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1 Introduction

All through 120070 inconsistencies have been found in the use of the term “service”, sometimes used as an application level, sometimes a network level term. 

This contribution proposes a solution to this problem, based on a case-by-case study in the Framework part, but applicable to all of 120070. Then N5-010112 contains a corrected version of the Framework part, according to the principles listed in this contribution. It is proposed to discuss them, rather than going through the whole Framework.

2 Proposed principles for the consistent use of the term “services”

· The main principle is that “service” is an application-level term. This is not only because of the definition in 3GPP, but also in line with the scope of the document, as stated in 120070: “an API for accessing Third Party Service Applications”.

· Having said that, the Parlay heritage (in Parlay the term “service” is a network-level term) makes it very difficult to be strict with the previous principle. After a case-by-cast study the following solutions are proposed:

· The term “SCF” is used instead of “service” for every occasion that refers to the interfaces offered by the network part of the OSA API (p. e. “the client application selects a SCF” instead of “the client application selects a service”).

· The term “SCS” is used instead of “service” for every occasion that refers to the logic behind the SCF interfaces, or the node where they are deployed (p. e. “the SCS facing part of the Framework” instead of “the service facing side of the Framework”).

· Note that the two previous principles were already agreed for OSA stages 2 and 3 in Rel99 when writing the Registration and Discovery interfaces. 

· The term “services” has been left where it is part of a term that is defined in the document, like “service type”, “service manager”, etc.

· Some times, where it does not lead to misunderstanding, the term “service” has been either deleted or replaced by a pronoun.

3 Two comments

· Even though the Framework part has been used for this study, it is necessary to go through the others as well – if only because some changes have been made in the common parts.

· The scope of this study is just the part of 120070 within the scope of 3GPP Rel4. The reason for this is that the rest of the Framework is much more Parlay-based, and a terminology discussion should take place in that context before changes are proposed. This applies specially to the Subscription interfaces, where the term “service” is a network level term, and it appears everywhere.

