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Figure 4.2.5.2-1: NF service consumer update an existing PCF Session binding information

If the feature BindingUpdate is supported, the NF service consumer shall invoke the Nbsf_Management_Update service operation to update the session binding information for a UE in the BSF. The NF service consumer shall send an HTTP PATCH request with "{apiRoot}/nbsf-management/v1/pcfBindings/{bindingId}" as Resource URI, where "{bindingId}" is the "Individual PCF Session Binding" resource identifier that is to be updated. The PcfBindingPatch data structure provided in the request body shall include the information to be updated (e.g. the UE address(es)).

Upon the reception of an HTTP PATCH request with: "{apiRoot}/nbsf-management/v1/pcfBindings/{bindingId}" as Resource URI and PcfBindingPatch data structure as request body, the BSF shall update the binding information.

If the BSF successfully updated an "Individual PCF Session Binding" resource, the BSF shall respond with "200 OK" with the message body containing a representation of the updated session binding information, as shown in figure 4.2.5.2-1, step 2.
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