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Following the advice of the 32nd meeting of the RAG (see Summary of Conclusions CA/277), the BR Director encouraged ITU-R Study Groups to identify and report any challenges, overlaps, or opportunities for improvement in their current scope of work (see Additional Information on the Summary of Conclusions of the 32nd meeting of the RAG). 
This report compiles the available feedback provided by each ITU-R Study Group. 
2	Study Group 1
The meeting of Study Group 1 (Geneva, 19 June 2025) noted the information provided in Administrative Circular CA/277 and in Document 1/45.
3	Study Group 3
During the 2025 meeting Study Group 3 (SG 3) reviewed Document RAG/43 which highlighted that as technologies were evolving, they were pushing the service boundaries, demanding a coordinated approach between groups and challenging the current ITU-R Study Groups ability to work efficiently. The document noted that there was no significant revision to the SG structure since 2007 and that a review would be timely.
Study Group 3 observed that many of the technologies listed as key examples in Document RAG/43 were supported by current study topics under Questions in its purview, developed through contributions from participating Administrations and/or Sector Members. Indeed, the use of Artificial Intelligence (AI) and how it can be leveraged by SG 3 in modelling radio-wave propagation prediction, as well as its use in developing models of parameters or phenomena relevant in the prediction of radio-wave propagation was a key area of work taking into account the need for stability, transparency, and explainability which were essential for administrations to trust model outputs. 
Discussions highlighted the importance of establishing enduring decisions on spectrum, standards and regulation being based on fundamental principles electromagnetic wave propagation theory and backed by physical evidence. The days when spectrum resources were allocated on a service-exclusive basis and managed using models that were service-specific, in ways that inhibited sharing with new entrants from a different service, were long past. It was important that SG 3’s propagation recommendations were formulated in a manner that considered the propagation path placing all services on the same footing, one that treated each and every technology without bias or preference. Fidelity to the scientific method and predictive accuracy with respect to relevant measurements being the sole evaluation criteria. 
Noting that the last review of Study Group structures considered, but rejected, merging SG 3 with SG 1, concern was raised that the idea might re‑emerge. It was therefore important to highlight the fundamentally different approaches used by the two groups. Study Group 1 focused on how specific technologies generate, detect and used radiocommunication signals, including how different systems interacted at receivers, with performance tied closely to system‑specific hardware and software. Study Group 3, by contrast, studied how signal strengths varied across time and space irrespective of the underlying technology. Although both groups’ expertise was essential for coexistence and compatibility, their knowledge bases had minimal overlap. For administrations with limited resources, merging those two groups might increase pressure on already stretched experts and would not yield efficiencies. 
As mentioned above, the remit of SG 3 was to provide service-neutral, up-to-date and evidence-based, information on the modelling of propagation paths. The P-series Recommendations were important inputs to the work of the other SGs. To achieve that objective, SG 3 needed to apply current scientific methods and collected data representative of all environments, so that those prediction methods could be applied locally, regionally and globally. Academia provided many of the most valuable contributions. The membership of SG 3 was keenly aware that it was becoming increasingly difficult to get support for academic participation in the ITU-R. This was mainly due to the lack of visibility of their significant contributions to Recommendations, which were not attributed within the text. Academic publication cycles introduced delays because authors had to publish first before submitting to ITU-R. This made it difficult to attract new experts to the group. 
Study Group 3 recognised the ongoing difficulty of attracting and retaining qualified Working Party (WP) Chairs. The role required deep technical expertise, strong leadership and communication skills, and a substantial personal commitment, often with limited recognition or reward. Chairs had to prepare extensively for each meeting, reviewing documents, allocating them to subgroups, and coordinating with other WPs, on top of managing sessions and ongoing work. Unlike some Study Groups where employers considered the investment worthwhile, SG 3 often faced limited organisational support. Many technically qualified participants could secure only partial funding and others receive no support at all, covering their own travel and accommodation costs to attend meetings in Geneva. This inconsistent resourcing placed additional pressure on potential Chairs and made sustained leadership particularly challenging for SG 3.
The improvement in the tools available for collaboration with remote participants at meetings over recent years was important, enabling participants that were not able to travel to contribute to discussions. Correspondence Groups (CGs) were a vital resource in progressing work between meetings especially with respect to providing propagation modelling advice for WRC-27 agenda items to the responsible groups.  However, it had also been noticeable that it was easier to progress work when delegates were present in person. Study Group 3 would welcome any further tools that could assist members in working together during CG activities or during physical meetings with remote participation was welcomed by SG 3.
Working Parties in SG 3 typically met once a year[footnoteRef:2], giving members time to carry out the research needed to develop and refine P‑series Recommendations. Technical inputs covered a wide range of subjects and were often lengthy and complex. Study Group 3 recognised the importance of thorough review, and contributions were submitted throughout all stages of research from experiment design and data collection to analysis and model development. Each stage already underwent review, and this should be reflected in the approval process. Mature models that were reviewed during development should not face unnecessary delays once new Recommendation text was prepared. Because SG 3 met annually, delays at that stage could slow the update of Recommendations and the progress of the WP work programme. Working Parties should have the flexibility to assess the maturity of the material and send it forward to approval at the appropriate time to ensure timely outputs while maintaining appropriate levels of scrutiny. [2:  	Typically in the second year following a WRC an additional meeting is called to focus on addressing issues related to new modelling requirements to support WRC agenda item studies within other SGs.] 

4	Study Group 4
Study Group 4 considered the additional information on the summary of conclusions of the 32nd meeting of the RAG contained in Document 4/38 and noted the related multi-country input contribution in Document 4/47 on challenges, overlaps, or opportunities for improvement in the current scope of work of Study Group 4. 
5	Study Group 5
Study Group 5 noted the additional information on the summary of conclusions of the 32nd  meeting of the RAG contained in Document 5/65 and considered the related multi-country input contribution in Document 5/96.
6	Study Group 6
Study Group 6 discussed in depth its scope during the September 2025 meeting, discussions are still ongoing, however, for the time being no overlaps of scopes and no particular issues have been identified with respect to other ITU‑R Study Groups.
ITU-R SG 6 supports the initiative taken at the 32nd meeting of the Radiocommunications Advisory Group on the Liaison to TSAG about duplication of work in ITU-R and ITU-T. Study Group 6 recognises this is an ongoing activity where guidelines would be advisable.
7	Study Group 7
The 32nd meeting of the RAG took place after the last meeting of Study Group 7. Consequently, Study Group 7 did not have the opportunity to consider the additional information on the summary of conclusions of the 32nd  meeting of the RAG contained in Document 7/35, and therefore had no comments to provide at the time of drafting of this report.
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