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1
Decision/action requested

The group is asked to discuss and agree on the proposal.
2
Background and observation
Currently there are two approaches for naming the management services being discussed:

1)
one approach is to name the management service by action, e.g., provisioning, measurement job management;

2)
the other approach is to name the management service by combination of the action and what the action is for, for instance, NSI Provisioning, NSI measurement job management.

The approach 1) has cons that the management service name is too general so that it cannot tell what can be offered by the service, since some management service instance may only support management of NFs and some may only support management of NSIs, and these services may have different consumers. The reader of SA5 specification also cannot know what can be managed by each defined management service. However, this approach has pros that it allows one management service instance to manage one or more type of managed entities (i.e., NFs, NSSIs and/or NSIs), this makes implementation and consumption of the service flexible.
The approach 2) has pros that the management service name can tell what can be offered by the service, for instance provision of NSI(s), or management of NSI measurement job. However it has cons that it does not allow one management service instance to manage more than one type of managed entities (i.e., NFs, NSSIs and NSIs).
There is no agreement reached about using 1) or 2) approach for management service naming yet.
3
Proposal
It is proposed to name the management service in the following way, with consideration of the pros and cons of the approaches above-mentioned:

-
In stage 1 and stage 2 of Provisioning, PM and FS services, describe the management service for different type of managed entities (i.e., NFs, NSSIs, and NSIs) by general text rather than a formal name. For example, to describe the management service as “Provisioning service for NSIs”, “Measurement job management service for NFs”, etc. 
-
In stage 3, define constructible name for the management service instance. The service instance name is constructed by the management action and managed entity types (i.e., NFs, NSSIs, and NSIs). For example, the management service instance name can be defined as: “Provisioning service for” + [“ NSIs”] + [“ and”]  + [“ NSSIs”] + [“ and”] + [“ NFs”]. 

Where [ ] means optional element, and some details of the naming convention need to be defined. 


Some examples of the management service instance name are:

· Provisioning service for NSIs;

· Provisioning service for NSSIs;

· Provisioning service for NFs;


· Provisioning service for NSIs and NSSIs;

· Provisioning service for NSSIs and NFs;

· Provisioning service for NSIs, NSSIs and NFs.


By this approach, one management service instance is allowed to management one or more type of managed entities (i.e., NFs, NSSIs and NSIs), and the service instance name can also reflect its supported types of managed entities.
 
The group is asked to discuss and endorse the proposal.
