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Background and discussion

The topic of how to migrate to a new structure was brought up in the BS specification structure off-line discussion group [2]. This text proposal is based on the issues brought up and views expressed in the off-line discussion.
This contribution is a merge of [3] and [4], with some additional comments added from the ad hoc meeting [5].
Proposal

It is proposed that the attached text proposal is included in TR 37.810 [1].
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14
Migration of BS specification structure

<Text to be added: How to migrate the requirements in the present BS specification structure (including performance requirements) into a new specification structure >

For the migration of the existing 25-, 36- and 37- series specifications into the new specification structure, the following aspects need to be considered:

-
Analysis of each requirement by comparing it across 25-, 36- and 37- series specifications. 

-
Determination of new specification structure through the alternatives proposed in Clause 8. Based on the chosen alternative, a clear structure will be in place to base the migration on.  

-
Handling of regulatory requirements. These requirements are unique and highly dependent on the external SDOs. 

A work item plan for a New BS specification structure should describe what further studies that may be needed and in what order the specifications can be migrated through CRs. The analysis made in the study item of core, test and EMC specification will be very useful for the actual CR drafting, since it maps the requirements across the specifications and identifies which ones are well aligned already today and which ones that are more complex. The study of core requirements have been very thorough, while it is likely that some more detailed analysis will be needed for the test and EMC specifications in a WI phase.

From the specification analysis, it seems that the test specifications have the most complex relations due to the many elements involved such as test models, test configurations, test signal generation, procedures etc. The core requirements have a cleaner structure and relationship between specifications. A re-structuring could therefore start with the core specifications. While that is on-going, further analysis could be done of the test specifications and possibly the EMC specifications (if needed). As a second step after that, the test specifications can be merged into the new structure, to align with the core specifications. If the mapping between the structures is well defined, there should be no problem to have this phased approach for the migration.

The EMC specifications can be done as a final step. They are not updated with new features very often and have a simpler structure with fewer requirements and can therefore be updated independently. Note that EMC specifications are pure conformance test specifications, with no corresponding core requirement documented.

A work item for a New BS specification structure can then be conducted in four phases:

1.
Development and preparation of the new specification structure and further analysis of the specifications

2.
Produce a new core specification and CRs to existing core specifications 

3.
Produce a new test specification and CRs to existing test specifications

4.
Produce a new EMC specification CRs to existing EMC specifications




One possibility is to run the preparation phase over two meeting cycles and then have one meeting cycle each of the three CR phases. This should give sufficient time for further analysis and development of the structure before drafting CRs, Since the approached is phased care has to be taken to make sure that the consistency is maintained between core and test specifications 
In the migration, there may be CRs submitted in parallel for other Rel-12 work items and Cat A CRs stemming from previous releases. Those have to be tracked carefully by the MCC and the WI Rapporteur, since any type of CR can be seen as overlapping with a re-structuring CR. These CRs will have to be “overlaid” on the restructuring. This should work, since the re-structuring will not change any actual requirements. It may not really be possible to “hold off” CRs of other on-going work items, considering the RAN4 time schedule. There is however no work item in Rel-12 with a large impact on the BS specifications, so the impact may actually be larger from Cat A CRs.

During the WI phase, the work format could be to use a TR to document decision on the structure and attachments in the form of draft TS text, to be used as basis for the coming new specifications.. It is however noted that in the end a single CR per existing specification plus a new specification will be needed and it has to be produced in a single meeting cycle from the latest specification version.
