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Minutes of Joint Conference Call on Methodology –among ITU-T SG2, 3GPP SA5, TISPAN WG8, TMF mTOP and ATIS TMOC Participants

Date&Time: 2009-04-21 16.00-17.30 CET

Moderator: Thomas Tovinger
Minutes taken by: Knut Johannessen 
Participants:

SG2:

Dave Sidor, invited expert

Knut Johannessen, Telenor

Chen Qiao Gang, ZTE

Wang Zhili, BUPT
Leen Mak, Alcatel-Lucent (also TISPAN)

Xiaoya Yang, ITU-T
SA5:

Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson
Frode Nergard, Ericsson
TISPAN: 

(none)

ATIS: 

(none)

TM FORUM:

Nigel Davis, Nortel (first half of the teleconference)
Agenda and minutes 

1. Review of report of last meeting

The report of the last meeting 2009-04-03 was agreed without comment. 

2. Review of action items
a) Knut: Consider guidelines for requirements numbering (to be discussed by SG2): Open
b) Thomas: Ensure that the revised 32.15x documents are made available to the upcoming SG2 meeting.: Done
c) Thomas: Investigate how the UML presentation should be made available and presented for SA5.: Done (Linda)
d) Thomas: Present 32.153 at the next joint meeting. Done
e) Knut: Update the MALL. Done
f) Karen: Inform us when ATIS OBF have more experience on how the MyEclipse tool works with UML 2.1.: Open
3. Summary of SG2 meeting

The proposed amendments to M.3020 have been approved. However, rather than publishing the changes as three amendments, SG2 delegates proposed and it was agreed that M.3020 should be revised to simplify use of the methodology. 

This implies that SA5 (and others) should reference the revised Recommendation and not each of the originally proposed amendments.

M.3020 is now out for Last Call (the final member approval). The deadline for member comments is May 13 (4 weeks from announcement).
4. Summary of SA5 meeting

SA5 has approved use of the simplified requirements template and we have complete alignment between SA5 and SG2. 
Some new changes were introduced to the documentation of information type in order to maintain the original use of “matching information”. The implication is that the template used by SG2 for the revised M.3020 will change and these changes should be incorporated in the revised M.3020. The changes are minor and it should be possible to handle these as part of the approval process. However, one of the members should make sure that a comment is submitted stating that the analysis template should be aligned with the latest version approval by SA5.

[Information after the meeting: Telenor has submitted a Company contribution on this issue]
6. Review of the MALL
Knut described the changes to the MALL. It was discussed and agreed that a reference section should be added and that we for base text should point to the JCAMGT web site. 
Other comments: Add 32.155 to section 6.3 and correct spelling mistake in 7.2. Also clarify that the analysis phase is not complete (“is being incorporated”).
7. Design phase and Way forward
Knut summarized the work that has been done, noting that the major bulk of the work has been completed for the requirements phase and the analysis phase and that the focus forward is expected to be on the design phase, in particular XML design guidelines and templates.

Frode presented 32.153 containing the SA5 guilelines on XML and SOAP. 32.617 was used as an example on how the guidelines are applied to a concrete interface. 

General comments: 

· An understanding of WSDL is necessary. SA5 is currently using version 1.1 and there are some differences with version 2.0.

· Tool support is lacking (at least for some products) for WSDL 2.0

· Operations are mapped 1:1 from the information service (analysis) operations.
Tool support for the automatic (or automated) production of the WSDL is not considered to be very important as only a small amount of the work is associated with the (manual) production of the WSDL specifications.

Should we also allow for direct mapping from existing IDL specification to the WSDL? OMG has defined the CORBA to WSDL mapping that could be of interest. 
If we generate the solution set from another solution set, we may loose (or miss) some of the information that were present in the information service. 
Agreement that the information services (analysis) is the prime source for generation of solution set specifications. However, the OMG work should be investigated, i.e. the guidelines may be applicable for our work.
The current 32.153 should be submitted to SG2 (Q9/2) for comment.
5. AOB

None
6. Next steps and actions going forward 

Next call:   26 April 15:00-17:00 CET (Geneva time). 
[Post meeting information: A teleconference on unified information modeling is scheduled the same day 14:00 – 15:00 (CET)]
Action Items:

a) Knut: Consider guidelines for requirements numbering (to be discussed by SG2). 

b) Karen: Inform us when ATIS OBF have more experience on how the MyEclipse tool works with UML 2.1.
c) Knut: Update the MALL (see section 6)
d) Knut: Submit 32.153 for SG2 comment
e) All: Contribution on XML design guidelines and templates (including review of OMG guidelines)



























































































































