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1
Opening of the meeting

The Chairman of the ad hoc group, Mr Nicola Magnani, welcomed the delegates to this, the 9the meeting of the Group.

He stated the objective of the meeting was to finalise the input to ITU-R WP5D, referring to the detailed process up to the finalisation of the first issue of the Rec.  A complementary process would form the basis of a submission in September 2011.

RAN#50 drafted document RP-100939 which listed the milestones necessary to comply with the process.  Further details can be found in the agenda document to the present meeting.

3GPP must submit in March :

1) The document to be produced today, the overview and list of specifications.

2) The supporting information from the OPs.

3) The CD containing the specifications themselves (ex December 2009 meeting).

4) The administrative declaration, coordinated by ATIS (per the discussion at PCG#25), on behalf of the 3GPP OPs.

1.1
IPR reminder

The Chairman reminded delegates of their obligations under the 3GPP OPs' IPR policies by reading the text shown in the agenda (RT-100092).

2
Approval of the Agenda

The Chairman updated the agenda several times during the meeting to reflect the allocation of new documents to their respective agenda items.

RT-100092
Agenda





Source: Chairman

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110002.



RT-110002
Agenda





Source: Chairman

(Replaces RT-100092)

Abstract: 

Additional contribution documents allocated.

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110009.



RT-110009
Agenda





Source: Chairman

(Replaces RT-110002)

Abstract: 

Adds most recent documents.

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110013.



RT-110013
Agenda





Source: Chairman

(Replaces RT-110009)

Abstract: 

Adds documents produced during the meeting.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



3
Completion of the "LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC]” (RP-101382)

RT-100093
LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC] (RP-101382)





Source: ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person

Abstract: 

RP-101382 needs to be reviewed and appropriate information provided as input documents from the relevant Chairmen.

Discussion: 

The document (cover page) lists a set of actions, all of which were addressed by contributions to the present meeting.

The baseline document came from RP-101049, a liaison from ITU-R.  Section A.1 was structured during RAN#49 and at PCG.  The Chairman explained the structure of the document, separating A.2 into the Global Core Specifications and the Other Specifications list, and within that list, separating out the radio specifications from system and core network specifications.

The present document shows revision marks, which can be traced to individual contributors: DOCOMO, ITU-R ad hoc contact person, Ericsson (Erik Dahlman), and AT4 ("mgaf") in clause A.1.   The objective should be to have an overview section of around ten pages, and the meeting endorsed this guideline.  The Chairman noted that, if all the current proposed changes were accepted, the section would be around eleven A4 pages.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



RT-100094
Input to review of RP-101382: Section A.2.1.2





Source: RAN2 Chairman

Abstract: 

RAN2 Chairman's remarks on reviewing section A.2.1.2 of RP-101382.

Discussion: 

In the absence of any RAN2 delegate, the Chairman introduced this document. He proposed to accept the text changes for 36.322 and for 36.331.  The RAN Chairman considered the RAN2 Chairman's proposals to be appropriate, and recalled SA#50's recommendation not to include the relay note aspects in the ITU submission.  It was felt that this needed to be addressed during the present meeting.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



RT-100095
LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node





Source: TSG SA

Abstract: 

SA#50 reviewed the status on Relay Node security, SA appreciated the effort made by SA3 since SA#49 and decided to grant a stage 2 exception to SA3 to continue their work on Relay Node security. However considering the Release 10 timescale and the normative Stage 3 work that would be required from RAN and CT to complete this feature by TSG#51, if SA3 cannot find a solution by the end of their meeting it is unlikely that Relay Node will be kept within Rel-10. SA confirms the view that RAN aspects and security should be in the same release. Therefore, SA also recommends to RAN that Relay Node is not included in the 3GPP IMT-ADV submission due to the uncertainty of its completion within release 10.

Discussion: 

The RAN Chairman introduced this document, explaining the concerns expressed at SA#50 that security aspects of relay nodes would not be completed in time for the ITU submission.  It was not yet clear whether these aspects would be included in Rel-10 or postponed to Rel-11.  In either case, it was not appropriate to include it in the ITU submissions, even if the relay aspect provisions were retained in the Rel-10 RAN specs.

