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Other information:
-- 

· In the current Notification IRP IS the parameter notificationCategory of the operation subscribe is defined as below:

notification Category
Input, O
It identifies one category of notification.  Each IRP document, such as Alarm IRP [1], defines one category of notification.  

If the parameter is absent or its value is NULL, System shall consider Manager is subscribing to all notification categories supported by System.  

Siemens suggests to change this definition as following

notification Categories
Input, O
It identifies one or more categories of notifications.  Each IRP document, such as Alarm IRP [1], defines one category of notification.  

If the parameter is absent or its value is NULL, System shall consider Manager is subscribing to all notification categories supported by System.  

To restrict an IRP-Manager to subscribe to an IRP-Agent for only one notification category at a time is very unreasonable and inefficient, at least for CMIP solution sets. Our studies shows that it is almost impossible to use a same EFD to implement more than one subscription. To oblige an IRP-Manager to make more subscriptions means the related IRP-Agents must manage more EFDs. To remove this restriction will improve efficiency and performance in both IRP-Managers and IRP-Agents.

If the current CORBA solution set is designed based on this restriction, the restriction may be described and applied only in 32.106-3.

· The current definition of “notification categories” is:

“It identifies one category of notification.  Each IRP document, such as Alarm IRP [1], specifies the use of a set of eventTypes and extendedEventTypes.  Each set corresponds to one category of notification.”

The following points must be clarified and as result the definition itself could be changed.

a. why is it significant to allow different notification categories to contain some same event types and extended event types?

b. why is it reasonable to allow different IRPs to define some same event types and extended event types in different ways?

c. if different IRPs define a same event type in different way, what kinds of relations may or must exist among these different definitions? i.e. how different the different definitions of a same event type can be?

If all these are to forbid, it must be specified clearly and explicitly!

