1

3GPP TSG RAN meeting#30





















RP-050804
Malta, 29th November – 02nd December 2005
Source:
Vodafone Group, China Mobile
Title:
Work plan for the Long Term Evolution study item
Agenda Item:
8.18.3
Document for:
Discussion & Decision

Introduction

The Long Term Evolution aims at providing a major step forward in terms of system performance with respect to UTRAN. Achieving this step change should be considered as the strong priority driving the work. In order to make sure the best concept is designed to achieve this, it is essential that the work plan would be flexible enough to support efficiently the decision process. This paper discusses the work plan for the feasibility study on Evolved UTRA and UTRAN and proposes a way forward.
Discussion

According to the current work plan in [1], firm decision dates have been assigned for major milestones in the feasibility study. Although we believe that this current work plan is suitable, it should be clear that it should not undermine the quality of the decisions. Indeed for each major decision it is important that there is sufficient technical analysis in such a way that a decision can be taken with a sufficient level of confidence. In that sense companies should not feel totally tied by the work plan and realise that if there is not enough background analysis supporting a decision the issue should be flagged to the RAN plenary with the possibility to extend the decision deadline appropriately. It should be recognised that the primary focus should be on making the LTE system reach the highest system performance in the long term and the work plan adapted to support this goal.
The discussions on the decision on the multiple access is a good example of such issue, where RAN1 actually had to take a decision at meeting#43 with insufficient system performance analysis to support the decision. Although we do not contest the decision taken in RAN1, we believe we should make sure in the future that there is adequate background available for companies to be able to make decisions on the different aspects of LTE.
It is also important that these decisions are not treated in isolation but that a system view is taken; i.e. the joint benefits of different technology combinations are considered leading towards the overall system performance goals. For example: in addition to looking at the relative performances of two techniques when comparing them for a particular decision, it should be considered whether one technique or the other combines better with other aspects of the system design and therefore provide better overall performance.
Overall we believe it is worth considering in the future whether the completion date of June 2006 is appropriate. We are concerned that this completion date might cause unnecessary rush on major decisions which would deserve more careful analysis. We believe that intermediate decision points are still required in order to avoid following too many tracks at the same time to the detriment of the quality of the final output. As mentioned before there should be sufficient flexibility in the work plan to accommodate changes to modify the intermediate decision points when necessary.
An important part of the study item is the system performance evaluation of the full LTE concept, which should allow a suitable conclusion to be made to the study item. It is essential that we could have confidence in the results of this evaluation. Hence we would like to make sure that the work plan also allows enough time to ensure the required quality expected from the evaluation. Note that it should be decided which working group is performing the evaluation. Our expectation would be at least to have at least 3 independent sources of results according to the different metrics defined in [1].
Way Forward

Our proposal is to adopt the following way forward:

· Recognise that the primary focus should be on making the LTE systems reach the highest system performance in the long term and that the work plan should be adapted to support this goal.
· Recognise that decisions should not be made in isolation but that the joint benefit of technology combinations should be considered.
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