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1	Discussion
1.1	Introduction
TS 23.548 specifies Rel-17 functionalities to enhance 5G support support to Edge Computing. Some of these functionalities require updates in services specified in CT groups. CT groups specify features to control the support of the enhancements specified in each release. 
In January CT3 meeting (3GPP TSG-CT WG3 Meeting #119bis-e) discussion paper C3-220192 addressed the granularity of the features for handling the functionality added as part of eEDGE_5GC. C3-220010 chair notes document the conclusion from that discussion.  
1.2	Problem
1.2.1 EAS Discovery and Rediscovery
The procedures in TS 23.548 for EAS Discovery and Rediscovery include functionality that implies enhancements to services under CT3 responsability:
-   EAS Deployment information management in TS 23.548 clause 6.3.2.4 refers to the capability to create, update or remove EAS Deployment information from AF and distribution to SMF. SMF local configuration is specified as an alternative and therefore it is optional to use this functionality in EAS Discovery and Rediscovery.
-  AF triggered EAS (Re)discovery in TS 23.548 clause 6.2.3.3 refers to the capability that allows an AF that triggers EAS relocation (e.g., due to EAS load balance or maintenance) to indicate to SMF EAS rediscovery for the impacted application so it can proceed towards the UE if applicable. This functionality is not needed for certain deployment scenarios e.g., may not be used if distributed connectivity model.
Conclusion 1: even if both functions are for EAS Discovery and Rediscovery procedures, they address a different need, and the decision to deploy each of them should be possible to take independently, so as the decision to implement each of them.
According to C3-220010, the working assumption in CT3 is to define a single Feature (“EASDiscovery”) to control the above functionality in CT3 services. 
Conclusion 2: one single feature for both functionalities artificialy bundles their support. This is a limitation that goes against the required flexibility described in conclusion 1. 
1.2.2 Edge Relocation
The Procedures in TS 23.548 for Edge Relocation are supporting EAS changes and/or PSA UPF relocation. They include functionality that implies enhancements to services under CT3 responsability:
-   Edge Relocation involving AF change in TS 23.548 clause 6.3.2 refers to the capability to support that change of EAS also implies a change of AF e.g., for scenarios with distributed AFs. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]-   Edge Relocation using EAS IP replacement in TS 23.548 clause 6.3.3 introduces the capability to replace the source/old Target EAS IP address and port number with the target/new target EAS IP address and port number for the Destination IP address and Destination Port number field of the uplink traffic and replace the target/new target EAS IP address and port number with the source/old Target EAS IP address and port number for the Source IP address and Source Port number field of the downlink traffic. Replacement is enforced at Local PSA and triggered by an AF request. This is for scenarios where EAS relocation needs to be hidden from Clients and TCP/TLS/QUIC context transfer is possible between EASs.
-   AF request for simultaneous connectivity for source and target PSA in TS 23.548 clause 6.3.4 introduces the capability for AF to influence, at PSA change, whether and for how long connectivity over source and target PSA should be maintained. This is for scenarios where simultaneous connectivity is supported and EASs have built in design to use it for smooth relocation.
-  Packet buffering for low Packet Loss in TS 23.548 clause 6.3.5. introduces the capability to buffer packets in the network upon AF request and aims at synchronizing between EAS relocation and UL traffic from the UE. This is for scenarios with applications that require the network to control that UL traffic from the UE is sent to the new EAS only when EAS context transfer has been carried out.
-   Edge relocation considering User Plane Latency Requirements in TS 23.548 clause 6.3.5 introduces the capability for AF to provide input that SMF can use to decide whether relocate or not PSA-UPF e.g., at mobility. This can be added on top of simpler decision logic e.g., based on local configuration.
-   Edge Relocation triggered by AF in TS 23.548 clause 6.3.7 describes how NF should consider multiple colliding requests. In which sense services may be impacted is unclear. 
Conclusion 3: even if all these functionalities introduce support for the case of EAS change and/or PSA UPF relocation, they are addressing different scenarios, different application needs and aspects of the procedures. As a result, it should be possible to take independent decisions for whether to deploy each of them and therefor for whether to implement each of them.
According to C3-220010, working assumption is that a single Feature (“EASRelocation”) is going to be defined for the control of these functions in all impacted CT3 services (except from EAS IP replacement). 
Conclusion 4: By defining one single feature for most of these functionalities CT3 binds their support. All of them need to be supported even if intention is to use only one. This is a limitation that goes against the desired flexibility described in conclusion 3. 
1.3 	Solution
The limitation described can be avoided if each of the listed functionalities is controlled by an independent feature. Independent features allow to take independent implementation decisions matching deployment plans.
2	Proposal
The reason for current CT3 approach maybe the lack of guidance from SA2 for how the different functionality introduced by eEDGE_5GC relate to each other. 
It is proposed that an LS (S2-2200434) is sent to CT3 to inform CT3 about the SA2 conclusion to keep independence between the functionality listed, and to request feature specification does not limit deployment and implementation flexibility.
