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1. Roll Call (15:00 CET)
· Jörg Schmidt, Nokia Siemens Networks (convener)

· Istvan Aba, Deutsche Telekom

· Bernd Zeuner, Deutsche Telekom

· Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson (JWG Secretary)
· Edwin Tse, Ericsson
· Wang Zhili, BUPT

· Klaus Moschner, NGMN
· Tayeb Benmeriem, Orange/France Telecom
· Yvonne Reigle, ATIS
· Andrea Buldorini, Telecom Italia
2. Agenda Approval [048]

3. Review Meeting Minutes  [047]
4. List of contributions (http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=30828)
S5eMA20048
Agenda 7th meeting (Multi-SDO Project Converged Management Model Alignment (Phase 2)
S5eMA20047
Minutes 6th meeting Model Alignment Phase 2 (Mar-21, 2013)
S5eMA20009 
FMC FNIM V3.0 (S5vTMFa339)
S5eMA20019 
Comparison of UIM Specification Styles

S5eMA20029 
Discussion on FOM UOM input
S5eMA20037 
Input for an Umbrella Operations Model (UOM)
S5eMA20039 
Tool usage regarding FMC NM standards production
S5eMA20044 
Suggested changes to Model Repertoire V5.0 Draft
S5eMA20046 
3GPP TS 32.103 Integration Reference Point (IRP) overview and usage guide V11.2.0

S5eMA20049 
Model Repertoire draft 5.0 (clean version)
S5eMA20xxx
…

5. Progress on M-SDO Project objective "5. Meta Data for Federated Operation Model (FOM) for converged operations - Enhance the Model Repertoire to include the meta data definitions for common modeling of operations & notifications." 

· [049], [044]
Model Repertoire draft 5.0 (clean version) [049]


Conclusion: Noted

Suggested changes to Model Repertoire V5.0 Draft [044]

Presented by Edwin

· Bernd: On the postcondition: Can we again clarify the meaning of “invoke”? The current text in the precondition, from UML, is not enough. At least we need to keep the first “deleted” paragraph. Edwin: Ok, but then we probably don’t need the quoted UML text. Jörg: It may still be good to keep it as the “official reference/base”. Edwin: Then we need to remove the second sentence of the quote. Agreed.
· Jörg: We also should mark quoted text with quotation marks. Agreed.
· Bernd: We should also consider which UML version to use, 2.3 or 2.4. Edwin: If we go for 2.4, we have to check the whole document for possible impacts.

· Thomas: Are we clear on the meaning of “invocation” in the post-condition then, which was questioned at our last meeting? Discussion: Edwin proposed to remove the first sentence of the UML quote. Jörg: Not sure if this is Ok, as we lose the context for the 2nd sentence. Bernd then proposed a new quote from UML 2.4, or to use only the “black text” (earlier agreed).
· We also noted that the OMG UML meaning of “invoke” seems to include the complete execution of the operation, which seems sometimes contradictory or at least confusing. Needs to be further checked.
Conclusion: Not yet agreed. We need to find a solution to the problem of confusing or contradictory meaning of “invoke”, and whether to include OMG UML quotes or not. Current working assumption: Remove all UML quotes. Keep only the last sentence of the postcondition quote and work it into the black text. AP: Edwin to send out a proposal for this for email discussion and/or approval. See attached update of the contribution that captures this agreement.



[image: image1.emf]S5eMA20044js1  Suggested Changes to Model Repertoire V5.0 draft.doc.docx-js1.docx


6. Progress on M-SDO Project objective “6. Federated Operation Model (FOM) for converged operations - The Operation Model is defined in JWG output documents “FMC Federated Network Information Model (FNIM)” and is the representation of the relevant network management activities. The “to fetch the value of an instance attribute", and "to create a flow domain fragment" are examples/candidates of such operations in the Operation Model. This work is to specify the operations of the Operation Model relevant to management convergence.
· [029], [009], [046], [037]
3GPP TS 32.103 Integration Reference Point (IRP) overview and usage guide V11.2.0 [046]


