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Minutes

1
Opening session
Monday Q3

The meeting was opened by the TISPAN WG8 chairman Enrico Ronco and the 3GPP SA5 chairman Christian Toche. The meeting was then chaired by Enrico, assisted by Christian. 
See Annex A for participant list. The agreed action items can be found in the Annex B.
1.1
Approval of the agenda 


S5J070002 was approved. 
1.2
Registration of documents
Documents were allocated by the chairman to agenda items. The revised agenda including document allocation can be found in S5J070014. No contributions were submitted by SA5 or SA5 members. SA5 delegates presented SA5 functionalities when needed.
All documents can be found at: 

ftp://ftp.3gpp.org/TSG_SA/WG5_TM/Joint_meetings/2007-05-14_TISPAN8_IMS/Docs/ 

http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG5_TM/Joint_meetings/2007-05-14_TISPAN8_IMS/ 
1.3
IPR declaration


See S5J070012.
1.4
SA5 presentation of current activities and work plan
The status was presented by Christian:
- The Rel-7 WI (Work Item) for IMS modeling was closed last week at SA5#53. The ongoing work on link modeling with 3GPP2 needs more time and will have to be addressed in the Rel-8 context.
- There is currently no ongoing work on SuM in SA5. The SOAP solution sets were approved a few months ago and the related Rel-7 WI is completed. 
- On Methodology, the work with ITU-T SG4 was very productive. ITU-T M.3020 is now in the approval process. SA5 provided detailed feedback on the latest draft of M.3020 following SA5#52 meeting in April 2007. SG4 is using SA5 Information Service/Analysis template and SA5 is referencing SG4 Requirements template. The work will be continued in Rel-8, notably on Solution Set/Design templates. 
- SA5 has already agreed several Rel-8 WIs. The work on LTE/SAE OAM and Self‑Organizing Networks will be a major Rel-8 activity for SA5. The cooperation with TMF MTOSI on XML solutions was also agreed to be pursued in Rel-8.
1.5
WG8 presentation of current activities and work plan



S5J070006 was presented by Enrico.
On slides 9 and 10: Architecture
Edwin: 3GPP has a very similar approach. Interface IRPs clearly describe the service that is offered.
Thomas: There is only a short definition of a consumer in WG8 specs. The term Service Interface Consumer will be further clarified by WG8. There is no intent to specify what is inside the consumer. 
Dave: Service Interface Consumer expresses a dependency on a service. In SOA you can define bindings in real time. 

Edwin: Does TISPAN plan to define the interfaces?

Dave: Yes

Enrico: WG8 will define a set of NOSIs, including discovery and binding.  WG8 favors loose coupling. The objective is to break the tight coupling between management applications. 
Edwin: Why do you make the assumption they are currently tightly coupled? 3GPP IRPs are clearly separating the provider from consumer (client from server or IRPManager from IRPAgent).  They are all decoupled.  IRPManager can find the relevant IRPAgents at run time and bind to them. The only part missing, from TISPAN perspective, is the registration.  3GPP does not define the registration service, allowing a provider to register its service.   
On slide 11:  WG8 Documentation

Edwin: What is exactly MIM?

Enrico: MIM has 3 parts: Customer Resource Management, Service Resource Management (includes SuM), Network Resource Management. 

1.6 Feedback from April 2007 PCG meeting on 3GPP/TISPAN cooperation


Enrico: ETSI General Assembly decided that Common IMS will be specified by 3GPP. It was agreed that the management of Common IMS will be specified by 3GPP i.e. SA5. Document 13tTD105 was submitted to this TISPAN meeting. Decision is ongoing, not already made. Stage 2 work (including WG8) should be transferred in September 2007. The Work Items under analysis in TISPAN WG8 are: SuM, NRM, MIM, and Methodology. The objective is to mark each WI with Yes or No by May 30th, starting with TISPAN WG1. Is there an Architecture WI in Common IMS or not? Should we have liaison SA5/WG8 on Architecture? 
Leen: The goal is to improve efficiency and avoid duplications. Common IMS should be seen as a tool to achieve this goal. Split WI may make us miss the efficiency goal. WG2 is leading this work in TISPAN. 
No additional comments were provided by other delegates.  
2
Information Models
Monday Q4

2.1
3GPP NRM (Generic, IMS) reuse by TISPAN WG8


2.2
Other possible reuses

S5J070008 was presented by Geoff.
Enrico: First bullet of slide 11 is typically related to the Common IMS discussions.
Geoff: We plan to complete the IS within the next two meetings. After that, the reference points connecting Common IMS and non-Common IMS functions will be specified by 3GPP. How to handle this? 

