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Abstract
This contribution has minor and editorial comments on the SHAKEN Support of "div" PASSporT Letter Ballot.

_____________________________
Introduction

The comments are divided into those considered purely editorial and those that are minor changes but more than editorial.

Editorial Changes
1. In section 1.1 

[draft-ietf-stir-divert] should be [draft-ietf-stir-passport-divert]

2. In 3.2 add the following Acronyms used in Annex A

PAID

P-Asserted Identity

PPI

P-Preferred Identity

3. In figure A.2 – delete “* or History-Info, or Referred-By header” since not needed or referred to.

4. In A.2 move the Note at the end of the section before Table A.1 since the Table uses PAID

Minor Changes

1. In section 5.2, proposing modifying the first sentence as follows:

On receiving an INVITE request containing an Identity header with a “shaken” PASSporT, and no Identity headers with “div” PASSporTs, the STI-VS will perform the base SHAKEN verification procedures as defined in [ATIS-1000074].

Rational: Section 5.4 covers how to handle INVITE with both “shaken” & “div” Identity headers, the change makes clear that 5.2 applies only when there is no “div” Identity header present.

2. In section 5.6.2, 6th paragraph, propose modifying the 2nd sentence as follows
If the TN in the To header field does not match the Request-URI TN (which would normally be the case when the INVITE is retargeted), and the STI-AS is  able to assert that the end-user is authorized to use the TN in the To header, then the STI-AS shall additionally perform "div" authentication to create an unbroken chain of authority from “shaken” PASSporT “dest” claim to the Request-URI TN.

Rational: Clarify that it is the end-user that is authorized to use the TN versus the STI-AS being Authoritative for the TN

3. In section A.1, 1st paragraph, make the following modification to the 2nd sentence
Figure A.1 illustrates some of the scenarios that the STI-AS may need to support,

Rational: since examples are not exhaustive and Annex A is not normative prefer not to have something as “required”

4. In section A.2.1, after Figure 4, and before Case-1b, add the following:

Note: SP-b will remove any Verstat parameter received from the SIP-PBX in [3] INVITE PAID or From headers before including those headers in [4] INVITE to SP-c.
Rational: To clarify that Verstat parameters from the incoming INVITE are not to be preserved in the forwarded INVITE.

5. In section A.2.2, Case-2a, make the following modification to the 3rd & 4th sentences:
On receiving [3] INVITE, SP-b determines that the INVITE was not retargeted and therefore, the STI-AS removes the received SHAKEN Identity header,

Rational:  the Identity header is discarded not because it is invalid but because it is not a retargeted INVITE (per step 2 in Figure A.2)
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