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Introduction

New command code values must be obtained from IANA for the commands defined for the S6a and S13 applications. This paper discusses the options for obtaining these code values and recommends a course of action to minimize risk of delay.
Discussion
According to the Diameter Base protocol RFC (RFC3588), the current IANA allocation policy for Diameter command code values is by ‘IETF Consensus’ which is defined as:

"New values are assigned through the IETF consensus process. Specifically, new assignments are made via RFCs approved by the IESG. Typically, the IESG will seek input on prospective assignments from appropriate persons (e.g., a relevant Working Group if one exists)."
In other words, 3GPP CT4 must publish an IETF informational RFC in order to obtain the new command code values for S6a and S13. 
The Diameter Base protocol is currently being revised in draft-ietf-dime-rfc3588bis. This draft proposes a new value range reserved for vendor-specific command codes, from which command code values are allocated by IANA on a ‘First Come, First Served’ basis without the need to publish an RFC.

Although this draft is quite mature, it has not yet gone through Working Group Last Call (WGLC) process in the IETF DIME working group and is therefore not ready yet for RFC publication. Until this draft becomes an RFC, IANA will continue to follow the ‘IETF Consensus’ policy for the allocation of new commands code values documented in RFC3588.
For the allocation of new commands code values, CT4 can therefore either:

a. Publish an IETF informational RFC which defines the S6a and S13 commands and requests IANA to allocate the necessary codes.

b. Wait until draft-ietf-dime-rfc3588bis is ratified and then apply to IANA for vendor-specific command codes under the new relaxed allocation rules.
Conclusion

Option (a) is recommended since this removes the dependency on publication of draft-ietf-dime-rfc3588bis. The IETF informational draft has been written and is attached to this contribution. Once CT4 comments have been incorporated (if any), it is proposed that this draft be published and submitted to the IETF RFC Editor for publication, as an independent submission or through the IETF DIME working group.
