joint-API-group (Parlay, ETSI Project OSA, 3GPP TSG_CN WG5)
N5-040521
Meeting #28, Piscataway, New Jersey, USA, 09-13 August 2004

Source:
Alcatel (Chelo Abarca)
Title:
Notes from last IETF-3GPP coordination conference call 

Agenda Item:
3.2.1 (Reporting, CN Plenary)

Document for:
Information
Introduction

This document contains the notes from the last coordination conference call between IETF and 3GPP, sent by Stephen Hayes by email to the 3GPP_TSG_CN@LIST.ETSI.ORG exploder. They are submitted to the JWG for information.

Notes from July 21 IETF-3GPP coordination conference call

Participants: Ted Hardie, Allison Mankin, Bert Wijnen, Bernard Aboba, Thomas Narten, Margaret Wasserman, Keith Drage, Robert Sparks, Hisham Khartabil, Adam Roach, Alan Johnston, Jari Arkko, David Kessens, John Loughney, Stephen Hayes

1. 3GPP schedule 

1.1 Release Schedule 

The 3GPP Release 6 freeze date is Sept 2004.  Exceptions can be requested until December 2004.  The primary goal is for the drafts to be technically stable (on the RFC Ed Queue).  Delivery in early August would allow 3GPP to follow its normal CR procedure however this is not possible since no telechats are scheduled.

Stephen agreed to provide a list of the 3GPP due dates (see below): 

----3GPP dates------- 

Drafts on RFC editors queue: Normal 3GPP processing - Aug 2, 2004 

Drafts on RFC editors queue: Exceptional 3GPP processing - Sept 8, 2004 

Exceptional 3GPP processing means the change requests are taken directly into the plenary instead of being handled by the working group.  For those drafts which have not reached technical stability by Sept 8, 3GPP will either drop the dependency or ask for an 3 month exception in the deliverable.

Drafts on RFC editors queue: Normal 3GPP processing (delayed deliverable) - Nov 8, 2004 

Drafts on RFC editors queue: Exceptional 3GPP processing (delayed deliverable) - Dec 8, 2004 

RFC numbers are needed by Dec 8, 2004.  However 3GPP can live with references in draft status until complaints are received by the partner SDOs.

------------------- 

1.2 RFC Editor Delays 

Some dependencies have been stuck on the RFC editors queue for a long time.  It would be good to get these moving.  Stephen to provide a list of these items (see below):

------------------- 

Drafts still on RFC Editors Queue for over 4 months 

 - impp-cpim-msgfmt 

 - impp-cpim-pidf 

 - impp-im 

 - impp-pres 

 - impp-srv 

 - simple-presence 

 - simple-winfo-format 

 - simple-winfo-package 

 - sip-callerprefs 

 - sip-callee-caps 

------------------- 

2. AAA status 

2.1 NASREQ 

NASREQ should be going to IESG approval soon. 

2.2 Diameter EAP 

Second WGLC completed.  Discussion of issues raised by zorn-radius-keywrap expected at IETF#60.  Hard to predict how quickly these issues can be resolved.

2.3 Diameter Credit Control 

Most issues cleared in IESG.  Should be ready to go to RFC Editor soon. 

2.4 SIP App 

Much less activity on this draft than other AAA drafts.  Low interest in 3GPP since 3GPP is pursuing extension of their vendor specific application (Cx/Dx/Sh) for Rel 6.  If not worked on, incompatibilities will exist with the sterman-aaa-sip draft.  A concentrated effort is needed on aaa-diameter-sip-app over the next few months.

2.5 AAA closure 

AAA is currently planned to close at IETF#60.  3GPP does not have any additional work to motivate keeping the WG alive, other than completion of our dependencies.

IETF may be interested in generalizing the flow based charging work that 3GPP is currently developing.  3GPP is currently doing this as a vendor specific application and had not considered doing this as a standards track application.  The 3GPP Gx and Rx interfaces are fairly specific to the 3GPP architecture, however it is likely that 3GPP2 and NGN may make use of these.  They may therefore be suitable for generalization.  The IETF may want to consider the function and see if it is something they feel is general. The high level functionality and architecture are specified at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/latest/Rel-6/23_series/23125-610.zip.

3. WLAN issues 

3.1 NAI decoration 

Roamops-rfc2486bis is expected to go to RADEXT WG last call after IETF#60.  No problems are expected with completion of this draft.

3.2 Network Selection problem statement 

Eap-netsel-problem is expected to go to EAP WG last call after IETF#60.  This is currently not a 3GPP dependency and represents a more general analysis of the network selection.  This may also conflict with IEEE ideas of what is meant by network selection.

