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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution is intended to collect feedback on the evaluation criteria considerations for FS_eNS_Ph2 study. 
Background
The intent of this paper is to collect companies’ views on the key evaluation criteria corresponding to key issues in order to develop a common set of criteria to support apple to apple comparison among solutions.  Based on the majority support on the given criterion/criteria for the given key issue, the criterion/criteria will then be used to evaluate and to compare solutions for the given key issue.   Note that, the evaluation criteria as proposed below do not preclude the criteria that have already been stated in clause 4 (i.e. Architecture Assumptions and Requirements) which shall be complied by all the solutions.   
Once the companies’ feedbacks are collected, rapporteur will then prepare the summary and the recommendations for the evaluation considerations for the given key issue. 

Proposal
	Criterion#1
	Signalling overheads 

The considerations for this criterion include: 

· Number of messages to be introduced

· Number of NFs involved when processing the messages

Frequency of the information exchange and handling

	Company Name 
	Company’s View
	Importance Consideration
(Yes/No)

	
	
	


	Criterion#2
	System architectural impacts

The considerations for this criterion include:

· New NF vs. Existing NF reuse

· New interface vs. Existing NF extension

· New definition and/or new terminology

· Common solution to address multiple KIs 

· RAN impacts 

· Solution dependency on RAN’s existing or new function(s)

· UE impacts

· Storage impacts

What would be the additional info needed to be stored in NF(s) and in UDM?

	Company Name 
	Company’s View
	Importance
Consideration

(Yes/No)

	
	
	


	Criterion#3
	Administration and configuration overheads

· Additional policy requirement

· Additional subscription requirement

· Additional SLA requirement

	Company Name 
	Company’s View
	Importance

Consideration

(Yes/No)

	
	
	


	Criterion#4
	Backwards compatibility 

· What kind of common support among the NFs for the given solution (e.g. does the solution require homogenous support among impacted NFs and/or RAN)? 

· In case roaming, what happen when VPLMN and HPLMN do not have the same capability? 

· What happen when the UE and the network do not have the same capability?  

· Any change to the existing definition and/or terminology? 

	Company Name 
	Company’s View
	Importance

Consideration

(Yes/No)

	
	
	


	Criterion#5
	System limitations

· What is the working assumption, if any? 

	Company Name 
	Company’s View
	Importance

Consideration

(Yes/No)
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