The Chairman clarified that, even though SA3 would reach their conclusions in January 2011, the final decisions would not be taken until SA#51 in March 2011, which was too late for the ITU submission.

Mr Blust (AT&T) wondered whether the relevant text should be retained in square brackets, and a final decision taken after SA#51.  It was clarified that the submission deadline for the ITU-R WP5D meeting remained 30 March 2011, and this left time after the end of SA#51 (23 March 2011) to make the final decision..  Mr Ragsdale (Ericsson) reminded the meeting that the LS recommended not to include the relay node provisions, regardless of the dates.  Mr Blust proposed to return an LS to SA with the proposal to make the final decision in line with the conclusions of SA#51.  The Secretary indicated that it was - just! - possible for MCC to implement the changes to the specifications following SA#51 in time.  A discussion ensued, and it was agreed that the GCS would need to be ready, but would this mean that the specifications themselves would need to be ready by this time?  The OP transpositions were not needed until after the June 2011 TSG meetings.  The April 2011 WP5D meeting needed there to be the relevant Rel-10 spec version as per the process in RP-100939.  The RAN Chairman clarified that even though the RAN1 spec 36.216 did exist, and was already approved, the corresponding RAN4 specs did not yet exist, and would not exist until RAN#51 at the earliest.  The RAN2 and RAN3 specs also currently included the relay aspects (but this did not exclude further changes at RAN#51).

Mr Ragsdale wondered whether the existence of TS 36.216 was in itself sufficient to include relay nodes in the GCS.  (The Secretary noted that the MCC view was that, even if relay functionality is included in Rel-10, it was unlikely that the security aspects would be completed, and so it was most unlikely that any Rel-10 implementations would ever be commercialised.)

Mr Blust wondered whether the SA3 might conclude that relay node security might not be ready in any form for Rel-10, in which case it would certainly be unwise to include it in the 3GPP contribution to ITU, and did this justify removal of all mention of relay node functionality? Mr Baker (RAN1 Chairman) considered that the meeting should follow the guidance of SA#51, and suggested that 36.216 might be removed from Rel-10 at RAN#51.  The RAN Chairman suggested that the relay functionality should be retained in all RAN specs, regardless of the SA decision, but considered that there was no urgency for the SA3 aspects, since it was fairly certain that the RAN4 part would not be ready for Rel-10.

Mr Blust reminded the meeting that the submission related to Release 10 AND BEYOND so even envisaged Rel-11 functionality could reasonably be included. He cited clause A.1.3.1 text on relaying functionality, and proposed that the text be modified to indicate that relaying functionality was "under development" (rather than already "supported"), and thus 36.216 could be retained in the submission, even though not actually required to meet any stipulation of IMT-Advanced.  Mr Shono (Intel) was not sure that this was a useful approach: relay functionality was indeed already supported, even if the specs themselves were still under development.  However, the Chairman believed this shade of meaning was too subtle.

The Chairman proposed to retain the relay text in square brackets, clarified as above, and to liaise this back to SA and RAN for their confirmation on the way forward proposed by ITU-R Ad Hoc.  The final decision to retain or remove that text would be taken at SA#51.  The Secretary indicated that, since SA#51 followed RAN#51, and that RAN had already more or less agreed not to remove the relay provisions from other RAN specs, it was unlikely that 36.216 would be removed from Rel-10.

The RAN Chairman indicated that RAN#51 would decide these matters, and would almost certainly retain 36.216 in Rel-10, as well as the relay provisions in other Rel-10 RAN specifications, but acknowledging that the RAN4 aspects were missing.

After further discussion, the Chairman's proposal was agreed, on the understanding that the RAN4 spec(s) currently under development would not be included in the submission.

Decision: 

The document was replied to in RT-110010.



RT-110010
Liaison regarding Relay Nodes : Reply to: LS (SP-100874) on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node from SA





Source: ITU-R Ad Hoc

Abstract: 

Conveys the conclusions on the discussion on RP-100095.

