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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 thanks CT4 for the latest information and status report on the port number allocation solutions.
RAN3 agrees with CT4 that using IANA-assigned port numbers like in past years would be the simplest and the most efficient solution. According to IANA’s recent communications this seems not possible anymore.

Solutions #1-4, 8 all have varying impacts on implementations and/or deployments, and have dependencies on the operator's infrastructure, where such infrastructure may be provided by transport network operators and out of control of 3GPP operators; therefore, their feasibility may vary accordingly. It does not seem possible to go into more details without discussing individual deployments/interfaces, but in general, due to their impact, they are not desirable.
Solutions #3, 5 which affect the transport network layer, including SCTP, seem unfeasible. RAN3 discussed SCTP multiplexing in the past and did not pursue any such solution: it is preferred not to touch transport layer implementations, given that SCTP is today the basis for all RAN3-defined interfaces.

We acknowledge a possible drawback of Solution #6. This solution might, in some cases, clash with an existing implementation which assumes ports in the [49152-65535] range to be available (for e.g. dynamic setup of multiple SCTP associations over the same pair of nodes). If this happens, the implementation will have to free up the port used by the legacy process so that the new application may start, as also described in Sec. 4.4.3 of TR 29.941.

RAN3 confirms that static port number allocation by 3GPP (Solution #6 in TR 29.941) should be the favored way forward from now on, with the understanding that port allocation via OAM (Solution #7 in TR 29.941) shall not be precluded.

2. Actions:

To CT4 group.

ACTION: 
RAN3 asks CT4 group to take the above into account and to make the necessary provisions to implement Solution #6 in TR 29.941, with the understanding that Solution #7 n TR 29.941 shall not be precluded.
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