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	The FlowDescription AVP is type of IPFilterRule as described in RFC 6733. It is not clear the meaning of port information including in the FlowDescription AVP when "ip" is used as key word of protocol. There are three different understanding on this issue:
1)	The inclusion of port shall be forbidden when "ip" is used as key word of protocol;
2)	The port should be omitted even if it is available when "ip" is used as key word of protocol;
3)	The port are used to describe the port(s) of any protocol if it is available when "ip" is used as key word of protocol.
When the client and the server have different understanding on this issue, there could be some problem when interworking.
It is proposed to choose the flexible way to solve this problem, which the port(s) shall be used to describe the port(s) of any protocol will match if it is not omitted, when "ip" as protocol.
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Proposed changes:
[bookmark: _Toc524420368]
*** 1st Change ***
[bookmark: _Toc20392827]5.3.8	Flow-Description AVP
The Flow-Description AVP (AVP code 507) is of type IPFilterRule, and defines a packet filter for an IP flow with the following information:
-	Direction (in or out). The direction "in" refers to uplink IP flows, and the direction "out" refers to downlink IP flows.
-	Source and destination IP address (possibly masked).
-	Protocol.
-	Source and destination port.
NOTE a:	When "ip" as key word is used in the protocol, the port(s) are used to describe the port(s) of any protocol if available.
The IPFilterRule type shall be used over Rx interface with the following restrictions:
-	The Source Port may be omitted to indicate that any source port is allowed. Lists or ranges shall not be used.
-	Only the Action "permit" shall be used.
-	No "options" shall be used.
-	The invert modifier "!" for addresses shall not be used.
-	The keyword "assigned" shall not be used.
NOTE b:	For TCP protocol, destination port can also be omitted.
If any of these restrictions is not observed by the AF, the server shall send an error response to the AF containing the Experimental-Result-Code AVP with value FILTER_RESTRICTIONS.
For the Rx interface, the Flow description AVP shall be used to describe a single IP flow.
*** End of Changes ***


