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1
Decision/action requested

Agree that ITU-T recommendations are supported to the original intent and purpose 
2
References

[1]
ITU-T  X.733

3
Rationale

This follows an action from SA5 #37bis regarding the usage of the correlated notification field.

The main issue is the interpretation and intent of this field.

Internal checking with colleagues who participate in the ITU-T has revealed that the original intent of the Correlated notification field is to hold notification Ids of previously sent alarm notifications only.

The suggested usage (from SA5 #37bis in tdoc S5-046129) regarding the usage of the correlated notification field for any type of notification (alarms plus other notifications) is not consistent with the ITU-T intent.

4
Consequences and implications

If 3GPP refers to ITU-T recommendations, and adds additional interpretations to usage, there is the possibility of encountering system inter working failures.

5
Issues of discussion

Lucent proposes that where standards exist, usage of the standard should be to the original intent of the standard.

Supporting divergent behaviour does not help multi vendor inter operation.
The ITU-T X.733 replacement text, provided in Corrigendum 2 from March 99 changes X.733 Sub clause 8.1.2.3 to

Replace paragraph 2 with the following:

–
cleared: The Cleared severity level indicates the clearing of one or more previously reported alarms. The alarms to be cleared are indicated by the managed object, Event type, Probable cause, Specific problems (if present) and Correlated notifications parameters as follows:

a)
If the Correlated notifications and Specific problem parameters are not present or empty, all previous alarms with the same managed object, Probable cause and Event type parameters are cleared irrespective of whether a Notification identifier or Specific problem parameter was present in the alarms to be cleared (i.e. can clear alarms without looking at Notification identifier or Specific problem parameters).

b)
If the Specific problems parameter is present and not empty, and the Correlated notifications is not present or empty, then only previous alarms that have an exact match on managed object, Probable cause, Event type, and have a matching set or subset of Specific problems will be cleared.

c) If the Correlated notifications parameter is present and not empty, those alarms listed in this parameter are cleared irrespective of the values for the managed object, Probable cause, Event type and Specific problems parameters. In addition, all alarms which match managed object are also cleared as specified in b) above, or as in a), ignoring the presence of the Correlated notifications.

i.e. the correlated notification filed is intended to be for alarm usage only. 

Lucent wishes that 3GPP will maintain a close alignment with the original ITU-T intent.

The purpose of maintaining an alignment is to ease future inter working needs.

Should any company wish to amend the ITU-T behaviour, Lucent would prefer the discussion is taken up within the ITU-T.

Lucent also wishes that where 3GPP uses ITU-T recommendations, via reference to them, in order that there is no variation of behaviours or interpretation, which encourages any deviation from the established international recommendation.

Whilst the proposed usage of the correlated notification field could carry a notification ID, for a notification type other than alarm (i.e. the syntax would support this), this would not be semantically correct.

Issues

Receiving a notification ID value for notifications, which are not alarms, may confuse the recipient system.

If the ID is not held within the system's alarm entries, additional processing delay may occur as the system searches for a non-existent value in its data stores.

In a similar way, the notificationId values used in the correlated notification field should have previously been sent to the recipient system similar reasons to those above.

