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10.3
3GPP harmonization test campaign

10.3.1
Description of the test plan

The objective of the harmonization measurement campaign is to capture comparable data from the different MIMO OTA methodologies, whose procedures are described in Clause 12, and to draw conclusions based on this data on the ability to harmonize across two or more methodologies.

The free space (FS) testing condition is used in this measurement campaign.

1.
Eight device orientations are used for testing with the MPAC and RTS methodologies. With the vertical portrait orientation defined as (0,0,0) of (yaw, pitch, roll), these are:Portrait - (0°, 0°, roll)

2.
Portrait tilt down - (0°, -45°, roll)

3.
Portrait tilt up - (0°, 45°, roll)

4.
Face up - (0°, 90°, roll)

5.
Face down - (0°, -90°, roll)

6.
Landscape - (90°, 0°, roll)

7.
Landscape tilt down - (90°, -45°, roll)

8.
Landscape tilt up - (90°, 45°, roll),

where the roll is represented by the rotation around the turntable axis to produce a single cut.

For MPAC and RTS methodologies a complete Throughput versus Power curve is obtained over 12 azimuth angles per device orientation. The total number of subframes (TNS) per power step is 20,000 to enable post-processing of the result using the agreed FoM working assumptions.

For RC and RC+CE, device orientation is not applicable, but the following other conditions apply.  At least 100 samples and 400 subframes per power step and sample (giving a total of 40,000 TNS per power step) are be measured to enable post-processing of the results using the FoM working assumptions. Additionally, an MU analysis on the TNS will be completed by measuring all the devices with at least 100 samples and 20,000 subframes per power step and sample (giving a total of TNS=2,000,000 per power step), with the aim of validating the use of the small number of subframes through a comparison of their final averaged outage values.  Results for both stepwise and continuous stirring modes are measured.

For any method, the power step is 0.5 dB from 95% down to 60%.

The following channel models are emulated by the different methodologies:

RC: NIST channel model (Table C.2-3)

RC+CE: Short delay spread low correlation (SDLC; Table C.2-1) and long delay spread high correlation (LDHC; Table C.2-2)

MPAC: SCMe UMi (Table 8.2-1) and SCMe UMa (Table 8.2-2)

RTS: SCMe UMi (Table 8.2-1) and SCMe UMa (Table 8.2-2)

The following is the working assumption on the figure of merit to be used for the analysis of harmonization testing campaign results:

Option 1: statistic of outages per throughput curve

Option 2: outage point from the average throughput curve

In addition to these procedures, each methodology also performs absolute data throughput framework tests in order to derive the measurement uncertainty bound for harmonization (as defined in Clause 10.3.3).  The AC methodologies utilize a single free space portrait 90⁰ device orientation, with the MIMO reference antenna placed at 90⁰ elevation, and the RF enclosure door facing the 0⁰ azimuth. The RC test methodologies conduct their measurements in stepstirred mode only. The lab performing RC and RC+CE methodologies can determine the optimal number of subframes per stirring state and per power level for the ADTF analysis only. All methodologies use the channel models defined in Clauses 8.2 and Annex C.  ADTF results for each methodology, band, and channel model include 5 conducted ADTF results and 5 radiated results. The ADTF repeatability results for the MPAC methodology were impacted by additional measurement uncertainty due to re-cabling and test system re-configuration during the repeatability testing period.
10.3.2
Devices under test

The devices used in the harmonization testing campaign are listed in Tables 10.3.2-1, 10.3.2-2, and 10.3.2-3 below.

