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1
Decision/action requested

This contribution proposes to add conclusion to KI#3.
2
References

3
Rationale

The contribution proposes to add conclusion to KI#3.
4
Detailed proposal

It is suggested to approve the following change.

*************** Start of the change ****************

8.x
Conclusion for KI#3: SUPI privacy issue in PLMN hosting NPN scenario
Most of the solutions on KI#3 always relies on passing on the SUPI to the serving node at the hosted NPN on demand which doesn’t serve the purpose or objective of this key issue. Few other relies on the relocating SEAF from to the home network thus effecting the trust model that was introduced in the 5G specification TS 33.501. 


If operators have concerns about passing the SUPI, it is operator’s choice to limit the architecture scope to having the UPF only at the customer premises and not having the AMF in the hosted NPN .
As the proven usage of LI needs can’t be pre-determined and is not predictable the assumptions of ruling out the requirements of LI are not applicable. 
If the SUPI exposure can’t be restricted then It is therefore then it is recommended to close this KI#3 with no normative work required considering all the proposed solutions doesn’t address the objective of this key issue.

· 
· 
*************** End of the change ****************

�If there is no solution convergence then there is no point of having a normative work.


�This has been already captured in the text above 


�c.f., S3-244844 (� HYPERLINK "https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG3_Security/TSGS3_119_Orlando/Docs/S3-244844.zip" �https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG3_Security/TSGS3_119_Orlando/Docs/S3-244844.zip� )


� the reference made by Samsung for the document 4844 provide clarification for an AF, in the context of hosted NPN TR there hasn’t been any discussion on this specific point though trust boundary has been established. This reference is not relevant. 


�Not sure what is the intention of not having SUPI based LI, this is still irrelevant as the use of pseudo SUPI does build linkability of the user which doesnt solve the problem.





