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1. Introduction
<Introduction part (optional)>
2. Reason for Change
Provides evaluation for solutions proposed for KI#3 ("Mechanism to select the target PLMN based on GPSI when using SBI")
3. Conclusions
<Conclusion part (optional)>
4. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 29.829 v0.3.0.

[bookmark: _Hlk61529092]* * * First Change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc63665366][bookmark: _Toc57303936][bookmark: _Toc56500577][bookmark: _Toc39050173]7.x	Evaluation and Conclusions of Solutions for Key Issue#3
7.x.1	Evaluation 
There are multiple solutions proposed for KI#3. The Table 7.x.1-1 below lists down the various pros and cons identified for each solution.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Table 7.x.1-1: Pros and Cons of solutions for KI#3
	[bookmark: _Hlk510519236]Solution Id
	Pros
	Cons

	Solution#3
	1.	All the processing logic of determining target PLMN ID and whether to SBI or legacy protocol for SMS termination resides at a central NF i.e. in the NRF. It reduces the impact on SMS-GMSC as it does not have to determine the target PLMN ID or number portability information.
	1.	The NRF must support legacy protocols e.g. ENUM for identifying the target PLMN ID.
2.	The NRF must support ENUM application logic which is beyond the functional scope of the NRF as defined by stage 2. Also, it is not the responsibility of the NRF to determine the recipient's subscription PLMN ID.
3.	NRF will have to process request for every UE when the SBI message needs to be routed on GPSI i.e. for every MT SMS delivery procedure. This will significantly increase the number of requests to be processed by the NRF.

	Solution#x
	
	



7.x.2	Conclusion 
Conclusions of Solutions for Key Issue#3
* * * End of Changes * * * *

