TSG-RAN Evolution Meeting #27
REV-05036

March 7-8, 2005

Tokyo, Japan

Agenda item:
6.1

Source: 
LG Electronics

Title: 
Comments on Study Item TR Structure for UTRAN Evolution

Document for:

Discussion & Decision

Introduction

At the RAN #26 meeting a study item “Evolved UTRA and UTRAN” was approved, and during the RAN Future Evolution Workshop several topics for study items were identified for a 3GPP RAN long term evolution. Although we believe that it is too early to break down tasks at this meeting for discussion in the working groups this document discusses how to optimize the TR in order to progress study for the different topics.

How to handle the different study items

During the 3GPP RAN long term evolution workshop in Toronto, several subjects such as OFDM, enhanced MBMS and RAN architecture change have been  identified as possible candidates of the long term evolution features. 

Cross-working group impacts:

Most topics are expected to have impacts across two or more working groups. For example, change of RAN architecture would bring about some tasks at each working group: e.g. macro-diversity issue in RAN1, mobility issue in RAN2, architecture change issue in RAN3 as well as SA2. Thus, it is foreseen that at first the joint meeting defines features to be considered, and then each affected working group individually starts to investigate related tasks.
For this reason, we believe that the study item TR should be designed to consider cross-working group impacts from the first stage. It is therefore proposed that each technical issue for the long term evolution is developed at one individual section in the TR and each section in the TR consists of several sub-sections as follows. Differently from the Requirements report where one requirement can span over different technical issues the study item report should list the different technical issues.

Proposed Study Item TR form:
X. Feature A

X.1
General

X.2
Related Requirement

X.3
Detailed description

X.4
Technical performance comparison
X.5
Feasibility

X.6
Backwards compatibility / interaction with old system

X.7
Complexity and cost (implementation complexity, testing complexity, operational cost, investment cost)
X.8
Impacted working groups

X. Feature B

X.1
General

X.2
Related Requirement

X.3
Detailed description

X.4
Technical performance comparison
X.5
Feasibility

X.6
Backwards compatibility / interaction with old system

X.7
Complexity and cost (implementation complexity, testing complexity, operational cost, investment cost)
X.8
Impacted working groups

…
Conclusion

We propose to discuss the above structure and include it in the technical report. The suggested TR structure would be beneficial when the study items are split per feature for an efficient work procedure in the future after the sufficient investigation of required works. 