Discussion: 

The LS was introduced by Mr Blust.  The Chairman recalled that the LS should mention that RAN should liaise its conclusions to SA.  He also suggested that the question of square brackets should be made explicit.

It was agreed that the Chairman should produced the revised LS.

During the discussion, it was observed that the PCG would be required to agree (by 4 March 2011) the proposed text still containing square brackets, which would not be resolved until the SA meeting later in the month.  Perhaps RAN could be asked to resolve the issue by correspondence, in advance of the 18 February deadline for the availability of the package.

The RAN Chairman suggested that the PCG could be presented with two packages to approve - one with relay functionality, one without - with the choice of which to submit being a function of the decision to be taken by SA#51.

A long discussion ensued.  Mr Blust proposed to delay the decision to RAN#51, on the understanding that the final PCG decision would have to take place after that point.  Or, PCG would approve a document still containing square brackets.

The Chairman proposed an alternative approach whereby the ad hoc group offered text with the two options, but asked RAN to take a last minute decision on the topic of relay nodes.  This implied that PCG would not see the final submission, but would agree the two-option text, leaving the final decision to RAN; or alternatively to make the final decision itself and to direct RAN accordingly.

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110015.



RT-110015
[DRAFT] LS on the consideration of Relay Nodes in the LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC] : Reply to: LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node





Source: RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc

(Replaces RT-110010)

Discussion: 

The revised LS was prepared by the Chairman during an on-line drafting session. He proposed to send the LS to RAN and SA in parallel. The RAN Chairman was keen that the group should recommend one of the options.

There was further discussion on the actual deadlines should apply and exactly what should be delivered on those deadlines.

The RAN Chairman declared his strong preference to take the decision during RAN and SA #51 meetings, not by correspondence, with PCG being notified after this point, but respecting the ITU submission deadline of 30 March 2011.  SA would address the issue on the first day of its meeting, so the TSG decision would be available by 21 March.  He considered that the issue was sensitive, and did not believe that a decision could be taken by correspondence.  Mr Blust did not agree, and wanted a decision prior to 18 February (or by 25 February at the latest).  The Chairman appreciated both approaches, and suggested that the existing deadlines should be respected with an exception being made for this specific issue on relays, where the decision would be taken at TSGs#51.  (Milestone 9 of  the agreed schedule would be postponed accordingly.)  This was finally agreed.

During discussion of the final text, further minor revisions were accepted.

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110017.



RT-110017
LS on the consideration of Relay Nodes in the LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC] to be submitted to ITU-R WP5D #10 (6 - 13 April 2011) : Reply to: LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node





Source: RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc

(Replaces RT-110015)

Abstract: 

Includes agreed revisions to RT-110015.

Discussion: 

The final version of the document was approved unseen.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



RT-110001
Sections in RP-101382 requiring review





Source: CT Chairman

Abstract: 

In line with the discussion and agreements in RAN#50, RP-101382 needs to be reviewed and appropriate information provided as input documents from the relevant Chairmen.

Discussion: 

The document proposed to include synopses of specifications mentioned indirectly in the original specification (in the synopses of other specs). Minor editorial changes ("the present document" -> "this document") were required, and the chairman would revise accordingly.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



RT-110006
Review of RP-101382: Section A.2.1.1





Source: RAN1 Chairman

Abstract: 

This document provides the RAN1 Chairman’s review of document RP-101382, section A.2.1.1, “Layer 1".

Discussion: 

The RAN1 Chairman introduced the document. Most proposals were purely editorial.  Of course, on the basis of foregoing discussions, the mention of 36.216 would be retained.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



RT-110007
Comments on RT-100093





Source: Ericsson

Abstract: 

Modifications to Annex A "Specification of the LTE-Advanced  radio interface technology".

Discussion: 

The document was introduced by Mr Ragsdale (Ericsson), to clean up the English, to ensure consistency with other areas of the text, and to remove some apparently redundant text.

Mr Zhao (CATT) made some detailed observations on the changes, proposing to retain the existing wording, and the author responded.  Further detailed discussion, particularly on the precise wording of the technology "LTE Rel-10 and beyond (LTE-Advanced)" and how often it appeared,  followed.  It was suggested that, after the first mention, the term "LTE-Advanced" was sufficient. In view of the late availability of the document, Mr Zhao would need to refer back to his colleagues to check that the proposals were acceptable.  After further discussion, it was concluded that no changes were in fact necessary.

