revised to 8249 to correct the YANG release date format.
Agreed
	CR0292r1, TS/TR 28.623 v16.15.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237558
	Rel-17 CR TS28.623 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501   (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Revised to 7912
	CR0293r, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237912
	Rel-17 CR TS28.623 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501   (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Revised to 8250 to correct copy paste error of the Forge link
Agreed
	CR0293r1, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237560
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501 (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Revised to 7887
	CR0294r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237887
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501 (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Revised to 7888
	CR0294r1, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237888
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Align N38 in SMF with TS23.501 (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Revised to 8251 to correct the YANG release date format.

Agreed
	CR0294r2, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237586
	Rel-15 CR TS32.421   Missing N16 in SMF requirement (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0111r, TS/TR 32.421 v15.3.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-15 CR TS32.421 Missing N16 in SMF requirement <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237587
	Rel-16 CR TS32.421   Missing N16 in SMF requirement (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0112r, TS/TR 32.421 v16.3.0, Rel-16, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-16 CR TS32.421 Missing N16 in SMF requirement <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237589
	Rel-17 CR TS32.421   Missing N16 in SMF requirement (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0113r, TS/TR 32.421 v17.4.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS32.421 Missing N16 in SMF requirement <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237590
	Rel-18 CR TS32.421   Missing N16 in SMF requirement (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0114r, TS/TR 32.421 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS32.421 Missing N16 in SMF requirement <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237591
	Rel-16 CR TS32.421 Missing N16a in SMF requirement  (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0115r, TS/TR 32.421 v16.3.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237592
	Rel-17 CR TS32.421   Missing N16a in SMF requirement (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0116r, TS/TR 32.421 v17.4.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS32.421 Missing N16a in SMF requirement <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237609
	TS32.421 R18   Missing N16a in SMF requirement (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0117r, TS/TR 32.421 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : TS32.421 R18 Missing N16a in SMF requirement <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237920
	Rel-16 CR TS28.623 Adding N16 and N16a into module_3gpp-common-trace.yang  (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
Agreed
	CR0300r, TS/TR 28.623 v16.15.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237922
	Rel-17 CR TS28.623 Adding N16 and N16a into module_3gpp-common-trace.yang  (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0301r, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237925
	Rel-18 CR TS28.623 Adding N16 and N16a into module_3gpp-common-trace.yang (Ericsson Ltd) (Qiang Zu)
Agreed
	CR0302r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS28.623 Adding N16 and N16a into module_3gpp-common-trace.yang <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson LM

	S5-237634
	Rel-15 CR TS 32.421 Add the missing requirements for tracing of CHF and NWDAF (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
N: A bunch of CRs are doing the same type of changes. After discussion with E we agreed to come back to next meeting with updated contributions.

Vfe: We also would like to wait with these CRs until SA has made a conclusion on the LS GSMA.
N: OK, we can discuss this offline.

Not pursued.
	CR0118r, TS/TR 32.421 v15.3.0, Rel-15, Cat. F



	S5-237635
	Rel-16 CR TS 32.421 Add the missing requirements for tracing of CHF and NWDAF (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
See comment on 7634.
Not pursued
	CR0119r, TS/TR 32.421 v16.3.0, Rel-16, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell

	S5-237636
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.421 Add the missing requirements for tracing of CHF and NWDAF (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0120r, TS/TR 32.421 v17.4.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237637
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.421 Add the missing requirements for tracing of CHF and NWDAF (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0121r, TS/TR 32.421 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237638
	Rel-15 CR TS 32.423 Add the missing Trace record content for CHF (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0156r, TS/TR 32.423 v15.3.0, Rel-15, Cat. F



	S5-237639
	Rel-16 CR TS 32.423 Add the missing Trace record content for CHF (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0157r, TS/TR 32.423 v16.9.0, Rel-16, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell

	S5-237640
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.423 Add the missing Trace record content for CHF (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0158r, TS/TR 32.423 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237641
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.423 Add the missing Trace record content for CHF (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0159r, TS/TR 32.423 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237642
	Rel-17 CR TS 32.421 Adding the missing requirements for tracing new NFs (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0122r, TS/TR 32.421 v17.4.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237643
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.421 Adding the missing requirements for tracing new NFs (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
See comment on 7634.

Not pursued
	CR0123r, TS/TR 32.421 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR TS 32.421 Adding the missing requirements for tracing new NFs<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell

	S5-237889
	Rel-16 CR 32.423 Correct trace administrative message definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
N: We feel it’s not needed but we can discuss it offline.

Keep open


	CR0160r, TS/TR 32.423 v16.9.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237890
	Rel-17 CR 32.423 Correct trace administrative message definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Mirror – keep open
	CR0161r, TS/TR 32.423 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237891
	Rel-18 CR 32.423 Correct trace administrative message definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Mirror – keep open
	CR0162r, TS/TR 32.423 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	6.3.14 Other

	S5-237417
	Rel-16 CR 28.532 Clarify MnS capability definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
H: The “Streaming data reporting”  service change to capability in 11.5 title… don’t agree. Same comment on 11.6.
E: OK, we can take out those two changes.

S: We agree with the problem statement but not the solution.

E: The Heartbeat is not an MnS.
N: Can we just call it Heartbeat notification (title of 11.4)?

E: We can discuss the wording offline. I just plan to update 11.4.
· 8322
	CR0275r2, TS/TR 28.532 v16.16.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237418
	Rel-17 CR 28.532 Clarify MnS capability definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
· 8323
	CR0286r1, TS/TR 28.532 v17.6.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237419
	Rel-18 CR 28.532 Clarify MnS capability definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
· 8324
	CR0297r, TS/TR 28.532 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237420
	Rel-16 CR 28.622 Clarify HeartbeatControl IOC definition (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
N: Same comment for all in this block: We need to understand and define some very basic aspects of two producers manage the same object tree…and this has one entity for subscription control.
E: We need to differentiate the sources of those subscriptions.  
H: We still have a problem with the text… 

S: An issue with the “The source of the heartbeat is identified in the heartbeat notification”
H: The update of R16 and R17 is not acceptable for us but R18 we can discuss.

Continue offline…


	CR0294r1, TS/TR 28.622 v16.17.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237421
	Rel-17 CR 28.622 Clarify HeartbeatControl IOC definition (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Mirror to 420
	CR0295r1, TS/TR 28.622 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237422
	Rel-18 CR 28.622 Clarify HeartbeatControl IOC definition (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Mirror to 420
	CR0296r1, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237423
	Rel-16 CR 28.623 Clarify HeartbeatControl IOC definition (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Stage 3 related to 420
	CR0280r1, TS/TR 28.623 v16.15.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237424
	Rel-17 CR 28.623 Clarify HeartBeatControl IOC definition (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Stage 3 related to 420
	CR0279r1, TS/TR 28.623 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237425
	Rel-18 CR 28.623 Clarify HeartbeatControl IOC definition (stage3, yang) (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Stage 3 related to 420
	CR0281r1, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237436
	Rel-17 CR 28.532 Clarify streaming data reporting service definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Note: This is to correct an earlier missing CR implementation

Agreed
	CR0298r, TS/TR 28.532 v17.6.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237896
	Rel-18 CR 28.532 Clarify streaming data reporting service definitions (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Note: This is to correct an earlier missing CR implementation

Agreed


	CR0300r, TS/TR 28.532 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237510
	Rel-15 CR 28.526 Fix incorrect operations and parameters (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
H: This error has been there for 5 years, so I (and Ericsson) suggest we do this only for R18.

E: The problem is to correct the ETSI version. This upgrade to release 3 creates an inconsistency with other specs. SO we should go back to release 2, and then consider later if all specs should be upgraded consistently.
H: We had rel-3 for 5 years. That would be a major change.

H: Even if we step back to rel-2, every change in 7510 would still be valid.
E: We would like to object to all contribution in this block and come back with a new proposal to next meeting.
Not pursued.


	CR0019r, TS/TR 28.526 v15.1.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237511
	Rel-16 CR 28.526 Fix incorrect operations and parameters (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0020r, TS/TR 28.526 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237512
	Rel-17 CR 28.526 Fix incorrect operations and parameters (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0021r, TS/TR 28.526 v17.1.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237513
	Rel-15 CR 28.526 Fix incorrect version of ETSI GS NFV IFA013 (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0022r, TS/TR 28.526 v15.1.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237514
	Rel-15 CR 28.526 Fix incorrect version of ETSI GS NFV IFA013 (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO. Should be Rel-16 CR.
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0023r, TS/TR 28.526 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-16 CR 28.526 Fix incorrect version of ETSI GS NFV IFA013<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237515
	Rel-17 CR 28.526 Fix incorrect version of ETSI GS NFV IFA013 (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0024r, TS/TR 28.526 v17.1.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237516
	Rel-15 CR 28.526 Remove unsupported operations (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0025r, TS/TR 28.526 v15.1.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237517
	Rel-16 CR 28.526 Remove unsupported operations (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0026r, TS/TR 28.526 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237518
	Rel-17 CR 28.526 Remove unsupported operations (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
See disc. on 7510.

Not pursued.
	CR0027r, TS/TR 28.526 v17.1.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237796
	Rel-17 CR 28.622 h70 NodeFilter (Nokia) (Scott Probasco)
MS: I want to propose a wording change in the first sentence added, hopefully that is agreeable.

H: Also have the same issue as MS.

· 8328
	CR0315r, TS/TR 28.622 v17.7.0, Rel-17, Cat. F



	S5-237797
	Rel-18 CR 28.622 i40 NodeFilter (Nokia) (Scott Probasco)
Mirror

· 8329


	CR0316r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237909
	Rel-16 CR 32.158 Clarify mapping of DNs to URIs (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
N: I am happy if Ericsson addresses this problem. But not sure what a MOC/MO name is? Why focus on the dot char.? The issue is much broader. 
E: OK, I can bring this back with more details.
Not pursued.


	CR0118r, TS/TR 32.158 v16.11.0, Rel-16, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	S5-237911
	Rel-17 CR 32.158 Clarify mapping of DNs to URIs (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Mirror.

Not pursued.


	CR0119r, TS/TR 32.158 v17.6.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson Inc.

	S5-237913
	Rel-18 CR 32.158 Clarify mapping of DNs to URIs (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
Mirror.

Not pursued.


	CR0120r, TS/TR 32.158 v17.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. A



	S5-237917
	Rel-18 CR 32.156 Editorial clean up (Ericsson Inc.) (Mark Scott)
H: Still some editorial issues, I can share it offline.

MCC: Should be Cat-F. Clauses affected wrong? Etc.

· 8330
	CR0089r, TS/TR 32.156 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. D



	S5-237937
	Rel-17 CR TS 28.632 Correct multiplicities in relations to ManagedFunction (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Jürgen Goerge)
Mirror to 959
· 8332
	CR0006r, TS/TR 28.632 v17.0.0, Rel-17, Cat. A



	S5-237959
	Rel-16 CR TS 28.632 Correct multiplicities in relations to ManagedFunction (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Jürgen Goerge)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
E: Technical issue with the updated diagram. It shows the same InventoryUnitSW four times.

H: Same comment.

MCC: Cover page: Source to WG… and WI code should be TEI16. And Other specs affected marked…

· 8331

	CR0007r, TS/TR 28.632 v16.0.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237960
	Rel-16 CR TS28.536  Fix the properties of attributes (ZTE Corporation) (Bangqiu Ruan)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
FASMO Check: no need update for Rel-16

Not pursued
	CR0063r, TS/TR 28.536 v16.5.0, Rel-16, Cat. F



	S5-237961
	Rel-17 CR TS28.536  Fix the properties of attributes (ZTE Corporation) (Bangqiu Ruan)
Agreed
	CR0064r, TS/TR 28.536 v17.6.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : ZTE Corporation

	S5-237965
	Rel-17 CR 28.556 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson-LG Co., LTD) (Zhulia Ayani)
H: Cover page needs update.
· 8333 (pre-agreed)


	CR0002r, TS/TR 28.556 v17.0.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson-LG Co., LTD

	S5-237966
	Rel-17 CR 28.536 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson-LG Co., LTD) (Zhulia Ayani)
-> S5-238189
E: 8189 was produced based on offline comments.

E: We updated the cover page in d2

Agreed

	CR0065r, TS/TR 28.536 v17.6.0, Rel-17, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson-LG Co., LTD

	S5-237969
	Rel-15 CR 28.541 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson-LG Co., LTD) (Zhulia Ayani)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
à S5-238190 (updated for offline comments in d1 and cover page in d2) 
Agreed

	CR1132r, TS/TR 28.541 v15.10.0, Rel-15, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson-LG Co., LTD

	S5-237970
	Rel-16 CR 28.541 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson-LG Co., LTD) (Zhulia Ayani)
Leaders’ recommendation: check FASMO.
à S5-238191 (updated for offline comments in d1 and cover page in d2)
Agreed


	CR1133r, TS/TR 28.541 v16.17.0, Rel-16, Cat. A



	S5-237971
	Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson) (Zhulia Ayani)
à S5-238192 (updated for offline comments in d1 and cover page in d2)
Agreed


	CR1134r, TS/TR 28.541 v17.12.0, Rel-17, Cat. A

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-17 CR 28.541 Correction of attribute properties<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson-LG Co., LTD

	S5-237972
	Rel-18 CR 28.541 Correction of attribute properties (Ericsson) (Zhulia Ayani)
à S5-238193 (updated for offline comments in d1 and cover page in d2)
Agreed


	CR1135r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Ericsson-LG Co., LTD

	Rel-18 Operations, Administration, Maintenance and Provisioning (OAM&P)

	6.4 Intelligence and Automation

	6.4.1 Self-Configuration of RAN NEs

	6.4.1.1 RANSC_WoP#1

	S5-237465
	pCR TS 28.317 Update use case for self-configuration management (China Mobile, Huawei) (Yaxi Hu)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.317 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237469
	Presentation of TS 28.317 to SA for information (China Mobile, Huawei) (Yaxi Hu)
VC: The Outstanding issues should reflect the work that is left to complete.
· 8229
	TS or TR cover



	6.4.1.2 RANSC_WoP#2

	6.4.1.3 RANSC_WoP#3

	S5-237445
	pCR TS 28.317 Add stage3 definition for MnS component type B (Huawei,China Mobile) (Ruiyue Xu)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.317 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237446
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.532 Add resources-RanScNrm as Resource for provisioning MnS (Huawei,China Mobile) (Ruiyue Xu)
MCC: Clauses affected is wrong. I can fix it.
Agreed
	CR0299r, TS/TR 28.532 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei,China Mobile

	S5-237466
	pCR TS 28.317 Update attribute definition of self-configuration management (type B) (China Mobile, Huawei) (Yaxi Hu)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.317 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237467
	pCR TS 28.317 Add stage3 definition for MnS component type A (China Mobile, Huawei) (Yaxi Hu)
N: This is a normal NRM, so this is not needed.

