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	Reason for change:
	R5-174531 had added MO and MT INFO requests to Annex A. Multiple issues need to fixed as follows:
1. Section titles are misleading

2. MO: Request URI relying on a new PIXIT is too unspecific as it is not tested then that UE uses one of the two allowed URIs

3. MO: Via header is wrong. As request comes straight from UE, there is only one entry giving the response address at UE

4. MO: From header needs to reflect UE, including the local tag

5. MO: in order to have a specific test, To header should reflect one of the two possibilities. Tag is to be corrected.
6. MO: Call-Info header is missing

7. MO: Info-Package header is missing.

8. MO: Duplicated, contradicting specifications for Content-Type

9. MO: Content-ID wrongly placed: it is not a SIP header but a header inside the body part.

10. MO: Message body will actually transfer MSD instead of just a send request. In case of UE not being able to provide MSD, provide failure details.
11. MT: similar issues as for MO, except that this request actually just asks to send data.

	
	

	Summary of change:
	1. Used MO/MT in front, as in other titles, and added that this is for eCall
2. Listed both possible URIs and differentiated the two use cases via conditions

3. Aligned Via header with how done elsewhere for MO requests

4. Fixed From header accordingly.

5. Fixed To header accordingly.

6. Added Call-Info header according RFC 8147

7. Added Info-Package header according RFC 8147

8. Removed the erroneous entry for Content-Type

9. Moved Content-ID into body part, and let it refer to proper cid

10. Fixed message body to carry MSD. In case of UE not being able to do so, it has to provide corresponding detail per RFC 8147.
11. Fixed MT request.
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	Other comments:
	


<Start of modified section>
A.2.19
MO INFO for eCall over IMS
	Header/param
	Cond
	Value/remark
	Rel
	Reference

	Request-Line
	
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
Method
	
	INFO
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	
Request-URI

Request-URI
	A1

A2
	urn:service:sos.ecall.manual
urn:service:sos.ecall.automatic
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147[149]

	
SIP-Version
	
	SIP/2.0
	
	

	Via
	
	order of the parameters in this header must be like in this table
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
	
	
	
	RFC 3581[96]

	

sent-protocol
	
	SIP/2.0/UDP when using UDP or SIP/2.0/TCP when using TCP
	
	

	

sent-by
	
	IP address or FQDN and protected server port of the UE
	
	

	

via-branch
	
	value starting with ‘z9hG4bK’
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	From
	
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
addr-spec
	
	SIP URI of the UE
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	
tag
	
	local tag of the dialog ID
	
	RFC 8147[149]

	To
	
	
	Rel-14
	RFC 3261[15]

	
addr-spec

addr-spec
	A1

A2
	urn:service:sos.ecall.manual
urn:service:sos.ecall.automatic
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	
tag

	
	remote tag of the dialog ID
	
	RFC 8147[149]

	Call-ID
	
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
callid
	
	same as value received in INVITE message
	
	

	CSeq
	
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
value
	
	value of CSeq sent by the UE within its previous request in the same dialog but increased by one
	
	

	
method
	
	INFO
	
	

	Call-Info

cid URL


purpose
	
	any URL
EmergencyCallData. eCall.MSD
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147 [149]

	Info-Package
	
	EmergencyCallData.eCall.MSD
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147 [149]

	Content-Type
	
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
media-type
	
	multipart/mixed;boundary=any value
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	Content-Length
	
	
	
	

	
value
	
	length of message-body
	
	

	

	
	
	
	

	Content-Disposition


disp-type
	
	Info-Package
	
	

	

	
	
	
	

	Message-body
	A3
A4
	--boundary value (as provided in Content-Type)
Content-Type: application/EmergencyCallData.eCall.MSD

Content-ID: same cid as in Call-Info header
Content-Disposition: by-reference



MSD in ASN.1 PER encoding
--boundary value (as provided in Content-Type)
--boundary value (as provided in Content-Type)

Content-Type: application/EmergencyCallData.eCall.Control+xml
Content-ID: same cid as in Call-Info header
Content-Disposition: by-reference
<?xml version=”1.0” encoding=”UTF-8”?>
<EmergencyCallData.Control
xmlns="urn:ietf:params:xml:ns:EmergencyCallData:control">

<ack ref=cid of the body part of corresponding INFO request from SS>

<actionResult action=”send-data” success=”false” reason=any value/>

</ack>
</EmergencyCallData.Control>
--boundary value (as provided in Content-Type)
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147[149]


	Condition
	Explanation

	A1
	eCall over IMS was started manually

	A2
	eCall over IMS was started automatically

	A3
	UE able to provide an updated MSD

	A4
	UE not able to provide an updated MSD


<End of modified section>
<Start of modified section>
A.2.20
MT INFO for eCall over IMS
	Header/param
	Value/remark
	Rel
	Reference

	Request-Line
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
Method
	INFO
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	
Request-URI
	same URI as UE sent in Contact header of INVITE
	
	RFC 8147[149]

	
SIP-Version
	SIP/2.0
	
	

	Via
	order of the parameters in this header must be like in this table
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
via-parm1:
	
	
	RFC 3581[96]

	

Sent-protocol
	SIP/2.0/UDP when using UDP or SIP/2.0/TCP when using TCP
	
	

	

sent-by
	IP address and protected server port of SS
	
	

	

via-branch
	value starting with ‘z9hG4bK’
	
	

	
via-parm2:
	
	
	

	

sent-protocol
	SIP/2.0/UDP when using UDP or SIP/2.0/TCP when using TCP
	
	

	

sent-by
	psap.3gpp.org
	
	

	

via-branch
	value starting with ‘z9hG4bK’
	
	

	From
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
addr-spec
	SIP URI of PSAP
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	
tag
	remote tag of the dialog ID
	
	RFC 8147[149]

	To
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
addr-spec
	SIP URI of UE
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	
tag

	local tag of the dialog ID
	
	RFC 8147[149]

	Call-ID
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
callid
	same as value received in INVITE message
	
	

	CSeq
	
	
	RFC 3261[15]

	
value
	value of CSeq sent by the SS within its previous request in the same dialog but increased by one. If this is first request sent by SS, any value is used (e.g. 4711).
	
	

	
method
	INFO
	
	

	Call-Info

cid URL


purpose
	test-info@3gpp.org
EmergencyCallData.Control
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147 [149]

	Info-Package
	EmergencyCallData.eCall.MSD
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147 [149]

	Content-Type
	
	Rel-14
	RFC 3261[15]

	
media-type
	multipart/mixed;boundary=boundaryXXX
	
	TS 24.229[10]

	Content-Length
	
	
	

	
value
	length of message-body
	
	

	

	
	
	


	Content-Disposition


disp-type
	
Info-Package
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147 [149]

	

	
	
	

	Message-body
	--boundaryXXX

Content-Type: application/EmergencyCallData.Control+xml
Content-ID: test-info@3gpp.org
Content-Disposition: by-reference

<?xml version="1.0" encoding="UTF-8"?>

  <EmergencyCallData.Control xmlns="urn:ietf:params:xml:ns:EmergencyCallData:control">

  <request action="send-data" datatype="eCall.MSD"/>

</EmergencyCallData.Control>
--boundaryXXX
	Rel-14
	RFC 8147[149]


<End of modified section>
