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Zhuhai, P. R. China
       Agenda Items 7.1.5.2.3

18th – 22nd November, 2013

Source: WI Rapporteur

Meeting Minutes of
MSRD for VAMOS Telco#2
DATE AND TIME 

Tuesday, 8th October 2013, 9.00 – 10.50 CEST.
PARTICIPANTS
Alcatel-Lucent: Mr. Antonello Pisu
Blackberry: Mr. Werner Kreuzer 
Com-Research: Mr. Hans Kalveram
Ericsson: Ms. Xun Qiu, Mr. Olof Liberg
Huawei: Mr. Chao Luo
MediaTek: Mr. Chun-Ming Kuo
NSN: Mr. Khairul Hasan (WI Rapporteur), Mr. Juergen Hofmann (Moderator)
ST-Ericsson: Mr. Sajal Kumar Das
Agenda
1. Approval of Agenda
2. Review of VAMOS III performance sheet

3. Discussion on the formula to derive final performance figures
4. Conformance Testing - Review of 3GPP TSs requiring CR
5. Work Plan
6. AOB

 
DISCUSSION
1. Approval of Agenda
The agenda was approved without change. 
2. Review of VAMOS III Performance Sheet
Contribution: VAMOS III Performance Comparison, source: WI Rapporteur

Presented by: Khairul Hasan
Discussion: 

Com-Research: With respect to rapporteur’s observation that Com-Research figures for TCH/AHS was missing in case of Sensitivity, Propagation conditions: TU50 no FH, Corr.=0.7; AGI=-6dB, GSM 900 and GSM 850 band, Com-Research would like to highlight that only TCH/AHS7.4 results were missing not all TCH/AHS codec modes. Com-Research were not able to submit results for High Band and DTX scenarios before the Telco. However, no major deviation from Low Band results would be expected for High Band for a given SCPIR.

Com-Research: Agreed with the rapporteur’s observation that the improvements compared to VAMOS II figures varied considerably depending on the propagation conditions and antenna correlation, but did not vary significantly due to the variation of SCPIR levels or frequency bands.
Com-Research: Concurred with the rapporteur’s observation that for adjacent channel interference, i.e. VDTS-4, the spread was higher than the spread for co-channel interference. For VDTS-4 the C/I operational point was quite low, so it was not surprising that the spread would be higher. Also commented that, this spread for VDTS-4 depended on implementation aspects, and it was unlikely that this could be reduced. 

ST-Ericsson: would submit figures shortly, around 20th October.

MediaTek: Using the average gain over VAMOS II figure could be one way to compare the performance. But there could be other ways to compare the figures. For example, the “least improvement” could also be used to compute the spread. This should be looked at, as otherwise, figures that were very close to VAMOS II performance for some scenarios could be hidden. Referring to their contribution in GP-130147 submitted to GERAN#57 showing gain of a MS supporting MSRD for VAMOS against a VAMOS II MS.

Rapporteur: Requested MediaTek to provide examples of other ways of computing the average spread. Also, suggested Com-Research to communicate off-line to indicate where VAMOS III was poorer to VAMOS II performance.

Conclusion (Moderator): The contribution was noted. Further input from other companies was encouraged to specify performance requirements.

Contribution: VAMOS III Performance Spreadsheet v07, source: WI Rapporteur

Presented by: Khairul Hasan. 

Discussion: 

Rapporteur: A column was included to compare candidate performance figures to VAMOS II performance. 

No comments on performance figures were received. There was a short debate on a technical aspect (treatment of negative input for the ceiling function) related to the calculation of the least stringent performance figure in MS Excel.

Com-Research: The ceiling function is implemented in a different way in the different Excel versions. This needs to be taken into account. Asked, if latest 2012 Excel version was used.
Rapporteur: Not using the latest 2012 Excel version. But the calculation of the cells was correct and independent of excel version. The calculation of the least stringent performance figure would be described in the Excel sheet. 

ST-Ericsson: Asked if they should use version v7 for further updates or wait for such version explaining the calculation of ceiling operation. 

Rapporteur: Requested ST-Ericsson to use v7. 

Conclusion: The contribution was noted.
3. Discussion on the formula to derive final performance figures         

No contribution and no discussion.

4. Conformance Testing - Review of 3GPP TS requiring CR 
Contribution: Draft CR51.010 Part 1 Conformance Testing for VAMOS III MS (Rel-12), source: NOKIA Corporation, NSN, Com-Research GmbH, Intel Corporation, MediaTek Inc, China Mobile Com. Corporation

Contribution: Draft CR51.010 Part 2 Conformance Testing for VAMOS III MS (Rel-12), source: NOKIA Corporation, NSN, Com-Research GmbH, Intel Corporation, MediaTek Inc, China Mobile Com. Corporation

Presented by: Khairul Hasan. 

Discussion:

WI Rapporteur: There were a lot of places in TS 51.010 where VAMOS I and VAMOS II were mentioned in a different way, although the same test case applied for both. Therefore, VAMOS III testing had been added to the same test cases.  

Blackberry: Commented that the CR mixed Rel-9 and Rel-12 issues. PICS statement was applicable independent of Rel-9 or Rel-12. In their view, it was clear, that separate test cases for VAMOS III were needed. This was more relevant in the Part 2 of 51.010 where applicability of test cases were provided for specific release. An alternative to introducing this into Rel-12 would be to make VAMOS III release independent. 

Com-Research: Commented that it was good to see a start of the work here, but GERAN 3 usually do CRs to a specific release on a per test case basis. So a split of the CR would be needed once presented to GERAN3. Commented that for now it was good to keep this together to keep better visibility for groups outside GERAN3.  This proceeding for GERAN3 aspects was much better than formerly for DARP phase II and VAMOS, where GERAN1 had almost no insight. In their view, GERAN1 and GERAN3 needed to jointly discuss the concept of testing VAMOS III terminals. Hence both CRs should be submitted to all working groups at GERAN#60. Asked, how we could proceed given that there was no GERAN 3 delegate in this meeting.
Moderator: Commented that GERAN3 delegates needed to be involved and that it was planned to forward the CRs to them for some offline discussion. The schedule of the upcoming electronic agreement meeting in WG3 should be taken into account. Thus it was envisaged to contact the GERAN3 chair in regard to the schedule and further proceeding. 

Moderator: On the raised question of release independency for VAMOS III, commented that, this should be discussed at a later point in time once the performance requirements would have progressed. Interested companies should contribute on this matter.

ST-Ericsson: Why DTM was excluded in case of VAMOS II conformance testing in 51.010?

Rapporteur: Proposed to take this offline, as this was also observed when reviewing 51.010 that VAMOS II was not always mentioned when VAMOS I was mentioned in the test cases.

Conclusion (Moderator): The contributions were noted. Offline discussion prior to GERAN#60 was invited.
5. Work Plan

Contribution: MSRD for VAMOS Workplan, source: WI Rapporteur 
Presented by: Khairul Hasan. 

Discussion: 

No comments were received.

Conclusion (Moderator): 
The contribution was noted. The work plan would be updated at GERAN#60.
6. AOB 

None.
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