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1. Roll Call (15:30 CEST)
· Jörg Schmidt, Nokia Siemens Networks (convener)

· Olaf Pollakowski, Nokia Siemens Networks

· Istvan Aba, Deutsche Telekom

· Bernd Zeuner, Deutsche Telekom

· Jörg Sternagel, Vodafone

· Edwin Tse, Ericsson

· Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson

2. Agenda Approval [053]

Approved
.
3. Review Meeting Minutes  [050]
Noted (with a reminder of the AP: Edwin needs to start an email discussion about the meaning of “invoke”).

4. List of contributions (http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=30828)
S5eMA20053
Agenda 8th meeting Multi-SDO Project Converged Management Model Alignment
S5eMA20050
Minutes 7th meeting Model Alignment Phase 2 (Mar-28, 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
S5eMA20051
Model Repertoire draft 5.0 v2
S5eMA20052
pCR to Model Repertoire Relation between SupportQualifier and Qualifier
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." 

· [051], [044], [052]
S5eMA20051 Model Repertoire draft 5.0 v2

Presented by Edwin

Q/C:

Conclusion: Agreed as new baseline. AP: Thomas will issue a new pCR on this for a few editorial changes that he discovered at the last SA5 meeting.

S5eMA20052
pCR to Model Repertoire Relation between SupportQualifier and Qualifier

Presented by Edwin

Q/C:

· Bernd: Does this change any of the properties of the SupportQualifier and Qualifier (because I use them in my RSA tool and profile for the UIM): Edwin: No, it shall not change any properties. It is just intended to cut the dependency between them.
· Jörg: I am still not sure why we need these changes, because the SupportQualifier is a property and Qualifier is a value.

· This lead to a discussion whether the values of SupportQualifier and Qualifier should be the same or not (Edwin stated that they must be different, and this had also been followed by Bernd in the tool profile). We also discovered that the “list of qualifications” in the first two paragraphs in clause 7 of the Repertoire is inconsistent with the rest of the text with the actual qualifier definitions (this error occurred when the “SS-qualifier” was recently renamed from C to SS). 
Conclusion: Noted.  AP: Continue discussion and consider:

· Need for Separation of qualifiers as proposed in doc. 0052.

· To verify the “list of qualifications” in the first two paragraphs in clause 7 (value range and if they shall be different)

· Mapping to True/False property values

· Whether or not to do this in both phase 1 and 2

S5eMA20039 
Tool usage regarding FMC NM standards production

Presented by Edwin (continued from earlier meeting, at section 4.3)

Q/C:

· After discussions on 4.3, Jörg and Bernd asked Edwin to clarify 4.3 a bit regarding Reference Implementations etc. Agreed - AP Edwin: Propose an improved text for 4.3.
· On 4.5, it was debated which is the authority that has the responsibility to create and evolve the “instructions for model translation” in the JOSIF tool (upper right box in Fig. 1) – TMF/3GPP or the open source community/group. Edwin: A configuration file for translation rules agreed between e.g. TMF/3GPP/NGCOR would be “private”, even if the tool is public. Bernd: I don’t know if this is possible to store as a “private file”, due to tool/environment requirements. AP: Bernd to check.
· Bernd: And the statements “There is a responsibility shift from 3GPP to TMF” are wrong. AP: Edwin - Agreed to be rephrased.

· Bernd also had some questions on different styles and mapping principles used in some 3GPP SA5 SS specifications the XSD parts). We clarified some questions at the meeting and agreed to continue the discussion offline via email.

· Completed review of 4.5 when we had to close the meeting – to be continued from 4.6 next time (the 15th).

Conclusion: Review to be continued at next meeting.

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], [037]
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]
· Discussion on automatic creation of UOM/UIM word specification from RSA [019]
8. Wrap-up/Next Steps

· Next conference calls:

· May-15 (Wed), 15:30-17:30 CEST

· May-23 (Thu), 15:30-17:30 CEST
9. Closing (17:30 CEST)
Appendix A: List of Action items

	Action item #
	Description
	Responsible
	Status

	5.1
	For S5eMA20034, the Description of pre-condition(s) contains a “paradox” (is the checking of preconditions part of the operation execution or not). A rewording is needed and was proposed, but more discussion needed. Action: start an email discussion about this.
	Jörg
	Ongoing

	5.2
	Clarify usage of terms manager/agent vs. client/server vs. consumer/provider
	All
	Ongoing

	5.3
	Investigate which symbols to use in UML diagram class boxes
	Bernd
	Ongoing

	5.4
	Consider a contribution on whether notifications shall be modelled as signals or operations
	All
	Ongoing

	6.1
	Improve the Repertoire figure/table numbering for 3GPP by being based on section numbers instead of consecutive. We ask the editor to do it in a future version.


	Edwin
	Ongoing

	6.2
	Editor (Edwin) to provide a “clean” version of Repertoire based on [043], to be used for new contributions.
	Edwin
	Ongoing

	6.3
	All to consider which UML version to use in this Repertoire.
	All
	Ongoing

	6.4
	Thomas to send Outlook invitations to all for future JWG meetings.
	Thomas
	Ongoing

	8.1
	Thomas: Whenever there is a CR on the phase 1 version of the Repertoire, add editorial corrections related to S5-130587 (5.2.9.1 table font + number).
	Thomas
	Ongoing

	8.2
	Edwin to start an email discussion about the meaning of “invoke” – continued discussion on doc. [044] from meeting #7, see minutes in S5eMA20050.
	Edwin
	Ongoing

	8.3
	Continue discussion on Repertoire contribution  S5eMA20052 and consider:

· Need for Separation of qualifiers as proposed in doc. 0052.

· To verify the “list of qualifications” in the first two paragraphs in clause 7 (value range and if they shall be different)

· Mapping to True/False property values

· Whether or not to do this in both phase 1 and 2
	All
	Ongoing

	8.4
	Rel. to S5eMA20039: Propose an improved text for 4.3.
	Edwin
	Ongoing

	8.5
	Rel. to S5eMA20039: Check if a configuration file for translation rules agreed between e.g. TMF/3GPP/NGCOR could be stored as a “private” file, even if the tool is public, depending on tool/environment requirements.
	Bernd
	Ongoing

	8.6
	Rel. to S5eMA20039: The statements “There is a responsibility shift from 3GPP to TMF” are wrong, agreed to be rephrased (in an updated version of 0039 capturing AP 8.4-8.6).
	Edwin
	Ongoing


