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1 Introduction
At the previous RAN1 meeting, it was agreed to evaluate CSI-RS enhancements for non-precoded CSI-RS based schemes where the number of ports per CSI resource is a multiple of two. This is different from current LTE specifications where the number of antenna ports is constrained to be 1,2,4 or 8. The agreement from WG1#80 is
· Potential CSI-RS enhancements related to the number of NZP CSI-RS ports for further evaluation (to be captured in the TR):
· For non-precoded CSI-RS, prioritize on antenna port number per CSI-RS resource of 16, 32, 64 for performance evaluations
· Note: It is not a prioritization of CSI feedback scheme and CSI feedback scheme of 2, 4, 8 CSI-RS ports can be considered 
· Increasing the maximum number of NZP CSI-RS ports (>8) for >8 TXRUs per CSI process

· Number of non-precoded CSI-RS ports per CSI-RS resource which is a multiple of 2, e.g. 10

· Note: one CSI-RS port may be mapped onto one or more than one TXRUs
· Note: Another constraint given by SID is the number of TXRUs equals to 8, 16, 32, 64
· Number of beamformed CSI-RS ports per CSI-RS resource can be flexible
Moreover, the Objective of this SI [1] is 

· The study aims to understand performance benefit of standard enhancements targeting two-dimensional antenna array operation (including a single column of cross-poles) with 8 or more transceiver units (TXRUs) per transmission point, where a TXRU has its own independent amplitude and phase control.
As noted in the agreement from last meeting, it is mentioned in the SID [1] that the number of TXRU equals 8, 16, 32 or 64 for Phase 1 and Phase 2 evaluations. However, the number of TXRU is an eNB implementation issue and not visible in the specifications, so discussing the number of TXRU in RAN1 was introduced only to align the evaluation results among companies. Whenever the specification is settled, how to implement the transmitter is a design choice. 
Observation: It would be very unfortunate and severely limit the usefulness of a FD-MIMO feature if the final specification only supports certain eNB implementations, e.g using 8,16,32,64 TXRU. 
Hence, RAN1 should continue to evaluate and align results for these TXRU configurations listed in the SID, but these should not be seen as a limitation to neither further evaluations nor certain eNB implementations. 
A related issue is the number of antenna ports, and the agreement from last meeting states we should evaluate enhancements where the number of ports is a multiple of two, i.e. a flexible CSI feedback that also makes antenna design easier.  In this contribution we discuss further why a flexible number of antenna ports are important to support for FD-MIMO.

2  Discussion

In the following discussion we assume that a 2DAA have Ma vertical antenna ports and Na horizontal antenna ports, per polarization. This may thus be different from the numbers M/N of vertical/horizontal antenna sub-elements per polarization, due to the use of sub-array virtualization. From specification perspective, Ma and Na are the important numbers since these are visible in the specifications and these are the antenna ports that the UE perform measurements on. 
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For the following discussion, RAN1 should introduce parameters for the number of antennas ports:

Proposal: Introduce Ma and Na as the number of vertical and horizontal antenna ports per polarization, in the 2DAA as measured by the UE. 
According to the agreement last meeting, the total number of non-precoded CSI-RS ports per CSI-RS resource should be a multiple of two. This fits well with the use of dual polarized 2D antenna arrays and the total number of antenna ports per CSI-RS resource, taking into account polarization, is thus 
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Current LTE is designed for one dimensional arrays and for “tall” arrays, the number of vertical antenna sub-element M is hidden from specifications, i.e. Ma=1. An antenna designer had the freedom to choose any number of antenna elements M and virtualization in the “hidden dimension” to reach the specified requirements on antenna gain, vertical beam-widths etc. In the discussion of the baseline in the 3D channel model calibration campaign in Rel-12, the value M=10 was chosen, based on input from a leading antenna manufacturer for base station antennas. 

[image: image4.emf]
Figure 2 Comparison of commercial single band antennas with M=5 and M=9, picture taken from [2]. Enabling UE specific vertical beamforming for these antenna arrays (without the use of sub-arrays) would require 2MaNa=10 and 2MaNa=18 CSI-Rs ports, respectively. 
Moreover,  Figure 2, taken from an industry research paper [2] from the “Smart-RF” project,  shows that to reach the required gain of 14 and 17 dBi and the vertical size limitation of 1.3 meters, the number of antennas M=5 and M=9 are selected. Enabling UE specific vertical beamforming for these arrays (without the use of sub-arrays) would require 2MaNa=10 and 18 CSI-Rs ports, respectively. Introducing sub-arrays in this example would be difficult for M=5 since 5 is prime and for M=9 would require 3 element sub-arrays, which implies a total number of ports 2MaNa=6, still not a power-of-two.
It becomes obvious that an artificial restriction of the number of vertical antenna ports Ma when introducing dynamic beamforming in vertical direction would make re-use of such design and common antenna dimensions impossible. Changing antenna dimensions when replacing antennas also have impact on the site permits and complicate the procedure for operators. 
Observation: Real world eNB antennas typically don’t have power-of-two number of antenna sub-elements along a vertical or horizontal dimension. 
Observation: For “tall” arrays, the desired antenna gain typically determines the number of vertical sub-elements M, which seldom matches 2,4,8.
As discussed, the value of M is not visible to the UE in current specifications, but in 2DAA the situation is different since both dimensions will be exposed and Ma ≠1, Na ≠1 ports are measurable by the UEs, by the specification of 2D codebooks. 
Hence, beam specific parameters such as antenna gain, grating lobes and thus maximum steering angles and also beam-widths are in 2DAA tightly coupled to the selected number of antennas sub-elements and antenna ports in vertical and horizontal dimensions. 
The only “hidden” degree of freedom remaining for 2DAA design is the use of sub-arrays, which is a blunt tool as they introduce grating lobes and thus reduces the maximum steering range of a beam.  

Observation: By the introduction of 2DAA, the construction freedom for the antenna designer is significantly reduced since antenna ports in both dimensions are now visible in the specifications (i.e. measurable by the UE to support 2D beamforming).
Based on the observations in this contribution, we make the following proposal:
Proposal: Develop a scalable 2D codebook supporting 
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 vertical and horizontal antenna ports per polarization, where the values of 
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Note that the value one is also necessary to support the
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 antenna port configurations. 
3 Conclusion
Based on the observations in this contribution, we make the following proposals:
Proposal: Introduce Ma and Na as the number of vertical and horizontal antenna ports per polarization, in the 2DAA as measured by the UE
Proposal: Develop a scalable 2D codebook supporting 
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Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �1� Typical 2D antenna array with M=6, N=2 sub-antenna elements and Ma=3 and Na=2 antenna ports, hence in total 2MaNa =12 antenna ports.
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