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1. Introduction

SA2 had informed all CT WGs by Liaison S2-081967 the decision that some of interfaces had been renamed

--Quote from the Liaison

===============================================================

The following interfaces have been renamed:

S5-GTP and S5-PMIP are now both to be referred to as S5. If the protocol used on this reference point is to be distinguished, the reference point will be characterized as GTP-based S5 or PMIP-based S5.

S8a and S8b are to be referred to as S8. If the protocol used on this reference point is to be distinguished, the reference point will be characterized as GTP-based S8 or PMIP-based S8.

S7 will now be called Gx, as per release 7. S7a, S7b and S7c have been renamed Gxa, Gxb and Gxc respectively. 
Rx+ is no longer qualified, but now to be referred to as Rx, as per release 7.

The ANDSF interfaces Sx and Sy have been renamed S14 and S15.

Ta*, Wa*, Wd*, Wm*, Wn*, Wu* and Wx* have been renamed STa, SWa, SWd, SWm, SWn, SWu and SWx respectively.

=================================================================

Among the interfaces above, GTP-based S5/S8, PMIP-based S5/S8, STa, SWa, SWd, SWm, SWn, SWx are owned by CT4 therefore corresponding TR and TSes need to be updated according to this change.

2. Naming rule for the parameters on S5/S8

It had resulted in some confusion in the TR due to lack of parameter naming guidance, especially for the parameters on S5/S8 interfaces (TEID and IP address). 

For example, in some chapters, the P-GW TEID allocated to the S-GW is named like that:
· PDN Gateway S5 (GTP based)/S8a TEID for control plane

While in other chapters, the same parameter is named like that:

· PDN Gateway TEID for the control plane on GTP based S5
To avoid repeating this confusion again in TS stage (especially for eGTP specification), it is proposed to follow the parameter naming rule as below:

A full parameter name will comprise 5 parts:
<Node name> <Protocol type> <Interface name> <Parameter name> for <Control/User Plane>
Where:

· <Node name> represents name of the node the parameter associated, e.g., MME, Serving Gateway, PDN Gateway, SGSN. This field is optional;
· <Protocol type> represents protocol applied on the interface, i.e., GTP-based, PMIP-based. This field is also optional and only applied on the parameters of S5/S8 interface;

· <Interface name> represents name of the interface the parameter associated, e.g., S11, S5, S8, S4. This field is optional;
· <Parameter name> represents the exact name of the parameter. This field is mandatory;

· <Control/User Plane> if the parameter need to be distinguished between for control plane or for user plane, this field is needed.

In this way, the P-GW address and TEID allocated for the S-GW can be named like such:

· PDN Gateway GTP-based S5 Address for Control Plane

· PDN Gateway GTP-based S5 Address for User Plane

· PDN Gateway GTP-based S5 TEID for Control Plane

· PDN Gateway GTP-based S5 TEID for User Plane

To save words in the specification, if it will not result in any misunderstanding to the readers when some fields of a full parameter name are not present, then these fields are allowed to be absence. For example, in the specification of GTP, the terms of S5 and S8 imply GTP-based S5 and GTP-based S8, then there is no need to add explicit prefix of “GTP-based” in front of the interface name. If any parameter for PMIP procedures will be included in the GTP messages, the prefix of “PMIP-based” may be needed for this PMIP parameter. 
3. Proposal

To align with this interfaces name change, it is proposed to update TR 29.803 and change the names of interfaces to the newest. The updated draft TR has been included in the ZIP file.

Furthermore, it is proposed to approve the naming rule of parameters as guidance for TS work, especially for the specification of GTP v2.
· Note the lasted TR included after updating does not follow the naming rule proposed above. But we hope the TS will have a consistent style of parameter names.

