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1. Roll Call (Mar/6 - 9:00am)
· Jörg Schmidt, Nokia Siemens Networks (convener)
· Tayeb Benmeriem, FT/Orange
· Istvan Aba, Deutsche Telekom
· Klaus Martiny, Deutsche Telekom
· Bernd Zeuner, Deutsche Telekom
· Rudolf Aletsee, Deutsche Telekom

· Jörg Sternagel, Vodafone

· Lukasz Mendyk, Comarch

· Edwin Tse, Ericsson
· Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson
· Christian Toche, Huawei
Additional information: Jörg also announced that Thomas has accepted a request to take on the role as “JWG secretary” to take minutes for this JWG on a more permanent basis, as well as being deputy convener to chair the meeting for exceptional cases when Jörg cannot attend.

2. Agenda Approval [036]

· Agreed

3. Review Meeting Minutes  [032]
· Noted

4. List of contributions (http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=30828)
S5eMA20036
Agenda 5th meeting (F2F) Multi-SDO Project Converged Management Model Alignment (Phase 2)
S5eMA20032
Frankfurt F2F Meeting Minutes M-SDO Converged Management Model Alignment (Nov-27, 2012)
S5eMA20009 
FMC FNIM V3.0 (S5vTMFa339)
S5eMA20014 
3GPP TS 32.152 IRP IS UML Repertoire
S5eMA20019 
Comparison of UIM Specification Styles

S5eMA20021 
NGCOR_Phase_1_Final_Deliverable

S5eMA20023 
3GPP TS 32.103 Integration Reference Point (IRP) overview and usage guide V11.0.0

S5eMA20024 
3GPP TS 32.302 Notification Integration Reference Point (IRP); Information Service (IS) V11.0.0 

S5eMA20025 
3GPP TS 32.602 Basic CM Integration Reference Point (IRP); Information Service (IS) V11.0.0 


S5eMA20026 
3GPP TS 32.612 Bulk CM Integration Reference Point (IRP): Information Service (IS) V11.0.0 


S5eMA20027 
3GPP TS 32.662 Kernel CM Integration Reference Point (IRP); Information Service (IS) V11.0.0 

S5eMA20028 
Discussion on FOM related Model Repertoire input

S5eMA20029 
Discussion on FOM UOM input
S5eMA20034
Input for an Operations Model Repertoire - Updated Frankfurt F2F - Enhanced Dec. 20
S5eMA20037 
Input for an Umbrella Operations Model (UOM)
S5eMA20038 
Ericsson comments on 5eMA20034
S5eMA20039 
Tool usage regarding FMC NM standards production
S5eMA20xxx
…

5. Progress on M-SDO Project objective "5. Meta Data for Federated Operation Model (FOM) for converged operations - Enhance the Model Repertoire to include the meta data definitions for common modeling of operations & notifications." 

· [028], [021], [014], [034], [038]
S5eMA20034 Input for an Operations Model Repertoire - Updated Frankfurt F2FF2F - Enhanced Dec. 20

· treated together / in parallel with 

S5eMA20038 Ericsson comments on S5eMA20034

Presented by Bernd & Edwin
Questions/Comments:

· 5.2.2.4 Exceptions: Discussed and agreed: As proposed in 038, that exceptions are also inherited. Discussed together with the “failure reason” in table 2. Changes in the text TBD.
· The property “isIdempotent” was then discussed (proposed in 038 to be removed). TBD.
· AllowedValues was also debated. TBD.
· passedById was also debated – shall the type be “object class” or DN? TBD.
· Should the “second/attribute compartment” in the <<interface>> class box be empty or not? TBD.
· Should the capitalization of <<interface>> in the class box be with upper or lower case I? TBD.
· Agreed: Rename isAtomicCommitt to isAtomic
· Agreed: Thomas proposed rewording of the textual Description of isAtomic, for technical and grammatical corrections (main comment: For isAtomic=False, the Successful result also includes a complete success, and a Not successful result also includes “not completed at all”.
· It was noted by Edwin that if we compare with 3GPP Basic CM IRP, in the response to SetMoAttributes (which has the property isAtomic=False), it has three possible status responses, “Success/Partial success/No success”, while 034 only proposed two values (success covering both full and partial success). How to map them? Istvan then proposed that we modify this repertoire to also have these three values. This was agreed.
· The Description of pre-condition(s) was discussed and analysed in detail and we realized that it contained a “paradox” (is the checking of preconditions part of the operation execution or not). A rewording is needed and was proposed, but could not be agreed so we need more discussion. Agreed to start an email discussion about this. Action item 5.1: Jörg.
· The Description of post-condition(s) was discussed and a proposed modification was agreed except for the last three words “…in case of non-atomic operations” which Edwin commented that they are redundant and cause ambiguity so they should be removed. A new clearer wording with a Note was then proposed and agreed.
· The property “isIdempotent”: Added to a new Annex for unresolved issues FFD.
· bulkTransferPattern: Edwin questioned the need for this. Agreed that a clarification is needed for FILE and ITERATOR patterns.
· Action Item 5.2: All to Clarify usage of terms manager/agent vs. client/server vs. consumer/provider.
· The property emitsEvents: Description agreed after some changes.

· The property emittedEvents: Description agreed after some changes.

