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1 - The participants checked that they have the same understanding of what TISPAN WG8 is asking to 3GPP SA5. The group agreed that WG8 is asking SA5 to consider replacing ManagedElement with an abstract class containing no attributes (contrary to the current definition of ManagedElement which has attributes capturing physical location information). This abstract class will then be available for extension (or sub classing) for 3GPP SA5 and TISPAN WG8 based on their respective needs.  For example, 3GPP SA5 authors can subclass this new abstract class to produce the ManagedElement IOC.  It was confirmed that TISPAN WG8 needs something more “generic” than ManagedElement. What is required is understood. The change in itself is small and is impacting only documentation (not visible “on the wire”), from 3GPP SA5 viewpoint. The reason for this request is not completely clear and a LS will be sent to WG8 to clarify some aspects. 
2 - It was also agreed by the group that TIPSAN WG8 sends us a possible solution and that WG8 recognises other solutions are possible. SA5 will need some time to study the WG8 proposed solution and other possible solutions. The group reiterated that 3GPP SA5 is in charge of defining the final solution. It was also made clear that there is an agreement in SA5 to work on that issue. 
3 - There is an ambiguity induced by the sentence “TISPAN SuM needs to address the containment of these SuM information classes in Operations Support System including Service Management Systems, Value Added Service Provider and Application Servers.”, essentially coming from the use of the word “containment” which has a strict meaning in SA5 context. Application Servers have a location and the physical deployment should be part of the model. Also, in this sentence, it is not clear if the entities mentioned are IOCs or not. In case the mentioned containment means name containment, this would result in moving the physical attributes from ME to AS, which does not really make sense. 
4 – The sentence “The containment tree in Application Server need to support industry virtualised computing and Storage models.” also needs some clarification. What is exactly virtualised computing? How the WG8 proposal addresses the issue raised here? 
Participants volunteered to define “virtualized computing” which could mean: 

· distributed computing i.e. a capability/function is using multiple hardware nodes to execute;
· the reader of the model cannot know the physical location of the capability/function;

· the hardware node hosting the capability/function is mobile;
· the capability/function can relocate/migrate/move itself onto another different hardware node (like virus);

· all the above plus others;

5 - Action Olaf + Edwin to draft a LS reply to be sent from this meeting.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Text of the LS (S5-071891):
ETSI TISPAN would like to bring the following matters to the attention of 3GPP SA5 and would be happy to get SA5’s opinion on it.

Introduction
The current model in TS 32 172 V8.0.0 has the SuM IOCs contained by the ManagedElement IOC. This usage of the ManagedElement IOC presents issues in the context of TISPAN SuM related to the fact that this entity has in the definition the following text: “This IOC represents a telecommunication equipment or TMN entities within the telecommunications network that performs Managed Element (ME) functions, i.e. provides support and/or service to the subscriber” [TS 132 622]. 
The question is if ManagedElement has a too strong correspondence with traditional Network Equipment and its management by Network or Element Management systems to be used for the TISPAN SuM (NOSI) interfaces - for example where applications are being executed in virtualised computing and storage domains. TISPAN SuM needs to address the containment of these SuM information classes in Operations Support System including Service Management Systems, Value Added Service Provider and Application Servers.  
A more detailed description and one proposed solution of this issue are provided below. 

Description 

The TISPAN SuM Information Model needs to be used in domains such as Service Management, Application Servers and by Value Added Service Providers.

The use in TISPAN SUM of ManagedElement as the root under which all SuM Information Classes is an issue since:

· It carries physical semantics which may seem inappropriate for Service Management where integration with the TMF SID Model is important. Specifically the attributes of ManagedElement, such as VendorName and LocationName, further reinforce this physical viewpoint e.g. locationName - The physical location of this entity (e.g. an address).

· The containment tree in Application Server need to support industry virtualised computing and Storage models.

· A potential realisation of a  TISPAN SuM IM could be by the use of 3GPP GUP for which containment in a GUP Server function is needed

One proposed solution
One possible way of addressing this issue is described below. There may be other alternative solutions as well. This proposal is to replace ManagedElement by an Abstract Class ‘Management Entity’ from which ManagedElement inherits as shown below.
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Figure 1: Revised harmonised TISPAN 3GPP containment model

The meaning of abstract is that it can not be directly instantiated. It requires sub-classing as one or more concrete classes by either the existing ManagedElement in the 3GPP domains, or by any other suitable containment classes such as ManagedServiceEntity as illustrated above.

The advantages of the approach shown above are:

· The use of an abstract container class allows extensibility of the containment hierarchy to meet the actual requirements of specific TISPAN NOSI Groups.

· TeleManagement Forum (TMF) SID classes and linkage to the TMF eTOM could be more readily incorporated which is expected to be significant for implementation of SuM in Service Management Systems and the liaisons that are being progressed with the TMF. [image: image2.png]