Mr Blust explained this history of the development of the text under discussion (A1.1 and A1.2), observing that, with the present redundancy, it was possible simply to extract the entire text en bloc and for it to be internally consistent.  This was of course at the expense of some redundancy.  He wished to retain the existing text and to reject the changes originated by DOCOMO for this reason.  He proposed inserting a footnote after clause A.1.1 explaining the terminology. Mr Ragsdale believed the introductory text was sufficient, and that thereafter the ITU name should be used.  Mr Blust considered that the full rendition only in a footnote was not sufficient. A clear transition between the verbose 3GPP name "LTE Rel-10 and beyond (LTE-Advanced)" and the ITU name "LTE-Advanced" was needed in A.1.1 and also in each of the two overview clauses, A.1.2.1 and A.1.2.2.

The final text for A.1.1 first paragraph would read:

The IMT-Advanced terrestrial radio interface specifications known as LTE-Advanced and based on LTE Release-10 and Beyond are developed by 3GPP.

A further analysis of where text should be rendered in italics was also conducted.  It was concluded that LTE-Advanced should be rendered in italics throughout the document.

Concerning the sentence:

Coexistence between the LTE and other (IMT-2000) TDD systems such as TD-SCDMA is catered for by aligning the switch points between the two systems and selecting the appropriate special subframe configuration and uplink-downlink asymmetry. 

and its proposed change to 

Coexistence between the TDD RIT and other (IMT-2000) TDD systems such as TD-SCDMA is catered for by aligning the switch points between the two systems and selecting the appropriate special subframe configuration and uplink-downlink asymmetry. 

(A.1.3.3.2) there was a further discussion. The original text had been proposed by Ericsson (RT-100076), and the change had also been supplied by Ericsson (albeit different authors). Samsung was in agreement with the changed text.  Mr Zhao would consult with his colleagues in China.

The discussion turned to the question of the structure of the document.  Mr Ragsdale believed there needed to be a clear separation of heading level between the descriptive text and the list of specifications.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



RT-110012
Alternative structure proposal





Source: Ericsson

Abstract: 

Proposed restructuring of headings of the contribution.

Discussion: 

The document was introduced by Mr Ragsdale, and proposed to modify the heading structure of the contribution.  He believed it would be useful to have a heading named "transposed standards". Mr Blust wondered whether this would entail any other text changes in the document.  It was recalled that under each mentioned specification, there would appear the table of links to the OPs' transposed versions.  This could usefully be recalled by the inclusion of an editor's note in each subclause.

It was proposed to move the paragraph

<<The standards documents referenced below, as transposed from the relevant 3GPP specifications , are provided by the identified Transposing Organizations as the complete sets of standards for the terrestrial radio interface of IMT-Advance identified as “LTE-Advanced” and includes not only the key characteristics of IMT-Advanced but also the additional capabilities of “LTE-Advanced” both of which are continuing to be enhanced.>>

to come immediately below A.2.1.  The Secretary urged delegates not to introduce further hanging paragraphs during this exercise.  Clause A.2.1 as shown in this contribution might need to be retitled (e.g. to "Transposed standards for the terrestrial radio interface")  to ensure it did not cause confusion with respect to the title of clause A.2.2.

Mr Blust wondered whether the word "complete" was unnecessary in the new text

<<The standards documents referenced below, as transposed from the relevant 3GPP specifications, are provided by the identified Transposing Organizations as the complete sets of standards for the terrestrial radio interface of IMT-Advance identified as "LTE-Advanced" …>>

since this might have unwonted (and unwanted) implications, such as that the non-radio specifications might not be transposed. It was agreed to replace the word "complete" with "transposed", and to include a further subclause heading A.2.1.0 to avoid introducing hanging text below A.2.1.

