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Abstract: 

This contribution is intended to allow to progess an e-mail discussion started on the reflector on the use of inheritance in he Solution Sets.

Transcript of the E-Mail Discussion

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear colleagues,

at SA5#33bis Telcordia submitted CRs to 32.623, 32.633, 32.643 and 32.653 (S5-036470, S5-036471, S5-036472, S5-036473) to correct the inheritance of the functional managed objects (RncFunction, NodeBFunction,...).

On IS level the functional objects inherit from ManagedFunction, however in the CORBA SS they inherit from Top (or nothing). The CRs mentioned above provide the required IDL changes so that the functional managed objects inherit also on SS level from ManagedFunction. According to my notes these CRs were agreed in principle, but not approved since similar CRs for Rel-4 were deemed necessary.

However, we discussed the issue on several occasions again last meeting. There some opinions were expressed that inheritance defined at IS level should not be reflected at the SS level. One argument provided was that this introduces linkages between different Solution Sets, e. g. if ManagedFunction is changed in 32.623 (and the version number is incremented accordingly) also the version numbers of 32.633, 32.643 and 32.653 have to be incremented, though the specs are actually not changed.

What about our agreement regarding the Telcordia CRs? Did I miss someting? Is there a common SA5 view on this issue or do we still need some discussion ? Thanks a lot for providing me your view on this.

Best regards

Olaf Pollakowski
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-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear colleagues,

    What Olaf said is an interesting problem.Though if ManagedFunction is changed,his son object may be changed(though the specs are actually not changed).In my opinion,this change is necessary.

Generally,it is careful to change a father object.

And if the IS level association is not reflected to SS level.Let's think this problem.For example,we need add an attribute to the son object and the attribute is necessary to all the son object of ManagedFunction.It is clear to add the attribute to father object(ManagedFunction).This is one adventage of using inheritance.So I think it is not a good way inheritance defined at IS level should not be reflected at the SS level.If do so,inheritance is alse not neccessary.So It is important to when change the ManagedFunction and why change the ManagedFunction.It is not to say we can't change some.

Best regards，
Wu Heng
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