DAMED-WG notes October 16, 2002

~40 attendees, 2/3 had never been to a damed-wg meeting before

Top-n paper overview

How LBNL group is using damed event names in netlogger

Walk through of dan’s slides

*Stripped off heading for implementation error-


Q – does it make sense to strip them off in all cases?


A – probably not

*Program/event name boundary


Q – what about having program name as part of event?


A – it was easier for us not to have it, this was included in netlogger event info

*Additional event parameters


Q – needed aggregation/averaging events (reporting attribute)


Bruce – this is what IPVM did as well

*Standard target

Used src and dst even if destination and source were the same (cpu events) (database optimization issue)

*Data aggregation

*NM-WG names


groups should coordinate to use common names

What should we do next?


We have xml, sql and netlogger pieces – should get added in


Dan suggests adding in these experiences and calling it done

Valerie Taylor – what if you take this approach and apply it to recording data about some application area

Brian Tierney – we could drill down and do explicit listings of large list of schemas/attributes

What other pieces could be described?


CGS is looking at queues


NW measurements could get put into the CIM/DMTF structure – if it made sense

There are pieces of the document that we haven’t applied – should we annotate the ones we’ve used and haven’t?


Would be nice to have a second implementation of this – perhaps MDS (Mike D’arcy wasn’t sure of timing)

Q – Is there a prototype implementation available?

A – let’s talk offline

Les Cotrell – have you tried this for other tools, are there tools that have info that isn’t in this set of attributes?

Brian and Dan – yes, that’s true

James – where are the lines between this group and NW measurements group?

Note: our document is informational

 (sanity check with charter)
Brian – I would like to see a second implementation before we declared ourselves done

Valerie- we might be able to do this

Steve Fisher – unfortunately we have to speak the glue schema, so I don’t think we can implement this

No one was NOT in favor of

1) updating the document with the few changes from dan’s slide

2) including the xml, sql and netlogger mappings

Dan will do this

Possibly more implementation to get added during the submission process

