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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution modifies the evaluation on considerations for GTP-U IP address selection  and TEID allocation of TR 23.714 and provide a conclusion.
Proposal
The following text is proposed for the evaluation and the conclusion of clause 6.1.1.5 “Considerations for GTP-U IP address and TEID allocation”

6.1.1.5.5
Evaluations
Solution 1 and 2 debate on whether the function of user plane F-TEID allocation should reside in the user plane function or the control plane function.

When the user plane function applies a blade-level resource management, the vendors and operators can dynamically add or remove blades for OAM purposes. Solution 1 enables the allocation of the GTP-U IP address and TEID reflecting the blade level information In solution 2, the control plane function is aware of the user plane IP address of each user plane function blade e.g. by OAM: it allocates a TEID and only selects an user plane IP address. Besides, the control plane function is notified via Sx of the availability/unavailability of a blade. Hence, both solutions 1 and 2 allow for efficient resource management.
In solution 2, since the user plane function could be controlled by multiple control plane functions,TEID partitioning is required at control plane level. Solution 1 also requires some network configuration and introduces additional complexity compared to solution 2 to the user plane function: the user plane function will have to coordinate user plane resources between the different user plane blades (IP addresses) and blade failures will have to be reported via an external entity.

Solution 3 describes the restoration scenario. However, the restoration functionality is under CT4’s responsibility and thus, a final decision from CT4 is required.
6.1.1.5.6
Conclusions

Depending on the desirable level of complexity of the user plane function, solution 1 or solution 2 may be preferrable. However, variations among different user plane functions due to technical evolutions as well as access related specificity would result in operational constraints and complexity due to fragmentation that should be avoided. Hence, the user plane functions should be the most uniform and agnostic as possible to the access (3GPP, non-3GPP) and to technical evolutions. To achieve this, solution 2 is more appropriate than solution 1. 
Further, solution 2 minimizes impacts to operation changes from the current unified gateways.
It is concluded that Solution 2: “F-TEID-u allocation / release in the control plane function” is used as a basis for normative work.
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