CGS/DAMED/NM joint meeting, October 16, 2002

Lead by Brian Tierney, Larry Flon, Dan Gunter, James Magowan, (Jennifer Schopf – notes)

(please note that all ggf IP and copy right rules apply to this discussion)


What mailing list will be used?


Perf area mailing list – although these notes and brian’s 2 slides will go to all 4 (damed-wg, cgs-wg, perf, gis) (nm-wg uses perf)

(brian’s 2 slides showing what groups are)

Q - Do CIM schema cover all of damed info?


Brian - no

Suggestion – take data from damed and NM and push it through DMTF


Host events are probably already covered


Network events are not already covered


Unclear about others (application events)

Suggestion – form two groups – one for host events one for application events – and have them cim-ize the data from damed with goal of pushing it through dmtf 

Q – are network schema from perspective of host or perspective of looking down on hosts from a set of hosts? Where would this sit CIM space?


A- bruce lowecamp – there’s a defined “network entity” which is a host or a path (usu. between 2 hosts), and then characteristics are defined to describe characteristics about this entity. Not clear to NM folks how this would be described in the CIM world.


A – larry flon - maybe cim isn’t useful to describe this piece

Process check – what are the goals – interoperability and communication between systems

Q – how do you see these groups interacting?

A – larry flon – modeling is fine, how the data expressed in a model is something else. Creating a representation of the model – mof vs xml vs others – is an open question

Q – brian Tierney – is there a volunteer to map the NM info into MOF?


A – joshi – this would be very useful


A – that’s different from volunteering


A – larry – CGS is the place where the creation of CIM schema is taking place.

A – jms – no, they’re not, they’re only looking at job submission info, wg – one task, CGS charter is JSIM, not NM


A – larry – there should only be one DMTF interface


A – james – you’re not disagreeing, there’s a task and then there are the people who do the work


A – Tom Roney – there may need to be a GGF representative to DMTF so facilitate this, and not have it be the WG folks at all

Brian – there sounds like there’s agreement that mapping NM stuff into cim schema (after NM group finishes) would be a good idea

Dan – there are actually 2 steps – come up with a schema, and then come up with a cim schema

Someoneelse- NM group isn’t finished – it’s only a framework, and needs to be fleshed out

Warren – how are we defining schemas? What language what model?

Larry – depends on the group

Warren – this is accurate but not sufficient, we need different schemas for different reasons 

James – so is the needed piece the common thing to exchange them – which is what damed was trying to do

Brian – seems like some subset of UML is becoming more common

Popping back up – 

Dan – what do you mean by fleshed out? 

Brian – NM group needs to add the attributes to the document (perhaps not all, but most common for sure)

Bruce – we’d need to extend the charter slightly to have the attributes piece added in, but this shouldn’t be hard

Brian – ok, nw is good – what about application events – is an application still running, heartbeats, aggregation info, etc. damed tried to be general

Dan – this sounds interesting to me

Jms – there was a group that almost formed to look at this, dennis gannon would know the info

Tom Roney – what info are you looking for?

Dan/Brian – Full-blown instrumentation perhaps, not defined, eg. “grid ftp transfer started/ended” (Maybe no one’s interested in this now – no one spoke up too much)

Brian – would be good to have official cim liaison into NM group, and vice versa

Someone else – in cim docs it tells you not to represent path info, don’t put whole world into one object

Bruce – there are a number of valid solutions out there, obviously cim hasn’t really thought about it yet, just a question of once we have an existing description how do we incorporate this into existing technology

Brain – an additional comment: I think its too soon to start mapping the NM stuff to CIM, but it would be great if a CIM "expert" started following the nm-wg list, so that when we are ready, we can start working with the CIM group to do this. (hopefully in about 6 months)

Conclusion according to brian – damed group is basically done (they’ll finish their doc), 

Damed nw folks will join the NM group, which will flesh out their data into full schema. Once this is done, they’ll talk with the CGS folks and go from there.

