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1. Introduction
<Introduction part (optional)>
2. Reason for Change
There is one editor note with FFS in clause 6.2.1.4.2. This pCR is used to address on this FFS and clarify whether there is any impact over N4 interface as well as all the existing PFCP sessions and whether there is any requirement for surrounding entities to do something.
Add the corresponding content and remove the Editor's note.
3. Conclusions
<Conclusion part (optional)>
4. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 29.820 v0.4.0.

* * * First Change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc20149778][bookmark: _Toc27846570][bookmark: _Toc36187695][bookmark: _Toc45183599][bookmark: _Toc47342441][bookmark: _Toc51769141][bookmark: _Toc59095491]6.2.1.4.2	Solution based on local configuration
In local configuration case, some UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) originally controlled by one SMF might be partitioned to another SMF within the same SMF set. The SMFs in SMF set should coordinate with each other in order to synchronize the UE IP address/prefix usage status. Two possible scenarios are list as below.
-	UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) re-assigned to another target SMF but originally controlled by a removed SMF.
-	UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) re-assigned to another target SMF but originally controlled by a SMF in SMF set.
NOTE 1:  The mechanism of this solution is to synchronize the UE IP address/prefix usage status between SMFs in SMF set after UE IP addresses/prefixes partitioning. There is no additional requirement on all the ongoing PFCP sessions. No impact over N4 interface as well as all the existing PFCP sessions and no requirement for other NFs interacting with the SMF/SMF set.
Editor's note:	Whether there is any impact over N4 interface as well as all the existing PFCP sessions and whether there is any requirement for surrounding entities to do something is FFS.
For the UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) originally controlled by one SMF which is removed from the SMF set but re-assigned to another target SMF, the target SMF shall broadcasts these UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) towards all the other SMFs in SMF set. other SMFs share the maintained IP address/prefix list with usage indication records. The target SMF can make the record for these individual UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) to indicate whether it is available or not according to these shared information. Optionally, the target SMF requires session redirection according to local policy which can be implementation specific.
For the UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) originally controlled by one SMF but re-assigned to another target SMF, the original SMF shall send all these UE IP address(es)/prefix(es) with the recorded usage indicator value to the target SMF and will not choose any available one from these IP resource when new IP allocation requirement raised. The target SMF will update the usage indicator value(s) accordingly and send a confirmation message back after receiving the information from original SMF. After receiving the confirmation message from target SMF, the original SMF shall change the UE IP address/prefix usage indicator value to available if the corresponding session is not controlled by the original SMF.

* * * End of Changes * * * *

