

	
3GPP TSG-CT WG4 Meeting #101-bis-e	C4-210186
E-Meeting, 25th – 29th January 2021												(revision of C4-210110)

Source:	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Huawei
Title:	Pseudo-CR on evaluation of KI#2, an overview of all solutions
Spec:	3GPP TR 29.835 v0.2.1
Agenda item:	6.1.4
Document for:	Decision

1. Introduction

2. Reason for Change
This paper provides a generic evaluation with summary of each proposed solution and group the solutions into some common categories or types.
3. Conclusions

4. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 29.835.

* * * First Change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc57983629][bookmark: _Toc57284981][bookmark: _Toc57272457][bookmark: _Toc57272231][bookmark: _Toc57272128][bookmark: _Toc57272023][bookmark: _Toc57018061][bookmark: _Toc56624160]2	References
The following documents contain provisions which, through reference in this text, constitute provisions of the present document.
-	References are either specific (identified by date of publication, edition number, version number, etc.) or non‑specific.
-	For a specific reference, subsequent revisions do not apply.
-	For a non-specific reference, the latest version applies. In the case of a reference to a 3GPP document (including a GSM document), a non-specific reference implicitly refers to the latest version of that document in the same Release as the present document.
[bookmark: definitions][1]	3GPP TR 21.905: "Vocabulary for 3GPP Specifications".
[2]	IETF RFC 6335: "Internet Assigned Numbers Authority (IANA) Procedures for the Management of the Service Name and Transport Protocol Port Number Registry".
[3]	IETF RFC 7605: "Recommendations on Using Assigned Transport Port Numbers".
[4]	IETF RFC 4960: "Stream Control Transmission Protocol".
[5]	ORAN-WG3.E2GAP, "O-RAN Working Group 3 Near-Real-time RAN Intelligent Controller Architecture & E2 General Aspects and Principles".
[6]	IETF RFC 6763: "DNS-Based Service Discovery".
[7]	IETF RFC 2782: "A DNS RR for specifying the location of services (DNS SRV)".
[8]	IETF RFC 6762: "Multicast DNS".
[9]	IETF RFC 8126: "Guidelines for Writing an IANA Considerations Clause in RFCs".
[10]	IETF RFC 1078: "TCP Port Service Multiplexer (TCPMUX)".
[xx]	3GPP TR 29.941: "Guidelines on Port Allocation for New 3GPP Interfaces".
* * * Next Change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc57983722][bookmark: _Toc57285074][bookmark: _Toc57272550][bookmark: _Toc57272324][bookmark: _Toc57272221][bookmark: _Toc57272116][bookmark: _Toc57018154][bookmark: _Toc56624258][bookmark: _Toc51230017][bookmark: _Toc49766811][bookmark: _Toc39050173][bookmark: _Toc49766814][bookmark: _Toc51230020][bookmark: _Toc56624261][bookmark: _Toc57018157][bookmark: _Toc57272119][bookmark: _Toc57272224][bookmark: _Toc57272327][bookmark: _Toc57272553][bookmark: _Toc57285077][bookmark: _Toc57983725]7	Comparison, Evaluations and Conclusions
[bookmark: _Toc57983723][bookmark: _Toc57285075][bookmark: _Toc57272551][bookmark: _Toc57272325][bookmark: _Toc57272222][bookmark: _Toc57272117][bookmark: _Toc57018155][bookmark: _Toc56624259][bookmark: _Toc51230018][bookmark: _Toc49766812]7.1	General
This clause evaluates the potential solutions described in clause 6 and provides conclusions.
Each clause will evaluate the solutions for one key issue, and concludes on the solution for that key issue.
Some of the proposed solutions may address only one key issue, while some may address more than one key issues. The evaluation and conclusion is further grouped by each key issues in the following sub-clauses. For conclusion all the solutions that are addressing a particular key issue are compared based on the pros and cons documented in each solution.