Mr Shono (Intel) wondered whether A.2, the GCS included the complete set of specifications (which will be transposed) plus the Rel-8 and -9 foundations, plus the necessary core specs. A.2.2.1 supplied a different link to these.  Mr Blust wished to make a clear distinction between the (to be transposed) radio specs, and the other (not to be transposed) specs. Were all these GCS or not? In ITU terms, "transposition" had meant providing a list of documents, and ATIS (for one) had never transposed the supplementary specs even if listed in M.1457.  The Secretary recalled the warning note on the cover of each 3GPP TS saying that this document should not be implemented, but instead the OP transpositions should be used, as listed in the relevant ITU Recommendations.  The Chairman checked the text of ITU-R M.1457-8, where it would appear that these supplementary specs had been transposed by ETSI and TTC.  This was at odds with the current interpretation by ATIS.

The topic of the structure of the document would be addressed in a subsequent draft.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



RT-110005
Sections in RP-101382 requiring review





Source: ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person

Abstract: 

Modifications to Annex A "Specification of the LTE-Advanced  radio interface technology".

Discussion: 

The Chairman introduced this document, which summarised all the earlier contributions available in advance of the meeting (RT-100094, '95, RT-110006 & '07).  The document also included some proposals for improvements to text already agreed (but not frozen) in WP5D.

A number of the changes had already been superseded by discussions of the foregoing documents.  (Mr Zhao confirmed that the changes provisionally agreed by the group were acceptable to his colleagues in China.)

The Chairman reiterated the previous conclusions on 36.216.

With these provisos, the changes were acceptable to the meeting.  Some spelling errors had been detected, and these should also be taken into consideration in the revised version.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



RT-110008
Review of RP-101382: Section A.2.1.4





Source: RAN4 Chairman

Abstract: 

Proposed changes to A.2.1.4 Radio Frequency Aspects.

Discussion: 

The document had arrived rather late, and was introduced by the Chairman. Following the nature of inputs from other RAN WG chairmen, some changes were proposed.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



RT-110011
Comments on RT-100093





Source: Samsung

Abstract: 

Proposed changes to the submission.

Discussion: 

The document was introduced by Mr Lee (Samsung) and proposed some editorial and some technical changes. Some of the considerations had already been taken into account during the discussion on preceding documents.

The changes to A.1.3.3.1 were discussed individually, and most were accepted as proposed. The final bullet point was changed to 

Physical Uplink Control Channel (PUCCH): It conveys feedback control information (scheduling requests, CQI, PMI, RI, HARQ ACK/NAK for PDSCH, etc.).

All other changes were accepted.

Mr Shono observed in A.3.3.5 that the second sentence was unclear and could be improved.  Mr Lee captured this along with the other agreed changes and would convey the results to the Chairman for him to include in his subsequent draft.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



RT-110014
“LTE-Advanced” material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC]





Source: RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc

Abstract: 

Compilation of first day's results.

Discussion: 

The Chairman clarified that the revisions shown in the agreed ITU-R text in the Background clause would remain, since this needed to be considered by WP5D. The green highlighted text and remaining revision marks indicated areas of uncertainty where the Chairman had taken the initiative to change something.

The author had accepted all changes shown in RT-110005 as well as editorials in RT-110001 plus RT-110008 and consolidated input from Samsung.

Revision marks were also used to draw attention to the "square bracketed" text relating to relay functionality.  Mr Blust proposed to add an editor's note in these areas to explain the issue.  It was also agreed to include for information the LS to SA and RAN in the package sent to PCG.

The green highlighted text in clause A.1.3.1 indicated that the editorials from Ericsson (RT-110007) had been included, and the note introduced by AT4 removed, even though these had not been explicitly agreed. This was acceptable to the meeting. Mr Ragsdale also recalled that it had been agreed to change LTE to LTE-Advanced in several places, and rendered in italics.  Other green highlighted text was also addressed (title of figure 1.1) and agreed.

