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[bookmark: OLE_LINK6]Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes a conclusion on AF influence traffic handling. 
1 Discussion
The Sol#13 and Sol#15 are two alternative proposals to address the KI#5. The key main differences are: 
· Pros
· Sol#13
· Reduces the AF handling delay w.r.t sol#15
· Allows charging system to know the network usage in different admin areas
· Does not require new functionality in the A-SMF to aggregate the network usage from I-SMF.
· If an A-SMF is down (failed), still I-SMF can implement the policy in the I-SMF service area.
· Sol#15
· Align with Rel-15 mechanism i.e. PCF will have single interface with A-SMF and low/no impact to the PCF.   
· Cons
· Sol#13
· PCF impact i.e. need new functionalities in the PCF to determine where to process the AF policy
· CHF impact in Alt#2 proposal.
· Sol#15
· Need new functionality in the A-SMF i.e. need to aggregate network usage from I-SMF and A-SMF. In addition: A-SMF need to determine which AF policies are handled by the I-SMF and A-SMF.
Both the solutions have pros and cons i.e. solution#15 is closer to the Rel-15 deployment and an operator does want to have impact to the PCF. However, solution#13 is relevant to an operator that wants to differentiate between administration area and reduce the delay in handling AF policy. Thus, it is proposed to agree on both the solutions as interim agreement and leave the deployment options to the operators.

2 Proposal
It is proposed to add the following text into TR 23.726.

/*************************** 1st change ************************/
[bookmark: _Toc517275453]7	Conclusions
Editor's note: This clause is intended to list interim or/and final conclusions, which have been agreed during the course of the study item activities.
7.x	Interim Conclusion on Handling AF influence on traffic routing
For a KI#15, depending on the operator’s policy and use case requirements, it is concluded to take the below architecture as a baseline 


Figure 7.x-1: Handling AF influence on traffic routing
· AF policy provisioning decision: It is concluded that AF policy provisioning decision can be performed either in the PCF or in the A-SMF.
· Network usage handling: It is concluded that network usage can be aggregated in the A-SMF and reported to the CHF or in the charging system (i.e. I-SMF reports the network usage directly to CHF and aggregation takes in the charging system)
· I-SMF subscription: It is concluded that the I-SMF can subscribe with the PCF by its capabilities (e.g. I-SMF service area), thus PCF can determine AF policy handling that will be performed by the I-SMF. 

******************************* End of Changes *********************************
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