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1. Introduction

In the LS from oneM2M Technical Plenary on “API definition for SCEF” (SP-160761), oneM2M asks 3GPP to consider the specification of standardized northbound APIs from the SCEF.

SA2 discussed the LS from oneM2M Technical Plenary which resulted in SA2 sending the LS in SP-160870 to SA. The LS asks SA to decide whether 3GPP should be responsible to carry out the work on the definition of the northbound SCEF APIs in response to the request from oneM2M. Assuming SA agreement, then appropriate WGs should be identified to carry out the stage 2 and 3 work.  

This contribution focuses on the specific SCEF IWK API work requested by oneM2M and proposes SA2 and CT3 as main responsible WGs to specify the stage 2 and stage 3 work to meet the oneM2M Release 3 time schedule.


2. Discussion

In 3GPP R13, a set of network functions (e.g. Monitoring Events, Group Message, Non-IP Data Delivery, High Latency Communications) to facilitate MTC applications have been specified. However, this work currently only address stage 2 in terms of functional description and information flows.  In order to provide industry an end-to-end standardized MTC/IoT solution, it is required to complete the stage 3 API specification. The source companies of this contribution are of the opinion that 3GPP should take responsibility of this work as it has the best knowledge of SCEF. 

The satge 3 SCEF API specifications should fit well within the scope of CT3 given that CT3 is already experienced in specifying RESTful APIs including some related to SCEF (e.g. Nu reference point between SCEF and PFDF). It is therefore envisaged that CT3 shall be responsible for defining the SCEF APIs in response to the requirements from oneM2M.


Besides the stage 3 work, there may be a need to further clarify/refine the stage 2 aspects of SCEF. NIDD is one of the examples as mentioned in the LS from oneM2M. There may be other cases such as group management. Such clarification may result in maintenance work (e.g. CR of bug-fix or small improvement) of TS23.682. Given the limited work load, SA2 can further refine the stage 2 required work. This would be the most efficient approach since the requirements from oneM2M are specific and their time schedule is stringent (by Q4/2017). 


Regarding other aspects related to stage 2 like charging and security, which are not requested by oneM2M specifically, we would suggest SA2 to work with SA5 and SA3 as usual if needed.



3. Proposal

It is proposed that 3GPP takes on the task requested by oneM2M for the specification of standardized northbound APIs from the SCEF in a timely manner. It is further proposed that CT3 defines the stage 3 for these APIs, and SA2 to further clarify/refine the stage 2 aspects of SCEF as needed (e.g., NIDD) to meet oneM2M time schedule.