H: We need it in 28.317. If we don’t have such info, it’s not clear which operation is used to support RANSC mgmt feature.

N: Is this correct?

N: The table is not needed at least. Maybe the changes in 7.2 are ok.
· 8231


	pCRr, TS/TR 28.317 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.4.1.4 Draft TS email approval

	6.4.2 Management Data Analytics phase 2

	6.4.2.1 eMDAS_Ph2_WoP#1

	6.4.2.2 eMDAS_Ph2_WoP#2

	S5-237628
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.104 Predictions of maintenance management related PMs (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
E: There is nowhere mentioned what maintenance mgmt means.
N: It is an existing UC in the TS. The solution is already there.

· 8110.
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237689
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.104 Add general description for NF resource related analytics and Predictions of Management data (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
N: Is the clause numbering intentional?
H: Ok, I can check it offline with MCC.


	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237690
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.104 corrections for resource related analysis (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	6.4.2.3 eMDAS_Ph2_WoP#3

	6.4.2.4 eMDAS_Ph2_WoP#4

	6.4.2.5 eMDAS_Ph2_WoP#5

	6.4.2.6 eMDAS_Ph2_WoP#6

	6.4.2.7 eMDAS_Ph2_WoP#7

	S5-237600
	Rel-18 draftCR 28.104 Add solution for MDA assisted control plane congestion analysis (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.104 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237601
	Update connection data volumes meansurement (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
	CR0493r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.552 update connection data volumes measurement<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.4.3 AI/ML management

	6.4.3.1 AIML_MGT_WoP#1

	Drafting rule

	S5-237611
	Input to draft CR TS28.105: Corrections voiding existing clause 6.2 and introducing new clause (NEC, Intel) (Hassan Al-kanani)
[Intel]: we align with the drafting rules

[Nokia]: 7521 and 7522 can be merged into this one (unless already merged)

[NEC]: are they under this agenda item?

[Nokia]: these are maintenance CRs (real ones)

No objections to approve

Approved
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	AI/ML inference activation

	S5-237499
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Use case and requirements for ML Inference activation (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, NTT DOCOMO, Intel) (Sean Sun)
[ERI]: is it one procedure for all UCs? If it is, then it's better to introduce it as general... 
the 3 parts - the 3rd part needs clarification, are there any constraints on the order? AI entities being activated - do you need to activate everything all the time? (seems like a repitition)... "prior ML entity" is unclear. There is no explanation about deactivation... and it should be optional, and there is no policy (other CR #500 addresses it)...

[Nokia]: the UCs 4.2.1, 4.2.2, 4.2.3 already existed (not introduced here). This contribution only focuses on activation/deactivation (proposed to discuss other comments offline)

[Huawei]: new edited clause has relation to the previous UCs... proposes to merge the new content into the existing UCs... for the activation it's unclear what scenarios require activation of ML entities (suggests to remove)

[Nokia]: clauses b/c/d are more generic, existing UCs are more specific (points at the potential inconsistency, the consequences need to be discussed offline). The act/deact - NES UC ES function can use ML entity - there may be one or more entities (e.g. each responsible for particular aspects).

[Samsung]: how is the 6.5.4.2 activation different from other aspects (pointed at the other part). Some clarifications are needed (suggested rewording)

[Intel]: also has offline comments
[DTAG]: requirement - where you put activation/deactivation, suggested a split into atomic requirements...

Offline discussion is needed

Revised to 8111
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237500
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 ML inference policy-based activation (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
[Ericsson]: the rules are very confusing... activation and inference - whose responsibility is it? The text can be simplified. (proposes a revision) with mentioning of the policy rules. Requirements are not clear ("activating a capability").

[DTAG]: req 1 is too complex - needs clarification. req 2 - proposes to avoid partial activation...

[Huawei]: shares similar concerns... also points at the relation to the previous contribution's UCs. suggests a merge.

[Intel]: agrees with previous comments

[Samsung]: shares previous comments. the requirements seem to be overlapping... partial activation

Offline discussion is needed

The revision will be merged into 8111
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237501
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 NRM for AIML activation policies (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
[Ericsson]: have lots of comments on the attributes... suggests to first discuss previous stage(s). attribute value pairs are not defined, policies are missing..

[Huawei]: proposes to take one UC first... and come-up with UC specific policies

[Intel]: for generic model defining policies, for specific UCs we may need specific policies/attributes... some definition clarifications are needed (AVP is too open)

[DTAG]: are there policies for deactivation? (observes only policies related to activation)

[Nokia]: (to DTAG) good observation, not addressed by this contribution (need a separate CR)

[Samsung]: pointed at the importance of deactivation...

Offline discussion is needed

Revised to 8112
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	AI/ML inference configuration

	S5-237484
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Configuration of Energy Saving Functions (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Huawei]: what is specific for AI/ML in this UC? Why this UC is "here" (and not in ES)?

[Nokia]: tried to capture configurable parameters...

[Huawei]: pointed at similar situations in the past (concern that ES content is decoupled)

[NEC]: same comment as Huawei... expectation is to have AI/ML specific UC (not just anything that can be configured)... concern is that we try to describe the function behavior... proposes to re-think and discuss the conceptual approach (also applies to the next 2-3 documents). Suggested to decouple these new functions from the legacy SON ones...

[Ericsson]: contribution implies particular implementation... (should be left out?)

[Nokia]: agrees that we need a more conceptual discussion

[DTAG]: req 1 - need clarification... req 5 - non-AI/ML related...

[Intel]: also on req 5 - relevant to the policies...

[Nokia]: need rapporteur's guidance on the approach (and level of details)

[Samsung]: same comments... cell proximity coupling needs to be defined/discussed

Revised to 8113
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237485
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Configuration of Load balancing Functions (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Nokia]: dependent on the discussion of 7484... keep it open
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237486
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Configuration of Mobility Optimization Functions (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Nokia]: dependent on the discussion of 7484... keep it open
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237492
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Extend NRM for RAN AIML Inference Functions (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Ericsson]: it's NRM part and has dependencies on the previous contribution discussion...

[Intel]: revision marks are missing

[Huawei]: agrees with Ericsson

[DTAG]: why all these attributes are mandatory?

[Nokia]: yes, if there is a function, then they are needed...

[DTAG]: perhaps, not all...

[Nokia]: we postpone this to the next meeting

Revised to 8172  
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237546
	Add NRM for AnLF (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
[Nokia]: Q - NWDAF function already exists in 28.541... why model it again?

[Intel]: adding AI/ML to the NWDAF... and define relationship (AI/ML to inference)... to control the inference part separately (e.g. to switch off only the activation part)

[Nokia]: prefers to discuss offline

[Ericsson]: unclear why this needs to be defined in 28.541... (same comment applies to the next contribution)

[Huawei]: same concerns... don't need to model the logical part of NWDAF

[Intel]: prefers to discuss offline before revising

[NEC]: suggested way forward to include this as attribute(s) of NWDAF

[Nokia]: supports NEC proposal.

Offline discussion is needed

Keep it open 
	CR1106r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : CR Rel-18 28.541 Add NRM for AnLF<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Intel, NEC<br/><br/>Source modified on 03/11/2023. Original source : Intel

	S5-237548
	Input to DraftCR 28.105 Update NRMs for AI-ML inference function (Intel, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Nokia]:  same comments...

[Ericsson]: same comments...

[Nokia]: the issue is the direction of the relations...

Offline discussion is needed

Keep it open
	other



	S5-237588
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 ML inference NRM clarifications (NEC, Intel) (Hassan Al-kanani)
[Huawei]: NG-RAN - it's better to talk about NG-RAN node, not whole RAN. This UC we suggest to add RAN3 references

[Ericsson]: even with the change proposed by Huawei, the motivation for the new function creation is unclear

[NEC]: these are not existing functions (not legacy SON)... these are "ran intelligence" (umbrella) functions... 

[Ericsson]: this is not visible from the contribution (suggests that a revision is needed with better explanations). What is the outcome of the adding AI/ML to the existing SON functions?

[NEC]: these are the functions already developed by NG-RAN... they are different from legacy SON... 

[Ericsson]: are these functions already defined in RAN2/RAN3? References would be appreciated.

[Intel]: RAN does not define SON as a function... (points at different methodology). What we manage as logical functions may not be defined as such...

[Ericsson]: if you call these "SON features" it's even worse... (explanations are needed)

[Nokia]: NG-RAN is being used as a prefix... is it really necessary?

[NEC]: motivation is to decouple from legacy SON

[DTAG]: in the requirements the "producer of NG-RAN", the consumer side is not addressed... some clarifications may be needed

[NEC]: we may need to revisit the already existing text (as it's being challenged by the new comments)

Offline discussion is needed.
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237679
	Rel-18 Input to DraftCR TS 28.105 Correction of ML Inference NRM (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
[Nokia]: 7588 and 7482 overlap with this one (need to merge)

[Ericsson]: a merge may be possible (discussion is needed)
[Huawei]: the inheritance is covered (discussed in previous meeting) - multiple inheritance is allowed... 

[NEC]: same comments as Huawei

[Intel]: agrees with NEC and Huawei... managed function needs to be represented by the proxy as well... 

[Ericsson]: Managed Function is already captured via inheritance...

[Ericsson]: will consider merging...

No conclusion yet
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237692
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.105 corrections of inheritance hierarchy for intelligence functions (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
[NEC]: what is the reference to establish that these functions are subset of legacy SON?

[Huawei]: 28.541... 

[NEC]: but what is the RAN spec?

[Huawei]: 38.300

[NEC]: the latest version does not have relevant content

[Intel]: inheritance from SON, does it really mean that AI/ML is an extension of the legacy SON?

[Huawei]: only the attributes are relevant and can be reused

[NEC]: in the contribution there is an assumption that they are not separate functions (disagrees with it)
[Nokia]: contribution implies that AI/ML serves only SON functions' capabilities... disagrees with this statement (AI/ML can do more than that)

[Huawei]: mentioned different kind of UCs...

[Intel]: attributes can be inherited, but we may need more than just attributes... name-containment relationships will be also inherited - need to be more careful (especially when inheriting from non-abstract functions)
[Ericsson]: can these SON features be extended to have AI/ML capabilities?
[Huawei]: prefers to keep it open for offline discussion

[Huawei]: we need to discuss the nature of the relationship between the legacy SON functions and the new AI/ML ones...

[Intel]: need a breakout session

Breakout in Q1 on Tuesday (draft agenda/minutes of the breakout session T-DOC: S5-238114)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237834
	Input to DraftCR TS 28.105 Discussion paper on AIML Inference NRM (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
[Nokia]: this should be handled in the breakout session as well
	discussion



	AI/ML inference triggering and reporting

	S5-237482
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 ML Triggering AIML Inference (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Ericsson]: lock/unlock for inference functions, but not for AI/ML entities...

[Nokia]: will be addressed in January as a separate contribution (may consider how to address a placeholder at this meeting)

[Huawei]: relationship between activate/deactivate and lock/unlock need to be explained (suggests that activation/deactivation may be enough). If we plan to re-use administrative state, we may be able to address all needs with just lock/unlock... prefers to have just one solution (not both) - which one needs to be discussed offline
[NEC]: the function is to be "actively triggered" - is it external action result or internal? For NG-RAN functions it may not be applicable... for the functions that operate at the signaling layer

[DTAG]: supports the point that only one solution (not two) is needed. Requirement is not related to lock/unlock... (...to start computation...)

[Intel]: contribution does address two aspects (state and triggering)... suggests to replace the existing the activate/deactivate... but for the triggering (not related to state) - it's more of a request for triggering... cannot be supported by a single attribute... Also the triggering cannot be modeled by an attribute "inside a function".

[Nokia]: we need to revise (and discuss offline)... new aspects have been discovered...

[Intel]: to request immediate inference there is "MDA Request" and we may consider some NWDAF services... but for Non-Services-Based NG-RAN we need something different... triggering inference in NG-RAN is an interesting topic (to be discussed)

Revised to 8115
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237483
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 AIML Inference Outcomes (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Ericsson]: is this NRM based solution feasible with the growing number of inference functions?

[Nokia]: to Nokia, yes. The opposite approach is not scalable (to model each UC individually)

[Intel]: comments from the previous document apply here... We already have MDA reports... what is missing is the inference results from the NG-RAN functions... (points at the focus of the problem)

[Huawei]: agrees with Intel... proposed definitions are too complex... what common inference can be addressed here (otherwise it's not feasible).
[DTAG]: unhappy with the sentence about outcomes "registered in the report"... 

[Ericsson]: outcomes are not defined (either need to justify or remove).

Revised to 8116
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237536

	Rel 18 Input to DraftCR TS 28.105 AIML Inference History NRM (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
[NEC]: issues with NRM template not being followed... containment vs. association

[Nokia]: association is the right relationship

[NEC]: not all associations are captured in the attributes...

[Huawei]: same comments as in previous contribution apply

[Intel]: comment from the last meeting - if we request inference report, do we need separate models for history and current reports?

[Samsung]: same comments as Intel... 

[Ericsson]: same comments as Intel, plus multiple comments on details of attributes... pointed at the attributes that are not defined (as data types)

Revised to 8117
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	AI/ML update

	S5-237544
	Input to DraftCR 28.105 Correction of ML update related IOCs (Intel, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Ericsson]: how available capabilities relate to the report? Capabilities are not defined... (part of the previous discussion)

[Intel]: capabilities already exist (not part of this contribution)... this contribution focuses on the correction only

[Ericsson]: available capability is not defined (down in the document)

[Intel]: pointed at the existing comment

Keep it open (need offline review and confirmation)
	other



	S5-237926
	Rel-18 Input to Draft CR 28.105 modification on description of AIML update control (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Sheng GAO)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.4.3.2->6.4.3.1
[Intel]: this is not related to ML update

[Ericsson]: same comment and does not see enough value added to have it approved

[CMCC]: contribution aims to add relevant description (points at the second paragraph). Believes the description clarification (offered by this contribution) is justified.

[Intel]: seems that the focus is on the training management, not update... perhaps, add this sentence to the training part?

[CMCC]: yes, we may consider moving this to the training part...

[DTAG]: the language needs improvement " be labelled derived " also the meaning of " backflow data sets " is unclear

[Ericsson]: is unhappy to even move the new sentence (likely to object the revision)
[Intel]: will try to help moving and improving the text

[Ericsson]: if it's used for supervised learning, the text is not generic enough

Revised to 8118
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. C



	ML entity loading

	S5-237693
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.105 corrections for ML entity loading (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
[Ericsson]: we object the contribution (original version is preferred)

Not pursued

[Update 14 Nov.: H asking to reopen this after discussion and agreement with Ericsson on an update]

	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	AI/ML deployment scenario

	S5-237694
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.105 Add deployment scenarios for AIML related functions (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.4.3.2->6.4.3.1
[NEC]: support the contribution in general... but we need to align the terms with the rest of the specificaiton (e.g. one "domain of energy savings"...). The term intelligence may not be used by RAN. Suggests to avoid using this term... Editorials such as reference to TR (from TS) is not allowed.

