Minutes of Joint Conference Call on Methodology/Common text - among ITU-T SG4, 3GPP SA5, TISPAN WG8, TMF mTOP and ATIS TMOC Participants
Date&Time: 2008-07-01 15.00-16.45 CET

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

SG4:

Dave Sidor, Nortel

Knut Johannessen, Telenor

Wang Zhili, BUPT

SA5:

Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson

TISPAN: 

-
ATIS: 

Linda Garbanati, Alcatel-Lucent

Joe Scolaro, ATIS
TM FORUM:

Debbie Burkett, TM Forum

Agenda and minutes 

1. Review of minutes of the last meeting
Agreed without comments, except that the attendance list should be corrected (Wang Zhili also attended).
2. Review of the revised M.3020 and editing instructions from the SG4 meeting in May
The latest M.3020 Consented/Last-call version is now updated according to comments from our last joint meeting and distributed for a new 4-week AAP Last call period.
Thomas: I have checked it and it looks fine now, the example is corrected and no more comments!
Dave: What versions of the 32.15x have been referenced? We checked this and Thomas noted that there are a few updates to “one minor step later versions” compared to the referenced ones, for 32.150 and 32.151. But conceptually these updates are already accepted by SG4 and covered in this version of M.3020, so Knut took an AP: to check if these version references in the Last call-version of M.3020 can be updated to point to the latest versions of 32.15x.
Conclusion: This last-call version of M.3020 seems OK except that it would be good to update the 3GPP 32.15x references as mentioned above (but if that is not possible, it is not a problem either).
4. Review of the MALL, latest version (v5b)
 Presented by Knut.

Knut: The changes on the 3GPP methodology in 32.15x proposed by ITU-T in the MALL should be sent to next week’s SA5 meeting. This was agreed.
Knut commented that the UML version 1.5 doesn’t seem to be published as a supported version on OMG’s home page anymore. On their home page, it steps from v1.4.x to 2.0. No-one knew why this is the case.

Knut asked if we should consider a common time plan for “upgrade” to UML 2.0. Thomas: This has to be driven by company contributions, or if a need is identified in an existing work item. No such proposals have been made in SA5 so far, and in TISPAN WG8 it has been discussed but no decisions yet.

Knut took an AP to check the UML 1.5 status with OMG.

The issue of data types on IS level in section 7.2 was discussed.

Thomas asked for more clearly described use cases showing the benefits making it worth the effort of describing the data types “twice” (both on the IS and SS level), since this has been questioned by SA5 (and already replied in a written statement rejecting this proposal before). Wang Zhili gave an example: E.g. for complex data types, which is very common in ITU-T, this can be very useful. Knut also said that this is one of the principles of the IS-SS separation, that there should be good protocol-neural definitions on the IS level to allow for various solution sets complying to the same IS definitions. Thomas agreed, but added that this is also fulfilled by today’s 3GPP specifications defining object models with IOCs, attribute descriptions with their semantics etc – it is just a matter of how detailed we choose to describe the IS-level “data definitions” – some of these details can according to SA5 be enough to do on the SS level. Even if some of these details have to be repeated per SS, there are not a large number of SSs in parallel to deal with. However, even with these explanations, SG4 thinks that it still would be beneficial to agree to the proposal in 7.2, and Thomas promised to present this proposal and SG4’s concerns to SA5.
On Common notifications, Thomas explained that the definition of each notification already has traceability built in to the template now, and the common notifications is only a reference list to already defined notifications. SA5 has for now decided to only keep traceability on the “highest level” (IOCs, operations and notifications) so this would be on a more detailed level and probably not approved by SA5. After some discussions around this, Knut proposed to withdraw this proposal from the MALL going to SA5 and keep it for further discussions within SG4.
General comment: Thomas asked SG4 to provide references to 32.151 and 32.152 with the 3GPP subclause numbers and not the local SG4 numbers in future proposals (because otherwise it becomes difficult for SA5 readers to locate where the proposed changes are targeted). Knut: Agreed. We can try to use both the SG4 and SA5 subclause references. But it’s probably too late to do it for the v6 version if it should be sent to SA5 today. 
On the SID Analysis patterns Knut stated: It is good to “put it on the table for SA5”, to make everybody aware of this, and maybe we should soon try have a common meeting with TMF to present and discuss this. It was agreed that this was a good idea.
Conclusion: Knut will update the MALL to version 6 with some more examples in 7.2 before 22.00 today (1 July), and Thomas will send this in to SA5#60 the same day.

5. AOB 
-
6. Next steps and actions going forward 

Next call:  2 Sept.,  15.00-17.00 CET (Geneva time).

Action Items:
a) Knut: Set up the next teleconference.
b) Knut: Update the MALL document to v6.
c) Knut: check if these version references in the Last call-version of M.3020 can be updated to point to the latest versions of 32.15x.
d) Knut: check the UML 1.5 status with OMG.

e) Thomas: Submit the (draft) minutes of this meeting together with the updated MALL(v6) today, to the SA5 meeting #60 taking place in Sophia Antipolis next week.
