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1
Outcome of brainstorming sessions during TP#4
1.1
Target use of Release 1
· Release 1 needs to be useful
meaning a minimal deployable solution (first package of oneM2M documents)
· Release 1 shall provide basic functions for all verticals and be extensible
1.2
Requirements for building Release 1
· stable (stable interfaces) for application development
· scalable and providing backward compatibility
· operate on existing commercially deployed networks,
not on networks we expect in the future
· simple, be as close to plug and play as possible
· be secure, cost effective, with good performance
· work on existing commercial vertical solutions,
may select a vertical as reference case or
target verticals which can implement Release 1
· only has functions being of interest to all/many verticals
· support existing devices/products
· scope for highest perceived value

1.3
Forming the package
Basic functionality (first set of requirements, establish a kind of baseline followed by further releases)
enough to convince industry that it is better to use the standards than not

Shall we classify into “must have”, “shall have”, and “nice to have”?

How would we handle gateways in different domains – is this a topic for Release 1.0?

· Single vs. multiple domain solution
· Management

· Security
· Maybe concentrate on features that do not exist today such as content sharing

· Making just specifications is not enough, we need to make a package that will make life easy for those who want to deploy including a high level description of Release 1, reference design, guidelines, etc.
· Abstraction with Continua and build on the proposals from Cisco to make a package to facilitate implementation

2
Outcome of email discussions and other contributions

2.1
Contribution to WG ARC by Huawei
oneM2M-ARC-2013-0240R01-Way_forward_for_OneM2M_ARC.doc
Proposal for oneM2M ARC to define and focus on a basic set of requirements due to the time limitation till Release 1
This document was noted during TP#4 WG ARC sessions with the remark, that this might be a TP issue
Highlights from the contribution:
· SFMs be designed based on a  “top-down” approach for a set of agreed priority and be closely mapped to the agreed requirements
· It is proposed for oneM2M to define a basic set of requirements considering the time limitation of Release 1 of the architecture
· It is proposed for oneM2M to define a basic set according to one of the methods or combination of the methods:
1. Based on selected deployment scenarios
Basic set of the requirements is defined based on
- General requirements (independent of deployment scenarios)
   e.g. Naming, numbering and addressing, Data store and forward,
   Device management, Interworking with underlying network,
   Security
- Basic requirements related to deployment scenarios
   e.g. sleeping device management, not-always-online connectivity 
   management
2. Based on weighted requirements
Method mentioned in oneM2M-ARC-2012-0007R02 by Cisco (see 2.2)
List all requirements and divide them into three levels: high, medium and low. Each partner assigns a priority level to every requirement.
3. Based on the selected “verticals”
Choose one or two key “verticals”, which oneM2M wants to support at Release 1 from eHealth, Home Gateway, ITS, Metering, etc. 
The basic set can be defined according to the requirements of the selected verticals.
2.2
Contribution to WG ARC by Cisco

oneM2M-ARC-2012-0007R02-Common_Service_Layer_requirements_and_functional_elements.doc
Proposal for oneM2M ARC to define and focus on a basic set of requirements due to the time limitation till Release 1
This document was noted during TP#2 WG ARC sessions.
Highlights from the contribution:
· Cisco has been participating in the ATIS M2M Focus Group, and the ATIS M2M Committee. The work of these groups included a survey of vertical segments including Connected Vehicle, Smart Grid, eHealth, and Connected Home. There were many common features/functionalities studied in order to offer suggestions that would be mutually beneficial for the verticals as well as the ICT entities across the technology spectrum of service/application delivery and implementation. Ultimately, these common features/functionalities were the basis of an output document that included a list of these features/functionalities across the above mentioned vertical segments; a description of their functions; and a suggested framework (Common M2M Service Layer) for network wide implementation of a broad spectrum of vertical services and applications.
2.3
Email discussion on requirements prioritization
Between 7th and 13th May an email discussion on requirements prioritization took place. Participants: Laurent Laporte, Enrico Scarrone, Philip Jacobs, Jason Yin, Markus Brunner, and Shingo Fujimoto
Highlights from the discussion:
· term “minimal deployment”: judgment what is a minimal, we should admit that everything can go just fine with applications interacting with underlying network or connection layer directly
· joint task: prioritization of requirements and defining the minimally deployable solution
· minimize the effort and the discussion length on this
· Request from Working Group 2 for a prioritization of requirements for Release 1
· no prioritization before having a stable architecture, before a prioritization of requirements we have to know the impacts of them
· exact scope and the criteria of the prioritization needed
· define impact of the prioritization
- important requirement that will be too complex
- low priority requirements that will come almost for free in the
  architecture
- a lot of requirements that will be not supported explicitly in the
  architecture, but that will be enabled by the solution
· requirements document needed which
either has to have the requirements for Release 1 listed and no other ones
or contain all agreed requirements with an indication of which release is targeted

3
Definition of Release 1 (to be proposed to TP by WPM)
Note: to be filled with content during the meeting(s)
3.1
Method for defining Release 1

3.2
List of functionalities

3.3
List of documents
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