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1
Background

In the WP 5D meeting No. 6 in Dresden Germany, WP 5D was presented with six candidate technology submissions towards IMT-Advanced.  The six proposals are aligned around the 3GPP LTE Release 10 and beyond (LTE-Advanced) technology and the IEEE 802.16m technology.

In particular, Working Party 5D, following the guidelines of the IMT-Advanced process acknowledged to the proponents and the evaluation groups the receipt of a “complete” candidate technology submission per Section 4 of Report ITU-R M.2133 as follows:
–
IMT-ADV/4 - Acknowledgement of candidate submission from IEEE under Step 3 of the IMT-Advanced process (IEEE Technology)

–
IMT-ADV/5 - Acknowledgement of candidate submission from Japan under Step 3 of the IMT-Advanced process (IEEE Technology)

–
IMT-ADV/6 - Acknowledgement of candidate submission from Japan under Step 3 of the IMT-Advanced process (3GPP Technology)

–
IMT-ADV/7 - Acknowledgement of candidate submission from TTA under Step 3 of the IMT-Advanced process (IEEE Technology)

–
IMT-ADV/8 - Acknowledgement of candidate submission from 3GPP proponent (3GPP Organization Partners of ARIB, ATIS, CCSA, ETSI, TTA AND TTC) under Step 3 of the IMT-Advanced process (3GPP Technology)

–
IMT-ADV/9 - Acknowledgement of candidate submission from China (People’s Republic of) under Step 3 of the IMT-Advanced process (3GPP Technology).

ATIS takes note that in the WP 5D meeting No. 6, that WP 5D consciously refrained from using in its work the specific nomenclature that the proponents utilized in conjunction with their candidate technology submissions.  In fact, WP 5D in its work and also in the liaisons sent to the proponents and the independent evaluation groups appears to favour (at least at this moment in time) using the document number (for example IMT-ADV/8 for the 3GPP submission) to designate the technology.

ATIS interprets this to mean that ITU-R has reached no specific conclusion at this point in time on the “name” utilized for a particular technology ‘submission” within ITU-R documents. 
ATIS is concerned that while the use of “document numbers” such as IMT-ADV/XX may be one method of identifying the technologies, this is certainly a less descriptive identification of the technologies that have been developed by the external organizations. 
ATIS recalls from its representatives in the Dresden meeting that it was proposed by some delegates to identify the IEEE technology by the more generic term ‘Based on IEEE 802.16”, rather than the more specific term “802.16m” as indicated in the submissions aligned with the IEEE Technology.  This idea seems to have some traction in the debate.  However, the Dresden meeting postponed further discussion of the “name” for the respective technology submissions (either from IEEE or 3GPP) until a future meeting.
ATIS is also aware that recently the IEEE has provided an input to the ITU-R (Document 5D/681) wherein the IEEE proposes, that because the term “Based on 802.16” has been considered by many as too generic a term, that the IEEE would adopt the terminology “IEEE WirelessMAN-Advanced”. ATIS has concerns that this new term may not adequately address the views of the use of a generic name for the more precise 802.16m technology. ATIS also holds the view that the terminology must not only be addressed by the IEEE with regard to its own input but also by the other two proponents of the related technology submissions that are based on the IEEE technology of 802.16 if WP 5D is to find a suitable way forward for all the name terminologies.
ATIS offers its view that 3GPP OPs, which are identified to the ITU-R as the proponent
 of the 3GPP technology for IMT-Advanced, should assist WP 5D in the naming discussion by providing, in addition to our very specific terminology nomenclature “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)”, the 3GPP view of a more generic term.  
ATIS suggests that the nomenclature “3GPP LTE (LTE-Advanced)” would be the appropriate generic term to accurately represent the 3GPP technology submission in future ITU-R documentation for IMT-Advanced should WP 5D choose to adopt a generic terminology philosophy for all the technologies. 
2
Action Required

