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DN (Distringuished Name) is being used very frequently in all NRMs in implementing associations between different MOs (Managed Objects). How shall DNs be applied to associate MOs managed by different element managers (IRP Agents)? There are basically two answers to this question:

1. DN shall be used in the sense of absolute DN (full prefix + RDN), i.e. the DN of a MO is universally defined. This ensures the common understanding among all element managers and avoids any conflict and inconsistency. This strategy simplifies all NRMs significantly. All MOs can be treated as if they are managed by a single element manager. But this strategy is very difficulty to apply in a multi-vendor environment and make it almost impossible to change the DN of a MO. The RG WT08 of SA5 #27 agreed not to use this strategy.

2. DN shall be used in the sense of relational DN (RDN). All associations between MOs are only valid in the management scope of a single element manager. When associations are required between MOs managed by different element managers proxy MOs must be introduced (like externalRncFuntion in CN NRM). It is a task of NMSs or operators to keep the consistency between a MO managed by an element manager and its proxy managed by another element manager. This strategy fits very well into the multi-vendor environment and makes it much easier to change the DN of a MO. The drawback is the need of various proxy MOCs. The RG WT08 of SA5 #27 agreed to use this strategy in all NRMs.

Siemens was entrusted by RG WT08 to make this contribution to RG C1 suggesting adding a corresponding requirement in 32.600.

