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· ETSI and its partners submitted its candidate to the IMT Advanced process as "LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)" which is now referenced in ITU-R documentation as IMT-ADV/8.
· Marketing has been done as LTE to be the next step:
GSM=>UMTS=>LTE
· Many LTE systems are coming on line as further evolution from 3G technologies; both UTRAN (UMTS) and cdma-2000

· Both R8 and R9 have been submitted to ITU-R M.1457 as E-UTRAN
(not explicitly as LTE)

· Standardization body name has never been used before in any ITU-R submission. Moreover, the input into ITU-R is done by the recognised SDOs (i.e OPs) and therefore it would not seem appropriate to use the tag “3GPP” since this gives the impression that this is a (new) standards body whereas the OPs are standards bodies where IPRs are declared, etc.
(Note: ETSI, ARIB, TTA, CCSA standards are needed for market access!)

· In many countries, spectrum licence allows “technology evolutions” but not necessarily new technology; i.e 2G technologies for 2G spectrum, 3G technologies for 3G spectrum, etc.

· Open Question: what will the market (some ITU Member States) think? Will they demand that the operator must get licence for 4G spectrum before using the “new technology”?
Note: This is not the case in USA where technology is not tied to a specific spectrum but is the case in many countries incl. CEPT/Europe

· 3G spectrum operators will be able to use E-UTRAN (i.e. LTE networks) since it is part of M.1457 without asking for 4G spectrum to deply the new technology

· They may be able to argue with their regulators that LTE  is a further evolution of the E-UTRAN technology moving from R8=>R9=R10 and hence does not necessarily need specific 4G spectrum licence

· Therefore the choices can be narrowed down to 
(assuming 3GPP tag is NOT used – see above):

· LTE

· LTE (Advanced)

· LTE-Advanced

I would propose a simple “LTE” to provide all the flexibility to argue about the use of 3G spectrum and avoid having to specifically ask for 4G spectrum.

The other choice could be “LTE (Advanced)” which may also provide the necessary ambiguity; i.e. rule out specific terminology “LTE-Advanced”

