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Recommendation Q.816

CORBA-Based TMN Services
(2001)

1 Scope

The TMN architecture defined in Recommendation M.3010 — 2000 introduces concepts
from distributed processing and includes the use of multiple management protocols. The
initial TMN interface specifications for intra- and inter-administration interfaces were
developed using the Guidelines for the Definition of Managed Objects (GDMO) notation
from OSI Systems Management with Common Management Information Protocol
(CMIP) asthe protocol. The inter-administration interface (X) included both CMIP and
CORBA GIOP/I1OP as possible choices at the application layer.

CORBA, adistributed processing technology, is being considered for usein the TMN
communication architecture primarily due to its acceptance by the Information
Technology industry. This acceptance is expected to enhance the availability of
CORBA -based interfaces due to better development tools and wide-spread expertisein
developing CORBA-based interfaces. Thistechnology, developed by the Object
Management Group (OMG), is aso being considered by multiple industries.
Specifications using this technology provide support for standard application
programming interfaces (APIs) and language bindings to programming languages, and
they also facilitate software portability. Theinteroperability solutions offered by the
object request broker combined with the inter-ORB protocols address interoperability
between client and server. While CMIP and information models provide solutions for
interoperability between manager and agent systems, CORBA defines inter-object
interactions where the objects may be distributed.

1.1 Purpose

Severa groups are devel oping network management specifications that use CORBA
modeling techniques with IDL as the notation along with CORBA services. The scope of
this standard is to define protocol requirements and common services suitable for usein
the specification of interoperable CORBA-based network management interfaces.
Previous standards for CORBA -based network management interfaces have mainly
focused on TMN “X” interfaces, which are interfaces between administrations (carriers).
The demands placed on these interfaces are different from those used “inside” an
administration, “Q” interfaces. The scope of this Recommendation covers all interfaces
in the TMN where CORBA may be used. It is expected that not al capabilities and
services defined here arerequired in all TMN interfaces. Thisimplies that the framework

1



ITU-T Recommendation Q.816 DRAFT

can be used for interfaces between management systems at all levels of abstractions (inter
and intra-administration) as well as between management systems and network elements.

This Recommendation is intended for use by various groups specifying network
management interfaces. A number of factors are considered: the version of CORBA to
use, the set of CORBA Common Object Services employed, and additional services.
This Recommendation, along with the object modeling guidelines defined in ITU-T Rec.
X.780 form aframework for CORBA-based TMN interfaces. Use of acommon
framework on telecommuni cations management interfaces has several advantages. Some
examples are: facilitating reuse of models that are devel oped to meet the generic
requirements of telecommunications; profiling CORBA services for use by the
telecommunications industry; easing the definition of new servicesfor TMN, reusing the
semantics of the existing rich set of models; and harmonizing the modeling approach
across groups using a single source similar to Recommendations X.720, 721 and 722 for
CMIP. Re-using acommon framework and generic information model for a variety of
network technologies and network management applications will speed the introduction
of new network services while keeping network management system development costs
down.

The telecommunications industry has invested a great deal of time and energy in the
development of information models for the CMIP network management protocol. A
primary goal of thisframework is the re-use of these information models by enabling
their translation to CORBA Interface Definition Language (IDL) with little changein
semantics (see Recommendation X.780). Asaresult, initial IDL information models are
expected to be derived from CMIP models.

In addition to taking advantage of CMIP information models, another purpose of the
framework isto take advantage of CORBA. The framework |leverages the functions
defined in the CORBA specifications, including a set of Common Object Services. Also,
the framework tries to re-use CORBA approaches and design patterns wherever they fit.
Finally, while re-using existing models isimportant, it is equally important that the
framework support the development of new models. This framework does not require a
GDMO model to be developed prior to the development of an IDL model. In fact,
developing anew IDL information model for use within this framework is
straightforward and guidelines for doing so are provided.

1.2 Application

As CORBA isintroduced in TMN, different scenarios are possible that range from the
use of gateways performing trand ations between systems using different network
management protocols to cases where CORBA is natively supported by the
communicating systems. The application of this framework is intended for scenarios
where both the managed system and the managing system provide CORBA interfaces.

The framework does not address other inter-working scenarios requiring “gateway”
systems where protocol and information model conversions are necessary for achieving
interoperability. In particular, this framework is not specifically designed to support the
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construction of gateways between CORBA and CMIP network management applications
even though the semantics of the existing models are retained by this framework. A
management system, however, might have to support multiple protocols, to inter-work in
different environments.

A gateway approach has already been developed and standardized by the Joint Inter-
Domain Management (JIDM) group. This gateway approach provides a one-to-one
mapping of all constructs and capabilities available with CMIP and GDMO. However,
many of the CORBA services and capabilities are not reused by this approach because
the problem solved is to facilitate inter-working with systems that have been deployed
using CMIP. In contrast, the problem domain for applying this framework isto support
standards-based native CORBA network management interfaces. Such an approach takes
advantage of the benefits offered by CORBA as a technology used by multiple industries.

ITU-T Recommendation X.780[Z]] accompanies this Recommendation and defines object |
modeling guidelines, superclasses for all managed objects and managed object factories

for use with this framework, and a standard set of notifications. Together, X.780 and this
Recommendation define a framework for CORBA-based TMN interfaces. Also, ITU-T
Recommendation M.3120[30]| provides a CORBA IDL version of the generic network |
information model originally defined in Recommendation M.3100. The IDL version
follows the object modeling guidelinesin X.780 and is designed to fit with the services
defined here.

1.3 Document Roadmap
This document has the following structure:

Section 1. Introduction, document roadmap, updates, and list of issues.

Section 2. References.

Section 3. Definitions of terms and abbreviations used throughout the rest of the
document.

Section 4. Requirements for the TMN CORBA-based services. These are the
design goals the services must meet.

Section 5. CORBA ORB and Service version requirements. Also providedisan
overview of the services.

Section 6. Requirements on the use of CORBA Common Object Services for
network management interfaces.

Section 7. Definition of TMN-specific support services. IDL interfaces for the
support services are defined in Annex A.

Section 8. Compliance and conformance guidelines.

Annex A. TMN-specific support service IDL.

Appendix A. Interworking Scenarios Between Models Using ITU Framework and
ADSL/ATMF Compliant Models
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1.4 Document Conventions

A few conventions are followed in this document to make the reader aware of the
purpose of the text. While most of the document is normative, paragraphs succinctly
stating mandatory requirements to be met by a management system (managing and/or
managed) are preceded by a boldface “R” enclosed in parentheses, followed by a short
name indicating the subject of the requirement, and a number. For example:

(R) EXAMPLE-1  Anexample mandatory requirement.

Reguirements that may be optionally implemented by a management system are preceded
by an “O” instead of an “R.” For example:

(O) OPTION-1 An example optional requirement.
The requirement statements are used to create compliance and conformance profiles.

Many examples of CORBA IDL areincluded in this document, and IDL specifying the
TMN specific services, and supporting data types, included in a normative annex. The
IDL iswritten in a 9-point courier typeface:

/1 Exanple |IDL
interface foo {

voi d operationl ();
b

Instructions for extracting the IDL from an electronic version of this document and
compiling it are presented in the next section.

1.5 Compiling the IDL

An advantage of using IDL to specify network management interfacesisthat IDL can be
“compiled” into programming code by tools that accompany an ORB. This actually
automates the development of some of the code necessary to enable network management
applications to interoperate. This document has one annex that contains code that
implementers will want to extract and compile. Annex A is normative and should be
used by developers implementing systems that conform with this standard. The IDL in
this document has been checked with two compilersto ensure its correctness. A compiler
supporting the CORBA version specified in Section p.2]must be used.

The annex has been formatted to make it simple to cut and paste it into a plain text file
that may then be compiled. Below are tips on how to do this.

1. Cutting and pasting seems to work better from the Microsoft® Word® version of this
document. Cutting and pasting from the Adobe® Acrobat® file format seemsto
include page headers and footers, which cannot be compiled.

2. All of Annex A, beginning with theline“/* ThisIDL code...” through the end should
be stored in afile named “itut_g816.idl” in adirectory where it will be found by the
IDL compiler.
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3. The headings embedded in the annex need not be removed. They have been
encapsulated in IDL comments and will be ignored by the compiler.

Comments that begin with the special sequence“/**” are recognized by compilers

that convert IDL to HTML. These comments often have special formatting

instructions for these compilers. Those that will be working with the IDL may want

to generate HTML asthe resulting HTML files have links that make for quick

navigation through the files.

5. The annex has been formatted with tab spaces at 8-space intervals and hard line feeds
that should enable ailmost any text editor to work with the text.

2

2.1

References

Normative References

The following ITU-T Recommendations and other references contain provisions which,
through reference in this text, constitute provisions of this Recommendation. At the time
of publication, the editions indicated were valid. All Recommendations and other
references are subject to revision; all users of this Recommendation are therefore
encouraged to investigate the possibility of applying the most recent edition of the
Recommendations and other references listed below. A list of the currently valid ITU-T
Recommendationsis regularly published.

[1]
[2]
[3]
[4]
[5]
[6]
[7]
[8]
[9]

[10]

ITU-T Recommendation X.780, Guidelines for Defining CORBA Managed Objects.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “ The Common Object Request Broker:
Architecture and Specification”, OMG Document formal/99-10-07, Revision 2.3.1,
October, 1999.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “Naming Service Specification”, OMG
Document formal/2000-06-19, Version 1.0, April, 2000.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “Noatification Service Specification”, OMG
Document formal/2000-06-20, Version 1.0, June, 2000.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “Telecom Log Service Specification”,
OMG Document formal/00-01-04, Version 1.0, January, 2000.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “ Security Services Specification”, OMG
Document formal/2000-06-25, Version 1.5, May, 2000.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “ Transaction Service Specification”, OMG
Document formal/2000-06-28, Version 1.1, May, 2000.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “CORBA Messaging,” OMG TC
Document orbos/98-05-05, May, 1998.

The Object Management Group (OMG), “JIDM Interaction Trangdlation,” Edition
4.31, OMG Document telecom/98-10-10, October 1998.

Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF), “The TLS Protocol Version 1.0,” RFC
2246, Version 1.0, January, 1999.
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[11] The Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE), “Information
Technology — Portable Operating System Interface (POSIX) Part 2: Shell and
Utilities,” IEEE/ANSI Standard 1003.2-1992, 1992.

2.2 Additional References

The following standards contain information that was used in the devel opment of this
framework. Asstated in the introduction, a primary design goal of thisframework isto
enable the re-use of existing network management information models, at least without
significant semantic changes. These documents provide many of the details on the ITU-
T’'s CMIP framework, and therefore define some of the functionality the CORBA
framework must support.

[12] ITU-T Recommendation X.703 (1997), Information Technology — Open Distributed
Management Architecture, October, 1997.

[13] ITU-T Recommendation X.710 (1997), Common Management Service Definition
for ITU-T Applications, October, 1997.

[14] ITU-T Recommendation X.711 (1997), Common Management Information
Protocol Specification for ITU-T Applications, October, 1997.

[15] CCITT Recommendation X.720 (1992) | ISO/IEC 10165-1 : 1992, Information
Technology — Open Systems I nter connections — Structure of Management
Information: Management Information Model.

[16] CCITT Recommendation X.721 (1992) | ISO/IEC 10165-2 : 1992, Information
Technology — Open Systems I nter connections — Structure of Management
Information: Definition of Management Information.

[17] CCITT Recommendation X.722 (1992) | ISO/IEC 10165-4 : 1992, Information
Technology — Open Systems I nter connections — Structure of Management
Information: Guidelines for the Definitions of Managed Objects.

[18] ITU-T Recommendation X.711 Cor. 2, Corrigendum 2 to ITU-T Recommendation
X.711, January, 2000.

[19] ITU-T Recommendation X.720 Cor. 1, Corrigendum 1 to CCITT Recommendation
X.720, February, 1994.

[20] ITU-T Recommendation X.721 Cor. 1, Corrigendum 1 to CCITT Recommendation
X.721, February, 1994.

[21] ITU-T Recommendation X.721 Cor. 2, Corrigendum 2 to CCITT Recommendation
X.721, October, 1996.

[22] ITU-T Recommendation X.721 Am. 1, Amendment 1 to CCITT Recommendation
X.721, November, 1995.
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3 Definitions
This section provides definitions for acronyms used throughout the rest of the document.

AMI Asynchronous M essaging Invocation.

AP Application Programming Interface.

ASN.1 Abstract Syntax Notation #1.

ATM Asynchronous Transfer Mode.

AVA Attribute Vaue Assertion.

CMIP Common Management Information Protocol.
CORBA Common Object Request Broker Architecture.
COSs Common Object Services.

DN Distinguished Name.

EMS Element Management System.

FIFO First In, First Out.

GDMO Guidelines for the Definition of Managed Objects.
GIOP General Interoperability Protocol.

HTML Hypertext Markup Language.

ID Identifier.

IDL Interface Definition Language.

|IEEE The Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers.
IETF The Internet Engineering Task Force.

[HOP Internet Interoperability Protocol.

IOR Interoperable Object Reference.

ITU-T International Telecommunication Union — Telecom.
JDM Joint Inter-Domain Management.

MO Managed Object.

MOO Multiple Object Operation.

NE Network Element.
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NMS Network Management System.
OAM&P Operations, Administration, Maintenance, and Provisioning.
ORB Object Request Broker.

OID Object Identifier.

OMG Object Management Group.

oSl Open Systems Interconnection.

PDU Protocol Data Unit.

POA Portable Object Adapter.

POSIX Portable Operating System Interface.
POP Point of Presence.

PM Performance Management.

QoS Quality of Service.

RDN Relative Distinguished Name.

SDH. Synchronous Digital Hierarchy.
SONET Synchronous Optical Network.

SSL Secure Socket Layer.

Tl Time-Independent Invocation.

TLS Transport Layer Security.

TMN Telecommunications Management Network.
TTP Trail Termination Point.

uiD Universal Identifier.

UML Unified Modeling Language.

uTC Universal Time Code.

4 CORBA Based TMN Services Goals and Requirements

This section describes the key goals of the services framework and the requirements that
help the CORBA Based TMN services support these goals. Section 4.1 introduces the
goals of the CORBA framework. Section 4.2 then provides terminology and
requirements. The requirementsin Section 4 are requirements that the framework must
satisfy. They are based on the telecommunications management needs. Sections5, 6, 7,
and 8 then describe a framework that meets these needs and define how to achieve the
requirements of section 4 by using CORBA inacertainway. Therulesin Section 5, 6,
7, and 8 on how to use CORBA also are referred to as requirements.

4.1 Goals

This document sets out to define aframework for defining how interfaces supported by
management systems and network elements should be modeled. Some key goals of the
framework are identified here:

* Application Interoperability
e Common Usage of CORBA Common Object Services
e Information Model Transparency

This section elaborates on these three goals.
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4.1.1 Application Interoperability

A key goal of the TMN architecture, and in particular the information architecture, isto
promote a standard framework for providing interoperability and information exchange
between systems from a diverse set of network management system suppliers.
Interoperability between systems involves many aspects of development. At itslowest
layer, a common communication mechanism must be in place to support acommon
syntax, the establishment of connectivity and the exchange of operation requests/replies
between systems. This aspect of interoperability isinherently supported by the CORBA
specification.

For TMN, thereis the need to provide application interoperability. That is, management
systems from diverse suppliers will be utilized within a single administration's TMN to
support different functions necessary to support management of its networks. To
simplify integration of these various suppliers systems, they must agree on the semantics
of the information being exchanged. Thisis accomplished with the specification of an
information model. Guidelines for the definition of CORBA-based information models
are specified in X.780, but the services defined here must support those guidelines.

4.1.2 Common Usage of CORBA Common Object Services

A second aspect of this framework is the definition of common usage and profiling of the
distributed processing environment of choice. This aspect of the framework should
indicate reasonabl e expectations network management system suppliers may have for one
another. Rather than re-defining the interface capabilities needed to support common
network management functions such as object naming and notification filtering with each
information model, the modeling guidelines in X.780 rely upon a set of support services.
These support services enable the information models to be simpler, and also enhance
interoperability.

