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Abstract

This document provides Ericsson’s comments on the requirements stated in Tdoc S5-036036 (Inventory Mgmt requirements), in response to an action point from SA5#32bis (when there was not time enough to go through all comments). All of these comments are in fact also applicable to the updated version of S5-036036 for SA5#33, in S5-036258.

In general, parts of S5-036036 that are not commented below are considered acceptable for Ericsson at this point in time. This however does not preclude changed or new comments by Ericsson on S5-036036, or other documents describing the Rel6 Inventory Mgmt requirements, later due to circumstances not known by the time this contribution was written.

Comments

· Why should this be an IRP at all?
· Requirements 3 & 4: It may or may not be OK (to scope & filter the Inventory data to be uploaded), depending on which solution we can find for the “Interface IRP” for Inventory mgmt. We are aware of the fact that normally the requirements are mandating the solution (IS) to be defined later, but sometimes there must be a “give-and-take”, with parallel development of some Stage 1 and Stage 2 parts, otherwise the requirements may prove to be unacceptably difficult to solve (in the IS/SS) or expensive to implement. From the history of this WT in Rel5, we know that there have been difficulties to agree on the solution for this Interface IRP; therefore we believe it is wise to wait with “freezing” these requirements until the Interface IRP solution is more stably defined.

· Requirement 5: We do not agree with this requirement. Information about the physical topology is already in place in the CM NRM IRPs. It would cost a lot of extra work in standardisation & implementation to have similar/overlapping/redundant information also in the Inventory Management standard. It is also error prone.

· Requirement 6: We do not agree with this requirement. Information about the logical topology is already in place in the CM NRM IRPs. It would cost a lot of extra work in standardisation & implementation to have similar/overlapping/redundant information also in the Inventory Management standard. It is also error prone.

· Requirement 7: We do not agree with this requirement because: 

· Notification related to objectCreation (of ManagedElement) is already covered by Generic NRM + Kernel CM IRP specifications.  

· To issue a notification when a HW unit is “changed” (should be “installed or replaced”?) is not always possible because some of the equipment existing on the market is not communicating with the system when installed/replaced.

· Requirement 8: Unclear requirement. It looks as if we have already decided on a particular solution.  This needs to be clarified before we can say “yes or no”. (What is “Async. Inv. mgmt operation” ?)

· Requirement 9: The use of this (get) type of operation requires a use case.  Inventory data normally involves large data sets where bulk transfer is more appropriate.  This requirement should be for further study (as specified) pending agreement on (a) validity of use case, (b) the frequency of use and (c)a more stable agreement on the Interface IRP solution.
· Requirement 17: “Object model” should be changed to “NRMs”.
· The Annex A should stay Informative.  In particular, the statement in the Annex A Note 2 implying mandatory requirement, should be removed.  Mandatory or optional qualification for inventory data items should be done by each relevant NRM (class definitions).  
· The inventory data (in Annex A) that is not used by NEs or held by NEs “by nature” shall be removed.  The remaining ones should be for further study.