(1) 3GPP should, in addition to the existing specific terminology utilized in the 3GPP submission which was ““LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)”, adopt a “generic” alternative name. This generic name would be “3GPP LTE (LTE-Advanced)”
 (2) In the interest of assisting ITU-R WP 5D in reaching closure on the name discussion, the “3GPP Proponent”, i.e., the OPs collectively, should provide to the WP 5D June 2010 meeting
  its views on both a specific name and a generic name for the 3GPP technology for use in future ITU-R documentation.
(3) The enclosed draft contribution (embedded as an electronic file below) to the ITU-R WP 5D June 2010 meeting from the OPs is provided for review and approval by the PCG to bring forward the views of 3GPP.

[image: image1.emf]Input to WP 5D on  Names of the 3GPP Submisson for IMT-Advanced.doc


� As identified in the submission of the 3GPP technology: “The 3GPP Proponent of the 3GPP submission is collectively the 3GPP Organizational Partners (OPs). The Organizational Partners of 3GPP are ARIB, ATIS, CCSA, ETSI, TTA and TTC  (http://www.3gpp.org/partners)”


� The hard cutoff date/time for submission to the ITU-R WP 5D 9-16 June 2010 meeting is 2 June 2010 at 16:00 hours UTC.
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BACKGROUND


3GPP takes note that in the WP 5D meeting No. 6 in Dresden Germany, that WP 5D refrained from using in its work the specific nomenclature that the proponents utilized in conjunction with their candidate technology submissions.  In fact, WP 5D in its work and also in the liaisons sent to the proponents and the independent evaluation groups appears to favor using the document number (for example IMT-ADV/8 for the 3GPP submission) to designate the technology.


3GPP interprets this to mean that ITU-R has reached no specific conclusion at this point in time on the “name” utilized for a particular technology ‘submission” within ITU-R documents.


3GPP also notes that with regard to the nomenclature utilized amongst the candidate technology submissions referenced in documents in the Table below that there is some disparity in the nomenclature and terminology. 


TABLE OF CANDIDATE TECHNOLOGY SUBMISSIONS TO WP 5D


		ITU-R Document

		Candidate Technology Submission 


Input Document (source)

		Nomenclature Utilized by Proponent

		Specific Details of the Technology



		IMT-ADV/4

		5D/542 (IEEE)

		“based on IEEE 802.16”

		Section 5, Annex 1 IMT-ADV/4:

5
General description of the RIT 


This clause provides a general description of the Radio Interface Technology (RIT) proposal. The detailed specification of the RIT is under development as an amendment (P802.16m) to IEEE Std 802.16 {1}. Much of the basic functionality of the RIT is inherited from {1}. The advanced functionality of the RIT is described in the Stage 2 Specification IEEE 802.16m-09/0034 (IEEE 802.16m System Description Document (SDD)) {4}.



		IMT-ADV/5

		5D/544 (JAPAN)

		“based on IEEE 802.16m”

		Section 3, Annex 1 IMT-ADV/5:

3
Proposal


Japan submits the RIT based on the IEEE 802.16m technology for IMT-Advanced in Attachment.


This proposal represents a complete submission (per § 4.1 of Report ITU-R M.2133) for an RIT (including both TDD and FDD) based on the IEEE 802.16m technology under Step 3 of the IMT‑Advanced process in Document IMT-ADV/2(Rev.1).





		IMT-ADV/6

		5D/545 (JAPAN)

		“LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)”

		IMT-ADV/6 Attachment 1


3
Proposal


Japan submits the SRIT based on the LTE-Advanced technology for IMT-Advanced as follows.






		IMT-ADV/7

		5D/560 (TTA)

		“based on IEEE 802.16”

		IMT-ADV/7 Attachment 1


Part 1 Section 1:


TTA, one of proponents for IEEE 802.16m technology in the development of IMT-Advanced in ITU-R, intends to propose 802.16m technology as a candidate Radio Interface Technology (RIT) for the terrestrial component of IMT-Advanced technology.





