Multi-SDO Project on Converged Management Model Alignment (Phase 2)
Document number:
S5eMA20086
Source:
Ericsson 
Title:

Minutes 14th meeting (F2F) Multi-SDO Project Converged Management Model Alignment
Meeting date/time:
Wed, August 29, 9:30 – Thu, August 30 14:00 CEST
Meeting venue:
Valencia, Spain (hosted by EF3, collocated with SA5#90)

Approved Multi-SDO Project:
S5eMA20003
Current Working Procedures:
S5eMA20042
Current Model Repertoire:

S5eMA20082
Current FNIM: 



S5eMA20074

Current FNOM: 



S5eMA20xxx (not yet available, intended to be merged with FNIM)
Current UOM: 
 

S5eMA20076

Current UIM: 
 

TS 28.620

1. Roll Call (Aug/29 -9:30 CEST)
· Istvan Aba, Deutsche Telekom (prov. convener)
· Bernd Zeuner, Deutsche Telekom

· Edwin Tse, Ericsson
· Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson
· Zhu Weihong, ZTE

· Christof Schnell, Vodafone (partly)

· Christian Toche, Huawei (partly)
· Zou Lan, Huawei (partly)
2. Agenda Approval [079]

· Main Topic(s): UOM Concept/Content/Documentation

· Thomas suggested to also add a review of the accumulated Action List to the agenda. Agreed.
3. Review Meeting Minutes  [078]
1. Minor editorial remark: The file name should state “…13th meeting…”. Minutes approved with that remark, since the document number is correct.
4. List of contributions (http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=30828)
S5eMA20079
Agenda 14th meeting (F2F) Multi-SDO Project Converged Management Model Alignment
S5eMA20078
Minutes 13th meeting (CC) Model Alignment Phase 2 (Aug 1, 2013)
S5eMA20080 
Discussion on Model Repertoire v5.1 



S5eMA20081 
Discussion on use of ITU-T CMISE type operations
S5eMA20082 
Model Repertoire v5.1 draft 
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." 

· [080] 
·  It was noted that S5-131209 (input to the SA5 meeting) contains the new latest Model Repertoire draft version 5.1. This has to be used instead of [051], and Edwin will upload it as new JWG document [082].
·  Presented by Edwin.
·  The changes in 082 were agreed – and Istvan added a clean version inside the zip file, which will be the latest draft that we can use for new contributions for next version 5.2.
·  Document [083] was allocated to be the new version 5.2 draft.

·  We then continued with a review of the yellow-marked text for discussion:
· 6.2 bullet 1: “The attribute (middle) compartment may be present but is always empty [to be investigated in the context of potentially moving 3GPP SupportIOC information of Interface IRPs into the attribute compartment], …: After some discussions, it was agreed to remove the yellowed text, so the attribute (middle) compartment may be present.
· 6.2 bullet 4: “TBD if signal compartment can be used for notifications…”
· We discussed the NGCOR requirement to use an open source UML tool.
· Bernd reported that the ONF group (working on NFV) has made a detailed analysis of available open source tools, and found that the best one found, Papyrus (within the Eclipse community), still has a number of major shortcomings, e.g. regarding documentation.
·  Continued discussion about the possible use of the signal compartment…
·  We agreed to add a text to use the 4th (signal) compartment in the UML class box for notifications.
· 6.2.1.2
 Example: Agreed to spell the stereotype <<interface>> with lower case i, consistently everywhere.
· Table 8: Operation properties / bulkTransferPattern: 
· NONE (default),
ITERATOR,
FILE

· ( Further clarification needed for these patterns
·  Still open. AI Bernd to investigate this.
· Table 8: Operation properties / emitsEvents:
· Left yellow-marked. AP Edwin to investigate how such events would work in parallel with ordinary notifications (signals).
· Table 8: Operation properties/ isOneWay:
· Agreed to keep the second option (no output par.) and remove the yellow highlight and the Note.
· Table 8: Operation properties / operationExceptions:

·  Second sentence of the description removed, and clarified in 6.2.2.4.
· Table 9: InternalError
·  We were not sure about why this was yellowed. But one reason may be the ongoing investigation about the consistent use of manager-agent or client-server for communication peers. Tdoc [064], agenda item 6 in Frankfurt, contains an analysis of this. No decision about this was taken in Frankfurt.
·  Agreed to remove the highlight of this text.

· Table 10: Optional pre-defined Exceptions:
· The text was revised online, to “The failure reasons should provide some indications of the reason and location of the failure. This exception must be supported if isAtomicOperation property is True”.
· Table 10: CapacityExceeded:
·  …Clarified and the yellow highlight removed.
· Table 11/ defaultValue:

·  Clarified (Change the defaultValue property, in Table 1 and in Table 11, third column to "No value (default) or value that is dependent on allowedValues) and the yellow highlight removed.
· 6.2.3.2: 
· Last yellow sentence removed.

·  Remaining “deep yellow” text in Annex E was left FFS – to be treated during Thursday if there is time, otherwise at next meeting.

