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1.
Background
SA Liaison Statement

SP-050408 is an LS from SA entitled Liaison Statement on Testing and Time to Market for New Functionality that seeks RAN5’s advice on alternative methods of testing to reduce the time it takes to develop tests. It has arisen from the discussions that took place in CT regarding the potential for IOT for CSI. Of course you can review the document at your leisure but for your convenience I have extracted the request:

TSG RAN WG5 is invited to identify other methodologies than the currently used ISO 9646 testing methods. In addition TSG RAN WG5 is invited to indicate if the other methods are to be seen as an alternative to the existing methodologies or if they are to be seen as a temporary measure allowing the introduction of features and services into the market before the formal testing becomes available.  RAN 5 is requested to provide the results of their analysis into CT, RAN, and SA.

RAN Feature Clean Up
During the RAN Plenary there were quite lengthy discussions regarding how RAN5 should deal with tests associated with the RAN Feature Clean Up task. The affected features are as follows:

80 ms TTI for DCH, SSDT, Observed time difference to GSM cell, Support of dedicated pilot as sole phase reference, Tx diversity closed loop mode2, DSCH (FDD mode), DRAC, Compressed mode by puncturing, CPCH

As you know RAN5 asked for guidance on this issue and as previously indicated, the outcome was as follows:

There was some debate on how should RAN WG5 implement the feature clean up, given that the group keeps the tests for all Releases in a single document. The choice is either to remove the tests for these features, and any reference to them as a parameter to other tests, or to leave the test with a mention so as they are only applicable for R99 and Rel-4. The second option was preferred, but noting that some of these features may not even have associated tests.

The guidance for WG5 will be to check which of the features being removed have tests in WG5 specifications, or are referred in any way in WG4 specifications, and to produce the CRs indicating that those tests or parameters only apply for R99 and Rel-4.

The implication for RAN5 is straight forward in that RAN5 should now develop CRs to the various parts of the affected specs to indicate that the test spec (or parameters), only apply to R99 and Rel4, but not from Rel 5 onwards. 

Work Item Updates

An extract of the RAN Plenary minutes with respect to WI updates – as they affect RAN5 are as follows:

RP-050285        Enhanced FDD Uplink – no negative issues, NEC to be added as a supporting company. Approved.

RP-050286        IMS Call Control – Cingular to be added as a supporting company. Issues (see below) but Approved 

RP-050367        IMS Call Control (RIM proposed changes) – not approved

RP-050385        1700 MHz Band for Japan – no negative issues. Approved

Enhanced FDD Uplink

No negative issue but it was noted that the WI doesn't have impact in the core specifications of the ME or the AN; contributions are expected at RAN5#28.

IMS Call Control Issues

It was noted that the WI doesn't have impact in the core specifications of the ME or the AN. You will also see from the extract that RIM had some concerns regarding the usefulness of this WI given that the core spec referred to was TS 24.229 Rel 5. Consequently RIM provided an alternative WI that clarified the purpose of the WI but made references to TS 24.229 Rel 6. After some debate the original document was approved and the minutes read: 

As a way forward, it is agreed to approve this WI for the Rel-5 basic IMS functionality. To cover the Rel-6 functionality needed for the enablers, interested companies can present a second WI in RAN WG5. This group will have to review that eventual new WI for the Rel-6 part, and to clarify the scope of RP-050286 in order to make clear that it affects Rel-5 IMS.

Regarding this issue, I have since discussed this further with RIM; what I am expecting by the next RAN5 meeting is for RIM to:

a. Liaise with the rapporteur to clarify the wording in the approved WI (RP-050286)

b. Prepare a proposal for a related Rel 6 version of the WI, subject to the attainment of supporting companies.  

1700 MHz Band

You will see from RP-050385 that RAN5 is a secondary WG therefore action is required. DoCoMo will be providing some technical papers for information at RAN5#28, but actual CRs cannot be finalised until after the next round of RAN WG 1, 2, 4 meetings, which occurs in the following week. Therefore I anticipate that this work can be started and (hopefully) finalised at RAN5#27 in Nov 05. 

Work Item Processing

One of the consequences of RAN5 moving from T to RAN is that we will have to adopt different WI management procedures. If you review RP-050266 (attached) you will see from the latest RAN5 WI update that this aspect of WG life is an ‘area for improvement’. This is mainly historical in that no-one outside T1 was too concerned about how we did our work as long as we produced results. I must also shoulder the blame as the last T1 Chair for not sorting it out earlier. The fact is that this must change because a great deal of our work will be scrutinised in the RAN arena as we become more integrated and, frankly speaking, this is long overdue anyway. 

The problem is that in the distant past the rapporteur-ship has been simply labelled as the T1 Chairman or T1 Sig SWG Chair etc., which is no longer valid anyway. In some cases the rapporteur no longer attends the WG and that supporting companies are no longer represented.

The way ahead is that every WI will need to be reviewed so that after RAN5#28 all WIs will have a named rapporteur and an up to date list of supporting companies. The rapporteur will be responsible for owning the WI and providing a short report for the RAN Plenary (separate from the status report). This may sound like more work but if everyone adopts a positive attitude and the work is shared, then it should be very straight forward. I also think there are going to be some significant benefits:

a. WI ownership leads to be better management including progress tracking

b. Improved focus of RAN5 work requirements by removing unwanted or unsupported WIs.

c. Enhanced visibility of WI progress at the RAN Plenary which in turn improves the cooperation and support between RAN5 and the other RAN WGs

d. Removal of the painful WI progress exercise during the RAN5 WGs (to be replaced by WI reports at the Plenary).

I should add that rapporteurs will not need to present their short reports at the Plenary in person as a company colleague can do this or, failing that, I can. 

In future, proposed WIs agreed at the WG are to be presented by the rapporteur or by a delegate of the rapporteur’s company at the Plenary for approval (as opposed to the RAN5 Chair). Thereafter the same procedure for current WIs will be followed.

2. Action to RAN5: 
Action specified in relevant documents
3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG5 Meetings:
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