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Date: 13th February 2008
Time: 16:00 – 18:00 UCT
Venue: Phone conference

Participants:

hannu.hietalahti@nokia.com (secr)

Drage@alcatel-lucent.com 
atle.monrad@ericsson.com
jonne.soininen@nsn.com
marc.linsner@cisco.com 

mary.barnes@nortel.com

jari.arkko@piuha.net
fluffy@cisco.com
hannes.tschofenig@nsn.com
Valtteri.niemi@nokia.com

marcelo@it.uc3m.es

RjS@estacado.net
spencer@wonderhamster.org
dromasca@avaya.com
jouni.korhonen@teliasonera.com

pete.mccann@motorola.com

julien.laganier@gmail.com

1. Agenda
1. Roll call 

2. Hot topics

· Media security, SRTP keying, 3GPP TR 33.828 (Valtteri)

· Emergency call (Hannes, Hannu)

· SAE dependencies in mobility solutions / MIP, PMIP, DSMIP (Balazs)
· Registration of 3GPP defined media tag (Atle)

· Diameter discussion based on Jouni Korhonen’s presentation

· Diameter routing, comments by Jouni Korhonen (invited as CT3 expert to this meeting)
· Diameter usage guidelines

· Addition of Reason header to SIP response according to Jesske draft (C1-080637 – 638)

3. Review of the 3GPP - IETF dependency document
4. Any other business

5. Closing
2. Discussions 

2.1 Roll call
In order to update the participants list for the next meeting everybody was requested to send an email from their favourite email address to hannu.hietalahti@nokia.com.
2.2 Media security
Differences in 3GPP and IETF architectures makes the handling of e.g. legal interception different. In case of encrypted information the key distribution was seen a problem in 3GPP architecture. SA3 is working on TR 33.828 “IMS media plane security “ on security requirements:

· 3GPP is preparing for stricter requirements on lawful interception

· 3GPP/TISPAN architectures contain middle-boxes that do not fully comply with IETF end-to-end philosophy 

· 3GPP prefers explicit signaling for key exchange, IETF prefers in-band

· SBCs in 3GPP architecture cause trouble in this key distribution
Action points were set in the previous meeting for Hannu and Cullen to identify the security experts in both 3GPP and IETF organizations. Valtteri was requested to report on the progress in the 3GPP side. 
That action led to conference call that was arranged in January and Keith Drage has already distributed the minutes of that conference call to the participants. The conference call considered Brian Stucker’s draft but it was not yet known whether that draft would solve 3GPP’s problem. 3GPP got an AP to check whether that draft would solve the 3GPP problem.

The answer to the above question is needed before it can be decided whether we need to modify the middle-boxes or the protocol.
New AP: SA3 chair to report from SA3 #50 progress on this matter.
2.3 Emergency call
From 3GPP viewpoint Rel-7 is now very stable and the dependencies are already known and have been listed in the 3GPP – IETF dependency document for a while.

There is ongoing work item on emergency call IETF alignment for Rel-8 and 3GPP TR 23.868 is evaluating possible architecture solutions, but an early version (0.2.0) does not identify any new dependencies towards IETF drafts yet.
Some fundamental differences do still exist between 3GPP and IETF architecture models. Also the scope differs as 3GPP will have to consider the real-life PSAPs that are still using PSTN in the near future. Unless there is an IETF based solution for this last leg from IP termination point to PSTN, 3GPP will need to define how that works.
It was commented that identification of emergency calls at intermediary proxies and suppression of supplementary services in case of emergency callback still need to be checked whether it is fully covered in the phonebcp –draft. The expertise to do the checking is in IETF ECRIT and 3GPP SA2. 
It could not yet be decided whether one more emergency workshop would be needed. If so, what’s the goal. The last chance to input any new architectural requirements to 3GPP Rel-8 is in 2Q/2008 and the first opportunity to share the 3GPP Rel-8 decisions is in 3Q/2008.
AP: The ECRIT chairs to contact the SA2 chair to set up a conference call between 3GPP and IETF experts on both the phonebcp –draft 

AP: ECRIT chairs and CT chair volunteered to check if another emergency workshop is still needed. 

2.4 SAE mobility solutions

Status update on the 3GPP side was given based on SA2 chairman’s email. SA2 architecture requirements are getting stable and the goal is to freeze them in June plenary.

CT1 has just started their normative TS work on SAE and the protocol specifications are expected to depend on the same IETF drafts that have already been identified by SA2. If CT working groups identify any further extensions they should raise those immediately as 3GPP is targeting to freeze Rel-8 by the end of 2008.

PMIP is needed for LTE mobility and 3GPP – 3GPP2 mobility and DSMIP is needed for interworking with non-3GPP access technologies.

The key dependencies 3GPP has in SAE work are:

· draft-ietf-netlmm-proxymip6, "Proxy Mobile IPv6"; 

· draft-ietf-mip6-nemo-v4traversal, "Mobile IPv6 support for dual stack Hosts and Routers (DSMIPv6)";
· draft-ietf-netlmm-pmip6-ipv4-support, "IPv4 Support for Proxy Mobile IPv6“

Re-chartering or IETF NETLMM and MEXT groups is ongoing, and also 3GPP input was invited so that it could be used as guidance for the work. Some of the draft names have already been changed to match the new WG name, and therefore CT1 and SA2 should also align their naming.
See 3GPP – IETF dependency document review in 2.8 for new drafts adopted by 3GPP.

