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Abstract

This contribution gives editorial changes for inclusion in TS 24.229.

Point 1

Clause 2 - References

Update all references to latest versions of IETF documents as follows.

[1]
draft-ietf-sip-rfc2543bis-02 (September 2000): “SIP: Session Initiation Protocol”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC.

[2]
RFC 2976 (October 2000): “The SIP INFO method”.

 [3]
draft-ietf-sip-100rel-03 (March 2001): “Reliability of provisional responses in SIP”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[4]
draft-ietf-sip-callerprefs-03 (November 2000): “SIP caller preferences and callee capabilities”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[5]
draft-ietf-sip-cc-transfer-04 (February 2001): “SIP call control transfer”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[6]
draft-ietf-sip-serverfeatures-04 (February 2001): “The SIP supported header”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[7]
draft-ietf-sip-session-timer-04 (November 2000): “The SIP session timer”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[8]
draft-sip-manyfolks- resource-01 (February 2001): “Integration of resource management and SIP”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[9]
draft- sip-privacy-01 (March 2001): “SIP extensions for caller identity and privacy”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[10]
draft- sip-state-01 (March 2001): “SIP extensions for supporting distributed call state”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[11]
draft- sip-call-auth-01 (September 2001): “SIP extensions for media authorization”.

Editor’s note: The above document cannot be formally referenced until it is published as an RFC. 

[12]
RFC 2327 (April 1998): “SDP: Session Description Protocol”.

Point 2

Clause 3.1 - Definitions

Replace the current definitions of stateful proxy and stateless proxy with those now give in the bis draft, i.e.

Stateless Proxy: A logical entity that does not maintain state for a SIP transaction. A stateless proxy forwards every request it receives downstream and every response it receives upstream.

Stateful Proxy: A logical entity that maintains state information at least for the duration of a SIP transaction. The behavior of a stateful proxy is further defined in Section 12.3.

They should also be moved to the group of definitions that are given in the bis draft.

Point 3

Clause 5

All prerequisites in clause 5 should contain the full table reference rather that part of it, i.e. "5.3/3" rather than "3/3".