Table 10.3.2-1: Devices used in the harmonization testing campaign: device set 1
	
	
	MPAC
	RC
	RC+CE
	RTS

	Band 13
	DUT01
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	DUT02
	Done
	Done
	Done
	DUT does not support

	
	DUT03 (Black)
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 13 ADTF
	DUT04 (White)
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 7
	DUT02
	Done
	Done
	Done
	DUT does not support

	
	DUT05
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	DUT06
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 7 ADTF
	DUT05
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 41
	DUT07
	Done
	Done
	Done
	RTS does not support TDD bands

	
	DUT08
	Done
	Done
	Done
	

	
	DUT09
	Done
	Done
	Done
	

	Band 41 ADTF
	DUT08
	Done
	Done
	Done
	


Table 10.3.2-2: Devices used in the harmonization testing campaign: device set 2

	
	
	MPAC
	RC
	RC+CE
	RTS

	Band 13
	KS1
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS2
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 7
	KS2
	Done
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	SP1
	Done
	Done
	Done
	DUT does not support

	Band 41
	CMCC1
	Done
	Done
	Done
	DUT does not support TDD bands


Table 10.3.2-3: Devices used in the harmonization testing campaign: device set 3
	
	
	MPAC
	RC+CE
	RTS

	Band 13
	PAD2
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS1
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS2
	Done
	
	Done

	
	KS3
	Done
	
	Done

	
	RS3
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS4
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS5
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS6
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 5
	PAD2
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS1
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS2
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS3
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS3
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS4
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS5
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 3
	PAD2
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS1
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS2
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS3
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS3
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS4
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS5
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS6
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 7
	PAD2
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS1
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS2
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	KS3
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS3
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS4
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS5
	Done
	Done
	Done

	
	RS6
	Done
	Done
	Done

	Band 38
	BT1
	Done
	Done
	DUT does not support

	
	CTTC1
	Done
	Done
	

	
	CTTC2
	Done
	Done
	

	Band 41
	BT1
	Done
	Done
	

	
	CTTC1
	Done
	Done
	

	
	CTTC2
	Done
	Done
	


10.3.3
Measurement uncertainty bound for harmonization
For the harmonization analysis of device set 3, the target cost of harmonization, assuming 100% statistical significance of the sample size, is set to be 1.5 dB.  The measure of the statistical significance based on the total number of devices used in determining the residuals is provided in Table 10.3.3-1 below.

Table 10.3.3-1: Statistical significance of using m devices

	Num devices (m)
	Target pct

	30
	99.99

	8
	79.37

	7
	76.78

	6
	72.72

	5
	67.33

	4
	58.26

	3
	44.74

	2
	29.26

	1
	14.3

	0
	0


For the harmonization analysis of device set 3, the assessed measurement uncertainty of the single test laboratory in which the harmonization campaign was performed is listed in Table 10.3.3-2.
Table 10.3.3-2: Assessed measurement uncertainty

	Method
	Assessed MU

	RC+CE
	1.90

	RTS
	1.54

	MPAC
	1.91


10.3.4
Summary of results 

Harmonization evaluations across methodologies are carried out by defining harmonization options.  Table 10.3.4-1 below lists harmonization options and their associated parameters.

Table 10.3.4-1: Harmonization options

	Option
	Channel models
	MPAC/RTS positions
	Averaging type

	C
	UMi, NIST, LCLD
	AVG {P 45,L 45,P 90}
	inverse

	D
	UMi, NIST, LCLD
	AVG {P 45,L 45,P 90}
	linear

	G
(3 orientations)
	UMa, UMi, NIST, LCSD, HCLD
NIST is compared to both UMa/HCLD and UMi/LCSD
	AVG {P 45,L 45,P 90}
	linear

	G
(2 orientations
P45, L45)
	UMa, UMi, NIST, LCSD, HCLD
NIST is compared to both UMa/HCLD and UMi/LCSD
	AVG {P 45,L 45}
	linear

	G
(1 orientation, all
3 combinations)
	UMa, UMi, NIST, LCSD, HCLD
NIST is compared to both UMa/HCLD and UMi/LCSD
	1 orientation,
all 3 combinations
	linear

