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1. Introduction
Clause 8 of TR 29.828 is considered to cover potential gaps between the parallel ongoing work on "transport security" in ITU-T and 3GPP.

2. Reason for Change
Background: the ITU-T work started already in 2011, thus lasting longer than Rel-12 work on eMEDIASEC.
The ITU-T did divide the various H.248 signalling capabilities in multiple separate ITU-T Recommendations of the H.248.x-series. We need to indicate the relevant building blocks (new clause 8.1).
The scope of ITU-T and 3GPP Rel-12 is largely overlapping, but not fully identical (subject of new clause 8.2). The required Rel-12 capabilities are actually a subset of the ITU-T capabilities in our understanding.
Status of the gap analysis is part of new clause 8.3. This is a snap shot, which might be slightly revised again in future.
NOTE to ITU-T work products:
All referred ITU-T documents in new proposed clause 8.2 are technically fairly  stable (note: apart from H.248.DTLS, which is still missing some text) and considered for consent/approval at the next ITU-T SG16 plenary in June/July 2014.

3. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 29.828 v1.0.0.
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Editor's Note: this clause will review the work in progress in ITU-T related to support of TLS for media security, identify the ITU-T extensions necessary to fulfil the 3GPP requirements, and  identify any potential missing gaps that should be taken into account by ITU-T Q3/16.
Present text reflects the status after the 2014-01 meeting.

8.1	Relevant ITU-T Recommendations
8.1.1	Capabilities related to TCP bearer support
Relevant ITU-T Recommendations of the H.248.x-series:
· TCP bearer type: ITU-T H.248.TCP [36], primarily with respect to support of TCP-to-TCP interworking resulting in "TCP proxy" mode.
8.1.2	Capabilities related to NAT-T support
Relevant ITU-T Recommendations of the H.248.x-series:
· L3/L4 level NAT traversal: ITU-T H.248.84 [24] with respect to support of "TCP merge" mode;
· L4+ level NAT traversal: ITU-T H.248.78 [33] with respect to support of a bearer-level application gateway for MSRP-over-(TLS/)TCP traffic (related to the MSRP IWF "media plane" in Annex C).
8.1.3	Capabilities related to media security support
Relevant ITU-T Recommendations of the H.248.x-series:
· TLS bearer type: ITU-T H.248.TLS [x2] covers all aspects related the control of TLS sessions via H.248;
· DTLS bearer type: ITU-T H.248.DTLS [x3] covers all aspects related the control of DTLS sessions via H.248 (present working assumption: the very majority of "TLS package elements" could be reused for DTLS control as well).
8.1.4	Capabilities related to support of MGW autonomous behaviour
Relevant ITU-T Recommendations of the H.248.x-series:
· Interlinkage capability: ITU-T H.248.SEPLINK [x4] with respect to the establishment and release of TCP bearer connections, TLS and DTLS security sessions, and combined TLS/TCP bearer handling;
8.2	Scope of ITU-T "(D)TLS transport security"
The TLS and TLS/TCP related work items are primarily driven from the legacy infrastructure of existing implementations, i.e., related to the plethora of IETF RFCs in that area. The major requirements are collected by ITU-T H.248.TLSPROF [x1].
It could be concluded that the ITU-T scope is wider than 3GPP Rel-12.
8.3	Status gap analysis
There is not yet any new stage 2 requirement (for H.248) identified within work item [eMEDIASEC], which would be missing in the ITU-T work. A minimum [eMEDIASEC] service (with scope on Rel-12) could be actually realized with a subset of the ITU-T capabilities.
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