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1. Discussion
In last meeting we discussed whether the policy related to PIN traffic can be added in URSP policy or whether in a new policy specific to PIN. The main motivation related to PIN routing policy is that PIN is related to external devices and not on application residing to the UE.
Figure 1 shows the PIN scenario, where multiple N3GPP device can be connected behind a PEGC, which is a UE. The figure 2 show the scenario supported from Rel-15 where multiple devices are connected behind a UE. For example in Ethernet PDU Session, the devices can dynamically appear or disappear.
In both scenario the UE acting a gateway receives traffic from the external devices, in Rel-15 to rel-18 there is no proposal or issues related to the usage of USRP policy to manage such scenario.  
Is PIN different from Rel-15 and beyond scenario of device behind a UE from URSP point of view?
The PIN services, from the PEGC point of view is under the control of PMEC and or PIN AF (see SA6), so the PEGC is informed of the PIN and of the devices that are allowed to join it (per SA6 see the PINE join mechanism) therefore the UE acting as a PEGC need to have the PIN application sitting within it in order to be apple to exchange PIN application messaged with PINE, PMEC, and AF. The UE see the traffic from allowed PINE to join the PIN, from this point of view the PEGC/UE has all information.
In Rel-15 and beyond we are assuming that a UE can acts as a Gateway for device behind even without being aware of them and discover on the fly, for example in ethernet LAN with Ethernet PDU session, the UE discover the device behind only when they connected to the UE itself and the how to associated this traffic with PDU session, DNN, to NSWO or what to do with this traffic is based on URSP rules. This is not different from PIN, and probably even more complicated since the help of PMEC is missing.
Therefore the answer is NO, it is probably even better scenario due to PIN application layer interaction and indication to PEGC/UE from PMEC and AF requests to 5GC via NEF
Conclusion: Is PIN different from Rel-15 and beyond scenario of device behind a UE from URSP point of view?
NO.



Figure 1: PIN scenario




Figure 2: Scenario of multiple devices supported from PDU session from R15, e.g. Ethernet PDU session


3. Conclusion and proposal(s)
[bookmark: _GoBack] It is proposed to use the URSP extended with PIN indication as in contributions S2-230xxx, S2-230zzzz
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