H28.4
NICT - ZithstiedE s

Tk 26 FEBRARAZTRAMRSE | AHFEL E 21 —FHEHER (BR)
(BRZRHARA AL 26 R~ AL 29 )

MRFEESL 2iE (HEHEE) BT i
REES 1744 \ ESTRSEHEAKEARS (AEEZSHE)
RBRAN—=F ICTY—EARERBEAL | mmpers - MLSHERE. —BEFEAT LY SErE8L, THERY - AREELE. KRSHTY
=770 —>avRik BZRYT 7. HARHIRBAERII 22/ —> 3 VX, RASHHR VR T LRAFIER) A
B8 (Commissariat al’ énergie atomique et aux énergies alternatives (73 > X). Universidad de Cantabria (X XA
BECASERE T 2 B E Smart 10T RERIBEOA > ). Engineering Ingegneria Informatica S.p.A (4 %) 7). Easy Global Market (73> X), InnoTSD (73
H v A). Ayuntamiento de Santander (AXA ), Sopra (732 RX))

The project has produced some interesting results. The main achievement is the preparation for the actual federation of the experimental
facilities. Experimentation as a Service will also be a valuable tool for developers of IoT applications

The main innovation activities include the required steps towards the federation of the existing diverse and independently created testbeds
* and platforms in Europe and Japan. The identification of tools for integrating several heterogeneous solutions in federated environments is
A a first and main step for the development of an important data source for experimenters

I The interaction between the two research communities (European and Japanese) is evident and successful, and shows an efficient col laboration.
a The effort provided by the project management to bring the two communities together is appreciated

;i The impact of the project up tonow is limited, but acceptable, given that the project is only active since one year. Data management, dissemination
k and quality plans have been produced, and include useful strategies and activities to maximize the project’ s impacts. The activities on

dissemination, standardization and exploitation are of value
The reviewers concluded that the project progressed well during this first year, in accordance with its objectives and workplan, and also
appreciated the very good progress in the technical areas
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As an overal |l assessment, the technical focus of RAPID provides a very good framework for significant impact given that the proposed approach
is implemented and the expected results/specifications are achieved. However, during Y1, only component and system level descriptions and
discussions of a set of use cases at a high level (no detailed description) have been carried out. So, the technology leap and methodology required
* for RAPID’ s solution to be realised has not taken place (or at least reported) during Y1 of the project.

L Regarding the project management in Y2, detailed information including the evidence that the work is on schedule should be provided and routinely
i updated with financial reporting and resource allocations. The risk plan needs also to be revised and regularly reviewed

-] More information on the beam—forming requirements in terms of the beam width, steering angles and side—lobe levels and hence number of antenna
;i elements needs to be provided and documented, and also on the medium access control (MAC) requirements of the solution although it is recognised
~ that the specification of a new MAC is outside the scope of the project. This is because the MAC |imitations will impact the demonstrations and
what are the proposed solutions to mitigate to any associated constraints in considering use cases

In the standardization activities, the consortia need to cover awider selection of initiatives; for example, interactionwith ITU-R. In addition,
a plan needs to be produced to enable interaction with other European and Japanese 5G research projects

E2 il s
S Project has fully achieved its objectives and milestones for the period.
A Project has achieved most of its objectives and milestones for the period with relatively minor deviations.
B Project has achieved some of its objectives and milestones; however, corrective action will be required.
C Project has failed to achieve critical objectives and/or milestones and/or is severely delayed.
E Project has delivered exceptional results with significant immediate or potential impact (even if not all objectives were achieved).