· Conclusion: Updates according to the above discussion/agreements captured by Edwin in [083], to be uploaded on Thursday of the 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.
[081], [037], [059], [076]
· [081]

·  Presented by Edwin
·  It was first discussed if we should use the ITU-T M.3700-series for the reference to protocol neutral object mgmt operations. Use of the ITU-T X.710 CMISE M-action, M-get, M-create for example was discussed. Conclusion is that they are similar in intent to generic operations now defined in UOM. It was pointed out that these CMISE technology was at least 20 years old and that ITU-T M-series have defined generic operations similar (or based on) 3GPP SA5 defined operations of Information Service level.

·  We continued with a look at [037] (Input for an Umbrella Operations Model (UOM))
·  On common create operation, the group discussed the two different approaches.

·  Doc-37 suggested "This common (create) operation is associated to an object class by the stereotype uomEntityCreate."

·  E/// commented that this quotation means this common create operation is used for creating NRM IOC instance, in the context of 3GPP domain. This common create operation cannot be used to create things that are not modelled by IOC. For example, this create operation cannot be used to create a notification subscription (e.g. the 3GPP Notification IRP defined subscribe() operation). One way to proceed may be to define a more generic common (create) operation, e.g. "this common (create) operation is not associated to an object class by the stereotype uomEntityCreate". From this generic common (create) operation, say A, B is created to inherit from A such that B is operation related to IOC. TMF and 3GPP domain can use B to further their definition of operation (that is related to IOC). 3GPP can use A to further their definition of operations (that is not related to IOC). This discussion is applicable to other common operation (not exclusively related to create operation).

Day 2 (Thursday) - Continued discussion of how to proceed with the UOM:
We identified the available input documents which should be considered to be merged with agreed parts to create the first draft UOM. Istvan accepted the task to be interim Editor for the UOM skeleton including agreed contributions parts, during this meeting. The identified input documents are:
S5eMA20037 Input for an Umbrella Operations Model (UOM) (Deutsche Telekom)
S5eMA20059 Umbrella Operation Model (Ericsson)

S5eMA20076 Skeleton for UOM specification (Ericsson)
·  Istvan: The results should be placed in a new Tdoc [084] (Post-meeting Editor’s note: [084] was by mistake allocated to the minutes of this meeting and should be withdrawn. Next version of UOM (5.1) is to be found in [085])
·  Edwin: before we start this work, we need some more discussions on [037], in order to have an agreed principle and structure for the UOM. For example, we need to consider the so-called Support IOCs in SA5 Interface IRPs. They are not visible across the interface, i.e. not accessible by Basic/Bulk CM IRP, but manipulated by means of Interface IRP operations e.g. “createObject(MSC, a, b)”. We need a structure of the generic operations (e.g. commonCreateThing) that support both the NRM related operations via Basic/Bulk CM, as well as the Interface specific operations.
·  To further understand what we can do, we looked into the Basic CM IRP SS 32.606 as an example. It seems like the semantical contents of the SA5 and TMF operation parameters is identical except for the class name (parameter in SA5, part of op. name in TMF).
·  Question: Should all the exceptions from all operations be listed in the Repertoire’s list of Allowed (optional) exceptions?

·  Edwin: The topmost common “createThing” operation should not be related to IOC.
·  Here follows a more detailed description of this discussion and conclusion, captured by Edwin:

Box 1 includes the standard exceptions. 

Box 3 includes operations that does not relate to any IOCs (operations are IOC agnostic). 

Box 2 includes operations that relate to IOCs.

In the first release of UOM…

Bernd prefers to have Box 3 inherits from Box 1 for first release. In later release, use Box 2 inherits from Box 1. 

Edwin prefers to investigate Box 2 inherits from Box 3 that inherits from Box 1.

Convenor sees the possibility of merging Box 1 and Box 3 and called it Box 0. So  Box 2 inherits from Box 0.

·  Conclusion: Group decides to use Convenor suggestion as way forward
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).”
· None
8. Wrap-up/Next Steps

· Next F2F meeting – Frankfurt Dec/2nd-5th was proposed & discussed - agreement needed 

· Next conference calls:

· Will be decided via email.

9. Closing (Aug/30 14:00 CEST)
· The Convenor thanked all delegates for their participation and valuable contributions!
Appendix A: List of Action items
	Action item #
	Description
	Responsible
	Status

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

	5.4
	Consider a contribution on whether notifications shall be modelled as signals or operations
	All
	Closed (see Model Repertoire v5.2 in doc-83)

	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
	Closed (see Model Repertoire v5.2 in doc-83)

	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 number).
	Thomas
	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
	Closed (Bernd reported that it could be done)

	14.1
	Further clarification needed for the patterns in Table 8: Operation properties / bulkTransferPattern: 

· NONE (default),
ITERATOR,
FILE


	Bernd
	Ongoing

	14.2
	Investigate the use of emitsEvents (an operation property) and its relation to notification (signal).

	Edwin
	Ongoing

	14.3
	Create a Layer (by merging Box 1 and Box 3 - see notes for Day 2 in the minutes of 14th meeting) and (called it Layer 1).
	All
	Ongoing

	14.4
	Define Layer 2 (using Box 2, see notes for Day 2 in the minutes of 14th meeting) inheriting from Layer 1.
	All
	Ongoing


