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Ericsson asks CN2 to consider the following editorial improvements on TS 29.078 for Rel-5. If agreed, these improvements shall be reflected in the TS 29.078 for Rel-5.

Item
Proposal for improvement
Conclusion

1. 
Non-standard abbeviations shall be not be used.


2. 
Terminology shall be written in a consistent way, e.g. "precondition", "end-user" etc.


3. 
Timer names shall be written as "Txyz", e.g. "Tssf", "Tsrf", "Tcon" etc. (i.e. "lowered" style shall not be used; timer qualification in lower case)


4. 
Usage of the adjective "possible" shall be avoided.


5. 
When defining a relationship, it shall be specified explicitly between with two functional entities this relation exists or is required (e.g. "precondition: a control relationship exists between the gsmSCF and the gsmSSF").


6. 
In general, when a sentence contains a "condition description" and a "result description", then the "condition description" should precede the "result description". That improves the understandability of that sentence.


7. 
Unqualified references shall be avoided. That is, when referring to another document, the following type of reference shall be avoided: "see 3GPP TS xx.yy". The reader should be informed about the purpose of a reference. Hence, a reference should read like: "the parameter shall be encoded as specified in 3GPP TS xx.yyy" or " for usage of this parameter, refer to 3GPP TS xx.yyy" or "for cause values, refer to 3GPP TS xx.yyy" etc.


8. 
References for encoding can be found in the chapters containing Procedure Description (12, 13, 14) and in the chapters with the ASN.1 syntax definitions (5, 6, 7, 8). This double referencing shall be avoided. Reasons are:

· (high) risk of inconsistencies within TS 29.078;

· references for the encoding of parameters shall be placed in the chapter with ASN.1 syntax;

· references for the usage of a parameter shall be placed in the chapter with Procedure description;


9. 
Each Operation ASN.1 definition contains a list of errors. The chapter with error descriptions (10) lists per error for which operation they may be used.

This "double listing" has lead to many errors and will continue to do so, if retained.

Therefore, the error descriptions should not list the Operations for which these errors may be used, unless this is required for a specific reason. The ASN.1 syntax shall be leading in terms of which errors may be used for each operation.


10. 
All trigger and event detection point names (e.g. O_Answer, T_Busy) shall be written in a consistent, non-abbreviated manner.


11. 
All SSF state names (e.g. "Idle", "Waiting_for_Instructions") shall be written in a consistent, non-abbreviated manner.


12. 
All SSME-FSM state names (e.g. "Idle_Management", "Non_Call_Associated_Management") shall be written in a consistent, non-abbreviated manner.


13. 
Where appropriate: "According to" shall be replaced by "In accordance with".


14. 
Where appropriate: "in case of" shall be replaced by "in the case of".


15. 
"Short Message" shall not be abbreviated to "SM"; that causes confusion with "State Machine".


16. 
Where possible, long sentences should be split up in shorter sentences.


17. 
The word "alternative" shall not be used where it refers to the first option of a choice. Those sentences need to be rephrased.


18. 
The word "activation" shall not be used for Detection Points. The word "arming" shall be used in that case (likewise: deactivation( disarming).


19. 
Usage of the character "/" should be avoided when it is meant to indicate a choice. It may mean a functional combination (e.g. MSC/VLR, GMSC/VLR etc) or a choice (MSC/SGSN). When a choice is meant (MSC/SGSN) it may be better to write "MSC or SGSN". To be decided per case.


20. 
Consistent usage of the word "transit" for a finite state machine, instead of "moves" or "goes to" etc.


21. 
In sentences where a condition is described, followed by a result, the definition of the condition shall be followed by ", then". Example:

"if the gsmSSF is in the state "Waiting for Instructions" and there is a control relationship between the gsmSCF and the gsmSSF, then the gsmSSF shall …".

This aids the reader in ascertaining where the description of the condition ends and the description of the result starts.


22. 
Where the CAP specification specifies behaviour of the gsmSSF, gprsSSF etc., words like "should", "may" shall be replced by "shall" (to be decided per case). For behaviour of the gsmSCF, usage of the word "may" is correct (to be decided per case).

Where the CAP specification refers to behaviour entities beyond the boundaries of the CAP specification (for e .g. MSC behaviour), then the word "will" may be used.


23. 
There shall be a clear (=visible) distinction between normative text (mandated behaviour) and informative text (warning, note about behaviour of entities etc.).

· For informative text, the ETSI "NO" style shall be used.

· For normative text, wording such as "note that…" shall be avoided. Such sentences shall be rephrased to an indicative style.


24. 
Unused references shall be removed.


25. 
Description of the Cancel Procedure. We should have to clearly distinguishable descriptions: one for Cancel(All) and one for Cancel(InvokeId).


26. 
In the chapters 12, 13 and 14, a uniform layout of the pre- and postconditions shall be used.

< start of example text >

gsmSSF preconditions:

(1)
(1) The gsmSSF is in one of the following states:


"Waiting_for_Instructions";

"Waiting_for_End_of_User_Interaction"; or

"Waiting_for_End_of_Temporary_Connection"; or

"Monitoring".

gsmSSF postconditions:

(1)
(1) No FSM state transition.

< end of example text >

proposed rules:

· consistent precondition header (e.g. "gsmSSF preconditions:")

· consistent postcondition header (e.g. "gsmSSF preconditions:")

· Where applicable, the first precondition shall be the required relationship(s) (e.g. control or monitoring).

· Where applicable, the second precondition shall be the required gsmSSF (or gsmSRF etc.) state(s). If more than one state is applicable, then they shall be written on separate lines.

· Where applicable, the third precondition shall be the required FSM state(s). If more than state is applicable, then they shall be written on separate lines.

· Where applicable, the first postcondition shall be the resulting control relationship(s).

· Where applicable, the second postcondition shall be the resulting gsmSSF state(s).

· Where applicable, the third postcondition shall be the resulting FSM state(s).

· Text related to a particular pre- or postcondition shall be indented to the same level as the associated pre- or postcondition.

· Preconditions shall be phrased in an "indicative" form; postconditions shall be specified in an "imperative" form.


27. 
Figues 4-2 and 4-3 shall be converted to MS Word format.


28. 
The terms “controlled number”, “controlled call” and “controlled called number” and “controlled calling number” shall be defined unambiguously.


29. 
The terms “logical call record”, “Logical Call Data Record (CDR)” and “CAMEL Logical CDR” shall be replaced by a single consistent term (for SMS and GPRS, it may be "Logical SMS Record" or "Logical GPRS Record".)


