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1. Introduction
This contribution proposes to introduce enhancements to framed-routing feature in UPF.
2. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR29.820.

*******
* * * First Change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc42763475][bookmark: _Toc44339299]5.X	Key Issue #X: Support redundant routing paths for traffic to Framed-Routes
[bookmark: _Toc22552194][bookmark: _Toc22930359][bookmark: _Toc22987227][bookmark: _Toc23256813][bookmark: _Toc25353537][bookmark: _Toc25918783][bookmark: _Toc31011400][bookmark: _Toc43297398]5.X.1	Description of the use case
Framed-Routes allow deployment of a network behind Mobile Router installed at customer location. SMF, upon receiving Framed-Route information from UDM or DN-AAA, instructs UPF to install a Framed-Route at N6, which allows it to route all incoming traffic destined to the subnet represented by Framed-Route IE, via the PDU Session of USIM installed in Mobile Router.
Before CUPS, PGW could load-balance incoming traffic across PDU Sessions of more than one subscriber, depending on e.g. receiving same Framed-Route from DN-AAA, or other policy. Alternatively, one of the PDU Session could act as “standby” path, and take over should the “active” PDU Session goes down.
With CUPS architecture, it’s not clear how SMF can convey such policies to UPF.
5.X.2	Key issue definition
This key issue will study the following aspects:
-	What, if any, information does SMF need to convey to UPF to support redundant routing paths towards subnet represented by Framed-Route IE
-	What redundancy methods need to be supported (e.g. Load Balancing, Active/Standby)
NOTE: How SMF learns or determines which all PDU-Sessions belong to the USIMs deployed in same local-site is out-of-scope of this study.
* * * End of Changes * * * *

