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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

None 

1.2 Documents for Information to SA

None 

1.3 Documents to be withdrawn

None 

1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

None 

2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (WT48): 
25 % (previously 10%)
Summary of progress: 
Draft requirements were discussed and intention was agreed. Text of requirements needs rewording and extension. 


Draft Information Service was discussed. General approach (specify individual rules, not a rule grammar) was agreed.

Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements need to be updated, Information Service needs additions.
3 Minutes

The session was held on 31st of August 2005, 2nd half of 3rd and 1st half of 4th quarter.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-056527
	Draft requirements for Advanced Alarming on Itf-N, Version 0.0.2

The proposal to put advanced alarming into an own IRP was not challenged.

Q: When is an alarm “not significant” ? 
A: The definition of significance is done by the manager by choosing one or several rule in the IS.
This needs to be stated more clearly.

Comment: The significance may depend on alarmtype, environment, time of day …

It was requested and agreed to add a statement to the requirements, that the request mentioned in the requirements only affects the issuing IRP manager.
At some places a clearer English is needed, e.g. “enabled to request” is misunderstandable.

Q: Does the advanced alarming have impact on the content of alarm notifications? 
A: It is not intended to change the content. 
Group’s agreement: Content of notifications will not change.

Ericsson’s proposal to combine requirements 1.1 and 1.2 into one related to alarm notifications was agreed.

Q: Is it intended that a manager uses one of the rules or defines own rules. 
A: The first.

Conclusion: Requirements shall incorporate these comments and agreements.
	Siemens

	S5-056528
	Draft Information Service for Advanced Alarming on Itf-N, Version 0.0.1

Q: Shall a rule grammar or actual rules be specified? A rule grammer could be very complex.
After intensive discussion the group reached the following 
agreement: 
Specific rules shall be defined, plus one rule with an container to allow vendor specific rules. The whole advanced alarming module is optional, individual rules too. The current rules are accepted as useful, additional ones might be added.

Q: How about having one operation indication the number of the rule to be applied and its parameters? 
A: Current approach with one operation for each rule seams simpler.

Comment: Imagine that before setting a rule there is an alarm. After setting the rule it is cleared, but the rule prohibits the clearing notification. The manager is responsible to handle this 
himself. 
The currently proposed rules probably do not produce such situations, but a detailed analysis has not been done yet.

Threshold rule: 
Q: Will there be an indication in the first reported alarm, that others have been supressed. 
A: No, because the content shall not be changed. The supressed alarms are anyway logged.

Q: What if there is are instances to which several rules shall apply? Clearing of a rule might also result in such an intersection. Is a message foreseen what currently is applied?
A: For further study.

Q: Will advanced alarming affect alarm list or log? 
A: No.

It was proposed to define maximum values for the time parameters. This is not the current practice at SA5, but could be done.

Q: Is the input parameter managerReference the same as in notification subscription? 
A: Yes.

It has to be clarified what happens if an unsubscribed manager requests a rule.

Ericsson regards as one aspect of advanced alarming to enrich the data of an alarm by adding information about the involved scenario, other notifications etc. Contributions are expected.

Conclusion: All companies are invited to add additional useful rules to the IS. Changes to the IS are needed to reflect the above mentioned agreements.
	Siemens


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	42bis.1
	Update Requirements 
	Rel-7
	Siemens
	Closed
	SA5#43

	42bis.2
	Draft Information Service
	Rel-7
	Siemens
	Closed
	SA5#43

	43.1
	Update Requirements based on comments at SA5#43
	Rel-7
	Siemens
	Open
	SA5#44

	43.2
	Contribute further additional rules 
	Rel-7
	All
	Open
	SA5#44

	43.3
	Add “free-form” rule for vendor-specific advanced alarming
	Rel-7
	Siemens
	Open
	SA5#44


5 Participant list

	Attendee name
	Company

	Clemens Suerbaum
	Siemens

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson

	Xuejun Li
	Ericsson

	Yang Li
	Huawei

	Mikael Rutanen
	Nokia

	Suzele Lariven
	Nortel

	Habib Nouira
	Alcatel

	John Islip
	Lucent

	Xuelong Wang
	CATT
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