[Nokia]: "domain centralized ES" is not defined... domain agnostic vs domain specific... 

[Huawei]: part of the content already exists... 

[Ericsson]: same comments as NEC and Nokia... in addition scenario 3 seems to be implementation specific not subject of standardization... the location is same and therefore there is no deployment

[Huawei]: the intention is to give an overview... 

[Ericsson]: don't call it "deployment" (as it is not...)

[Intel]: will join the offline discussion (trying to improve this contribution)

Revised to 8119
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	AI/ML performance evaluation

	S5-237489
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Information on executed AIML Actions (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Ericsson]: "inference function takes actions" - what does it mean? The metrics used by inference are not subject of standardization (not mandated by the standard).
[Nokia]: we already discussing the performance of inference - there we need these...

[Ericsson]: the proposed content can be simplified (the level of details reduced)

[Huawei]: concern with the figure (which interface is the subject of standardization?). What is the "action" definition? Req 2 - what is the consumers' metrics? How to define them? The time window needs clarification

[DTAG]: the requirements seem to cover logging or tracing... unclear if we do it for several areas or in a more generic way (not specific to AI/ML)? Similar concerns on the time window.

[Nokia]: previous guidance was to make it more specific (to AI/ML)

[DTAG]: the requirements are too detailed...

[Intel]: something is not clear about coordinating AI/ML inference (supposed to be between functions, not with management service producer). Need offline clarification

[Nokia]: perhaps, the comment is based on incorrect assumption?

[Intel]: we already have perf eval reqs in the existing draft CR... the first req is not needed.

[Huawei]: what UC is used for this function

[DTAG]: second requirement is very unclear

[Samsung]: also concerns with the second requirements

Revised to 8121
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237550
	Input to DraftCR 28.105 Add NRMs for actions executed according to the inference report (Intel, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Ericsson]: inference output ID - can be MDA ID... MDA does not take actions, only predictions... something does not make sense... where is it contained?

[Intel]: provides explanations of the purpose

[Ericsson]: the explanations trigger question/challenge of the previous contribution (inference does not take action). The report is on the execution - why the MDA ID needed? Offline discussion is needed (and a revision)
[Huawei]: it's beneficial to clearly describe what is needed in the report and align with RAN3. Why the allowed value is DN while input function is gNB.
[Intel]: provided MRO as an example of a specific function

[Huawei]: RAN functions don't know what DN is... we need to align with RAN3

[Nokia]: why actions are executed per inference output?

[Huawei]: in report ID NWDAF report is mentioned... only consumer for NWDAF is not what mentioned here

[Intel]: e.g. SMF (as consumer)... OAM needs to evaluate...

[Samsung]: what are the real life expectations for inference to be inaccurate and cause trouble (an explanation would be appreciated)

[Ericsson]: NRM based model scalability is a concern (relates to other contributions as well). Has it been considered?

Revised to 8122
	other



	S5-237537
	Rel 18 Input to DraftCR 28.105 Add ML performance metrics (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
[Ericsson]: none of the metrics apply to performance of inference... the table being used is not aligned with the SA5 specifications

[Nokia]: we'd like to discuss what is acceptable...

[Ericsson]: a DP would be appropriate in such case...

[Huawei]: comments justifying the next contribution (accuracy, precision,...)

[Nokia]: sees an option to merge with 7691

[Ericsson]: will object (revision/merge included)

Not pursued
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237691
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.105 corrections for ML performance indicator selection (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
Approved
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237921
	Rel-18 Input to Draft CR 28.105 add UC for ML Evaluation (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Sheng GAO)
[NEC]: the proposed UC and requirement overlaps with existing content... the proposed text does not add anything new
[Samsung]: same comment as NEC

[Ericsson]: same comments and objection

Not pursued
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	ML training

	S5-237740
	Input to Rel-18 DraftCR TS28.105 Add use case and requirements for training data effectiveness reporting and analytics (China Mobile E-Commerce Co.,Nokia) (Yushuang Hu)
[Ericsson]: not supportive of specifying the preparation of data (not in the scope of standardization)

[Intel]: prefers to decouple reporting from analytics... suggests to start with effectiveness of reporting as a first step

[Ericsson]: objection to revise it with focus on effectiveness of reporting

Keep it open (for offline discussion)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237747
	Input to Rel-18 DraftCR TS28.105 Add use case and requirements for pre-processed event data for ML training (China Mobile E-Commerce Co.,Nokia) (Yushuang Hu)
[Intel]: this issue has already been solved (threshold info) - solution defined in the last meeting

[Ericsson]: the requirements are too vague to be accepted... the candidate set is already part of the training function... req 4 problem. The preprocessing is unclear.

[Samsung]: agrees with comments from Ericsson (cannot agree at this meeting)

Not pursued
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237927
	Rel-18 Input to Draft CR 28.105 modification on ML training initiated by producer (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Sheng GAO)
[Ericsson]: this is about training... the text suggests that a trained model does not perform... it's not about inference function... re-training is an expected action on request (not continuously)

[CMCC]: the focus is to add this new requirement #5 and make it more consistent.

[Ericsson]: not convinced by the author's explanation

[CMCC]: proposed to keep only the second paragraph (remove the firs paragraph)

[Ericsson]: then more rework will be needed (as the motivation for the second paragraph will be missing)

Revised to 8123 (Ericsson will try helping with revision)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. C



	S5-237535
	Rel 18 CR TS 28.105 Resolve issues related to the usage of confidenceIndication attribute (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.3.4->6.4.3.1, should be cat-B CR. (related tdoc 7534/7535)
[Nokia]: proposes to move it back to maintenance (it's a mirror of Rel-17 CR)

[MCC]: there is no AI/ML WI in Rel-17 - need correct Work Item

[Intel]: this is to add attributes, not to correct something

[Chair]: this is not a correction, it's a new feature

[Nokia]: will revise the contributions to remove the new feature additions and keep it only as correction...

[Intel]: the correct WI will be eMDAS

Revised to 8125
	CR0068r, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. A

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	ML testing

	S5-237832
(late)
	Input to DraftCR 28.105 Correction of ML Testing NRM (Ericsson India Private Limited) (Cintia Rosa Bolzek)
Leaders’ recommendation: late tdoc will be for information. Suggest to note 7832. 
[Nokia]: objects to treat late contribution ahead of others (non-late)

[Chair]: leadership decision was to treat late LS and Stage 3 CRs

Noted
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. E



	ML Context & entity identifiers

	S5-237632
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Description, Use case and requirements for Context of ML Entities (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
[Ericsson]: req 3 mentions validity scope (is it defined?). Req 1 is it needed - notifyable...? What are the "network automation use cases".

[NEC]: the text is not clear... objective can be inferred, but not clear enough. The measurement scope vs. validity scope... what happens when they don't align?

[Huawei]: what scenarios could cause such use case (unclear). what are the scenarios for UE mobility ?

[Intel]: puzzled about the use case (ML context is already defined, as data type attached to ML entity... it can be read, why do we need reporting?)

[Samsung]: shares the same concerns as Intel

Revised to 8126
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237520
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 ML entity versions and artefacts (Nokia Belgium) (Stephen Mwanje)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.3.4->6.4.3.1
[Huawei]: there is a Nokia CR proposing to remove the attributes... (same attributes touched here). The definition of ML entity ID - what do you mean by the "combination"?

[Nokia]: the combination that both IDs are defined and can be used together

[Huawei]: so, there will be two alternative identifiers? Why do we need a sentence like this?

[Nokia]: the confusing sentence can be removed

[Ericsson]: the naming convention is implying that it's a multi-vendor entity (Ericsson objects). If it's for update, you don't change the name - no need to re-name.
[Nokia]: at the time of an update, you don't have an instance...

[Ericsson]: you have been inferring (using the old instance) before the update... 

[Intel]: please don't add this to the existing clause number, just use 4.x (it's not for workflow clause). The behavior description is too detailed (needs to be simplified).

[Huawei]: normally SA5 does not use naming conventions... (unless there is a VERY good reason)

[DTAG]: last paragraph "based on ... performance..." seems that it's only an example... suggests a change...

Revised to 8131
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	ML emulation

	S5-237488
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 ML Inference emulation Requirements (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, NTT DOCOMO, NEC) (Stephen Mwanje)
[Ericsson]: the whole process / phase is optional... but the text implies that it's not ("it's necessary to..."). Multiple AI/ML evolution - unclear what it means... MnS Consumer to request producer to execute... also needs simplification. The requirements are out of order

[Huawei]: both MDAF with and without AI can be used... but we seem to mandate the use of only one type... the emulation platform seems to be "general emulation platform" (must be discussed also without AI). It's very complicated to introduce emulation (and there is no work item that would allow us to discuss non-AI based one).

[Ericsson]: 7924 has similar issues 
[DTAG]: is it really "emulation" (perhaps, "simulation")? Is it about LCM and not about a process as such?
[Intel]: response to Huawei - rapporteur's view is that we don't need to treat the legacy/traditional emulation. In legacy cases the decisions are made before the deployment, in AI/ML cases they happen after... 

Revised to 8132
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237924
	Rel-18 Input to Draft CR 28.105 add Description, UC and requirements for ML emulation phase (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Sheng GAO)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.4.3.2->6.4.3.1
[Ericsson]: we need a "creative" merge (disagree with the requirements) with the 8132

[Samsung]: agrees with Ericsson

[Huawei]: agrees with Ericsson and Samsung

Merged into 8132
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237493
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 ML Inference emulation NRM (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	ML inference coordination

	S5-237491
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Coordinating ML Inference (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237502
	Rel18 Input To draftCR TS 28.105 Coordination of the ML capabilities (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, TELUS) (Sean Sun)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.4.3.2->6.4.3.1
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	ML learned capabilities

	S5-237487
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 Information on Learned capabilities (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237490
	Rel-18 Input to draft CR TS 28.105 NRM attributes on Learned capabilities (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	ML knowledge transfer

	S5-237923
	Rel-18 Input to Draft CR 28.105 add UC for ML Knowledge Transfer Learning (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Sheng GAO)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.105 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.4.3.2 AIML_MGT_WoP#2

	
	
	

	6.4.4 Intent driven Management Service for mobile network phase 2

	6.4.4.1 IDMS_MN_ph2_WoP#1

	S5-237433
	Rel-18 CR TS28.312 Update the stage3 to aign with the latest stage2 (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
E: Typo in the YAML file. Take it offline.
N: We agreed that context selectivity should apply to all contexts. So no need to delete it.

· 8173
	CR0175r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS28.312 Update the stage3 to align with the latest stage2<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	
	
	

	S5-237748
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Add Common Contexts (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Keguang He)
TEF: With def of these unique context, what is the diff between this and the target context? How can they be used together?

CMCC: I want to introduce a common concept section. But if you think there is some problem, we can remove it.

S: This change is not needed. We already have a data type context which can be common.

CMCC: But I hope we can define some common context in a separate section and then reuse it where applicable.

H: Similar as TEF: The relation with target needs to be clarified. Why we need to introduce the unique context?
E: Agree with previous comments. So we don’t support this.

MCC: Issues on the cover page.
Keep open.
	CR0197r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Mobile Com. Corporation

	S5-237819
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Revisions to ValueRange (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Keguang He)
E: We don’t think this is necessary, it is already covered by “IS NOT ONE OF”.
TEF: Same comment as Ericsson.

H. Same comment.

CMCC: In this tdoc we have two modifications. We can at least kee the second one.

E: But the data type is changed to ValueRangeType, why?

E: We don’t think it’s necessary, but we don’t object.

MCC: Same comments on the cover page.

· 8176
	CR0198r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Mobile Com. Corporation

	6.4.4.2 IDMS_MN_ph2_WoP#2

	S5-237429
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Update RadioNetworkExpectation definition (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
TEF: Why not reuse the FreqInfo datatype?
H: Because in 28.622 if only refers to 5G.

TEF: In the 6th change… contextValueRange should be a “list of frequency”, not frequencies.
· 8178
	CR0171r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237430
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Update Annex D YAML document example to align with the latest intentNRM and intentExpectationNRM YAML definition (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
Agreed
	CR0172r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237730
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Correct Yaml in Annex D (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.3.6->6.4.4.2 
H: Cover page: Release and WI code is wrong. 
MCC: I can fix the cover page.

Agreed
	CR0196r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237431
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Update ValueRangeType to support scenario specific intent expectation (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
TEF: the fiveQI attr. value range should be 0-255.
TEF: If you introduce this new datatype, you also need a new change in the CR, to update the def of the UEGroupContext (the attr. def.)
E: If we want to reuse this, maybe we want to add PLMN as well?

H: we can do it in a separate tdoc.,

· 8179
	CR0173r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237597
	Update 5GC expectation (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR0184r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.312 update 5GC expectation<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237612
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Update the description of requirements for obtaining intent report information in use cases (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Mengyuan Ma)
TEF: We don’t agree with the point no 2 in Reason for change, and the Changes no 1 and 2. It assumes that the “the fulfilment information and achieved value for targets” are two different things, but the achieved value for targets is already part of the fulfilment information.
H: We disagree with the change to say notify “may report” in 5.1.1.1. It is not optional.

MCC: Same cover page comments as before.

· 8180
	CR0185r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Mobile Com. Corporation

	S5-237711
	Correct issues for End-to-end Network Resource Expectation (Huawei) (Zhuoyuan Tian)
E: What does “End-to-end Network Optimization” mean here? Some explanation would be good, as we discussed end-to-end before.
H. this is just to align with the existing text “End-to-end Network Optimization” which just had a typo just before the table. And “Resource expectation” is also a bit confusing.
H: “Optimization” was also used in the second line already.

E: If we keep the word Resource it is ok, then you can add Optimization after it.
· 8181
	CR0191r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.312 Correct issues for End-to-end Network Resource Expectation<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.4.4.3 IDMS_MN_ph2_WoP#3

	S5-237432
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Correct the stage2 and stage3 definition for intentPriority (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
TEF: By adding this new attribute “consumerName” … how should the Producer interpret this information? The producer already knows who is the consumer, why do we need to add the name?
E: We don’t understand what this would be used for, and it could imply some handling is needed that is not defined.

H: The producer can only handle the intent priority info for the same consumer.
E: I don’t see how adding consumer name would solve this problem. There are other ways to solve this problem.
N: I don’t think we can agree on any solution to this problem at this meeting, although we recognize the issue. We can agree to the editorial.
· 8182
	CR0174r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Correct the stage2 and stage3 definition for intentPriority <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237437
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 add recommendedSolutions value in IntentReport  (NTT DOCOMO) (Ryoji Tamura)
TEF: This is a good first step but we need to continue working on this. We need to elaborate on the “Modify values” in Rel-19, in order for SA5 not to forget.
S: Completely agree with TEF. And the changes overlaps with 7704 changes. It contains some proposals for the Modify values as well.

