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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The meeting took place on 3 April at Q1 and Q2. 

Tdocs input to the RG session: S5-026052, S5-026072, S5-026033, S5-026065, S5-026066, S5-026082, S5C010543, S5C010544, S5C010545, S5C010546, S5C010466, S5-010665, S5-010666, S5-010667 (pink Tdocs arrived after the dead-line).

1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Of all documents input, due to the complex nature of the new methodology, only two documents could be discussed, and they were agreed for re-work. We reached far towards consensus on what is necessary to complete the new IS methodology, especially since this meeting had as input a joint contribution by Siemens, Motorola and Ericsson.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-xx)

· Achievements:


Consensus has been reached on many of the key elements of the missing parts of the new methodology, but the document describing that as a “UML Repertoire” (S5-026033) needs to be re-worked once more, discussed again and finalised (and then included in 32.102). In addition to that, there are some other minor issues that also need to be resolved. The scope of this WT has now been agreed to be extended from the original “making sure that the existing IS methodology and other rules in 32.102 are applied to all IS/NRM documents” to “extending the new IS methodology with missing necessary elements, and then making sure it’s applied to all IS/NRM documents”.

· Percentage of completion:
~50%

· Problems:


There will be problems to apply all the “final version of the new IS methodology” to all IS/NRM specifications by meeting #28. Most certainly, the authors will have to do the best they can using the existing version of the methodology, and the updated version be applied later.

1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C / SA5 

None.

2 Action items

Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #23
WT RG respon-sible
Target date

27.1
Update S5-026052 to the next meeting, reflecting the agreed comments.
Rel-5
OP
Open 
WT15
Meeting #27quad

27.2
Update S5-026033 to the next meeting, reflecting the agreed comments.
Rel-5
ET, DR, OP 
Open 
WT15
Meeting #27quad

27.3
Consider new CR similar to S5-026052  regarding the operation output parameter template.
Rel-5
ET/all
Open 
WT15
Meeting #28

27.4
Consider whether the IS template Annex C in 32.102 should be M or O.
Rel-5
All
Open 
WT15
Meeting #28

27.5
For the future (Rel-6), a) consider rules for what tool shall be used for creating the UML diagrams, including how to maintain one consistent “database” with all UML definitions, and b) consider creating a new document for all methodology rules.
Rel-6
All
Open 
WT15
Rel-6

3 Review of release 5/ WT15 input documents 

3.1 Tdoc S5-026052 (Usage of the Filtering Qualifier)

Presented by Olaf

Comments:

· Rephrase the wording in 10.7 regarding “whether this par. may be filtered or not…”, to state “whether the par. may be included in construction of the filter for notifications…” and “absence means it may/shall not be included…”. Applicable to several places in the contribution. Agreed.

· This (way of describing qualifiers) should perhaps also be applied to the operation output parameter template (idea by Edwin), and the group agreed that it is probably OK, but we need a new contribution for that.
· It was requested that we move the semantical parts of the definitions to section 10.7 of 32.102, and that 10.7 is made “template-free”. Agreed. 
· We also discussed whether the Annex C of 32.102 should be made Mandatory. No agreement yet on that. 
Conclusion: Olaf will update the CR to the next meeting, reflecting the agreed comments above (first 3 bullets above, also in a generic way applicable to operation output parameters).
3.2 Tdoc S5-026033 (UML Repertoire for IRP IS )

Presented by Edwin

Questions/comments:

· In 4.2.2, is there a difference between “operation” and “method” that we need to identify? Reply: Yes, as defined by UML.

· In 4.1, what does “UML basic model elements” mean? Reply: The title is not critical, but the intent of this section is to show what has been selected directly from UML without extensions. A new title is proposed to be … Also, the element “role name” is proposed to be added to the list in 4.1, and to add a new section for “Extended constructs”, introducing Stereotypes.

· DS: Recommends the group to look at M.3020, which uses a wider set of UML elements. Agreed to identify an AP on DR to recommend any additional key elements to be selected for our UML repertoire. 

· DS also proposed a replacement for the 3rd sentence in the 3rd paragraph of  section 1 of  S5-026033:

“Contributions proposing notation and model for inclusion in specifications should use the UML notation and model elements of this UML repertoire and may also employ other UML notation and model elements considered necessary. However before any new UML notation and model elements may be included in an approved specification, the proposed elements should be agreed for inclusion in this UML Repertoire.”

· DR: Suggests to let the stereotype IOC inherit from the base class “Classifier” instead of “Type” or “Class”. There are problems with the Type definition, as it has limitations e.g. “A Type may not contain any methods, maintain its own thread of control, or be nested”.  Agreed to let this proposal go into the next update of the document.
· DR also questioned the modelling of the IRPManager as “Actor”, as it due to UML would mean that it is outside the System. DR therefore proposes to remove the 2nd diagram of 4.2.2.1. ET did not agree to removing it, but to redraw it keeping the other important parts of it. 
· JW proposed that we actually create a new document for all methodology rules, like ITU-T has the M.3020. We agreed that this would be good for the future, but it’s a separate “thread”.
· TT proposed that we also for the future consider rules for what tool shall be used for creating the UML diagrams, including how to maintain one consistent “database” with all UML definitions. This we also agreed would be good but it’s a separate “thread”.
Conclusion: The authors will update the document to the next meeting, based on the agreed comments above. An email discussion will be held to produce the update.
4 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

-

5 Estimation of need for future RG sessions (if necessary)

4 quarters are probably needed at the next meeting.

6 Any other business

-

7 Participants

Attendee Name
Company
Telephone/Fax
E-mail address

John Wilber
AT&T Wireless Services
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Thomas Tovinger
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Edwin Tse
Ericsson
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edwin.tse@lmc.ericsson.se 

Dave Raymer
Motorola

dave.raymer@motorola.com 

Jörg Schmidt
Motorola
1 480 732 6493
J.Schmidt@Motorola.com 

David Sidor
Nortel Networks
1 919 992 3628

1 919 992 7892
djsidor@nortelnetworks.com 

Gaetano Cicchitto
Siemens ICN SpA 
39 02 4388 6338

39 02 4388 6550
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Siemens
49 30 386 32928
olaf.pollakowski@icn.siemens.de 

Martin Öttl
Siemens
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