· Action item 5.3: Bernd to investigate which symbols to use in UML diagram class boxes.
· Note agreed to be added for Table 3: Separate the table into two, one listing all exceptions.
· AtomicTransactionFailure: Was discussed quite lengthy without resolution; needs more discussion so it was “yellowed”.
· CapacityExceeded: Was discussed quite lengthy as well without resolution (on whether only standard-defined resources can be counted); needs more discussion so it was “yellowed”.
· FilterNotSupported: Edwin requested this to be split into two cases. 
· passedById: Quite a long discussion about this. Needs more discussion about the type of the parameter and the default value. Moved down to the new Annex X: Model Elements under discussion.
· A number of other changes were also agreed or yellow-marked FFD in the updated version.
Conclusion: Agreements and issues for further discussion were captured by Jörg in an updated version of 0034 in the new Tdoc S5eMA20041 – to be used by the Model Repertoire editor (Edwin) for creation of the first draft of the phase 2 version.
6. Progress on M-SDO Project objective “6. Federated Operation Model (FOM) for converged operations - The Operation Model is defined in JWG output documents “FMC Federated Network Information Model (FNIM)” and is the representation of the relevant network management activities. The “to fetch the value of an instance attribute", and "to create a flow domain fragment" are examples/candidates of such operations in the Operation Model. This work is to specify the operations of the Operation Model relevant to management convergence.
· [029], [009], [021], [023], [024], [025], [026], [027], [037]
S5eMA20029 NSN Discussion on FOM UOM input
Presented by Jörg

Questions/comments:
-

Conclusion: Noted

S5eMA20023 3GPP TS 32.103 IRP Overview (32103-b00)
Presented by Jörg

Summary: This TS version has been updated to cover the new 28-series specifications containing all the new NRMs for converged management (building on the UIM).

Questions/comments:

· Some questions for clarification of the IRP numbering and documentation structure as well as the contents of key IRP specifications. Was clarified by Jörg.
Conclusion: Noted

S5eMA20024 3GPP TS 32.302 Notification IRP IS (32302-b00)
Presented by Jörg
Questions/comments:

· We discussed the “fourth compartment” for signals, in the UML class box, and whether we should use it for notifications in the new UOM, or if notifications shall be modelled as operations. 
· Action item 5.4: All to consider a contribution on whether notifications shall be modelled as signals or operations.

Conclusion: Noted

S5eMA20025 3GPP TS 32.602 Basic CM IRP IS (32602-b00)

Presented by Jörg
Questions/comments:

Conclusion: Noted

S5eMA20026 3GPP TS 32.612 Bulk CM IRP IS (32612-b00)

Presented by Jörg
Questions/comments:

· It was noted that the first version of this specification, together with the first UTRAN NRM IRP,  was created in 3GPP Rel-4 (2001) as a result of contributions from a 3GPP-TMF collaboration in the TMF Catalyst Project called MCCM (Multi-vendor Cell Configuration Manager).

Conclusion: Noted

S5eMA20027 3GPP TS 32.662 Kernel CM IRP IS (32662-b00)

Presented by Jörg
Questions/comments:
-

Conclusion: Noted

S5eMA20037 Input for an Umbrella Operations Model

Presented by Bernd

Questions/comments:
· A number of questions and discussion on chapter 4, how the tool support /generation of XML/WSDL files would work. Bernd showed an example from TMF TIP_PM to create a measurement job.
· Jörg: It is a complex contribution that needs more time for everyone to digest.
· Edwin: I believe this is out of the scope for what we should do in this JWG. First, the files generated by the tool can also be generated manually. Secondly, the FNIM developed in phase 1 states that the operations shall be separate from the models. So if you mix class names in operations names, you break that independence.

· Klaus: I am a bit concerned about how we can keep the time plan, given the progress so far and the difference in opinions. Jörg: Noted, but we should be aware that this is just the second meeting so we are still a bit in the starting blocks, and hopefully the work will progress faster from now on. And difference in opinions is a normal part of standardization work. Klaus: Understood, this is just an observation.
Conclusion: Discussion will continue in future meetings, and more contributions are welcome on this subject. This is also related to agenda item 7.
7. Progress on M-SDO Project objective “7. Tools and testing - Identify and document supporting tooling environment. Define how to produce conformance statement specifications that include semantic/functional testing (beyond syntax testing).”
· Discussion on automatic creation of UOM/UIM word specification from RSA [019]
· General discussion on tools usage [039]
8. Wrap-up/Next Steps 
S5eMA20042 Converged Management Model Alignment (Phase 2) Project Structure & Working Methods (updated)

Presented by Jörg

· Updated to include the new role of JWG secretary 

· Next planned conf. call meeting: 21 March, 15.00-17.00 CET

9. Closing (Mar/7 – 12:15pm)
List of action items – see Appendix A below.
Appendix A: List of Action items

	Action item #
	Description
	Responsible
	Status

	5.1
	For S5eMA20034, the Description of pre-condition(s) contains a “paradox” (is the checking of preconditions part of the operation execution or not). A rewording is needed and was proposed, but more discussion needed. Action: start an email discussion about this.
	Jörg
	Ongoing

	5.2
	Clarify usage of terms manager/agent vs. client/server vs. consumer/provider
	All
	Ongoing

	5.3
	Investigate which symbols to use in UML diagram class boxes
	Bernd
	Ongoing

	5.4
	Consider a contribution on whether notifications shall be modelled as signals or operations
	All
	Ongoing


