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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes a KI#2 conclusion on group 3 for user plane latency requirements. 

Background
Based on the rapporteur’s recommendation, the solutions for KI#2 Group 3 can be concluded individually. This paper discussed the PSA relocation based on the user plane latency requirements that is related with the solution #35 and #36.
The solution #35 proposes the edge relocation considering user plane latency requirement such as maximum allowed user plane latency and shortest user plane latency preference requested by AF and based on the request, the SMF may decide the PSA relocation decision.
The solution #36 proposes the mechanism for the AF to decide the PSA relocation based on the report of the estimated latency reported by the SMF. 

Proposal
It is proposed that the following text is included in TR 23.748
>>>>First Changes (all new text) <<<<
[bookmark: _Toc50467044][bookmark: _Toc50468388][bookmark: _Toc50468658][bookmark: _Toc50468929][bookmark: _Toc50630904][bookmark: _Toc50631406]7.X.	Evaluation of solutions for Key Issue #2
7.X.Y	Evaluation for Key Issue #2: Solutions for Group 3 (on edge relocation considering user plane latency)
There are two solutions on edge relocation considering user plane latency. When the UE moves across the Edge Data Network Service Area that can be identified by DNAI, the SMF may decide to relocate the PSA-UPF using its locally configured topology information. However, PSA-UPF relocation may cause unnecessary service interruption due to the change of IP address of the UE even for the case that the serving UPF is able to satisfy the required user plane latency without relocation of PSA-UPF. To solve this trade-off, the solution #35 and the solution #36 are discussed.
The solution #35 proposes the edge relocation considering user plane latency requirement such as maximum allowed user plane latency and shortest user plane latency preference requested by AF and based on the request, the SMF may decide the PSA relocation decision.
The solution #36 proposes the mechanism for the AF to decide the PSA relocation based on the report of the estimated latency reported by the SMF. The PSA relocation should be decided by the 5GC(i.e. SMF) not the AF, hence this solution is not recommended into normative phase.
For different use cases, both solutions are needed, therefore, the solution #35 and #36 are the baselines for normative phase.
>>>> Second Changes (all new text) <<<<
9.X.Z	Conclusions regarding solutions for Key Issue #2 Group 3
Regarding the issues for edge relocation considering the user plane latency requirements, the solution #35 and #36 areis recommended as  baselines for the normative phase.
>>>>End Changes<<<<
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