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Abstract: Proposal to review commonly used SA1 terminology and update if needed.
1
Introduction

There are several commonly used SA1 terms and phrases that have been used over the years which may need to be reviewed to see if they are still valid, and if not whether they can be updated to reflect the current meaning. The review also includes other newer terms that are not defined or not defined correctly.
Some of the older terms may be open to "current" interpretation which may or may not be the same as the original intention when the term was first defined.
2
Suggested terminology for review
2.1
"User"
TR 21.905 defines "user" as "An entity, not part of the 3GPP System , which uses 3GPP System services. Example: a person using a 3GPP System mobile station as a portable telephone."
Possible aspects that may be unclear:

· Would a person using an non-3GPP defined application that resides on the UE be considered a "user" or would the application using the 3GPP layer of the UE be considered the "user"?
· In the context of MTC, who or what is considered the "user"?

· When there are multiple persons using the same UE, for example in the case where multiple PCs connect via WLAN to a UE that "backhauls" to the network, who is the "user" or are there multiple "users"?

2.2
"Application" and "Client"
TR 21.905 defines the following:

Application: an application is a service enabler deployed by service providers, manufacturers or users. Individual applications will often be enablers for a wide range of services. (UMTS Forum report #2) [3]

Applications / Clients: These are services, which are designed using service capability features.
Do these definitions correctly reflect the meaning of "application" and "client" as we have used them today in e.g. GCSE_LTE and ProSe?
3
Proposal
It is proposed to conduct an offline review over the next few months of SA1 terminology that may be outdated or that may cause confusion in development of Stage 2/3.
Any offline agreement must then be brought as a CR to propose updates to existing terminology.
