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Document Summary:
This contribution proposes some changes in clause 4.4

It is proposed to split this clause in two parts: static description and dynamic (behaviour) description.
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Background:

In UML the behaviour is described with one or more of the following packages: Common behaviour, Collaborations, Use Cases, State Machines. These packages result in many type of “Diagrams”: use case diagrams, sequence diagrams, statechart diagrams, etc.

ITU-T (M.3020) recommends to describe the management functions and management services with Use Cases, the management scenario with sequence diagrams, the behaviour with state charts, sequence diagrams and class definition .

Current Draft:

In the current draft (S5FM03-000003) the Clause 5 (Dynamic model) contains the description of dynamic aspects and uses the UML diagrams (state chart diagrams and sequence diagrams).

The Clause 4, vice versa, contains some clauses that describe static aspects, and other clauses that describe dynamic aspects.

Static descriptions are:

· 4.4.2     Network resource name

· 4.4.3.1  Use of alarmId

· 4.4.3.2  Matching criteria

· 4.4.6     Alarm Information

Dynamic descriptions are:

· 4.4.1    Alarm List

· 4.4.3    Alarm Information Identification

· 4.4.4    Alarm loss detection

(Note: the distinction between static and dynamic in some cases is not very clear, therefore the above classification is matter of discussion)

Proposal: 

It is proposed to:

· move the dynamic descriptions to Clause 5 (with the addition of sequence diagrams)

· Rename the Clause 4 (change Behavior with e.g. Static structure) and relate the descriptions to the proposed Class diagram (contribution S5FM03-000007)

· In particular, the clause 4.4.6 contains the description of attributes, therefore it requires a Class that includes such attributes. 

Minor comments:

1. Clause 4.4.3 
Paragraph 2
The “state change… of alarmInformation”  may generate confusion with ITU “alarm status change”.  We should use other words.

2. 4.4.3.1  Paragraph 1
It seems that the structure of alarmId must be proprietary and cannot be standardized. Why?
What is an opaque object ?
Where alarmId is defined in the Info Model? I have found only the notificationId.

3. 4.4.3.2  last paragraph
The sentence should be changed:  several alarm notifications with the same values should never exist in the alarm list.

4. 4.4.4   First line
“The use of alarmId…” should be changed to “The use of alarmId or notificationId…”    

5. 4.4.4   Last paragraph
This paragraph should be turned to a positive statement. E.g. To recover alarm loss the operation getAlarmList is provided. .. 
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