In defining these services, special effort will be taken to make use of the CORBA
Common Object Services. Specifically, this Recommendation will address the use of the
CORBA ORB and CORBA Common Object Services (COS) that will impact system
interoperability (i.e., issues involving the use of CORBA within asingle system are
outside the scope of this document). Where network management needs cannot be met
by CORBA COS, additional services will be defined.

4.1.3 Information Model Transparency

If CORBA isused in places within the TMN architecture where existing information
models (e.g., GDMO) are well established, then the framework must support the reuse of
those models without any major changes.

The focus of this Recommendation is on the set of services required to alow the existing
models to be used as they were originally intended with a reasonable amount of
efficiency.
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4.2 Information Modeling Dependencies

As described in the previous section, the explicit modeling of resources that are
manageable across an interface is central to application interoperability. The guidelines
for defining CORBA managed objects detailed in X.780 describe the rules for modeling
manageabl e resources. They also embody several decisions that must be supported by
the TMN CORBA-based services framework. This section summarizes those points.

4.2.1 Access Granularity

CORBA interface granularity refers to the relationship between the resources that are
modeled on an interface and the means by which they are accessed using CORBA.

X.780 uses an instance-grain modeling approach, which means each modeled resourceis
accessible using a unique CORBA object reference, known as an interoperable reference
(IOR). The objects that represent manageabl e resources are called managed objects.

4.2.2 Representation of Containment and Naming

Containment isalogical representation of how modeled resources contain other modeled
resources. Containment has traditionally been a very important relationship in network
management applications because it is a convenient means of identifying the large
number of resources that typically must be managed. X.780 guidelines require that a
unigue name be assigned to each managed object, based in part on the name of the object
that containsit. The TMN CORBA-based services must provide a means to store these
names (and hence the containment relationships they represent) as well as a meansto find
the IOR of an object based on its name.

4.2.3 Object Creation and Deletion

The CORBA ORB does not provide clients with a means to create objects on remote
systems. Instead, typically factory objects are instantiated by remote systems, and these
factory objects provide operations that may be invoked by clients to create objects on the
remote system. For a number of information modeling purposes, X.780 specifiesthat a
factory IDL interface shall be defined for each managed object IDL interfacein an
information model. So, object creation will be model-dependent and is not a good
candidate for aTMN CORBA service. However, a service for managing system seeking
afactory in order to request creation of an object in amanaged system is defined in this
Recommendation.

Object deletion isalso an areain need of support. Often, CORBA objects are deleted by
simply invoking some del ete operation on the object, but thisis not a good approach for
network management applications because of their reliance on containment rel ationships.
Deleting an object that contains other objects has impacts beyond the object being
deleted. Also, as described in the previous section, support is required for storing the
names of managed object instances, and this data must be updated when objects are
deleted. The TMN CORBA services therefore need to provide support for deleting
managed objects in an orderly fashion.

10
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4.3 Scoping and Filtering

The ability to perform complex queries (i.e., GET operations), updates (i.e., SET
operations), and del ete operations on a group of Entities with a single operation request is
avaluable component of TMN. Management systems may have to manage up to 10’
instances of managed objects. Due to the size of the management information base, a
managing system can not efficiently perform ad-hoc queries on individual instances of
Managed Objects (i.e., Entities). Rather, the managing system expects alevel of
intelligence to be supported by the managed system.

The intelligence in the managed system allows the managing system to select a group of
managed entities on which some operation will be performed. Managed entity selection
involves two phases. scoping and filtering. This managed entity selection processis
supported by a service defined later in this Recommendation. This service alowsa
managing system to select a scope of objects to act on (scope is defined through
containment relationships, see Section4.2.2). Once the scope of Entities is determined,
the operation (specified by the scope and filtered request) is performed only on those
Entities which meet criteria defined by afilter.

The use of scoping and filtering in this framework supports:

— Scoped and Filtered get: returns the values (for alist of attributes) from each of the
Entities that meet the scope and filter criteria

— Scoped and Filtered update: replaces an attribute value or adds/removes values
to/from set-valued attributes, in the group of Entities meeting the scope and filter
criteria, to the values specified in the scoped and filtered request. May be used to
update one or multiple attributes in a single object or multiple objects.

— Scoped and Filtered deletion: deletes all Entities that meet the scope and filter
criteria.

4.3.1 Scoping

Scoping entails the identification of the Entities to which afilter isto be applied.
Scoping is applied based on the containment hierarchy as defined in Section The
scope is applied from some base managed entity down to some depth in the containment
tree.

The base entity for the scope is defined as the root of the containment tree from which the
search isto commence. A scoped request must specify the base managed entity of the
scope. The depth of the scoping level can then be specified in one of four manners within
the scoped request:

1. thebase entity.

2. thenth level subordinates of the base entity.

3. thebase entity and al of its subordinates down to and including the nth level.

4. the base entity and all of its subordinates (i.e., the whole subtree).

4.3.2 Filtering

Filters allow for the specification of criteriathat Entities must meet in order to have a
management operation performed. Together with scoping, filtering allows asingle

11
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operation to be performed across multiple managed objects with a single operation
request.

A filter parameter is used to determine whether or not an operation should be performed
on amanaged object. A filter parameter applies atest that is either satisfied or not by a
particular managed object. Thefilter isexpressed in terms of assertions about the
presence or value of certain attributes of the managed object, and it is satisfied if and only
if it evaluatesto TRUE.

4.3.2.1 Attribute Matching Rules

The following matching rules are defined that may be used in attribute value assertions
(AVAS). Theserulesare:

12

Equality: evaluatesto TRUE if and only if the value supplied in the AVA isequal
to the value of the attribute.

For SET valued attributes, the AVA evaluatesto TRUE if and only if the set of
members supplied in the AVA isequal to the set of membersin the attribute.

Greater or equal: evaluatesto TRUE if and only if the value supplied in the AVA
is greater than or equal to the value of the attribute.

For SET valued attributes, the value in the AV A shall contain exactly one member.
The AVA evaluatesto TRUE if and only if that member is greater than or equal to
at least one of the members in the attribute value.

Lessor Equal: evaluatesto TRUE if and only if the value supplied in the AVA is
less than or equal to the value of the attribute.

For SET valued attributes, the value in the AV A shall contain exactly one member.
The AVA evauatesto TRUE if and only if that member islessthan or equal to at
least one of the members in the attribute value.

Present: evaluatesto TRUE if and only if such an attribute is present in the
managed object.

Substrings. evaluatesto TRUE if and only if all of the substrings specified in the
AV A appear in the attribute in the given order without overlapping and separated
from the ends of the attribute value and from one another by zero or more string
elements. In addition, for the AVA to evaluate to TRUE,

— Thefirst element in theinitial substring, if present, shall match the first
element in the attribute value;

— The other substrings, if present, shall appear in the attribute value in the order
that the substrings appear in the AVA; and



DRAFT ITU-T Recommendation Q.816

— Thelast element in the final substring, if present, shall match the last element
in the attribute value.

For SET valued attributes, each valuein the AVA shall contain exactly one
member. The AVA evaluatesto TRUE if and only if there is at least one of the
members of the attribute value in which all of the substrings supplied in the AVA
appear as described above.

(The remaining three matching tests apply to SET valued attributes only)

— subset of: evaluatesto TRUE if and only if all asserted members are present in
the attribute.

— superset of: evaluatesto TRUE if and only if all members of attribute are present
in the attribute value assertion.

— non-null set intersection: evaluatesto TRUE if and only if at least one of the
asserted membersis present in the attribute.

4.4 Notifications

The framework needs to support the ability to:

» Déliver notifications

»  Subscribe for notification types

» Forward notifications to multiple destinations

» Filter notifications

» Uniquely identify the resource that emits the notification

The framework must also support the requirements on notification content, clearing, and
correlation algorithms found in ITU Rec. X.733[28]|and ITU Rec. Q.821[31]}

5 Framework Overview and Protocol Requirements

The previous section outlined the network management functions the framework must
support. This section and the rest of the document provide the details on how the
CORBA Based TMN Services will provide these functions. The aspects of the
framework related to modeling objects are included in Recommendation X.780. First, a
brief overview of the framework is presented, then some basic protocol requirements are
defined.

5.1 Framework Overview

This framework for CORBA-based TMN interfaces is a collection of capabilities. A
central piece of the framework isaset of CORBA Common Object Services. This
framework defines their role in network management interfaces, and defines conventions
for their use. The framework also defines support services that have not been
standardized as CORBA Common Object Services, but are expected to be standard on
network management interfaces conforming to this framework. IDL interfaces for these
services are defined later in Annex A.

13
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To support the software objects representing manageabl e resources, the framework
requires that they implement some common basic capabilities. Therefore, two base
classes are defined in Recommendation X.780 for use in modeling network management
resources. Managed object classes (or object classes) in information models must inherit
and implement a basic set of capabilities from these base classes in order to operate
within this framework. Finally, some rules and conventions are defined for information
modelers devel oping models for use with this framework. These consist of modeling
guidelines, rules for converting GDMO models for CMIP to CORBA IDL definitions,
and IDL styleidioms. All of these are depicted graphically in

Managed Std. GDMO Con-
Object Data to IDL ven-

Factory tions

Superclasses: Managed

/4

Notification
Specifications
| o~

Channel
Finder

Link
Factory Factory
Finder

Notification Telecom Terminator Naming Multiple Object
Service Log Service Service Service Operation Service

Managed
Element

Managed
Element
Factory

Application-
specific Objects

-

CORBA 2.3 ORB

Figure1l. Overview of Framework

The figure shows the framework in gray. In the middle are the application-specific
objects that are supported by the framework. Along the bottom is a box representing the
CORBA ORB. Above that are a number of boxes with names in them representing the
services that compose the framework. (Some aso have icons depicting the databases
they would have to maintain to perform their functions.) Along the top of the figure are
icons representing two superclasses, one for managed objects and one for managed object
factories. Each of the managed objects and managed object factories supported by this
framework must ultimately inherit from these superclasses, respectively. Also shown on

14
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the figure are icons of pages with up-turned corners representing standard object
modeling conventions.

The framework services, represented as boxes with square corners, are defined in this
document. The superclasses, notifications, and object modeling conventions are defined
in ITU-T Recommendation X.780.

5.2 Framework Protocol Requirements

This section defines the versions of the services that are required to support this
framework. CORBA services and protocol specifications are defined by the Object
Management Group (OMG). The table below shows which version of the applicable
OMG specification must be supported to comply with this framework and indicates the
section where detailed requirements are defined for the service. A later version of a
service that includes all the required capabilities of the stated version complies with this
framework.

Service Version Section
ORB 2.3.1[2 b.2
Naming Service 1.0[3] 6.1]
Notification Service 1.0[4 G.2
Telecommunications Logging Service | 1.0[5 6.3
Asynchronous M essaging (determined by client system) 6.4
Security (if required) Either the " Secure |OP protocol”, | B.5]

or "CORBA Security SSL

Interoperability”, as defined in [6]]
Transaction Service 1107

Tablel. CORBA ServiceVersions

The choice of version 2.3.1 for the basic ORB capabilitiesisimportant. CORBA 2.3
includes support for the Portable Object Adapter (POA) aswell as for passing objects by
value. POA isimportant to the framework because it enables implementations based on
this framework to scale up to millions of instantiated objects, a magnitude required for
network management applications. The framework also makes use of value type
inheritance (which supports polymorphism) to retain flexibility but reduce the usage of
CORBA “any” types, which can be inefficient and tedious for programmers.

The Naming, Notification, and Logging services are all theinitial versions available from
the OMG.

Asynchronous Messaging isreally only aclient-side consideration. An ORB with
Asynchronous Messaging capabilities enables a client to use synchronous CORBA
interfaces (those that would normally cause the client to block) in an asynchronous
fashion. This capability isessential for clients that are single-threaded and cannot afford
to block during network management operations. The availability of Asynchronous
Messaging capabilities isimportant to this framework because it frees it from having to

15
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define both synchronous and asynchronous interfaces. Clients need not use an ORB with
Asynchronous Messaging if they are multi-threaded and therefore can afford to block
during synchronous CORBA cadlls.

If security isrequired, this framework condones the use of ORBs that use SSL 3.0 for
security until products supporting TLS become available, and the OMG migrates the
CORBA Security. Until the OMG CORBA Security Service specification references
TLS, the choice of which is supported in aproduct (if any) will have to be negotiated
between individual suppliersand users. So, for now, the use of either one (or none) is
compliant with this framework.

6 Framework Common Object Services Requirements

The CORBA ORB provides basi ¢ object-to-object interaction c§pabilities Additional
capabilities are defined as separate, “Common Object Services. The CORBA Common
Object Services are general purpose, domain-independent services that are fundamental
for developing CORBA applications composed of distributed objects. They also provide
the basic building blocks for application interoperability. The services are defined with
object interfaces and can be combined in many different ways and put to many usesin
different applications. In aspecific domain, CORBA Common Object Services can be
used to construct higher-level facilities and object frameworks that can inter-operate
across multiple platform environments.

Many of these CORBA Common Object Services have already been implemented and
are available as commercial, off-the-shelf software products. Also, programmers
working in many industries will likely have experience with them in the near future. Re-
using these Common Object Servicesinstead of defining new ones strictly for the
telecommunications industry or re-implementing the functionality in application-specific
code will result in a quicker, more cost-efficient adoption of CORBA for network
management.

The following sub-sections specify requirements on the use of CORBA Common Object
Services to ensure interoperability between different network management systems and to
preserve the telecommunications context..

6.1 The Naming Service

The OMG Naming Serviceis CORBA’s directory service, or “white pag%.” It alows
aclient to build a name-to-object association called a name binding that other clients can
then use to find the object. (CORBA object references are binary and difficult for use by
humans.) A name binding is always defined relative to a naming context. A naming
context is an object that contains a set of name bindings in which each nameislocaly
unigue. A name binding is a data structure containing two strings and an object reference
(address). ThelD string isthe identifier for the binding. A second string, called “kind,”
isalso part of the data structure. Together, the ID and kind uniquely identify an object
relative to a context. Different names can be bound to an object in the same or different
contexts at the same time. The naming context can also be bound to a name in another
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naming context. Binding contextsin other contexts creates a naming graph —adirected
graph with nodes and label ed edges where nodes are contexts. Given acontext in a
naming graph, a sequence of name components (ID-kind pairs) can reference an object.
This sequence of structures, called a compound name, defines a path in the naming graph
that may be navigated to resolve the name and find the object.

Thereis no requirement that CORBA name bindings represent a containment relationship
between objects, but the concept of containment isimportant in network management and
needs to be communicated across network management interfaces. The CORBA Naming
Service is the best way to accomplish this. The following paragraphs define a series of
requirements on using the CORBA Naming Service to represent the containment

rel ationships among managed object instances.

(R) NAME-1 Every managed object shall have one and only one name (DN). The
components of the name may be obtained from multiple federated servers. Although the
OMG Naming service supports multiple names per object, this framework restricts a
managed object to using a single name. Support for multiple names is outside the scope
of the framework.

(R) NAME-2 Since asimple name binding cannot identify an object and also contained
objects, each managed object must actually have a corresponding Naming Context. A
specially-named binding in each such context will bind the ID value “Object” with a
reference to the actual managed object. (The kind field of this binding will be null.)
Other naming contexts, representing contained managed objects, may also be bound to
names in this context.

(R) NAME-3 TheID field of aname binding for a naming context representing a
managed object will be application-dependent, and it may actually have semantic value
beyond uniquely identifying a managed object, for a particular class of objects. For
example, an ID value of “7” for an equipment holder object representing aslot in a shelf
may indicate that this object represents the 7" slot in the shelf. Special semantic value
attached to IDs will be documented for each class of managed objects as part of the
managed object interface specification. Note that the ID field isastring.