Edwin: Companies should make contributions to 3GPP. 

Geoff: Yes. All the discussions should occur in 3GPP. We should not have liaisons from TISPAN WG8 to 3GPP SA5 about Common IMS. 

Frode: What about the management interfaces to common IMS? 

Geoff: All functional entities in Common IMS are discussed in 3GPP, and other entities are specified in TISPAN. However, a common approach is still needed. 
Leen: Yes, OAM should be seen as a whole. 

Enrico: Common IMS = Core IMS + some network interfaces. Common IMS will be managed by 3GPP. Companies should contribute on Common IMS to 3GPP. 
Dave: We should develop a set of use cases applicable to common IMS and non-common IMS. 
Enrico: The required level of cooperation between SA5 and WG8 will have to increase anyway to ensure we remain consistent on management. 

2.3
Integration with other SDOs (TMF)

Reference: 13bisTD356
There are some discussions currently held in WG8 to have 3GPP NRM integrated with SID to some extent, triggered by a joint contribution by TI, BT, Ericsson and Motorola to last TISPAN meeting. 
Jean-Jacques: Does SA5 agree there is a requirement to align SA5 and SID? If yes, how to do it?

Olaf: What are the benefits? 

Geoff: Some resources have been modeled according to SID, some other according to 3G. Service providers need to have a common understanding of what is managed. 
Enrico: Now that 3GPP is doing more than Mobile networks, the issue of integration will come back sooner or later. 

Edwin: Which 3GPP classes need SID attributes? If they are added to Top IOC, they will apply to all 3GPP-defined classes and not all 3GPP-defined classes need these SID attributes. 
Enrico: We want to know the mapping between object models. We are not asking for changes for the moment. 
Edwin: Is it a mapping at document level or implementation level?  Or put it in another way, does the implementation of that object need to support those SID attributes?
Thomas: Ericsson does not want mapping, we want integration. We want to combine the specifications for some classes. 

Yishai: SID information model is using a pre-defined set of patterns. It is possible to have different implementations. For this reason, mapping to SID is useful. We do not need a one-to-one mapping. 
Dave: We should be careful reworking 3GPP specifications. It should be done only if a real need appears on fixed-mobile convergence. 

Steve: We need one interface which understands 3GPP alarms and MTOSI alarms. 
Edwin: No doubt this would be good to have everybody speak the same language. The problem is about legacy and where is the mapping done? We also have design patterns in 3GPP. For example, in 3GPP IRP, the design pattern for notification is the OMG notification subscribe/publish pattern.  We should not imply there is none. 
Thomas: SID has classes and attributes. How should we use them for our needs at IS level? We should forget the mapping for design for the time being. 

Dave: Our only requirement is to efficiently implement fixed-mobile services. 

Olaf: We need to work on concrete examples, not only talk at high level. We need practical cases. 
Idir: Service providers do not have only 3G networks. Integration is important. 

Edwin: The cost of the system is an important criterion. It should be a trade-off. Cost of harmonization is to be taken into account. 
Enrico: We need a concrete approach within 3GPP, TISPAN, and TMF to better understand this issue.
Action WG8: Which classes need additional behaviour? Which granularity would be required for interface IRPs? Target: end of June.
2.4 3GPP re-uses of TISPAN information models?
There were no contributions and no discussions on this topic.

2.5 Practical issues on TISPAN NRM IS
There were no contributions and no discussions on this topic.

3
TISPAN NGN OSS Service Interfaces (NOSIs) development 
Tuesday Q1

3.1
State of the art 

S5J070009 was presented by Geoff.
Jean-Jacques: What is current SA5 position on SOA?

Olaf: We are already there. We just do not use this word. The IRPs expose a management service. So why not move away from the SOA term?
Dave: Many operators are investing on SOA. It is not only a question of term. 
Steve: SA5 SOAP Solutions Sets do not compile. 

Geoff: 3GPP has got all the pieces but missing the last step which is packaging. Interface specs are generic: management of notifications, alarms, etc. NRM specs describe the resources. The assumption is that the management system has to understand the resources to manage. 

Edwin: 3GPP Interface IRP specifications are packaged in the sense the operations/notifications defined in a particular Interface IRP is one single package. We do not have a standard way for IRPAgent (provider) to register its services but we have a way for IRPManagers (consumers) to find them and bind to them. SOA is only architecture. It is not mandatory to use Web Services which is a solution. IRP is a management service. 
Dave: We want to address the gap between IRP and SOA. 

