2004-05-06 WSDM TC Conference Call Minutes

Agenda

· Roll Call

· Approve Minutes

· Review Previous Action Items

· Next F2F

· WS-RF

· requirements

· liaisons

· WS-Notification

· requirements

· liaisons

· Discovery - (see Williams note and F2F conclusions Discovery slides) - William

· Notifications and formats - How to proceed - Heather
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Motions

· The previous minutes were approved unanimously.

Summary

· D 

Meeting Notes

· Roll Call.  Heather took the roll.  Homayoun here from BEA.  Brian Carroll will soon be from Serena – Merant was acquired.  Have quorum.  

· Approve Minutes from last week.  

· Review Previous Action Items.

· Other Items

· There was an email note asking about WMX and impact on handling Notifications.  Winston noted he is going to a WMX design review meeting tomorrow.  Will report back on implications for WSDM.  

· Next F2F

· Ballot out there on likelihood of being able to attend F2F in Hawaii.  

· Discussion about option at MITRE of being the week of June 6-10 instead of 2,3 as mentioned earlier.  

· Heather mentioned again that GGF is excited about meeting with WSDM.  

· Discussion of exact days.  It appears that GGF 11 is June 6-10, but WG meetings 7-9.  AI on Heather to report back Friday or Monday so airplane reservations can be made.  

· WS-RF

· Request of WSDM to put together a set of requirements on WS-RF.  William passed on this request.  Take the WS-RF related requirements out of the various documents.  No specific deadline noted.  Very issue driven.  Probably two weeks would be plenty.

· Volunteer.  Warren willing to drive that, with some help from Homayoun and Heather (who wrote Platform sections).  AI on Warren to start this effort.  

· Lots of overlap in membership.

· WS-Notification.  William is co-chair.  

· William summarized.  The three specifications were submitted.  Had additional presentations.  Reviewed some issues found by authors and interoperability testing, then members brought up some issues.  Named editors for the specifications and liaisons, including WSDM – expect it to use.  William is the liaison from both WS-RF and WS-N to WSDM.  

· WSN hasn't specifically asked, but they would like it.

· Volunteer – John DeCarlo could start the harvesting, use some of Heather's charts. AI to complete a draft in 2 weeks.  

· Lots of overlap.  People involved as well as companies.

· Discovery - (see Williams email note and F2F conclusions Discovery slides) – William

· MUWS:

· 1. from EPR to WSDL.  The consumer gets the EPR and needs to be able to discover the WSDL to be able to make use of manageability.  EPR has an optional way of specifying qname of portType, but still may not get the WSDL.  Can come up with conventions, such as supporting adding a “?WSDL” at the end.  Still need the qname of the service and name of port.  

· 2.  from Management WSDL to EPR (including finding out that maybe the EPR has no reference property).  If you just send to reference in WSDL, you will get to the Manageability Endpoint.  But not to the EPR with Reference Properties.  Could handle the Singleton pattern differently.  EPRs here refer to Manageability Endpoints that are specific to only one resource.  EPRs reference the Manageability Provider for one particular resource.  

· 3.  from one manageability endpoint to other manageability endpoints of the same resource (to discover all the manageability capabilities offered), including endpoints from the same and different manageability providers

· 4.  from several manageability endpoints to the realization that they manage the same resource.  Discussion of whether ResourceID helps – if they are both the same, you know it is the same resource.  

· 5.  discovering to what extend optional management capabilities are supported by a manageability endpoint.  Will the WSDL be enough?  Is it complete and sufficient?  It may be in the WSDL, but not supported.  

· 6.  identifying a "management" WSDL, a "management" EPR.  Discussed using markers of some sort.  Right now, if the WSDL has MUWS Identity, it is WSDM.  Action item on WSRF – can't tell that this operation is the one defined in the WSDL – they don't have QNames.

· 7.  from the manageability endpoint of one resource to manageability endpoints of other related resources.  Relationships.  Following the tree may be one way.

· 8.  from management repository / registry which contain pointers to Manageability Endpoints to a specific EPR.  Interoperable registries for management. 

· 9.  "hello world" multicast (like WS-Discovery)?  Using UDP broadcasts for local network discovery.  

· I could list more but we would then start to collide with the metadata work.

· Discussion.

· Which ones are important and which ones are doable?  

· Exploring relationships is both important and doable.  

· Going from Manageability WSDL to the appropriate EPRs. 

· If you use a Registry, how do you indicate the WSDL, EPR, whatever is WSDM management?  This is important and doable.   

· Should we define a Resource Registry for WSDM?  

· Have Web Services that provide manageability for resources.

· Each different resource has some sort of identifier (EPR, etc.).

· UDDI exists for Registry.  Service Group may work as a Registry.  

· Define mechanism to register a Resource when it is Deployed in a WSEE?

· Fred noted that there is a proposal in the UDDI committee about a standard way for Web Services to advertise high level management information in UDDI.  They could come up with a mechanism, and WSDM could come up with the data elements.  AI on Fred to report back on this effort.  

· If a Resource advertises itself, this extends the scope of WSDM, need to be careful.  But if the industry is going this way, can make use of it.  

· Homayoun mentioned that there may be other ways, such as pointers to documents.  

· Mentioned that UDDI may not scale to hundreds of thousands, and may not be able to store EPRs.  

· Mentioned that Service Group does address storing EPRs.  AI on Tom Maguire to report on how Service Group could be used as an EPR registry.

· AI on William to flesh out 1-3 above.  WSDL to EPR – suggest an operation that returns all the EPRs for that Manageability Provider.  Heather suggested we put that as a requirement on WS-RF.  William thought maybe requirements on WS-Addressing, but no one there to assign it to, so we could assign 1 and 2 to WS-RF.  

· Discussion on higher level Use Cases.  Like Manager wants to find all the Resources out there that are manageable.  Manager discovers WSDM WSDLs and wants something.  Consumer of manageability wants to manage a specific printer - 4th floor, room 101 – has to discover the EPR.  

· Noted that some UDDI developers looking to handle 10s to 100s of thousands.  So maybe UDDI may provide references to other items, like Service Groups.  

· What about Collections?  Could have one for each Manageability Provider that manages multiple manageable resources.  Then you don't have to do anything extra to find EPRs.     

· Service Group allows you to specify properties among the members – like they all have a MUWS Identity.  

· Use case – want to find all storage devices with 20 GB available/free.  

· Noted that UDDI is a fixed structure, the only variable is TModels. Businesses are comprised of Services, which are comprised of Binding Templates.

· Heather proposed we all read the Service Group specification submitted to WS-RF.  

· Discussion of taxonomies or classifications and their use in UDDI or other Registries.  Do we need to point to any?  The Manageability Interface does not allow you to work out what the Resource is.  If you can introspect the Functional WSDL, that can help.  AI on Nick and Mike from IBM to research this.  

· Can also certainly propose solutions before we pass on to WS-RF.  AI on William to write up possibilities for 1 and 2 for submission to WS-RF.  

· AI on William to write up 3 above.

· 7 is Relationships, so AI on Heather and Igor to address.  

· 4. is Identity and Correlatable Names.  Can link to the Correlatable Names discussion, when it is there.  Certainly a relationship there.  

· 6. AI on Heather to start or find someone in IBM to work on.

· Next week.

· Need to start the Notification discussion.

· Final report on F2F.

END OF MEETING.

