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1 Decision/action requested

Consider the following comments before concluding on the Performance Threshold Management definitions.

2
References

T-doc S5-048625r1 from SA5#39.

3 Rationale

To provide Ericsson comments on the Nortel contribution S5-048625r1 “CR 32.401 rel-6 Performance Threshold Management requirements” in response to an action item in WTP6 at SA5#39.

4 Comments

· General: It seems it may duplicate much wordings in PM IRP IS. We prefer that the definitions are in one TS only. We support that the Threshold Management definitions are collected in the 32.401, but then we should remove the corresponding definitions/descriptions from the PM IRP IS, and have the IS make reference to the 32.401. 


· We are questioning if cumulative counters are used for “rate of change” thresholding only. What about the thresholding based on absolute numbers? Is that not necessary to standardize? 


· Text under Figure 2: “For each pair of high and low threshold levels, one of them shall generate an alarm notification, and the other shall generate an alarm clear notification. If the direction of the threshold crossing is increasing, a new alarm will not be generated before the measurement value has reached the high level threshold value. Furthermore, the alarm will not be cleared before the measurement value has reached the low level threshold value. For decreasing thresholds, the opposite is applied. The alarm notification shall always be generated before the alarm clear notification.The hysteresis mechanism can be used for both Gauges and Cumulative Counters thresholds.” 
 This description is using “reached” (but not “crossed”). It should be aligned with the corresponding text in the PM IRP IS (TS 32.402).
· Example figures: 
(a) Figure 1.  The beginnings of the “notification generated” arrows are wrongly placed.  Similar comments for other figures.  
(b) Are T1, T2, T3 the granularity periods?  If yes, then it must state so and the transition between the T’s should not be shown (because they are irrelevant).  If no, then the figures are simply irrelevant because Agent is responsible for emitting notification at GP times (and not at other times).














































































































































































