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Discussion
Cf. 160466…
Conclusion
It is proposed to accept the following pCR
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++  Start of first change +++++++++++++++++++++++++
[bookmark: _Toc442729262][bookmark: _Toc450171138][bookmark: _Toc457262245][bookmark: _Toc457276527]4	Assumptions, architecture requirements and protocol requirements
Editor's Note: The issue of proper GPT-U tunnel selection needs to be described.  E.g. APN, FQDN for GTP-U far end point, etc.
Editor's Note:  The issue of extracting specific RTP media flows out of a GTP-U tunnel needs to be described – tunnel de-multiplexing.
Editor's Note: There needs to be an issue added describing content (codec) reporting.
Editor's Note: There needs to be text added illustrating some operator policy options available for detection of unwanted encryption and unsupported media.  There may also need some examination of the applicable TFT rules and whether there are any TFT rule gaps.
Editor's Note: There needs to be a description of detecting and reporting the media plane encryption level (e.g. only only integrity protection).
Editor's Note: There needs to be some text explaining BBIFF impact on S-GW when integrated into the S-GW.
Editor’s Note: A statement or assumption is needed on whether compression of SIP signalling messages (SIGCOMP, as defined in TS 24.229 clause 8.1) can be supported with S8HR approach.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++  Start of next change +++++++++++++++++++++++++
6.1.6	Impacts on existing nodes and, interfaces and functionality
The following impact is foreseen for solution #1:
S-GW will need to implement BBIFF (so to implement Xia and Xib interfaces). As with all implemented functionality, the performance impact of this is an implementation and deployment issue.
If S-GW relocation is supported for inbound roamers, then S10 and S11 are affected. Therefore, S-GW and MME will have to implement an extension that allows transport of LMISF address and tunnel endpoint ID. This is not required if the LMISF address is implicitly known (e.g. only one LMISF is deployed).
Bearer teardown due to encryption or use of unsupported codecs may have an impact on S-GW, as this capability needs to be implemented, if PCC is not present already.

Editor's Note:	Capture impacts on existing 3GPP nodes and Functional elements (e.g. UE, MME, eNB, S-GW, P-GW, P-CSCF etc.).
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++  Start of next change +++++++++++++++++++++++++
6.2.6	Impacts on existing nodes and interfaces 
The following impact is foreseen for solution #2:
S-GW will need to implement BBIFF (so to implement Xia and Xib interfaces). As with all implemented functionality, the performance impact of this is an implementation and deployment issue.
[bookmark: _GoBack]If S-GW relocation is supported for inbound roamers, then S10 and S11 are affected. Therefore, S-GW and MME will have to implement an extension that allows transport of LMISF address and tunnel endpoint ID. This is not required if the LMISF address is implicitly known (e.g. only one LMISF is deployed).
Bearer teardown due to encryption or use of unsupported codecs may have an impact on S-GW, as this capability needs to be implemented, if PCC is not present already.
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