Presented by Jörg

Conclusion: Noted

7. Progress on M-SDO Project objective “7. Tools and testing - Identify and document supporting tooling environment. Define how to produce conformance statement specifications that include semantic/functional testing (beyond syntax testing).”
· General discussion on tools usage [039] (Continued discussion from last meeting)


Presented by Edwin

· Bernd on Fig. 1 (repeating the comment from last meeting, to get the author Edwin’s response): I would move the upper right-hand box inside JOSIF, as it is part of JOSIF. Edwin: “No problem to put it inside, I just want to make it clear that the JOSIF tool needs this info. And we can discuss how often it changes.”. This was discussed and clarified.
· Edwin then continued presenting the document from this point.
· Some questions were asked and clarified, e.g. on the timing between the steps in fig. 4 (related to a standardization release development).
· Wang Zhili: Have you used (tested) the translation from protocol independent model to e.g. XSD definitions? Edwin: Yes, in a couple of cases, using scripts.
Conclusion: Presentation and discussion had reached section 4.3 when we reached the end of meeting time, so it will continue at next meeting.

· Discussion on automatic creation of UOM/UIM word specification from RSA [019]
Not discussed due to lack of time
8. Wrap-up/Next Steps

· Next conference calls:

· May-10 (Fri), 15:30-17:30 CEST (not confirmed, awaiting feedback from Edwin)
· May-15 (Wed), 15:30-17:30 CEST

· May-23 (Thu), 15:30-17:30 CEST
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Multi-SDO project on Converged Management Model Alignment (Phase 2)



Document number:	S5eMA20044

Source:	Ericsson

Title:			Suggested changes to Model Repertoire V5.0 Draft

Meeting date:	20/03/2013



1- Objective



Suggest changes to definitions of Pre-condition and Post-condition. The reason for change is to use text from reference [2] as much as possible.



2- References



[1 ] S5eMA20043 Model Repertoire draft 5.0

[bookmark: _Ref309642245][2] OMG Unified Modelling Language (OMG UML), Superstructure, Version 2.3.





3- Detailed proposal



		pre-condition(s)

		

This property defines the conditions that have to be true before the operation can be started (i.e., if not true, the operation will not be started at all and a general “pre-condition not met” error will be returned).

.

		Any



		post-condition(s)

		[bookmark: _GoBack]This property defines the state of the system after the operation has been executed (if successful, or if not successful, or if partially successful). Note that partially successful post-conditions can only be defined in case of non-atomic operations).

Below to be worked into above black text

When an exception is raised, it should not be assumed that the postconditions of the operation are satisfied.”



		Any







4- Recommendation



Agree with suggested changes for Model Repertoire V5.1.

form change history:

v1.13.1: minor changes resulting from discussions at CT#41 & SA#41

v1.13.0: mods to enforce linkage amongst stages 1, 2, 3

draft mods Scarrone-Meredith 2008-07 ff

v1.12.1: removes revision marks following approval at SP-29
v1.12.0: includes provision for Study Items (SP-29)

v1.11.0: includes those changes from v1.8.0 agreed at SP-25.

	v1.10.0: full circle

v1.9.0: a clean sheet

v1.8.0: includes comments from SA#24 

v1.7.0: includes comments from RAN, CN and T #24; also includes “early implementation” data

v1.6.0: includes comments made during review period prior to TSGs#24

v1.5.0: includes comments made at TSGs#23 (Phoenix)

v1.4.0: offered to SA#23 for approval

v1.3.0: offered to CN#23, RAN#23 and T#23 for comments

DRAFT4 v1.3.0: 2004-03-09: Incorporation of comments from Leaders list

DRAFT3 v1.3.0: 2004-02-19: Incorporation of comments from MCC members

DRAFT2 v1.3.0: 2004-01-29: Complete redraft:

v1.2.0: 2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"

2003-05-28: spelling of “rapporteur” corrected

2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"




