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1. Introduction
The following questions were addressed briefly at the April 13th EDGEAPP conf call:

Questions for S-EAS decided ACR scenario (8.8.2.4)

A. Who can make the T-EAS choice (from among multiple discovered candidates)? S-EES (before sending the discovery results to S-EAS)? S-EAS only?

B. How is S-EES kicked-off (step 4). 
Question for S-EES executed ACR scenrio (8.8.2.5)

C. How is step 3 (informing EES of detection) executed in the S-EAS detection sub-case?
2. Implications of various options

Observation 1. If in ( Q. A) the S-EAS decided scenrio the T-EAS choice (out of the discovered list) can be made only by S-EAS since the scenario is “S-EAS decided”:

· In S6-210885 it is unclear how the T-EAS can be provided with a notification in 8.8.2.4. The mechanism seems to rely on T-EES making that decision, since only T-EES can notify T-EAS.
· S6-210811, where the mechanism relies on T-EAS making that decision may be simplified as proposed below: 
Proposal 1: For  S6-210811: In 8.8.2.4 move the T-EAS discovery from step 3 to step 2, followed by an automated ACR request). This would enable S-EAS to discover T-EAS candidates AND make a selection before kicking off the rest of the procedure. The automated ACR request has “EAS characteristics for ACR” with only one element, providing the selected T-EAS ID.
Observation 2. For Q. B we propsoes that the following are available:

i. (existing) Step 3 uses 8.8.3.2 Discover T-EAS. After getting the EAS discovery response in step 4 of 8.8.3.2, S-EES decides to proceed qwith step 4 of 8.8.2.4. Note that in this case, S-EES does not have (currently) an answer from S-EAS about the chosen T-EAS out of the dicovery results. If the answer to Q. A  is:

a. that S-EES can make the T-EAS choice – current spec works, just needs to be clarified a bit,
b. that S-EAS makes the T-EAS choice: The simplification in Proposal 1 would make the triggering of the S-EES a moot problem – it will be done via the automated ACR request

ii. (S6-210811 inital proposal) Another notification is introduced for this purpose.
Proposal 2: If proposal 1 is adopted, the resolution for Q.B  is already included in Propoal 1. If proposal 1 is not adopted, clarify whether i.a or ii should be the way forward on Q.B
Proposal 3. It is proposed that S6-210811 adds a change to clause 8.8.2.4 clarifying how the S-EES is  kicked-off (step 4), either based on the original 0811 proposal or the simplification in Proposal 1. That change can merge in the proposals from 0934 (Convida) and the 8.8.2.4 part of 0778 (Apple).
Observation 4. For informing S-EES of a detection in 8.8.2.5 (Q.C), we have currently the following mechanisms available: 

· (S-EES) User Plane path change notification (already clarified in the clause)
· (EEC) via ACR Request message (already clarified in the clause, although unclear about which ACR action is used)
· (S-EAS) unclear
For the S-EAS desided scenario in 8.8.2.5, the only analogy we have is in 8.8.2.4:

 The S-EAS may depend on the receipt of certain User plane path management events from the S-EES, e.g. "user plane path change" events or "ACR monitoring" events, to detect the need for an ACR”

We note: It is not optimal to have S-EAS depend on the receipt of notfications from S-EES (either User plane path management events or “ACR monitoring”), just to turn around and inform S-EES of detection.
Proposal 4: Unless another S-EAS detection mechanism is clarified in 8.8.2.5, we propose that the S-EAS detection option is eliminated from 8.8.2.5. and S6-210790_rev1 is updated accordingly. 
3. Proposal

It is prosed that companies add comments in this document to try to determine the consensus answers to these questions. Dpeneding on those, the proposals above or new ones can be endorsed. The goal is to obtain clarity among us, and to also to achieve consensus on how to implement the endorsed proposals via the SA6 #42bis tdocs in a coordinated manner.
Note: Contributions S6-210934, 0790, 0885,  0811, 0778 have been identified as being potentially impacted. There might be others, please identify them during discussion.
