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1. Reason for Change
During a telco on 10 February CT4 agreed to add new column(s) to Table 7.3.2-1: Summary of conclusions.
2. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TS 29.835v0.3.0.

[bookmark: _Hlk61529092]* * * First Change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc63666271][bookmark: _GoBack]7.3.2 Conclusions for Key Issue #2 solutions (intra-domain)
There is not a single solution for port allocation that will fit all requirements from different 3GPP WGs. It is therefore agreed that the study will conclude on different solutions for different types of interfaces and applications (e.g. RAN SCTP interfaces, UDP based interface in CN etc.).
The study will only provide recommendation on solutions for port allocation in TR 29.941 [11]. It is then up to each 3GPP WG to decide which solution is used for a new interface defined by that WG.
If a Apart from scenarios where port number is not standardized by IANA for the new interface/application defined by a 3GPP WG (i.e. the port is either statically assigned through OAM or dynamically selected by the node or statically assigned through OAM or 3GPP assigns a port from the dynamic range), an SCTP Payload Protocol Identifier (PPID) value shall be standardized for any new SCTP interface/application. This is applicable to all solutions incorporated into the TR 29.941 for interface/application using SCTP transport.
Table 7.3.2‑1 summarizes all the conclusions on Key Issue #2 that are incorporated in the TR 29.835 and with additional comments on each solution.

Table 7.3.2-1: Summary of conclusions for Key Issue #2 (intra-domain)
	[bookmark: _Hlk62748566]Solution
	Port allocation method
	Applicable transport layer protocol
	Conclusion
	Additional comment

	Solution#1
	Static
	All (Note 1)
	Agreed to be incorporated into the TR 29.941
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#2
	Static
	All (Note 1)
	Agreed to be incorporated into the TR 29.941
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#3
	Dynamic
	All (Note 1)
	FFS
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#4
	Dynamic
	All (Note 1)
	FFS
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#5
	Dynamic
	All (Note 1)
	FFS
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#6
	Dynamic
	All (Note 1)
	FFS
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#7
	Static
	SCTP
	FFS
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#8
	Dynamic
	SCTP
	Not Pursued
	This solution is not considered further due to the impact on application nodes as explained in 7.3.1.5

	Solution#9
	Static
	SCTP
	Not Pursued
	Since TCPMUX is already deprecated by IETF, Solution#9 is not pursued further.

	Solution#10
	Static
	SCTP
	FFS
	

	Solution#11
	
	All (Note 1)
	Suitable, but this solution requires regular IETF endorsement Agreedconditionally, on IETF agreeing to allocate port numbers or reserve a port number range for new 3GPP interfaces
	This solution is out of direct 3GPP control and therefore should be pursued as an independent activityIf this solution is agreed with IETF, 3GPP can continue with standardizing ports for new interfaces as done in earlier releases and no other solutions need to be defined.
The work group shall be formed and discussion with IETF has to happen before concluding on the TR 29.835. The final conclusion for this solution will have to be updated according to the outcome of the discussions with IETF.

	Solution#12
	Dynamic
	All (Note 1)
	FFS
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#13
	Dynamic
	All (Note 1)
	FFS
	Suitable for intra-domain scenarios

	Solution#xx
	
	
	
	

	Solution#xy
	
	
	
	

	NOTE 1: 	The solution is applicable to TCP, UDP, SCTP and DCCP transport layer protocols.



Table 7.3.2‑1 above summarizes all the conclusions incorporated in the TR 29.835 and with additional comments on each solution.
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