* * * Next Change * * * *
7.3	Evaluation of Solutions for Key Issue#2 (Intra-PLMN or Intra-domain) and Conclusions
Evaluation of Solutions for Key Issue#2 and Conclusions
[bookmark: _GoBack]7.3.x1	Evaluation
7.3.x1.y1 Solutions Overview
There are different solutions proposed for addressing Key Issue #2. The solutions can be largely grouped into following categories:
-	3GPP Standardizes port number from dynamic/private range [49152 - 65535].
-	OAM based port allocation, by operator
-	DNS based resolution of port number
-	Multiplexer based solution
-	Standardized SCTP PPID without Multiplexer
-	Form work group between 3GPP and IETF to look into the port number requirement
-	HTTP(s) web server query for port discovery
Table 7.3.x1.y1-1: Summary of solutions
	Solution
	Overview
	Type/category 

	Solution #1
	Proposes to standardize port number for new interface/application from a sub-range reserved by 3GPP from the dynamic/private port number range [49152 - 65535].

IANA does not assign any port number from the dynamic/private range [49152 - 65535]. 3GPP reserving/standardizing port number from dynamic/private range [49152 - 65535] may cause port number clash during deployment.

	3GPP Standardize port number from dynamic range.

	Solution #2
	Proposes to use OAM based approach for allocating port numbers for an interface/application. The operator becomes responsible for allocating the port number for an interface/application in a deployment, from either User range [1024-49151] or from the Dynamic/Private range [49152 - 65535] and also takes necessary measures to avoid port number clash.
	OAM based port allocation

	Solution #3
	The port number can be selected dynamically/locally by the interface/application node. A DNS server is available in the deployment and is updated with the records like hostnames, IP addresses, locally assigned port numbers, service names supported, etc. for application clients to discover using DNS PTR query
	DNS infrastructure-based solution.

	Solution #4
	This is an alternative to solution #3 in which there is only one logical instance of service <Service> and all clients are expected to use that one logical instance. Application clients to discover the server end point details using DNS SRV query.
	

	Solution #5
	This is also DNS based solution. But instead of sending the DNS query to a unicast DNS server, it is sent to a link-local multicast address. The nodes are implemented with mDNS resolver and responder. The node supporting the service responds to the mDNS query.
	Multicast DNS

	Solution #6
	Solution #6 is similar to Solution #5 with only difference that the mDNS query is sent to a pre-configured IP address instead of the link-local multicast address.
	

	Solution #7
	All new interfaces/applications use a common standardized port number and unique standardized SCTP Payload Protocol Identifier (PPID). The server side implements an SCTP multiplexer, that distributes the traffic to intended applications based on PPID value.
	MUX based solution

(For SCTP use standardized PPID)

	Solution #8
	All new interfaces/applications use a common standardized port number and unique standardized SCTP Payload Protocol Identifier (PPID). The server side implements an SCTP application layer multiplexer solution, that is used to negotiate with the client on the applications the client intends to access with the SCTP connection and then further distribute the traffic to the intended applications based on the PPID.
	

	Solution #9
	This solution is proposed for TCP based applications. The proposal is to use TCP Port Service Multiplexer (TCPMUX) as defined in IETF RFC 1078 [10], that is already deprecated by IETF RFC 7805 [4]
	

	Solution #10
	This is an alternative to Solution #7 and Solution #8. It also proposes to use a common SCTP port and a standardized SCTP Payload Protocol Identifier (PPID) value for each new interface/application. If there are multiple applications running on a single node, the proposal is to use different IP address for each application.
	Standardized SCTP PPID without MUX

	Solution #11
	The proposal here is to form a work group with members from both 3GPP and IETF to discuss the port number requirement from 3GPP. Looking at the available port numbers, past port allocation history from IANA and number of ports required typically by 3GPP (~1-2 on an average per year), it may be possible to reserve a sub-range from user port number range [1024-49151] for 3GPP use.
	Form a Work Group

(Continue using standardized port allocated by IANA)

	Solution #12
	This solution proposes to enhance NRF to support registration of port number information and retrieval of the port number by an application client. An application client can use the NF Discovery service to retrieve the port number of a specific protocol, by indicating the protocol type. After retrieval of the port number the application client goes ahead with the transport layer connection setup.
	HTTP(s) web server query for port discovery

	Solution #13
	Solution #13 is similar to Solution #12, with the following differences:
-	The server side implements an HTTP web service and is configured with the IP/Port number of the supported applications.
-	The client side is configured to query the HTTP web server first to fetch the IP/port number details supported by the application.

	



The Table 7.3.x1.y1‑1 above summarizes all the solutions incorporated in the TR 29.835 and groups the solutions into different type of solutions. The following sub-sections provide detailed evaluation on each type of solutions.
* * * End of Changes * * * *