(R) NAME-4 The kind field of a name binding for a naming context representing a
managed object shall be determined by managed object name binding information. This
isinformation defined as constantsin IDL modules specifically for the purpose of
representing possible containment relationships. See ITU-T X.780 for details on the
representation of managed object name binding information. In short, however, aname
binding module will contain a constant string named “kind” that will be used as the value
for the kind field in CORBA name bindings. The value of this string will usually be the
unscoped class name of the managed object. This adds value by making it easier to
identify the type of an object and by reducing the likelihood of name collisions. One
factor complicating thisis the release of new versions of an object, for example, an
equipmentR1 that extends an equipment object. When the new class merely extends the
capabilities of an existing class without changing its purpose (that is, it still represents the
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same managed resource), the kind field will usually be the original base class name.
This, however is ultimately up to the object modeler who defines the name binding IDL
module. Using the original value will enable existing applications to continue to use the
new classasif it was the old version.

The following figure gives an example of name bindings according to the above
requirements. In the figure, CORBA Naming Contexts are represented as folders. The
contents of the folders are name bindings. The convention for representing a name
component as a string with the format <ID>.<kind> isused. (Some example name
bindings do not have a pointer shown in the diagram to reduce the complexity of the
diagram.) The graph represents a Network object, named “CentralNet,” that contains a
Managed Element object named “Element9” and a Connection nhamed “R5698.”

/

CentralNet.Network
NorthernNet.Network (The local root
SouthernNet.Network Naming Context)

(The CentralNet

Network Managed

Object)

'_/Ob' t
J€C Naming Context
MO Element9.ManagedElement gor th(la Cgentral I\T ot

R5968.Connection ;
AB49.Trail Managed Object)

Bayl.Equipment bject

Version7.Software

Object

(The Naming Context for Element9) (The Naming Context for Connection
R5968)
MO | (TheElement9 ME MO | (TheR5698
Managed Object) Connection Managed
Object)

Figure 2. Naming Graph of Managed Objects

(R) NAME-5 Each managed system shall provide at least one local root naming context.
Note on the figure above that the top-most naming context is referred to asa“local root”
naming context. Thisis the naming context in which names for the top-most managed
objects on the system will be bound, as well as names for certain support service objects.

A managed system may have multiple local root naming contexts. Since managed

objects cannot have multiple names, they may be bound under only one local root.
Support service objects, however, may have names bound under multiple root naming
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contexts on the same system. One factor to consider when determining how many local
root naming contexts a managed system will have isif the possibility exists that some of
the managed objects might sometime have to be moved to another system. Moving an
entire tree of managed objects, including the local root naming context, will be simpler
than moving a subtree of objects.

(R) NAME-6 A managed system shall provide alocal administrative procedure for
assigning a CORBA name to each local root naming context on the system. All names
exchanged across the managed interface will include the local root context name unless
otherwise noted. Thisincludes operation parameters and notifications.

Thisfeature is to enable an administration to make names globally unique. Since the
managed system must ensure that all names are unique relative to the local root naming
context, by assigning a globally unique name to the local root naming context an
administration can ensure that all names on a managed system are unique. The
mechanism used to choose a globally unique name for the local root context is up to the
administration. The format of the name will be the same as used by the CORBA Naming
Service, CosNaming::Name. Multiple components are allowed, but administrations will
likely want to keep local root context names short to reduce overhead.

In addition to making names unique, assigning a name to the local root naming context
will make it easier for amanaging system to resolve names. Thisis because the
managing system can bind the local root naming contexts for al the systems it manages
into its own local naming service. The nameit uses for this binding will be the same
name assigned to the root naming context on the managed system. See Figure 3 for an
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example.
Managing System
S\
P
oB
Managed System X Managed i/stem Y
Local Root = A / Local Root = B }/ Local Root =C
£\ £\ £\
Element1:Manag Element1:Manag Element1:Manag
edElement edElement edElement

L\ L\ L\

? Object ? Object ? Object

Figure 3. Assigning Namesto Root Naming Contexts

The figure shows two element management systems on the bottom. System “X” has two
objects of type ManagedElement, and System “Y” has 1. Each ManagedElement object
belongsto its own local root naming context, which means System X has two local roots
and System Y hasone. Thereisalso anetwork management system, and the local root
contexts of both EM Ss have been bound into the naming service on this system. This
administration has chosen to assign the unigue names “A” and “B” to the local root
contexts on System X, and “C” to the local root context on System Y. Referencesto the
local root naming contexts have been bound with these names in the network
management System.

Say System Y emits a notification concerning its ManagedElement object. The full name
of that object (contained in the notification) will be “ C/Element1.ManagedElement”.
Now let’s say the NM S wants to retrieve more data from the object. In order to do so, it
will have to resolve the name into a CORBA object reference. The NM S can accomplish
this by simply performing aresolve operation using the full name on the local context
where it bound the EM S local root contexts. Becausethe NMS' naming serviceis
federated with the EM S naming services, the NMS' naming service can automatically
forward the resolve operation to the naming service on the proper EMS, and return the
object reference to the NM S application.
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It is anticipated that the local root naming context name will be assigned during the
initialization of anew system. Oncein operation, it will be extremely difficult if not
impossible to change.

Once assigned a name, the local root context’s CORBA Interoperable Object Reference
(IOR) will have to be bound to a naming context on the managing system, since up to
now it has no ideathe new system exists. This means the managed system will aso have
to provide ameans for accessing the “stringified” 10R of the local root naming context.
Thisvalue will then be transferred to the managing system by some means other than the
management interface (e-mail, ftp, etc.). The managing system will require away to
accept this stringified IOR and bind it to a name on the managing system. As soon asthe
local root context’s IOR is bound to a name on the managing system, the managing
system can begin discovering the objects on the new system (using the Multiple Object
Operation Service described later) and begin to manage it.

Managing System

FA
o5

Managed System X Managed iystem Y
L /
Local Root = A A/ Local Root =B Local Root=C
(VAR (VAR (VAR
Element1:Manag Element1:Manag Element1:Manag
edElement edElement edElement
(VAR (VAR (VAR
ﬁ Object ﬁ Object ﬁ Object
Figure4. Moving a Local Root Naming Context and Contained Objects

Figure 4 shows how alocal root naming context and all of the objects contained below it
can be moved to another system without changing the names of the objects. The only
change that might be required would be to change the object reference bound to the name
in the network management system(s). Also, any outstanding references to moved
objects would have to be refreshed. Moving only part of atree contained below alocal
root naming context would require re-naming those objects.
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6.2 Notification Service

The CORBA Notification Service supports the asynchronous exchange of event messages
between clients using a subscribe-and-publish paradigm.[4] The Notification Service
introduces event channels that broker event messages, notification suppliers that supply
event messages, and notification consumers that consume event messages. The CORBA
Notification Service preserves all of the semantics specified for the CORBA Event
Service, allowing for backward compatibility with Event Service clients. The extended
functionality that isimportant to the network management domain is the structured event,
event filtering, and QoS (Quality of Service). The figure below depicts the general
architecture of the Notification Service.

Supplier < QoS' F F < QOS' Consumer
Supplier |4 QoS' F Notification F le QOS' Consumer
: Service :
Event
Channel
Supplier < QOS' . |« QOS' Consumer
F | = Filter

Figure5. Architecture of the Notification Service

(R) NOTIF-1 The Notification Service shall support the push interface model. The
managed object interface to the event channel shall be a push supplier.

(R) NOTIF-2 The managed system shall instantiate the Notification Service event
channel object(s) that it will use. A managed system must instantiate at |east one channel
and may instantiate more than one. (These channels may either be Notification event
channels or Telecom Log event channels. See Section 6.3) The framework does not
support the creation or deletion of event channels across the management interface.
Local administrative procedures may be provided for this purpose. (Event channels do,
however, support the creation and deletion of filters across the management interface.)

(R) NOTIF-3 Each event channel shall be registered with the Channel Finder service.
The Channel Finder service is asupport service defined by this framework in Section 7.2.
During registration the channel shall be associated with one or more managed objects that
each forms the base of atree of managed objects that send their events to the channel.
Multiple channels may be associated with the same base managed object. A likely use of
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thisisto have different channels for different types of events. For example, one channel
might handle performance management events while another handles alarms. When the
channel isregistered with the Channel Finder serviceit isalso tied with a set of event
typesit handles and a set of managed object types that send their eventsto it. A managed
object always sends its events to the channel associated with the nearest object above it
that accepts that type of event from that class of object. Every notification from every
managed object must go to at least one channel.

While this approach is quite flexible and enables complex arrangements of channels,
because channels cannot be created across the management interface the complexity is
under the control of the implementation of the managed system. It might be as smple as
asingle channel monitoring all managed objects on the system. (Please note again that
while channels cannot be created across the interface, individua channels do support the
creation and deletion of filters across the management interface. Thus, any number of
clients may register for the events they wish to receive.)

(R) NOTIF-4 The Notification Service shall support structured events.

(O) NOTIF-5 The use of sequences of structured eventsis optional. Sequences of
structured events are defined in [4] and are used to send multiple events in one message.

(O) NOTIF-6 The use of typed eventsis optional.

The message interface between suppliers and consumers shall be defined in IDL as if
they were using typed events. Thisis done to enable capturing the notification in IDL
(which cannot be done for structured events except with comments) as well as to support
typed notifications for applications that wish to use them.

Rules for creating structured notifications based on these typed operations are provided
below.

The OMG Notification Service definition does define rules for channels to automatically
convert typed notifications to structured notifications. If the managed system natively
creates typed notifications, but the client wishes to receive structured notifications, these
rules shall be followed by the channel. Note, however, that this arrangement islikely less
efficient than both systems using typed events. If the managed system natively creates
structured notifications, it shall do so according to the rules below.

The structured notifications natively created by a managed system will differ slightly
from the structured notifications created by automatic conversion from typed
notifications. One reason for thisisto make it possible for a managing system to tell the
difference, and accept typed notifications if they are supported by the managed system.
Another isto more efficiently use structured notifications. Managed systems that
natively create structured notifications may exclude optional parameters from those
notifications. Because atyped notification is created from a strongly-typed method
invocation, acommercial notification channel that trand ates this to a structured
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notification will include any null values as name-vaue pairs in the body of the structured
event rather than exclude them. Note that allowing managed systems that natively create
structured notifications to exclude optional parameters makes it unlikely that commercial
notification channels will be able to support the automatic conversion of structured events
to typed events.

To recap, a managed system shall send notifications either as structured events or typed
events. If the managed system natively creates structured events, it shall do so according
to the rules below. Because, for efficiency, these rules allow managed systems to
exclude optiona parameters from structured notifications, support for automatic
conversion of these structured notifications to typed notifications by commercia
notification channelsis not expected. Thus, the managing system must accept structured
events. If the managed system natively creates typed events, the managing system may
rely on the notification channel to automatically convert them to structured events based
on the OMG Notification Service srules. Structured notifications rely upon the heavy
use of CORBA “any” datatypes, however, which can be inefficient. Thusin this case
managing system will likely prefer to accept typed notifications.

(R) NOTIF-7 The suppliers and consumers of structured events shall follow these rules
for constructing and receiving the structured events. (See the figure below which depicts
the Notification Structure and how elements from the IDL notification definition are to be
mapped into it):

 Thedonmai n_t ype string in the fixed header of the structured event shall be set
to "Telecommunications'.

* Thet ype_nane string in the fixed header of the structured event shall be set to
the scoped name of the operation defining the notification in IDL, for example,
"Itut_x780::Notifications::attributeVal ueChange".

» Theevent _nane stringin the fixed header of the structured event shall be
null.

» Optiona header fields may be included to support features like Quality of Service
as appropriate.

» Each parameter in the operation shall be placed in a name-value pair in the
filterable body portion of the structured event. Thef d_nan®e string of this pair
shall be set to the name of the parameter and the type placed in the associated
f d_val ue will be the type specified for the parameter. Using as an example the
equi pnment Al ar mnotification from the IDL presented later in this document,
thefirst f d_nane stringwould be set to "event Ti me" and thefirstf d_val ue
would contain an Ext er nal Ti neType datatype. Although al notification
parameters go in the filterable body of the notification structure, depending on the
data type of the parameter it may be difficult or even impossible to create a useful
filter utilizing that parameter. Filter “matching rules’ are based on the
capabilities of the channel.

» Parametersthat are denoted “optional” may optionally be excluded from the
notification structure. If typed notifications are used, these parameters are
included, but will usually have a special null valueif not supported. For typesfor
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which there is no special null value (such as integers) a specia type consisting of
aunion between the base type (such as integer) and the null typeisusualy
defined. These union types may be excluded from structured notifications when
they have anull value, but if they are included, the union type must be used. This
isto enable the same filters to be used for both structured and typed notifications.
The remainder of the body of the structured event (the non-filterable part) shall be
null.

Parameters named “ operation” shall be avoided in notification operations to
potentially support the use of typed notifications. (When converting typed
notifications to structured notifications, the parameters of an operation are
automatically placed into a notification structure by the event channel.
Unfortunately, the rules developed for doing this state that the name of the
operation used to issue the notification goes not in the header of the event, but in
the body of the of the structure as the first name-value pair. Thef d_nane string
isset to “operation” and thef d_val ue is set to a string containing the name of
the operation. Using a parameter named “operation” would then result in a
second name-value pair with the name “operation,” and the two could be
confused.)
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Figure6. Mapping Notificationsto Structured Events

| (R) NOTIF-8 The Notification Service specification supports filter expressions that are
used to determineif the event isto be forwarded. It also supportsfilter expressions that
“map” valuesin the notification to parameters used to impact the operation of the event
channel, such as the QoS used in delivering the event. For example, a mapping filter
might be used to map a“severity=major” field from an event (which means nothing to an
event channel) to a QoS parameter “priority=1" (which does mean something to the
channel). The Notification Service shall support event filtering with filter objects that
support constraints expressed in the default constraint grammar specified by the OMG.
The Notification Service shall also support mapping filters.

| (R) NOTIF-9 The Notification Service reliability QoS shall support EventReliability =
Persistent & ConnectionReliability = Persistent.
Each event is guaranteed to be delivered to all consumers registered to receive it
at the time the event was delivered to the channel, within expiry limits. If the
connection between the channel and a consumer islost for any reason, the
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channel will persistently store any events destined for that consumer until each
event time out due to expiry limits, or the consumer once again becomes available
and the channel is subsequently able to deliver the eventsto all registered
consumers. In addition, upon start from a failure the notification channel will
automatically re-establish connections to all clients that were connected to it at
the time the failure occurred.[ 4]

(R) NOTIF-10 The Noatification Service order policy QoS shall allow the eventsto
be delivered in the order of their arrival, i.e. FIFO. The Notification Service may aso
optionally support a priority-order QoS in which events could be buffered in priority
order, such that higher priority events will be delivered before lower priority events.

(R) NOTIF-11 The Notification Service implementation deployed shall be
compliant to the conformance statements of the OMG Notification Service specification
with the exception of the pull interface model.

6.3 Telecom Log Service

The CORBA Telecom Log Service[5] isa CORBA-based log service that fully supports
the ITU-T Recommendation X.735. Thelog isimplemented as an Event Service or
Notification Service event channel. The Log Service supports the following
functionality:

* Writing to the log: Events supplied to the log are persistently stored aslog
records.

* Forwarding from the log: Events supplied to the log are also forwarded to other
logs or to any application that wishes to receive them.

* Log generated events: The log itself will generate events.

Also the Log Service provides functions of log control and management, log record
manipulation, log lifecycle management. The following figure gives a graphic
representation of the Log Service.
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Figure7. Telecom Log Service

By manipulating the Log Filter, amanaging system is able to control which events are
logged and which aren’t, in exactly the same way it is able to control which events are
forwarded and which aren’t. The only exception isthe “Non-event Writer,” which isan
application that writes data directly to the log.

Note that the definition of the OMG’s Telecom Log pre-dates this framework. The
notifications from the Telecom Log are structurally different from the other notifications
in this framework even though some of the names of the notifications and parameters are
semantically the same.

(R)LOG-1 The Log Service shall support al the Notification Service requirements.
Log Event Channels must be registered with the Channel Finder service.

(R) LOG-2 The Log Record supported by the Log Service shall be the normal
struct LogRecord. Thesupportof struct TypedLogRecor d isoptional.

