ODI vs X — Comparison Pack v1.1.0
A) ODI vs Analytics / BI
Analytics describes what happened. ODI governs what to do next.
· Analytics optimizes insight consumption; ODI optimizes operational decisions.
· Analytics tolerates ambiguity; ODI requires accountability and traceability.
· Analytics outputs charts; ODI outputs signals with evidence and actions with constraints.
· Analytics is often centralized; ODI is ownership-aware and tenant-scoped.
When you need ODI: when operational outcomes (reliability, risk, cost) depend on governed actions, not just reporting.

B) ODI vs Observability
Observability explains system behavior. ODI makes it actionable under governance.
· Observability focuses on telemetry and debugging.
· ODI layers in context: ownership, constraints, baselines, policies, approvals.
· Observability says “CPU is high.” ODI says “this violates cost cap + SLA risk; owner is X; change window is Y; recommended action is Z.”
When you need ODI: when “knowing” isn’t enough—action must be controlled, auditable, and measurable.

C) ODI vs Alerting / AIOps
Alerting is a symptom stream. ODI is a decision system.
· Alerting produces volume; ODI produces structured signals with evidence.
· AIOps often prioritizes prediction/correlation; ODI prioritizes governance + explainability first.
· ODI can incorporate ML later, but only where it improves outcomes and preserves traceability.
When you need ODI: when alerts overwhelm teams and action lacks accountability or evidence.

D) ODI vs Rules Engines
Rules engines produce outputs. ODI governs meaning, evidence, and action lifecycle.
· Rules engines don’t naturally include evidence bundles, ownership, constraints, approvals, and audit.
· ODI uses “rules and baselines” early—but wraps them in a governed lifecycle.
When you need ODI: when the rule output must be explainable, reproducible, and actioned under policy.

