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1.
Introduction
After SA2#162 meeting (April 2024), TR 23.700-49v0.3.0 includes 26 solutions as below.
Table 1: Mapping of Solutions to Key Issues

	Solutions
	Key Issues

	
	1
	2
	3

	#1: Edge computing handling by I-SMF
	X
	
	

	#2: Edge computing handling by local SMF
	X
	
	

	#3: Reducing impact of DNS message handling on central SMF for EAS (re)discovery based on offload to L-SMF
	X
	
	

	#4: Enhanced EC Architecture with SMF selecting local SMF storing EC related information
	X
	
	

	#5: Enhanced EC architecture with AMF selecting local SMF
	X
	
	

	#6: Local management of EAS Deployment Information with local SMF
	X
	
	

	#7: EAS deployment information report from L-UPF
	X
	
	

	#8: Selecting an EAS server leveraging analytics
	
	X
	

	#9: Solution of local UPF and EAS (re)selection jointly considering N6 delay and EAS load
	
	X
	

	#10: L-PSA and EAS (re)selection based on N6 one-way and two-way delay measurement
	
	X
	

	#11: Provision weight factor of DNAIs from AF
	
	X
	

	#12: NWDAF and SMF-based EAS and local UPF (re)selection
	
	X
	

	#13: EAS Discovery taking account of EAS load in EASDF
	
	X
	

	#14: EAS selection considering DNS historical handling records
	
	X
	

	#15: The local EASDF assist for the EAS and local UPF (re)selection based on the AF provided N6 delay and EAS load information
	
	X
	

	#16: Local UPF and EAS (re)selection considering access network delay and N6 delay information by 5GC or AF
	
	X
	

	#17: EC Traffic Routing between local part of DN and central part of DN with IP replacement in EAS
	
	
	X

	#18: Supporting traffic routing between local DN and central DN within a PDU Session
	
	
	X

	#19: Traffic Routing between local DN and central DN over session breakout model
	
	
	X

	#20: EC Traffic Routing between local part of DN and central part of DN via PDU session
	
	
	X

	#21: Solution to traffic routing between local and central part of DN via tunnel(s)
	
	
	X

	#22: Establishment of connectivity between the local DN and central part of DN based on OAM
	
	
	X

	#23: Traffic steering between different parts of a DN
	
	
	X

	#24: Support traffic routing between local-DN and central-DN via the existing UP path of the PDU session and IP replacement
	
	
	X

	#25: EC Traffic Routing between local part of DN and central part of DN with UE IP address within IP header
	
	
	X

	#26: Solution on Enhancements for EAS (re)discovery and UPF (re)selection with reducing impact on central 5GC NFs
	X
	
	


2.
Collecting companies view to be considered for conclusions
2.0 
General

1.
Companies should provide clear Yes or No to each question. 
2.
In order to better understand the position, companies may also provide the reasons for Yes or No and potential compromise.
2.1
KI#1: Enhancements for EAS (re)discovery and UPF (re)selection with reducing impact on central 5GC NFs
2.1.1 Companies Views on solution direction for KI#1 conclusion:
Question 1: For I-SMF based solution, should we proceed with solution #1 for normative work?

Question 2: For I-SMF based solution, should we proceed with solution #5 for normative work?
Question 3: For I-SMF based solution, should we proceed with solution #26 for normative work?
Question 4: For I-SMF based solution, what is the solution principle for normative work in your company view?
2.2
KI#2: Enhancement of EAS and local UPF (re)selection
2.2.1 
Companies Views on open aspects for KI#2 conclusion – N6 delay
Question 1: Based on first round NWM feedback, if we proceed with SMF collecting N6 depay per pair of L-PSA UPF and EAS, what is the solution principle for normative work in your company view?
2.2.2
Companies Views on open aspects for KI#2 conclusion – EAS load
Question 2: What is the potential compromised way forward for EAS load aspect in your company view?
NOTE for KI2_Q2: If your company does not want to see a compromised way forward on this aspect, please say NO explicitly.
2.2.3
Companies Views on open aspects for KI#2 conclusion – NWDAF assistance
Question 3: What is the potential compromised way forward for NWDAF assistance aspect in your company view?
NOTE for KI2_Q3: If your company does not want to see a compromised way forward on this aspect, please say NO explicitly.
2.3
KI#3: EC Traffic Routing between local part of DN and central part of DN
2.3.1
Companies Views on open aspects for KI#3 conclusion
Question 1: For CAT-A solution, which solution (i.e. Sol#17, 18, 19, 20, 23) do you support or prefer as potential way forward?
NOTE for KI3_Q1: Please explicity indicate a NO for the solution you strongly object to.
Question 2: For CAT-A solution, should we proceed with Solution #24 for normative work?
Question 3: Any suggestion on how to conclude KI#3?
