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Abstract of the contribution:

This paper discusses the definition of Target Not Found errors for NBIs
Introduction
Many NBIs could make use of a specific error that indicates that the target (e.g. traget UE or UE group) has not been found. There are multiple possibilities for this.
Discussion
In CT3#127e meeting, the discussion paper C3-231255 (Rel-18 Discussion paper on application errors for 403 and 500 error codes in SEAL layer) was discussed and had the following conclusion:

CT3 agrees that Solution#1 (definition of the "TARGET_NOT_FOUND" application error for the 403 error code) is applicable for the SEAL APIs. CT3 agrees to further study the applicability of the Solution#1 for other NB APIs before defining the above error in any particular API.
The above issues can be resolved in three possible ways:

Option 1: Define the error in 29.122 as applicable for NBIs by extending the last paragraph of 29.122 clause 5.2.6 as follows (new text in red):
"

The protocol and application errors in Table 5.2.6-2 and in clause 5.2.7.2 of 3GPP TS 29.500 [44] are applicable for above status codes for the APIs defined in the present specification. 

Table 5.2.6-2. Protocol and application errors common to several NBI API specifications (HTTP server)

	Protocol or application Error
	HTTP status code
	Description

	TARGET_NOT_FOUND
	403 Forbidden
	[Blah blah as proposed in the DP, we can still work on the wording]


Specific errors are contained in the related API definition for each API.
"

Option 2: Add the error separately to all NBIs to which it is applicable.
Option 3: Monitor CT4 progress for potentially adding the error to 29.500, which would automatically make it applicable to NBIs, since those errors are referenced ("imported") directly in 29.122.

Proposal

We propose to agree on Option 1 or Option 3, because Option 2 involves too many unnecessary individual API impacts and is prone to inconsistencies.
3GPP

CT WG3 TD


