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Document Summary:
This contribution requests the following updates to the Configuration Management Integration Reference Point CORBA Solution Set document:

1. Adding #pragma statement.

2. Changing of Notify Topology Change from an Extended Event Type to an Event Type.

3. Clarification of NV pairs name.

4. Miscellaneous comments
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2. PROPOSALS

This document proposes a number of suggested updates to TS 32.106-6 Configuration Management IRP CORBA Solution Set [10].

2.1 Pragma Statement

CORBA IDL defines an IDL compiler pragma statement that may be used to define a unique prefix to the module identifiers when they are registered in the CORBA interface repository (a central directory of interface information used by CORBA ORBs).

Lucent Technologies recommends the following be added to reference [10] at the beginning of Annex A (following the #include statements) according to OMG style guidelines:

#pragma prefix “3gpp.org”
2.2 Notify Topology Change Comments

Reference [22] defines Type Name (i.e., Event Type) and Event Name (i.e., Extended Event Type) as follows:

The type_name field contains a string which identifies the type of event contained within a given Structured Event. This name should be unique among all event types defined within a given vertical domain, which is identified by the domain_name field.
The event_name field contains a string which names a specific instance of Structured Event. This name is not interpreted by any component of the Notification Service, and thus the semantics associated with it can be defined by end-users of the service. This field can be used, for instance, to associate names with individual Structured Events which can be used to uniquely identify an instance of a particular type of Structured Event within a given installation of the Notification Service.

This means that the Extended Event Type (i.e., OMG Notification Service Event Name) is a subtype of the Event Type (i.e., OMG Notification Service Type Name).

Clause 6.2.3.6 of reference [10] states the following:

This notification is intended to indicate large changes of a MIB (or portions of it) where it is unnecessary (and very resource consuming) to send individual notifications for each created, deleted and/or changed Managed Object. The IRPManager is requested to perform a synchronization of the MIB through a getTopology and subsequent getMO operations.

It is clear that notifyTopologyChange notification is not an Object Creation, Object Deletion, Attribute Value Change (not referring to an accessible attribute) or Relationship Change (not referring to a Relationship Change Definition) notification. The notifyTopologyChange notification should be a unique notification.

Lucent Technologies recommends that the following changes be made to Table12 of clause 7 eventType in reference [11]:

It shall indicate one of the following defined semantics: 

OBJECT_CREATION
OBJECT_DELETION
ATTRIBUTE_VALUE_CHANGE
RELATIONSHIP_CHANGE

TOPOLOGY_CHANGE

It is a string. It is assumed that the types are defined in module CommonIRPConstDefs in Notification IRP IDL [7]
Lucent Technologies recommends that the following changes be made to Table12 of clause 7 extendedEventType in reference [11]:

The value for this attribute is an empty string.

2.3 Attribute Name Value

Reference [7] uses a different name representation than what is listed in reference [10] clause 7 Table 12. As an example, the name of NV pair for notificationId should be NotificationIRPConstDefs::NV_NOTIFICATION_ID instead of notificationId.

Lucent Technologies recommends that reference [10] clause 7 Table 12 be updated to use the strings defined in reference [7] Appendix A.
2.4 Miscellaneous

1. Need to define the constants for the Filterable Body Fields names.

2. Need to define the constants for the Event Types.

3. Need to define the IDL for the managed object classes. It is recommended that the managed object names don’t conflict with ITU-T X.721 [19] or ITU-T M.3100 [18] managed object names.

4. Need to define the naming rules for the attribute names contained in MOAttribute.

5. Need to define what notifications are supported by which managed objects.

6. Either associationChangeSeq or MOassociationChangeSeq should be used.

7. Either attributeValueChangeSeq or MOAttributeChangeSeq should be used.

8. Need to define an enum for source indicator.

9. Need to define the constants for associations relationType and toOtherMORole parameters.

10. Missing the setDNPrefix operation.

11. Annex B – Use “in SearchControl searchControl” instead of “in SearchControl scope”, since more than scope is included in SearchControl.

12. Need to specify the rules associated with cleaning up the results of an old iterator. When an operation is performed, the IRPAgent must store all of the results that have not been already returned, since the items may have changed between the original call and the get_next_elements call. Under what circumstances can an iterator (and its associated results data) be deleted?

13. The procedures for using iterators needs to be the same between the Alarm IRP [3] and the Configuration Management IRP [10]. Currently, the Alarm IRP uses an interface with a next_alarmInformations method and the Configuration Management IRP uses a valuetype with a get_next_elements method.

14. Need to define all the parameters of SearchControl in each of the operations.

15. Change the name of get_basic_cm_irp_version to get_basicCm_IRP_version to match the methods supported in Alarm IRP [3] and Notification IRP 

16. The get_basicCm_IRP_version method and exceptions needs to match those used with get_notitifcation_IRP_version [7] and get_alarm_IRP_version [3].

17. Clause 6.4 – “show the mapping” listed twice.

18. If the changes to Notification IRP [9] discussed in reference [15] on the addition of the Additional Text parameter to notifications are agreed upon, then Additional Text would need to be added to notifications in reference [10].

19. Need to define the rules associated with sub-classing managed objects (if allowed at all).
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