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6.7.2
BS RF conformance testing (36.141)

6.7.2.1
General test conditions and declarations

R4-166227
Test strategy (add-on)





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This paper discusses further NB-IoT test strategy and proposes extension of the endrosed statement in tests strategy WF

Discussion: 

DCM: We need to define new FRC parameters. In addition, for P3, from emission point of view, we agree with using the edges. But we are not sure if in Rx requirement cases, this always works as the wrost case or not.
Nokia: On P4, it seems the proposal mandates eNB to support at least two NB-IoT PRBs to be positioned at the edges.
Ericsson: For DCM, we need to check the Rx cases. For Nokia, we don’t want to mandate to support both so that we would like to replace the proposal. 
Status: Proposal 1, 2 and 5 do not receve objections.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.

R4-166228
Draft CR  NB-IoT TS36-141 3 - Definition, symbols and abbreviations





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This is draft CR for section 3 of TS 36.141

Discussion: 

Huawei: there is a typo for NRS definition.
Status: Correction is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.


R4-166232
Draft CR NB-IoT TS37-141 3 Definition, symbols and abbreviations





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This is draft CR for section 3 of TS 37.141

Discussion: 

There is the same typo seen in corresponding 36.141.
Status: Correction is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.


R4-166229
Draft CR NB-IoT TS36-141 4-6 and 4-7 Manufacturer declarations





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This is draft CR for sections 4.6 and 4.7 of TS 36.141

Discussion: 

Nokia: It seems this text mandates enB to support at least two PRBs.
Huawei: On 4.7.3, this is single carrier case or multicarrier as well?
Ericsson: On 4.7.3, our intention is single carrier case.

Status: Correction is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.


R4-166233
Draft CR 4-6 Manufacturer declarations





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This is draft CR for section 4.6 of TS 37.141

Discussion: 

Status: No comments.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.

R4-166230
Draft CR NB-IoT TS36-141 4-11 Applicability Configurations





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This is draft CR for section 4.11 of TS 36.141

Discussion: 

Huawei: we have some comments. On Table 4.11-1, we need to consier that this is standalone case. On Table 4.11-3, do you have intention to introduce mixed SNR test cases?
Status: More offline discussion is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.

R4-165171
Draft CR: Acceptable uncertainty of Test System Clause 4.1.2 in TS36.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Acceptable uncertainty of Test System Clause 4.1.2 in TS36.141 based on the agreed way forward.

Discussion: 

Ericsson: there is another CR from Nokia for BS demodulation. We would like to have separate CRs for demod and RF, respectively.
Nokia: we need a new t-doc number.

Status: Corrections are requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165172
Draft CR: Acceptable uncertainty of Test System Clause 4.1.2 in TS37.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Acceptable uncertainty of Test System Clause 4.1.2 in TS37.141 based on the agreed way forward.

Discussion: 

Status: No comments
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165173
Draft CR: Test configurations Clause 4.10 in TS36.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Test configurations Clause 4.10 in TS36.141 based on the agreed way forward.

Discussion: 

Huawei: For ETC8, we should exclude 1.4MHz in band operation case.
Nokia: if we reflect the comment from Huawei, we should reflect it in core spec not in test spesc.
Huawei: we can have further consideration. This is a limitation already existing. 
Nokia: we are ok to limite test cases but at the same time, we would like to have consistency between core and test specs.

Ericsson: we would like to discuss where NB-IoT PRBs are positioned.
Status: More offline discussion is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165174
Draft CR: Test configurations Clause 4.8 in TS37.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Test configurations Clause 4.8 in TS37.141 based on the agreed way forward.

Discussion: 

Ericsson: we have a similar view like previsou documents.
Huawei: we have some comments and want to have offline discussion.

Status: More offline discussion is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-166367
Draft CR for Clause 6.1 in 36.141: test model





Source: Huawei

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Ericsson: we are ok with test models. We would like to capture the impact on E-UTRA test model with in-band operation of NB-IoT.
Status: More offline discussion is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-166369
Draft CR for Clause 4.7 in 37.141: Capability sets definition





Source: Huawei

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Ericsson: we have already had an email discussion. We would like to know other compna’s view.
Huawei: we should have some decision in this area. Premise is that NB-IoT is operated in currently available E-UTRA network. We need to specify minimum necessary requirements considering the market. In the last AH, we were going to receive operator input. But no input so far can be seen. Our intention is not exlucde other cases, but rather we would like to consider more realistic cases used in the real market since our resource is limited.
Status: More offline discussion is requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



6.7.2.2
Operating bands and channel arrangement 

R4-166366
Draft CR for Clause 5 in 36.141: Operating bands and channel arrangement





Source: Huawei

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Nokia: we need to specify Foffset also in test spec.
Huawei: it depends on if we agree with the introduction of Foffset in core spec. we need a new t-doc.
Status: Corrections are requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-166370
Draft CR for Clause 4 in 37.141: Operating Bands, RF channles and test models





Source: Huawei

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Status: No comments.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



6.7.2.3
Transmitter characteristics 

R4-166368
Draft CR for Clause 6 in 36.141: Transmitter characteristics





Source: Huawei

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

DCM: In section 6.2.5, the accuracy value of +-3dB comes from GSM spec? For section 6.3.3.4, operating band unwanted emissions should be replaced with UEM.

