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*** 1st Change ***

5.2.5.2
DRA Diameter functionality analysis and conclusion
This clause contains a comparison between Redirect Diameter Agent and proxy Diameter Agent. The main goal is to identify the pros and cons for the candidate solutions and select the most suitable one as the recommended DRA implementation.
NOTE: 
Other types of Diameter agents are not considered since they do not satisfy the DRA requirements in stage 2 
*** 2nd Change ***

5.2.5.2.1
Analysis

This clause includes the different issues that are evaluated for each of the candidate solutions. The issues include latency, load, scalability, reliability, security, deployment, how to maintain the session state and impacts on existing protocols nodes and standard Diameter agent. 
A final analysis is done for the specific scenario where two operator networks are interconnected and using different DRA solutions (i.e. one operator uses a redirect solution while the othe one uses the proxy one).
5.2.5.2.1.1
Latency

· Session Establishment
· Session modification  and notifications
· Session termination
5.2.5.2.1.2
Load

· In terms of number of  messages (i.e. how many messages the DRA has to deal with)
· In terms of numer of connections (i.e. how many connections are needed from the clients/servers)
5.2.5.2.1.3
Scalability
5.2.5.2.1.4
Reliability
5.2.5.2.1.5
Security
5.2.5.2.1.6
Deployment

· Non-roaming case

· Roaming case

5.2.5.2.1.7
Maintaining Session state
5.2.5.2.1.8
Enhancement to the standard agents
5.2.5.2.1.9
Impacts on existing interfaces
5.2.5.2.1.10
Impacts on clients/servers
5.2.5.2.1.11
Interoperability between operators with different DRA solutions

*** 3rd Change ***

5.2.5.2.2
Conclusion

*** End of Changes ***
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