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1. Introduction
In this document, we will provide a summary on WG ToR discussion, using the following contributions as a starting point:

· RP-210194
Terms of Reference of 3GPP TSG RAN WG1
RAN1
· RP-210195
Terms of Reference of 3GPP TSG RAN WG2
RAN2

· RP-210196
Terms of Reference of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3
RAN3

· RP-210197
Terms of Reference of 3GPP TSG RAN WG4
RAN4

· RP-210198
Terms of Reference of 3GPP TSG RAN WG5
RAN5

2. Discussion 
The email discussion is organized as follows:

· Initial Round till Tuesday 23rd March 11:59h UTC: Final deadline for comments on Initial email discussions
· Intermediate Round till 

· Wednesday 24th March 10:59h UTC: Deadline for comments on Intermediate Summaries

· Thursday 25th March 11:59h UTC: Final deadline for technical comments

· Final Round till Friday 26th March 10:59h UTC: Deadline for final comments

1.1 Initial Round
Questions:

· Any questions/comments/suggestion to the set of ToRs prepared by WG chairs?
	Company
	Views

	CT Chair
	Only RP-210198 (RAN5) is fully aligned with the guidelines and recommendations for the overview part given in the template. It could be used as reference by other RAN WGs.
All CT and SA WGs have followed the same template. 

Here are detailed comments on the overview part (the one that will be published on the 3GPP website):

· RP-210194 (RAN1)

· Proposed change in the first paragraph

· OLD: “Within the scope of TSG-RAN, RAN WG1 (RAN1) is responsible…”.

· NEW: “Within the 3GPP Technical Specification Group Radio Access Network (TSG RAN), 3GPP TSG RAN WG1 (RAN1) is responsible”
· Missing a paragraph highlighting current key activities, starting with “RAN1 is currently responsible of …”

· RP-210195 (RAN2)

· Proposed change in the first paragraph

· OLD: “RAN WG2 is in charge of…”

· NEW: “Within the 3GPP Technical Specification Group Radio Access Network (TSG RAN), 3GPP TSG RAN WG2 (RAN2) is in charge of…”

· The second paragraph should start with only “RAN2 is”. Please remove “Within the scope of TSG RAN” 

· Missing a paragraph in the overview highlighting current key activities, starting with “RAN1 is currently responsible of …”

· RP-210196 (RAN3)

· Proposed change in the first paragraph

· OLD: “RAN WG3 is responsible…”

· NEW: “Within the 3GPP Technical Specification Group Radio Access Network (TSG RAN), 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 (RAN3) is responsible…”

· Missing a paragraph highlighting current key activities, starting with “RAN1 is currently responsible of …”

· RP-210197 (RAN4)

· Proposed change in the first paragraph

· OLD: “RAN WG4 works on the RF aspects …”

· NEW: “Within the 3GPP Technical Specification Group Radio Access Network (TSG RAN), 3GPP TSG RAN WG4 (RAN4) works on the RF aspects …”

· A lot of acronyms are used that may not be self-explicit and easy to understand for everybody.

· Missing a paragraph highlighting current key activities, starting with “RAN1 is currently responsible of …”

· RP-210198 (RAN5)

· Proposed change in the first paragraph

· OLD: “Within the 3GPP Technical Specification Group Radio Access Network (TSG RAN), the 3GPP TSG RAN WG5”

· NEW: “Within the 3GPP Technical Specification Group Radio Access Network (TSG RAN), the 3GPP TSG RAN WG5 (RAN5)”

One small comment on the Scope of responsibilities for RP-210198 (RAN5):

· I assume that the bullet list in the Overview part should also be included in the Scope of responsibilities, before the liaison required with other SDO/WG.

	RAN2 Chair
	I am fine to modify slightly to align with the template e.g. to add “Within the scope of TSG-RAN” etc. 
However I have not understood why we need the key activities “.. currently responsible ..” section. RAN2 responsibility in principle doesn’t change much, and I would prefer to keep the ToR a bit short similar to previously, and avoid updates for every release .. 

