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6.04.2
UID_35053  Advanced Alarming on Itf-N (OAM8) - new TS 32.121/2/3

Progress: from 80% to 95%
Output to SA: 
S5-080640+..640 to be send for approval
S5-08049: CR to 32.122

S

S5-080633
SP-080073 TS 32.123-100 Telecommunication management: Advanced Alarm Management (AAM) Integration Reference Point (IRP): CORBA Solution Set - for SA Approval





Source: SP-080073

Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-080640
Presentation of 32.123 (AAM CORBA SS) to SA for approval





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Decision: 

The document was agreed to be sent to SA for approval.
MCC will merge this with S5-080633 into one zip file.


S5-080759
Discussion of AAM rules





Source: ZTE

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-080806.



S5-080806
Discussion of AAM rules





Source: ZTE

(Replaces S5-080759)

Discussion: 

Comment: Clear alarm coming from e.g. a toggle rule has different alarmClearedTime than the one when it was sent. So it can be distinghuished.
A: True. But only at the time when alarm is cleared. This may be too late. The network operator might need it earlier by operator. There are specific cases, when a not toggling alarm can be screened by a toggling rule. 
Comment: The document does not show this very specific case. Understanding this took long time in off-line discussion; not enough time in the session. 

Q: Is the scenario rearly urgent enough to change the standard?
A: No assessment on urgency, but at least the standard is improved.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



S5-080760
CR 32.122 Add clarification about the assumed scenarios for AAM rules





Source: ZTE

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-080807.



S5-080807
CR 32.122 Add clarification about the assumed scenarios for AAM rules





Source: ZTE

(Replaces S5-080760)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-080849.



S5-080849
CR 32.122 Add clarification about the assumed scenarios for AAM rules





Source: ZTE

(Replaces S5-080807)

Discussion: 

Q: What changed compare to 760. 
A: Rewording of the one new paragraph.
Comment: This is just a general statement. The value seems questionable.
Category should be F, because no new functionality is introduced. 
Agreed.
Decision: 

The document was agreed.
MCC will do the category change.

S5-080762
CR 32.122 Add AAMRule information in AlarmInformation





Source: ZTE

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-080808.



S5-080808
CR 32.122 Add AAMRule information in AlarmInformation





Source: ZTE

(Replaces S5-080762)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S5-080850.



S5-080850
CR 32.122 Add AAMRule information in AlarmInformation





Source: ZTE

(Replaces S5-080808)

Discussion: 

Q: What changed compare to 762. 
A: Optionality of the proposal to extend additional information, rewording of text in tables, no change for transientRule.
Comment: AdditionalInformation is used today for many purposes. Impact of extending it in AAM needs to be analysed. More time for consideration would be helpful.

Editorial comments: Several attributes, parameters, notification names etc. do not used the correct font (this is also the case in other places of 32.122); parameter name in the tables should start with small letter. 
Comment: Not parameter additionalInformation, but additionalText should be used for this extended information. 
This was regarded as a significant change. More analyis is needed of the pros and cons of the both alternative. AdditionalText may be easier to change, but there may be a clearer separation or data in additonalInformation.
Conclusion: Rework for next meeting. Email discussion would be helpful. ZTE is ask to trigger it.

Decision: 

The document was not agreed..