(R) LOG-3 The Log Service implementation shall be compliant with the conformance
statement in the OMG Telecom Log Service specification with the exception of the pull
interface model.

6.4 Messaging Service

The CORBA Messaging Service coversthree areas. Asynchronous Method Invocation
(AMI), Time Independent Invocation (TII), and Messaging Quality of Service (QoS).[8]
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Of the three areas, the AMI has a significant role in the network management domain
because it allows clients to make non-blocking requests on a CORBA object.

Note that CORBA is designed to enable an application to invoke a method on an object
asif the object was local to the application, regardless of the object’ s actual location.
Typicaly, when amethod isinvoked on an object in a non-distributed application,

control passes to that object and the calling routine blocks until the method completes and
control is passed back. These semantics are maintained in CORBA. In adistributed
application, however, network latency can lead to poor performance. There arefive
possible solutions to consider:

1. Applications simply live with the delays.

2. TMN IDL interfaces are defined to be asynchronous. That is, management operations
are always defined to return no results. Thus, invocations can be made without
blocking. (Thisis supported by CORBA.) Resultsare returned later when the
managed system performs a*“callback” on the managing system.

3. TMN IDL interfaces aways have two sets of operations, one that is asynchronous,

and the other synchronous.

4. TMN IDL interfaces are defined to be synchronous, and manager applications
improve performance by being multi-threaded and capable of blocking on multiple
outstanding requests while continuing to process other work..

5. TMN IDL interfaces are defined to be synchronous, and manager applications
improve performance by using the Asynchronous Method Invocation service, and an
ORB that supportsit.

This framework chooses a combination of 4 and 5. TMN IDL interfaces are defined to
be synchronous. Manager applications that are multi-threaded can use these interfaces
directly and experience good performance. Manager applications that cannot be multi-
threaded shall use the AMI service to improve performance. Since multi-threaded
managers do not need the AMI service, its useis optional.

The AMI istreated as a client side language mapping issue only. In most cases, server
side implementations are not required to change. In certain situations, such aswith a
transactional server, the asynchrony of a client does matter and requires server side
changesif it is expected to handle transactional asynchronous requests. Transactional
asynchronous requests, however, will not be addressed in this document. The following
figure depicts the basic concept of the OMG AMI model.
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Figure8. Asynchronous-aware ORB

The AMI specification provides two models of asynchronous requests: callback and
polling. In the callback model, the client passes an object reference for a

Repl yHandl| er object as a parameter when it invokes atwo-way asynchronous
operation on aserver. When the server responds, the client ORB receives the response
and dispatches it to the appropriate method on the Repl yHandl er servant so the client
can handle thereply. In other words, the ORB turns the response into a request on the
client sRepl yHandl er. TheRepl yHandl er isanorma CORBA object that is
implemented by the programmer as with any object implementation. In the polling
model, the client makes the request passing in all the parameters needed for the
invocation, and is returned a Pol | er object which can be queried to obtain the results of
theinvocation. ThisPol | er isaninstance of aval uet ype, whichisanew IDL type
introduced by the new Objects-by-Value specification. A val uet ype has both data
members and methods, which when invoked are just local function calls and not
distributed CORBA operation invocations.

The value of the Asynchronous Method Invocation capability in network management
applicationsisthat it enables managing systems that wish to use asynchronous method
callsto inter-operate with managed systems using the same interface definitions as those
used by synchronous clients. No changes are required in the interface definition or the
implementation of the managed system. The following requirements are proposed for
implementations that optionally wish to support asynchronous method invocations (but
not transactions with “ACID” capabilities).

(O) AMI-1  The AMI-aware CORBA implementation shall at least support the
callback programming model.

(O) AMI-2  For each operation in an IDL interface, the AMI-aware CORBA
implementation shall generate corresponding asynchronous callback method signatures.
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These signatures are described in implied-IDL which is used to generate language-
specific operation signatures.

(O) AMI-3  The AMI-aware CORBA ORB shall pass atype-specific

Except i onHol der valueinstance that contains the marshaled exceptions as its state
to the Repl yHandl er when exception replies are returned from the CORBA object.
The AMI-aware IDL compiler would generate atype-specific Except i onHol der for
each IDL interface.

(O) AMI-4 The AMI-aware IDL compiler shall generate a type-specific reply handler
for each IDL interface. The client will implement and register areply handler with each
asynchronous request and receive a callback when the reply is returned for that request.
Thisreply handler is derived from the generic Messagi ng: : Repl yHandl er.

6.5 Security Service

The CORBA Security Service comprises the security functionality of authentication of
principals (human users and objects), authorization of access to objects by principals,
security auditing, communication security, non-repudiation, and administration.[6] All of |
this may be overkill for many applications, though. Instead, applications might require
only the communication security and system-level authentication functionality based on
Transport Layer Security (TLS) technology (and its precursor, SSL) for availability and
simplicity reasons. Finally, some applications might require no security. The optional
requirements below, therefore, reflect three possible choices:

1. No security.

2. ORBsuse SSL to provide communications security and system-level authentication,
which isessentially “session” security.

3. ORBsuse the CORBA Security Service to provide communications security,
authentication, non-repudiation, access control lists for groups or individuals
accessing individual objects and operations, etc.

The actual level of service to be provided on an interface is left as a matter to be
negotiated between the parties supplying the managed and managing systems.

(O) SEC-1  The CORBA interface may optionally support either the “ Secure IOP
protocol,” or “CORBA Security SSL Interoperability,” as defined in the CORBA
Security Service Specification.[ 6] |

(O) SEC-2 The CORBA Security Service may be used to support its wide range of
capabilities.

(O) SEC-3  Support for the exchange of authentication certificates shall be an option
left up to the administration.
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6.6 Transaction Service

In adistributed computing environment such as CORBA, it is possible that updates from
some clients could be overwritten by concurrent (or near concurrent) updates from other
clients unless suitable safeguards are provided. Even though the Notification Service and
Telecom Log Service provide a basis for making a client aware that its update has been
overwritten, they do not provide alocking mechanism to prevent the occurrence of such
overwrites. The OMG Transaction Service[ 7] provides a comprehensive locking
mechanism for preventing the overwriting of one client’s update by a concurrent update
from adifferent client. Thissolution isdesigned for high reliability. However, the OMG
Transaction Service may not be required in all applications and the additiona overhead
incurred may not be justified. If consistency of data after concurrent updates must be
supported, the transaction service from the OMG should be considered.

(O) TRANS-1The CORBA interface may optionally support the OMG Transaction
Service to guarantee data consistency.

7 Framework Support Services

This section defines common support services included in the framework that are not
standard OMG CORBA Common Object Services. Many network management
applications perform functions that are not commonly required by general-purpose
business applications, so it is not reasonable to expect the standard CORBA framework to
supply all the necessary services for network management. This section defines services
that will be broadly used by network management applications but are not aslikely to be
used by many other types of applications and are therefore unlikely to become CORBA
Common Object Services. These services aso provide functionality required to enable
the re-use of existing information models without significant changes in semantics.

The advantages of placing this functionality in common support servicesisthat it
unburdens the managed object implementations from providing these services and allows
the services to evolve to provide greater functionality without changing the managed
object interfaces or implementations. The IDL describing the interfaces to these services
can be found in Annex A.

7.1 The Factory Finder Service

The Factory Finder Service enables clients to find factories. A client finds afactory by
querying this service with the class name of afactory. The service responds with a
reference to afactory of that type. Note that the class name supplied by the client is the
factory’s class, not the class of the object to be created.

The Factory Finder Serviceisfound by looking it up in the Naming Service.
Before factories can be found in the service, the service must know about them.
Therefore, the Factory Finder Service aso provides a means for factories to register and

unregister themselves with the service. Whileit is not necessary to expose this capability
across the management interface, these operations are defined to enable the
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implementation of the Factory Finder Service as a component, separate from the objects
comprising a specific information model. Thus, once implemented, the Factory Finder
Service implementation will not have to be changed when new information models with
new factories are defined. The Factory Finder Service could even be acquired from a
third party.

The operations used to register and unregister channels are in a separate interface that is
subclassed from the Factory Finder interface. Only the Factory Finder interface needs to
be implemented to conform with this framework. The subclassed interface is provided
for implementations that wish to use it to construct the Factory Finder service as a
Separate component.

Thisisthe IDL that defines the interface to the Factory Finder Service (without
comments):

i nterface FactoryFinder {

ManagedObj ect Factory find (in OojectC assType factoryd ass)
rai ses (FactoryNot Found, ApplicationError);

Fact oryl nfoLi st Type list()
rai ses (ApplicationError);

}; // end of FactoryFinder interface

i nterface FactoryFi nder Conponent : FactoryFinder {

void register (in CbjectC assType factoryd ass,
i n ManagedObj ect Factory factoryRef)
rai ses (ApplicationError);

voi d unregister (in Objectd assType factoryd ass,
i n ManagedObj ect Factory factoryRef)
rai ses (FactoryNot Found, ApplicationError);

}; // end of FactoryFi nder Conponent interface

The find operation on the FactoryFinder interface is used by aclient to find afactory of a
particular type. Thelist operation returns alist of al the factories registered with the
Factory Finder. Theregister operation on the FactoryFinder Component interface is used
by afactory to register itself with the service, and the unregister operation is used by a
factory to delete itsregistration. These last two operations should not be used by
managing systems.

(R) FACTORY_FINDER-1. A managed system shall instantiate at |east one Factory
Finder Service object. Also, each local root naming context on a system shall have at
least one name binding for a Factory Finder Server Object. The value of the ID stringin
this binding shall simply identify the server, perhaps with avalue similar to
“FactoryFinderl”. The kind string in the binding shall identify the class of the object
(“itut_g816::FactoryFinder”).

33



ITU-T Recommendation Q.816 DRAFT

(R) FACTORY_FINDER-2. The Factory Finder server object(s) shall support the
Factory Finder interface described above and defined in the CORBA IDL in Annex A.
The Factory Finder server object(s) may support the Factory Finder Component
interfaces defined above. The functionality described above shall be supported.

7.2 The Channel Finder Service

It isanticipated that alarge network management system might have multiple event
channels. These channels might handle different types of events, or they might handle
events from different sets of objects. To ensure that a client does not miss any of the
eventsin which it isinterested, a means of identifying the channels present on a managed
system, and the events they are handling, is needed. The Channel Finder Service
performs this function. A client can invoke an operation on this serviceto list all of the
event channels present on a managed system, along with the events they are handling.
Once the client knows about the channels, it can interact with them to arrange to receive
notifications.

A client finds a Channel Finder object by looking it up in the Naming Service.

Before channels can be listed by the service, the service must know about them.
Therefore, the Channel Finder Service aso provides a means for channels to be registered
and unregistered with the service. Whileit is not necessary to expose this capability
across the management interface, these operations are defined to enable the
implementation of the Channel Finder Service as a component, separate from the objects
comprising a specific information model. Thus, once implemented, the Channel Finder
Service implementation will not have to be changed when new information models are
defined. The Channel Finder Service could even be acquired from athird party.

The operations used to register and unregister channels are in a separate interface that is
subclassed from the Channel Finder interface. Only the Channel Finder interface needs
to be implemented to conform with this framework. The subclassed interface is provided
for implementations that wish to use it to construct the channel finder service asa
Separate component.

7.2.1 Channel Finder Interface

Thisisthe IDL that defines the interface to the Channel Finder Service (without
comments):

i nterface Channel Fi nder {

Channel | nf oLi st Type list()
rai ses (ApplicationError);

}; // end of Channel Finder interface

i nterface Channel Fi nder Conponent : Channel Fi nder {
void register (in string channellD,
in Objectd assType channel d ass,
i n NameSet Type basebj ect s,
i n Event Set Type event Types,
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i n Event Set Type excl udedEvent Types,

i n ScopedNaneSet Type sourceC asses

i n ScopedNanmeSet Type excl udedSour ced asses,

i n Event Channel channel)

rai ses (Channel Al readyRegi stered, ApplicationError);

void unregister (in string channellD)
rai ses (Channel Not Found, ApplicationError);

}; // end of Channel Fi nder Conponent interface

The list operation on the Channel Finder interface can be used by a managing system to
discover al the channels present on a managed system. The information returned is the
same information included when a channel is registered, which is discussed below. The
two operations on the Channel Finder Component interface are used by the managed
system to register and unregister its channels with the service. These operations are not
intended for use by a managing system.

When a channel is registered seven pieces of data are associated with the reference to the
channel. First, astring identifier for the channel is specified. Second, the type of channel
isidentified (the framework has two types of channels, Notification channels and Log
channels). After that, the set of objects covered by the channel is specified by the names
of managed objects at the bases of trees of objects. These trees of objects are the sets of
objects that send events to this channel, except that trees do not overlap. (A channel
bound lower in the tree receives events from the objects “below” it. These events are not
sent to the channels bound higher in the tree.) Multiple base objects may be associated
with one channel. An empty set has the special meaning that all managed objects directly
bound to the local root naming context that also contains this channel finder are covered
by the channel.

Next, the types of events sent to this channel are identified. Thisis done with two sets of
strings. The eventTypes set explicitly includes the name of each type of event sent to this
channel. An example event typeis “itut_x780::Notifications.:equipmentAlarm”. An
empty set has the special meaning that all types of events are sent to this channel. The
excludedEventTypes set lists the types of events that are not sent to this channel. If the
eventTypes string set is null, then all events except those listed in the excludedEventTypes
set are sent to the channel. If the eventTypes string set is not null, the
excludedEventTypes parameter should be empty and isignored.

Finally, the types of objects sending events to this channel areidentified. Thisisaso
done with two sets of strings. The sourceClasses set explicitly includes the name of each
managed object class that sends events to this channel. An example object class nameis
“itut_m3120::Equipment”. An empty set has the special meaning that all types of
managed objects send events to this channel. The excludedSourceClasses set lists the
names of managed object classes that do not send events to this channel. If the
sourceClasses string set is null, then all managed object classes except those listed in the
excludedSour ceClasses set send events to the channel. If the sourceClasses string set is
not null, the excludedSour ceClasses parameter should be empty and is ignored.
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The combination of the base objects, list of event types, and source classes identifies the
events handled by a channel. This can lead to some confusing combinations. While not
al of these are expected to be implemented in systems, they are explained below just in
case.

1. A channel may be registered with multiple base objects.

2. Multiple channels may be registered with the same base object. If the event lists and
source object types associated with these channels overlap, the events must be made
available at al channels listing the matching event and source object types.

3. An attempt to re-register a channel will result in an update to that channel
registration. The new information will be associated with the channel and the old
information will be discarded.

4. A managed object always sends an event to the channel with the associated base
object that is the managed object’ s closest superior and that also handles that type of
event from that class of object.

The figure below aso graphically depicts some examples for further clarification.

Channel 1 Channel 2

Event types = all Y Event types =

Source classes = dll equipmentAlarm
Source classes =
circuitPack

Channel
Finder
Association

Managed Object

Containment
Relationship

O

Equipment alarms from circuit packsin /
this subtree go to Channel 2. All other
notifications go to Channel 1.

Figure9. Event Channel Example

A special notification has been defined that must be sent whenever a channel registration
is added, removed, or modified. This notification must be sent on all channels registered
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immediately before the change occurred. Since this notification is emitted by the channel
finder instead of a managed object, and since it is sent to al channels, the channel finder
shall not list the channel change notification along with the other notifications handled by
achannel. The IDL describing this notification is:

voi d channel Change (
i n Channel Modi fi cati onType channel Modi fi cati on,
i n Channel | nf oType channel I nfo

)

The channel modification parameter indicates if a channel has been added, deleted, or
modified (in terms of the event typesit handles). The channel information parameter
provides a string describing the type of channel, areference to the channel, the base
object(s) with which it is associated, and the source object classes and event types it
handles.