	H
(3 orientations)
	UMa, UMi, NIST, LCSD, HCLD
	AVG {P 45,L 45,P 90}
	inverse

	I
	UMa, NIST, HCLD
	AVG {P 45,L 45,P 90}
	linear

	J
	UMa, NIST, HCLD
	AVG {P 45,L 45,P 90}
	inverse

	K
	UMi, LCSD
	AVG {P 45,L 45,P 90}
	inverse


For each option, each band, and each pair of methodologies (i.e. MPAC/RC, MPAC/RC+CE, and MPAC/RTS), harmonization offsets are selected and harmonization residuals are calculated.  Table 10.3.4-2 below lists the harmonized MU terms (h), within the parameters of each option.  In this table the inter-methodology offsets were optimized across the measurements obtained from device set 1 and device set 2 at 70% throughput.  For Option K the RC+CE testing procedure utilized 120 stirring states with 400 subframes per stirring state.
Table 10.3.4-2: Harmonized MU (h) with offsets optimized across UEs from device set 1 and device set 2
	Option
	Band
	RC&MPAC
	RC+CE/MPAC
	RTS/MPAC

	
	
	
	
	

	C
	Band 13
	4.2
	4.2
	3.1

	
	Band 7
	3.2
	3.4
	3.1

	
	Band 41
	2.9
	3.6
	 

	D
	Band 13
	4.4
	4.4
	3.4

	
	Band 7
	3.4
	3.4
	3.1

	
	Band 41
	2.9
	3.6
	 

	G
(3 orientations)
	Band 13
	7.2
	4.6
	3.6

	
	Band 7
	5.9
	3.5
	3.3

	
	Band 41
	6.1
	4.3
	 

	G
(2 orientations
P45, L45)
	Band 13
	7.3
	4.9
	3.3

	
	Band 7
	5.9
	4.3
	3.8

	
	Band 41
	6.4
	4.5
	 

	G
(1 orientation, all
3 combinations)
	Band 13
	8.2
	5.7
	4.4

	
	Band 7
	6.8
	5.7
	4.9

	
	Band 41
	7.7
	5.5
	 

	H
(3 orientations)
	Band 13
	7.0
	4.6
	3.1

	
	Band 7
	8.9
	3.9
	3.8

	
	Band 41
	6.1
	4.2
	 

	I
	Band 13
	4.6
	4.5
	3.6

	
	Band 7
	3.3
	2.9
	3.3

	
	Band 41
	3.5
	4.1
	 

	J
	Band 13
	4.5
	4.5
	3.0

	
	Band 7
	3.8
	3.5
	3.8

	
	Band 41
	3.4
	4.2
	 


Table 10.3.4-3 below lists the robustness bias terms (b).  In this table the inter-methodology offsets were optimized only across the measurements obtained from device set 1 at 70% throughput.

Table 10.3.4-3: Robustness bias terms (b) without optimizing offsets after UEs from device set 2 were added

	Option
	Band
	RC&MPAC
	RC+CE/MPAC
	RTS/MPAC

	
	
	
	
	

