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1. Introduction

3GPP TSG SA#18 meeting was held on 18th June to 21st just after TSG RAN#18 meeting in Stockholm, Sweden. This report is basically extracted from draft report of SA#18 meeting and summarises items which are considered to be the most relevant to RAN WG4.

2. Announcement for IPR holders
The Chairman of SA reminded delegates of the need to declare any essential Intellectual Property Rights (IPRs) that they may hold, related to the work programme and systems of 3GPP, to their respective Partner SDO. 

3. Letters / Reports from other groups, SA-WGs and GERAN

3.1 TSG-CN (TD SP‑010354 “TSG CN #12 meeting Report.”):

Status report was in Tdoc. SP-010354. Guidelines for SDO to response to ITU-T SSG Q.REF-1, IMS service provisioning works etc. were discussed. There seemed to be less impact on RAN-WG4 discussions.

3.2 TSG-RAN (TD SP‑010386 “TSG RAN #12 meeting Report.”)

· Statistics on CRs: The number of CRs on Release ’99 is decreasing but still high (290 CRs). Several CRs are only for Release 4 (80 CRs) or Release 5 (5 CRs). Totally 660 CRs including “Category A” were agreed.

· Compatibility has become an important issue. As an example, it was agreed to request correction of a Release’99 issue not fully completed but already mandatory with means to introduce as an option in existing versions of the specifications using UE capability information and then having it mandatory in Release 5.
· As for accuracy requirement of UE positioning (for Rel’99 and rel.4), the issue had been sent to SA WG1 as LS (TD SP‑010368).  SA WG1 was requested to provide guidance as early as possible during the joint meeting of RAN WG2 and RAN WG4 in July,
· TD SP‑010368 LS on Requirements on UE positioning. This LS was provided to TSG SA for information, and informs SA WG1 that RAN WG2 had started work on the testing aspects of UE positioning within UTRAN. SA WG1 was asked to take this into consideration at their next meeting and try to answer the LS as quickly as possible.
· Release 4:

· Isolated Impact CRs (Ad Hoc group): The issue raised is the need for RAN subgroup to identify the impact on prior Releases when a CR is presented on a Release (“Backward Compatibility”) and also the impact on the previous version of the same Release. TSG RAN proposed to add a new paragraph on the CR sheet to capture the result of that analysis. This was discussed with the following document.
· TD SP‑010387 Isolated Impact CRs (See Annex in this report): It proposed a new term, “Isolated Impact”, and gave its definition. This was introduced after discussions in TSG RAN on backwards compatibility of important changes made to a specification, which needs to be corrected in specifications of a frozen Release. This document was noted and the term should be filled in on CR cover sheets when necessary.
· A joint meeting was planned between RAN WG2, RAN WG4 and T WG1. It was emphasised that the activity of RAN WGs will be restricted to providing background information on what needs to be tested. T WG1 would  then describe the tests.
· In the very near future, ITU-R documents will need to refer release’99 and release 4 version of the specification.

· Release 5:

· HSDPA has been subject of major inputs and discussions in RAN WG1 and WG2.

· Work Item: “BS classification for 1.28Mcps TDD option” etc.

· Study Item: “Wideband Distribution Systems”, “Direct transport bearers between SRNC and Node-B” and “SRNS relocation enhancement”.

3.3 TSG-T (TD SP‑010358 “TSG T#12 meeting Report.”)

TS 34.108 "Common test conditions for UE conformance testing":
Two Radio Bearer groups for conformance testing have been organised. One is for interoperability tests and the other is for other functional tests. RF conditions for signalling tests are to be discussed at the next TSG T meeting.

TS 34.121 "Terminal conformance specification (FDD)":
TS 34.122 "Terminal conformance specification (TDD)": 

TSG-T WG1 was verified the maturity of these test specifications. Regarding RRM support, joint meeting with RAN4 is to be held in July. As for Annex, test tolerances are to be included.
3.4 TSG-SA WG1
Status report was in TD SP‑010241. In TD SP0010256, two CRs to TS21.901(Release 4) on Vocabulary are approved. One CR (CR08) was requested by RAN-WG4 to correct misleading terms such as “Maximum output power” etc. Another CR (CR09) was editorial correction on abbreviations etc. requested by TSG-CN.

