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Proposed Changes to Living List document resulting from the FMH Meeting of December 8th
In the FMH meeting of December 8th, the TIP RAM team was in action to provide revisions for 2 document sections.

Revised text is attached below. No changes were made in the 3GGP SA5 sections. 
	1st Modified Section


3.1.4
Settable alarm fields  

Description: 

The TIP RAM team considers that an alarm is a combination of information coming from the element (perceived severity, specific problem, proposed repair actions, additional text, backup status + object, alarm escalation) and management information (service affecting, potential root cause indication). 
In the Standard profile used as reference for comparison, the information coming from the element is be settable by the client, but the management information, i.e. the 2 attributes: service affecting and potential root cause indication, is settable by the client. 

For the Enhanced profile, TIP RAM allows 9 alarm attributes to be set by the client: perceived severity, specific problem, proposed repair actions, additionalText, backup status + object, alarm escalation, service affecting, potential root cause indication.

Note that at the beginning of the harmonization exercise, TIP RAM was considering making all 9 alarm attributes above settable and the list was reduced to the 2 management information attributes following the FM Harmonization discussion for better semantic alignment.
SA5 approach:

Suppose a node is “in testing” or “its full capacity will support 0.5 % traffic of an VIP-customer”. The “settable alarm fields” capability would allows an IRPManager to configure such node to report alarm with severity level to minor even when the node capacity is reduced to 2 % of its planned capacity.

Our analysis concludes the provision of such capability is not useful, if not harmful. Our conclusion is that the level of perceived severity should reflect the view point of the alarmed node, e.g. reflect the severity of capacity degradation with respect to its planned capacity.

The above comments are applicable to other settable alarm fields listed in the first paragraph of 3.1.4.

It should be noted that SA5, in its TR for Alarm Correlation, have identified the need to add new attributes whose values are settable by IRPManager. These settable attributes would reflect the view of the IRPManager while the ‘traditional’ attributes remained not-settable-by-IRPManager and would remain to reflect the view of the alarmed node.
	Next Modified Section


4.3.1
Group/Ungroup directives

Description: 

TIP_RAM_IA defines in the Enhanced profile 2 directives groupResourceAlarms and ungroupResourceAlarms to manipulate parent/underlying alarm association. These 2 directives are not present in the Standard profile. 
These 2 directives are related to the OSS-to-OSS scenario (see section 2.1) and are only present in the Enhanced profile. As such, they are out of the scope of the harmonization that is based on TIP_RAM_IA Standard profile. 

At the beginning of the harmonization exercise, TIP_RAM was not including the Enhanced profile and those directives were part of the comparison scope. This was changed for better semantic alignment. 
Because there is no requirement, SA5 does not support a standard interface between its defined Alarm management system and its defined alarm correlation function. SA5 considers the correlation function is an additional, non-mandatory capability or function within the defined Alarm management system. Internal interfaces among functions of Alarm management system are not ‘externalized’ (or standardized).

See also SA5 comments on 3.3.3, as well as 2.1.
	End of Modifications


