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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 7.4, and makes proposals either for removal or amendment.

1st editor's note - 2nd paragraph item 1

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor’s Note:  If the same PDP-Context is not available, is it guaranteed that the UE will get back the same IP address at this point?  If this is not possible, would there be a problem with the binding in the P-CSCF (user_public1@home1.net and [5555::aaa:bbb:ccc:ddd])?

Application level de-registration should be initiated by the UE upon roaming to a new network and power off of the terminal (if possible). [23.228 5.3.1]. 

· If deregistration is because of mobile roaming to another network, , the P-CSCF will be changed to the one which the mobile currently roams in, so the case which is mention in that editor's note will not happen. We do not know how the mobile can initiate the deregistration to its previous network in this case. We assume the network initiated deregistation in the previous network will take place upon expiration. 

· If deregistration is because of the mobile power off without moving into a new network, then the PDP will be the same with the one it uses for registration, the reason being:

1. The UE shall be able to establish a separate PDP-Context for IM Subsystem related signalling. The UE shall also be able to utilize a general-purpose PDP context for IM subsystem signalling traffic.[23.228 4.2.6]

2. I assume that by the time that the UE has lost its previous PDP context and gets a new one, it has been deregistered by its network already. So there is no need for the mobile to initate deregistration at all.

So we believe the case mentioned in editor's note will never happen.
In addition, we do not need same IP address to deregister anyway. This is a completely new registration procedure.

It is therefore proposed that the editor's note is deleted.

Note that if this editor's note is not resolved, then it should also be included against reregistration flows as well.

2nd editor's note - following 2nd paragraph

The current text of this editor's note reads:

Editor's note: The roaming case needs to be studied in a separate flow. The specific case to be studied is where the UE roams into a new roaming area. The old PDP-context is probably lost, before this Mobile Initiated Deregistration procedure can be started.

A companion contribution in N1-010951 addresses this issue. If this contribution is accepted, then this editor's note can be deleted.

