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Introduction

In order to evaluate the alternative proposals for separating control and transport in the PS domain, it is essential that criteria exist against which to effectively make the decision.

This contribution introduces various criteria that are important to network operators that should be used in evaluating the benefits and drawbacks of the alternative proposals.

These evaluation criteria make the assumption that the alternatives under evaluation meet the technical requirements for the compatibility with existing functionality.

Selection Criteria
This subsection contains an unordered list of selection criteria which will be used as a guideline when the feasibility study makes its recommendation.
· Available in a timely manner (e.g., R2000).  However, the interactions with a split of call control and user planes, also in UTRAN, need to be taken into consideration to allow comprehensive operator reasoning behind the viability of the split functionality     

· The chosen approach should make efficient use of the network resources

· Applicable for both pre-pay and subscription subscribers

· Applicable for both roaming and non-roaming subscribers

· Can be implemented with minimum changes to other network entities 
· Can be introduced into an existing network in a phased manner, i.e. can co-exist and inter-operate with non-split elements of the same type.
· Can evolve towards further control / transport (e.g. to support split GGSN)

· Allow the procurement of control entities and bearer entities  from different  vendors 
· Reference points carrying  signalling messages (; e.g., Mp) shall not reduce the capabilities for the bearer entities to provide the equivalent QoS as present in the combined SGSN
· Efficient support, in terms of QoS, of future users of the packet bearers, e.g. the IP multimedia subsystem

· Should not preclude the use of Mobile IP, both v4 and v6, in the future.
· …

Proposal

It is proposed that these criteria are adopted for the evaluation of the alternative proposals for separation of signalling and control in the PS domain.
Approved, where to put this? In a subsection of the summary.
