	
	Meeting minutes
	
	1 (3)

	
	3GPP – IETF conference call
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Hannu Hietalahti
	24 October 2007
	
	



Date: 24 October 2007
Venue: Phone conference

Participants:

hannu.hietalahti@nokia.com (secr)

Drage@alcatel-lucent.com 
atle.monrad@ericsson.com
balazs.bertenyi@nsn.com
jonne.soininen@nsn.com
marc.linsner@cisco.com 

mary.barnes@nortel.com

jari.arkko@piuha.net
fluffy@cisco.com
hannes.tschofenig@nsn.com
dromasca@avaya.com
dean.willis@softarmor.com
dwing@cisco.com
henrik@levkowetz.com

pete.mccann@motorola.com
1. Agenda
1. Roll call 
2. Hot topics

· Media security, SRTP keying, 3GPP TR 33.828 (Dan, Hannes, Valtteri)

· Emergency call (Hannes, Marc, Hannu,...)

· Service ID (Keith, Atle, Hannu,...)

· SAE dependencies in mobility solutions / MIP, PMIP, DSMIP (Balazs,...)

3. Review of the 3GPP - IETF dependency document

4. Any other business

5. Closing

2. Discussions 

2.1 Roll call
In order to update the participants list for the next meeting everybody was requested to send an email from their favourite email address to hannu.hietalahti@nokia.com.
2.2 Media security
3GPP SA3, IETF and ETSI TISPAN WG7 have all been working on media security. SA3 has a draft TR 33.828 “IMS media plane security “ on security requirements:

· 3GPP has got stricter requirements on lawful interception

· 3GPP/TISPAN architectures contain middle-boxes that do not fully comply with IETF end-to-end philosophy 

· 3GPP prefers explicit signaling for key exchange, IETF prefers in-band

· SBCs in 3GPP architecture cause trouble in this key distribution

For 3GPP solution the “middle-boxes” would have to be able to understand the distributed key.
Hannu and Cullen volunteered to collect a list of 3GPP and IETF security experts who could provide information on the 3GPP requirements and review them from IETF viewpoint.

3GPP requirements have been collected by SA3 and Valtteri volunteered to distribute it for the above group once Hannu and Cullen have identified the experts.
2.3 Emergency call
ECRIT is making good progress on emergency framework document and phonebcp draft. 3GPP input would be needed to review and check the latest versions in order to ensure the compatibility of 3GPP and IETF solutions. Hannu was given the action point to draft together with Marc and Hannes an analysis of the potential obstacles in the way of interoperability.
No critical issues at the moment, but of course 3GPP needs the dependency drafts as RFCs.

IETF hosted 3rd emergency workshop next week. At least Hannes, Marc and Hannu will participate. 3GPP presentation will outline what has already been done in Rel-7 and what is foreseen to be done in Rel-8. 3GPP presentation also opens up discussion on justification for limited service state emergency calls.
It would be desirable to have just single UE solution for 3GPP and IETF. This means IMS terminal should be able to optionally support LOST even in IMS architecture. Non-cellular location procedures are already allowed in 3GPP. In non-3GPP access networks the UE will have to support some common location mechanism with the network
2.4 Service ID
The principles have been solved and documented in Rel-7 but the use of Accept-Contact header is still an issue in 3GPP. CT1 has been requested to either solve the problem or to escalate it for plenary resolution in November 2007.
The outstanding tasks here are for 3GPP to agree on the requirements for MMTel service (Accept-Contact) and IETF to complete the service-identification draft.

Service-identification draft has met in IETF non-trivial technical comments on P-Preferred-Service header and the use of URNs. No solution has been found to the comments yet but the LC comments will need to be addressed in the new versions.
As Service ID is Rel-7 item in 3GPP, it is already known that the delegations cannot wait for much longer.
2.5 SAE mobility solutions
PMIP is needed for LTE mobility and 3GPP – 3GPP2 mobility and DSMIP is needed for interworking with non-3GPP access technologies.
The key dependencies 3GPP has in SAE work are:

· draft-ietf-netlmm-proxymip6, "Proxy Mobile IPv6"; 

· draft-ietf-mip6-nemo-v4traversal, "Mobile IPv6 support for dual stack Hosts and Routers (DSMIPv6)";

· draft-ietf-netlmm-pmip6-ipv4-support, "IPv4 Support for Proxy Mobile IPv6“

DSMIPv6 is becoming an urgently needed dependency in SAE even though it does not fully show in the 3GPP dependency list.
It was agreed to stop following the tentative references that were made from the working time document TR 23.882. The reason is that SA2 has already started working on the normative specifications (23.401 and 23.402) and does not intend to complete the TR 23.882 or to provide it for approval.

This results in much shorter Rel-8 dependency list, which is now believed to be accurate. But it’s already known by the active 3GPP contributors that what we have now is not the full list of all SAE mobility related dependencies that will eventually be needed. 

Setting up a joint 3GPP – IETF experts group was seen as one possibility to make a reasonable estimate of what else will be needed for SAE mobility additionally to the already referenced drafts. The active contributors can of course prioritise their submissions for early identification of those dependency drafts that have not been put to any normative 3GPP specification yet.
2.6 3GPP – IETF dependency document review
Presence partial procedures are all in IESG evaluation – defer state. This was done to take two more weeks time to prepare for the review in the next conference call.
draft-ietf-simple-xcap-diff is labeled as “AD is watching”, but with Ted Hardie as the AD. It was agreed that Jon should replace Ted.
The dependency document contains several outdated drafts that are mentioned in the SAE working time SA2 technical report 23.882. The focus of the SAE work has already shifted to normative TSs in 3GPP and therefore it was agreed that those dependencies that have been made only from 23.882 will be removed from the dependency list. Hannu volunteered to make also this change for the next version.
This decision does not mean that we stop tracking all 3GPP TRs, but we only stop tracking the 23.882 which is outdated and will not be maintained any more.

Draft-sgundave-mip6-proxymip has been replaced by draft-ietf-netlmm-proxymip6, so therefore any 3GPP references to it must be updated accordingly.
2.7 Any other business
It would be useful to have a process to invite 3GPP experts to review the IETF drafts at some milestones, e.g. WG LC and also the other way round, to invite IETF experts to review the way how 3GPP uses their protocols.
The drafts in LC as well as 3GPP draft specs that are up for approval in the next plenary, but not yet under version control are available for anyone interested in reviewing them. So it is not a question of availability of documents, but it was felt that we cannot claim that cross-reviews are in active use. 
So something more is needed so that the right IETF and 3GPP experts would find each other’s documents where cross-review is welcomed. Usually such need arises on fairly specialized technical topic and does not justify all-out cross-review effort. It seems that identifying the right experts for each topic would be at least part of the solution.
No solution could be outlined in the meeting and this topic had to be left for further consideration.