The revised structure of clauses A.2.1 and A.2.2 was presented, with, for the latter, emphasis on the hyperlink placeholders to the ITU information.  The final organization of the ITU was beyond the competence of the RAN ahg, so this text might be change accordingly.  It was noted that the specifications listed in A.2.1 would not necessarily be transposed by all the 3GPP SDOs.  The Secretary raised the issue that the specifications provided to the ITU would be the ex-TSGs#50 meetings with a few updates from TSGs#51.  It was however decided that the DVD of specs would be delayed until after the TSGs#51 meetings when those few revised specs would be available.  Mr Ragsdale supported this view. This approach was agreed.

The Chairman drew attention to footnote 5 in A.2.1, and it was agreed to delete it.

The green highlighted text in clause A.2.1.2.10 (36.331) had harmonized the rendition of eNodeB throughout the text. This was agreed and the Chairman indicated that this would be modified in all instances (e.g. A.2.1.3.2).

The green highlight in clause A.2.2.2.187 indicated that a bulleted list had been modified to in-line text.  This editorial update was accepted.

At the end of the document (clause A.2.2.1 but logically A.2.2.3) brought the document into line with M.1457. However it had to be verified that the suggested URLs were correct, and the OPs would have to provide corrections when the document was reviewed by PCG.  Mr Ragsdale proposed not to include this clause, since ATIS had difficulty with it.  From an ETSI point of view, the proposed URL was so vague as to be useless.  Thus it was agreed to eliminate this clause.

A few typographical errors were detected and corrected in the revised version of the text.

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110016.



RT-110016
“LTE-Advanced” material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC]





Source: RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc

(Replaces RT-110014)

Abstract: 

This version includes revisions agreed in the discussions during day 2 of the meeting.

Discussion: 

This document contained the final agreed text following discussion on the second day of the meeting. It was approved unseen.

ACTION:
Send final text to RAN WG chairmen and to TSGs CT and SA Chairmen for their review.

(action on: RAN Chairman / due by: 2011-01-15)

Decision: 

The document was approved.



4
Review of the "Supporting input for the OPs" (RP-101175)

RT-100079
Supporting input for the OPs





Source: ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person

Abstract: 

3GPP submission of LTE-Advanced overview and GCS for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC]

Discussion: 

The original document had been reviewed by the Chairman and some revisions proposed.

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110003.



RT-110003
Supporting input for the OPs





Source: ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person

(Replaces RT-100079)

Abstract: 

3GPP submission of LTE-Advanced overview and GCS for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC].

Discussion: 

The Chairman had prepared this minor revision to RT-100079. Further minor text changes were also agreed.

Decision: 

The document was revised to RT-110018.



RT-110018
Supporting input for the OPs





Source: ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person

(Replaces RT-110003)

Abstract: 

Revised version.

Discussion: 

The final version of the document was approved unseen.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



5
Review of milestones in RP-100939 toward their completion

Document of RP-100939 contained the list of milestones in the process.  

The LS in RP-110017 would form part of the package of documents, and the Chairman would distribute the package to the RAN reflector by 18 February (milestone 5), and the RAN Chairman would immediately forward that mail to the SA reflector.  After approval of the package by TSGs RAN and SA (milestone 6, 25 February), the RAN Chairman would forward it to the PCG. 

The PCG would approve the package by 4 March (milestone 7), allowing the OPs each to prepare its own submission.

For milestone 8, the ITU-R ad hoc Chairman would contact the list of companies who were co-sources of the October 2009 submission, but other IMs were welcome to join this list by making themselves know to the ITU-R ad hoc Chairman before 11 March.

For milestone 9 (18 March), it had been agreed during the preceding discussions that MCC would send the DVD on 28 March, since it was necessary to take into account the output of the March TSG RAN and SA meetings.

The Chairman believed that the ad hoc group should produce a similar document for submission to the September meeting of WP5D.

ACTION:
Send the package of document relating to the LTE-Advanced submission to RAN exploder.

(action on: Chairman / due by: 2011-02-18)

ACTION:
Send the package to the SA exploder

(action on: RAN Chairman / due by: 2011-02-18)

ACTION:
Send the RAN and SA approved package for milestone 6 to the PCG

(action on: RAN Chairman / due by: 2011-02-25)

ACTION:
Prepare the package together showing supporting Individual Members, and dispatch to ITU-R

(action on: Chairman / due by: 2011-03-11)

ACTION:
Prepare DVD containing ex-TSGs#50 plus a few ex-TSGs#51 specs and dispatch to ITU-R.

