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1 Introduction

Following an internal CT specification review for Rel-17, RAN3 and other WGs are reminded by CT Plenary [1] of the new process for IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) assignment requests.
· Specification Rapporteurs are responsible for checking whether any action is required for IANA, and in case it is, to communicate with the CR Chair (who acts as liaison to IETF/IANA).

· Assignment requests for new TCP/UDP port numbers shall be strongly justified: IETF has clearly indicated that unjustified requests will be rejected. Available alternatives to IANA UDP port assignment are described in [2].
“Moreover, this exercise has shown that 3GPP should provide a tool to efficiently track any pending IANA action request.” [1]
RAN3 was an active part of the discussion that led to the current process as described in [2] and there are no outstanding requests from RAN3 for Rel-17, none the less we believe a brief discussion on the above may be beneficial.
2 Discussion
The “legacy” port assignment request process, where the specification Rapporteur in need of a new port number would request directly to IANA, has been recently deprecated. Since 2015, IANA had gradually warned 3GPP that assigning static port numbers for protocols only used in 3GPP networks and not on the public Internet should be avoided. The last such requests from RAN3 to IANA were for F1AP, E1AP, and W1AP, and they were granted with the understanding that they were to be the last ones. Annex C.5 of [2] contains the complete list of 3GPP port assignments from 2009 to 2020.
Other 3GPP WGs (e.g. CT WGs) are in a similar situation as RAN3, so CT4 studied a range of solutions for this issue, documented in [2] (See Table 4.1.1 of [2] for a summary), to avoid requests to IANA. Of particular interest to us (and previously discussed in RAN3) are Solutions #6 (3GPP allocated fixed port number) and #7 (OAM allocated fixed port number). Sol. #6 in particular consists in a “replica” of the legacy request process to IANA, except that the requests are made to CT4, who maintains an up-to-date list of port assignments in [3].

No request needs to be made to CT4 for Solution #7.

Observation 1: Only in case of Solution #6, the RAN3 specification Rapporteur needs to request to CT4 to allocate a static port for the new interface.

Observation 2: As no new interfaces have been defined in RAN3 in Rel-17, there have been no such requests made by RAN3.

It seems beneficial to document the above in the RAN3 internal working procedures [4]; CR is provided in [5]. In case a reply LS to TSG CT is considered, a draft is provided in [6].
Proposal 1: Document the port assignment process in the RAN3 internal working procedures TR and, if agreeable, reply to TSG CT.
3 Conclusions and Proposals
Our observations and proposals are summarized below.
Observation 1: Only in case of Solution #6, the RAN3 specification Rapporteur needs to request to CT4 to allocate a static port for the new interface.

Observation 2: As no new interfaces have been defined in RAN3 in Rel-17, there have been no such requests made by RAN3.

Proposal 1: Document the port assignment process in the RAN3 internal working procedures TR and, if agreeable, reply to TSG CT.
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