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RAN2 Liaison

The Chair reported (in RP-060005) that some RAN2 delegates were still unhappy about changes being made to TS 34.108 without any formal reference to RAN2 (and RAN1) either for advice or information, and also that TR 25.993 was not being used enough. 

I pointed out that I was surprised to hear this at the Plenary as one of the key advantages of co-locating with the other RAN WGs was to improve lines of communication; furthermore I had not received any comments about the ad hoc RAN2/RAN5 process for informal liaison. That said I did apologise if the process had not been followed by RAN5 members and promised to remind RAN5 of the need to keep RAN1 and RAN2 in the loop when changes or proposals for RBs were concerned. Please consider yourselves reminded.
Later notes: It is still not clear the extent or source of the comments above, however, please keep the other RAN WGs in the loop to avoid un-necessary work.

With respect to the comment about TR 25.993, I think this was related to the MBMS work that we have only just started in RAN5. I pointed out that at the first MBMS conference call, a RAN 2 delegate had joined in therefore the liaison was in place. A different delegate pointed out that the expertise for choosing the most appropriate RAB/ RB combinations for testing resided in RAN5 which means that if RAN5 wants to use TR 25.993 then of course it can do so.

ASN.1 Rel6

The freezing of Rel 6 ASN.1 was confirmed. This decision will enable TF160 to press ahead with the baseline change that is due to take place later this year.

Later notes: I have seen a report recently that suggests all is not well with this release and the current baseline change programme will need to be reviewed. TF160 to comment please.

TF160 Issues

The TF 160 report (RP-060041) and ToR (RP-060042) docs were approved with little or no comment. There was a question regarding the validation process involved for the TDD tests however I deflected that to offline discussion between the relevant parties. Regarding the underspend funding issue, there were no questions as such but the RAN Chair will have to report this to the 3GPP Finance Committee at the next meeting scheduled for 13 – 14 Mar 06. I should be able to comment further on this at RAN5#31 in Shanghai.

Later notes: I have received no further updates from TF160 so I am assuming there are no alarm bells at the moment.

CR Approval/Status Reports

All the CRs agreed at RAN5#30 were approved and the Status Reports were presented by the rapporteurs’ company delegates efficiently (see separate ROHC notes below). One point to raise here is that one RF group CR applied to 2 WIs which caused some confusion when the Status Report on the Testing of Improved Minimum Performance for HSDPA WI was provided. The report made reference to a CR to TS 34.121 although there was no associated CR ‘package’ because the relevant CR has already been approved under a TEI WI code. I see that Stoyan has already requested that these situations are avoided in future.

Regarding changes to WI descriptions (WID), it was clarified that the RAN Plenary did not need to review all changes (e.g. date changes, supporting companies, spec number/name clarification etc.) made by RAN5. These can be APPROVED at RAN5 and Stoyan will incorporate these into the RAN5 master Active WI list. If appropriate, the associated status report should reflect any changes to the WID, especially expected completion dates. Some critical changes, e.g. change of scope still need to be approved.
ROHC

Nokia presented the RAN5 ROHC Status Report which explained that 0% had been achieved. This prompted the RAN Chair to appeal for more contributions to RAN2 to complete the necessary specifications. Assuming that the RAN2 specs are available in Jun 06, I commented that the earliest that RAN5 will be ready will be in Sep 06, either way the WI will need to be updated. 

WI Approvals

The 4 WI proposals agreed at RAN5#30 were approved by the Plenary with little or no inspection because the meeting had over run.

One other WI proposal for RAN5 was made by IP Wireless in doc RP-060203 in support of HCR TDD for HSDPA. This was in response to the RAN Chair’s comments that if certain features are not going to be tested then they should be removed from the core specs. This prompted the rapporteur, Mr Derek Richards, to raise a WID to cover testing of HCR TDD for HSDPA for approval. The supporting companies are IPWireless, Orange, UTStarcom, TD-Tech, InterDigital, Polaris Wireless, T-Mobile of which only Orange is a regular attendee.
I pointed out to the Plenary that although the 3GPP procedures allow the direct approach, the practice in RAN5 (and T1 before) is that WIs should only be agreed if the once there was clear evidence that they would be resourced by companies. Furthermore as there is an impact for TF 160, it had to be understood that the supporting companies must be prepared to provide resources (money or expertise) to ensure there is any possibility that the associated TTCN work can be done in a timely manner. The rapporteur has promised to liaise with Shicheng regarding the provision of TTCN.

Later notes: I have yet to receive any feedback from TF160 regarding potential funding options or a timetable for this additional task. TF160 to comment please.

As Orange is the only company among the supporting companies that regularly attends RAN5, I will assume for now that the Orange delegate will coordinate the activity in RAN5, including the provision of test plans and delivery of CRs etc. on behalf of the non-attending supporting companies.  

Later notes: IPWireless will be represented at RAN5#31 so I am assuming that IPWireless will continue to provide the rapporteur. 
I also reminded the Plenary that the success of 3GPP is based on contributions i.e. a ‘bottom up’ approach and that this ‘top down’ approach (RAN to RAN5) is the least desirable way of instigating the testing aspects of the core specs. In any event I will be reporting on this WI at the next Plenary as to actual progress as well as evidence of commitment to TTCN.

Non RAN5 WI proposals for a Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) in UTRAN

RP-060205 was presented by the Rapporteur from Orange proposing options for GNSS and this was approved. The original proposal made reference to TS 34.171 with an expected completion time as Dec 07. I requested that this reference be removed because RAN5 would hold up the closure of the WI and in any event it is better from a tracking and liaison point of view for RAN5 to raise its own WI at the appropriate time in 2007. I am assuming that Orange will lead this work in RAN5 although this could change of course. The aspect of this particular WI will be influenced by the expectations placed upon RAN5 by external bodies such as the GCF and PTCRB. 

Meeting Dates

I informed the Plenary regarding the change of schedule in August. I was asked whether this was an exception. I explained that this was the only occasion this year it will happen and that the change was a compromise to allow those delegates who need to attend both RAN5 and RAN4 to be able to do so in separate weeks. No planning has been done for 2007 as yet.

Later notes: There are no rules about co-location as such and the opportunity exists for any company to sponsor a WG meeting in 2007. I understand that RAN5#35 (May 07) may well be in Japan but this has yet to be confirmed.