E: We already have a WT in the planned Rel-19 SID scope, which may be the right place to do this.
S: But we already have a requirement in Rel-18 and only a partial solution. We should do a minimalistic solution.
Keep open (May be merged with 7704 if an agreement is made)


	CR0176r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237438
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 add attributes of intent preemption (NTT DOCOMO, China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Ryoji Tamura)
TEF: The Reason for change… too much verbosity there. We need to stick to the point that the preemption feature was agreed at last meeting and agree how to model it in the NRM.
TEF. the final sentence in Reason… “Therefore, all producers shall handle the attribute…” it says that all producers shall handle.. so you are mandating sth on the producers, but the change in the CR are only on the consumer side.
TEF: “Condition: The intent conflict is addressed with a solution based on preemption” is also strange.

TEF: The stage 3 is missing.

E: In the attribute definition, the second sentence “The attribute is used by MnS producer to decide…” doesn’t belong here as it is a Boolean.

H: For the intentPreemptionCapbility Support qualifier, I suggest to change it to O.
S: We support this change in the attribute def. table. The second sentence maybe should be kept.
MCC: Cover page… clauses affected, one missing.

· 8183
	CR0177r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/2/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 add attributes of intent preemption <br/><br/>Source modified on 11/2/2023. Original source : NTT DOCOMO, China Mobile Com. Corporation

	S5-237506
	Rel-18 CR 28.312 Intent Conflict Resolution Procedure (Huawei, ZTE) (Brendan Hassett)
TEF: Step 1 in the seq. diagram… the MOI refers to an instance of a report or of an intent?
H: It should be an instance of an intent report.

TEF: Step 4… we have a problem with the “notifyMOIChanges” because we request a new change adding notifyMOIChanges in clause 6.2.1.5.
E: In Step 4, could we also include “May include information” to resolve conflicts?
H: OK, we can work on that.

· 8184
	CR0142r2, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei, ZTE

	S5-237704
	Rel-18 CR 28.312 Conflict Resolution enhancements (Samsung R&D Institute India) (Deepanshu Gautam)
TEF: In Reason…  We already have a solution. So I propose to merge this with the previous tdoc by Docomo.
S: In this contribution I am changing recommended solution attribute similarly as the Docomo solution…
E: We don’t support doing this in R18 at all. The producer cannot modify an intent. This will be solved in R19 when we introduce a negotiation procedure. We have met the requirement to detect and report a conflict.
MCC: Cover page issues…

· 8185
	CR0189r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Samsung R&D Institute India

	S5-237705
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 5.3.4.3Adjust the content in clause 5.3.4.3 Resolving Intent-related conflicts (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
E: What does the “send the expected managed entities with reduced scope of the expected managed entities” mean?
H: We can change it to just say “to send reduced scope of the mgmt entities

N: We don’t agree with the deletions. But the new text is ok.

DT: The text “(listed or scoped by the object context)” should be more clear.

· 8186
	CR0190r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Adjust the content in clause 5.3.4.3 Resolving Intent-related conflicts<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237471
	Discussion on issues caused by multiple IntentReports per Intent (Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.) (Brendan Hassett)
TEF: This new cardinality causes some issues…we will be missing one feature which is: The ability of the consumer to obtain reports of different content according to different conditions. I don’t challenge the change, I just want to make everyone aware of this.
H: I did my best to simplify it…
Note
	discussion



	S5-237472
	Rel-18 CR 28.312 IntentReport cardinality (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
N: Because we don’t agree fully with the DP, we cannot agree with this CR. We need some changes of the one aspect in this CR.
CMCC: We don’t agree with this contribution and we need more discussion. 

· 8187
	CR0178r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.

	S5-237474
	Rel-18 CR 28.312 Missing attribute definitions (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
H: I’d like a merge of 474 and 494, they are almost identical. I think the cardinality is wrong in that.

· 8188
	CR0179r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei Technologies Japan K.K.

	S5-237494
	Rel18_CR_28312 Correct intent Report Model (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
To be merged with 474.

H: I think the cardinality is wrong.

Merged with 474.
	CR0180r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237495
	Rel18_CR_28312 information on a test Intent (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
For Breakout-3 Wed Q1

breakout session minutes.  à S5-238228

	CR0181r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel18_CR_28312 Information on a test intent<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237496
	Rel18_CR_28312 Clarify observation period and fulfilment deadline (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Stephen Mwanje)
For Breakout-3 Wed Q1

breakout session minutes.  à S5-238228
· 8226
	CR0182r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. C

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel18_CR_28312 Clarify observation period and  fulfilment deadline<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237519
	Rel-18 CR 28.312 Errors in attribute definitions (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
For Block approval.
[Ericsson]: do we need "is unique" as TRUE?

[Huawei]: yes

Approved
	CR0183r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237678
	Clarify MnS consumer how handling infeasible results of intent fulfilment feasibility check (ZTE Corporation, China Mobile, Huawei) (Baoguo Xie)
For Breakout-3 Wed Q1

breakout session minutes.  à S5-238228

	CR0153r2, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Clarify how MnS consumer handling infeasible results of intent fulfilment feasibility check<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : ZTE Corporation

	S5-237680
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Update the description about intent handling function (ZTE Corporation) (Baoguo Xie)
For Breakout-3 Wed Q1

breakout session minutes.  à S5-238228

	CR0186r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : ZTE Corporation

	S5-237820
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.312 Update 6.1 and 7.1 to support the operations of unsubscribing intent reporting and querying intent reporting subscriptions (China Mobile Com. Corporation) (Keguang He)
For Breakout-3 Wed Q1

breakout session minutes.  à S5-238228
· 8227
	CR0199r, TS/TR 28.312 v18.1.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Mobile Com. Corporation

	6.4.4.4 IDMS_MN_ph2_WoP#4

	6.4.4.5 IDMS_MN_ph2_WoP#5

	6.5 Management Architecture and Mechanisms

	6.5.1 Service based management architecture

	6.5.1.1 eSBMA_WoP#1

	S5-237358
	Presentation of Specification to TSG: TS 28.111, Version 1.0.0 (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
Revised to change to “For information”

· 8309
	TS or TR cover



	S5-237447
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.533 Overview of the usage of CRUD operations and NRM fragments in SBMA (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
[Ericsson]: what is the intended use of these labels?

[Huawei]: the purpose is to bring the content from the TR (agreements from the report). What scenario fits what MnS better

[Samsung]: we support the intention, but 28.538 edge perf assurance is to be included in this CR.

[Huawei]: will try to address the comment from S

[Telefonica]: we support the intention, but the reference to the new TS 28.111 is missing (should be added in this contribution)

[Nokia]: on the naming of columns - prefers "usage" instead of "usage label" (strong opinion based on TR). The content may go to annex... perhaps, there is a better TS (new?) where similar content would go... 
[Huawei]: on the "new TS" proposal - is this content for the new TS or can we keep it/add it to 28.533

[Nokia]: elaborated the motivation for a new TS.

[Huawei]: Rel-18 28.533 already has similar content, for Rel-19 we could consider a new TS

[Nokia]: the advertisement on the wire is Rel-19 topic... so we can do it there... proposes an offline discussion (on the way forward)

Revised to 8141
	CR0122r, TS/TR 28.533 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237524
	DP Common notification Filtering (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
[Huawei]: the proposal is unclear... e.g. how does consumer know what to use? It's too big of a change for Rel-18

[Ericsson]: it will be visible from NRM discovery... at the next meeting we plan to come up with common filtering approach

[Huawei]: essentially, you just allow to ignore the filter...

[Ericsson]: shared concerns on the filtering...

[Huawei]: same filter cannot be used for all notifications (typically it's filter-specific/dependent)

[Nokia]: asked for explanations

[Ericsson]: filter per subscription is inefficient... too many filters to handle... proposes filter per subscription type (e.g. CM), but not per subscription - it's simplification and efficiency (new IOC... placed under MnSAgent).

[Nokia]: but these different subscriptions are just different views/representations..

Huawei, Samsung and Nokia object the endorsement

[Huawei]: prefers to see a concrete change request

[Samsung]: there is no problem to be fixed

Noted
	discussion



	S5-237359
	Rel-18 pCR 28.111 FM full updates (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
[Nokia]: provided comments offline

[Huawei]: also have concrete proposals for change (will share offline)
Revised to 8142
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.111 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237938
	Rel-18 CR 28.532 Remove-Update FM related parts (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
[Ericsson]: this contribution has no overlap with the draft CRs
[Nokia]: we cannot approve the CR until we have the new content ready (in the new spec)
[Huawei]: there is no harm to have duplicate content in 28.111 and in a legacy spec

Not pursued (we will come-back in Jan meeting once the 28.111 is approved by SA)
	CR0302r, TS/TR 28.532 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. C



	S5-237940
	Rel-18 CR 28.622 Remove-Update FM related parts (Ericsson Hungary Ltd.) (Balazs Lengyel)
[Ericsson]: this contribution has dependency on 7359/8142

[Nokia]: we agreed some draft CRs to remove content from 28.622... these are to be converted, we cannot break process by introducing the changes in individual CRs

[Ericsson]: if 28.111 is rejected at the SA and the content already removed from 28.622, then we will have a gap

[Huawei]: there is a way to handle the dependencies... (via declaring packages)

[Huawei]: we need a late contribution to remove this change from the draft CR (only then this CR can be agreed)

Not pursued (we will come-back in Jan meeting once the 28.111 is approved by SA)
	CR0319r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. C



	S5-237942
	Rel-18 CR 28.623 Remove-Update FM related parts (Ericsson Hungary Ltd.) (Balazs Lengyel)
[Ericsson]: this contribution has dependency on 7359/8142

Not pursued (we will come-back in Jan meeting once the 28.111 is approved by SA)
	CR0304r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. C



	6.5.1.2 eSBMA_WoP#2

	6.5.1.3 eSBMA_WoP3#

	6.5.1.4 eSBMA_WoP#4

	S5-237973
(late)
	Introduction of SBMA in 32.300(Ericsson) (Robert Petersen)
Leaders’ recommendation: converts the Draft CR in S5-237246 to a CR.
[Nokia]: provided offline comments
[Samsung]: wants to see the revision (no preapproval)

[MCC comments]: 

· Scope: we disagree with the phrase “The present document is valid for TSs using IRPs and SBMA.”. You need to write the scope for the present document, not other documents. If other TS are in scope you need to make the change in those. 

· Change adding clause 3.1.0 General. Don’t add a new clause, you need to make the changes on the definitions clause 3.1.

· The TS (Technical Specification) acronym is not needed.

· The note in 7.4 is not informative (“Note: The use of long DNs should be avoided.”). This contains a normative provision so it cannot be a Note.

Revised to 8143
	Spec: 32.300 CR0034

	6.5.1.5 eSBMA_WoP#5

	6.5.1.6 eSBMA_WoP#6

	S5-237509
	Rel-18 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Improvement to description of data scope (Huawei) (Brendan Hassett)
[Nokia]: question on the motivation

Approved
	other



	S5-237717
	Rel-18 Input to DraftCR 28.622 Specify notificationFilter (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
[Nokia]: XML always has one root... YANG may relax this "requirement"... before we can approve this CR we need to decide if the single root requirement can be relaxed (concern with the examples and allowed values)

[Ericsson]: we can remove the example

Revised to 8144
	other



	S5-237719
	Rel-18 pCR 32.161 Update-extend JEX definitions (Ericsson Hungary Ltd) (Balazs Lengyel)
[Nokia]: both this and 7822 address the same issue (need to merge)

Revised to 8145 (merge with 7822)
	pCRr, TS/TR 32.161 v0.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237822
	Rel-18 pCR 32.161 Improve Jex (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Olaf Pollakowski)
[Ericsson]: provided comments offline. agrees to merge if the comments are addressed

Revised to 8145 (merge with 7719)
	pCRr, TS/TR 32.161 v0.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.5.1.7 eSBMA_WoP#7

	6.5.1.8 eSBMA_WoP#8

	S5-237354
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.622 Add capability for advertising NRM properties Stage 2 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
[Ericsson]: needs additional considerations (comments provided offline)

[Huawei]: disagrees with specifying the name of the file

[Nokia]: file was added on the request from Ericsson

[Samsung]: has no problems with the current version, but needs to see the revision

Revised to 8146


	CR0269r1, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237355
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Add capability for advertising NRM properties Stage 3 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Revised to 8147
	CR0254r1, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	6.5.1.9 Draft TS email approval

	6.5.2 Network slicing provisioning rules

	6.5.2.1 NSRULE_WoP#1

	S5-237735
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.531 Update use case and allocate for network slice isolation (L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
[Nokia]: offline comments provided. main concern in allocate NSI and NSSI the output includes isolation profile reference (not needed)

[Samsung]: changes to stage 1, isolation profile is part of the solution and shall not be mentioned in Stage 1

[Telefonica]: has dependency on decision of 7736

Revised to 8148
	CR0230r, TS/TR 28.531 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.2.2 NSRULE_WoP#2

	S5-237348
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Add NRM for network slice isolation (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Telefonica) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
[Samsung]: need to merge with 7736

[Huawei]: has concrete offline suggestions. also supports the merge (if Ericsson drops the "shared to/from" part).

Merged into 8149
	CR0858r8, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237349
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.531 Add and update use case for network slice isolation support (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
[Samsung]: isolation profile is part of the solution (should reword it in different terms)

[Telefonica]: has concerns with suggestion from Samsung, but OK with original version (e.g. service profile is already there)

[Huawei]: supports comments from Samsung. Step 2 change proposes to use text from 7735

Merged into 8148
	CR0194r4, TS/TR 28.531 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237736
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Network slicing rules solution description (Ericsson, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
[Telefonica]: isolationProfileRef should be CM, not O. Addition in the controller IOCs is not needed (consumer does not care about these, only Operator does). Additional comments will be provided offline. Example in 6.3.c - needs rewording.

[Samsung] Agrees with Telefonica... isolation profile does not come from consumer (should not be in the controller). Additional comments on shared to/from... The " networkSlicingApplicability " attribute is not needed.

[Nokia]: similar comments to the above... already shared offline. Stage 3 changes are missing

[Ericsson]: have Stage 3 ready... n(have not submitted yet). Needs to discuss the details of interactions with the consumer offline (questions to Samsung, Nokia and Telefinica).

[Huawei]: have offline comments

Revised to 8149
	CR1119r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Network slicing rules  solution description<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom

	S5-237932
	Discussion paper on isolation and sharing (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
Withdrawn (as requested by the author)
	discussion



	6.5.3 Management of Trace/MDT phase 2

	6.5.3.1 5GMDT_Ph2_WoP#1

	S5-237505
	Rel-18 CR TS32.422 Adding NPN Area Scope of MDT  (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
[Ericsson]: we revised contribution based on offline comments from Nokia

[Samsung]: on the area scope (last change) - do we need NPN id here?