3.5 TSG-SA WG2

Status report was in TD SP‑010328. As for Location Service in release 5, Work Item sheet had been drafted as TD SP‑010341, but there were some incomplete section in it and was hard to reach consensus, the approval of this WI sheet was put off until the next meeting.
3.6 GERAN

Status report was in TD SP‑010376.
In this report, 2G-3G system interworking was reported in terms of frequency band as follows:
· The incompatibility of ARFCNs between the 1800MHz and 1900MHz bands in relation multiband operation has been studied. A solution allowing any combination of multi-band operation to be used in the future has been agreed.

· To avoid saturation of the ARFCNs, a solution utilising Dynamic ARFCNs for new frequency bands have been elaborated.

· GSM in the 850MHz band has been made release independent.

· 3G-2G interworking is considered stable. The remaining open issues related to “blind handovers” has been specified and the timing issues completed.

*Blind handover: UE does not monitor the timing of destination radio access network when invoking handover.

Also, Testing issues were reported as below:

· TSG GERAN realises the benefit of common NAS test, however merging of the related UTRAN and GERAN Test Cases is not thought to be practical, since the amount of wok require to merge would be unmanageable. Instead a pragmatic solution on coordination of test cases has been proposed.

· TSG GERAN is still seeking support for TSG GERAN WG4 to draft test cases for the new(er) functionalities.

· TSG GERAN are looking at different possibilities for improving the information flow between the experts working on the core specification and the experts working on the test specification experts.

TD SP‑010227: It requests some clarification of terminology. The terms 3G and Iu mode are common for both RANs and in certain occasions their applicability may need to be restricted to one RAN. As it was thought to be too detailed for the other WGs, a summary of the definitions was requested to be produced for the WGs. Both TSG RAN and TSG CN had forwarded this to their WGs.It was agreed that this contribution would be forwarded to the TSG SA WGs and the definitions should be considered for inclusion in TR 21.905.

4. Review of Release 5 status, content and Scheduling
TD SP‑010393 Summary of Content of Rel-4 and foreseen content of Rel-5. This was provided for information.

TD SP‑010395 MCC review of the Work Plan. It provides an overview of the status of the Work of each Feature. SA WG3 will review the work plan in their July meeting and the Work Plan would then be updated to provide more accurate details of progress.

TD SP‑010292 Policy Considerations for Release 5. It addresses some of the policy issues regarding release 5 discussions to be considered at the September TSG SA meeting and asks TSG SA to make some decisions to make progress the work on IP-based multimedia. Intensive discussion had been made and the conclusion was that analysis would be made to correct the schedule at the SA meeting in September (if necessary). To do this, all relevant groups were asked to look for dependencies on other work in order to determine the critical path and problems in the completion of the work. All WGs were also asked to provide revised dates (using Calendar dates) for update to the Work Plan and to request their Rapporteurs to provide realistic time scales for the completion of their respective documents, to be collected by MCC by the end of August 2001.
5. Future releases

TD SP‑010295 It provided a high-level analysis of the current Releases of 3GPP Specifications and proposed a framework for planning future releases. This was considered in conjunction with TD SP‑010296, which included some specific proposals for the content and timing of releases beyond Release 5, i.e. Releases 6 and 7. The initiative of the document was welcomed, but it was commented that we should be careful not to fix content and timescales of future Releases too soon. It was thought that the work plan development should be decoupled as much as possible from the decisions on the Releases, as it should be a tool to predict the timing of the chosen Features to be included in a Release. It was noted that there was a planned Workshop in October 2001 to discuss the Release planning, and this could be a useful material.
6. Working methods

CR Number handling:

TD SP‑010298 This contribution proposed a consistent handling of allocation of CR numbers at WG meetings, which was done inconsistently at present. After some discussion it was agreed that the principle should be used in all SA WGs, but that the lack of a CR number on a document at a WG meeting should not prevent a CR from being agreed by the WG. All CR numbers and revisions allocated shall be included in the CR database by MCC. Other TSGs were asked to consider reaching a consistent method of handling this in their WGs.
WG meeting schedule

WGs were reminded about not holding meetings a week before or after the TSG Plenary weeks. It was commented that it should be recognised that it is then difficult to fit the WG meetings in between the TSG meetings and the reduction from 4 to 3 meetings per year was suggested. The 3GPP Chairs and Vice Chairs discussed this at their co-ordination meeting and there were concerns about the long delay that there would be between updates to the specification set, which could cause problems when correcting urgent errors. It was also requested that the reduction of meeting frequency should be considered for 2003. This request was noted.

