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1. Overall Description:

CT4 thank SA3 for their LS on Interface for GBA usage with HLR (S3-070177). 

It is CT4’s understanding of the requirements that the MAP based Zh’ interface is an interface between the Rel-7 BSF and a pre-Rel-6 HLR (which in pre-Rel-5 stands alone and in Rel-5 is part of the HSS). Therefore CT4 believe that the Zh’ interface must not be described in normative text in any Rel-7 specification.

SA3 are asked to confirm this assumption.

CT4 have conditionally agreed (conditions being the approval of the WID (see C4-070829) and approval of a corresponding CR to TS 33.220) on the attached CR to TS 29.109 Rel-7 which introduces in an informative annex a low impact solution (i.e. a solution that does not involve GUSS) for the Zh’ reference point. The solution is based on the assumption that the requirements which are valid for the Zh reference point (as described in TS 33.220) are also valid for the Zh’ reference point with the exceptions shown as follows:

· The pre-Rel-6 HLR supports handling of authentication vector requests received from a BSF.

· The pre-Rel-6 HLR does not support GUSS.

CT4 suggest to add these requirements to an informative annex to TS 33.220.

It must be noted that strong concerns have been raised in CT4 with regard to the architecture introduced by the Zh’ interface. Issues are:

1) Duplication of options as we already have a Diameter interface that satisfies all of the requirements of Zh. It has always been 3GPP's understanding that minimising options is a prime directive within 3GPP unless very strong reasons can be given to justify an inclusion of an extra option.

2) The handling of the introduction of this interface as a late exception without prior consultation with CT or its working groups causes concern as there has been minimal time to consider all aspects for its inclusion within CT.

Particular points are:

1) Is it assumed that the BSF may support both interfaces?

2) How can the BSF determine whether to use Zh or Zh’?

3) How is the migration from Zh’ to Zh done?

2. Actions:

To SA3 group.

ACTION: 
CT4 asks SA3 group to consider the concerns within CT4 of including this extra late interface as an option and also consider updating of TS 33.220 according to the information given in this LS, and to address the particular architectural concerns raised in CT4.

To SA and CT group.

ACTION: 
CT4 asks SA and CT group to note the concerns raised by CT4. 
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