Enrico: We need to address the differences to make 3GPP fully SOA compliant. 

Thomas: Agree we need to find a good way forward.  
Leen: We should have a common idea of what is SOA compliant or not. 

Geoff: There is a granularity issue in IRP e.g. Alarm IRP. Mandatory/optional are not possible in NOSIs. 
Enrico: A mapping between SA5 terms and WG8 terms was already studied in Montreal in 2005. We should take a concrete example of NOSI and see what it means in IRP terms. 
Dave: We don’t want to drop the SOA term. This is the only way to deliver a rapid and agile service. We do not want a static environment. We want to be able to bind in runtime. 
Steve: Standards do not define all details and do not guarantee interoperability.
Thomas: We need to better understand what is missing in 3GPP specs. Normally the implementation is defined in the Solution Set. 

Leen: Agree we should not work too much on theory but focus on practical action points. 
Thomas: To address the granularity issue, mandatory/optional should maybe be accepted in NOSIs.
Enrico: More work is needed in WG8 before WG8 can make a concrete change proposal to SA5 to address the granularity/packaging issue. Geoff will prime this activity. 
Action WG8: Provide a concrete example of NOSI and mapping with SA5 terms by end of June.

4
Subscription Management
 Tuesday Q2, Q3
4.1
TS 188 002-1, -2, -3 compared to corresponding 3GPP SA5 specifications


S5J070011 was presented by Idir. 
Idir: Which parts of the eTOM business process are realized by 3GPP SuM IRP? 

Edwin: On the slide 6, 3GPP SuM IRP can address the interface A.  Put it in another way, there is no technical reason why that specification cannot be used for interface A.
Thomas: It is not defined in SA5 specs. We can only make personal statements. 

Idir: Service configuration and activation is network technology agnostic. 

Olaf: What does service configuration and activation mean? SuM is more about subscriber data than service configuration. 
Dave: Service configuration and activation is defined in eTOM. Subscriber data distinguish commercial part and usage part. HSS holds usage part. The scope of TISPAN is broader than 3GPP.
Mikael: Do not agree with Edwin. SA5 SuM IRP addresses also resource aspects (B). 
Idir: What about GUP? 
Istvan: GUP was not followed in SA5 and it has been removed from the Requirements (CR to be approved at next TSG SA meeting in June). 
Idir: What are SA5 plans on SuM?
Thomas: No plans so far, for any additions after R7, but if TISPAN would propose any changes, that would surely be positively treated.

Christian: R6 SuM NRM will be automatically upgraded to R7 after SA June meeting.

Idir: It is required to introduce the concept of User and also introduce network access (slide 17). 
Idir: How do we handle that a user has multiple public identities and multiple private identities. Is it a requirement for 3GPP or TISPAN?
Geoff: It depends on the split of entities for Common IMS. 
Enrico: Some TISPAN entities for SuM are in common IMS, some not, one in the middle. 

Edwin: This should not be the single decision point. 

Geoff: SuM model is at OSS level. Mapping to NE is not modeled. Common IMS or not is not the point.
Dave: 3GPP does not meet TISPAN requirements. Additional classes are required. We need to have the requirements and do a comparison of information models.

Action WG8: Make a proposal to introduce user and network access. WG8 will send LS to SA5. Target: end of June.
Action WG8: Clarify the positioning of SuM IRP. Target: end of June. 

Action WG8: Compare requirements and information models. Target: end of June.

S5J070010 presented by Steve on behalf of BT.
Edwin: Ericsson does not agree with the presentation conclusions. UML tool is not the problem. 
Jean-Jacques: Does SA5 have tools?
Thomas: We do not define common tools in SA5, but the member companies are using different tools to generate UML diagrams. 

Steve: There is no request on 3GPP to use such tools. If 3GPP used UML 2, errors would have been detected earlier. Several CRs are needed. 

Edwin: UML models are only pictures in 3GPP TSs. They have to be created before companies make contributions. A tool can help to produce standards but is not mandatory.
Enrico: Any company can make CRs to 3GPP. The 3GPP CR process can be explained to BT.
Thomas: In TISPAN we can produce guidelines taking into account BT inputs. But we should focus on basic modeling and afterwards improve framework. 
Steve: BT generates the XML directly from the UML for all contracts. 

Leen: This presentation shows that 3GPP SA5 and TISPAN WG8 needs to have a higher level of cooperation to provide a unified NGN management solution.

Conclusions: 
- Suggestions to have a better cooperation for the 2 groups are welcome. 

- BT proposal on tools need more discussion in WG8. 

