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Abstract: Discusses the problem of determining whether performance requirements have been satisfied by the normative output of a given release.
1. Introduction
SA1 defines performance requirements. It is not clear how to evaluate whether these have been supported in a given release. What criteria should be used to determine how to align these requirements with the normative specification of stage 2 and stage 3 once a release concludes?
As SA1 now seeks to align release 17 and release 18 to what was actually accomplished in 3GPP throughout all working groups, it is important to identify a reasonable approach.
2. Discussion
The alignment process in SA1, described for example in S1-240058, identifies which normative requirements have not been satisified and removes these requirements from the stage 1 specification. 
Satisfaction of a service requirement is never a straightforward matter. It requires some discussion and justification. 
Satisfaction of performance requirements is particularly subtle. Performance requirements are added to stage 1 specifications every release. Performance enhancement are specified in stage 2 and stage 3 groups. These performance enhancements are not documented in the same terms as the requirements (i.e. as rows of related KPIs.) How can the performance requirement and the actual specification be reconciled? 
-	In some cases, the problem is not so difficult. For example, if a new QCI is defined in an architecture spec that fully captures the performance requirement, it is clear that the requirement has been satisfied: there is specification that supports required functionality.
-	There are IMT-2020 performance requirements, and it has been widely acknowledged that the 5G system satisfies these. So if the performance requirement specified by SA1 is already fulfilled by these IMT requirements, then it is clear the requirement is satisfied.
-	There are performance requirements for functional areas, such as direct communication, that are not developed in a given release or previous releases. There is therefore no corresponding normative work item to cite. In this case it is clear that the performance requirement has not been satisfied.
For other cases, what shall be done?
Two approaches are possible, though this is not an exhaustive list of approaches.
EAGER ALIGNMENT - remove all added performance requirements by default. To retain any of them, justification must be presented why.
LAZY ALIGNMENT - leave all added performance requirements by default. To remove any of them, justification must be presented why.
Observation: if we are lazy, stage 1 specifications will contain performance requirements that are not satisfied by the 5G system.
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