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1 For the RAN #88e Meeting Report

RP-201236 (CR to TS 37.472) is approved.

RP-201262 (LSin from CT) is noted.

MCC to minute:

- RAN endorsed CP-201316 and CP-201317 as provided by CT

- We rely on company coordination with CT for further status updates if needed
- We understand that CT4 will start to work on alternative solutions for port allocation in 3GPP network interfaces (the corresponding Rel-17 WID is expected to be approved by CT at their September plenary)

- RAN3 will discuss whether and how to adopt the CT4 solution once it is completed (dedicated Agenda Item to be set up at the appropriate time by the RAN3 Chairman).
2 Summary of Discussion

The following documents were discussed:

RP-200550 – LS from RAN3, informing RAN that the current port allocation by IANA (fixed port) is cheap, easy and robust, and any other solution (e.g. based on DNS or OAM) will be less efficient and less cost effective and will require some testing etc.; RAN3 is asking RAN for guidance either to liaise IANA to continue as they have always done, or to task RAN3 to provide the best alternative for this.

RP-200565 – reply to 550 from CT4, recommending to request again to allocate a port for W1, and to commit toward IANA that 3GPP will develop alternative solutions from Rel-17 onwards and that no further port allocation requests for use in private networks will be made in the future. CT4 discussed the following alternatives but could not reach a conclusion: a) 3GPP to specify a port in the private/dynamic port # range (49152-65535); b) operator to do the same; c) DNS-based solution.

RP-201236 – CR to TS 37.472 (W1 transport specification), specifying that IANA Protocol Payload Identifier (PPI) for W1AP is 73.

RP-201262 – LS from CT with two enclosed LSs, asking RAN to endorse the two LSs or provide feedback as appropriate.

The two LSs provided by CT seem agreeable; it was proposed to reply to CT with minor comments on CP-201317; objection by CT4 Chairman, who also mentioned that the text of 1317 is being modified after the LS was sent to RAN. Also the modified text of 1317 seems agreeable. Conclusion: no need for a reply LS, but we minute that RAN endorses both LSs and we rely on company coordination toward CT.

CT4 will discuss and develop alternative solutions for port allocation in 3GPP network interfaces, which can be expected to be usable also by RAN3 (Rel-17 WID to be approved at the September CT Plenary). There is consensus that RAN3 should discuss whether and how to adopt the CT4 solution once it is completed. RAN3 Chairman will set up a dedicated Agenda Item for this at the appropriate time.

As the request toward IANA for a fixed port has already been reinitiated, there is no need for further action by the W1 Rapporteur (China Unicom) at this time.