It should be noted that while this approach to supporting multiple event channelsis quite
flexible and therefore complicated, the degree of complication is under the control of the
managed system implementation. The creation and registration of event channels across
the management interface is not supported. A complex managed system might support a
local administrative procedure for adding, modifying, or removing channelsto tune
performance, or it might just update channels through software releases. A simple
system will likely have one or perhaps two channels (one for high-priority events like
equipment alarms and the other for everything else) associated with the root managed
object. Also, please note that precluding a managing system from creating event
channels does not preclude it from creating filters and “ proxy suppliers’ on existing
channels. This givesthe client capabilities equal to creating event forwarding
discriminators in OSI network management systems.

7.2.2 Channd Finder Requirements

(R) CHANNEL _FINDER-1. A managed system shall instantiate at least one Channel
Finder Service object. Also, each local root naming context on a system shall have at
least one name binding for a Channel Finder Service object. The value of the ID stringin
this binding shall simply identify the server, perhaps with avalue similar to
“ChannelFinderl”. The kind string in the binding shall identify the class of the object
(“itut_g816::ChannelFinder”).

(R) CHANNEL _FINDER-2. The Channel Finder server object(s) shall support the
Channel Finder interface described above and defined in the CORBA IDL in Annex A.
The Channel Finder server object(s) may support the Channel Finder Component
interfaces defined above. The functionality described above shall be supported.

(R) CHANNEL _FINDER-3. Whenever a change to the channel registrationsis made,

the Channel Finder shall send a channel change notification on all channels registered
immediately before the change.
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(R) CHANNEL _FINDER-4. The network of event channels reported by a managed
system shall handle all alarms from all managed objects on the system. A system that
lists a set of channels that does not cover all events from all managed objects on the
system does not comply with this framework.

7.3 The Terminator Service

The purpose of the Terminator Service is to provide a place in the framework to
implement common functionality that would otherwise have to be implemented in the
managed objects. The Terminator Service is used by managing systems to delete
managed objects. It does so according to the delete policy of the managed object. (ITU-
T Recommendation X.780 requires that every managed object have a deletePolicy
attribute with one of three values. notDel etable, deleteOnlylfNoContainedObjects, and
deleteContainedObjects.) If the delete policy of the managed object is notDeletable, the
Terminator Service does not delete the object, and instead raises an exception. If the
delete policy is deleteOnlylfNoContainedObjects, and the object does not contain any
objects, then the Terminator Service deletes the object. Otherwise, it raises an exception.
Finally, if the delete policy of the object is deleteContainedObjects, then the Terminator
Service will delete the object aswell as al of its contained objects, pursuant to some
rules defined below.

ITU-T Recommendation X.780 aso defines a destroy operation to be supported by all
managed objects that is intended for use by the Terminator Service for actually deleting
the managed object and releasing its resources. In addition to following the delete
policies and actually deleting the managed objects, though, the Terminator Serviceisaso
agood place to implement code to maintain the integrity of the naming tree by removing
name bindings for managed objects that are being deleted. Implementations may choose
to implement this function elsewhere, but agoal of the framework isto enable
implementations of managed objects that focus on representing network resources. Itis
believed that a service like thiswill help to make the implementation of managed objects
simpler.

The IDL describing the Terminator Service provides two methods for deleting a managed
object. One identifies the managed object by name, the other by reference. Thisisthe
IDL that defines the delete service interface:

i nterface Termni natorService {

voi d del eteByNane (in NanmeType nane)
rai ses (ApplicationError, DeleteError);

voi d del et eByRef (in ManagedCbj ect no)
rai ses (ApplicationError, DeleteError);

}; /1 end of TerminatorService interface

(R) TERM-1. A managed system shall instantiate at least one Terminator Service
object. Also, each local root naming context on a system shall have at |east one name
binding for a Terminator Service object. The value of the ID string in this binding shall
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simply identify the server, perhaps with avaue similar to “Terminatorl”. Thekind string
in the binding shall identify the class of the object (“itut_g816:: TerminatorService”).

(R) TERM-2. Theinterface supported by the Terminator Server object(s) shall be the
Terminator interface described above and defined in the CORBA IDL in Annex A. The
functionality described above must be supported.

(R) TERM-3. The Terminator Service shall delete objects according to the objects
delete policy attribute, which is set at creation and cannot be changed. Note that the
Terminator Serviceis not a scoped service. The Terminator Service may actually delete
multiple objects in response to a single request, but its focus is on the single object
requested to be deleted. The Terminator Service shall implement the following rules
when deleting an object:

1

2.

No object shall ever be “orphaned.” That is, no object may be deleted without
deleting its subordinates. |
If the object has a delete policy of notDeletable, the object shall not be deleted,
nor are any of its subordinatesif it has any. The DeleteError exception shall be |
raised with the error identifier set to the value notDeletable.

If the object has a delete policy of deleteOnlylfNoContainedObjects, and it does
not have any subordinates, the object shall be deleted. If the object has
subordinates, regardless of their delete policies, it shall not be deleted nor shall
any of its subordinates. The DeleteError exception shall be raised with the
error identifier set to the value containsObjects.

If the object has a delete policy of deleteContainedObjects, and it does not have
any subordinates, the object shall be deleted. If the object has subordinates, the
Terminator Service shall check the delete policies of all the subordinates. If

any are notDeletable, no objects are deleted. If any are
deleteOnlylfNoContained and they contain subordinates, no objects are deleted.
Otherwise, the object and its subordinates are del eted.

The Terminator Service shall delete contained objects from the bottom up. If
any contained object raises an exception during deletion, the Terminator
Service shall not remove that object’s name and shall not delete any of its
superiors. The Terminator Service shall, however, continue trying to delete
other contained objects. When all objects that can be deleted are deleted, the
Terminator Service shall raise a DeleteError exception with the error identifier
set to the value undel etableContainedObject. This best-effort approach to
deleting contained objects is required to make the results deterministic. The
client can identify the undel etable objects because they will be at the leaves of
the tree remaining beneath the target object.

If the base object raises a DeleteError exception, the Terminator Service shall
return the same exception (and included data). The object is not deleted and the
object’s name is not removed from the naming tree.
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7.4 The Multiple-Object Operation Service

With potentially millions of entities to manage, there is aneed for the framework to
support operations on multiple objects with a single method invocation or perhaps a small
number of invocations. The Multiple-Object Operation (MOQ) Service provides this

capability.

It is expected that each network management platform supporting a CORBA interface
will provide at least one instance of the MOO Service. (For performance reasons, it is
recommended that the MOO Service, Naming Service, and the managed objects be
located on the same computing platform.) Managers will interact with the service using a
limited number of interactions requiring relatively low bandwidth. The service will in
turn interact with managed objects using either their published CORBA interfaces or
some proprietary means. This high number of interactions is expected to require higher
bandwidth, thus the need to co-locate the service with the managed objects.

Note that the MOO service is an example of application-specific access granularity
discussed earlier in the introduction.

741 The MOO Sarvice Interface

The MOO Service sinterface, defined in Annex A, isweakly-typed. It provides a set of
generic capabilities that may be invoked on sets of any kinds of managed objects, even
objects of different types. The operations supported are:

» Scoped get: Returns the values from each of the objectsfor alist of attributes.

» Scoped update: Used to replace an attribute value or to add or remove values
to/from set-valued attributes. May be used to update one or multiple attributes
in asingle object or multiple objects.

» Scoped delete: Deletes multiple objects.

The scoped get operation is defined on the BasicMooService interface. The scoped
update and del ete operations are defined on the AdvancedMooSer vice interface, which
inherits the scoped get operation from the basic service interface. Thiswas done to allow
for some flexibility in the implementation of multiple-object operation services. A basic
service need only implement the scoped get operation.

Each of the scoped operations requires four parameters to define the set of objects on
which the operation will be performed:

» Baseobject name: The name of the object at the root of atree of objects on which
the operation will potentially be performed.

» Scope: A discriminated union identifying the objects contained under the base
object on which the operation potentially will be performed. The union has four
cases. Two of the cases include an integer specifying alevel of objects contained
below the base object. The four choices are:

— Base Object Only. If the scope is baseObjectOnly then only the named target
(base) object isincluded in the scope.
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— Whole Subtree. If the scope is wholeSubtree the scopeis all of the objects
contained below the base object, along with the base object.

— Individual Level. If the scopeisindividualLevel, the scope will aso include
an integer-valued level. All of the objects contained at alevel below the base
object equal to thisvalue are in the scope. The objects directly contained by
the base object are level one. If level equals zero, the scope is the base object.

— Baseto Leve. If the scopeisbaseTolevel, the scope will also include an
integer-valued level. The scope will be al of the objects down to the given
level, including the base object and the object at the given level. If level
eguals zero, the scope is the base object only.

Note that because this framework uses some unigue naming conventions, the
service hasto do alittle work to determine the actual depth for containment-
based scopes. The goal isto make it as simple as possible for the client. First,
the base object name will be the entire compound name including the final
component with an ID value of “Object”. The service will have to “back up” to
the naming context that contains this binding and start counting from there.
Also, the service shall automatically follow the “ Object” bindingsin the
managed object naming contexts within the scope. This last hop will not count
towards the depth.

» Filter: An expression written in a constraint language that is used to eva uate the
attributes of an object. The operation is applied to those objects within the scope
for which the filter expression evaluates to true.

» Language: astring indicating the language in which the filter expression is
written.

The object names are the same as the Name type defined by the CORBA Naming
Service. The scopeisasigned short integer with values as described above. Finally, the
filter and language parameters are strings.

Each of the operations may raise one of these exceptions:

» anInvalidParameter exception if one of the parameters has an invalid value. The
name of the invalid parameter is returned. Here are some conditions under which this
exception would be raised:

* The base object nameis not valid.
* Anunrecognized filter language value is supplied

* anlinvalidFilter exception if the syntax of thefilter isincorrect. This exception
returns the text near the syntax error for trouble-shooting purposes.

» aFilterComplexityLimit exception if the syntax of the filter is correct, but thefilter is
too complex to be processed by the managed system.

» an ApplicationError exception to relate other problems on the server (such as alack
of resources) that make it impossible to carry out the requested operation.
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Note that if an expression cannot be evaluated for a particular object because the types of
its attributes do not match the expression, the filter isnot invalid. That object may simply
fail to passthefilter.

The other parameters for the operations as well as the return types are specific to the
operation. For example, the scoped get operation takes a list of attribute names and
returns a sequence of results, one from each object.

The object’ s name is associated with the results from that object. Because each of the
operations could potentially return large amounts of data, the iterator design patternis
used for returning the results. Aniterator isan object that is created to contain the results
of an operation so that they may be returned to the client at a rate determined by the
client. The client receives areference to the iterator as part of the information returned
by the method. The client may then invoke operations on the iterator to receive batches
of resultsin sizes determined by the client. The iterator keeps track of how far through
the results the client has progressed.

Note that the iterators are used to pace the return of information from the operations only,
and should not control when the operations are actually invoked on individual objects. A
scoped operation should be invoked on the objects and the results queued as soon as
possible. Delaying the invocation of the operation on the individual managed objects
until the results are requested through the iterator may be more efficient, but could lead to
incorrect results or race conditions. Also, if the client requests more results than are
currently available, the iterator must wait until it can return the requested number or until
al resultsareready. Thisis becausein this frequently-used design pattern the client
assumes it hasretrieved al of the results when it gets fewer than requested. If abatch
takes too long the client may reduce the batch size on subsequent requests.

The following sub-sections give additional details on each of the scoped operations.

7.4.1.1 Scoped Get
The IDL signature for the scoped get operation on the basic MOO serviceis:

Get Resul t sSet Type scopedGet (

i n NanmeType baseNane,

i n ScopeType scope,

in FilterType filter,

i n LangaugeType | anguage,

in StringSet Type attributes,

i n unsigned short howvany,

out GetResultslterator resultslterator)

rai ses (IlnvalidParaneter,
InvalidFilter,
FilterConplexityLint,
ApplicationError);

As described above, the first four parameters are used to select a set of object on which to
perform the get operation. For each of these the service will try to return avalue for each
of the attributes named in the “attributes’” parameter, whichisjust alist of strings. A

submitted null attribute list, however, has the special meaning that all attribute values for
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the objects that pass the filter should be returned. The typesinvolved in the return value
are:

struct AttributeVal ueType { /1 fromitut_x780 framework
string attributeNane;
any val ue; /1 type will depend on the attribute

b
typedef sequence <Attri buteVal ueType> AttributeSet Type; // franmework

struct CetResul tsType {

NaneType nanme;

bool ean not Fi |l terabl e;
Attri but eSet Type attributes;
StringSet Type failedAttributes;

}s

t ypedef sequence <Get Resul t sType> Get Resul t sSet Type;

The first two types form a name-value pair list. The return typeis a sequence of
structures, one for each object that passed the filter. In that structure is an object’ s name,
aflag that will be trueif the object could not be evaluated to seeif it passed the filter, the
list of attribute values from that object, and the names of any attributes that could not be
retrieved from that object. Objects that could not be filtered are flagged as a special case
because they may be objects in which the client was not even interested. If the object
could not be filtered, the client will know the MOO server could not retrieve any
attributes for that object, so the other two data members shall be empty. If an object
passes the filter but an attribute value could not be retrieved either because the object did
not have a matching attribute or some exception was raised on access, that attribute' s
name should be put on the failed attribute list for that object.

The howMany parameter indicates to the service how many objects’ results should be
included in the first batch of responses. (Zeroisallowed, forcing all resultsto be
returned through the iterator.) Theresultslterator output parameter is areference to an
iterator object that may be used to retrieve additional resultsin batches. If al the results
were returned by the scopedGet operation, this reference will be null. The client must
destroy this object when it is finished with it, and may do so before all the results are
retrieved. The functionality of the CMIP Cancel Get operation is provided in this
framework by destroying the resultsiterator.

7.4.1.2 Scoped Update
The IDL signature for the scoped update operation on the advanced MOO serviceis:

Updat eResul t sSet Type scopedUpdate (
i n NameType baseNane,
in ScopeType scope,
in FilterType filter,
i n LanguageType | anguage,
in MdificationSeqType nodifications,
in boolean failuresOnly,
i n unsigned short howwany,
out UpdateResultslterator resultslterator)
rai ses (IlnvalidParaneter,
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InvalidFilter,
filterCoplexityLimt,
ApplicationError);

Again, thefirst four parameters are used to select the set of objects on which the update is
performed. The modificationslist isalist of structures, each with the name of an
attribute, avalue for that attribute, and an enumerated value indicating if the value should
replace the attribute’ s current value, be added to the attribute’ s current value, or removed
fromit. The add and remove options are valid only if the attribute’ s type isa CORBA
sequence and if the interface has add and remove operations for the attribute. The values
in the modification list structures are passed across as CORBA any types. If the

attribute’ stypeis a CORBA sequence, a sequence of the proper type should be put in the
any field, evenif it containsonly asingle value. The IDL describing the modification list
is:

enum Modi fi cati onOpType {set, add, renove};

struct ModificationType {

string attribute;
Modi fi cati onOpType op;
any val ue;

b
t ypedef sequence <MbodificationType> Modificati onSeqType;

The failuresOnly flag is used to indicate if the client wants the service to return results for
all objects meeting the scope and filter, or just those objects for which at least one of the
modifications could not be performed even though the scope and filter are satisfied.

Thereturn valueisalist of structures, each containing an object’s name along with a
Boolean value indicating if the object could not be evaluated to see if it passed the filter
and alist of any attributes that could not be modified. If the service cannot interact with
the object to determine if it passes the filter, the results for that object will have the
notFilterable set to true and the failedAttributes data member will be empty. (Thisis
flagged as a special case because the object may be one in which the client was not even
interested.) The service will try to perform al the modificationsin the list, in order,
continuing to try the rest even if one modification fails. If any operation fails on an
attribute, that attribute’ s name is added to the list of failures. If the notFilterableflagis
false, and the failedAttributes data member is empty, the client will know all updates
were performed on that object. The new typesinvolved in the return value are:

struct Updat eResul tsType {
NanmeType nanme;
bool ean not Fi |l terabl e;
StringSet Type fail edAttributes;

3
t ypedef sequence <Updat eResul t sType> Updat eResul t sSet Type;

The howMany parameter indicates to the service how many objects’ results should be
included in the first batch of responses. (Zeroisallowed, forcing all resultsto be
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returned through the iterator.) The resultslterator output parameter is areferenceto an
iterator object that may be used to retrieve additional resultsin batches. If al the results
were returned by the scopedUpdate operation, this reference will be null. The client must
destroy this object when it is finished with it, and may do so before all the results are
retrieved.

