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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes the evaluation for sol #55.

[bookmark: _Hlk514274591]1		Discussion
Solution #55 is proposed to support multiple AFs scenario via target AF trigger the AF request influence procedure, but there are some concerns for this solution. 
In the solution, the AF2 (target AF) invokes Nnef_TrafficInfluence_update service operation to update the service resource created by the AF1 (source AF), which is not specified in the stage 3 specs. Furthermore, if the AF2 directly reuses the SBI information of AF1 to invoke NEF service without any authorization procedure between AF2 and NEF, there may be a security risk for 5GC. It should be required that target EAS is authorized by NEF for the service exposure.
In the TS 23.588, it is not implicitly specified the source EAS/target EAS acting as AF triggers the AF request to influence on traffic routing procedure. It is more reasonable that the source EAS triggers the AF influence procedure and provides the context and UP management information to the target EAS, which avoid to reuse the SBI information of source EAS and the security issue above.
Proposal: propose to add an alternative the source EAS triggers the AF influence procedure and provides the context and UP management information to the target EAS.

2		Proposal
The following change is proposed for TR 23.748.
[bookmark: _Toc30694660][bookmark: _Toc31096574]<<< Start of change >>>

7.2.7	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.
In Solution #55, to support EAS relocation in the multiple AFs scenario, it is proposed to enhance AF requests to influence traffic routing procedures. There are two alternatives, and one is the target AF triggers AF influence procedure based on the context received from source AF, the other one is the source AF trigger the AF influence procedure and transfer the UP management information to the target AF.


<<< End of changes >>>

1

