3GPP TSG-SA5 Meeting #122 
S5-187023
Spokane, US, 12-16 November 2018











Revision of S5-18xxxx
Source:
Ericsson
Title:
Minutes of Methodology for 5G management specifications
Document for:
Information

Agenda Item:
6.5.5

1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 60% depending on the contributions that will be agreed. (previously 25%)

Estimated completion date: SA#83- Mar 2019

Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc):
2
Technical Progress status 

Summary of progress: As input to the meeting there where 9 contributions covering introduction of stage 1 templates, stage 2 guidelines and examples, rules for stage 2 mapping, Yang styleguide and input for stage 3. The group discussed Yang style guidelines and agreed to include rules and guidelines for the stage 2 mapping of NRM to JSON including some stage 3 guidelines. Furthermore, the stage 1 template was agreed and included in TS 32.160.
Outstanding issues: None.
3
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2018-11-13.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5‑187069

	TD YANG solution style guide

Nokia: when was this uploaded.

Ericsson: uploaded Monday

Chairman: can we take comments

Nokia: what we can do, to say in stage 2 we have inheritance conepts and in stage 3 do like this for Yang/Json. Yang is not the solution for next decade. Netconf is xml based and old fashioned we want to move away from. 

Nokia: It is only the interface to the NF I assume

Ericsson: no restriction.

Nokia: Filtering capabilities, in REST, look at this and align…
Ericsson: Important to consider is 6.2,.5.1.6, 5.3.2 and how to do the vendor extensions. We need to discuss these topics and align with other solutions sets.

Chairman: Ericsson to start the email discussion

Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson Inc.

	S5‑187218
	add rules for Stage 2 to YANG mapping in NRM

Ericsson: where is this agreement? 
Nokia: in the annex

Ericsson: stage 2 inheritance, whether the rule is strictly used. Need to discuss

Nokia: discuss off-line

Ericsson: scope does the template include rules and guidelines. 

Ericsson: are we discussing protocol? 

Chairman: for stage 2 and stage 3. 

Conclusion: Revise to187387
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5‑187219
	add rules for generic JSON and YANG NRM definition

Ericsson: what do you mean by root, what is your recommendation?
Nokia: put in the 28.623.

Ericsson: subnetwork is root 

Nokia: all of them

Ericsson: how many roots?

Nokia: all IOC in the document.

Ericsson: all classes in the generic NRM IRP. 

Ericsson: Subnet, ME and system context are the only kind of roots we have. 

Nokia: action point to SA5

Ericsson: a guideline should apply to all. 

Conclusion: Revise to 187408
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5‑187220
	add modulization rules in YANG NRM definition

Huawei: are the steps clasue headings
Ericsson: they can be bullits

Nokia: they are mostly independent. 

Ericsson: Any derived …. will work. 

Ericsson: A.x.2 is not independent. The stage 3 author decides which one is module.
Ericsson: the stage 3 author decides the modules. It is not because independent. Only A.x.2 and A.x.4

Huawei A.X.6 how can you do this? How do you know when a new version is created? 

Ericsson: why not use the 3 digit number we use for TS for revision.

Conclusion: Revise to 187409
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5‑187221
	add rules for Stage 3 NRM packing and change tracking

Huawei: your proposal is to add both source code file and copy content to stage 3. In case of inconsistency betwnee the two which is the authority to use?
Chairman: ETSI NFV do the same. 

Nokia: we can discuss.

Nokia: Winmerge is the tools used for packing

Nokia: During review meeting use the report that compares base version with new version. 

Ericsson: the check is just to check the implementation of the CR. Why do you need a tool to do this?. 

Ericsson: this checking is MCC

MCC: CR should be written in normal way, The rapporteur implements changes on relevant part of code and checks syntax. The code in the spec is correct. 

Nokia: try to simplify the authors work and MCC work. The CR authors does this and shares it in the CR review meeting.

MCC: the problem is that when you implement all CR’s in final result may clash, a final check on the code is needed. 

Nokia: this procedure can be applied in each step. 

Chairman: need more discussion. 

Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell

	S5‑187253
	pCR 32.160 Insert guidelines and examples in NRM template

Nokia: what is the purpose for the association 
Ericsson: this is there a long time

Nokia: can we shrten Support qualifier for example SQ. To save space.

Nokia: CT uses presence

ZTE reference in section 2 deos not list all references in the update.

Ericsson: these are fro the rational

Nokia: you can introduce it here. 

Huawei: for rel 15 we have had discussion about different users of the attributes

Ericsson: If we put readable by this and writeable by this has no meaning at this stage.

MCC: can it is not clear what it means. Local label shall be used or should be used? Shouldn’t use can. 
MCC: is it to recommend local lable to be used or what is the intention

Conclusion: Revise to 187411
	Ericsson Limited

	S5‑187255
	pCR 32.160 Add stage 1 template

Ericsson: additional we have added optionality.
Conclusion: Approved
	Ericsson Limited

	S5‑187256
	pCR 32.160 Insert guidelines and examples in template for operations and notifications

Huawei: we discussed pre and post conditions, we don’t need them.

Ericsson: I have added them as part of the operation description. 

Nokia: why do we still use exceptions

Ericsson: in stage 2 we have to have exceptions

Nokia: can we change it to something else.

Huawei: the attribute table can have more than one consumer….

Chairman: take off-line

MCC: “shall” instead of “is”.
Conclusion: Revise to 187412
	Ericsson Limited

	S5‑187295
	Presentation of TS 32.160 to SA for information

Conclusion: Approved
	Ericsson LM


4
Action items

None.
