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1. Introduction
Solution #9 can be considered as a valuable optional alternative according to the reply LS (C4-215106) received from SA2 and solution #3 is related to the solution which has been supported in the current specification. Therefore, it’s concluded that both solution #3 and solution #9 are optional alternative for UPF resource management, and it is the operator’s policy / configuration which option is used in a PLMN.
2. Reason for Change
Add the conclusion for Key Issue #1.
3. Conclusions
<Conclusion part (optional)>
4. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 29.820.
* * * First Change * * * *
[bookmark: _Toc66461643][bookmark: _Toc66462331][bookmark: _Toc63663727][bookmark: _Toc42763477][bookmark: _Toc44339301][bookmark: _Toc56438063][bookmark: _Toc56438205][bookmark: _Toc56438279][bookmark: _Toc57274150][bookmark: _Toc57274618][bookmark: _Toc57274694]7.1.2	Conclusions
The following conclusions are agreed:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]-	Solution #3 is already supported in the existing standard and has no standard impact on UPF and SMF, but in the scenario where UPF supports multiple slices sharing, it needs the SMF to map the S-NSSAI to a specific NI and require additional configuration.
-	Solution #9 provides the flexibility to fulfil the various requirements for the scenario without changing the mapping of Network Instance in SMF and can manage UPF resources at per slice level in a straightforward way, but UPF implementation may have a logic/configuration to select resources using S-NSSAI together with Network Instance.
Since both solutions can fulfil the scenario where UPF supports for multiple slices, and they can be used to manage UPF resources at different level in the various cases, it’s concluded that both Solution #3 and Solution #9 can be supported by the UPF for resources allocation, and which option is used in a PLMN is left to the operator’s policy/configuration. Both solution#3 and solution #9 will be standardized in 3GPP TS 29.244.

* * * End of Changes * * * *