Radio LAN in TSG plenaries

Delegates were reminded that the 3GPP TSG Plenaries will be all Radio LAN from 2002, and they should ensure that they are equipped with working and tested Wireless LAN cards before March 2002.

9. Correction of SA#17 meeting report (Tdoc. R4-010624)

One correction should be made on a prior SA meeting report which was for SA#17 meeting (Tdoc. R4-010624). It was in a section 9 for “SA meeting management and project support” and the point is that the VISIO should NOT be used as a graphics tool.

Drafting rules
TD SP‑010193 CR to 21.801: Automatic numbering of references. This CR was approved. A request was made for MCC to provide a template which can ease and standardise the way of using automatic numbering during the drafting Phase of 3GPP specifications.
TD SP‑010203 CR to 21.801: Permission to use the Visio drawing tool, and other clarifications. The inclusion of VISIO in the graphics tools was agreed. The inclusion of VISIO in the graphics tools was debated, as no good justification for including a new tool. The CR was revised in TD SP‑010213 which was approved.
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Introduction

RAN #12 discussed the term backwards compatible when used to describe CRs that correct faults in a specification in a manner that does not affect other currently correctly working functions. It was agreed that this term does not correctly describe the current understanding.

A new term, “Isolated Impact”, and its definition, is proposed in this document. This is the same definition as RAN WG2 has already accepted, but modified to use the new terminology.

Definition of an Isolated Impact change

A Change implemented in version N of a 3GPP release has “Isolated Impact” when the following conditions are all met:

· Any functionality that was working in versions prior to version N still works with a UE that implements version N and a network implementing version N-1

· Any functionality that was working in versions prior to version N still works with a network that implements version N and a UE implementing version N-1

· Any functionality that was working in versions prior to version N still works with a UE that implements version N and a network implementing version N

Only consideration of interworking with version N-1 is required. This should permit interworking with any prior versions of the specifications in which the functionality was working, although exceptions may exist.

An “Isolated Impact” change needs to be implemented by networks and UEs if they support the corrected functionality so that the standard (and the functionality that it intends to correct) works.

Possible actions when a functionality is found erroneous in release 99

· Make an “Isolated Impact” change that corrects or deletes the function

· Make a non “Isolated Impact” change that corrects the function

· State that the erroneous function is not supported in release 99, and make the correction in the next release

Action when a functionality is found ambiguous in release 99, or some text needed to clarify a common understanding

· Provide necessary clarifications

· State

· « Correction to a function where the specification was :

· ambiguous or not sufficiently explicit.

· Would not affect implementations behaving like indicated in the CR, would affect implementations supporting the corrected functionality otherwise. »

Action when there are conflicting descriptions of a functionality in release 99

· Resolve conflict

· State

· « Correction to a function where the specification was :

· Containing some contradictions.

· Would not affect implementations behaving like indicated in the CR, would affect implementations supporting the corrected functionality otherwise. »

Action when procedural text or rules missing for a functionality in release 99

· Add new description text

· State

· « Correction to a function where the specification was :

·  Procedural text or rules were missing.

· Would not affect implementations behaving like indicated in the CR, would affect implementations supporting the corrected functionality otherwise. »

Note: a combination of the 3 cases above may be used depending on the CR.

Impact analysis

An impact analysis should provide the following:

· Define clearly the functionality which does not work

· Describe the correction which is being brought

· When the change is “Isolated Impact”, state the consequence in the following cases:

· Network implements the change, but not the UE

· UE implements the change, but not the network

