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1. Introduction
This contribution considers the behavior of  "IMS Session Termination" in 29.213.
2. Discussion
An example call flow of  glare case of UPDATEs during  INVITE/Re-INVITE is shown in Figure 1 below. In this scenario both UE_A and UE_B send UPDATEs at the same time..
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Figure 1 Glare case of UPDATEs during INVITE/Re-INVITE
By definition of RFC3311, both UE_A and UE_B should send 491 to reject the UPDATEs in glare condition, while not to terminate the session. 
But by definition of B4.1 of 29.213, the PCRF would terminate the session which should be going on. So, we should make 4xx, 5xx, or 6xx SIP final error response just the termination signal of the request and the modification triggered  by the request, while not the session itself.
3. Conclusions

Definition of  B.4.1 of  29.213 may arose the problem of releasing session which should not be released.
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