7.4.1.3 Scoped Delete
The IDL signature for the scoped del ete operation on the advanced MOO serviceis:

Del et eResul t sSet Type scopedDel ete (

i n NanmeType baseNane,

i n ScopeType scope,

in FilterType filter,

i n LanguageType | anguage,

in boolean failuresOnly,

i n unsigned short howwany,

out DeleteResultslterator resultslterator)

rai ses (IlnvalidParaneter,
InvalidFilter,
FilterConplexityLinmt,
ApplicationError);

Rather than accessing attribute values, this operation simply attempts to delete each
object in the scope that passes the filter.

The failuresOnly flag is used to indicate if the client wants the service to return results for
all objects meeting the scope and filter, or just those objects that could not be deleted.
Because object deletion notification are typically sent, clients may often want to choose
to receive results for only those objects that could not be del eted.

The return value lists the name of each object along with two flags that might indicate
that the object could not be deleted. The notFilterable flag shall be true if the MOO
service could interact with the object to even determine if it passed thefilter. The
notDeletable flag shall be true if the object passed the filter, but could not be deleted,
either due to its delete policy, or because it raised an exception. An object that cannot be
evaluated against the filter is flagged as a special case to let the client know it may be an
object that it did not even intend for deletion.

struct Del et eResul tsType {

NanmeType nane;
bool ean not Fi | t er abl e;
bool ean not Del et abl e;

b

typedef sequence <Del et eResul t sType> Del et eResul t sSet Type;

The howMany parameter indicates to the service how many objects’ results should be
included in the first batch of responses. (Zero isalowed, forcing al resultsto be
returned through the iterator.) Theresultslterator output parameter is areference to an
iterator object that may be used to retrieve additional resultsin batches. If al the results
were returned by the scopedDel ete operation, this reference will be null. The client must
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destroy this object when it is finished with it, and may do so before all the results are
retrieved.

Because many objects cannot be deleted if they contain other objects, for scopes based on
containment rel ationships the service must begin deleting the “leaf” objects that are
within scope and work toward the “root” object. When deleting objects, the MOO
service must follow the rules for deleting an object based on the object’ s delete policy as
described in Section 7.3. Because the rules are being applied to each of the objectsin the
scope, starting from the bottom up, however, the effect will be different than smply
trying to delete the object at the root of a sub-tree. Also, the MOO service is best-effort.
Therefore, it is possible for some of the objectsin a scoped sub-tree to be deleted while
othersaren't. These are the rules that must be applied to scoped del ete operations:

1. No objects may be “orphaned.” That is, an object may not be del eted without
deleting all of its contained (child) objects.

2. Performing a scoped delete on an entire sub-tree resultsin all of the objectsin
that sub-tree being deleted unless an object has a delete policy of
notDeletable, the object raised an exception on the destroy operation, or an
object has a subordinate that is not deletable.

3. Performing a scoped delete on part of a sub-tree requires evaluating each of
the objects at the lowest scoped layer using the delete rulesin Section 7.3. If
an object at the lowest-layer of the scope may be deleted according to these
rules, it and any subordinates are deleted. If alowest-layer object cannot be
deleted, it is not deleted nor are any of its superior objects. Other objectsin
the scope may be deleted, however, if the delete rules allow it. The service
then moves up to the next layer, and so on.

7.4.2 The Default Filter Lanquage

This section describes the default filtering constraint language that must be supported by
al conformant implementations of the MOO Service. Conformant implementations may
support other constraint grammars in addition to the grammar described here. An
operation is provided on the Basic MOO Service interface to enable a client to retrieve
the languages supported by a service. The grammar used in arequest isindicated by a
string-valued parameter named “language” on each scoped operation. A value of “MOO
1.0” (one space between “MOO” and “1.0”) shall indicate the grammar described here.
(A constant named defaultLanguage with this value is provided in the IDL module.)

The default grammar supported by each conformant implementation shall be the default
constraint grammar defined for version 1.0 of the Notification Service[4] with changes as
described in the following sub-sections. Note that by taking this approach, the
framework fixes the support for comparison rules (or “matching rules’) with the filter
grammar. New rules (e.g., a case-insensitive string match) cannot be added with the
addition of anew datatype or attribute type. Instead, the grammar will have to be
updated if new capabilities are required.
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7.4.2.1 Applying the Constraint Language to Object Attributes

The default Notification Service constraint grammar introduced the special token ‘$’ to
denote the current event and run-time variables. For multiple-object operations, the ‘' $'
token shall denote the “current” object aswell as run-time variables. That is, one can
think of the MOO Service as selecting a set of objects based on the supplied base name
and scope parameter, then applying the filter expression individually to each of the
objectsin that set. The“current” object is the object against which the expressionis
being evaluated. The following examplesillustrate the use of the‘$’ token:

$.administrativeState  The administrative state attribute of the current object.
$curtime A “built-in” variable named “curtime”.

The identifiers that come after the“$.” (dollar-sign period) are names of the attributes of
the current object as found in the value object defined to return the attributes of an object.
(See ITU-T X.780 for details on managed object attributes.) That is,
“$.administrativeState” refers to the member named “ administrativeState” in the value
type returned by acall to the getAttributes() operation on the current object. (Itis
assumed that many implementations of the MOO Service will use the getAttributes()
operation to retrieve the attributes from an object before evaluating the filter.)

The Noatification Service constraint language, on which the MOO Service constraint
language is built, has a“dot” operator (“.”) that can be used to access the individual
members within a data structure, and data structures can be nested. Thus, an identifier
like this one may be used to access a value within an attribute that has a data structure
value:

$.systemTimingSource.primaryTimingSource

A comparison with an attribute name that is not present in an object always evaluates to
false. Toillustrate, in the expression “(A ==0) || (A '=0)" if there is no attribute named
“A” present in the object both comparisons will evaluate to false and the expression will
actually evaluate to false. The default Notification Service language does support an
“exists’” operation that can be used to test the existence of an attribute before including it
in acomparison. Also, acomparison always evaluatesto false if the types of the
operands do not match. In the example above, if “A” isastring, the expression will be
false.

Notice that the default Notification Service constraint grammar defines a set of runtime
variables (which may be better thought of as “built-in” or *pre-defined” variables) but
does not allow user-defined variablesin filter expressions. In fact, there is no assignment
operator that would support the use of user-defined variables. There are currently no
built-in variables defined for the Scoping and Filtering Service and user-defined variables
are not supported.

NOTE - Since the Notification Service evaluates objects based on the names of their
attributes, care must be taken when defining attribute names (the names of the members
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of the attribute value object defined for an interface). An attribute of type
AdministrativeStateType named “adminState” with avalue of “unlocked” will fail afilter
of “administrativeState == unlocked” because the name does not match.

7.4.2.2 Support for Regular Expressions

The default Notification Service constraint language defines a substring operator to work
likethis: “A ~B” istrueif A isasubstring of B. The default MOO Service constraint
language extends thisto allow A to be aregular expression. That is, “A ~ B” evaluatesto
trueif A isasubstring of B or if the regular expression defined in A is matched in B. For
this framework, regular expressions are “modern” regular expressions as defined in
Section 2.8 of POSIX 1003.2.[11]

A regular expression is a pattern that describes a set of strings. The inclusion of special
characters known as “meta-characters’ enables one string to describe a set of strings.
The manual page for the “grep” command on most POSIX-compliant systems gives a
complete description of regular expressions and their use.

Regular expression matching is added to the constraint language to satisfy the
requirement to match sub-strings at the beginning, middle, or end of astring. POSIX
regular expressions support this capability by using meta-characters that represent the
beginning or end of astring(“~” and “$"). Matching in the middle of a string is done by
excluding these characters from the regular expression. Certainly, this requirement could
have been met by only adding a couple of meta-characters to the string matching
function. It wasfelt, however, that since regular expression matching is supported as a
utility on POSIX-compliant systems, it made sense to go ahead and use this capability,
which adds rich pattern matching to the language, rather than to require developers to
implement a specia capability offering far less functionality.

7.4.2.3 Support for Testing Set-valued and Sequence-Valued Attributes

Network management applications tend to rely heavily on the attributes of the managed
objects, and often these attributes are actually sets or sequences of values. (Setsand
sequences differ. Sets should not contain duplicates and the order of the elementsis
unimportant. In sequences, duplicate elements are allowed and order isimportant.) To
support the use of set-valued and sequence-valued attributesin filter expressions, the
default Notification Service constraint language needs to be extended. Two groups of
extensions are required to support the use of sets and sequences. The first enables sets
and sequences of literal valuesto be included in filter expression. The second defines
operators for sets and sequences.

7.4.2.3.1 Setsand Sequences of Literal Values

Sets and sequences of literal values are included in filter expressions by enclosing a
comma-separated list of literal valuesin curly braces. For example:

{1, 16, 21} A set or sequence of integers
{5.2,6.8, 7.01} A set or sequence of floating-point numbers
{*apple’, ‘orange’} A set or sequence of strings
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{Critical, Mgjor, Minor} A set or sequence of enumerated values
{} A null set or sequence.

Theliteral values must be of the “simple”’ types defined for the Notifications Service
constraint language (Boolean, short, unsigned short, long, unsigned long, float, double,
char, wchar, string, wstring), or enumerated values. All valuesin a set or sequence must
be of the same type.

Obvioudly, in this constraint language, literal sets and sequences are defined in the same
way. Actually, this matches the case with CORBA interface attribute types. Unlike
some other interface syntax languages, OMG IDL has only a sequence structure, and no
set type. To account for this, different operations for sets and sequences are defined.
When a sequence operator is applied to apair of sequences (either literal or attribute
values), the sequences are treated as true sequences. That is, order istaken into account.
When two sequences are involved in a set operation, however, the sequences are actually
treated as sets. That is, the order of the valuesin the set does not matter. Also, while
managed objects should never return duplicates in the value of a set-valued attribute, any
duplicates should be ignored.

7.4.2.3.2 Set Operators

In order to include set-valued attributesin filter expressions, operators that work on sets
are needed. This section extends the Notification Service constraint language by defining
how the operators already defined for that service are to be applied to sets. One new
operator, using the caret symbol (*'), is defined for testing the intersection of two sets.
Also, two built-in functions that take sets as arguments are defined.

Note that the default Notification Service constraint language already defines one
operator that works on sets, the “in” operator. The expression “A in B” can only be
applied if A isasimple type as defined above and B is a sequence of the same simple
type. The expression evaluatesto trueif the value represented by A isequal to avauein
B. Also, the default Notification Service constraint |language supports the use of the
“exist” operation on set-valued parameters. This behavior will also be supported for
multiple object operations.

In generd, to use any of the set operatorsin an expression such as“A <operator> B” one
or both operands must be a sequence of one of the types listed above in the section on
sets of literal values. If one operand is a sequence of type X, the other must either be a
sequence of type X or avalue of type X. Because one or both of the operands are
actually sequences, not sets, the operations must ignore any duplicate values within a
sequence and must not depend on any order of the values in a sequence. The operators
extended to work on set-valued attributes are defined below:

A ==B Trueif all the valuesin each operand are present in the other.

A'=B Faseif al the valuesin each operand are present in the other.

A <B Trueif al thevaluesin A arein B and B contains at |east one other
valuenotinA.
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A <=B Trueif al thevaluesin A arein B. (If A isasingly-valued attribute this
isthesameas“A inB”.)

A >B Trueif al thevaluesin B arein A and A contains at least one other
value not in B.

A >=B Trueif al thevauesinB arein A.

ANB Trueif any valuein A is present in B (the intersection is not null).

In addition to these operations, two built-in functions that take a set as an argument and
return asingle value from that set are defined:

MAX (<set of values>) Returns the highest value in the set.
MIN(<set of values>) Returns the lowest value in the set.

If no maximum or minimum can be derived from the set (because the values are not
numeric) the returned value should be indeterminate and any comparison to this
indeterminate value should evaluate to false.

7.4.2.3.3 Sequence Operators

To support the inclusion of sequence-valued attributes in filter expressions, operators that
work on sequences are needed. This section extends the Notification Service constraint
language by defining operators that work on sequences.

Only apair of operators are defined for sequences, since the only requirement was to do
equality matching on sequences. The operators defined to work on sequence-valued
operators are:

A %B Trueif A and B have the same number of values and all the valuesin A
match those in B, in order.

A% B Fadseif A and B have the same number of values and al the valuesin A
match those in B, in order.

7.4.3 MOOQO Service Requirements
This section summarizes the Multiple Object Operation Service requirements.

(R) MOO-1. A managed system shall instantiate at |east one MOO Server object. Also,
each local root naming context on a system shall have at least one name binding for a
MOO Service object. The value of the ID string in this binding shall simply identify the
server, perhaps with avalue similar to “MOO1”. The kind string in the binding shall
identify the class of the object (“itut_g816::BasicMooService’ or a sub-class).

(R) MOO-2. Theinterface supported by the MOO Server object(s) shall be the “Basic”
MOO Service interface described above and defined in the CORBA IDL in Annex A.

(O) MOO-3. Optionaly, the interface supported by the MOO Server object(s) may be

the “ Advanced” M OO Service interface described above and defined in the CORBA IDL
in Annex A.
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(R) MOO-4. The MOO Server object(s) shall at least support the default constraint
language defined above for the specification of filters, and may support other grammars.
The default constraint language, identified as“MOO 1.0”, is the default constraint
language defined by the CORBA Notification Service but extended as described above to
support:

» Filtering on object attribute values rather than notification structure member

values.
* Regular expression matching.
» Filtering on attributes containing sets or sequences of values.

7.5 The Heartbeat Service

The Heartbeat Serviceis used to verify the operation of the notification channelson a
managed system, as well as the communications network between the managed system
and managing system. It periodically sends a small notification to a managing system
interested in receiving it that identifies the system that emitted the heartbeat, as well as
the notification channel through which it was emitted. After configuring this service, a
managing system can then set afilter for heartbeat notifications on any of the channelsit
Isinterested in assuring are functioning. Since these notifications flow through the same
channels, software, and networks as notifications from other resources, they periodically
verify the operation of these resources.

The Heartbeat Serviceisfound by looking it up in the Naming Service.

Thefollowing IDL (without comments) describes the Heartbeat Service interface:

interface Heartbeat {

attribute string systenlLabel;

unsi gned short periodGet();

voi d periodSet(in unsigned short period);
}; I/ end of Heartbeat interface
interface Notifications {

voi d heartbeat (

in string syst enlLabel ,
in string channel | D,

i n unsigned short peri od,

in U¢cT ti meSt anp

)

} /1 end of Notifications interface

As can be seen, the Heartbeat service has an attribute named systemlLabel, and operations
to set and get the period between heartbeats. SystemlLabel is a user-supplied identifier.

51




ITU-T Recommendation Q.816 DRAFT

The intended use is to alow a managing system to insert alabel to identify the system
providing the heartbeat.

The Heartbeat service periodically emits a notification on each event channel that it can
find in the Channel Finder Service. The Channel Finder Service provides alisting of
each channel on the system, with a channel ID for each, as well as additional information
on the use of the channel. (The Channel Finder shall not list the Heartbeat notification as
one of the natificationsit handles. Heartbeat notifications are not sent by managed
objects, and are sent to all channels.) At the end of each period, the Heartbeat Service
sends a notification on each of the channels listed. The notification sent to each channel
includes the channel ID of that channel.

The period between heartbeats is controlled using the periodSet operation. The value
submitted to this operation is the period, in seconds, that the Heartbeat Service waits
between emitting notifications. Updating the period causes the service to immediately
emit a notification with the new period value, and begin anew period. Setting the period
to zero causes the service to emit one final notification with a period value of zero, then
no more (until the period is reset).

Each notification includes the value of the systemlLabel attribute, the ID of the channel
through which the notification was sent, the current value for the period, and a
timestamp.

