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1
Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT53):
62% (was previously 60%)
Summary of progress: 
Requirements progressed: grouping of alarms possible; agreement to have dedicated operations for the different types of rules
Deliveries:
-
Outstanding issues: 
IS to be extended with operation/s related to grouping of alarms; 
decision about correlativeRule;
decision about validity of a rule for all IRPMa​nagers or only for the one who defined it.
Request to SA5/SWG:
-
2
Output to SA5 Plenary
SA5 Approval requested for: 
-
3
Minutes

The session was held on 2nd of November, 2nd quarter.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-061557
	Requirements for Advanced Alarming on Itf-N Version 0.0.9
The following changes to the requirements were agreed:
· New requirement to allowing grouping of alarms that might be caused by the same network fault and to act based on these groups, e.g. retrieval or discard
· Clarification to requirement about definition of advanced alarming rule: Rule instances are defined.

· Requirement 1.5 was split up into two, to indicate different urgency of the two parts

· The order in which the advanced alarming rules are applied is vendor specific and out of scope of Itf-N

Identified open item:
· Shall an advanced alarming rule be valid for all IRPManagers or only for the one who defined it?
Conclusion: 

Changes to requirements agreed. Updated version of requirements is available as S5-061557r1
	Rapporteur

	S5-061659
(late contribution)
	Discussion on the requirements of Advanced Alarming
This contribution proposed that advanced alarming rules can generate new notifications and alarms. 
It was questioned that there are use cases in the currently defined rules where such notifications are necessary. Contributions S5-061520 (item 1) and S5-061594 proposed such notifications, but these proposals were not agreed (see below)

Conclusion:
Not agreed.
	ZTE

	S5-061520
	Some proposal of Advanced Alarming 

This contribution proposes to have information about how many alarms were not sent per NE because of a threshold rule.
It was explained, that such information could be retrieved from the log. The crossing of the threshold lets an alarm go through and this fulfills the requirement to be made aware when the number of alarms crosses a critical limit.
This proposal was not agreed.
The contribution contains also a proposal to have objectInstanceLists in the Filter parameter.
The current input parameter filter allows specifying a list of objectInstances. So, no change is needed.
The third item in the document presents a specific error scenario for the correlative rule. This was not discussed because a lack of time.
Conclusion: 

First item not agreed, second item already covered, third item could be resubmitted.
	China Mobile

	S5-061594
	Discussion on the definition of toggle rule in Advanced Alarming

This contribution proposes to issue a notification if an alarm is identified as toggling and a clearing of this alarm when the toggling ends.

Discussion: The application of the toggling rule is not intended to cover all NEs, but only selected groups or individual NEs. A toggling rule should be only activated if toggling has been identified before. 

Conclusion: 

Not agreed.
	ZTE

	S5-061558
	Information Service for Advanced Alarming on Itf-N Version 0.0.8
In this version the feature to administer the order in which the rules are applied was removed. This change was agreed by the group.
The following proposals were made: 
+ Individual operations for each rule
+ No operation for a rule template
+ No operation for vendor specific rule (only mention the possibility).
After short discussion and clarification these proposals were agreed.

In email discussions before the meeting the validity of the correlativeRule was questioned. 
[Begin of email discussion summary).

It was stated that even with “correct” setting of the parameters so called “fault hiding” can happen. 

Scenario:
Two alarms x and y come within a time interval. The correlative rule assumes they are correlated in that x reports the root cause and y is a consequential alarm. So it forwards x and suppresses y. Some time later, a clearing alarm for x arrives, but no clearing alarm for y, because, by chance, the case happened that x and y were not correlated (you cannot exclude that case). Thus, the alarm display is empty (with respect to x and y), although the y-fault is still active.
ZTE answered that in their proposal, after a rootAlarm has been cleared, the correlative consequentialAlarm(s) will be sent – out of a “bag” - by IRP agent after a delay time, if it is not yet cleared. 

Reply to this by the Rapporteur:
This very complex procedure is a contradiction to the requirement that you only need to check an alarm when it comes in, whether to forward it or not (no other action required later).

[End of email discussion summary]

Addition: The out-of-the-bag method delays the not-consequential alarm for an unknown time.

Because of the expired session time this discussion could not be progressed in the meeting.
The following major open items were identified:

· CorrelativeRule Yes/No?

· Separate defineAdvancedAlarmingRule into separate operation per rule type.

· Clarification of “alike alarm”, i.e. to define the static items to be considered for a defined rule. These definitions should be done per rule type.

· Operations related to categorize alarms as belonging to one group

Conclusion: 

IS expects further input, especially new notifications related to grouping of alarms. Discussion about correlativeRule to be continued.
	Rapporteur


4
Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	46.2
	Propose language to describe correlation rules
	Rel-7
	All
	Closed (no language foreseen)
	SA5#48

	46.3
	Keep document about correlation​Rule alive, until it is clear if we can agree on a generic correlation language or not.
	Rel-7
	ZTE
	Closed
	SA5#47ff

	47.1
	Transform one of the defined rules into the new agreed one-operation-style, present to email exploder for review, then transform the others.
	Rel-7
	Rapporteur
(ZTE for correlationRule)
	Done
	SA5#49

	48.3
	Find WT53 convenor for SA5#49
	Rel-7
	Rapporteur
	Done
	SA5#49

	50.1
	Provide material for IS related to the new requirement about grouping of alarms
	Rel-7
	Ericsson
	New
	SA5#51

	50.2
	Convert current defineAdvancedAlarmingRule operation into individual operations
	Rel-7
	Rapporteur
	New
	SA5#51

	50.3
	State position whether a rule should be valid for all managers or only the requesting one.
	Rel-7
	All
	New
	SA5#51

	50.4
	Continue email discussion about correlativeRule 
	Rel-7
	Rapporteur
	New
	SA5#51


5
Participant list

	Attendee name
	Company

	Clemens Suerbaum
	Siemens Networks

	Enxi Wang
	Nokia

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson

	Yang Li
	Huawei

	Mike Truss
	Motorola

	Jean Duguay
	Nortel

	Zhu Weihong
	ZTE

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens Networks

	Wang Lan
	China Mobile 

	Ajay Singh
	Lucent

	Tommy Berggren
	TeliaSonera
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