[Nokia]: provided explanations

Revised to 8150
	CR0414r, TS/TR 32.422 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237507
	Rel-18 CR TS28.622 Adding NPN Area Scope of MDT  (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
[Ericsson]: revised based on the comments from Nokia offline

Revised to 8151
	CR0309r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237508
	Rel-18 CR TS28.623 Adding NPN Area Scope of MDT  (Ericsson LM) (Qiang Zu)
[Ericsson]: we revise based on comments from Nokia

Revised to 8152
	CR0290r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.3.2 5GMDT_Ph2_WoP#2

	6.5.3.3 5GMDT_Ph2_WoP#3

	S5-237625
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.422 NPN support for MDT (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
Merged to 8150
	CR0418r, TS/TR 32.422 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell

	S5-237626
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.622 MDT support for NPN (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
Merged to 8151
	CR0312r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237627
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 MDT support for NPN (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
[Nokia]: will revise based on the comments from Ericsson
Revised to 8153
	CR0295r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237629
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.422 Addressing tracing gaps in signalling based trace activation (Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
[Ericsson]: provided comments offline...  issue is how much standardization is needed (many things may be left out)

[Nokia]: will try to find compromise offline

Revised to 8154
	CR0419r, TS/TR 32.422 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237630
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.622 Addressing tracing gaps in signalling based trace activation (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
[Ericsson]: has strong concerns (objection)

Revised to 8155
	CR0313r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell

	S5-237631
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Addressing tracing gaps in signalling based trace activation (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
[Ericsson]: has strong concerns (objection)

Revised to 8156
	CR0296r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell

	6.5.3.4 5GMDT_Ph2_WoP#4

	S5-237695
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.422 add inidcations to support MDT measurements collection in NR-DC (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
[Samsung]: need more time (next meeting is the best chance) cannot agree in this meeting more discussions needed in both RAN3 and SA5

[CATT]: shares view of Samsung

[Ericsson]: non-inclusive language warning - needs revision to stay aligned with 3GPP guidelines

[Huawei]: will check if RAN3 has any conclusions

Not pursued.
	CR0420r, TS/TR 32.422 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237696
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.622 add inidcations to support MDT measurements collection in NR-DC (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
[Huawei]: dependent on 7695

Not pursued.
	CR0314r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237697
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 add inidcations to support MDT measurements collection in NR-DC (Huawei) (xiaoli Shi)
[Huawei]: dependent on 7695

Not pursued.
	CR0297r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.3.5 5GMDT_Ph2_WoP#5

	6.5.4 5G performance measurements and KPIs phase 3

	6.5.4.1 PM_KPI_5G_Ph3_WoP#1

	S5-237686
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.552 Add new measurement for average value of Timing Advance per SS-RSRP and AOA ranges (China Unicom) (Zhen Xing)
[Ericsson]: comments from the last meeting have not been addressed (e.g. formula has errors)

[China Unicom]: will revise based on Ericsson comments

Revised to 8157
	CR0501r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom

	6.5.4.2 PM_KPI_5G_Ph3_WoP#2

	S5-237672
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.552 Add new measurement on Average DL GTP packet delay (P.I. WORKS) (Serkan Sofuoglu)
[Telefonica]: This measurement is already defined in section 5.1.1.1.8. Why repeating it here again? Or are you suggesting to move it from 5.1.1.1.8 to this new clause? Please clarify
[P.I. Works]: disagrees with the comments

[MCC]: new clauses should be under the clause introduced in 7672 (need to express the dependencies on the cover pages)

Revised to 8158
	CR0499r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237673
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.552 Add new measurement on distribution of DL GTP packet delay (P.I. WORKS) (Serkan Sofuoglu)
[Telefonica]: This measurement is already defined in section 5.1.1.1.8. Why repeating it here again? Or are you suggesting to move it from 5.1.1.1.8 to this new clause? Please clarify
[P.I. Works]: disagrees with the comments

[Ericsson]: "available in RAN" - what is the reference?

[P.I. Works]: not available from the core (UPF)

[MCC]: new clauses should be under the clause introduced in 7672 (need to express the dependencies on the cover pages)

Revised to 8159
	CR0500r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.4.3 PM_KPI_5G_Ph3_WoP#3

	S5-237624
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.550 Include signalling in PM Streaming schema (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
[Ericsson]: asked for clarifications (need offline discussion)
[Intel]: information is available in StreamInfo - why add it here?

[Nokia]: explanations are on the cover page... preference to keep metadata together with the streamed data (to ensure that they don't get separated and the collected data is always useful).

Revised to 8160
	CR0084r, TS/TR 28.550 v18.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shangai Bell

	6.5.4.4 PM_KPI_5G_Ph3_WoP#4

	S5-237552
	Initial Skeleton of draft TS 28.abc UE level measurements (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
Approved
	other



	S5-237554
	S5-236540 (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)

Revised to 7955

Revised to 7955
	other



	S5-237955
	pCR Add structure for new draft TS 28.abc UE level measurements (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
Approved
	other



	S5-237555
	pCR TS 28.abc Add template for UE level measurement definition (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
[Ericsson]: the scope is missing and it's difficult to judge if the pCRs fit the agreed scope...

[Intel]: explained the situation and time constraints to make it into Rel-18

[Samsung]: concerns with UE identifiers that requires offline discussion

[Ericsson]: will this spec contain both measurements and job NRM?

[Intel]: our proposal is "yes", but we can focus on agreeing "draft TS" content and move the job NRMs where it's preferred by the group

[Samsung]: strong preference on re-using the existing specifications...

Keep it open (Intel will moderate an offline discussion)
	other



	S5-237556
	pCR TS 28.abc Add NRMs for UE measurement job (Intel, Nokia, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Telefonica]: - "rootObjectInstances" and "measuredObject" attributes -> why keep them separate? and their current name is a bit misleading. Suggest to merge them and re-brand them as "measuredObjectScope" (something similar to S5-237914).
[Intel]: will take offline (the most controversial part) - Samsung, Ericsson, Nokia, Huawei, DTAG, Verizon, ZTE, NEC are all interested

Will be handled in "Breakout 4" on Wednesday parallel in Q2 session starts at 11:30. Intel (Yizhi) is the moderator, minutes under 8161.
	other



	S5-237559
	pCR TS 28.abc Add MnS framework for UE level measurement collection and reporting (Intel, Nokia, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Telefonica]: This contribution is already contained in 7556 (clause 5.1)
Will be handled in "Breakout 4" on Wednesday parallel in Q2 session starts at 11:30. Intel (Yizhi) is the moderator, minutes under 8161.
	other



	S5-237561
	pCR TS 28.abc Add MnS service components for UE level measurement collection (Intel, Nokia, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Telefonica]: This contribution is already contained in 7556 (clause 5.7)
Will be handled in "Breakout 4" on Wednesday parallel in Q2 session starts at 11:30. Intel (Yizhi) is the moderator, minutes under 8161.
	other



	S5-237562
	pCR TS 28.abc Add Per-UE measurement related to DL packet delay between PSA UPF and UE (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
[Samsung]: has dependency on 7556 (which is handled in breakout session)

[Intel]: proposes to discuss measurements independently

[Samsung]: "UEMeasurementJob MOI"
[Huawei]: which method will be used - PM or MDT method?

[Intel]: new method (not re-using MDT), but open for suggestions... If we re-use trace/MDT, we introduce dependency on other WGs (RAN3/CT)

[Samsung]: the start was to collect measurements for a particular UE, not all UEs (but reported per UE)... there is an interesting discussion (also on the impacts on the NE/NF if they have to filter per UE).

[ZTE]: based on an offline discussion, we support defining UE level measurements in SA5. But when it comes to solutions (e.g. PM) for collecting these, we have concerns based on the requirements from SA2 - the session identifiers. NWDAF triggering or initiating the dynamic collection... SMF change is an example of scenarios to be addressed (how to support NWDAF that is not necessary aware of the mobility). How NWDAF can identify sessions, needs to be investigated (potential enhancements to NWDAF, RAN, etc...). This applies only to "PM style" of collection (not to "MDT style" of collection).
Revised to 8164
	other



	S5-237563
	pCR TS 28.abc Add Per-UE measurement related to UL packet delay between PSA UPF and UE (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
[Intel]: similar to 7562, same issue with the job IOC

[Samsung]: the title says average - what is being averaged and how?

[Intel]: average across multiple packets for the same UE

Revised to 8165
	other



	S5-237714
	pCR TS 28.abc Add Per-UE measurement related to average packet delay (China Telecom Corporation Ltd., Intel) (Xiumin Chen)
[Telefonica]: 1. First measurement, section c). The mathematical formula is missing. In addition, there is no reference as to the measurement collection/reporting method (for example, the impact on UEMeasurementJob IOC).

2. Except the first measurement, the rest is already defined in 38.314. Why repeating them here again? Is there a commitment to centralize them all into this new TS?
[Ericsson]: title of 6.2.a.4 missing "UL"

[Samsung]: like previous one (on average) the identifiers being used per UE are "OK", but we don't want to repeat everything from 28.552 here (disagrees to copy-paste all counters from PM and make them per-UE). Suggests to focus on definitions of new (unique) measurements for "per-UE" spec.

[Intel]: we will try to help China Telecom with a revision

Revised to 8166
	other



	S5-237649
	pCR TS 28.abc Add per-UE measurement related to average DL/UL UE throughput (China Telecom Corporation Ltd., Intel) (Xiumin Chen)
[Telefonica]: There is no reference as to the measurement collection/reporting method (for example, how UEMeasurementJob IOC is used).
[Samsung]: same comments apply (need explanations and justifications for each counter copy-pasted from 28.552)

Revised to 8167
	other



	S5-237715
	pCR TS 28.abc Add per-UE measurement related to average packet loss (China Telecommunications, Intel) (lixin liang)
[Samsung]: same comments apply (need explanations and justifications for each counter copy-pasted from 28.552)

[Telefonica]: 1.
There is a typo in the name of clause 6.2.A.1. It should be DL instead of UL.

2.
suggest renaming clause 6.2.A into "Packet Loss", and merging into 7718, where the rest of measurements are defined.
[Ericsson]: for the measurement name it's better to capture "DL"

Revised to 8168
	other



	S5-237718
	pCR TS 28.abc Add per-UE measurement related to average packet loss for split gNB deployment scenario (China Telecommunications, Intel) (lixin liang)
[Telefonica]: I miss mathematical formula in the section/bullet “C” of every measurement.
[Samsung]: same comments apply (need explanations and justifications for each counter copy-pasted from 28.552)

Revised to 8169
	other



	S5-237949
	DP on analysis of dependency of NFs' enhancement for measurements per UE (ZTE Corporation) (Bangqiu Ruan)
[Telefonica]: In the "observations" clause (3.2)

•
I don't understand the second sentence: "The idea and solution are quite wonderful only before no dependency of enhancement of NFs and MnFs is confirmed, of after the dependency is decoupled". 

•
Observation 1: As consumer of the UE level measurements, the NWDAF only needs to be aware of the identifiers related to the measured UE (UE identifier, session identifier, QoS flow identifier, S-NSSAI, 5QI)  And these identifiers are described in the section g of every measurement. As for as I know, the NWDAF is aware of all these identifiers, since they are correspond to 3GPP singalling identifiers. 

•
Observation 3. I don't understand what is the complex scenario you refer to here. Is it the ability to get UE level measurements aggregated for all the PDU sessions assocaited to this UE? What do you mean with the "ok" ? Feasible? 

In the "recommendations" clause (3.3)

•
What kind of enhancements do you expect for which NFs and MnFs?
Will be handled in "Breakout 4" on Wednesday parallel in Q2 session starts at 11:30. Intel (Yizhi) is the moderator, minutes under 8161.
	discussion



	6.5.5 Additional NRM features phase 2

	6.5.5.1 AdNRM_ph2_WoP#1

	S5-237448
	Discussion paper on separate yaml file for different control NRM fragments in TS 28.623 (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom, Telefónica, NEC) (Ruiyue Xu)
[Nokia]: we co-sign this DP

Revised to 8240 (Nokia added as co-source)

Endorsed
	discussion



	S5-237449
	Rel-18 CR TS28.623 Separate yaml file for trace control NRM fragment (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
[Nokia]: provided offline comments

Revised to 8241
	CR0288r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237904
	Rel-18 CR TS28.532 update the reference for TraceJob in StreamingDataReport MnS (Huawei) (Ruiyue Xu)
Leaders’ recommendation: reallocate 6.5.1.1->6.5.5.1
Agreed
	CR0301r, TS/TR 28.532 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.5.5.2 AdNRM_ph2_WoP#2

	6.5.5.3 AdNRM_ph2_WoP#3

	S5-237598
	Clarification on the usage of sNssaiInfoList in multiple places (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
[Ericsson]: the rationale is missing for addition of the new datatype

[Huawei]: this is alignment of existing stage 3 to a missing stage 2 (problem of previously approved Stage 3)

[Nokia]: pointed at the previous implementation fault (we support the change)

Agreed
	CR1107r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.541 Clarification on the usage of sNssaiInfoList in multiple places<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	S5-237599
	Update description of ExtSnssai (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
Agreed
	CR1108r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.541 Update description of ExtSnssai<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.5.5.4 AdNRM_ph2_WoP#4

	S5-237360
	TS28.541 Rel18 NRM enhancements for NRFFunction phase 4 (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Agreed
	CR1058r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5-237361
	TS28.541 Rel18 NRM enhancements for MNPFFunction (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
Agreed
	CR1059r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237362
	TS28.541 Rel18 NRM enhancements for class diagram (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sean Sun)
[Nokia]: MCC feedback - overlaps with previously agreed CR in 151... new t-doc was allocated (taken care of)

[MCC]: t-doc was S5-238163

Not pursued
	CR1060r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-238163
	Fix of issue mentioned in S5-237362

Agreed
	

	6.5.5.5 AdNRM_ph2_WoP#5

	S5-237350
	Discussion paper to clarify network slice SLA attribute jitter (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, KDDI, TELUS) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Leaders’ recommendation: related tdocs 7731/7732/7733/7350/7351 
[Nokia]: need to revise based on the updates provided by TEF

[Ericsson]: we have offline comments

Revised to 8242
	discussion



	S5-237351
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Fix inconsistencies related to network slice SLA attribute jitter (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, KDDI, TELUS) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
Leaders’ recommendation: related tdocs 7731/7732/7733/7350/7351
[Ericsson]: we don't support adding jitter to slice profile
[Nokia]: earlier meetings had this comment (it was addressed there with DP and description in this contribution).