	C
	Band 13
	1.3
	2.7
	0.8

	
	Band 7
	0.0
	0.5
	0.1

	
	Band 41
	0.0
	1.2
	 

	D
	Band 13
	1.0
	2.3
	1.0

	
	Band 7
	0.2
	0.4
	0.2

	
	Band 41
	0.0
	1.1
	 

	G
(3 orientations)
	Band 13
	0.8
	2.1
	0.2

	
	Band 7
	0.0
	0.4
	0.1

	
	Band 41
	0.0
	1.2
	 

	G
(2 orientations
P45, L45)
	Band 13
	0.0
	3.6
	0.6

	
	Band 7
	0.0
	0.9
	0.0

	
	Band 41
	0.7
	1.1
	 

	G
(1 orientation, all
3 combinations)
	Band 13
	0.0
	0.3
	1.1

	
	Band 7
	0.0
	0.2
	0.0

	
	Band 41
	0.0
	0.4
	 

	H
(3 orientations)
	Band 13
	1.5
	2.9
	0.0

	
	Band 7
	0.0
	0.1
	0.0

	
	Band 41
	0.3
	1.2
	 

	I
	Band 13
	0.8
	2.2
	1.0

	
	Band 7
	0.0
	0.4
	0.0

	
	Band 41
	0.0
	1.6
	 

	J
	Band 13
	1.5
	3.0
	0.2

	
	Band 7
	0.0
	0.3
	0.0

	
	Band 41
	0.4
	2.4
	 


Table 10.3.4-4 below lists the delta of residuals between 70% and 95% throughput.  In this table the inter-methodology offsets were optimized across the measurements obtained from device set 1 and device set 2 at 70% throughput.

Table 10.3.4-4: Delta of residuals (r) between 95% and 70% throughput
	Option
	Band
	RC&MPAC
	RC+CE/MPAC
	RTS/MPAC

	
	
	
	
	

	C
	Band 13
	0.4
	-0.4
	0.0

	
	Band 7
	1.6
	-0.1
	-0.1

	
	Band 41
	2.0
	-0.6
	0.0

	D
	Band 13
	0.7
	-0.4
	0.4

	
	Band 7
	1.6
	0.1
	0.1

	
	Band 41
	2.1
	-0.4
	0.0

	G
(3 orientations)
	Band 13
	1.1
	-0.4
	0.2

	
	Band 7
	1.7
	0.1
	-0.1

	
	Band 41
	1.9
	-0.4
	0.0

	G
(2 orientations
P45, L45)
	Band 13
	-0.3
	-0.3
	0.0

	
	Band 7
	1.8
	-0.3
	0.0

	
	Band 41
	2.9
	-0.2
	0.0

	G
(1 orientation, all
3 combinations)
	Band 13
	 
	 
	 

	
	Band 7
	 
	 
	 

	
	Band 41
	 
	 
	 

	H
(3 orientations)
	Band 13
	0.6
	-0.4
	0.1

	
	Band 7
	1.8
	0.2
	-0.1

	
	Band 41
	1.4
	-0.3
	0.0

	I
	Band 13
	1.1
	-0.1
	0.2

	
	Band 7
	1.7
	-0.2
	-0.1

	
	Band 41
	1.9
	-0.6
	0.0

	J
	Band 13
	0.6
	-0.4
	0.2

	
	Band 7
	1.8
	-0.1
	-0.1

	
	Band 41
	1.4
	-0.3
	0.0


Table 10.3.4-5 below list the informational flags.

Table 10.3.4-5: Informational Flags

	Informational Flags (UEs from device set 1)

	UE
	Flag

	Z3
	RC&CE: Z3 did not reach 95% TP for 1/120 states for UMa channel model in Band 13

	Z3
	RC&CE: Z3 did not reach 95% TP for 2/120 states for UMa channel model in Band 7

	S5
	RC&CE: S5 did not reach 95% TP for 1/120 states for UMa channel model in Band 41

	Informational Flags (UEs from device set 2)

	UE
	Flag

	KS1
	MPAC: In Band 13, KS1 did not reach 95% TP in 1/12 AZ positions in Landscape 45 orientation

	KS1
	MPAC: In Band 13, KS1 did not reach 95% TP in 4/12 AZ positions in Portrait 90 orientation

	KS1
	RTS: In Band 7, KS1 did not reach 95% TP in 6/12 AZ positions in Portrait 45 orientation, in 4/12 AZ positions in Portrait 90 orientation, and in 5/12 AZ positions in Landscape 45 orientation

	KS1
	RTS: In Band 7, KS1 did not reach 95% TP in 2/12 AZ positions in Portrait 45 orientation

	KS2
	RTS: In Band 13, KS2 did not reach 95% TP in 12/12 AZ positions in P45 orientation and 3/12 AZ positions in L45 orientation for UMa channel model

