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6.5.5
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 5% (previously 0%)

Estimated completion date: SA#69 - Sep 2015
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): none
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:
· Group agreed the scope and skeleton of the new TR.
· The way forward was discussed - primary focus on the Use Case "Bandwidth expansion for mobile network operator" currently addressed by ETSI RRS

· The group will not proactively search for the new sources of the Use Cases. However, the input of the Use Cases from global operators or other SDOs is highly welcomed. In case the additional Use Cases are identified, the requirements may need to be grouped by their applicability to the corresponding Use Cases (this implies that sub-clauses under the clause 4 may be needed).
· The merged draft TR will be sent for the e-mail approval under the t-doc S5-152374
Outstanding issues:
· No contentious issues so far (too early to tell, but the whole study is ahead)
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2015-04-16, Q3.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-152142
	pCR on Scope of LSA TR 32.855
Discussion:
[Nokia]: no need to show changes to the template (removal of example lines) as change marks - just a comment

[Huawei]: why are you referring to 103  113, 103 154 (only 103 235 was sent to us to this meeting)?

[Nokia]: these are already public specs available to us

[Huawei]: references have no versions (can rapporteur add them?)

[Orange]: first line of scope section "interface" should be plural

[Ericsson]: we should focus on LSA1 only

[Nokia]: not true - we look at the LSA1, but focus on the interface towards the OAM

[Intel]: first bullet in the scope - I see controversy… how does RRS provide solution to global market? Do we need to add more than just RRS? Let's add another bullet stating searching the new sources of global requirements

[Telecom Italia]: we object the proposal from Intel
[Nokia]: agree with TI, we don't have a mandate to proactively search for new sources of requirements. But any new requirements (e.g. from global operators or other SDOs are very welcomed)

[Chair]: current scope is aligned with the text of WID - no need to add any new bullets or statements proposed by Intel.

Conclusion:

Revised to S5-152373
	Ericsson

	S5-152191
	TR 32.855 Skeleton Proposal
Discussion:

[Orange]: are you planning to categorize requirements by UC?

[Nokia]: yes, if the requirements will be UC specific (but the intention to keep them global)

[Intel]: where do you show impacts to Itf-N?

[DT]: is it 2.4GHz specific?

[Nokia]: No, the WID is not restricted to 2.4GHz. The UC in 3.1 is based on ETSI RRS and is limited to 2.3-2.4GHz

[Ericsson]: where did the name of the UC came from? I could not find it in ETSI specs? (Li Gang)

[Nokia]: It was sent to us in an incoming LS (S5-151047)

Conclusion:

Approved
	Rapporteur

	S5-152234
	Incoming LS from ETSI RRS (attached 235 Arch document draft)
Discussion:

[Rapporteur]: We have received the draft document 103 235 that we planned to use as the main input to our study. There is no action item expected from SA5. The ETSI RRS meeting dates listed in the LS will help us to plan the LS communication with ETSI RRS if/when we would need it.

Conclusion:

Noted
	ETSI RRS

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 
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