[Ericsson]: the proposed solution won't work (RTP streaming protocol is app to UE E2E protocol - unclear how it will be available to the management system considering that the data is encrypted)

[Nokia]: will take it offline

[Huawei]: sees importance in measuring jitter (please keep us in the loop)

Keep it open
	CR1032r1, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, KDDI, TELUS

	S5-237352
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Add support for GSMA attribute for slice QoS (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
[Telefonica]: is this procedure applicable to operator specific and standardized 5QIs?

[Nokia]: also for standardized, but operator's specific 5QI can be defined

[Telefonica]: relation to configurable 5QI set?

[Nokia]: if preconfigured, no need to use

[Telefonica]: disagree with "The translation of SLA attributes is internal business logic of the vendors.". Alternative solutions can be discussed offline

[Huawei]: on stage 3 - slice QOS list should be an array.

[Huawei]: problems with cover page

[MCC]: CR number is wrong (1037 is the correct one)

[Huawei]: packet loss rate range is not explained

[Ericsson]: how the new datatype is to be used is unclear

Revised to 8244
	CR1037r1, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237353
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Add support for GSMA attributes related to data networks (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Samsung) (Srilakshmi Srinivasaraju)
[Telefonica]: disagree with "The translation of SLA attributes is internal business logic of the vendors.". Alternative solutions can be discussed offline

Keep it open

· 8313
	CR1038r1, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237703
	Rel-18 CR 28.541 Radio Specturm in SliceSubnet (Samsung R&D Institute India) (Deepanshu Gautam)
[Telefonica]: missing attribute "top slice subnet profile dot spectrum"
[Ericsson]: why we bring radio spectrum (operating bands are already there)?

[Nokia]: same comment as Ericsson (revision is needed). Stage 3 is missing.

[Huawei]: there is an existing NRM solution for this purpose (changes are not needed)

Keep it open
	CR1113r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Samsung R&D Institute India

	S5-237946
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Add slice validity info to ServiceProfile (Samsung Electronics Iberia SA) (Ashutosh Kaushik)
[Telefonica]: we'd like to co-sign

[Ericsson]: is this an extension of the existing slicing functionality (is it in the scope of the WID?)? Suspension time already exists.

[Huawei]: new data type seems to be mis-named (reversed logic). Also prefers a scheduler to be used to indicate availability (not unavailability). The expiry time is writeable, and scheduler is writeable - potential for conflicts... prefers to just control via scheduler. Description is far too complex (needs to be simplified).

[Nokia]: slice validity is not required (expiry is already part of scheduler IOC). Stage 3 is missing.

[MCC]: please remove changes on changes in the revision

Revised to 8245
	CR1128r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Samsung Electronics Iberia SA

	6.5.6 Management Aspects related to NWDAF

	6.5.6.1 MANWDAF_WoP#1

	S5-237712
	Editorial modification for the use case of performance measurements for NWDAF (China Telecom) (Yuxia Niu)
For Block approval.
Approvedf
	CR0502r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.552 Update use case related to performance measurements of NWDAF<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Telecom Corporation Ltd.

	S5-237713
	Editorial modification for the performance measurements of NWDAF (China Telecom) (Yuxia Niu)
For Block approval.
Approved
	CR0503r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. D

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR 28.552 Update use case related to performance measurements of NWDAF<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Telecom Corporation Ltd.

	6.5.6.2 MANWDAF_WoP#2

	S5-237684
	Rel 18 CR TS 28.541 Stage 3 Add FL related attributes in NWDAFFunction (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
Stage 3 for 685.
CTC: This needs to be discussed and aligned with 685.

Keep open.
	CR1111r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237685
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Add FL related attributes in NWDAFFunction (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
CTC: 3 attributes added, I suggest to remove mlModelInterInfo and flTimeInterval because there are no UC for them.
N: If this is not done in this WI, it will be done in the NRM Ph2 because that is part of the regular NRM work. So I suggest to keep it here.
CTC: Don’t have strong opinion on this, just think it has no strong relation to this topic.

Keep open.
	CR1112r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237809
	Rel-18 CR 28.552 Add measurements related to NWDAF analytics service failure (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
CTC: The paragraph style in 5.18.4.1.X.. should be Level 5.
CTC: The numbering of 5.18.4.1.X should be on the same level as 4.1, e.g. 4.1A.
· 8210
	CR0504r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237811
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Correction of attributes defined in NWDAFFunction (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
Agreed
	CR1120r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	S5-237816
	Rel-18 CR 28.552 Add measurement related to time consumption of NWDAF providing ML model training service information (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
CTC: I think this measurement is not clear. Which service is this for? And ML training service is not in the scope of this WI, I suggest to do it in Rel-19.
I: There could be a generic mechanism to evaluate ML training. So I suggest this to be discussed together with the AIML study in R19.
MCC: Pls check the clause numbering.

Keep open.
	CR0505r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237817
	Rel-18 CR 28.552 Add measurements related to NWDAF ML model training service failure (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Tejas Subramanya)
CTC: In the second change, SA2 defined everything related to ML training in a black box. So the term "Time when ML model training information is needed" is not suitable. We need some concrete statement that this information is needed, because it is beyond stage 1 of the study.
N: SA2 has some info related to this UC, we can discuss it offline.

· 8211
	CR0506r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.6.3 MANWDAF_WoP#3

	6.5.7 Enhanced Edge Computing Management

	6.5.7.1 eECM_WoP#1

	S5-237606
	Rel-18 DraftCR 28.538 adding processMonitor in EASRequirement (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
We have comments sent offline.

H: OK we can look at it offline.
Keep open.

[Samsung offline comments provided by email:  We need to elaborate more on this in Description clause of this IOC. What this attribute can be used for? What the individual attribute inside the ProcessMonitor will imply ert EAS deployment etc. Will this solve the problem of asyn. Procedure support? ]
Revised to 8238
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.538 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237607
	Rel-18 DraftCR 28.538 Correction on EAS instantiation triggered by PM (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
[Samsung]: provided offline comments, author agreed to revise

[Samsung offline comments provided by email:  

· Why deleting “and the number of UEs in a cell”. Please keep it
· Changes to 3.a: Suggest to say “…instantiate the new VNF instance based on the information received in the measurement data”

]
Revised to 8237
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.538 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. F



	6.5.7.2 eECM_WoP#2

	S5-237374
	Rel-18 CR 28.538 DraftCR to CR (Samsung R&D Institute UK) (Deepanshu Gautam)
E: Since last meeting we have a draftCR S5-237245 which was approved, but what’s the relation between that and this draftCR? Seems that this is not based on the latest draftCR baseline version?
Continue offline. (author in parallel breakout session)

Keep open

Revised to 8239
	CR0055r, TS/TR 28.538 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.7.3 eECM_WoP#3

	S5-237602
	Rel-18 DraftCR 28.538 update EAS to connect to UPF procedure (Huawei) (Shitao Li)
E: Compared with the draftCR from last meeting, there are two clauses with the same number. Which one did you revise?
H: OK, I think it’s enough to update the cover page.

E: OK.
[Samsung offline comments provided by email: 7.4.4: Referring to “or the reserved resource for EAS ”: What resource you are referring to here? This is about connecting EAS to UPF not some resorce to UPF. Suggest to remove the change in first statement of 7.4.4.]
· 8232
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.538 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.8 Management Aspect of 5GLAN

	6.5.8.1 5GLAN_Mgt_WoP#1

	6.5.8.2 5GLAN_Mgt_WoP#2

	6.5.9 Management Aspects of NTN

	6.5.9.1 OAM_NTN_WoP#1

	S5-237699
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.530 Add management capability support for NTN (China Unicom, China Telecom) (Mingrui Sun)
CU: I have got some offline comments about some rewording.

· 8212
	CR0062r, TS/TR 28.530 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom, China Telecom

	S5-237701
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.530 Add Annex network management support for NTN architecture (China Unicom) (Mingrui Sun)
E: We also sent offline comments to CU, e.g .the term LTE-C should be changed to EMTC.
· 8213
	CR0063r, TS/TR 28.530 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom

	6.5.9.2 OAM_NTN_WoP#2

	S5-237644
	Update definitions of Ephemeris (CATT) (Min Shu)
CATT: I got some offline comm from Nokia and have revised it.

E: Clarify whether each attribute needs to have allowed value. Some don’t have it, but they should.
CATT: Ok, we can add it.

· 8214
	CR1110r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Update definitions of Ephemeris<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : CATT

	6.5.9.3 OAM_NTN_WoP#3

	6.5.10 Management of cloud-native Virtualized Network Functions 

	6.5.10.1 MCVNF_WoP#1

	S5-237939
	Update references from TS 28.526 to ETSI NFV IFA 013 (Microsoft) (Bahar Sadeghi)
E: Minor comment… I suggest to add some words to clarify that the reference is regarding interaction with MANO.
E: I suggest to merge 677 with 939.

MC: Agree, 939 can be the base

· 8215 (merged with 677)
	CR0231r, TS/TR 28.531 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Title modified on 11/3/2023. Original title : Rel-18 TS 28.531 Update references from TS 28.526 to ETSI NFV IFA013<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Microsoft Europe SARL

	6.5.10.2 MCVNF_WoP#2

	6.5.10.3 MCVNF_WoP#3

	S5-237675
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.531 Add the introduction for the procedure of NF instance creation (ZTE Corporation) (Baoguo Xie)
E: The change is ok, just the CR title is confusing. We can take it offline.
· 8216
	CR0225r2, TS/TR 28.531 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : ZTE Corporation

	S5-237677
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.531 Update reference for NS lifecycle management procedure (ZTE Corporation) (Baoguo Xie)
Merged in revision of 939 (8215)
	CR0229r, TS/TR 28.531 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. F

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : ZTE Corporation

	6.5.11 Management Aspects of 5G Network Sharing Phase2 

	6.5.11.1 MANS_ph2_WoP#1

	S5-237462
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.541 Address EP_F1 issue for MOCN RAN sharing scenario (Huawei,China Unicom) (Ruiyue Xu)
N: This changes diagram … this is already captured in another diagram in the same TS so it is not needed.

N: Next change is not required either. We don’t need a proxy for a single class.

E: We had some offline comments as well. Not sure we need this proxy class.
H: We plan to introduce an external IOC later…

E: Then we can introduce the proxy when we do that.

· 8233.
	CR1031r2, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei,China Unicom

	S5-237463
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.622 Enhance the ManagementDataCollection to support request management data per PLMN (Huawei,Ericsson,China Unicom) (Ruiyue Xu)
N: In the attr. table, the definitions are a bit incomplete.
· 8234
	CR0308r, TS/TR 28.622 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei,Ericsson,China Unicom

	S5-237464
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.623 Enhance the ManagementDataCollection to support request management data per PLMN (Huawei,Ericsson,China Unicom) (Ruiyue Xu)
MCC: Mistake in the file name… space before zip, so it was not uploaded in Docs… I can fix it.
To be checked offline
Keep open
	CR0289r, TS/TR 28.623 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei,Ericsson,China Unicom

	S5-237617
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.552 Add PLMN granularity for PDU sessions related measurements for NG-RAN MOCN network sharing scenario (China Unicom) (Zhen Xing)
Agreed
	CR0497r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom

	S5-237618
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.552 Add PLMN granularity for peak PRB used for data traffic measurements for NG-RAN MOCN network sharing scenario (China Unicom) (Zhen Xing)
Agreed
	CR0498r, TS/TR 28.552 v18.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom

	S5-237929
	Rel-18 CR TS 32.130 Add requirements for NG-RAN MOCN network sharing scenario with multiple Cell Identity broadcast (China Unicom) (Zhaoning Wang)
Agreed
	CR0026r, TS/TR 32.130 v18.0.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom

	6.5.11.2 MANS_ph2_WoP#2

	6.5.12 Management Aspects of URLLC

	6.5.12.1 URLLC_Mgt_WoP#1

	S5-237708
	Rel-18 CR 28.541 Modify the attributes of UL and DL latency in RAN (China Unicom) (Zhaoning Wang)
S: CU has revised it to reflect our comments?
CU: Yes we did.

S: OK, we can discuss some more details offline.

MCC: Check the clauses affected.

· 8225
	CR1114r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom

	6.5.12.2 URLLC_Mgt_WoP#2

	S5-237931
	Rel-18 CR 28.554 Add new KPI on DL reliability with delay threshold in RAN (China Unicom) (Zhaoning Wang)
S: There is an issue, mentioned before. An LS to RAN2 that S proposed was not agreed, therefore this cannot be agreed as well. 
CU: I think we already discussed the LS to RAN2… the concern is about the content in 28.314 … this content doesn’t use the average value. It is individual packet delay. 
S: Just referring to some text is not enough. We need an exact measurement that is to be used.

Keep open.
	CR0161r, TS/TR 28.554 v18.3.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom

	6.5.13 Management aspects of 5G system supporting satellite backhaul (Preliminary work before SA)

	6.5.13.1 OAM_5GSATB_WoP#1

	S5-237813
	Rel-18 CR 28.541 Add satellite backhaul information for QoS monitoring per QoS flow per UE (China Telecom Corporation Ltd.) (Wen Qi)
[Ericsson]: offline comments have been provided (SatelliteBackhaulCategory is not defined)
Revised to 8104

[Rapporteur of 28.541]: cannot introduce ENUM with values in 29.571 (need values locally)

Revised to 8246
	CR1121r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237814
	Rel-18 CR 28.541 Add satellite backhaul information to support 5G system with satellite backhaul architecture (China Telecom Corporation Ltd.) (Wen Qi)
Revised to 8105

[Ericsson]: revision still has issues (description is wrong)

Revised to 8247
	CR1122r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.5.13.2 OAM_5GSATB_WoP#2

	6.6 Support of New Services

	6.6.1 Access control for management service

	6.6.1.1 MSAC_WoP#1

	6.6.1.2 MSAC_WoP#2

	S5-237581
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR 28.533 on concept of Entities, Information Model for Access control (Nokia UK) (Clifton Fernandes)
TEF: On the “The Access rule class…” I have a rewording proposal, can share it offline

TEF: IN 5.4.1, the first two rows need to be swapped.
TEF: All the sequence diagrams at the end also need update to be consistent.
H: All the changes on stage 2 which are agreed earlier are not correctly reflected here…
N: We should also look at stage 3. So whatever we do in stage 2 needs to be reflectable enough in stage 3.
E: A lot of these change are driven by earlier E comments and we will send some more offline. We need to be more specific, be more clear on what information needs access control.

E: Often we speak about component C, this needs to be more specific.
S: In line with what H said. How come the IOC related stage 2 cannot be handled by Netconf-Yang now?

Offline

· 8109
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.533 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.6.1.3 MSAC_WoP#3

	S5-237582
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR 28.533 on REST and OpenAPI based solution set for Access control (Nokia UK) (Clifton Fernandes)
H: Similar comments as for 581.

