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1. Introduction
TR 23.722 has inconsistent terminology, for example Common API Framework for 3GPP Northbound APIs (in title), Common API framework for northbound APIs (in introduction), Common API framework within 3GPP for northbound APIs (in scope), Common framework (in scope), 3GPP common API framework (in gap analysis), Common API framework (in key issues and in architectural requirements), API framework (in architectural requirements). Another example for inconsistent terminology is usage of functional API and service API. So some consistency is required to be followed thorughout the TR 23.722.
2. Reason for Change
The proposal is to align the terminology throughtout the TR 23.722. Here is the basis for proposed alignment:
1. CAPIF abbreviation cannot be used prior to subclause 3.3 (where CAPIF is abbreviation is defined)
2. CAPIF abbreviation is good to use in the general/description subclauses

3. CAPIF abbreviation does not read well in requirements. Hence "common API framework" is proposed to be used consistently in the requirements

4. As per drafting rules abbreviations cannot be used in the subclause titles, so used expanded notation for subclause 7.1 title 

5. Replaced “functional APIs” with “service APIs”.
3. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 23.722 V0.1.1.
* * * First Change * * * *

See attached TR 23.722 document with proposed changes.
* * * Next Change * * * *

<Proposed change in revision marks>