(action on: Secretary / due by: 2011-03-28)

6
Any other business

The Chairman thanked delegates for their participation, and closed the meeting at 13:20.

RT-110004
Proposed method of work to address the LSs from ITU-R WP 5D and WP 5A





Source: ITU-R Ad Hoc Contact Person

Abstract: 

This contribution reviews all the received LSs based on the outcome of the discussion at RAN#50 and proposes  the actions that need to be done by ITU-R Ad Hoc.

Discussion: 

The Chairman was concerned over the handling of an increasing number of LSs being received from ITU, WPs 5A and 5D.  The document proposed a way of treating all the currently outstanding items.

Concerning RT-100096/RP-101397 ("Wide area sensor and/or actuator network (WASN) systems"), Mr Ragsdale stressed the importance of preparing a detailed contribution to WP5A.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



Report prepared by: John Meredith

Annex A: List of contribution documents

	Document
	Title
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	Decision
	Replaces
	Replaced by
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	-
	RT-110003
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	RT-100093
	LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC] (RP-101382)
	ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person
	noted
	-
	-

	RT-100094
	Input to review of RP-101382: Section A.2.1.2
	RAN2 Chairman
	noted
	-
	-

	RT-100095
	LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node
	TSG SA
	replied to
	-
	-

	RT-110001
	Sections in RP-101382 requiring review
	CT Chairman
	noted
	-
	-

	RT-110002
	Agenda
	Chairman
	revised
	RT-100092
	RT-110009

	RT-110003
	Supporting input for the OPs
	ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person
	revised
	RT-100079
	RT-110018

	RT-110004
	Proposed method of work to address the LSs from ITU-R WP 5D and WP 5A
	ITU-R Ad Hoc Contact Person
	noted
	-
	-

	RT-110005
	Sections in RP-101382 requiring review
	ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person
	agreed
	-
	-

	RT-110006
	Review of RP-101382: Section A.2.1.1
	RAN1 Chairman
	noted
	-
	-

	RT-110007
	Comments on RT-100093
	Ericsson
	noted
	-
	-

	RT-110008
	Review of RP-101382: Section A.2.1.4
	RAN4 Chairman
	agreed
	-
	-

	RT-110009
	Agenda
	Chairman
	revised
	RT-110002
	RT-110013

	RT-110010
	Liaison regarding Relay Nodes : Reply to: LS (SP-100874) on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node from SA
	ITU-R Ad Hoc
	revised
	-
	RT-110015

	RT-110011
	Comments on RT-100093
	Samsung
	agreed
	-
	-

	RT-110012
	Alternative structure proposal
	Ericsson
	noted
	-
	-

	RT-110013
	Agenda
	Chairman
	agreed
	RT-110009
	-

	RT-110014
	“LTE-Advanced” material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC]
	RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc
	revised
	-
	RT-110016

	RT-110015
	[DRAFT] LS on the consideration of Relay Nodes in the LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC] : Reply to: LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node
	RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc
	revised
	RT-110010
	RT-110017

	RT-110016
	“LTE-Advanced” material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC]
	RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc
	approved
	RT-110014
	-

	RT-110017
	LS on the consideration of Relay Nodes in the LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC] to be submitted to ITU-R WP5D #10 (6 - 13 April 2011) : Reply to: LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node
	RAN ITU-R Ad Hoc
	approved
	RT-110015
	-

	RT-110018
	Supporting input for the OPs
	ITU-R Ad hoc Contact Person
	approved
	RT-110003
	-


Annex C: Lists of liaisons

C1: Incoming liaison statements

	Document
	Title
	From
	Decision
	Reply in

	RT-100095
	LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node
	TSG SA
	replied to
	RT-110017


C2: Outgoing liaison statements

	Document
	Title
	To
	Cc
	reply to i/c LS

	RT-110017
	LS on the consideration of Relay Nodes in the LTE-Advanced material for Rec. ITU-R M.[IMT.RSPEC] to be submitted to ITU-R WP5D #10 (6 - 13 April 2011) : Reply to: LS on exception to SA WG3 to continue working on Relay Node
	TSG RAN, TSG SA
	RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4
	RT-100095