E: We are not trying to make a concrete mapping to stage 3, we need to do it SS specific. These should be informative examples.
H: I am confused by what will be normative output from this work item, if all stage 3 should be informative?
N: There could be some changes that are normative.

S: Stage 3 cannot influence stage 2, it should be the other way around.

E: The goal here is what should need access control, and then to choose a solution for it. So we don’t need a typical stage 2 here. Maybe better to define some requirements.
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.533 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237583
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR 28.533 on Netconf solution set for Access control (Nokia UK) (Clifton Fernandes)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.533 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237666
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.533 Update the description of role based access control (Huawei) (Xian Zhao)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.533 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	S5-237667
	Rel-18 InputToDraftCR TS 28.533 Correct the description of attribute identityType and identityName (Huawei) (Xian Zhao)
	draftCRr, TS/TR 28.533 v17.4.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.6.1.4 MSAC_WoP#4

	6.6.2 Enhancements of EE for 5G Phase 2

	6.6.2.1 EE5GPLUS_Ph2_WoP#1

	S5-237503
	Add definitions (Huawei, Ericsson, Nokia) (Jean-Michel CORNILY)
Agreed
	CR0039r2, TS/TR 28.310 v18.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Title modified on 11/2/2023. Original title : Rel-18 CR TS 28.310 Add definitions<br/><br/>Source modified on 11/2/2023. Original source : Huawei, Ericsson, Nokia

	S5-237610
	Rel-18 CR 28.541 Add energy saving attributes to IOC UPFFunction (Huawei) (Kai Zhang)
[Ericsson]: solution for ES addition to UPF... UC has been discussed, but found in conflict... needs to be supported by SA2. There are still some problems to be clarified... e.g. different understanding of operations... (registration of deactivated UPF). Seems not relevant to ES - no need to de-register UPF from the network, deactivation would be preferred.

[Huawei]: SA2 text mentioned based on the guidance at SA5-151... emphasizes that full solution is needed (therefore SA2 spec is mentioned)

[Ericsson]: these referenced SA2 solutions are not for ES... pointed at the problem described above (what solution is preferred is to be discussed in SA5)

[Rapporteur]: planned to close at this meeting, if not approved now, can be addressed via maintenance.
[Ericsson]: agrees with the rapporteur

[Nokia]: how the proposed attributes interact with administrative state... need discussion

[Huawei]: not related to admin state... but need to check

Keep it open
	CR1109r, TS/TR 28.541 v18.5.0, Rel-18, Cat. B



	6.6.2.2 EE5GPLUS_Ph2_WoP#2

	S5-237930
	Rel-18 Add KPI on Energy Efficiency of URLLC Network Slice based on reliability (China Unicom, Ericsson) (Zhaoning Wang)
[Samsung]: our comments have not been resolved in this document

[Ericsson]: the intentions were similar... but the difference is how to calculate the whole slice reliability... The method proposed by Samsung has been considered. The co-authors (China Unicom) disagree with Samsung... but the problem may be caused by miscommunication...

[Samsung]: we need to merge the two documents (7930 and 7947) - this is the only possible way forward to keep the 7930 "alive"

[CMCC]: support this contribution, but need to evaluate the merge...

[Rapporteur]: this is lingering for several meetings... if no consensus by end of this week, the content shifts to the next release.

[Ericsson]: we are open to discussion...

[China Unicom]: Ericsson captured our position accurately.

Keep it open
	CR0160r, TS/TR 28.554 v18.3.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : China Unicom, Ericsson

	S5-237947
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.554 KPI for EE of URLLC NS based on its reliability (Samsung Electronics Iberia SA) (Ashutosh Kaushik)
[China Unicom]: part of the discussion on 7930

[Ericsson]: we expect a revision based on the offline comments (rev.1)

[Samsung]: prefers to receive more specific technical comments. Based on the feedback from Ericsson and Huawei, a revision has been prepared - we are waiting for feedback from China Unicom

Keep it open
	CR0162r, TS/TR 28.554 v18.3.1, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Samsung Electronics Iberia SA

	6.6.3 Management of non-public networks phase 2

	6.6.3.1 OAM_NPN_Ph2_WoP#1

	S5-237615
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.557 Correction on procedure figure for NPN provisioning by a network slice of a PLMN (Huawei) (Kai Zhang)
[Telefonica]: offline comments provided (revision is expected)

[Huawei]: intention was to keep it editorial (proposed revision will impact all figures). Suggests to keep the commented issue separately

Keep it open
	CR0010r, TS/TR 28.557 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. D

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.6.3.2 OAM_NPN_Ph2_WoP#2

	S5-237613
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.557 Add use case and requirements for dedicated resource demand for NPN service customers (Huawei) (Kai Zhang)
[Telefonica]: offline comments provided (revision is expected)

[Huawei]: will revise
Revised to 8248
	CR0008r, TS/TR 28.557 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.6.3.3 OAM_NPN_Ph2_WoP#3

	6.6.3.4 OAM_NPN_Ph2_WoP#4

	S5-237614
	Rel-18 CR TS 28.557 Add use case for E2E latency monitoring in NPN (Huawei) (Kai Zhang)
[Telefonica]: offline comments provided (revision is expected)

[Huawei]: need to discuss offline... general UC at the SA5#151... prefers to go a bit further... needs opinions on the proposed approach

[Telefonica]: SLA assurance is being converted to latency assurance (pattern of assuring every KPI). Existing UC is sufficient and no more UCs are needed unless there is something unique added (not the case here).

Not pursued


	CR0009r, TS/TR 28.557 v18.1.0, Rel-18, Cat. B

Source modified on 11/3/2023. Original source : Huawei

	6.6.4 Network and Service Operations for Energy Utilities

	6.6.4.1 NSOEU_WoP#1

	6.6.4.2 NSOEU_WoP#2

	S5-237837
	Rel-18 pCR 28.318 Diverse clean ups and alignment (Samsung Electronics GmbH) (Erik Guttman)
N: We have sent offline comments.
· 8218
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.6.4.3 NSOEU_WoP#3

	S5-237800
	Rel-18 pCR 28.318 table of contents (Nokia) (Scott Probasco)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237801
	DP: Impacts of 3GPP Architecture on Cell Availability PM (Nokia) (Scott Probasco)
Can we have different solution options?
N: If we have a different solution, why should we standardize two?

S: We concur with Huawei’s view.
E: We also want to join the offline discussion.
· 8219
	discussion



	S5-237802
	DP: Cell Availability (Nokia) (Scott Probasco)
H: For proposal 1, we have concern about that. SA5 should not break the PM approach that all measurements are captured in 28.552.
H: For proposal 2, we need more discussion. The solutions in S5-237903… it is better to put such measurements in a generic TS like 552 or 554.
S: I raise an alarm here.. some meetings ago it was said we should move it to 28.318 and now you want to move it again. I suggest we capture all in a common place and decide where to place it after we agreed the contents.
I: IN the past if we had had some features that need some measurements, normally addressed the UC and requirements in the new spec, but the measurements in 28.552.
H. Let’s put it in the general TS.

E: 552 has 3 clauses for gNB, split and no split. Maybe this should cover all scenarios.
· 8220
	discussion



	S5-237903
	Rel-18 pCR TS 28.318 Cell Availability performance measurement definition (Nokia Hungary) (Winnie Nakimuli)
S: The approach used doesn’t seem to be right.. it is based on events. Would need more exception handling and prone to errors. There is another approach proposed by Nokia in a previous meeting (but not agreed, however there wer some more offline discussions later), which we favour more. So we don’t support this.
TEF: Why the cell availability is a PM instead of a KPI?

N: A fair question, and it needs to be answered, also discussed in 802 (because the requirements are not clear).
H: For SA5 we should have a KPI for cell availability.
H: On item c) - the formula… should have an AND instead or OR.
S:- We have a proposal in 7953 which is also related to this.

· 8221
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237953
	Rel-18 pCR TS 28.318 PMs and KPI definition for NSOEU (Samsung Electronics Iberia SA) (Ashutosh Kaushik)
TEF. I think this is in conflict with 801 and 802. This solution assumes the usage of f1 interface, so it is assume the it is split GNB scenario.
S: As discussed in 801, this is for the split scenario and we already have it standardized, so we don’t see any issues with this.

TEF: Ok, no issues from my side.

N: We gave comments offline, and we din’t support this. We don’t think two solutions should be provided.

S: We don’t think t he other solution is agreeable. Even if there is sth applicable to both scenarios, then we have a separate section in 552 for that. It doesn’t mean we cannot have sth specific to split or non spolit scenarios.
Keep open.
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237836
	Rel-18 pCR 28.318 5.3 Corrections to Exposed coordinated recovery  (Samsung Electronics GmbH) (Erik Guttman)
E: Can you clarify the “Rapi recovery”?

S: We already defined a term for that, so we just apply it here.

N: We said comments offline, I have not seen them addressed yet.

H: Some wording issue in REQ-5.3-1 (existing text)
· 8222

	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237914
	Rel-18 pCR TS 28.318 Stage 2 definition for exposing performance and prediction information for high  availability (Nokia Hungary) (Winnie Nakimuli)
TEF: Should we include adm state and op. state?
N: It’s just an object. But we can look at it.
TEF: The “serviceIdentifier”  attr… we don’t funy undetrstand the reason for this?
H: This new IOC looks very similar to the data collection IOC. Maybe we should extend the existing one? Now it looks like a complete different solution.
N: It’s an extension, we wanted to keep it very simple.

DT. In 6.3.1.1, it is not clear what this “serviceIdentifier” means, and what does ,”vertical service” mean?

N: For this UC, the vertical service is the DSO of the energy utility.
S: When this work started, this comment came up. The DSO is the trusted entity. What is proposed here is a bigger problem. Holding this because we don’t have that solution is not right.
Keep open.
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237916
	Rel-18 pCR TS 28.318 Stage 3 definition for exposing performance and prediction information for high  availability (Nokia Hungary) (Winnie Nakimuli)
Stage 3 for 914. To be treated together with that.
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237918
	Rel-18 pCR TS 28.318 Procedure for exposing performance and prediction information for high  availability (Nokia Hungary) (Winnie Nakimuli)
S: Same comment as for 914.

E: Same comments as S.
H and DT: Same comments.

Keep open.
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237951
	Rel-18 pCR TS 28.318 NRM definitions Network Performance Monitoring (Samsung Electronics Iberia SA) (Ashutosh Kaushik)
H: “ThresholdInfo <<dataType>>” is a bit strange…to be clarified.
E: Same comment for “NtfSubscriptionControl”

S: Initially we proposed to have all NRM parts and measurements in their respective TS. I understand it is a bit strange, but the intention is to extend ThresholdInfo. If the group now thinks we should got to 622 with these enhancements, we can do it.
N: What they are doing is inheritance, as they copy an IOC and add an attribute.
H: Maybe add this new attribute to the existing ThresholdInfo in 622, not in the new spec?

S: Ok, we can do that.

N: This needs to apoply to PerfMetricJob as well.

· 8223
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.318 v0.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.6.4.4 NSOEU_WoP#4

	S5-237835
	Presentation of Specification/Report to TSG: TS 28.318, Version 0.3.0 (1.0.0) (Samsung Electronics GmbH) (Erik Guttman)
N: It should list the outstanding issues. It needs to be updated the reflect the actual outcome of the meeting.
VC: Correct, if not possible to do it on Friday we can take it for email approval.

H: When is it planned to be completed?

S: We are already at 50-60%. We target the next meeting for approval.

TEF: Do we plan to do the “Details concerning use of CAPIF”?
S: If we don’t cover at least some parameters for CAPIF, we don’t have a complete solution.

Keep open
	TS or TR cover



	S5-237950
	Rel-18 pCR TS 28.318 NRM definitions_Coordinated Rapid Recovery (Samsung Electronics Iberia SA) (Ashutosh Kaushik)
N. We ave comments offline, have not seen them addressed.

S: I’d like a new number, I think we can address some of Nokia’s comments.

E: The first sentence talks about IRP…
E: MeterID should be optional.

E: DSORapiRecoveryInfo multiplicity 1..N – should it really be like that?
S: There will be many locations… that’s why we have it.
H. The references must be moved to inside the changes.
H: The fig. numbers are wrong.

H: I don’t understand why we have op.state and adm.state for DsoRapidRecovery and UPSInfo.
S: Thanks for the comments, we can work on an update.

DT: We provided comments offline.

S: MeterID is defined- by this tdoc.

E: Yes but it should be optional?

S: We can discuss it offline.

· 8224.
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	6.6.4.5 Draft TS email approval

	OAM&P Studies

	6.7 Intelligence and Automation

	6.7.1 Study on evaluation of autonomous network levels

	6.7.1.1 FS_ANLEVA_WoP#1

	S5-237480
	pCR TR 28.909 Add background of relevant studies in TM Forum (China Mobile, Huawei) (Xi Cao)
[Ericsson]: addition of background is typically to build on top of that... in this case we don't observe plan to build on top. Also it overlaps with Rel-19 proposals... maybe add it somewhere as an informative annex (not here)?

[Huawei]: SA5 starts investigating KEIs... this background information is relevant to the on-going activities (serves as justification). Whether TMF work applies to SA5 is a separate issue... We'll do our best to complete the gap analysis in January meeting... possible conclusion could be that SA5 does not need to do anything, but the background is important

[Ericsson]: disagrees with such late addition of background information (it's too late to start investigating at the end of the release). And there is already SID proposal for Rel-19.

[Huawei]: we only introduce the existence of similar work and perhaps note relationship (or not) to SA5

[Ericsson]: TMF work is about guidelines only... same text exists here in this study and in Rel-19

[Huawei]: is your argument that TMF work is not relevant to SA5?

[Ericsson]: KEI work is important, but it's about evaluating (even if it's not explicitly mentioned). SA5 may not be the right place to evaluate features (for their autonomic capabilities).

[Ericsson]: maintains objection

[MCC]: references to non-publicly available documents is not allowed (explicit permission to copy-paste content will be needed as a potential workaround)

[DTAG]: points at issues with scope being not clear... "recommended to be formulated" (seems to be a generic guideline, relevance to SA5 is questionable). 
Keep it open (CMCC co-source is not present in the room).
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.909 v0.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.7.1.2 FS_ANLEVA_WoP#2

	S5-237481
	pCR TR 28.909 Add potential KEI for fault management (China Mobile, Huawei) (Xi Cao)
[Ericsson]: unclear how to use mean time (reduction of radio fault recovery) - how can one measure such things? Faults can have different original causes - how to achieve uniformity? There is difficult to find value.

[Huawei]: Is there value for SA5 to define their own KEI? Otherwise TMF KEI will become applicable to SA5... So, do we see TMF KEI applicable to SA5?

