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Abstract: This contribution proposes evaluation and conclusion on C5 solutions that addressing different sub-issues listed in the paper. 
1. Discussion
Following the categories of solutions described in the way forward paper S2-2007008, this paper addresses the evaluation and conclusion of the following C5 solutions, especially on the AF based re-discovery aspects.
The following solutions mapping to KI#2 address different sub-issues for edge relocation. It is proposed to evaluate these solutions individually.
Table 1: Evaluations of other solutions for edge relocation
	#
	Sub-issue to be addressed
	Candidate Solutions
	High-level descriptions

	1
	Applications do not support the change of client address when PSA changes
	Sol #26
	SMF allocates a persistent address for a UE for MEC access. N6 routing is based on host routes.

	2
	Considering user plane latency before EAS relocation
	Sol #35
	SMF makes PSA relocation decision and selects new PSA based on the latency requirement provided by the AF and the estimated user plane latency between the UE and UPF.  

	3
	
	Sol #36
	AF makes relocation decision based on the estimated user plane latency. The estimated user plane latency is provided from the SMF to AF. 

	4
	Application status information transferring between AFs/EASs
	Sol #40
	NEF transfers the application status information from the old AF/EAS to the new AF/EAS. 

	5
	
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK50]Sol #55
	Context transfer between AFs. 
SMF receives indication of AF migration via PCF and decides to reconfigure user plane e.g. PSA relocation.



In Solution #26, the UE is allocated with a persistent address by the SMF during PDU session establishment, and N6 routing is based on host routes in the DN. This solution relies on the DN has an appropriate routing mechanism so that the UE IP can be re-anchored on the new PSA. The solution will cause the fragmentation of the routing table then a huge routing table in routers in DN, considering the routing table will become per IP address not per IP prefix after UE moves. Furthermore, with UL CL, the UE can already be allocated with a IP address anchored on remote PSA, which can keep unchanged during local PSA relocation. Hence Solution#26 is not recommended in normative work.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK45]In Solution #35, SMF can get the estimated latency between the UE and PSA based on QoS monitoring report. Therefore, it is recommended that SMF considers latency between UE and PSA UPF when it makes decision on whether trigger PSA relocation. This can avoid frequent and unnecessary edge relocation. 
In Solution #36, AF can gets the latency between RAN and PSA UPF by subscription to QoS monitoring Information. Then whether it makes EAS relocation based on the QoS monitoring information is out scope of SA2. Therefore, Solution#36 is not recommended in normative work.
In Solution #40, the application layer context transferring is go via NEF. Considering the context transferring is under discussion in SA6. It is recommended to decide whether this is need during normative phase after SA6 solution is stable.
Solution #55 proposes AF relocation and context transferring, which has been already covered in SA6. No normative work is needed in SA2.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK51]2. Proposals 
It is proposed to capture the following changes in the TR 23.748.
* * * * First change * * * *
7	Overall Evaluation
7.x  Evaluation of Solutions for Key Issue #2 
7.x.y Evaluation for Key Issue #2: other sub-issues for edge relocation 
In Solution #26, the UE is allocated with a persistent address by the SMF during PDU session establishment, and N6 routing is based on host routes in the DN. This solution relies on the DN has an appropriate routing mechanism so that the UE IP can be re-anchored on the new PSA. The solution will cause the fragmentation of the routing table then a huge routing table in routers in DN, considering the routing table will become per IP address not per IP prefix after UE moves. Furthermore, with UL CL, the UE can already be allocated with a IP address anchored on remote PSA, which can keep unchanged during local PSA relocation. Hence Solution#26 is not recommended in normative work.
In Solution #40, the application layer context transferring is go via NEF. Considering the context transferring is under discussion in SA6. It is recommended to decide whether this is need during normative phase after SA6 solution is stable.

* * * * Second change * * * *
9.x  Conclusions for Key Issue #2 
9.x.y Conclusions regarding solutions for Key Issue #2 for other sub-issues for edge relocation 
-	Solution #26 are not recommended in normative work.
-	Whether AF context transferring can be done via NEF is to be decided during normative phase after SA6 solution is stable. 

* * * * End of changes * * * *
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