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Discussion

This paper proposes the overall conclusion of the FMSS study phase.
1
Conclusion for key issue#1

Based on the comparison performed in sec. 7.2.2, it is clear that Solution-A is better than other solutions various aspects including,

· Overall system impact (impact on existing nodes and interfaces and the need for defining new nodes and interfaces)
· Additional signalling node on existing EPC nodes and interfaces
· Extendibility to support charging related requirements when 3rd party service functions are involved
· Ability to support different architecture of (S)Gi-LAN

Additionally, the subjective evaluation and comparison provided in the discussion paper with title "Subjective evaluation and comparison of FMSS solutions for key issue#1", highlights the following aspects:

· Solution-B is just an implementation variant of Solution-A. And hence cant be considered as an independent solution for the conclusion of key issue#1.

· Solution-C defines a new logical entity and new interface to that logical entity which is nothing but the subset of the Sd interface as proposed in Solution-A. Moreover, the new interface proposed in Solution-C lacks in functionality e.g. can't support application reporting, causes more signalling load on PCRF and is poorly placed to fulfil the future requirements of traffic steering, as compared to the Sd interface as proposed in Solution-A. In summary, Solution-C fails to justify introduction of new logical entity and new interface while use of existing interface (with extension), as proposed in Solution-A can suffice. 
Considering the above objective based as well as subjective based comparisons between various solutions, it is proposed to standardize Solution-A for key issue#1.
2
Conclusion for key issue#2

It is proposed to standardize solution defined in sec. 6.2.1 for key issue#2.
Proposal

It is proposed to agree to the following changes to TR 23.718.

* * * First Change * * * *

8
Conclusions

Editor's Note:
This clause is intended to list conclusions that have been agreed during the course of the work item activities. This should also capture the guiding principles and documentation approach for creating CRs to normative specifications within the responsibility of SA2.
Solution 1.1 and solution 1.2, "Traffic steering policies over Sd/Gx interfaces" (defined in section 6.1.1 and section 6.1.2), are selected as the basis for the normative work for the key issue#1 in 3GPP Rel-13. In summary,
· Functionality of TDF and PCEF are extended to support traffic steering feature.

· Alternative proposed in section 6.1.2 can be considered, when the operator wants to utilize the ADC feature from the PGW.

· Alternative proposed in section 6.1.1 under "Alternative-1" can be considered, when the operator wants to utilize the ADC feature from the standalone TDF. 

· Alternative proposed in section 6.1.1 under "Alternative-2" can be considered, when the operator does not want to utilize the ADC feature.
· Sd and Gx interfaces are enhanced to carry information related to traffic steering policy.

Solution 2.1, "Semantics of traffic steering policy" (defined in section 6.2.1), is selected as the basis for the normative work for the key issue#2 in Rel-13.
* * * End of Changes * * * *
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