	CT Chair
	Regarding the current activities, the goal is not to update the overview part for each release.
But it can be used to highlight key activities that we know that they will span several releases e.g. Support of NR Industrial Internet of Things (IoT) or Solutions for NR for Non-terrestrial networks (NTN) 

I’m not following closely the wok done in RAN2 so I don’t know if the examples are relevant. It is only for illustration. 

	RAN3 Chair
	I have the same concern as Johan. "Current activities" are whatever we are working on according to approved WIDs and SIDs. I would strongly disagree with the sort of "key activity list" you are suggesting. ToR are not a list of topics.

	CT Chair
	We are only discussing about the “overview” part here. It is only for information, to be published on the 3GPP website. It can be used for “advertising” some key topics.

The Terms of Reference, the real ones, defining the objectives of the group are contained in the “Scope of responsibilities” part, on which I have nothing to comment. This point was clarified in the template and in the emails exchanged with the WG chairs.

	RAN3 Chair
	the "advertising" is exactly what I'm concerned about.
Which topics to "advertise", and how much, will soon become a major source of controversy. I would prefer not to fuel controversy if I can.

	CT Chair
	I don’t see the kind of controversy that this overview could cause if for instance it is just used to highlight the work on the functional split and open interfaces done in RAN WGs. And it could be the case for some other key topics.

Of course, we must not be tight to a specific WI or a release. But there is still some room for improvement.

	Deutsche Telekom
	I raised this already on the RAN2 reflector on 19/3/2021:

1) Is this still valid ? “Definition of RRM strategies to be supported by RAN” 
· I assume that is legacy from TR 25.922 (https://portal.3gpp.org/desktopmodules/Specifications/SpecificationDetails.aspx?specificationId=1345) 

2) I don’t think this limited to OAM ? “Specification of procedures for measurement collection for OAM purposes and the radio interface protocols used to collect them”
· I read this as being “MDT” and potentially “RAN data collection support”
I propose:

1)  “Definition of RRM strategies to be supported by RAN” 

2) “Specification of procedures for measurement collection for OAM, network operation and RRM purposes and the radio interface protocols used to collect them”



	RAN2 Chairman Reply to Axel / DT 
	On the first point, I believe that RAN2 scope and responsibility with respect to RRM topics in general hasn’t changed much since UMTS and it hasn’t been removed from RAN2, i.e. I believe it still applies to EUTRA and NR. I’d be ok to improve the wording if any improvement can be found on short notice. 

On the second point, I think your proposal is agreeable, but I’d like to keep open for other comments also for during intermediate round (if possible). 

	Huawei
	Here are our comments on the remaining details of the description of the scope of responsibility of the RAN WG ToRs.

RAN1 ToR:

It would be better pluralizing ‘interfaces’, as it seems to being slightly mis-used in the singular to refer to the air interface specifically.
RAN2 ToR: 
1)
Suggestion to remove “communication” after sidelink, given that sidelink communication is a specific terminology which doesn’t cover LTE sidelink discovery.

· For sidelink communication, between UEs; and

2)
On the OAM sentence, to reflect that here OAM is used in a broad way (see RAN Chair comments on RAN2 reflector) and avoid overlap with RAN3 scope, we could say 

Specification of radio procedures for measurement collection for “OAM” purposes and the radio interface protocols used to collect them
3)

One question on the last bullet: For EUTRA, specifications of the services offered by the physical layer to upper layers
Is it supposed to cover only 36.302? Or is it supposed to also cover overall stage 2 (including e.g. 36.300, 38.300, 37.340)?

	RAN1 Chair
	Thanks for all the valuable comments. I will update RAN1 ToR for the following:

· CT’s chair’s first comment

· Huawei’s comment on “interfaces”

Regarding adding examples of current activities, I share similar views as RAN2 chair and RAN3 chair. Selective advertisement is a source of controversy. 