3.3 Naming hints. 

Adrangi-network-discovery is a 3GPP dependency and the 3GPP Rel 6 WLAN solutions depend on it as a key mechanism.  IEEE has asked to review relevant IETF documents including adrangi-network-discovery.  As long as the adrangi-network-discovery draft is positioned as giving name hints that can then be used to guide network discovery and selection, then it does not violate layering principles and there should not be a conflict with the IEEE work.  The IEEE will be given the chance to review the draft as part of the IETF Last Call process.  This draft is being handled as an individual submission. 

3.4 Longer term network selection solution. 

The network selection effort being undertaken in EAP and IEEE can be viewed as a longer term solution to the network selection problem.  It will likely require upgrades to the APs.  This does not in any way preclude the 3GPP from adopting these solutions once they become available.  Naming hints will probably still be needed even when a complete network selection solution is devised.

3.5 eap-sim and eap-aka 

In general there was confusion on how to handle EAP methods.  EAP methods wanting full review and endorsement of the IETF should follow the standards track.  EAP methods not requiring endorsement should ideally be handled as AD sponsored drafts.  The ADs will then ensure it receives the necessary level of review. Some methods however are already in the editors queue and sitting in limbo.

Eap-sim and eap-aka are currently in limbo within the RFC editor's queue.  These particular drafts do not require code points to be allocated.  3GPP has requested review to the level of ensuring compatibility to the EAP framework, but is not requesting a review of the security of the drafts. Thomas Narten will shepherd these drafts through the RFC editors queue to ensure they are published in a timely manner. A standard disclaimer will be added by the RFC editor indicating that the IETF does not vouch for any claims made by the drafts.  

3.6 RADIUS extensions 

No radius extensions for 3GPP were identified during the conference call.  However after the conference call I found a new dependency on  adrangi-radiusext-location-information.  This will be added to the dependency list.

4. Presence/IM/Conferencing dependency status 

4.1 Presence - Status is as shown below 

 sip-publish - On RFC Editor's Queue (Yeah!) 

 simple-event-list - In WGLC 

 simple-prescaps - WGLC completed 

 simple-rpid - WGLC completed. Question on meaning of tuple. 

 simple-cipid - WGLC completed 

 geopriv-pidf-lo - ? 

 simple-xcap - WGLC completing Aug 8, 2004. 

 simple-xcap-auth-usage - WGLC beginning Sept 10, 2004 

 simple-xcap-list-usage - WGLC completing Aug 8, 2004. 

 simple-xcap-pidf-manipulation-usage - WGLC completing Aug 2, 2004 

 simple-xcap-package - May be superseded by work in sipping (don't know which draft) 

 simple-partial-notify - WGLC completed 

 simple-partial-pidf-format - WGLC completed 

 simple-filter-format - WGLC completed. 

 simple-event-filter-func - WGLC completed. 

 sipping-event-throttle - ? 

 sipping-partial-publish - No WGLC date set.  3GPP needs to decide if we need this. 

 simple-iscomposing - WGLC completed. 

4.2 IM - Status shown below 

 simple-message-sessions - WGLC completing Sept 9, 2004. 

4.3 Conferencing 

 sipping-cc-conferencing - WGLC unknown 

 sipping-conference-package - WGLC unknown 

 sipping-conferencing-framework - WGLC unknown.  3GPP only depends on definitions.  Definitions should probably be moved elsewhere since draft is informational.

 xcon-cpcp-usage - WGLC expected in Oct/Nov. 

 floor-control-protocol - WGLC unknown 

5. Dependency on avt-rtcp-feedback 

What is the impact to 3GPP if avt-rtcp-feedback is delayed?  The use of AVPF is an option in 3GPP for packet streaming.  If this draft is not available then we would have to disallow AVPF.

6. Diameter Identifiers 

It was discussed whether some of the vendor specific applications and vendor AVPs being defined in 3GPP should instead be standards track.  The current usage by 3GPP is consistent with the philosophy of Diameter. These codes will probably be used in 3GPP2 and may be used in NGN.  3GPP is however content to use simply use vendor specific IDs.  The command codes were only allocated for Rel 5, however 3GPP is using them for Rel 6 since we have not migrated to diameter-sip-app.

The Diameter identifiers currently allocated by 3GPP can be found in http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/latest/Rel-6/29_series/29230-600.zip.  Some changes are expected to this specification as it matures.

7. Next coordination call will be after IETF#60 and the CN WG meetings (probably during the last week in August). 

