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1	Discussion
The notion of feature parity between 5GS and EPS covers:
a)	Retrofitting/aligning 5GS features and functionality in EPS
b) 	Importing EPS features and functionality in 5GS (not further discussed below).
The specification of NR and the 5G System in Rel-15 is nearing completion, with the added support for Options 4, and 7 expected in Rel-15 early next year. In other words, Rel-15 specifications will contain support for all deployment options laid out at TSG#72/June 2016 and through these standards allow all EPS-to-5GS migration scenarios. 
At the same time, E-UTRA and EPS have further evolved in Rel-15 in particular to address IMT2020 requirements (e.g. HRLLC), there being a genuine interest to allow deployment of new value-adding services over E-UTRA and over EPS (e.g. with EN-DC) as 5GS deployments with NR and/or E-UTRA- gradually bloom.
As 3GPP enters into Rel-16, feature parity aspect a) above if adopted as a 3GPP way forward, may lead to a “let the market decide” approach. This has a clear risk of fragmentation which cannot be ignored in terms of the overall ecosystem viability. It is relevant in terms of radio access and core networks. As time passes, the criticality of this question will be more pressing. It is our opinion that 3GPP ought to mitigate this risk as far as possible within its specifications for the long term health of the ecosystem.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Given the above we propose that the retrofit of 5GS features and functionality in EPS shall be subject to scrutiny in 3GPP, especially as we prioritize Rel-16 work in this plenary round. As with all things in 3GPP, this work will have to be bound by 3GPP working procedures. In this respect, we recommend:
Recommendation 1: any proposal to align EPS features/functionality with those in 5GS shall be treated on a case-by-case basis, subject to independent work item proposals (study/feature) and normal working procedures.
Revisions in SP-180313 of SA1 SMARTER_Ph2 WID and in SP-180463 of SA1 CyberCAV WID are not in line with recommendation 1.
Recommendation 2: new features should be aimed only at 5GS.
In addition, as TSG SA is discussing focus areas in this plenary, we further recommend:
Recommendation 3: focus areas do not by default apply to both EPS and 5GS.
Last, we also recommend:
Recommendation 4: the prioritization effort shall be made in consideration of a common time-pool across 5GS and EPS.
.
3 Proposal
The recommendations derived and justified above lead to the proposals below:
Proposal 1: Send guidance to SA WGs that any proposal to align EPS features/functionality with those in 5GS shall be treated on a case-by-case basis, subject to independent work item proposals (study/feature) and normal working procedures. 
Proposal 2: The revisions in SP-180313 of SA1 SMARTER_Ph2 WID and in SP-180463 of SA1 CyberCAV WID to include EPS shall be discussed.
Proposal 3: New features should be aimed only at 5GS.
Proposal 4: Focus area identification and agreement shall explicitly identify the system to which it is targeted and time units shall be allocated accordingly.
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