[Ericsson]: does not see it that way - TMF will not define KEI for SA5

[Huawei]: then we need to capture such statements (as proposed in the previous contribution)

[Samsung]: fails to see any difference between KEI and KPI

[Huawei]: the agreement on the naming can be possible (later)

[Samsung]: this negates the entire previous discussion and agreements (the study is no longer justified). KPIs can be used

Keep it open (CMCC co-source is not present in the room).
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.909 v0.3.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.7.1.3 FS_ANLEVA_WoP#3

	6.7.1.4 FS_ANLEVA_WoP#4

	6.7.1.5 Draft TR email approval

	6.7.2 Study on intent-driven management for network slicing

	6.7.2.1 FS_NETSLICE_IDMS_WoP#1

	6.7.2.2 FS_NETSLICE_IDMS_WoP#2

	6.7.2.3 FS_NETSLICE_IDMS_WoP#3

	6.7.2.4 FS_NETSLICE_IDMS_WoP#4

	S5-237737
	pCR TR 28.836 Add definitions and abbreviations (L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
[Huawei]: definition of Network Slice has incorrect reference. There seems to be a problem around NRF

[Telefonica]: same concern about NRF

[Samsung]: copying definitions seems to be counterproductive (prefers to see it as a reference)

[MCC]: it's allowed procedurally (question of convenience), reference should not be part of a definition (format it as a note). We don't put 3GPP in 3GPP documents for internal references.

Revised to 8252
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.836 v1.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237738
	pCR TR 28.836 Rapporteur clean-up template information (L.M. Ericsson Limited) (Jan Groenendijk)
For Block approval.
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.836 v1.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.7.2.5 FS_NETSLICE_IDMS_WoP#5

	S5-237739
	pCR TR 28.836 Update conclusions and recommendations (L.M. Ericsson Limited, Deutsche Telekom) (Jan Groenendijk)
[Nokia]: conclusion says there are no data types... we did not observe the corresponding analysis in the study. Operator defined data types are unknown... Recommendations statement FFS for more abstract data types is not supported in the current TR

[Ericsson]: need to discuss the details offline... the more abstract data types have been proposed / contributed but not agreed to be included in the TR

[Huawei]: only agreed contributions can be used for the conclusions

Revised to 8263
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.836 v1.2.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.7.2.6 Draft TR email approval

	6.7.3 Study on Fault Supervision Evolution

	6.7.3.1 FS_FSEV_WoP#1

	S5-237741
	pCR TR 28.830 Add description of relation with performance management (Huawei, China Mobile) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
Withdrawn
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.830 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237744
	pCR TR 28.830 Add description of relation with performance management (Huawei, China Mobile) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
[Ericsson]: objects. Threshold is a notification and not an alarm (different concept). Mixing Alarms and Notifications is not useful.

Not pursued
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.830 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.7.3.2 FS_FSEV_WoP#2

	S5-237742
	pCR TR 28.830 Add solution of performance related alarm analysis (Huawei, China Mobile) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
Withdrawn
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.830 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237743
	pCR TR 28.830 Add solution of fault cause analysis enhancement (Huawei, China Mobile) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
Withdrawn
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.830 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237745
	pCR TR 28.830 Add solution of performance related alarm analysis (Huawei, China Mobile) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
[Ericsson]: sees problem with this contribution (trend reporting and threshold configuration are mixed - why???). What is trend indication (not sufficiently defined). Fault management does not configure anything...

Not pursued
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.830 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237746
	pCR TR 28.830 Add solution of fault cause analysis enhancement (Huawei, China Mobile) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
[Ericsson]: has offline comments

Revised to 8265
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.830 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.7.3.3 FS_FSEV_WoP#3

	6.7.3.4 Draft TR email approval

	6.8 Management Architecture and Mechanisms

	6.8.1 Study on Data management phase 2

	6.8.1.1 FS_MADCOL_ph2_WoP#1

	S5-237468
	pCR TR 28.842 Add Key Issue and potential solution for reporting data for managementDataCollection (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
[Microsoft]: processing of the data is out of scope for data collection

[Huawei]: consumer can request data... for reporting we need to support similar methodology

[Microsoft]: having only one way of defining it is too restrictive (need to be able to pass threshold by the consumer).

[Huawei]: other solutions can be contributed separately

[Microsoft]: has concerns with the timing of the study... will provide comments offline.

[Ericsson]: plan to update to 28.554?

[Huawei]: prefers to start from a study first (later come up with normative solutions).

[Ericsson]: sees it as more applicable to KPI definitions than to MADCOL

[Nokia]: provided a previously discussed example...

Revised to 8266
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237470
	pCR TR 28.842 Add potential solution for discovery of management data (Huawei, Deutsche Telekom) (Ruiyue Xu)
[Nokia]: does not distinguish between discovery of stored data and capability to produce data

[Huawei]: the proposal covers discovery for stored data AND data produced capability

[Ericsson]: this kind of data does not belong in MnS registry (also there is a technical problem related to inconsistency of scopes). This data does not belong in a registry, but rather in the MnS(s) themselves.

[Huawei]: proposes to revise and re-focus on a KPI... 
[Ericsson]: in the previous submission had similar concerns on the KPI

[Nokia]: observes duplication (supported reporting period...) and points at mis-aligned understanding

[Huawei]: are you planning to conclude the study in Rel-18 or postpone to Rel-19?

[Samsung]: there are errors in the contribution

Keep it open for breakout session (breakout session in Q-0 on Thursday)
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237935
	Rel-18 pCR TR 28.842 Potential solution for discovery of stored data (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Jürgen Goerge)
[Ericsson]: does not see the value for the 1st one... the other solutions are not supported/justified by the requirements

[NEC]: Agrees with Ericsson on the first one. On the other is not convinced that they are needed and that scalability will be addressed. 

[Nokia]: intention is to list all possible solutions (not necessary useful ones). Sees value in showing all possibilities. There is also no need to provision said data (only central repository is impacted).

[NEC]: do consumers need to approach both or just one?

[Nokia]: what reaches the central repository is the only open question (updates don't happen instantly). Many details may depend on the implementation/deployment

[NEC]: so both need to be approached?

[Nokia]: it depends...

[Ericsson]: what is being described is what we already have... unhappy with the conclusion (agrees about the need for additional capabilities)

[Rapporteur]: we seem to be missing common understanding of the requirements... their interpretations seem to differ...
[Ericsson]: we don't want to put dynamic data in the central registry where the data is available to the entire network. Indicates that for dynamic data there is a need to re-verify data after obtaining it from a centralized repository by going to the data source. Prefers to switch to "static vs. dynamic" instead of "live vs. historical" for evaluation of what belongs where... reminds that it's MnS registry, not a data registry.

Keep it open for breakout session (focus on discovery)
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237943
	DP on discovery of stored management data (Microsoft Europe SARL) (Bahar Sadeghi)
Postponed to breakout session
	discussion



	S5-237945
	pCR 28.842 Potential solution for discovery of stored management data (Microsoft Europe SARL) (Bahar Sadeghi)
Postponed to breakout session
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.8.1.2 FS_MADCOL_ph2_WoP#2

	S5-237623
	Rel-18 pCR 28.842 New KI on reporting of stored Management data (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Sivaramakrishnan Swaminathan)
[Samsung]: why the existing reporting mechanisms are not good for stored data?

[Nokia]: this is not conclusion, but rather an attempt to look at them

[Samsung]: a hint on what could be insufficient, then we could consider it as a problem... otherwise there is no problem and no KI

[Nokia]: we will investigate and if necessary (if insufficient) then we go after gaps
[Samsung]: disagrees with the approach (problem has to be clearly visible)

[Huawei]: agrees with Samsung

[Ericsson]: same concern. also what is "stored stream"?

Revised to 8268
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237821
	Rel-18 pCR 28.842 New KI on Context information for historical data (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Olaf Pollakowski)
[Ericsson]: has an issue with a problem statement... e.g. what requirement is not satisfied? It seems to be nice to have, but not a problem.

[Huawei]: very unclear what the problem is (e.g. consumer can ask for context data with the same time stamps... and be happy if it's available). Predicting that consumer may want some context data seems to be not justified.

Not pursued
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237944
	pCR 28.842 Potential solution for retrieval of stored management data (Microsoft Europe SARL) (Bahar Sadeghi)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.8.1.3 FS_MADCOL_ph2_WoP#3

	S5-237934
	Rel-18 pCR TR 28.842 New key issue on the definition of NodeFilter and dataScope in ManagementDataCollection (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Jürgen Goerge)
[Ericsson]: question on the cardinality change - what would "0"mean?

[Nokia]: provided clarification

[Huawei]: seems to be a good place for "null" value if scoping is not needed?

[Nokia]: null may have impacts on Stage 3

[Ericsson]: in 32.156 there is a statement that makes null similar/equivalent to cardinality of "0"

[Huawei]: satisfied with the answer

[Samsung]: do not support solution 1, OK with #2. The use case with SST was "different". Need additional change in problem statement (about SST).

Revised to 8271
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237936
	 Rel-18 pCR TR 28.842 Potential solution to report supported capabilities (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) (Jürgen Goerge)
[Huawei]: moving to mnsagent is complicated... unclear why it's needed (may be needed, but not justified now).

[Ericsson]: we already have that IOC as potentially contained... same question "why". There is no way to associate MnSagent - will be unclear what it represents.

[Nokia]: the capabilities are not at the SubNetwork (but rather at the "box" level). We don't want to pollute subnet by the stuff that belongs to a management system...

[Ericsson]: the current definition of MnSagent the association is not present, the problem statement seems to assume otherwise. MnSagent can be contained at various levels... 

[Nokia]: MnSagent can be contained in a subnetwork (e.g. with nothing else), then the subnetwork is the agent.

[Ericsson]: what happens at the extreme cardinalities (when it's "0", etc...)? there are many cases..

[Nokia]: if it's "0" then we cannot configure anything in such management system. Where do we want to put configuration that pertains to the management system itself?

[Ericsson]: management system capabilities do not belong to the NRM... where they actually belong needs to be discussed.

[Nokia]: intention is to separate CM of network from CM of management system. cardinalities can be discussed separately. What is proposed is just a potential solution, not selected solution

[Ericsson]: suggested to put the condition under which certain potential solution is feasible

[Huawei]: how can the consumer navigate to the right MnSagent?

[Nokia]: via name-containment of the corresponding MnSagent

[Huawei]: put a note stating that an open issue remains...

Revised to 8274
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.842 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.8.1.4 FS_MADCOL_ph2_WoP#4

	6.8.1.5 Draft TR email approval

	6.9 Support of New Services

	6.9.1 Study on Key Quality Indicators (KQIs)for 5G service experience

	6.9.1.1 FS_KQI_5G_WoP#1

	S5-237648
	pCR TR 28.863 Issue1 Conclusion for Definition of KQI (HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.) (Man Wang)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.863 v0.8.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237650
	pCR TR 28.863 Issue#2 Conclusion for scenarios for 5G KQI (HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.) (Man Wang)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.863 v0.8.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237654
	pCR TR 28.863 Rapporteur clean up (HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.) (Man Wang)
Approved
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.863 v0.8.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237682
	Presentation sheet of TR 28.863 for SA approval (HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.) (Man Wang)
[Ericsson]: should be for "information AND approval". Sees the need to capture outstanding/contentious issues. The outcome does not match the SID (declared outcome/goal). Revision of SID may be needed.

[Nokia]: what "further normative work" is?

[Huawei]: presentation sheet (typically) does not list all conclusions of the TR... it just points at the TR where the reader can find further details. Asks Ericsson to offer the list of outstanding and/or contentious issues.
[MCC]: SID needs to be revised (then there is no need to mention outstanding issues... but these could be EditHelp identified ones).

Revised to 8276
	TS or TR cover



	S5-238275
	Revised SID (removal of incomplete goals)
	

	6.9.1.2 FS_KQI_5G_WoP#2

	6.9.1.3 FS_KQI_5G_WoP#3

	S5-237651
	pCR TR 28.863 Issue#4 Desription of URLLC (HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.) (Man Wang)
[Ericsson]: says that reliability is for packet loss rate (but it's not only, i.e. not the whole thing)

Revised to 8278
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.863 v0.8.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237652
	pCR TR 28.863 Issue#4 Solution of URLLC (HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.) (Man Wang)
[Ericsson]: the difference between KPIs and KQIs is not visible. What described here looks like typical KPIs (not KQIs). An explanation would be needed.

Revised to 8279
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.863 v0.8.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.9.1.4 FS_KQI_5G_WoP#4

	S5-237653
	pCR TR 28.863 Issue#5 Conclusion for Cloud VR (HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES Co. Ltd.) (Man Wang)
[Ericsson]: talks about E2E services... but these are outside of 3GPP system and therefore we cannot deal with them in 3GPP... prefers to have sufficient explanation on how these will be dealt with (or how to use them when components are outside of 3GPP but they are managed by 3GPP)

[Huawei]: is FFS enought?
[Ericsson]: how can we study something that is outside of our scope? Sufficient motivation needs to be captured if it's really planned.

[Huawei]: most of the content is already covered by SA4 (including the service that is also defined in SA4)

[Ericsson]: in your contribution you explicitly mention parts that are outside of 3GPP system.

[Nokia]: which study item for Rel-19?

[MCC]: proposed to shorten the sentence

Revised to 8280
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.863 v0.8.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.9.1.5 FS_KQI_5G_WoP#5

	6.9.1.6 Draft TR email approval

	6.9.2 Study on Deterministic Communication Service Assurance

	6.9.2.1 FS_DCSA_WoP#1

	6.9.2.2 FS_DCSA_WoP#2

	6.9.2.3 FS_DCSA_WoP#3

	6.9.2.4 FS_DCSA_WoP#4

	S5-237749
	pCR TR 28.865 Add conclusion of issue2 service assurance for video monitoring (Huawei) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
[Ericsson]: new table added and it's not clear how the table is connected to closed loop... the table does not seem to be needed. Conclusion is not conclusive and what/if the impact on normative work is... 

[Nokia]: agrees with Ericsson... impacts to profiles are not clear from the study. impacts on the MDA capabilities and outputs are unclear.

Revised to 8281
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.865 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237750
	pCR TR 28.865 Add conclusion of issue3 service assurance for PLC control (Huawei) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
[Ericsson]: same comments as to 7749

[Nokia]: same comments as to 7749

Revised to 8282
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.865 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	S5-237751
	pCR TR 28.865 Add conclusions and recommendations for the FS_DCSA study item (Huawei) (Harvey Hongqiang BAO)
[Ericsson]: in issue 1 talks about network functions but not explaining. In issues 2 and 3 the justification for normative work is unclear. all the topics seem to be service management...

[Nokia]: conclusion talks about attributes for bounded latency and data packet level reliability - unclear what is new/different from existing attributes... there is nothing in the study that talks about 5G integration with TSN

[Ericsson]: typo in GFBR type

Revised to 8283
	pCRr, TS/TR 28.865 v0.6.0, Rel-18, Cat. 



	6.9.2.5 FS_DCSA_WoP#5

	6.9.2.6 Draft TR email approval


