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1. Email discussion report
After the discussions and modifications of the original TP [1] at Ran1#74 bis, since no consensus was reached, an email discussion on the subject was decided.

The email discussion was launched by the moderator on 14th October based on the text in R1-134931, resuming also the supporters of the TP (Telecom Italia, DT, Huawei and Nokia) and companies expressing some concerns on it, such as Qualcomm and Alcatel Lucent.
The following comments were made on the reflector:
– Alcatel Lucent: some confusion can raise in using SA1 requirements directly into the RAN TR: in particular, some meanings of SA1 terminologies are different to those in RAN. As an example,  ProSe broadcast service, being a broadcast type of service, while the broadcast mode in RAN is a type of radio transmission, which could support broadcast, groupcast, unicast, and relay services.
–  U.S. DOC: mainly shares Alcatel Lucent views.
– Qualcomm: it is inappropriate to derive RAN1 requirements directly from SA1 TS. The RAN SID contains the relevant requirements in the objective section, and these requirements are already captured in the RAN TR, and hence there is no need to capture SA1 TS requirements in the RAN TR.
– Other companies such as Orange, Huawei, ITRI, supported the inclusion of requirements in the TR.

After the first round of opinions, the moderator highlighted the value of the coordination between RAN and SA groups, being the requirement phase one of the utmost importance.

With respect to the analysis of SA1 requirement, moderator proposed to follow a practical approach and to go one by one, identifying what is applicable or not to RAN and rewording the requirement only if necessary, inviting to point out specific concerns/clarifications on the SA1 wording captured in the TP, in order to try to elaborate a RAN based wording and/or ask SA1 for explanations. 

Since few feedback was received on the proposal, it was not possible to find an agreement and further refine the TP. 
Mr Chairman recognised that there are still different views and invited the group to further discuss this subject.
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