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************ START OF CHANGES

[bookmark: _Toc26875908][bookmark: _Toc35528675][bookmark: _Toc35533436][bookmark: _Toc45028789][bookmark: _Toc45274454][bookmark: _Toc45275041][bookmark: _Toc51168298][bookmark: _Toc92816397]13.1.2	Protection between SEPPs
[bookmark: _Hlk95125247]TLS shall be used for N32-c connections between the SEPPs. N32-c is expected to be a short-lived connection for the duration of the security protocol negotiation to be used in N32-f.
If there are no IPX providers between the SEPPs, TLS shall be used for N32-f connections between the SEPPs.  Different TLS connections are used for N32-c and N32-f. If there are IPX providers which only offer IP routing service between SEPPs, either TLS or PRINS (application layer security) shall be used for protection of N32-f connections between the SEPPs. PRINS is specified in clause 5.9.3 (requirements) and clause 13.2 (procedures).
If there are IPX providers which, in addition to IP routing, offer other services that require modification or observation of the information and/or additions to the information sent between the SEPPs, PRINS shall be used for protection of N32-f connections between the SEPPs. 
NOTE 1a:	The procedure specified in clause 13.5 for security mechanism selection between SEPPs allows SEPPs to negotiate which security mechanism to use for protecting NF service-related signalling over N32, and provides robustness and future-proofness, e.g. in case new algorithms are introduced in the future.
If PRINS is used on the N32-f interface, one of the following additional transport protection methods should be applied between SEPP and IPX provider for confidentiality and integrity protection: 
-	NDS/IP as specified in TS 33.210 [3] and TS 33.310 [5], or
-	TLS VPN with mutual authention following the profile given in clause 6.2 of TS 33.210 [3] and clause clause 6.1.3a of TS 33.310 [5]. The identities in the end entity certificates shall be used for authentication and policy checks, with the restriction that it shall be compliant with the profile given by HTTP/2 as defined in RFC 7540 [47].
NOTE 1:	Void
NOTE 2:	Void.

********* NEXT CHANGE

[bookmark: _Toc19634847][bookmark: _Toc26875913][bookmark: _Toc35528680][bookmark: _Toc35533441][bookmark: _Toc45028794][bookmark: _Toc45274459][bookmark: _Toc45275046][bookmark: _Toc51168303][bookmark: _Toc92816402]
13.2.2.2	Procedure for Key agreement and Parameter exchange
1. The two SEPPs shall perform the following cipher suite negotiation to agree on a cipher suite to use for protecting NF service related signalling over N32-f.
1a. The SEPP which initiated the first N32-c connection shall send a Security Parameter Exchange Request message to the responding SEPP including the initiating SEPP’s supported cipher suites. The cipher suites shall be ordered in initiating SEPP’s priority order. The SEPP shall provide an initiating SEPP’s N32-f context ID for the responding SEPP. 
1b. The responding SEPP shall compare the received cipher suites to its own supported cipher suites and shall select, based on its local policy, a cipher suite, which is supported by both initiating SEPP and responding SEPP.
1c. The responding SEPP shall send a Security Parameter Exchange Response message to the initiating SEPP including the selected cipher suite for protecting the NF service related signalling over N32. The responding SEPP shall provide a responding SEPP’s N32-f context ID for the initiating SEPP.
2. The two SEPPs may perform the following exchange of Data-type encryption policies and Modification policies. Both SEPPs shall store protection policies sent by the peer SEPP:
2a. The SEPP which initiated the first N32-c  connection shall send a Security Parameter Exchange Request message to the responding SEPP including the initiating SEPP’s Data-type encryption policies, as described in clause 13.2.3.2, and Modification policies, as described in clause 13.2.3.4. 
2b. The responding SEPP shall store the policies if sent by the initiating SEPP. 
2c. The responding SEPP shall send a Security Parameter Negotiation Response message to the initiating SEPP with the responding SEPP’s suite of protection policies.
2d. The initiating SEPP shall store the protection policy information if sent by the responding  SEPP. 
3. The two SEPPs shall exchange IPX security information lists that contain information on IPX public keys or certificates that are needed to verify IPX modifications at the receiving SEPP. 
4. The two SEPPs shall export keying material from the TLS session established between them using the TLS export function. For TLS 1.2, the exporter specified in RFC 5705 [61]  shall be used. For TLS 1.3, the exporter described in section 7.5 of RFC 8446 [60] shall be used. The exported key shall be used as the master key to derive session keys and IVs for the N32-f context as specified in clause 13.2.4.4.1.
5. The responding SEPP in the first N32-c connection shall now setup a second N32-c connection by establishing a mutually authenticated TLS connection with the peer SEPP.
6.	The two SEPPs start exchanging NF to NF service- related signalling over N32-f and may keep the N32-c TLS session open for any further N32-c communication that may occur over time while application layer security is applied to N32-f.:
-	any further N32-c communication that may occur over time while application layer security is applied to N32-f, or
-	any further N32-c and N32-f communication, if TLS is used to protect N32-f.


************ NEXT CHANGE

[bookmark: _Toc19634890][bookmark: _Toc26875958][bookmark: _Toc35528725][bookmark: _Toc35533486][bookmark: _Toc45028855][bookmark: _Toc45274520][bookmark: _Toc45275107][bookmark: _Toc51168365][bookmark: _Toc92816468]13.5	Security capability negotiation between SEPPs
The security capability negotiation over N32-c allows the SEPPs to negotiate which security mechanism to use for protecting NF service-related signalling over N32-f. There shall be an agreed security mechanism between a pair of SEPPs before conveying NF service-related signalling over N32-f.
When a SEPP notices that it does not have an agreed security mechanism for N32-f protection with a peer SEPP or if the security capabilities of the SEPP have been updated, the SEPP shall perform security capability negotiation with the peer SEPP over N32-c in order to determine, which security mechanism to use for protecting NF service-related signalling over N32-f. Certificate based authentication shall follow the profiles given in 3GPP TS 33.210 [3], clause 6.2. 
A mutually authenticated TLS connection as defined in clause 13.1 shall be used for protecting security capability negotiation over N32-c. The TLS connection shall provide integrity, confidentiality and replay protection.


Figure 13.5-1 Security capability negotiation
1.	The SEPP which initiated the TLS connection shall issue a POST request to the exchange-capability resource of the responding SEPP including the initiating SEPP’s supported security mechanisms for protecting the NF service-related signalling over N32-f (see table Table 13.5-1). The security mechanisms shall be ordered in the initiating SEPP’s priority order.  
2.	The responding SEPP shall compare the received security capabilities to its own supported security capabilities and selects, based on its local policy (e.g. based on whether there are IPX providers on the path between the SEPPs), a security mechanism, which is supported by both initiating SEPP and responding SEPP. 
3.	The responding SEPP shall respond to the initiating SEPP with the selected security mechanism for protecting the NF service-related signalling over N32. 
Table 13.5-1: NF service-related signalling traffic protection mechanisms over N32
	N32-f protection mechanism
	Description

	Mechanism 1
	PRINS (described in clause 13.2) 

	Mechanism 2
	TLS

	Mechanism n
	Reserved



If the selected security mechanism is PRINS, the SEPPs shall behave as specified in clause 13.2.
If the selected security mechanism is TLS, the SEPPs shall behave forward the NF service-related signalling over N32-f using the existing TLS connection as specified in clause 13.1.2. 
If the selected security mechanism is a mechanism other than the ones specified in Table 13.5-1, the two SEPPs shall terminate the N32-c TLS connection.


************ END OF CHANGES
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