	KS2
	RC+CE: In Band 13, KS2 did not reach 95% TP in 4/120 stirring modes for UMa channel model

	SP1
	MPAC: In Band 7, SP1 did not reach 70% TP in 10/12 AZ positions in P45, in 11/12 AZ positions in P90, an 12/12 AZ positions in L45 orientation for UMa channel model

	SP1
	MPAC: In Band 7, SP1 did not reach 95% TP in 12/12 AZ positions in all three orientations  (P45, P90, L45) for UMa channel model

	SP1
	RC+CE: In Band 7, SP1 did not reach 70% and 95% TP in 120/120 stirring modes for UMa channel model

	SP1
	RC+CE: In Band 7, SP1 did not reach 70% and 95% TP in 120/120 stirring modes for UMa channel model

	Additional Flags

	UE
	Flag

	SP1
	As this device did not achieve 70% in many cases, further analysis of the raw data using throughput averaging was performed to estimate the performance delta in dB between MPAC and RC+CE. The deltas are as follows after applying the optimized fixed offsets.
RC+CE to MPAC difference at 12.5Mbps:
P45: -11 dB
P90: -14 dB
L45: +18.5 dB
Average(P45,P90,L45): -11.75 dB

	KS2
	B13 UMa – RTS does not provide a 95% outage while MPAC does – This is probably due to subtle differences in the channel conditions  for a device near its limit

	KS1
	B13 UMa – MPAC does not provide a 95% outage while RTS does – This was due to too low a starting power to try to save test time

	KS1
	B7 UMi – RTS does not provide a 95% outage while MPAC does

	KS1
	B7 UMa – RTS does not provide a 95% outage while MPAC does – This is due to insufficient power from the amplifier for this particularly bad device


Devices in device set 3 were analysed according to harmonization option K.  Table 10.3.4-6 below provides a summary of the harmonization analysis.
Table 10.3.4-6: Harmonization analysis summary with device set 3
	Band
	DL Fc 
(MHz)
	Method 2
	Offsets
	num r
	Harm
target
	Ref
MU
	M2
MU
	r_70%
	r_95%
	h
	Harmonization
cost

	13
	751.0
	RC+CE
	1.95
	6
	1.09
	1.91
	1.90
	2.22
	2.23
	4.30
	2.22

	5
	881.5
	RC+CE
	4.61
	7
	1.15
	1.91
	1.90
	1.20
	1.20
	3.27
	1.19

	3
	1842.5
	RC+CE
	4.19
	8
	1.19
	1.91
	1.90
	2.33
	2.34
	4.41
	2.33

	7
	2655.0
	RC+CE
	4.66
	8
	1.19
	1.91
	1.90
	2.29
	2.59
	4.66
	2.58

	41
	2595.0
	RC+CE
	5.63
	3
	0.67
	1.91
	1.90
	0.38
	0.38
	2.45
	0.37

	38
	2593.0
	RC+CE
	5.64
	3
	0.67
	1.91
	1.90
	0.60
	0.61
	2.68
	0.60

	13
	751.0
	RTS
	0.00
	8
	1.19
	1.91
	1.54
	0.64
	0.91
	2.45
	0.54

	5
	881.5
	RTS
	0.00
	7
	1.15
	1.91
	1.54
	0.87
	0.73
	2.41
	0.50

	3
	1842.5
	RTS
	0.00
	8
	1.19
	1.91
	1.54
	0.79
	0.97
	2.51
	0.60

	7
	2655.0
	RTS
	0.00
	8
	1.19
	1.91
	1.54
	0.98
	1.29
	2.83
	0.92


10.3.5
Harmonization outcome

Harmonization cost has been calculated among the options in Table 10.3.4-1 and is defined as c = max(h_B7, h_B13, h_B41) – m_MPAC.  Table 10.3.5-1 below lists the cost values per option and methodology combination.

