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1
Decision/action requested

TS 33.501 should use the acronym SCP for the Service Communication Proxy.
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Rationale

The Service Communication Proxy was introduced in Release 16 of the 3GPP system as a central entity for indirect communication scenarios in the 5G core network. Currently, TS 33.501 [1] uses the acryonym SECOP, while TS 23.501 [2] and TS 23.502 [3] use the acronym SCP. 

The choice to use a different acronym in TS 33.501 [1] was made to avoid ambiguity. According to the ETSI terms and definitions database [4], the acronym SCP is already used for multiple concepts. Also, there is an ETSI working group, the Smart Card Platform, that uses the same acronym. 

However, in the context of indirect communication, the acronym SCP is not ambiguous. On the contrary, it is rather confusing that the security specification of the Service Communication Proxy uses a different acronym than the architecture specification. 

Hence it is proposed that SA3 should align with SA2 and use the abbreviation SCP. 

4
Detailed proposal

Proposal: TS 33.501 [1] should use the acronym SCP for the Service Communication Proxy.
If the proposal is endorsed, a CR implementing the proposal will be provided.