AP: CT chair to forward the proxymip base spec to relevant 3GPP groups informing them that the document is in LC and now is that last chance to comment.
2.5 Registration of 3GPP defined media tags
IANA registration of Service ID media tags couldn’t be completed up to now.  It was discussed how the IANA registration process normally works and what is required of the entity to be registered.
Expert reviewers from IETF side have commented that they suspected that the feature tags were not defined appropriately. The expertise to analyse this finding is in IETF SIP group. 

AP: Keith Drage to work together with the expert reviewers and CT1 chairman to clearly identify what is the technical issue blocking the registration.
2.6 Diameter

An issue with Diameter routing has been identified in 3GPP CT3. Additionally to that CT3 is working on Diameter users guide within 3GPP. 

Diameter routing requires decorated NAI. Even though the NAI decoration is specified in RFC 4282 and 3GPP TS 23.003, 3GPP considers that the way how the decorated NAI affects the routing at interim nodes is not clearly specified. 

Another common topic is that IETF have already drafted a Diameter guideline document and it was seen that the ongoing activities to create Diameter user’s guides like 3GPP is doing now will risk at least some overlap. 
AP: Hannes and Ragnar to propose the way forward.
2.7 Tunneling of telephony reason code within SIP error message
Recent CR introducing a dependency on draft-jesske-sipping-etsi-ngn-reason was agreed in 3GPP CT1. The intention is to tunnel the telephony network reason code within SIP error response. 

The point was raised in CT1 meeting that the draft may not be easily accepted in IETF and therefore CT chairman was requested to bring the topic to this 3GPP – IETF conference call to seek guidance for the way forward.

The change is part of Rel-7, making the issue rather urgent.

The background is that the ISUP reason codes do not map onto SIP error responses. It was foreseen that another way to convey the initial ISUP error reason might be to introduce new SIP error responses. As the matter may be controversial in IETF, it is risky to expect that the ngn-reason –draft would become an RFC very soon.
Similar tunneling solution is already assumed in TISPAN specifications, so the possible approval of the CR does not add the functionality for the first time. If IETF agrees that the problem should be solved in SIP, then the most optimal solution would be welcome.
AP: Keith Drage to invite a group of SIP/SIPPING experts to evaluate the proposal and to propose a way forward.
2.8 3GPP – IETF dependency document review

The latest version 39.0.1 of the dependency document was reviewed. 
GEOPRIV requested publication of -geopriv-radius-lo (line 25) last week.

The simple-partial-* documents (lines 50-51) have been waiting for a revision by the editor which we received at the end of January. This (and documents 52-54) should become unstuck, but there may be more minor revision work to clear the last discusses. I don't have a good feel for when to say these will finally clear, but we'll keep pushing on them at best speed.

simple-xcapdiff is shown in the dependency document, but it is related with track draft-ietf-sip-xcapevent. However, the later one is not shown on the dependency document since 3GPP specifications do not reference to it directly.

-simple-common-policy-caps (line 64) has long ago been abandoned and 3GPP should remove any references to it.
SA2 chair had already indicated via email the following SAE related dependencies that are not shown on the dependency list yet. Hannu volunteered to add them to the next version of the dependency document. 

draft-ietf-mip6-ha-switch-06, "Mobility Header Home Agent Switch Message":

This is used for PDN GW re-allocation if the AAA infrastructure (i.e. the operator) wants ot force a re-allocation of the GW, e.g. in case the original DNS based allocation gave a different PDN-GW for DSMIPv6 connectivity than what was reserved already for network based mobility.

draft-korhonen-dime-pmip6-02.txt, "Diameter Proxy Mobile IPv6: Support for Mobility Access Gateway and Local Mobility Anchor to Diameter Server Interaction" draft-ietf-dime-mip6-integrated-07.txt, "Diameter Mobile IPv6: Support for Network Access Server to Diameter Server Interaction". 

draft-korhonen-mip4-service-02.txt, " Service Selection for Mobile IPv4", work in progress. This is needed for MIPv4 FA CoA mode, which is only needed to support "legacy" WiMAX connection to EPC. 

Jonne also added the following dependencies:

draft-muhanna-mip6-binding-revocation-01, "Binding Revocation for IPv6 Mobility"

draft-muhanna-netlmm-grekey-option, "GRE Key Option for Proxy Mobile IPv6"

draft-giaretta-netlmm-mip-interactions, "Interactions between PMIPv6 and MIPv6: scenarios and related issues"
AP: draft-ietf-common-policy-caps draft has been abandoned by IETF and it will never mature to RFC. Atle to request CT1 to remove the dependency one way or another.

AP: Jouni Korhonen to check the name of tschofenig-dime-diameter-qos on 3GPP side (CT4)

2.9 Any other business
The 3GPP CT and SA leaders cannot participate the March IETF meeting due to collision with the 3GPP plenary meetings but CT chairman volunteered to call the next phone conference in June.