Annex F: List of action items

	Meeting/Number
	Agenda item
	Document
	Details
	Responsible
	Due by

	09/1
	3
	RT-110016
	Send final text to RAN WG chairmen and to TSGs CT and SA Chairmen for their review.
	RAN Chairman
	2011-01-15

	09/2
	5
	(n/a)
	Send the package of document relating to the LTE-Advanced submission to RAN exploder.
	Chairman
	2011-02-18

	09/3
	5
	(n/a)
	Send the package to the SA exploder
	RAN Chairman
	2011-02-18

	09/4
	5
	(n/a)
	Send the RAN and SA approved package for milestone 6 to the PCG
	RAN Chairman
	2011-02-25

	09/5
	5
	(n/a)
	Prepare the package together showing supporting Individual Members, and dispatch to ITU-R
	Chairman
	2011-03-11

	09/6
	5
	(n/a)
	Prepare DVD containing ex-TSGs#50 plus a few ex-TSGs#51 specs and dispatch to ITU-R.
	Secretary
	2011-03-28


Annex G: List of decisions

	Meeting/Number
	Agenda item
	Document
	Details

	09/1
	3
	RT-100095
	A LS to RAN was generated (drafter: Mr Blust) with the AHG's views on the inclusion of relay node functionality, which should be retained in square brackets, the final decision resting with SA.  The understanding was that RAN would liaise to SA.


Annex H: List of participants

	Name
	Representing
	Status (OP)
	Country
	Phone, fixed
	Phone, mobile
	E-mail

	Baker, Matthew
	Alcatel-Lucent
	GPPMEMBER (ETSI)
	UK
	+44 7595 968709
	(by phone)
	matthew.baker@alcatel-lucent.com

	Blust, Stephen 
	AT&T GNS Belgium SPRL 
	GPPMEMBER (ETSI)
	US
	+1 404 499 6427
	(by phone)
	sb8927@att.com

	Grant, Marc
	AT&T
	3GPPMEMBER (ATIS)
	US
	+1 512 483 1190
	(by phone)
	marc.grant@att.com

	Lee, Juho 
	Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd 
	3GPPMEMBER (TTA)
	KR
	+82-31-279-5115
	
	juho95.lee@samsung.com

	Magnani, Nicola Pio 
	TELECOM ITALIA S.p.A. 
	GPPMEMBER (ETSI)
	IT
	+39 011 228 7089
	Chairman
	nicola.magnani@telecomitalia.it

	Meredith, John M 
	MCC 
	MCC
	FR
	+33 4 92 94 42 37
	Secretary
	john.meredith@etsi.org

	Nakamura, Takehiro 
	NTT DOCOMO INC. 
	3GPPMEMBER (ARIB)
	JP
	+81 468 40 3228
	
	nakamurata@nttdocomo.co.jp

	Peisa, Janne 
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson 
	GPPMEMBER (ETSI)
	FI
	+358 9 2992873
	
	Janne.peisa@ericsson.com

	Ragsdale, Jim 
	Ericsson Inc. 
	3GPPMEMBER (ATIS)
	US
	+1 919 472 7548
	(by phone)
	jim.ragsdale@ericsson.com

	Scheele, Peter 
	BMWi 
	GPPMEMBER (ETSI)
	DE
	+49 6131 18 3115
	
	peter.scheele@bnetza.de

	Shono, Takashi 
	Intel Corporation (UK) Ltd 
	GPPMEMBER (ETSI)
	CN
	+81-3-5223-9100
	
	takashi.shono@intel.com

	Tatesh, Said
	Alcatel-Lucent
	GPPMEMBER (ETSI)
	UK
	+44 1793 77 5093
	(by phone)
	Said.Tatesh@alcatel-lucent.com

	Zhao, Jian 
	CATT 
	3GPPMEMBER (CCSA)
	JP
	+86.10.58832109
	
	zhaojian@datangmobile.cn


