Hi Wim and all,

now at last (!) I have managed to take some time to look into this.

And your proposals look fine, principally! However, you need to do a few adjustments of the exampleDN document. I have attached an updated version of it, named exampleDN-TT, where I have shown for the first example(s) how you should update it. Then you should update all examples in the same way.

There are two minor things to consider here: 

Firstly, the cases (Upper/lower) have been clarified/corrected in a R99 CR to 32.106-8 (agreed by CM, to be approved in Brighton), which means that these examples from part 5 also have to change. I will soon also write a CR for part 5 on this. All DNs shall use Upper case for all MOC names occurring in the RDN substrings of the DN.

Secondly, these examples assume that there is no dnPrefix, so that should be stated. If there were a dnPrefix, that would have to be inserted at the beginning of DN.

Finally, your idea in the prefix.doc is just fine! I have no problem with this - actually I thought I would give you the same idea before I saw this document, as we have already the same approach for the XML file for bulk CM data! You may just want to look at the way it will be done there, if you want to have the same solution for XML. I don't know exactly how that will be done but please look into the CM Tdocs for the next ad-hoc meeting (in Sophia A.) if you're interested. They should come out within one or two days.

Don't hesitate to contact me again if you have more questions.

Best regards,

Thomas

-----Original Message-----

From: Snoeck Wim [mailto:Wim.Snoeck@siemens.atea.be]

Sent: den 19 april 2001 16:45

To: 'Karl-Heinz.Nenner@t-mobil.de'; Thomas.Tovinger@emw.ericsson.se

Cc: 'Zhou, Di'

Subject: RE: RE: Comment to last PM report : no such thing as FDN ?

Sensitivity: Confidential

Hi Karl-Heinz, Thomas,

I prepared 2 contributions regarding the use of DN's in 32.104 and the

relation to 32.106. Since we never had a actual joint session with CM, I

would ask Thomas as the CM rapporteur to have a quick look at the

contributions to verify that I did use the DN correctly, before I send this

to the reflector. The result of this 'quick look' could be that we actually

need a joint PM/CM session in meeting #20, to discuss - amongst other topics

- these 2 contributions, which I would then send as joint PM/CM

contributions to the reflector. Another topic could be that - when looking

at my own measurement contributions - that we would need a MOC for a RA.

* exampleDN.doc : in this contribution I try to apply the DN as specified in

32.106. I'm not too sure if a have to specify the RNC up to the rncFunction

level (as I did), or only to the g3ManagedElement level.

* prefix.doc : does this conflict with the dnPrefix approach as used in

32.106-5 and 32.106-8 ?

Don't hesitate to contact me for any questions or problems !

Best Regards,                                                           

  Wim Snoeck                        TEL : +32-14-25-2404                

  IC D MN B                         FAX : +32-14-25-3339                

  Siemens Atea                      GSM : +32 478 659070

  Industriepark Klein Gent          mailto:wim.snoeck@siemens.atea.be
  2200 Herentals                    AREA : Systems Engineering OAM NE

  Belgium (Europe)                         

-----Original Message-----

From: Karl-Heinz.Nenner@t-mobil.de [mailto:Karl-Heinz.Nenner@t-mobil.de]

Sent: dinsdag 17 april 2001 18:38

To: Thomas.Tovinger@emw.ericsson.se; Wim.Snoeck@SIEMENS.ATEA.BE

Subject: AW:RE: Comment to last PM report : no such thing as FDN ?

Sensitivity: Confidential

Hello,

in fact we were talking about the DN when we erroneously used "FDN".  The

discussion in the PM RG on how to model the object names in the PM result

files

will have to be concluded by SA5#20 for Release 4.  As we were up to now

only

using the object classes that we told CM about more than 6 month ago there

didn't seem to be a pressing need for joint sessions.  However, as the

discussion in L.A. about the neighbour cell objects has shown, there may be

more MOCs required in PM, and we should attempt alignment at meeting #20.

The

main input to this discussion will be 32.106-3, in its version after meeting

#20.  This is when all PM required MOCs for R4 should be known. 

wbr

*************************************

Karl-Heinz Nenner

T-Mobil

Postfach 30 04 63

53184 Bonn

Tel.:  +49 228 936 3343

T-D1:  +49 171 54 28 270

Fax:   +49 228 936 3329

email: karl-heinz.nenner@t-mobil.de