	R2 Chair, Huawei Reply
	Ok, I adopted the Huawei proposal for the measurement collection etc bullet, rather than the DT proposal. 

Thanks for the Question, If I remember correctly the “services offered by physical layer” only relates to the 36.302 TS (and earlier also 25.302). For NR we decided to not have a similar TS, and the 36302 hasn’t been much updated for a long time, and even for LTE the 36302 wasn’t particularly important. Hmm – so maybe this is a line of non-importance that should be removed?! The R1 R2 work split is currently not crystal clear, and there has been some issues in R16 and it seems maybe in R17, but that particular line IMHO doesn’t help at all for NR. I’d be ok to either keep or remove this line anyway. 

	Deutsche Telekom to RAN2 Chair
	On 1) Please give me one reference to a TR/TS where RAN2 “defines a RRM strategy” … I do not think there is any …

On 2) I do not agree on the restriction to OAM. This is too simple. E.g. as part of MDT the measurements or RAN data collection the measurement results go to other systems than OAM … this needs to be reflected (open to wording, but Huawei addition does not cover this aspect)

	CT Chair
	I don’t see the kind of controversy that this overview could cause if for instance it is just used to highlight the work on the functional split and open interfaces done in RAN WGs. And it could be the case for some other key topics.

Of course, we must not be tight to a specific WI or a release. But there is still some room for improvement.


Proposals:

· RAN WG chairs to update the ToRs as necessary based on the comments so far.
1.2 Intermediate Round
Questions:

· Any questions/comments/suggestion to the set of updated ToRs prepared by WG chairs?

	Company
	Views

	Huawei
	Our comment on the sidelink still stands: we suggest to remove “communication” after sidelink, given that sidelink communication is a specific terminology which doesn’t cover LTE sidelink discovery.
RAN2 ToR: 
· For sidelink communication, between UEs; and

Note that our earlier question about stage-2 was not limited to 36.302. We prefer to keep the last bullet, but still wonder where is stage-2 covered for other stage-2 specs (36.300, 38.300, 37.340, etc).

	R2 Chair
	Huawei, on communication: ok no problem; 

Huawei: On the Stage-2 responsibility, for this update of ToR there was a general request to avoid mentioning of Stage-2 in all ToRs. In my opinion it indeed makes sense to avoid it, as it is not clear what it means, and for different stage-2 TSes in 3GPP there are different responsibility splits between groups for the production of the contents, and the stage-2 TS is used in different ways (e,g, when comparing SA and RAN). For example: RAN2 indeed has a significant responsibility for MR-DC arch, which is new with NR, but at least between RAN2 chair and vice-chairs we thought this in principle was covered well with current statements without change ..
DT: Yes I agree we never use the word RRM strategies, but according to e.g. TR25922 RRM strategies shall be interpreted widely and includes functionality and procedures etc for: Idle mode cell selection reselection barring etc, Handover, admission control, radio bearer control, dynamic resource allocation, Power management, Radio Link handling, codec mode control etc. and for these kind of functionalities the RAN2 responsibility hasn’t changed much since UMTS, it is in principle the same for EUTRA and NR, so even though the old wording indeed is not crystal clear I saw no reason to change it. 
I’ll make a proposal for the “OAM” line. 

	CT Chair
	My update was just to thank the RAN WG chairs for the updated versions of the ToRs, taking into account my comments on the overview part.

I still believe that a specific paragraph highlighting the current activities would be valuable (as indicated in my previous comment). But it is obviously up to the WG to decide exactly what they want to put in the overview part that will be published on the website. 


It seems that the ToRs for RAN1/RAN3/RAN4/RAN5 are stable, no further discussion is deemed necessary.

For the RAN2 ToR, companies are encouraged to do further checking.

	Company
	Views

	
	


1.3 Final Round

3. Conclusion
Based on the email discussion, the following are proposed:

TBD
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