CCSM Teleconference Notes, 02 July 2024  
Attendees
O. Albina, E. Barkley, P. Crump, W. Eddy, M. Gnat, C. Haddow, H. Kelliher 
Agenda (as adjusted during teleconference) and notes 
1. General Announcements
a) Fall meetings confirmed to be at BSI facility in London
a. Additional meeting room at Clayton Hotel (across the street)
b) SE AD will be retiring after the Fall meetings
c) CESG chair will be retiring after the Fall meetings
d) MOIMS DAD position is vacant with 1 nominee (so far) from DLR
e) MOIMS SM+C has new deputy WG Chair – Costin Radelscu (NASA/JPL)
f) MOIMS MPS  Mission Planning and Scheduling (BB Track) agency review concludes on July 15 (CCSDS.org - CCSDS 529.1-R-1) 
 
2. Action Items Check
a) 3 action item(s) closed 
b) 0 action items postponed
c) 1 new action item(s)
d) 13 action items open
e) See updated spreadsheet for details

3. SPDF Test report check/review
a) C. Haddow provided an overview of the test report
b) Report is comprehensive, thorough – agreed there is no need for re-testing re adjustments for ModResParm definition 
c) Agreed that report is complete, ready for inclusion in publication package for SPDF
d) Special thanks to A. Crowson for the additional effort to complete the prototyping
4. Updated Tooling, Guidelines and Naming Conventions re 902 GitHub repositories
a) C. Haddow walked through the new section of the tech note (testing environment)
a. Moving away from CWE and excel spreadsheet to GitHub repository as exchange and control/CM mechanism
b) Markdown template included for test reports
c) Likely first opportunity for exercising the test environment will be with SACP 
5. Follow-up on collecting agency service agreement parameters
a) Reviewed analysis re NASA/NSN service agreement document submitted by W. Eddy
a. In reference to service agreement class diagram developed to date
b) New AI (240702-02) to look at UML service agreement class diagram and provide comments as to suitability, etc relative local agency service agreements
6. Follow-up re FRM instances and CDE ModResParm splinter session
a) M. Gnat walked through the write-up “Parameter identification in context of SACP, FRM and its usage in modResParm class” (see Annex A below) 
b) Agreed that relative to the updated class diagram below, that ResourceName should be serviceProfileRef
c) Agreed that for the CDE we can make ModResParm just an abstract class
d) Agreed to have a further splinter session on July 16 
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7. Updated book dependency diagram check (not addressed)
8. Initial edits for G2 starting point for concept (Green) book (not addressed)
9. AOB
a) None 
10. Next Teleconference
Our next teleconference is scheduled for August 6.
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Parameter identification in context of SACP, FRM and its usage in modResParm class.

1. Initial conditions

We consider here individual configuration parameters, which may be:

a) Created in the framework and with usage of mechanisms of Functional Resource Model

b) Bilaterally (freely) agreed and defined in the framework of Service Management, in specific within Service Agreement.

Note: a combination of both may be the use case in specific project or configuration profile.

Configuration Profile Identification

The Configuration Profile (CP) is identified by configurationProfileID and configurationProfieNickname.
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Question: as of the diagram, apparently the configurationProfileID is only used in case of wrapping it inside of Service Agreement (SA) or SPDF. Should it not be independent and located in ConfigProfileData class?

The configProfileID or actually the configProfileRef can be called out of SMURF, SPDF or SA (or other management system if required, i.e. SMASH).

 Service Profile identification

The Service Profile (SPf) originally did not have its own identification. Meantime it is attributed by Frin and FrNickname.
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There is no obvious usage for this level of Frin usage, as Functional Resource (FR) is typically at different level (i.e. Modulation). The SPf is a collection of FR’s, thus it should not be identified by FR related attributes. There is a desire to have some identification of individual SPf’s however, for example to correlate them to individual carriers used at the ground station facility.

Bilateral Parameters Identification

The freely defined parameters are identified by resourceName attribute at the level of the individual resource and the name attribute at the level of parameter itself. The parameter is a derivation out of abstract class AbstractParameter, which can have several data types.
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FRM Parameters identification

The FR’s defined in the frame of the FRM have clearly stated identification. Each FR hat frin, frTypeOid and frNickname. Additionally, individual parameters inside the FR are attributed with respective unique oid and classifier. Currently the frin and frTypeOid are optional, whereas frNickname is obligatory (may be reconsidered).
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[image: ]Current modResParm

The modResParm class is an extensibility/flexibility option allowing users (or providers) to alter the individual parameters of a configuration just for the single event of the communication pass (or service provision/execution). The modResParm does not affect the original configuration stored/agreed between user and provider. 

The current modResParm uses resName attribute for the resource and the name attribute for individual parameters.
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Note: in case of SPDF, the modResParm class exists only for Service Package Type 1. What is an intention for Type 2 not to have it? Assumption, because all parameters/configuration are verbose, they can be altered “on-the-fly” directly? Does it make sense?

Note 2: there is discrepancy in resName and frNickname and resourceName attribute names. 

Note 3: assuming we could somehow refer to correct FR out of FRM, how we get to the correct parameter? Is the name parameter in modResParm/AbstractParameter enough to match to the actual parameter names in FRM? 

2. Proposed solution

The proposed solution does not cope with every single issue, however shall provide good basis for further work.



Service Profile identification

The SPf shall be identified by independent attribute/identifier, which does not collide with FRM or FR’s in general. The usage of the SPf identifier in further scope of the CSSM shall be discussed.
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Bilateral Parameters Identification

The attribute resourceName can stay as identification. It shall be made optional however, to allow skipping it when using the FRM based FR’s.
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FRM Parameters identification

As (more or less) already agreed, we do not want to alter FRM setup. Thus, all of the identification stays as it is. 

Note: the frNickname is equivalent to resourceName (see above). We may consider consolidation or at least unified naming for these. Please also note, that the Stratum Resource of SACP can have multiple FRM FR’s inside, thus the dependency between these two identification attributed needs to be clarified if they shall be used simultaneously!
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New modResParm

The modResParm class needs to address both bilateral and the FRM based FR’s and parameters. There can be two options for the solution:

a) Unify the calling attribute names and usages for calling out the FR’s

b) Add FRM specific identification to modeResParm 



Option A

In case of first option, the assumption would be frNickname (obligatory in FR) and the resourceName (in SACP) and resName (in modResParm) are pointing to the same content (are essentially the same). Aligning the names would help emphasizing it (i.e. all of them shall be made “frNickname”).

FRM
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modResParm
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SACP
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Option B

The modResParm gets changes in its attributes, making them all optional, and allowing specific combination to be used as needed: for bilateral ones resourceName and for FRM based ones the frin and frTypeOid.

FRM
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modResParm
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SACP
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3. Example scenarios
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