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LS (C4-071523) from OMA ARC on PEEM Diameter Application-ID and Command Code allocation proposal
1. Overall Description:

3GPP CT4 thank OMA ARC for their LS and welcomes any other questions regarding the use of the Diameter protocol and 3GPP definitions on the issue. The request from OMA ARC (see the attached Liaison Statement) is for CT4 to manage and maintain OMA's Diameter application identifiers, command codes, AVP codes and experimental result codes for their PEEM enabler. 
Currently CT4 are responsible for the coordination of Diameter and manage the Diameter application identifiers, command codes, AVP codes and experimental result codes within 3GPP. CT4 maintains 3GPP TS 29.230 for this purpose. These are for stage 3 specifications under 3GPP control. CT4 have discussed the proposal from OMA ARC and the pros and cons were evaluated. 
Some companies stated that this proposal would not be the most efficient approach as CT4 will not be responsible for the stage 3 of PEEM. It would seem that a more sensible approach for OMA, as a separate standard organisation, is to ask IANA for a new Private Enterprise Number. That will allow OMA to assign its own AVP codes without any dependency on other standardisation groups for this purpose and to request Diameter Application Ids and command codes independently to IANA. A similar approach has been taken by TISPAN and CableLabs when developing their own delta-standard variants based on Diameter.
The following facts were pointed out:

· Private Enterprise Numbers (Vendor IDs), which are used for Diameter and other IETF protocols (LDAP, RADIUS, SNMP) should be fairly easy to obtain and are assigned by IANA (see http://pen.iana.org/pen/PenApplication.page). Most companies that work with these protocols have one of these numbers. The list contains many standardization organizations, almost every telecom vendor, companies of every kind (e.g. “The British Museum”) and quite a few individuals. One of these numbers would allow OMA to manage its own AVP codes avoiding the need to send LSs to 3GPP CT4.
· Requesting a Diameter Application ID to IANA is a fairly simple process. As can be seen in http://www.iana.org/assignments/aaa-parameters, not only 3GPP and other standardization bodies like ETSI and 3GPP2 have requested these numbers, but also at least one telecom operator and some vendors. The only requirement to make this request is to provide a public document with the description of the application or a contact person for it. Since that would be a document under the responsibility of OMA and the name of the Diameter Application ID would also be the one assigned by OMA, there seems to be no need to reflect this information in addition in 3GPP TS 29.230.
· Using the list of command codes assigned to 3GPP by IANA might be stretching the agreement that was made with IETF on this topic too far. On the other hand, recent discussions in the IETF DiME WG list indicate that it might now be possible to request a Diameter command code from IANA in the same conditions as for the Diameter Application ID (thread subject is “Re-Visiting Vendor-Specific Commands”). There are only two command codes left in that pool, and 3GPP will very soon have to request all additional codes to IANA for new applications such as Diameter S6a.
· The OMA to 3GPP additional liaison process to request and deliver the desired Diameter codes and identifiers could add 2 to 3 months onto the normal IANA registration process.
Given these arguments, CT4 proposes OMA ARC to give further consideration to the request given the concerns on the efficiency of the approach and check if there are any additional reasons before proceeding with the request. Especially the new Private Enterprise Number should be considered since it avoids the need to request AVP codes. 
On the other hand, 3GPP CT4 strongly recommends OMA ARC to reuse the Diameter applications, commands and AVPs already defined in 3GPP whenever possible.
2. Actions:

To OMA ARC group.
ACTION: 
3GPP TSG CT WG4 kindly asks OMA ARC to take this information into consideration and reply with a decision if they still wish 3GPP to handle this in time for our next meeting, CT4#37. 
3. Date of Next CT4 Meetings:

CT4#37
5th – 9th November 2007

Sophia Antipolis, FRANCE
CT4#38
28th January– 1st February 2008
Puerto Vallarta, Mexico

