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Introduction

An ad hoc meeting on BS classes was held Thursday evening 18.30 – 20.10.
The following companies and organizations were present: Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, ZTE, Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, NEC, Samsung, CATT, China Mobile, NTT DOCOMO, Fujitsu.
Agenda

1
Analysis of the core specifications
2
Alternatives for the BS spec structure
3
Managing future RF features in a new structure
4
Compliance for legacy BS
5
Regulatory references for Base Stations
6
Next steps


Key to documents handling:

Blue:        Document discussed, can be noted unless the proponent requests to present the document
Green:      Will likely be approved directly
Yellow:    To be revised, revision likely to be approved
1 Analysis of the core specifications
R4-131433, "TP for Status of core specs" (Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei).

R4-131012, "TP for TR37.810 Methodology (clause 5)" (ZTE).

R4-131003, "TP for TR37.810Transmitter characteristics (clause 6)" (ZTE).

R4-131004, "TP for TR37.810Receiver characteristics (clause 7)" (ZTE).

R4-131005, "TP for TR37.810Performance Requirements (clause 8)" (ZTE).
STATUS:

· Two overlapping inputs are available for all clauses.
· Updates to the preamble and “types” proposed (Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei)

· Most entries should not be contentious.
DISCUSSION:
· ZTE prefers to have separate TPs per clause.
· Pointed out that 25.105 is not covered by the task undertaken. An analysis and proposal should be documented.
· CATT points out that TX ON/OFF has different requirement but similar text. This should be noted in the table.

WAY FORWARD:

· Contributions to be merged by proponents ASAP and then circulated for feedback. To be presented for approval at RAN4#67.
2 Alternatives for the BS spec structure

R4-131010, "TPs for TR 37.810: Alternative Structures (Clause 8)" (ZTE).
R4-131434, "TP for Alternatives for the BS spec structure" (Ericsson).
STATUS:

· Alternative 1, 2 and 3 needs updates; TS 37.104 is missing in figures. (ZTE, Ericsson).
· A new Alternative 4 is presented with kept legacy specs and a single performance spec (ZTE).

· Migration proposed where there is a transition period with both legacy and merged specs (ZTE).

· Plenary agreed to merge 1434 & 1010 ( 1994.

· Pros and cons are missing from Alternative 1 to 3.
DISCUSSION:
· China Mobile proposes to study also how to handle the 25.105 specification in a new BS specification structure and in the same way as for 25.104. Ericsson will update Alternative 1, 2 and 3, to reflect the status of the 25.105 specification in the proposed new specification structure. ZTE will update Alternative 4 in the same way. Analysis for 25.105 will be developed off-line.
· For alt 4, Ericsson asks for the advantage of merging the single-RAT performance requirements into a new merged spec.

· For Alt 4, Ericsson asks what is meant by “freezing” the specs after 2-3 years. This will have to be clarified with the MCC, since it means that the spec will not maintained after a certain time. What is the formal procedure?
· Ericsson and ZTE will update the proposed alternatives and merge into the new document 1994.
WAY FORWARD:

· The merged document R4-131994 will be presented for approval.
3 Managing future RF features in a new structure

R4-131490, "TP on Managing future RF features in a new structure" (Ericsson).
STATUS:

· Three “types” of requirements and how to migrate them are given in R4-131490.
DISCUSSION:
· ALU and CATT points out that the wording regading single-RAT options needs to be enhanced..
WAY FORWARD:

· R4-131940 will be revised in R4-132019 and presented for approval.
4 Compliance for legacy BS

R4-131011, "Considerations on the legacy impact of New BS spec SID" (ZTE).
R4-131493, "TP on Compliance to legacy requirements in a new BS specifications structure" (Ericsson).
STATUS:

· There is consensus that legacy single-RAT requirements should remain for legacy BS.

· It has been discussed whether the legacy requirements are to be retained “forever” in future releases. It is remarked that this is outside the SI and should therefore not be documented in the TR. The contribution in R4‑121493 will be revised to remove the part on how to handle requirements in the future
· ZTE proposes in R4-131011 to merge clauses 11 and 13 in the TR.

· Regarding the proposal to merge clause 11 and 13, it was agreed to keep as is for now and possibly merge in the next meeting.
DISCUSSION:
· It was agreed to remove the part referring to how to handle requirements in the future.
WAY FORWARD:

· R4-131493 will be revised in R4-132010 and presented for approval.
· R4-131011 to be noted.

5 Regulatory references for Base Stations

R4-131850, "LS on BS RF and EMC specification structure (TFES(13)040015 LS to RAN4 on BS spec structure Source: ETSI MSGTFES, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN,ETSI MSG)" (ETSI MSGTFES).

R4-131851, "Response LS on BS and EMC RF specification structure (Source: ARIB, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN)" (ARIB (Association of Radio Industries and Businesses)).

R4-131488, "TP on Regulatory references for the BS structure" (Ericsson).

R4-131009, "LS to CCSA on BS and EMC RF specification structure" (ZTE).
STATUS:

· LS responses have been received from ETSI and ARIB.

· The text proposal in R4-131488 proposes to reflect the LS responses in the TR.
· A draft LS to be sent to CCSA is available. (R4-131009 ( 1992)
DISCUSSION:
· The proposal in the revised version of 1488 is agreeable.

· The updated LS to CCSA will be presented for approval.
WAY FORWARD:

· R4-131488 will be revised in R4-131994 and presented for approval.
· R4-131009 will be revised in R4-131992 and presented for approval.
6 Next steps

· Core spec analysis to be merged and updated.
· Test specs to be analysis in terms of the test suites and how they compare between specs today. Test tolerances will also need analysis. Volunteers are Ericsson, NSN, ZTE, CATT and Huawei.

· We must plan for how to do the migration; All in one meeting cycle or in phases, etc. This would be a separate topic for discussion and perhaps a new TR clause.  

