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Introduction
RAN WGs have aggressively studied the SI: Evolved UTRA and UTRAN for a year and many basic concepts have been decided so far. By the study item completion, it is essential to evaluate the system concept against TR 25.913 requirements and to document the evaluation results. This contribution proposes the way of documenting the system concept evaluation for the SI.
List of the requirements 
The following are extracts from the ToC of  TR25.913 to be considered for the system concept evaluation:
6
Capability-related requirements
6.1
Peak Data Rate
6.2
Latency
6.2.1
C-plane latency
6.2.2
U-Plane Latency
7
System performance requirements
7.1
User throughput
7.2
Spectrum efficiency
7.3
Mobility
7.4
Coverage
7.5
Further Enhanced MBMS
7.6
Network synchronization
8
Deployment-related requirements
8.1
Deployment Scenarios
8.2
Spectrum flexibility
8.3
Spectrum deployment
8.4
Co-existence and interworking with 3GPP RAT
9
Requirements for E-UTRAN architecture and migration
10
Radio Resource Management requirements
10.1
Enhanced support for end to end QoS
10.2
Efficient support for transmission of higher layers
10.3
Support of load sharing and policy management across different Radio Access Technologies
11
Complexity requirements
11.1
Complexity requirements for overall system
11.2
Complexity requirements for UE
12
General requirements
12.1
Cost-related requirements
12.2
Service-related requirements
Proposal
The evaluation results should be captured in TR 25.912, the Technical Report Feasibility Study for Evolved UTRA and UTRAN. It is proposed that the results for each requirement are documented as follows: 
If multiple options or features are being considered for the system design and these are affecting a particular requirement, then each option/feature should be described in addition to the achievable performance level they would provide.
The responsible WG for each requirement should be predetermined for efficient progress in RAN. This responsible WG should ensure it also receives input from other relevant WG, and captures their part of the text to be provided. The responsible WG(s) for each area is proposed as follows:
1) 6.1
Peak Data Rate
Peak data rate calculated by agreed radio transmission schemes, e.g. modulation scheme, TTI length, the number of data stream per antenna, coding rate, should be clarified and compared with the requirement.
This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN1.
2) 6.2.1 C-plane latency
Estimated C-plane latency should be clarified taking into account e.g. physical layer structure, signalling procedures and expected processing delay in each node. The estimated results should be compared with the requirements.

This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN2 supported by RAN1 and RAN3.

3) 6.2.2 U-Plane Latency
Estimated U-plane latency should be clarified taking into account e.g. physical layer structure, U-Plane data transmission process, expected processing delay in each node. And the estimated results should be compared with the requirements.

This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN3 supported by RAN1 and RAN2.

4) 7 System performance requirements except for 7.6 Network synchronization
Estimated performances should be clarified according to e.g. simulation results. Assumptions of the estimation should be selected appropriately considering reality and efficient WG study progress. And the estimated results should be compared with the requirements.
This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN1 supported by RAN4.

5) 7.6 Network synchronization
Estimated performance or gain in case of employing network synchronization should be clarified according to e.g. simulation results.

This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN1.
6) 8.1 Deployment scenarios
Relevant system concept or features should be clarified to show this requirement can be satisfied.
This should be documented in chapter 5, “Deployment scenario”, of  TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN3 supported by RAN1, RAN2 and RAN4.

7) 8.2 Spectrum flexibility and 8.3 Spectrum deployment
Relevant system concept, e.g. physical layer structure, signalling, UE capabilities, RF scenarios, should be clarified to show this requirement can be satisfied.
This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN4 supported by RAN1 and RAN2.

8) 8.4 Co-existence and inter-working with 3GPP RAT
Concerning requirements of interruption time (see bullet c to f in 8.4 of 25.913), estimated performance should be clarified and compared with the requirements.

Concerning requirements other than those of interruption time, relevant system concept, e.g. overall architecture, inter-RAT measurements & HO signalling procedures, should be clarified to show this requirement can be satisfied.
This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN3 supported by RAN1, RAN2 and RAN4.

Co-existence and co-location of networks should be addressed by RAN4.
9) 9 Requirements for E-UTRAN architecture and migration
Relevant concept of eUTRAN architecture should be clarified to show this requirement can be satisfied.

This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN3.
10) 10 Radio Resource Management requirements
Relevant concept of e.g. eUTRAN architecture, inter-cell interference control, QoS control should be clarified to show this requirement can be satisfied.

This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

Responsible WG proposed is RAN3 supported by RAN1 and RAN2 and RAN4.

11) 11 Complexity requirements

Relevant concept, e.g. UE capabilities, UE types, complexity study results, should be clarified to show this requirement can be satisfied.

This should be documented in chapter 12, “System and Terminal Complexity”, of TR 25.912.

It is proposed that where beneficial for the analysis, complexity aspects are directly addressed in the relevant sections, e.g. for network synchronisation, and spectrum resource flexibility.
Responsible WG proposed is RAN4 supported by RAN1 and RAN2.

12) 12 General requirements

Relevant concept should be clarified to show this requirement can be satisfied.

This should be documented in chapter 13, “Performance Assessments”, of TR 25.912.

The rapporteur should be responsible for this requirement. All WGs should support the general requirements
Overviews of the above evaluation results should be summarised in chapter 14.1, “Conclusions” of TR 25.912. It is suggested the RAN WG provide draft text to the rapporteur, who would be responsible to prepare a text proposal. The text in this section should be drafted in a format to allow stand alone use. The text should, preferably, include a quantitative statement on whether the requirement of TR 25.913 is met.
RAN decisions on the way forward should be summarised in chapter 14.2, “Recommendations” of TR 25.912. This text does not need to be provided by the WG.
Conclusions

This contribution proposed the way of documenting the system concept evaluation for each requirement in TR 25.913. It is recommended that RAN chairman and WG chairmen adapt their respective agendas for the coming meetings to take into account this proposal.
