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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes a KI#2 conclusion on group 1. 

Background
Based on the categorization of KI#2 solutions group 1 (L4 connection is kept during EAS relocation). The solutions of group 1 are #27, #38, #30, and #33.


Proposal
It is proposed that the following text is included in TR 23.748
>>>>First Changes (all new text) <<<<
7.X.	Evaluation of solutions for Key Issue #2
7.X.Y	Evaluation for Key Issue #2: Solutions for Group 1 
There are four solutions on Key Issue #2 for Group 1. 
#27 proposes the UPF buffering for the newly created PDU Session. Since the application layer is assumed to be coordinated, the application logic can decide to start the communication with the target EAS. Therefore, the need of this solution is questionable.
#38 proposes EAS change with reducing packet loss in uplink. Opt 1 of this solution establishes a forwarding tunnel between S-PSA and T-PSA to avoid loss for uplink packets. Opt 2 of this solution introduces an AF-defined Flow End Marker between ULCL and source local PSA DN/EAS to trigger EAS relocation. The option 1 of this solution is viable while the option 2 requires a special packet of header (i.e. end marker) in the user plane between the UPF and EAS, which is not feasible.
#30 proposes UE agnostic EAS IP address replacement for traffic subject to edge computing. This solution assumes that the AF supports “runtime context mirroring between Local EAS and Anchor EAS” while the transport layer context (e.g. TCP context) can be migrated. However, the feasibility of the context transfer with EAS IP address change is questionable.
#33 proposes IP preservation PSA relocation for the scenarios where source and target EAS can transfer the upper layer context where two EAS is located within the same IP domain. To avoid the unnecessary interruption, the solution provides the mechanism to preserve the same IP address of the UE when performing PSA relocation. 
>>>> Second Changes (all new text) <<<<
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#38 option 1 and #33 are selected for the normative phase.
>>>>End Changes<<<<
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