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Introduction

3GPP TS 24.228 contains a large number of editor's notes, some of which have been there for some time, and have therefore either been overtaken by events, or require amendment to bring them up to the current status of discussion.

This contribution focusses on the editor's notes in clause 7.3 and the related clause 17.3, and makes proposals either for removal or amendment.

1st editor's note - clause 7.3.2 (S-S#1a), flow 4 (INVITE (S-CSCF to I-CSCF)) - following Request-URL

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: Need to verify that it is the Route header of the incoming INVITE request which may contain the TEL-URL, and not the Request-URI as indicated in the text of Tdoc N1-010353.
This editor's note can be deleted in accordance with the accepted resolution of a similar editor's note in clause 7.2, as occurred in CN1 #19bis.

2nd editor's note - clause 7.3.2 (S-S#1a), flow 4 (INVITE (S-CSCF to I-CSCF)) - following Request-URL

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: It remains to be clarified if the use of the word “may” in the above sentence, needs to be changed to “shall”. 23.228v170 states that an S-CSCF shall support an ENUM DNS translation mechanism, so the above text needs to be aligned with Stage 2.

This editor's note should be retained, in accordance with the accepted resolution of a similar editor's note in clause 7.2. as occurred in CN1 #19bis.

3rd editor's note - clause 7.3.2 (S-S#1a), flow 8 (INVITE (I-CSCF to S-CSCF))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: The mechanism by which the INVITE is routed to S-CSCF, and the mechanism by which S-CSCF retrieves the initial Request URI (which identifies the real destination of the session) is FFS.

We believe that the current handling of the request-URI shown in 24.228 in this flow is correct, and therefore the editor's note can be deleted.

4th editor's note - clause 7.3.5 (S-S#2), flow 4 (INVITE (S-CSCF to I-CSCF)) - following Request-URL

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: Need to verify that it is the Route header of the incoming INVITE request which may contain the TEL-URL, and not the Request-URI as indicated in the text of Tdoc N1-010353.
The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 1st editor's note in this contribution).

5th editor's note - clause 7.3.5 (S-S#2), flow 4 (INVITE (S-CSCF to I-CSCF)) - following Request-URL

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: It remains to be clarified if the use of the word “may” in the above sentence, needs to be changed to “shall”. 23.228v170 states that an S-CSCF shall support an ENUM DNS translation mechanism, so the above text needs to be aligned with Stage 2.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 2nd editor's note in this contribution).

6th editor's note - clause 7.3.5 (S-S#2), flow 8 (INVITE (I-CSCF to S-CSCF))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: The mechanism by which the INVITE is routed to S-CSCF, and the mechanism by which S-CSCF retrieves the initial Request URI (which identifies the real destination of the session) is FFS.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 3rd editor's note in this contribution).

7th editor's note - clause 7.3.6 (S-S#3), flow 4 (INVITE (S-CSCF to I-CSCF)) - following Request-URL

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: It remains to be clarified if the use of the word “may” in the above sentence, needs to be changed to “shall”. 23.228v170 states that an S-CSCF shall support an ENUM DNS translation mechanism, so the above text needs to be aligned with Stage 2.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 2nd editor's note in this contribution).

8th editor's note - clause 17.3.2 (S-S#1b), flow 4 (INVITE (S-CSCF to I-CSCF)) - following Request-URL

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: It remains to be clarified if the use of the word “may” in the above sentence, needs to be changed to “shall”. 23.228v170 states that an S-CSCF shall support an ENUM DNS translation mechanism, so the above text needs to be aligned with Stage 2.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 2nd editor's note in this contribution).

9th editor's note - clause 17.3.2 (S-S#1b), flow 10 (INVITE (I-CSCF to S-CSCF))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: The mechanism by which the INVITE is routed to S-CSCF, and the mechanism by which S-CSCF retrieves the initial Request URI (which identifies the real destination of the session) is FFS.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 3rd editor's note in this contribution).

10th editor's note - clause 17.3.2 (S-S#1b), flow 15 (183 Session Progress (MT to S-S#1b)) following 1st paragraph

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: Diagram for S-S#1 should show I-CSCF#2 as a firewall and gateway, making it consistent with I-CSCF#1.

No proposed resolution. Lucent are preparing a contribution on tokenisation which will have some impact on the diagram, and there may therefore me a resolution of this editor's note at a later time.

11th editor's note - clause 17.3.3 (S-S#1c), flow 4 (INVITE (S-CSCF to I-CSCF)) - following Route header

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: It remains to be clarified if the use of the word “may” in the above sentence, needs to be changed to “shall”. 23.228v170 states that an S-CSCF shall support an ENUM DNS translation mechanism, so the above text needs to be aligned with Stage 2.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 2nd editor's note in this contribution).

12th editor's note - clause 17.3.3 (S-S#1c), flow 10 (INVITE (I-CSCF to S-CSCF))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: The mechanism by which the INVITE is routed to S-CSCF, and the mechanism by which S-CSCF retrieves the initial Request URI (which identifies the real destination of the session) is FFS.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 3rd editor's note in this contribution).

13th editor's note - clause 17.3.4 (S-S#1d), flow 8 (INVITE (I-CSCF to S-CSCF))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: The mechanism by which the INVITE is routed to S-CSCF, and the mechanism by which S-CSCF retrieves the initial Request URI (which identifies the real destination of the session) is FFS.

The same handling as the equivalent editor's note in 7.3.2 is proposed (i.e. the 3rd editor's note in this contribution).

14th editor's note - clause 17.3.4 (S-S#1d), flow 13 (183 Session Progress (MT to S-S#1d)) following 1st paragraph

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: Diagram for S-S#1 should show I-CSCF#2 as a firewall and gateway, making it consistent with I-CSCF#1.

No proposed resolution. Lucent are preparing a contribution on tokenisation which will have some impact on the diagram, and there may therefore me a resolution of this editor's note at a later time.

15th editor's note - Annex A - clause 17.3.2.2 (S-S#1a), flow 39 (Cancel (MO to S-CSCF))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: Use of Route header in CANCEL is FFS.

No proposed resolution. This clause requires the flow updates to be applied, and this may resolve the editor's note when that occurs.

16th editor's note - Annex A - clause 17.3.2.2 (S-S#1a), flow 44 (Cancel (I-CSCF to S-CSCF))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: Use of Route header in CANCEL is FFS.

No proposed resolution. This clause requires the flow updates to be applied, and this may resolve the editor's note when that occurs.

17th editor's note - Annex A - clause 17.3.2.2 (S-S#1a), flow 47 (Cancel (S-CSCF to MT))

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note: Use of Route header in CANCEL is FFS.

No proposed resolution. This clause requires the flow updates to be applied, and this may resolve the editor's note when that occurs.

