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1 GeneralsScope-and-objectives

At the SA3 meeting in Munich, Ericsson presented a CR in Tdoc S3-020548 on the "Re-use and
retransmission of RAND and AUTN". We proposed to delete an editor note based on the findings in
the reason for change. There were comments during the meeting that some of the conclusion in the
Reason for change could be lifted into the CR to 33.203 as requirements. Ericsson presented a new
version of the CR in Tdoc S3-020560, in the same meeting.

As no conclusion could be reached on S3-020560, as some companies felt that they needed more
time to sort out what requirements actually already is included in the standard SIP specifications,
Ericsson started an e-mail discussion in order to be able to agree a new version of the CR at the
SA3#26 meeting.

The following PPT slides with comments from Ericsson and also a new version of the CR in Tdoc S3-
020590 was sent out:
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During the e-mail discussion we received comments from Adrian Escott at Hutchinson on the S3
reflector:

“Fromyour analysis, it seems as though an AV should only re-transnitted by
the S-CSCF as part of the normal SIP re-transmnissions in the transaction

| ayer. Hence there are very clear and definite circunstances for a
re-transm ssion. This does not seemwell reflected in the |ast sentence
added by the CR, which states that in general AVs are not re-trannitted.

It seems to nme better to replace the |ast sentence of the CR "In general
therefore the S-CSCF shall use a quintet only once. " with sonething al ong
the lines of the following: "Therefore there shall be no re-transnission of
AVs, except as part of the normal SIP transaction |ayer re-tranm ssion
procedur es".

| also think there was sone di cussion about not using quintet at the Minich
neeting. Finally, it might be alright to include the paragraph as a direct
replacenent for the editor's note rather than at the end, as it only short
and does not in ny opinion affect the flow of the section.”

The new version of the CR presented in this neeting, has been updated with
Adrians coments - slightly nodified.
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