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1. Introduction
Within existing TS29.518, several AMF service operations are mapped to the same HTTP PATCH method to same resource …/ue-context/{contextId}:
	AMF Service Operation
	Original procedural purpose
	HTTP Method and Resource

	a) 5.2.2.2, Namf_Communication UEContextTransfer
	The target AMF requests the source AMF to transfer entire UE Context;
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}

	b) 5.2.2.3, Namf_Communication RegistrationCompleteNotify
	The target AMF notifies the source AFM of the completion of registration procedure, i.e. notify the result of previous UE Context transfer.
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}

	c) 5.2.2.6, Namf_Communication N2InfoNotify
	Target AMF notifies source AMF of the successful N2 based handover in the target side.
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}

	d) 5.2.2.7, Namf_Communication EBIAssignment
	SMF requests AMF to assign EBI. 
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}

	NOTE: Although above procedures invoke PATCH method to indicated UE context resource, such procedures have less relationship to UPDATE the UE context resource. Instead, specific procedural actions are requested in these procedures to the target AMF.


As the above procedures utilize the same HTTP PUT method to the same resource, it easily causes unnecessary complexity to product implementation:
a) It is difficult for the signaling tracing tool, or automatic testing tool, to clearly distinguish the procedure from the HTTP method and resource URL. Normally it is not possible to require such tools to understand the syntactic and semantic of HTTP payload.
b) It reduces the efficiency of SBI signaling dispatch within the NF, as the SBI signaling dispatch layer in the NF (e.g. AMF) needs to inspect the internal HTTP payload to determine which internal processing unit the signaling shall be distributed to;
To improve the readability of AMF interface and to avoid unnecessary complexity to products implementation, it is proposed to make the resource URL distinguishable for different AMF procedures, e.g. :
a) Define sub-resource under the "…/ue-contexts/{contextId}", e.g. for RegistrationCompleteNotify procedure, define the sub-resource "registration-complete-notification" under "…/ue-contexts/{contextId}", and using PUT to such resource;
b) Design the procedures in RPC style. For example, for RegistrationCompleteNotify procedure, define the resource as the following style: "…/ue-contexts/{contextId}/RegistrationCompleteNotify", and using POST to such resource.
ZTE proposes to adopt the alternative b) as the way forward, and suggests to make the following changes to those procedures:
	AMF Service Operation
	Original Method and Resource
	Suggested Method and Resource

	a) 5.2.2.2, Namf_Communication UEContextTransfer
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}
	POST …/ue-contexts/{contextId}/ue-context-transfer

	b) 5.2.2.3, Namf_Communication RegistrationCompleteNotify
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}
	POST …/ue-contexts/{contextId}/registration-complete-notify

	c) 5.2.2.6, Namf_Communication N2InfoNotify
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}
	POST …/ue-contexts/{contextId}/n2-info-notify

	d) 5.2.2.7, Namf_Communication EBIAssignment
	PATCH …/ue-contexts/{contextId}
	POST …/ue-contexts/{contextId}/ebi-assign


4. Proposal

It is proposed to discuss the issue, make decision on the way forward, and agree the following changes to 3GPP TS 29.518 v0.3.0.
* * * First Change * * * *

<FFS: Changes are to be determined according to the discussion>

* * * Next Change * * * *

<FFS: Changes are to be determined according to the discussion>
* * * End of Changes * * * *

