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Attachments:


1. Overall Description:

CT4 thanks SA2 for their reply LS in S2-161347. In relation to the issue discussed in said LS about the need, or not, of including the IP address of the SCEF as part of the subscription data of non-IP APNs, CT4 discussed this subject again during CT4#72-bis meeting, in the light of the additional information provided by SA2, and concluded that:

a) The usage of IP addresses as routing information is incompatible with the fundamental Diameter routing principles; using those IP addresses inside the standard routing information (such as Destination-Host) is not allowed by the IETF Diameter base protocol specification (RFC 3588 / RFC 6733).

Additionally, CT4 also evaluated the possibility of including SCEF IP addresses as T6a application-specific information to be used by intermediate Diameter agents in the routing path between MME and SCEF, and deemed it as not recommendable, given that it would imply a substantial deviation from the standard Diameter routing mechanisms widely used today in 3GPP.

Therefore CT4 agreed that there is still a firm requirement to define a distinct FQDN for each SCEF entity for the T6a interface, and this FQDN is to be included as the SCEF Identity in the non-IP APN configuration data, making it unnecessary to include any IP address(es).
b) The requirement to base the addressing of SCEF entities on unique FQDNs for the T6a interface, does not imply any particular requirement on how an SCS/AS would have to select a particular SCEF entity.

It is CT4 understanding that the requirement mentioned by SA2 in their LS, to ensure that the SCEF entity selected by the SCS/AS is the same as the SCEF entity selected later on by the MME, for a given user, can be fulfilled independently of the use of IP addresses or FQDNs for the addressing of the different SCEF entities (e.g., by provisioning the APN profile data in the HSS with the unique Diameter identity FQDN of the SCEF).
2. Actions:

To SA2 group:
ACTION: 
CT4 kindly asks SA2 to take the above information into account, and to consider updating their specifications accordingly. 
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