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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes the evaluation criteria for FS_eNS_Ph2.
1.
 Discussions
At this point, there are quite a few solutions captured in the current version of TR 23.700-40 for the same solution.  Even with the merge, there are still several competing solutions for the same key issue.  Therefore, this PCR proposes some evaluation criteria to be considered when comparing different solutions during the conclusion phase.  

	Solution#’s
	Solution Titles
	Key Issue#'s

	1
	PCF measurement based Network Slice SLA control for Maximum Number of UEs parameter
	1

	2
	Max number of UEs per Network Slice control at registration
	1

	3
	AMF/NSSF based counting of UEs in a Network Slice
	1

	4
	NWDAF enhancements for supporting of network slice quota on the maximum number of UEs
	1

	5
	NWDAF enhancements for supporting of network slice quota on the maximum number of PDU Sessions
	2

	6
	PCF-based counting of PDU Sessions in a Network Slice
	2

	7
	Support of Network Slice SLA for Maximum Number of PDU sessions parameter
	2

	8
	AMF and O&M based solution
	1, 2 & 4

	9
	Monitoring multiple quotas of number of UEs/PDU Sessions per S-NSSAI at NWDAF
	1, 2 & 4

	10
	Max number of PDU Sessions per Network Slice control via NSQ function
	2

	11
	Handling maximum number of sessions using NF status
	2


2. Proposals for Evaluation Criteria 
When comparing various solutions for the same key issue, the following evaluation criteria are proposed to be considered: 
(1) Signalling overheads 

The considerations for this criterion include: 

· Number of messages to be introduced

· Number of NFs involved when processing the messages

· Frequency of the information exchange and handling

(2) System architectural impacts

The considerations for this criterion include:

· New NF vs. Existing NF reuse

· New interface vs. Existing NF extension

· New definition and/or new terminology

· Common solution to address multiple KIs 
· RAN impacts 

· Solution dependency on RAN’s existing or new function(s)

· UE impacts

· Storage impacts

· What would be the additional info needed to be stored in NF(s) and in UDM? 

(3) Administration and configuration overheads

· Additional policy requirement
· Additional subscription requirement

· Additional SLA requirement

(4) Backwards compatibility 

· What kind of common support among the NFs for the given solution (e.g. does the solution require homogenous support among impacted NFs and/or RAN)? 

· In case roaming, what happen when VPLMN and HPLMN do not have the same capability? 

· What happen when the UE and the network do not have the same capability?  

· Any change to the existing definition and/or terminology? 

(5) System limitations
· What is the working assumption, if any? 

3. Conclusions 
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