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	Reason for change:
	1) In PFD management procedure, the AF provides the PFD data to the PFDF, and the PFDF stores it in the UDR. When the SMF subscribs/requests the PFD data from the PFDF, the PFDF retrieves the stored PFD data in the UDR and distributes it to the SMF.

pfdId assigned by AF is mandatory in 29.122, however it’s optional in 29.519, and it shall be provided by the PFDF to the SMF in some particular cases like PartialUpdate and PartialPull so it’s defined as conditional in 29.551.
But if the pfdId is not stored in the UDR, how is it possible that the PFDF retrieves it from the UDR and then provide to the SMF when needed?

Therefore, it’s proposed to make the pfdId mandatory in the UDR.

2) "dnProtocol" attribute was added in the re-used data type PfdContent defined in 29.551 with the feature dependancy of "DomainNameProtocol", this attribute is also needed for UDR interface that’s why the "DomainNameProtocol" feature was added in 29.504 since Rel-16. 

It’s proposed to add a NOTE to clearly indicate that the "dnProtocol" attribute within the PfdContent data type is applicable only if the "DomainNameProtocol" feature is supported.


	
	

	Summary of change:
	Add a NOTE to indicate that the "pfdId" attribute within the PfdContent data type shall be present if available.

Add a NOTE for pfds attribute to clarify that the "dnProtocol" attribute within the PfdContent data type is applicable only if the "DomainNameProtocol" feature is supported.


	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	It’s impossible that the PFDF retrieves pfdId from the UDR and then provide to the SMF when needed.
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Additional discussion(if needed):
Proposed changes:
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Table 6.4.2.6-1: Definition of type PfdDataForAppExt
	Attribute name
	Data type
	P
	Cardinality
	Description
	Applicability

	suppFeat
	SupportedFeatures
	O
	0..1
	Used to negotiate the applicability of the optional features. 

This attribute shall be provided in the PUT request and in the response of successful resource creation.
This attribute shall be provided in the HTTP GET response if the "supp-feat" attribute query parameter is included in the HTTP GET request.
	

	applicationId
	ApplicationId
	M
	1
	Identifier of an application.
	

	pfds
	array(PfdContent)
	M
	1..N
	PFDs for the application identifier.
(NOTE X2) (NOTE X3)
	

	cachingTime
	DateTime
	O
	0..1
	Caching time for an application identifier.
(NOTE 1)
	

	cachingTimer
	DurationSec
	O
	0..1
	Caching timer for an application identifer expressed as duration with unit of second.
(NOTE 1)
	CachingTimer

	resetIds
	array(string)
	O
	1..N
	This IE uniquely identifies a part of temporary data in UDR that contains the created resource.
This attribute may be provided in the response of successful resource creation.
	

	allowedDelay
	DurationSec
	O
	0..1
	Indicates that the list of PFDs in this request should be deployed within the time interval indicated by the Allowed Delay.
	

	NOTE 1:	When the feature "CachingTimer" is supported, the "cachingTime" attribute and the "cachingTimer" attribute are multually exclusive.
NOTE X2:	The "pfdId" attribute within the PfdContent data type shall be present if available.
NOTE X3:	The "dnProtocol" attribute within the PfdContent data type is applicable only if the "DomainNameProtocol" feature is supported.
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