MOIMS, CSS, SEA Inter-Area Telecon on Model Coordintation; 08-March-2007
Participants

Roger Thompson

Sam Cooper
Yves Doat

Fred Brosi

Hugh Kelliher

John Pietras

Erik Barkley (notes editor)
Takahiro Yamada
1) General Concern prompting Telecon

Perception that CCSDS recommendations, particularly with respect to the CSS and MOIMS areas, do not represent a coherent view in terms of conceptual models and terminology to end-users of the recommendations.
2) Notes

2.1 Model Boundaries, Relationship, Fit

a) In general, agreed that there are two abstract relationships between the MOIMS SM+C MO (Mission Operations) model and the CSS (Cross Support Services) model: Layered Services and “Chained” Services
· Layered Services

· MO services are essentially transported over the CSS Services; eg., F-CLTU service used for transporting schedule information for On-Board Schedule Execution from ground to spacecraft
· "Chained" or (my term) peer-to-peer

· MO services interface directly with CSS Services; eg., The MO Planning Service "talks" with the CSS service management as part of development of its overall plan.
b) Generally agreed that the MO location service and CSS service management represent the greatest overlap and hence need for further coordination. In the case of the location service, this may also involve the NAVWG.
c) In relation to the MO model allowing for services to migrate between onboard and various ground system components a concern was raised about clearly stating the management, service configuration needs so that the migration considerations are well understood.

d) The definition of Cross Support Services was dicussed.  There appear to be two notions in play

I. Cross support services are stated as “strictly” inter-agency, closely related to the notion of administratively separate domains. 
II. Cross support services relate to the functional capabilities, mission applications of an agency that represent more of a “backplane” of swappable components that agencies may choose to exchange, “contract-out”.
It appears that SM+C MO model is more the later, and CCS is currently more of the former.
e) The above was discussed in relationship to the following  diagram developed by J. Pietras.
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2.2 Bigger Picture/Overall CCSDS Model

a) It appears that the architecture document being developed by Takahiro is more in line with the notion 2.1 (d)(I)  above.
b) Inclusion of monitoring and control services does not currently appear to be present in the Cross support services architecture document; per T. Yamada, this will likely be added to the document.

2.3 Next Steps
Short Term

Review Takahiro’s WhiteBook on Cross Support Service Architecture (expected to be released soon -- ~ 2 weeks (?) )

Telecon to be scheduled for June

a) Discuss Takahiro’s White Book 

b) Review terminology comparison

Longer Term

Attempt to harmonize terminology and models, recognizing that resources are not plentiful.  Suggested that a dedicated one half-day session could be held during the biannual CCSDS technical meetings to facilitate this effort.
3) Action Items

A. All: Review Takahiro’s white book relative to the particular model for the area.  Provide inputs for a proposed June telecon by 04 June 2007.

B. Y. Doat: Provide terminology comparison infromation for input to proposed June telecon by 04 June 2007