(R) HEARTBEAT-1. A managed system may instantiate at |east one Heartbeat Service
object. If the Heartbeat Service is supported, each local root naming context on a system
shall have at least one name binding for a Heartbeat Service Object. The value of the ID
string in this binding shall smply identify the server, with avalue similar to
“Heartbeatl”. The kind string in the binding shall identify the class of the object
(“itut_g816::Heartbeat”).

(R) HEARTBEAT-2. The Heartbeat server object(s) shall support the Heartbeat
interface described above and defined in the CORBA IDL in Annex A. The functionality
described above shall be supported.

(R) HEARTBEAT-3. Updating of the period shall cause the service to deliver a
notification to all channels with the new period value and then begin a new period.
Setting the period to zero shall cause the service to emit one final notification with a
period value of zero, then no more (until the period is reset).

(R) HEARTBEAT-4. Until the period is changed, the heartbeat notifications shall be
sent to al the channels once within each period. The time between heartbeat
notifications being sent to a channel shall never be greater than twice the period.

7.6 Other Support Services

This framework anticipates the need for other network management support services but
recognizes it isimpractical to make them all part of one framework document. Exactly
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where the line gets drawn is a bit arbitrary, though. Because of itsfocus on TMN and the
need to support existing information models, this framework includes services that equate
to those provided by the CMIP protocol and the most basic TMN management
information capabilities. Just aswith CMIP, it is expected that additional support
services will be defined, most likely in separate documents.

8 Compliance and Conformance

This section defines the criteria that must be met by other standards documents claiming
compliance to this framework and the functions that must be implemented by systems
claiming conformance to this specification.

8.1 System Conformance

8.1.1 Conformance Points

This section summarizes the individual functions described earlier in this document.
These conformance points are then combined in profiles that must be supported by
systems claiming conformance to this specification.

1.

An implementation claiming conformance to the Naming Service requirements must:

» Support the CORBA Naming Service version specified in Section 5.2.

» Support al of the Naming Service requirements specified in Section 6.1.

An implementation claiming conformance to the Notification Service requirements
must:

» Support the CORBA Natification Service version specified in Section 5.2.

» Support al of the Notification Service requirements specified in Section 6.2.
An implementation claiming conformance to the Telecom Logging Service
requirements must:

* Support the CORBA Telecom Logging Service version specified in Section 5.2.
» Support al of the Logging Service requirements specified in Section 6.3.

An implementation claiming conformance to the Security Service requirements must:

» Support the Security Service version specified in Section 5.2.

» Support al of the Security Service requirements specified in Section 6.5.

An implementation claiming conformance to the Transaction Service requirements
must:

» Support the CORBA Transaction Service version specified in Section 5.2.

»  Support the Transaction Service requirements specified in Section 6.6.

An implementation claiming conformance to the Factory Finder Service must:

» Support the Factory Finder service interface described in Section 7.1 and defined

inthe CORBA IDL in Annex A.
An implementation claiming conformance to the Channel Finder Service must:

» Support the Channel Finder service interface described in Section 7.2 and defined

inthe CORBA IDL in Annex A.
An implementation claiming conformance to the Terminator Service must:
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» Support the Terminator Service interface described in Section 7.3 and defined by
the CORBA IDL in Annex A.
9. Animplementation claiming conformance to the Basic MOO Service must:
»  Support the mandatory MOO service requirements described in Section 7.4.3.
10. An implementation claiming conformance to the Advanced MOO Service must:
» Support the mandatory and optional MOO service requirements described in
Section 7.4.3.
11. An implementation claiming conformance to the Heartbeat Service must:
» Support the Heartbeat Service interface described in Section 7.5 and defined in
the CORBA IDL in Annex A.

8.1.2 Basic Conformance Profile

A system claiming conformance to the ITU.Q.816 Basic Profile shall support:
The version of CORBA specified in Section 5.2.

The Naming Service requirements. (See conformance point 1.)

The Notification Service reguirements. (See conformance point 2.)

The Factory Finder Service (See conformance point 6.)

The Channel Finder Service (See conformance point 7.)

The Terminator Service. (See conformance point 8.)

The Basic MOO Service. (See conformance point 9.)

NouorwhE

8.2 Conformance Statement Guidelines

The users of this framework must be careful when writing conformance statements.
Because IDL modules are being used as name spaces, they may, as alowed by OMG IDL
rules, be split acrossfiles. Thus, when amodule is extended its name won't change.
Instead, anew IDL file will smply be added. Simply stating the name of amodulein a
conformance statement, therefore, will not suffice to identify a set of IDL interfaces. The
conformance statement must identify a document and year of publication to make sure
theright version of IDL isidentified
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Annex A Framework Support Services IDL
(Normative)

/* This IDL code is intended to be stored in a file naned “itut_q816.idl"
|l ocated in the search path used by IDL conpilers on your system */

#i fndef | TUT_Q816_I DL
#define | TUT_Q816_| DL

#i ncl ude <CosNot i f yChannel Admi n.idl >
#i ncl ude <CosTi ne.idl >
#i nclude <itut_x780.idl>

#pragma prefix “itu.int”
nodul e itut_qg816 {

/1 Types inported from CosNotifyChannel Adm n
t ypedef CosNoti f yChannel Adm n: : Event Channel Event Channel ;

/'l Types inmported from CosTi nme
typedef TineBase::UcT UcT,

/1 Types inported fromitut_x780

typedef itut_x780::AttributeSet Type Attri buteSet Type;
typedef itut_x780:: ManagedObj ect ManagedObj ect;

typedef itut_x780:: ManagedObj ect Fact ory ManagedObj ect Fact ory;
typedef itut_x780:: NanmeType NaneType;

typedef itut_x780:: NameSet Type NaneSet Type;

typedef itut_x780::Objectd assType hject assType;
typedef itut_x780:: Objectd assSet Type hj ect C assSet Type;
typedef itut_x780:: ScopedNameType ScopedNaneType;

typedef itut_x780:: ScopedNanmeSet Type ScopedNaneSet Type;
typedef itut_x780::StringSet Type StringSet Type;

/1 Exceptions inported fromitut_x780 (exceptions can’'t be typedeffed)
#define ApplicationError itut_x780::ApplicationError
#define Del eteError itut_x780:: Del eteError

/I Data Types and Structures

/** EventSet Type is a list of event types. It is actually just a list
of strings. The values of the strings are the nanes of the event types
(the strings that go in the “type_nane” field of the structured event),
whi ch are the same as the scoped nanes of the operation defined on the
Notifications interfaces to send the events. For exanple:
itut_x780::Notifications::objectCreation */

t ypedef sequence <ScopedNaneType> Event Set Type;

/** A channel info structure contains information about an event

channel .

@renber channel | D A string identifier for the channel.

@renber channel C ass the channel’s scoped cl ass nane.

@renber basehj ects The objects at the bases of the trees of
nmanaged obj ects sending events to this channel.
A null list indicates that all base nanaged
objects on the systemare covered by this
channel .
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@renber event Types

@renber excl udedEvent Types If the event Types paraneter is null,

@renber sourceCl asses
@renber excl udedSour ceC
@renber channel
*/
struct Channel I nfoType {
string
hj ect Cl assType
NaneSet Type

Event Set Type
Event Set Type

hj ect Cl assSet Type
hj ect Cl assSet Type

Event Channel

}s

/** A channel

data associated with them

info set contains a |list of channel

DRAFT

The list of event types handled by this
channel. A null list indicates all event types
are handl ed by this channel.

this
can be used to exclude event types. |If

event Types is not null, this should be null
and is ignored.

The list of types of objects that send events
to this channel. A null list indicates all
types of mamnaged objects send events to this
channel .

asses |If the sourceC sses paraneter is null,
this can be used to exclude source cl asses.
I f sourced asses is not null, this should be
null and is ignored.

a reference to the channel.

channel | D;

channel C ass;

basej ect s;

event Types;

excl udedEvent Types;
sour ceCl asses;

excl udedSour ceCd asses;
channel ;

references and the

*/

typedef sequence <Channel I nfoType> Channel | nf oSet Type;

/** Channel

nodi fication. */

enum Channel Modi fi cati onType {Channel Create,

/** The Del et eResul t sType hol ds,
of a scoped del ete operation.
the object was del et ed.

are fal se,
@renber nane

@renber

notFilterable

Modi fication indicates the type of event channel

Channel Del et e,
Channel Updat e} ;

for a single object, the results
If both boolean flags in the result

The name of the object to which these results
apply.

This flag will be true if the service could not
interact with the object to see if it even
passed the filter.

This flag will be true if the object could not
be deleted due to its delete policy or because
it raised an exception.

nane;
not Fi | t er abl e;

@renber not Del et abl e

*/

struct Del et eResul tsType {
NanmeType
bool ean
bool ean

b

/** The Del et eResul t sSet
scoped del ete operation.

not Del et abl e;

Type is a set of

*/

results returned by the

typedef sequence <Del et eResul t sType> Del et eResul t sSet Type;
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/** A factory info structure contains information about a nmanaged
obj ect factory.

@renber factoryd ass the factory’s scoped cl ass nane
@renber factoryRef a reference to the factory
*/

struct FactorylnfoType {
hj ect O assType factoryd ass;
ManagedObj ect Fact ory fact oryRef;

}s

/** A factory info set contains a list of factory references and
their class names. */

t ypedef sequence <Factoryl nfoType> Factoryl nfoSet Type;

/** A Filter Type paraneter conveys the filter expression used in a
scoped and filtered operation.

*/

typedef string FilterType;

/** Get Results structures hold a list of attribute val ues per object.

@renber nane The CORBA nane of the object

@renber notFilterable This flag will be true if the service could not
interact with the object to see if it even
passed the filter. |If true, the attributes and
failedAttributes nenbers will be enpty.

@rebrer attributes The list of attributes retrieved fromthe
obj ect .

@renber failedAttributes The |ist of attributes whose val ues could
not be retrieved fromthe object.

*/

struct GCet Resul tsType {
NameType nane;
bool ean not Fi | t er abl e;
Attri but eSet Type attributes;
StringSet Type failedAttributes;

}s

/** The Get Results Set is a set of results returned by a scoped get
operation. */

t ypedef sequence <Get Resul t sType> Get Resul t sSet Type;

/** A Language Type paraneter conveys the filter expression |anguage
used in a scoped and filtered operation.

*/

typedef string LanguageType;

/** A Language Set Type paraneter contains a sequence of Languages. */

t ypedef sequence <LanguageType> LanguageSet Type;

/** ModificationOp is used to indicate the type of update to be nade to
an attribute. */

enum Modi fi cati onOpType {set, add, renove};

/** Modification structures identify an attribute and a nodification to
be made to it. Miltiple updates may be made to a single attribute by
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including nultiple structures with the same attribute nane in the
nodi fi cation Set.

@renber attrib The nanme of the attribute to update

@renber op The operation to be perforned on the attribute.

@renber val The value to be used for the update operation.

It’s type will depend on the attribute.

*/

struct ModificationType {
string attrib; // the name of the attribute
Modi fi cati onQpType op; /1 operation to be perforned
any value; // value used to update attrib.

}s

/** The Modification Sequence contains a sequence of nodifications to
be made (in order) to each object in a scoped update operation. */

t ypedef sequence <MbodificationType> Modificati onSeqType;

/** Scope Choice enunerates four possible choices for a scope. A
scope may include just the nanmed base object, the entire subtree

of object below and including the base object, the objects at a certain
| evel bel ow the base object (level 1 objects are directly contained by

the base object), or all of the objects dowmn to a level, including the
base object and the |evel.
*/

enum ScopeChoi ceType {baseCbject Only, whol eSubtree, individual Level
baseTolLevel };

/** Scope is used to convey which objects contained under the base
object, if any, are to be included in the scope of a scoped and
filtered operation. A |evel does not nake sense for the basehjectOnly

and whol eSubtree choices, but does for the other two. To illustrate
the difference between the two options that include a |level, a
scope choi ce of individual Level with level = 1 would include al
of the objects directly contained by the base object. A scope choice
of baseToLevel with level = 1 would include all of the objects

directly contained by the base object, and the base object.
*/

uni on ScopeType switch (ScopeChoi ceType)

{
/* The baseOhj ect Only and whol eSubtree cases carry no val ue. */
case individual Level : /* fall through */
case baseTolLevel: short | evel

s

/** Update Results structures hold the nane of an object, a bool ean
flag indicating if all nodifications to that object were successful
and a list of the attributes that could not be updated on that object.

The list will be null if the success flag is true

@renber nane t he CORBA nane of the object

@renber notFilterable This flag will be true if the service could not
interact with the object to see if it even
passed the filter. If true, the client wll

know no attributes could be set, so
the failedAttributes menber will be enpty.
@renber failedAttributes the list of attributes that were not
correctly updated
*/

struct Updat eResul tsType {
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NameType nane;

bool ean not Fi | t er abl e;

StringSet Type failedAttributes;
b
/** An Update Results Set is returned in response to a scoped update
operation (one that sets, adds to, or renoves fromthe value of an
attribute). */

typedef sequence <Updat eResul t sType> Updat eResul t sSet Type;

/I Constants
/** Default filter is to allow everything through the filter*/
const FilterType defaultFilter = "TRUE";
/** Default |anguage is the grammar described in this docunent */

const LanguageType defaul t Language = "MOO 1.0";

/l Exceptions

/** A channel already registered exception is returned when an attenpt
is made to register a channel with nultiple channel IDs. */

exception Channel Al readyRegi stered {};

/** A channel not found exception is returned when an event channel
cannot be found. */

exception Channel Not Found {};

/** A Fact or yNot Found exception is rai sed when a requested factory
can’t be found. */

exception FactoryNot Found {};

/** AFilter Conplexity Limt is raised when a filter expression in a
scoped operation is valid, but too conplex to be processed. */

exception FilterConmplexityLint {};

/** An invalid filter exception is raised when a client includes a
filter expression that cannot be parsed. The text surrounding the
syntax error should be returned for troubl e-shooting purposes. */
exception InvalidFilter {string badText;};

/** An Invalid Parameter exception is raised when the value of a
parameter is not valid for the operation.

@ar am par anet er t he name of the bad paraneter

*/

exception InvalidParameter {string paraneter;};

/I Interfaces
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/I Factory Finder Interface

/**

This interface defines a sinple service for |locating a nanaged obj ect
factory.

*/

i nterface FactoryFinder {

/** This method is used to find a managed object factory.
@ar am factoryd ass The scoped cl ass nane of the factory,

NOT the managed object to be created.
*/

ManagedObj ect Factory find (in OojectC assType factoryd ass)
rai ses (FactoryNot Found, ApplicationError);

/** This nmethod returns the list of factories registered
with the factory finder. */

Fact oryl nf oSet Type list()
rai ses (ApplicationError);

}; I/ end of FactoryFinder interface

/**

This interface extends the FactoryFinder interface to add nethods
to support the registration and unregistration of factories.
*/

i nterface FactoryFi nder Conponent : FactoryFi nder {

/** This nmethod is used by factories to register thensel ves.
It should not be used by nmanagi ng systens.

@ar am factoryd ass The scoped cl ass nane of the factory,
NOT the managed object to be created.

@ar am f act or yRef A reference to the factory.

*/

void register (in CbjectC assType factoryd ass,
i n ManagedObj ect Factory fact oryRef)
rai ses (ApplicationError);

/** This nmethod is used by factories to unregister thenselves,

if necessary. It should not be used by managi ng systens.

@ar am factoryd ass The scoped cl ass nane of the factory,
NOT the managed object to be created.

@ar am f act or yRef A reference to the factory.

