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3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 90% depending on the contributions that will be agreed. (previously 85%)

Estimated completion date: SA#85- Sep 2019 (previously SA#84- Jun 2019)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc):
2
Technical Progress status 

Summary of progress: As input to the meeting there were 9 contributions of which 5 were discussion papers and 6 contributions where treated. Break-out sessions took place to address mapping of stage 2 to stage 3 Yang, good progress was made. Break out session report is available 193497. The group continues to work off-line to prepare such guidelines for the next meeting. 

Outstanding issues: None.
3
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2019-04-08 and 10.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5‑193149
	YANG solution style guide

“Presentation and discussion of styleguide being worked on in off-line meetings in preparation of this meeting”.

Ericsson: would like to have some breakout session depending on what is possible. 

Ericsson: plan to add mapping generic CM action map to Yang/Netconf. We plan a pre-meeting before Sapporo.

Ericsson: wish to agree on the mapping so that the solution set drafting can begin for Sapporo. 

Nokia: where do we put all these things? JSON, YANG etc..

Ericsson: about how to map this .can be parallel discussion how you publish Yang and JSON solution. It is a separate issue

Nokia: rather sooner than later we need to agree the technical details. Either ericsson or Nokia contributions

Nokia: If we manage to agree on Yang or JSON schema…more or less will be some instance documents. 

Ericsson: is this in the 32.160 or seprate document. During the calls we understood that UML mapping has to be together. 

Ericsson: 6.1 etc only shows Yang but can also include JSON mapping. Yang is not object oriented. 

Agreement: remove 6.1 

Ericsson: 6.x.1 general and 6.x.2 should have reference to related clause in model repertoire.

Nokia: should we provide in XML, JSON encoding? 

Ericsson: it is already documented in IETF no need to do but we can have some examples 

Nokia: Yang looks quite different schema from JSON

Nokia: the XML and JSON encoding looks very similar.

Ericsson: Yang mapping to XML/JSON is not 3GPP matter. 

Nokia: in the end we produce the same, we should elaborate to it. 

Ericsson: if we add it would just be informative as the normative are in IETF.

Ericsson: if the group can agree structure on instance encoding in 6.2. for each sub chapter. The mapping rules however are priority. 

Nokia: add description why it looks like this. 

Ericsson: 6.4. generic and specific is more about inheritance..The title will change.

Ericsson: how to we handle is the full Yang is specified in two specifications. 

DT: what does the introduction mean generic class…..

Ericsson: This example is about inheritance. The word generic will be removed…
--Discussion about concrete class and inheritance---
Ericsson; 6.5 class containment (number still 6.1)

Nokia: it is akward if the first thing you read is an example…. Mentioned that before. 

Nokia: for relationship we have association, aggregation….

Ericsson: aggregation I would like to dsicuss, association is down.

Ericsson: 6.6 (number 6.2). Single value or multiple value or has different mappings and to be described. The heading in 6.2 is to be aligned (simple type?)

--- Discussion on PLMNId on the wire ---

6.4.1 discussion

Nokia: is it multiplicity…

Ericsson: attribute is one, 1…16 for example is multi value is multiplicity.

Nokia: there are multiple possibilities to write this

Ericsson: we need to re-visit the UML.

Nokia: 6.5.1 why in-line definition.

Ericsson: Why is that a problem? First example will never happen, no need for the first mapping. 

-----Discussion on first case and uniqueness------

Ericsson: the question is what is meaning of isUnique.

Ericsson: groupings name is never visible in instance data. 

Further discussion in break-out session and off-line

Conclusion: Revise to 193456
	Ericsson Inc

	S5‑193147
	YANG solution additional considerations

Nokia: we discussed this before, in 3GPP you need to mark changes it is difficult to have a tool.
Ericsson: no copy and paste, error prone

Nokia: I support the use of validator for every author.

Nokia: we need to progress discussion about publication of REST APIs and Yang. Who is looking into this. How does it work in CT groups? 

CMCC: copy paste code in text file and put it on a server, do this for charging. 

CMCC: in charging they compile to check for errors.

Nokia: where do you upload

CMCC: 3GPP server.

Nokia: ETSI forge, editor opens with code loaded, who populates Etsi forge

CMCC: the contributors. 

Chair: we need to investigate a bit more. 

Conclusion: Revise to 193457
	Ericsson Inc.

	
S5‑193148
	YANG solution Recommendation to Stage 2 Model Design

Conclusion: Not treated
	Ericsson Inc

	S5‑193202
	pCR 32.160 JSON schema and YANG mapping rules

Ericsson: the headings Yang names
Nokia: yes, Yang names

Ericsson: question about readable, writeble

Nokia: JSON has only read only and write only. 

Ericsson: more questions taken off-line

Nokia: this document is work in progress

Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bel

	
S5‑193203
	TD Various issues in JSON schema and YANG stage 3 defintions

Ericsson: should we gather all documents into a single document.
Ericsson: should we have one on Yang and one on JSON.

Nokia: we have name of class but not a dedicated attribute to hold name of class. That filtering on class can be handeled the saem way as any other attribute.
Ericsson: both in Yang and JSON mapping we should have chapter how operations and mapping.

Chair: update on where we are. 

Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bel

	
S5‑193231
	pCR 32.160 Stage 2 to stage 3 mapping

Conclusion: Not treated
	Ericsson GmbH, Eurolab

	S5‑193150
	Use one style for all enumeration

Nokia: question on ENUM. Bullit D same literal. Is format mandatory. Are you are saying that stage 2 and 3 are same?
Ericsson: The literal Yes. Stage 2 designer makes a bigger decision for 2 and 3. 

Nokia: We don’t have this rule. 

Ericsson: will add Note 2, fonts in stage 2 are important

Ericsson: endorsement will result in proposal to update methodology.

Conclusion: Revise to 193455 and the 193455 is endorsed
	Ericsson Inc.

	S5‑193167
	pCR 32.160 Resolution of the editors note in W4.3.a.2

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei

	
S5‑193234
	Presentation of Specification to TSG TS 32.160

Conclusion: Not treated
	Ericsson GmbH, Eurolab


4
Action items

None.
