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1
Work plan related evaluation
1.1
History

	TSG meeting #
	TSG Tdoc number of status report
	TSG Tdoc number of work/study item description sheet as approved by TSG (if any)
	overall level of completion as decided by TSG
	completion date
as decided by TSG

	46
	WI/SI started
	RP-091449
	0%
	December 2010

	47
	RP-100060
	
	20%
	December 2010

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


NOTE:
The table covers all TSG meetings from the start of the WI/SI.

1.2
Status at this TSG meeting
NOTE:
This status reflects the conclusion of the leading WG (e.g. achieved by email). In case there was no consensus a corresponding range has to be provided and reason for missing consensus has to be mentioned.

1.2.1
Estimated level of completion of the work/study item

Overall (mandatory to be provided):




20%
Per WG (optional information):

Additional comments:



1.2.2
Estimated completion date of the work/study item
The work/study item is planned to be 100% complete in:
December 2010

which is:
RAN #50
Additional comments:




2.
Technical status related evaluation
2.1
Detailed Progress report since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
TSG-RAN WG2 #69bis
RAN2 continued their work according to the WI on Latency reduction for LTE in RAN2#69bis, where companies provided inputs on how to achieve the objectives of the work item. In [2],[3],[4] the performance and gain of the proposed solutions were studied and covered both the Contention Based Uplink (CB PUSH) and Scheduling Request sharing on PUCCH (SR Sharing). In addition, a new proposal on latency reduction for DL data arrival was presented in [12]. It was concluded that a decision on latency solutions for the WI will be postponed to RAN2#70.
TSG-RAN WG2 #70
RAN2 further discussed the details of the different solutions for latency reduction. In [13] a performance comparison for TDD was presented and in this discussion it was concluded that for the same number of users, a CB-PUSH scheme would have a higher collision probability for TDD compared to FDD. In general, RAN2 further acknowledged that eNB's might be able to perform better with respect to the Scheduling Request to grant delay so far assumed in comparisons. In [22] the UE processing requirement was discussed and in [21] a solution for DL latency reduction was presented. It was concluded that a RAN1 discussion would be beneficial for these topics. In addition, the complexity versus added gain in performance and latency for a CB-PUSCH solution was discussed. In general, no consensus was met on a UL latency reduction solution and if the work according to the WI should be continued.
2.2
List of Completed elements (compare with open issues of last TSG)
· Alternative solutions for latency reduction defined
2.3
List of open issues
NOTE:
Usually this list is empty when the work/study item is 100% complete otherwise please justify why an open issue is not essential for the work/study item.

· Complementary complexity and gain studies

· Selection of latency reduction solution
3.
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NOTE:
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