*/

void unregister (in ObjectC assType factoryd ass,
i n ManagedObj ect Factory factoryRef)
rai ses (FactoryNot Found, ApplicationError);

}; // end of FactoryFi nder Conponent interface
/l Channel Finder Interface

/**

This interface defines a sinple service for |ocating event channels.
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*/
i nterface Channel Fi nder {

/** This nmethod returns the |list of channels registered
with the channel finder. */

Channel | nf oSet Type list()
rai ses (ApplicationError);

}; I/ end of Channel Fi nder interface

/**

This interface extends the Channel Finder interface to add net hods
to support the registration and unregistration of channels.
*/

i nterface Channel Fi nder Conponent : Channel Fi nder {

/** This method is used by channels to register thensel ves.
It should not be used by managi ng systens. Re-registering

a channel (re-using an existing channellD) results in
updating that entry. The other infornmation previously
associated with that entry is overwitten. A
Channel Al readyRegi st ered excepti on may be rai sed when an
attenpt is made to register a channel with rultiple channell Ds.
Thi s shoul d not be done. (The service cannot guarantee that
because two object references differ, they do not reference
the sanme object. It is therefore required that the nanaged
system ensure that the same channel is not registered twice.)
A channel change notification is sent whenever calling this
net hod results in a change.

@ar am channel I D A string identifier for the channel

@ar am channel d ass The scoped cl ass nane of the event
channel

@ar am baseObj ect s The objects at the bases of the trees
of managed objects sending events to
this channel. A null list indicates

that all base managed objects on the
system are covered by this channel

@ar am event Types The list of event types handl ed by
this channel. A null list indicates al
event types are handled by this
channel

@ar am excl udedEvent Types |If the event Types paraneter is null
this can be used to exclude event

types. |If eventTypes is not null, this
shoul d be null and is ignored.

@ar am sour ced asses The list of types of objects that send
events to this channel. A null |ist

i ndicates all types of managed objects
send events to this channel
@ar am excl udedSour ceC asses |If the sourceC sses paraneter is

null, this can be used to excl ude
source classes. |f sourceCl asses is
not null, this should be null and is
i gnor ed.

@ar am channel A reference to the channel

*/

void register (in string channellD
in Objectd assType channel C ass,
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}s

i n NaneSet Type base(bj ects,

i n Event Set Type event Types

i n Event Set Type excl udedEvent Types

i n ScopedNaneSet Type sourceC asses

i n ScopedNanmeSet Type excl udedSour ced asses,

i n Event Channel channel)

rai ses (Channel Al readyRegi stered, ApplicationError);

/** This nmethod is used by nanaged systens to unregister

channels, if necessary. It should not be used by nanagi ng
syst emns.

@ar am channel A reference to the channel

*/

voi d unregister (in EventChannel channel)
rai ses (Channel Not Found, ApplicationError);

/1 end of Channel Fi nder Conponent interface

/| Heartbeat Service Interface

/**

This interface defines a service used to periodically test the
operation of the notification channels on a system The service
supporting this interface periodically enmts a short “heartbeat”
notification on each channel on the system

*/

interface Heartbeat {

}s

/** The systenmlLabel attribute is sent in heartbeat
notifications. It is used to identify the heartbeat service

i nstance fromwhich the notification cane. Resetting this does
not cause the service to inmmediately emt a notification, but
the new value will be sent with the next notification. */

attribute string systenlLabel

/** The period is the interval, in seconds, at which the
heartbeat service emts the heartbeat notification. |If it is
zero, the service does not emt notifications. */

unsi gned short periodGet();

/** Updating of the period shall cause the service to deliver a
notification to all channels with the new period val ue and then
begin a new period. Setting the period to zero shall cause the
service to enmit one final notification with a period val ue of
zero, then no nore (until the period is reset). An attenpt to
set the period to a value outside the range supported w |

result in an ApplicationError with the error code set to

i nval i dParanmeter. */

voi d periodSet(in unsigned short period)
rai ses(ApplicationError)

/1 end of Heartbeat interface

/I Terminator Service Interface
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This interface defines a service that supports the deletion of managed
objects by clients. A goal of the franework is to enable

i mpl ementations in which the managed objects do not have to maintain
the naming tree informati on. The factories are one place to inplenent
the functions needed to create nane bindings, and this service can be
used to clean up the naming tree after object deletion. <p>

Al so, this service can inplenent the rules for deleting objects based
on the delete policy of the nanaged objects.

*/

i nterface Termni natorService {

/** This nmethod is used to del ete a nanaged object by
specifying its name. */

voi d del eteByNane (in NanmeType nane)
rai ses (ApplicationError, DeleteError);

/** This nmethod is used to del ete a nanaged object by
reference. */

voi d del eteByRef (in ManagedCbject no)
rai ses (ApplicationError, DeleteError);

}; /1 end of Termi natorService interface

/I DeleteResultslterator Interface
/** The Delete Results Iterator interface is used to retrieve the
results froma scoped del ete operation using the iterator design
pattern. */

interface Del eteResultslterator {

/** This method is used to retrieve the next “howMany” results
inthe result set. */

Del et eResul t sSet Type get Next (i n unsi gned short howvany)
rai ses (ApplicationError);

/** This nmethod is used to destroy the iterator and release its
resources. */

voi d destroy();

}; // end of Delete Results lterator interface

/| GetResultslterator Interface

/** The CGet Results Iterator interface is used to retrieve the results
froma scoped get operation using the iterator design pattern. */

interface GetResultslterator {

/** This method is used to retrieve the next “howMany” results
inthe result set. */

Get Resul t sSet Type get Next (i n unsi gned short howvany)
rai ses (ApplicationError);
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/** This method is used to destroy the iterator and release its
resources. */

voi d destroy();

}; /1 end of Get Results Iterator interface

/I UpdateResultslterator Interface

/** The Update Results lterator interface is used to retrieve the

results froma scoped update (set, add, renobve) operation using the
iterator design pattern
*/

interface UpdateResultslterator {

/** This method is used to retrieve the next “howMany” results
inthe result set. */

Updat eResul t sSet Type get Next (i n unsi gned short howVany)
rai ses (ApplicationError);

/** This method is used to destroy the iterator and release its
resources. */

voi d destroy();

}; /1 end of Update Results lterator interface

/I BasicMooService Interface

/** The basic scoping and filtering interface provides a comon service

for performng attribute retrieval operations on nultiple objects.
*/

i nterface Basi cMboService {

/** This operation is used to retrieve the list of filter

| anguages supported by the service. At the least, the

list nmust include the value of the defaultlLanguage constant
defined above. */

LanguageSet Type get Fi | t er Languages()
rai ses (ApplicationError);

/** This operation is used to retrieve attributes fromnultiple
objects using a small nunber of method invocations. The method
returns the first batch of results, one per object. Each
result has the nane of the object and a |ist of nane-val ue

pairs indicating the attributes that could be retrieved with
their val ues.

@ar am baseNane The name of the object at the base of the scope
tree.

@ar am scope A val ue indicating the contained objects to
include in the scope of the operations. See
ScopeType for details.

@aramfilter A string containing an expression to be
evaluated with attribute values from each
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object in the scope. Attribute values are
returned only for those objects for which the
expressi on eval uates to true.

@ar am | anguage A string identifying the |anguage in which the

filter expressionis witten.

@aram attri butes The nanes of the attributes for which val ues

should be returned. |[If this list is null, all
attributes are to be returned.

@ar am howivany The maxi num nunber of objects for which results

shoul d be returned in the first batch.

@aramresultsliterator A reference to an iterator that can be

*/

used to retrieve the rest of the results. Thi
reference will be null if all results were
returned in the first batch.

Get Resul t sSet Type scopedGet (

n

35 5 35 5

n

NaneType baseNane,
ScopeType scope,
FilterType filter,
LanguageType | anguage,
StringSet Type attri butes,
unsi gned short how\wany,

out GetResultslterator resultslterator)
rai ses (IlnvalidParaneter,

InvalidFilter,
FilterComplexityLint,
ApplicationError);

}; /1 end of BasicMoService interface

/I AdvancedMooService Interface

/** The advanced scoping and filtering interface provides a conmon
service for performing nultiple-attribute updates on nultiple objects,
and for deleting multiple objects.

*/

i nterface AdvancedMboServi ce : Basi cMboService {

/** This operation is used to modify multiple attributes in
nmul ti ple objects using a small nunber of nethod invocations.
The nethod returns the first batch of results, a |list of

obj ects for which one or nore nodifications failed. Each
result indicates the attribute(s) on that object that could not

S

be updat ed.

@ar am baseNane The name of the object at the base of the scope
tree.

@ar am scope A val ue indicating the contained objects to

include in the scope of the operations. See
ScopeType for details.

@aramfilter A string containing an expression to be

evaluated with attribute values from each
object in the scope. Updates are perforned
only on those objects for which the expression
eval uates to true.

@ar am | anguage A string identifying the |anguage in which the

filter expression is witten.

@aram nodi fications The list of nodifications to be nade to

each object.

@aram failuresOnly If true only results for failed objects
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wi Il be returned.

@ar am howivany The maxi num nunber of objects for which results
shoul d be returned in the first batch.

@aramresultsiterator A reference to an iterator that can be
used to retrieve the rest of the results. This
reference will be null if all results were
returned in the first batch.

*/

Updat eResul t sSet Type scopedUpdate (

i n NanmeType baseNane,

ScopeType scope,

FilterType filter,

LanguageType | anguage,

Modi fi cati onSeqType nodifications,

bool ean failuresOnly,

unsi gned short howMwany,

out UpdateResultslterator resultslterator)

rai ses (IlnvalidParaneter,
InvalidFilter,
FilterComplexityLint,
ApplicationError);

5D 3 3 3 35 O

/** This operation is used to delete nmultiple objects using a
smal | nunber of method invocations. The nethod returns the
first batch of results, a list of the objects that could not be
del et ed.

@ar am baseNane The name of the object at the base of the scope
tree.

@ar am scope A val ue indicating the contained objects to
include in the scope of the operations. See
ScopeType for details.

@aramfilter A string containing an expression to be
eval uated with attribute values from each
object in the scope. Only those objects for
whi ch the expression evaluates to true are
del et ed.

@aram | anguage A string identifying the |anguage in which the
filter expression is witten.

@aram failuresOnly If true only results for failed objects
will be returned.

@ar am howivany The maxi num nunber of objects for which results
shoul d be returned in the first batch.

@aramresultsiterator A reference to an iterator that can be
used to retrieve the rest of the results. This
reference will be null if all results were
returned in the first batch.

*/

Del et eResul t sSet Type scopedDel ete (

i n NameType baseNane,

ScopeType scope,

FilterType filter,

LanguageType | anguage,

bool ean failuresOnly,

n unsi gned short howvany,

out DeleteResultslterator resultslterator)

rai ses (IlnvalidParaneter,
InvalidFilter,
FilterConplexityLint,
ApplicationError);

5 3 5 5
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}; /1 end of AdvancedMooService interface

/I Notifications Interface
/** The notifications interface defines the notifications entted by
the framework services, not the managed objects thensel ves.
*/

interface Notifications {

/** The Channel Change notification is a special notification
because it is emtted by the franework (the Channel Finder) and

not a nmanaged object. It reports the addition, deletion, or
change of a registered event channel.
@ar am channel Modi fi cation indicates if a channel has been
added, renoved, or updated.
@ar am channel I nfo provi des the infornmation about
the affected channel .
*/
voi d channel Change (
i n Channel Modi fi cati onType channel Modi fi cati on,
i n Channel | nf oType channel I nfo

)

/** This operation signature defines the notification emtted
by the heartbeat service.

@ar am syst ermLabel the current value of the Heartbeat
service systenlabel attribute.
@ar am channel | D the I D of the channel through which the
notification was sent.
@ar am peri od the current value of the Heartbeat
service period attribute.
@aram ti meSt anp the current tinme when the notification
is emtted.
*/
voi d heartbeat (
in string syst enlLabel ,
in string channel | D,
i n unsigned short peri od,
in U¢cT ti meSt anp

)

/** These constants defines the names of the notification
decl ared above and are provided to help reduce errors. */

const string channel ChangeTypeNane =
"itut_qg816:: Notifications::channel Change";

const string heartbeat TypeNane =
"itut_qg816:: Notifications::heartheat";

/** These constants define the nanes of the paraneters used in
the notifications declared above and are provided to help
reduce errors. */

const string channel | DNane = "channel | D';

const string channel Mbdi ficati onNane = "channel Modi fi cation”;
const string channel I nfoNane = "channel | nfo";

const string periodNanme = "period";

const string systenlLabel Nane = "systeniabel ";
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const string tineStanpNane = "ti meStanmp";

}; I/ end of Notifications interface

}; // end of nmodule itut_q816

#endif // end of #ifndef |TUT_(B16_|DL
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Appendix A Interworking Scenarios Between Models Using ITU
Framework and ADSL/ATMF Compliant Models

A.1 Introduction

This appendix describes how systems designed using the approach in this framework may
interwork with systems designed using the approach specified in the ATM Forum and the
ASDL Forum.

The following approaches have been used to define interfaces for CORBA Based

managed objects:

— A fine-grained model has a one-to-one relationship between CORBA interface
instances (i.e., having their own Interoperable Object Reference, IOR) and managed
object instances.

— A class-grained model has one CORBA interface for each managed object class.
Some other mechanism (such as managed object name placed as an input parameter
for every operation in that interface) has to be supported by the CORBA class grained
interface to allow management of each managed object instance.

A, so called, Grain-neutral approach uses a structure holding both the managed object
name and the IOR used to provide access to each managed objects. Note that the grain-
neutral approach, while requiring the client to pass the managed object instance as a
parameter to each operation (i.e., looks like class grained to the client), allows the
implementation in the server to be either class grain or fine grain.

The framework in this Recommendation uses a fine-grained approach, along with a
value-type based attributesGet operation, for defining CORBA based managed objects.
The value type associated with a CORBA managed object subclass uses value type
inheritance to extend the elements of the value type associated with its superclass.

The ATM Forum and ASDL Forum specifications includes the IOR for the class and the
name of the managed object as a paired list of parameters for the operations (i.e., they are
grain neutral). The client uses the name to reference the specific entity and does not
require a separate |OR to be for each entity. These specifications also use structures (i.e.,
they do not employ inheritance) for their attributesGet operations.

A.2 Terminology

The following terms are introduced for the purpose of discussion:

— Grain Neutral Server — A managed system which implements objects defined using a
grain neutral model with CORBA 2.1

— ITU Framework server - A managed system which implements objects defined using
the Framework in this Recommendation, thus supporting CORBA 2.3 features

— Grain Neutra Managing System - A client capable of managing CORBA objects
defined using grain neutral model with CORBA 2.1
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— ITU Framework Managing System — A client capable of managing CORBA objects
defined according to the Framework in this recommendation, thus supporting
CORBA 2.3 features

A.3 Interworking Scenarios

A.3.1 Grain Neutral Server migrating to I TU Framework Server

Upon migration from a grain neutral server, an ITU Framework server may add new
capabilities, however it must preserve the old capabilities as found in the grain neutral
version

The new server should implement an adapter function. This function should present the
grain neutral interfaces to existing Grain neutral managing systems. An implementation
approach can employ delegation of operations invoked on grain neutral objectsto the
objects built according to the framework. Such a del egation approach will issue the same
operations on the individual objects as would be invoked by an ITU Framework based
managing system.

The class specific grain-neutral get all attribute operation parameters should be converted
to the value type structured as per the framework in this specification.

There are functions to be performed by the interworking software beyond the differences
resulting from the use of POA and value object. The del egation software needs to be
customized to address the differences in the naming structure, including this Framework's
use of the kind field. For example explain how the context object reference used in
constructing the name needs to be replaced with kind field of COS naming structure.

A.3.2 Grain Neutral Client migrating to ITU Framework Client

Such an ITU Framework Client needs to manage both grain neutral servers aswell as
ITU Framework servers.

ITU framework client with CORBA 2.3 needs, in addition to using the naming tree for
ITU Framework serves, to use the naming tree for grain neutral servers. CORBA 2.3
implementation may require an adaptation function where the application issuing the
reguest to an object has to be converted to be appropriate for the grain neutral server. If
the application uses the value type it has to be decomposed into the object specific get
operation for the old server.

For an ITU Framework based client to manage both ITU Framework based servers and
pre-ITU Framework servers, the ITU client will need to support stubs for both the ITU
and pre-1TU servers. In addition, some interworking function may be needed, as
discussed above and as shown in the figure below.
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Figure 10. Interworking Scenarios
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