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Meeting Minutes of GERANIMTC Telco #2 
1 Date and time
Tuesday the 3rd of August 2010, 13:00 – 16:00 CEST
2 Participants
Alcatel-Lucent: Mr. Antonello Pisu, Mr. Michel Robert

China Mobile: Ms. Juan Deng

Ericsson: Mr. John Diachina, Mr. Eric Nordström, Mr. Paul Schliwa-Bertling,        Mr. Mårten Sundberg

Huawei: Ms. Ming Fang, Mr. Jiyong Wang, Mr. Chao Luo, Mr. Bing Shu
Nokia: Mr. Guillaume Sébire, Mr. Michal Hronec, Mr. David Navrátil
Nokia Siemens Networks: Mr. Huibin Lin
RIM: Mr. René Faurie, Mr. David Hole

Samsung: Mr. Satish Jamadagni

Vodafone: Mr. Luis Anaya
ZTE: Mr. Xinhui Wang, Mr. Zhendong Kuang, Mr. Jing Li.  

3 Agenda

1. Approval of agenda.

2. Technical Contributions to common assumptions regarding evaluations concerning congestion on CCCH
3. Technical Contributions to common assumptions regarding evaluations concerning congestion on data channels
4. Other issues

5. AOB

4 Discussion

4.1 Approval of the agenda

The agenda was approved.

4.2 Technical Contributions to common assumptions regarding evaluations concerning congestion on CCCH
Two contributions were submitted to this agenda item.

Ms. Ming Fang presented the contribution on Proposals for MTC simulation from Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd..
This document proposed to consider following proposals for simulations:

Proposal 1: To simplify the RACH simulation, it is proposed to use a less complex model, i.e. Boxed uniform distribution.

Proposal 2: evaluation should be made for RACH and RACH+AGCH separately.

Proposal 3: uplink ftp service should not be considered for PDCH evaluation.
Comments / Questions:

Ericsson stated to disagree with the Proposal 1 and asked for clarification whether the complexity stated in the contribution was due to the choice of distribution or due to not using a uniform distribution. Huawei clarified that complexity was not of major concern with the Beta-distribution, but felt that there would be no major difference in the output of the different distributions.

Nokia commented on the 3rd proposal that background traffic is not mandated, however, companies may very well consider it in their evaluations. 
Ericsson commented on the 2nd proposal that even though the RACH and AGCH related evaluations may be conducted separately, which potentially ease the understanding of the investigation, evaluation considering RACH and AGCH need also be conducted end-2-end, i.e. the complete chain, which was also the understanding of Huawei.
Conclusion:

The document was noted.
Mr. Mårten Sundberg presented in the contribution on Common Assumptions for MTC Simulations on CCCH and PDCH Congestion from Telefon AB LM Ericsson, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks and ST-Ericsson SA. This document was an updated version of [1] and is based on inputs from [1] and [2].
This document proposed common assumptions on 
· traffic models

· simulation methodology

· simulation assumptions

for the simulation work on MTC with a focus on CCCH and PDCH congestion. The paper suggests to use a “single cell” evaluation approach where the interfering signal is proposed to be based on either users in neighboring cells in the simulator or distributions from network level simulations. For both approaches interferer distributions are to be disclosed with the results.
Comments / Questions:

Alcatel-Lucent commented that IP version 4 shall be considered. Companies agreed to investigate that item prior to GERAN#47. Clarification was asked for by Alcatel-Lucent on whether or not mobility for MTC is considered in the study, considering previous input from e.g. CMCC on MTC meters in taxis. It was clarified by Nokia that the issues identified in the taxi use case were with taxis not moving.
RIM felt that more detailed parameters on performance requirements, such as latency, was still lacking from the discussion paper.

After a discussion it has been tentatively agreed to use the proposed so called beta-distribution for the case of synchronized access.
Huawei highlighted that only Mobile Originated traffic (MO) was proposed to be considered for the study and asked for operator input whether this was a valid assumption or not (i.e. if also Mobile Terminated, MT, traffic is to be considered).

Conclusion:

The content of this document was endorsed for incorporation in the Technical Report on GERANIMTC.
Companies are urged to contribute on the remaining parameters currently denoted in [1] as FFS to GERAN#47.

4.3 Technical Contributions to common assumptions regarding evaluations concerning congestion on data channels
The documents listed in agenda 4.2 were also submitted to this agenda item

4.4 Other issues
Vodafone provided on the GERAN reflector prior to the teleconference #2 (a mail sent on the 6th of July by Mr. Leo Patanapongpibul) input regarding radio penetration losses due to indoor location of the devices and the distribution of devices with regards to their location that shall be considered in the simulations. Vodafone proposed to incorporate these values in the appropriate chapter in the Technical Report.
China Mobile and Huawei commented that it has to be ensured that these parameters are common also for other operators and could not agree to the proposed values.

Operators were encouraged to agree on common assumption on building penetration loss and ratio of indoor/outdoor devices to limit the simulation work. The remaining proposals in the mail were left FFS.

Furthermore, companies were encouraged to contribute on these parameters to GERAN#47.

4.5 AOB

No comments.
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