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1	Decision/action requested
This is a pCR to TR 32.845 on Solutions evaluation and conclusion for topic 2
2	References
[1]	TR 32.845 "Study on Charging Aspects of Network Slicing".   
[2]	3GPP TR 32.899: " Study on charging aspects of 5G system architecture phase 1".
[3]	3GPP TS 23.501: "System Architecture for the 5G System; Stage 2".
[4]	3GPP TS 23.502: "Procedures for the 5G System; Stage 2".
[5]	3GPP TS 28.530: " Management and orchestration; Concepts, use cases and requirements".
[6]	3GPP TS 28.531: "Management and orchestration; Provisioning".
[7]	3GPP TS 28.533: "Management and orchestration; Architecture framework".
[8]	3GPP TS 28.532: "Management and orchestration; Generic management services".

3	Rationale
 This pCR proposes Solutions evaluation for topic 2.
4	Detailed proposal
The following changes are proposed to be incorporated into TR 32.845 [1]  

	First change


[bookmark: _Toc12891589][bookmark: _Toc12891537]5.2.x 	Evaluation
[bookmark: _Toc509321237][bookmark: _Toc12891590]5.2.x.1	Solutions evaluation for Key issue# 2.1 
Both solutions #2.1 and #2.x solve Key issue #2.1.
In the solution #2.x the CHF becomes a consumer of services (beyond the services provided by NRF), which deviates from how CHF functionality is currently designed.
The solution #2.1 has the advantage of being futureproof from charging's perspective since it allows influence on the provided service, i.e. it cannot grant or deny service access, which is not the case in solution #2.x.  


5.2.x.2	Solutions evaluation for Key issue# 2.2 
[bookmark: _Toc12891573]Both solutions #2.y and #2.z  solve Key issue #2.2.
In the solution #2.z the CHF becomes a consumer of services (beyond the services provided by NRF), which deviates from how CHF functionality is currently designed.
The solution #2.y has the advantage of being futureproof from charging's perspective since it allows influence on the provided service, i.e. it cannot grant or deny service access, which is not the case in solution #2.y.  


[bookmark: _Toc12891592]5.2.y	Conclusions
It is concluded on:
-	Solution#2.1 for Key issue #2.1.
-	Solution#2.y for Key issue #2.2.


	End of change




