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1. Introduction
This pCR is to address the editor's note in the clause 9 to list conclusions that have been agreed during the course of the study item activities.
2. Reason for Change
The proposed conclusions are based on the TR content described in clauses 4 to 8.
3. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 23.722 V0.3.0.
* * * First Change * * * *

9
Conclusions


This technical report fulfills the objectives of the CAPIF study, including the following:

1)
Identification of key issues (clause 5) and corresponding architecture requirements (clause 6) for a common API framework towards northbound APIs

2)
High-level functional architecture solution(s) (clause 7.1) including the support for multiple API providers and multiple deployment models

3)
Analysis of existing API activities
a)
API work done by other 3GPP WGs (Annex A)
b)
OMA API framework (clause 4.1, Annex B)
c)
ETSI MEC API framework (clause 4.2, Annex C)

4)
Individual solutions (clause 7.2) addressing the key issues

5)
Overall evaluation (clause 8) of all the solutions 

NOTE 1: The identification of common northbound API development guidelines have not been addressed during the study, and will be progressed during the normative phase.

NOTE 2: Some of the solutions have dependency on other working groups as identified in subclause 8.3, in particular SA3 and SA5 WGs.
The results from the study will be considered for follow-up normative work in Release 15 as follows:

1)
The architecure requirements (clause 6) will be considered as the basis for technical specification during the normative phase;
2)
The high-level architecture solution (subclause 7.1.1) will be used as the baseline functional model with necessary enhancements as appropriate;
3)
All the individual solutions (subclause 7.2) will be considered to be the candidate solutions for the normative phase, as per the overall evaluation (clause 8); and
4)
Leveraging external frameworks from the study will be considerd during the normative phase.
NOTE 3:
Architecture solutions (subclauses 7.1.2 and 7.1.3) supporting multiple API providers can be considered for future normative work.

* * * Next Change * * * *
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