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Way forward for GERANEMDA
1 Introduction
This contribution includes the way forward for GERANEMDA study on the simulation assumptions, evaluation metrics and traffic model.
2 Way forward
Following bullets are the agreed way forward for GERANEMDA study, which is based on the discussion for [1] [2] [3] [4] and based on the results in the Telco#1 [5] and Telco#2 [6].

1. Simulation assumptions
· Agreement:
· The network always prioritizes CS service over PS service.

· There is no need to evaluate the impact on CS service on CCCH and TCH.
· The reference network scenario is agreed which is based on pre-release 7 features while release 7 and later features should be considered when similar enhancement is proposed, see [6]. 
· The five bullets and table 1, 2, 3, 4 in [1] for the simulation settings are agreed, see [6].

· One use case is small packet transmission, single traffic (IM) should be studied in the first phase and subsequently study the mix traffic (web browsing + IM), see [5] [6].

· Relative performance comparison should be evaluated in the mixed traffic (IM + web browsing).

· Open issue: 
· Whether introduce the CS service on CCCH (i.e. introduce CS traffic with certain arrival rate on CCCH only) to evaluate the impact on PS service is TBD.
2. Evaluation metrics

· Agreement:

· Data Load, CCCH Load, Offered Load and LLC Throughput per cell as proposed in [1] are agreed
· ASR in [1] is not needed

· The network requires a method to evaluate the availability of radio resource for the PS service. The important thing is to look at the starting point where the network can not provide radio resource on PDCH. Whether TBF blocking rate in [1] is a good metric is FFS.
· Time to confirmed message delivery in [1] is agreed for IM traffic, see [6].

3. Traffic model

· Agreement:

· Parameters of IM traffic model in [1] are agreed, but CDF statistic of Packet size in [2] should be reflected in the IM traffic model. No need to consider message sequence [3] in the login procedure.
· Parameters in [7] should be used for the traffic model of web browsing in this study.
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