Ericsson: we have some comments.

Huawei: For DCM, on 6.2.5, we refereed to the agreed WF in RAN4. For the 2nd comment, we agree with the comment. 
Status: Corrections are requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-166371
Draft CR for Clause 6 in 37.141: Transmitter characteristics





Source: Huawei

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Ericsson: 6.2.5.4.5: the number is not correct.
Status: Corrections are requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.

R4-165175
Draft CR: Unwanted Emission Clause 6.6 in TS36.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Unwanted Emission Clause 6.6 in TS36.141 based on the agreed core requirements and way forward on test tolerances.

Discussion: 

Ericsson: Positions of PRBs should be discussed in offline.
Huawei: we are not sure if multicarrier NB-IoT should be considered or not.
Nokia: Operators request possibility to use more than one NB-IoT carriers. It depends on operator’s input.
Ericsson: we need multi carrier NB-IoT.
Huawei: our intention is multicarrier NB-IoT for standalone case.
ZTE: we have similar concerns Huawei pointed out.
Ericsson: Table 6.6.2-2b, we are not sure if we can use the row for 300kHz or not.

Status: More offline discussion is required.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165176
Draft CR: Unwanted Emission Clause 6.6 in TS37.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Unwanted Emission Clause 6.6 in TS37.141 based on the agreed core requirements and way forward on test tolerances.

Discussion: 

Ericsson: Table 6.6.2.5.2-1 should be corrected.
Status: Corrections are requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.


6.7.2.4
Receiver characteristics 

R4-166231
Draft CR NB-IoT TS36-141 7-2 REFSENS





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This is draft CR for section 7.2 of TS 36.141

Discussion: 

DCM: In core specs, we have single or some repetitions cases but this only have requirement w/o repetition.
Ericsson: we have some requirement with repetition in core spec but they have TBDs.
DCM: Can we add requirement w repetiotn after we finalize core specs?
Ericsson: we are ok when TBD in core spec is replaced with a certain value.

ZTE: we would like to ask people if we have simulation assumption on refsens with repetitions.
Ericsson: we need some paper to describe assumptions.
Status: More offline discussion is required.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-166234
Draft CR NB-IoT TS37-141 7-2 REFSENS





Source: Ericsson

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

This is draft CR for section 7.2 of TS 37.141

Discussion: 

Status: No comments.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.


R4-165211
draft CR for 36.141 In-channel selectivity





36.141 v13.4.0





Source: NTT DOCOMO INC.

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Ericsson: there are no operating bands specified above 3GHz.
Status: Corrections are requied.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165212
draft CR for 37.141 In-channel selectivity





37.141 v13.3.0





Source: NTT DOCOMO INC.

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Status: No comments.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165221
CR for 36.141(Rel-13) In-channel selectivity





36.141
  CR-0870  (Rel-13) v13.4.0





Source: NTT DOCOMO INC.

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Status: The CR will be submitted if the progress of the other requirements are made.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165222
CR for 37.141(Rel-13) In-channel selectivity





37.141
  CR-0464  (Rel-13) v13.3.0





Source: NTT DOCOMO INC.

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Status: The CR will be submitted if the progress of the other requirements are made.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165223
CR for 36.141(Rel-14) In-channel selectivity





36.141
  CR-0871  (Rel-14) v14.0.0





Source: NTT DOCOMO INC.

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Status: The CR will be submitted if the progress of the other requirements are made.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165224
CR for 37.141(Rel-14) In-channel selectivity





37.141
  CR-0465  (Rel-14) v14.0.0





Source: NTT DOCOMO INC.

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

Discussion: 

Status: The CR will be submitted if the progress of the other requirements are made.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



6.7.2.5
Annex    

R4-165177
Draft CR: Test Tolerances and Derivation of Test Requirements Annex G in TS36.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Test Tolerances and Derivation of Test Requirements Annex G in TS36.141 based on the agreed way forward.

Discussion: 

Nokia: Does Ericsson want to have two CRs? One is for demod and the other is RF.

Ericsson; YES
Status: Devide CRs into two parts. One is for demo and the other is RF.
Decision: 

The document was not treated.



R4-165178
Draft CR: Test Tolerances and Derivation of Test Requirements Annex C in TS37.141





Source: Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell

(Replaces )

Abstract: 

In this contribution, we provide a draft CR to the Test Tolerances and Derivation of Test Requirements Annex C in TS37.141 based on the agreed way forward.

Discussion: 

Status: No comments
Decision: 

The document was not treated.