		IMT-ADV/8

		5D/564 (various Members on behalf of 3GPP Organization Partners of ARIB, ATIS, CCSA, ETSI, TTA AND TTC)

		“LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)”

		IMT-ADV/8 Attachment 1


the Third Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) is providing a complete submission of LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE‑Advanced)



		IMT-ADV/9

		5D/580 (CHINA)

		“TD-LTE-Advanced” (for the TDD component of the SRIT)

		IMT-ADV/8 Attachment 1


ITU-R Circular Letter 5/LCCE/2 invites proposals for candidate radio interface technology for the terrestrial component of IMT-Advanced. In this document Chinese administration propose the RIT of TD-LTE-Advanced as a candidate to be considered as IMT-Advanced Technology.








Additionally, 3GPP recalls from its representatives in the Dresden meeting that it was proposed by some delegates to identify the IEEE technology by the more generic term ‘Based on IEEE 802.16”, rather than the more specific term “802.16m” as indicated in the submissions aligned with the IEEE Technology. Consequently, the Dresden meeting postponed further discussion of the “name” for the respective technology submissions (either from IEEE or 3GPP) until a future meeting.


3GPP is also aware that the IEEE has recently provided an input to the ITU-R WP 5D for the June meeting (Document 5D/681) wherein the IEEE proposes, that because the term “Based on 802.16” has been considered by many as a generic term, that the IEEE would adopt the terminology “ IEEE WirelessMAN-Advanced”.  3GPP notes that the use of this new term is still a generic name for the more precise 802.16m technology. 

While the use of “document numbers” such as IMT-ADV/XX may be one method of identifying the technologies, this is certainly a less descriptive identification of the technologies that have been developed by the external organizations fostered by the ITU-R under the IMT-Advanced process and invitation to submit candidate technologies for IMT-Advanced.  


Continuing to utilize only the “document number” can cause confusion and does not readily indentify the specific “technology” within the relevant ITU-R Reports and Recommendations. It also unnecessarily and inappropriately separates the ITU-R view of ITU-R Advanced technology from the real world solutions which are already well know by certain terms throughout the industry.  In documents such as the planned ITU-R Recommendation M.[IMT.RSPEC] there should exist, in some manner,  the opportunity to correlate the specific ITU-R name for the technology and the more well know industry and marketplace names.


The adoption of specific technology nomenclature and terminology in ITU-R for its own purposes however should not preclude the proponents in their own work from adopting appropriate terminology or market names for their IMT-Advanced technologies.


PROPOSAL


1) 3GPP wishes to make its view known to WP 5D that if the technology candidates are to be referred to in a generic manner (such as the use of the term “Based on IEEE 802.16” or “IEEE WirelessMAN-Advanced” to refer to a technology that is specifically IEEE 802.16m in its submitted details), then 3GPP requests that the nomenclature and terminology “3GPP LTE (LTE-Advanced)” should replace the terminology of “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)”in all future ITU-R documentation.  Hence we have the following terminology:


Generic Nomenclature:  “3GPP LTE (LTE-Advanced)”


Specific Nomenclature:  “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)”

2) In any event, 3GPP holds the view that there should be uniformity across the technologies in the nomenclature utilized by the ITU-R in its documentation.  Furthermore, in documents such as the planned ITU-R Recommendation M.[IMT.RSPEC] there should exist, in some reasonable manner, the opportunity to correlate the specific ITU-R name for the technology and the more well known industry and marketplace name(s).  

__________________

* 	Submitted on behalf of the 3GPP Proponent. “The 3GPP Proponent of the 3GPP submission is collectively the 3GPP Organizational Partners (OPs). The Organizational Partners of 3GPP are ARIB, ATIS, CCSA, ETSI, TTA and TTC  (http://www.3gpp.org/partners)”
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