Table 10.3.5-1: Harmonization cost

	Option
	RC&MPAC
	RC+CE&MPAC
	RTS&MPAC
	RC+CE&
RTS&MPAC
	RC&RC+CE&
RTS&MPAC

	C
	1.6
	1.6
	0.5
	1.6
	1.6

	D
	1.8
	1.8
	0.7
	1.8
	1.9

	G (3 orientations)
	4.5
	2
	1
	2
	4.5

	G (2 orientations P45. L45)
	4.9
	2.3
	1.2
	2.3
	4.9

	G (1 orientation, all 3 combinations)
	5.5
	3.2
	2.3
	4
	6.6

	H (3 orientations)
	4.4
	2
	1.2
	2
	4.4

	I
	2
	1.8
	1
	1.8
	2

	J
	1.9
	1.9
	1.2
	1.9
	1.9

	NOTE:
RTS cannot test TDD (as of today) and requires UE support.


Additionally, as offsets were optimized for 70% throughput, a check is made at 95% to determine the change in the residuals (r).  Table 10.3.5-2 below lists the cost check values per option and methodology combination.

Table 10.3.5-2: Harmonization cost check at 95% outage

	Option
	RC&MPAC
	RC+CE&MPAC
	RTS&MPAC
	RC+CE&
RTS&MPAC
	RC&RC+CE&
RTS&MPAC

	C
	1.9
	0
	0
	0
	1.4

	D
	2.1
	0.1
	0.4
	0.1
	1.6

	G (3 orientations)
	1.9
	0.1
	0.2
	0.1
	1.7

	G (2 orientations)
	2.5
	-0.2
	0
	-0.3
	1.8

	H (3 orientations)
	1.7
	0.1
	0.1
	0.1
	1.7

	I
	1.9
	-0.1
	0.2
	-0.1
	1.7

	J
	1.8
	-0.1
	0.2
	-0.1
	1.7


The following agreements have been made:
1.
Final harmonization cannot be successfully claimed. But potential for harmonization can be found. In this situation, a single method shall be selected according to WID, while work on improving harmonization is deemed possible and needed

2.
Select MPAC methodology, and start new activity on performance requirement phase for MPAC

3.
Select UMi channel model, and inverse averaging. Option C

4.
Select the following KPIs: 70% and 95%

5.
How to treat failing of devices:
1.
For 95% tput: 2 orientations/azimuth rotations that fail are allowed. If more orientations fail then device fails test

2.
For 70% tput: 1 orientation /azimuth rotations that fail is allowed. If more orientations fail then device fails test
6.
Start follow-up harmonization activity in parallel to Performance requirement activity above, for the pair or pairs of methods that have potential harmonization
1.
This follow-up activity will increase the number of devices to be tested with the aim to augment and improve harmonization

2.
This follow-up activity will also increase the bands to be considered for harmonization

3.
Add UMa only option (Option J) for harmonization it in this follow-up harmonization activity which will be tested in parallel to UMi harmonization. UMa is not excluded from future performance work
7.
Due to robustness check at 95%, methods involving RC-only shall not be considered

8.
RC+CE&MPAC, RTS&MPAC and RC+CE&RTS&MPAC shall be considered in the harmonization activity

9.
Everything can be done in the same WI

10.
Bands for performance requirement definition activity: 1,2,3,4,5,7, 8,12,13,19,20,28,32,38,40,41,42,46

11.
The first set of bands to define requirements for and to perform harmonization activity are 2 FDD low bands, 2 FDD high bands and 2 TDD bands

12.
if harmonization fails for a particular set of corresponding channel models, then that method is not applicable for testing in that particular set of corresponding channel model

13.
Sample size for performance requirement: 100 measurements as a minimum

14.
How to claim new harmonization activity is successful
1.
Same bands (or set) as in the performance activity will be addressed in the same order, and harmonization will be checked after the performance requirement for each band (or set) is finalized.

