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This contribution suggests solutions with arguments to eliminate the inconsistency in wording related to the term pairs Manager/Agent and Actor/System.

Specification(s) involved:
Probably all documents.

Background

The terms “Actor” and “System” are applied in 32.106 (CM), 32.106 annex B (Notification IRP) and the annex of 32.111 for Alarm IRP. In almost all other documents, for instance 32.101, 32.102 and 32.111 the terms “Manager” and “Agent” are used.

The documents use Actor/System and Manager/Agent basically in the same way to mean the same things. But the inconsistency in wording in different documents should be removed.

Suggestions

1. If only one term pair shall be applied in all the documents we suggest to use Manager/Agent. The arguments is presented below.
2. It is also a reasonable solution to allow the application of both term pairs in the following way:
a. All the baseline documents which have nothing to do with UML shall apply only the term pair Manager/Agent. This means that with exception of 32.106 no documents have to be changed;
b. The IRP IS documents and CORBA solution sets shall apply only the term pair Actor/System with a clause at the document beginnings to explain that Actor indicates Manager and System indicates Agent;
c. CMIP and SNMP solution sets shall apply only the term pair Manager/Agent.
Arguments

The terms Manager/Agent is preferred against Actor/System with the following arguments:

· Both Actor/System and Manager/Agent are applied to mean the same things in the concerned documents. Actor/System is introduced with UML for modeling any application systems, not just TMN applications. Peoples who don’t have UML experience don’t know what it is. It is some kinds of universal super concepts for system modeling. Manager/Agent is introduced basically for TMN systems. It is a TMN concept. Anyone working in this area, no matter developers, system engineers, marketing people and operators know what it means. Basically it is not reasonable to apply any universal super concepts directly in modeling the application systems of a certain area when there are specific equivalences in this area. For instance, we don’t name an object class modeling nodes “Class-1” but name it simply “Node”. Even if the UML documents, for instance <The Unified Modeling Language User Guide> in almost all examples of use cases the Actors are named with specific names other than “Actor-x”.

· It would be very strange to use Actor/System in the CMIP and the SNMP solution sets. Nobody would know what it is. This will be definitively unacceptable.

· There would be inconsistency between the existing TMN standards and the standards from 3GPP SA5 in professional wording.

· The word “system” is also usually used to mean things other than what the word “System” of Actor/System means. This takes place even frequently in the present IRP documents and confuses readers. “system” is an important word in English for our work. It would be really a pity to reserve it as a key word.

