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1. Introduction
This contribution proposes to resolve the editor’s note in Solution #12.
2. Reason for Change
In the last meeting, it was agreed in KI#3 evaluation that “Further investigation in normative work is required for sol#12 to evaluate backward compatibility issue in clause 7.12.3.”. Therefore, the following editor’s note can be converted to a NOTE and further details can be discussed during the normative work phase.
Editor's note:
Potential backward compatibility issue should be evaluated for this solution 
3. Conclusions

<Conclusion part (optional)>
4. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 23.700-98 v1.1.1.
* * * First Change * * * *

7.12.3
Solution evaluation

This solution addresses the key issue #3 on enhancements to service continuity planning and the key issue #12 on EEL service differentiation. The proposed solution enables ECSP(s) to allow the service continuity planning selectively for UEs or for applications. For example, the service continuity will be enabled only if the resources are sufficient and if the UE (e.g. of a premium user) is allowed for the predicted application context relocation. In this regard, the solution #13 proposes potential impact on information to communicate within EEL in order to enable service differentiation of the service continuity planning. Specifically, the solution introduces the following impacts on the EEC and the EES:

-
The EEC supports to provide indication to request service continuity planning permission and its capability to perform service continuity planning; and 

-
The EES supports to verify if the service continuity planning is allowed and provide information about the permission of the service continuity planning to the EEC.


* * * Second Change * * * *

10.2.3
Key issue #3: Enhancements to service continuity planning
The open issues studied in the Key Issue#3 are as follows:

Open Issues:

1.
How to rely on the capability of EES/EEC to detect whether the UE moves to the predicted location or not for service continuity planning?

2.
Whether and how the EEL can support the determination of the ACR request trigger timing in case of service continuity planning?

3.
How to deal with scenarios when the ACR needs to be modified, e.g. due to UE mobility?

4.
Whether and what additional capability exposure is required from the 5GS (e.g. NWDAF, OAM) to enhance the service continuity planning?

5.
Potential impact on information exchanged between EAS and EEL. 

6.
Potential impact on information to communicate within the EEL.

This clause provides an overall evaluation of the key issue #3: Enhancements to service continuity planning. The solution #6, solution #7, solution#12, solution#21 cover different aspects for the open issue in the KI#3.

Solution#6 addresses the open issue #3 by introducing a new procedure to modify ACR parameters. Specifying the signaling required for the procedure are to be addressed in the normative phase (without impacting AC).
The solution #7 is used for solving the open issue#6. And solution #7 is applicable to the scenario where the EAS may not have the capability of monitoring the UE mobility for service continuity planning. Solution #7 will not impact the EDGEAPP architecture defined in the Rel 17.
The Solution #12 enables to allow the service continuity planning selectively for a given UE or an application. This principle of Solution # 12 is that the permission of service continuity planning can be determined by the EES for the purpose of service differentiation, then the EEC performs the required detection or acquisition of the planned or predicted UE mobility behaviour for the EASs allowed for service continuity planning according to the determined ACR modes. Further investigation in normative work is required for sol#12 to evaluate backward compatibility issue in this solution.
Solution #21 addresses KI#3 by including a prediction expiration time within ACR request from the EEC. This information can be used by T-EAS to adjust its waiting time for the UE to reach the service area. It is proposed to update the ACR request in normative phase to include prediction expiration time. 
* * * End of Change * * * *