2.
How many measurements samples per band: 30 of devices used for Performance requirement phase will be used for this harmonization activity. And tested in the same lab to minimize MUs with  a controlled environment
15.
Add Rayleigh validation procedure for RC+CE method
The following open items have been identified:
1.
Study how to perform averaging across orientations that did not fail the KPI

2.
Add how to extend the concept of devices failing in MPAC as agreed in slide 5 to RC+CE method

3.
Development of the procedure to validate Rayleigh

4.
Think what happens if we don’t find a single lab with a controllable environment

5.
Include statistical analysis to determine when to stop testing more devices for harmonization

6.
Study how to find the offset

7.
Study the distribution of residuals when analysing the cost

8.
Study how to calculate the cost and threshold
10.3.5a
Harmonization outcome with device set 3

RAN4 has reviewed harmonization analyses and has drawn the following conclusions regarding the MPAC/RC+CE harmonization outcome:

1.
For the TDD bands tested in the MPAC/RC+CE harmonization, the harmonization cost varies between 0.37 and 0.60 dB.  This harmonization cost is within the lowest harmonization target for all TDD bands considering the statistical significance.  Because only 3 devices were used to determine the offsets, harmonization between MPAC and RC+CE for Bands 38 and 41 should be further investigated. Testing 5 more devices in the chosen TDD bands in Lab3 can help to evaluate the harmonization offsets and the harmonization cost for TDD.

2.
For all FDD bands tested in the MPAC/RC+CE harmonization, the harmonization cost varies between 1.19 and 2.58 dB; some bands exceed their highest harmonization bound and, therefore, harmonization between MPAC and RC+CE cannot be confirmed for all FDD bands based on the results available from the harmonization testing campaign.

3.
The potential to harmonize in FDD has been observed by isolating devices which have contributed to higher residual errors, particularly LNA-active devices, defining the related applicability criteria, and investigating more suitable RC+CE settings and harmonization formulas.

RAN4 has reviewed harmonization analyses and has drawn the following conclusions regarding the MPAC/RTS harmonization outcome:

1.
For the FDD bands tested in the MPAC/RTS harmonization, the harmonization cost varies between 0.5 and 0.92 dB.  This harmonization cost is within the harmonization target for all bands and, therefore, harmonization between MPAC and RTS for Bands 13, 5, 3, and 7 can be confirmed.

2.
Considering the positive outcome of the MPAC/RTS harmonization analysis, the following applicability criteria for the MPAC/RTS harmonization are proposed based on the current understanding of the RTS methodology capabilities:

a.
The harmonized RTS system is a two probe system capable of measuring devices with two Rx antennas. Devices with more Rx antennas are not supported.
b.
The RTS method is only applicable to devices which do not change their antenna pattern in response to the radio environment.
c.
The RTS method requires device support for the antenna test function (ATF) defined in TR 36.978. The ATF access of devices depends on the support of chip vendors.
d.
There are two methods defined for ATF access, L3 signalling or a vendor-supplied device app. The devices used for harmonization were all modified to install the special ATF application. Harmonization has been confirmed using devices with the special ATF application. Harmonization for unmodified devices using the L3 access has not been confirmed.

e.
RTS is harmonized for FDD bands. TDD harmonization has not been evaluated.

f.
Harmonization measurements for RTS were performed with correlation based channel models; harmonization and channel model validation limits would need to be confirmed for geometric based channel models.
10.4
Lab alignment procedures for performance labs

10.4.1
General

Labs intending to contribute to the performance requirement part of the work shall complete the lab alignment measurements and report the results to RAN4 in the approved data format.
10.4.2
Channel model validation data

If the lab implements a commercial test solution for which the test solution provider has already submitted channel model validation data to RAN4 and which results have been included in TR 37.977, then a submission of the channel model validation data is not required.

