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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes a KI#2 conclusion on group 2. 

Background
Based on the categorization of KI#2 solutions group 2 (L4 connection is re-established during EAS relocation). The solutions of group 2 are #25, #27, #28, #32, #37, #31, #34, #54, #23, #24, #51, #52, #53 and #39.
#25 relies on the “segment route” that the UPF reports to the SMF. In SA2, there was no support of the segment route.
#27 proposes the UPF buffering for the newly created PDU Session. Since the application layer is assumed to be coordinated, the application logic can decide to start the communication with the target EAS. Therefore, the need of this solution is questionable.
In #32, #34, the SMF sends DNS re-resolution indication (#32) or local DN notification (#34) to the UE. The UE can deliver the information to the upper layer. With some modification, these two approach can be considered in the normative phase.
#23 proposes that the SMF sends ICMP packet to the UE to trigger re-discover EAS via UPF. Using ICMP message should be avoided to meet TS 33.501 security aspects. This solution can be used selectively only when User Plane Integrity Protection is used, therefore, it is not recommended to use this mechanism.
In #23, #28, #37, #31, the EAS IP address is sent to the UE to re-discover the EAS. UE discovers the EAS by using DNS query in SA2. The specification can not enforce the application client. These solutions shouldn’t be a part of normative phase.
#51, #54 claimed that there is no impact on 5GC, therefore no further work is required.
#52 proposes new parameter to enhance the AF influence such as keepExisting indication. The need for each of parameters should be evaluated.
#53 assumes that LDNSR is located in SMF, which was ruled out during the last meeting.
#39 proposes two MPTCP stack in two different NF, where a technical solution for this approach wasn’t fully investigated, therefore it is premature to proceed in normative phase. 


Conclusion
It is proposed that the following text is included in TR 23.748
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The SMF sends the local DN context control information to the UE to control whether the upper layer context should be refreshed or not via SM NAS message. The related solutions are described in 6.34 and 6.32.
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