- SA5 to consider improvement of the presentation and bundling of 3GPP specs in 3GPP.
- CRs to SA5 are both possible from individual members or from TISPAN WG8 as a group. The CR cover page needs to identify submitting companies. Also, some companies should be responsible for updates during SA5 meeting if needed. 
4.2
Focus on SuM NOSIs specification activity



S5J070007 was presented by Jean-Jacques on behalf of WG8.
Jean-Jacques: We consider three interfaces in TISPAN (slide 3), but there is only one IRP in 3GPP. There is a need to clarify the scope and applicability to 3GPP. GUP is also to be investigated by WG8. We will have to define verbs and nouns on the interfaces. 
Edwin: Verbs = operations + notifications. Nouns = data. Why partition SCA and RM (slide 9). 
Jean-Jacques: One reason is interface with S/P Requisition Management. SCA is requesting and RM is doing the actual configuration. 
Dave: The 3 interfaces are in line with eTOM and provide different levels of details. 

Istvan: WG8 should study CPS 32.808 TR, central data storage. 

Edwin: CPS is centralized at logical level only. There is no requirement on physical storage. 
Istvan: Physical centralization is also possible.
Edwin: This (logical level) is stated in the CPS TR.

Idir: Whether it is the same DB or not is outside the scope of SuM for TISPAN.
Enrico: WG8 should have a view on 32.808 but the structure of the functional entities is defined by another TISPAN WG. 
4.3 Presentation of TISPAN SuM High level Info model

See 4.1.

5
Specification Methodology
Tuesday Q3, Q4

5.1
Status on 3GPP SA5 / ITU-T SG4 joint work on Specification Methodology
Thomas presented verbally the status. ITU-T has agreed to use the IS template from SA5. SA5 has adopted the Requirements template from ITU-T in 32.155. This TS will be sent for information to June TSG SA meeting.  


5.2
Impacts on WG8 Specification Methodology (WI 08 018)



S5J070005 was presented by Thomas.

Steve: Is it an agreed presentation, and if so, what does this mean for e.g. reuse of NGOSS principles for the guidelines?

Thomas: Yes, I think so. We will consider reuse of existing methodologies. It has been discussed and agreed by WG8. Use Requirement template from SG4 and IS template from SA5 is agreed. More precisely, IS template is agreed for NRM, not decided for NOSIs. Re: NGOSS, if we find good practices from TMF NGOSS which we agree on, they should be documented within the guidelines. 

Steve: So would it mean that TMF’s use of UML for automated modelling support will be used here as well? 
Thomas: No, not necessarily because we have not agreed to use that for our standards development in WG8.
6
Closing session
Tuesday Q4

6.1
Specific liaisons
None
6.2
Conclusions and way forward


Enrico: The TISPAN September meeting is the meeting where WIs are passed from WG8 to SA5. We have to work together to clarify what to transfer if anything. WG8 will produce a recommendation on the transfer of WG8 WIs: NRM, SuM, MIM, and Methodology. The current assumption is that they should not fall in the scope of Common IMS for various motivations but it needs more thinking. A joint meeting for the transfer is probably not needed but we should consider having more joint meetings in any case.

Geoff: We do not need to transfer any work items. We already have agreed to reuse the 3GPP IMS NRM and can refer to it if it is applicable.
Mikael: We believe more cooperation is needed between WG8 and SA5.
Christian: A joint meeting should be considered in September. September 17-18 is conflicting with TSG SA.  A 2 days meeting during the week of Sep 24-28 seems possible. To be further discussed within the WG8 and SA5 chair teams. 
The Joint meeting ended with a good understanding and positive feelings about the current and future cooperation between WG8 and SA5!
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Annex B: Action item summary
	ID
	Description
	Responsible
	Expected

	1-01
	Which classes need additional behaviour in information models? Which granularity would be required for interface IRPs?
	TISPAN WG8
	End of June

	1-02
	Provide a concrete example of NOSI and mapping with SA5 terms.
	TISPAN WG8
	End of June

	1-03
	Make a proposal to introduce user and network access. WG8 will send LS to SA5.
	TISPAN WG8
	End of June

	1-04
	Clarify the positioning of SuM IRP.
	TISPAN WG8
	End of June

	1-05
	Compare requirements and information models.
	TISPAN WG8
	End of June

	1-06
	Suggestions to have a better cooperation for the 2 groups are welcome.
	All
	Open

	1-07
	SA5 to consider improvement of the presentation and bundling of 3GPP specs in 3GPP.
	3GPP SA5
	Open