If the lab implements a commercial test solution for which the test solution provider has not yet submitted channel model validation data to RAN4, then the channel model validation data shall be provided by the solution provider.  If the lab implements a custom test solution, then the lab (as the test solution provider) shall provide channel model validation data to RAN4, such that 

-
The measurements are made according to the procedures described in Clause 8.3 of TR 37.977

-
Using the channel models defined in 8.1.1 of TS 37.144

-
The results are submitted to RAN4 as a CR to TR 37.977

-
The testing frequencies are the center frequencies corresponding to LTE bands 13 and 7
10.4.3
Calibration with a specific set of reference dipoles

A set of reference dipoles shall be used by the lab to perform the chamber range calibration in both the V and H polarizations as well as to verify the sum of the power in vertical and horizontal polarizations during the alignment activity.  This set shall be shipped together with the alignment devices.  Table 10.4.3-1 below lists the calibration reference antennas in the set.

Table 10.4.3-1: Calibration reference antennas

	Reference antenna ID
	Reference antenna type
	Operating Band
	Availability
	Current location

	TBD
	Sleeve dipole
	13
	TBD
	TBD

	TBD
	Sleeve dipole
	7
	TBD
	TBD


For each operating band listed in Table 10.4.3-1, the lab shall report the measured power in the V polarization for the SCMe UMi channel model and, optionally, for the UMa channel model, as defined in 8.2 of TR 37.977. 
10.4.4
Performance alignment measurements
The lab shall perform alignment measurements according to the following parameters:

-
Using the performance alignment devices (PAD) and bands listed in Table 10.4.4-1.

-
Using the testing conditions as defined in 8.1.1 of TS 37.144.

-
Recording and reporting the measured data in the agreed spreadsheet format.

Table 10.4.4-1: Performance alignment devices (PAD)

	UE
	Operating Band(s)
	Availability
	Current location

	PAD_1
	FDD7, FDD13
	Now
	China

	PAD_2
	FDD7, FDD13
	Now
	USA

	PAD_3
	TDD41
	TBD
	TBD

	PAD_4
	TDD41
	TBD
	TBD


Total tests with the PAD set: 6 device-band combinations x 3 orientations = 18 tests.

Optionally, the lab may perform additional alignment measurements according to the following parameters:

-
Using the additional alignment devices (AAD), bands, and UE orientations listed in Table 10.4.4-2.

-
Using the SCMe UMa channel model as defined in 8.2 of TR 37.977.

-
Recording and reporting the measured data in the agreed spreadsheet format.

Table 10.4.4-2: Additional alignment devices (AAD) with UMa

	UE
	Operating Band
	UE orientation
	Availability
	Current location

	AAD_1
	FDD7
	L0 & P0
	Now
	Europe

	AAD_2
	FDD13
	P0 & Face Down
	Now
	Europe

	AAD_3
	FDD13
	P0 & L -45
	Now
	USA


Total tests with the AAD set: 3 device-band combinations x 2 orientations = 6 tests.

The alignment procedures are applicable to MPAC.
10.4.5
Acceptance criteria

The criteria for accepting the outcome of the lab alignment activity for a given lab are listed in Table 10.4.5-1 below.

Table 10.4.5-1: Performance alignment acceptance criteria

	Aspect
	Case
	Band
	Acceptance criterion

	Channel model validation
	PDP
	{13,7}
	8.4.6

	
	Temporal correlation
	{13,7}
	8.4.6

	
	Spatial correlation
	{13,7}
	8.4.6

	
	Cross-polarization
	{13,7}
	8.4.6

	Power verification
	(V) for UMi
	{13,7}
	TBD

	PAD 
	PAD_1
	13
	Maximum deviation of SMode,x ≤ 1.0 dB,
Maximum deviation of TRMS ≤ TBD

	
	PAD_1
	7
	

	
	PAD_2
	13
	

	
	PAD_2
	7
	

	
	PAD_3
	41
	

	
	PAD_4
	41
	


<<unchanged content omitted>>


