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1. Introduction
This contribution proposes the use of term “MMCF (Mobility Management Control Functionality)” instead of Mobility Managers, which are used in the MMF, LMF, and HMF documents. This proposal is purposed to clarify the definition of Mobility Managers and also to keep the congruency with the terms defined in the NGN-FRA. 

2. Discussion 
The current MMF document (also LMF and HMF documents) used the terms “Mobility Managers” and the Mobility Managers can further classified into Location Manager and Handover Manager by the specific functionality. 

The current usage of Mobility Managers needs to be more clarified from the following observations:

· The current definition of Mobility Manager may be somewhat unclear to represent “Function” or “Functional Entities.” In some texts in the document, the Mobility Manager is referred to describe a ‘Function’, whereas it means a Functional Entity in the other texts. 
· Accordingly, the Mobility Management (MM) related ‘Functions’ shall be discerned from MM-related ‘Functional Entities.’ In particular, it is noted in the NGN-FRA architecture that ‘Functions’ are distinguished from ‘Functional Entities.’ Usually, a Function may be implemented with one or more Functional Entities.

· We also note that the MM is a Control Functionality, as described in the current MMF document. That is, the MM will operate as a control function, rather than Transport Function for data delivery.

Based on those observations, it is suggested to use a new term “MMCF (Mobility Management Control Function) instead of Mobility Manager. On the MMCF, we can take the following considerations:

· MMCF is defined as a ‘Function’ that is used and provided to support Mobility Management in NGN;

· As the MM is divided into Location Management and Handover Management, the MMCF will is further be classified into LMF (Location Management Function) and HCF (Handover Control Function).   

· An MMCF could be implemented with one or more Functional Entities in the network. In this respect, an MMCF can be viewed as a group of Functional Entities. For example, an LMF may be realized and implemented with a newly defined LM-FE (LM Functional Entities) and the other NGN FEs. In the similar way, an HCF will be realized with the HC-FE and the other NGN FEs.

· The MMF document will describe a functional architecture of MM that will describe the MMCFs (LMFs and HCFs) in the NGN network, and the relationship between MMCFs and the other Functions of NGN-FRA. 

· On the other hand, the LMF and HMF documents shall more specifically describe the MMC-FEs (LM-FEs or HC-FEs) and the interaction information flows between MMCF-FEs and the other FEs of the NGN-FRA.

3. Proposal 
This is submitted for discussion to the NGN-GSI MM group 2007 April meeting, and it is proposed that the proposed terms MMCF (LMF and HCF) and MMC-FEs (LM-FEs and HC-FEs) be used instead of Mobility Managers in the MMF, LMF, and HMF documents.
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