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-------------------------------------------- 1st change --------------------------------------------
5.3
Application Server (AS)

To be compliant with access transfer in this document, an AS shall implement the role of an SCC AS according to subclause 6.3, subclause 6A.4, subclause 7.3, subclause 8.3, subclause 9.3, subclause 10.3, subclause 11.3, subclause 12.3, subclause 13.3 and subclause 20.1.
The SCC AS also handles SDP media description conflicts according to subclause 6A.5.
-------------------------------------------- 2nd change --------------------------------------------
5.5
EATF

To be compliant with access transfer in this document, the EATF shall act as B2BUA and:
-
extract charging information as specified for an AS in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], subclause 5.7.1.2;

-
identify the served user as specified for an AS in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], subclause 5.7.1.3A.2;

-
map the message header fields from a SIP message received in one dialog to related SIP message sent in the correlated dialog managed by EATF as specified for an AS in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], subclause 5.7.5.1;

-
pass signalling elements as specified for an AS in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], subclause 5.7.5.1;

-
handle P-Charging-Vector header as specified for an routeing AS in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], subclause 5.7.5.1; and
-
implement the role of an EATF according to subclause 7.4 and subclause 12.5.
The EATF also handles SDP media description conflicts according to subclause 6A.5.
-------------------------------------------- 3rd change --------------------------------------------
5.6
Access Transfer Control Function (ATCF)
To be compliant with access transfer in this document, the ACTF shall:

1)
provide the proxy role as defined in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], with the exceptions and additional capabilities as described for the ATCF in subclause 6.5, subclause 6A.3, subclause 7.5, subclause 8.4, and subclause 12.7.2.4;

2)
provide the B2BUA functionality with the exceptions and additional capabilities as described for the ATCF in subclause 12.7.2.2. When providing the B2BUA functionality, the ATCF shall provide the UA role as defined in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2] and additionally shall:

a.
map the message header fields from a SIP message received in one dialog to related SIP message sent in the correlated dialog managed by ATCF as specified for an AS in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], subclause 5.7.5.1;

b.
pass signalling elements as specified for an AS in 3GPP TS 24.229 [2], subclause 5.7.5.1; and

c.
transparently forward received Contact header field; and

3)
if decided to anchor the media in ATGW according to operator policy:

NOTE:
At this point, ATCF interacts with ATGW to provide information needed in the procedures below. The details of interaction between ATCF and ATGW are out of scope of this document.

a.
upon receiving an SDP offer or answer included in a SIP message sent by the served UE within the dialog, replace the SDP in the received SIP message with updated SDP provided by ATGW; and

b.
upon receiving an SDP offer or answer included in a SIP message sent by remote UE within the dialog, replace the SDP in the received SIP message with updated SDP provided by ATGW.

Editor's note: it is to be checked with SA5 if there any charging related requirements in ATCF
The ATCF also handles SDP media description conflicts according to subclause 6A.5.

-------------------------------------------- 6th change --------------------------------------------
6A.5
SDP media description conflict between target and remote access leg
When the SCC AS, the EATF or the ATCF receives an SDP offer on the target access leg, the SDP media descriptions on the target access leg and the remote access leg, can be in conflict. The way how the SCC AS, EATF and ATCF resolve the conflict is implementation dependent.

NOTE 1:
Examples of conflicts are when, for a given media type, different IP versions are used on each access leg, or when the same payload type number has been assigned to different codecs on each access leg.
NOTE 2:
An example on how to solve a conflict can be that transcoding functionality is enabled by inserting an MRF (in case of SCC AS or EATF) or an ATGW (in case of ATCF). Another example is that 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response is sent with the correct SDP media description. 
------------------------------------------- End changes ------------------------------------------

