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Source: WI Rapporteur

Meeting Minutes of
MSRD for VAMOS Telco#1
1. DATE AND TIME 

Friday, 5th July 2013, 9.30 – 11.20 CEST.
2. PARTICIPANTS
Alcatel-Lucent: Ms. Marguerite Woch

Com-Research: Mr. Hans Kalveram
Ericsson: Mr. Mårten Sundberg
Huawei: Mr. Chao Luo
Intel: Mr. Yanzeng Robin Fu

MediaTek: Mr. Chun-Ming Kuo
NSN: Mr. Khairul Hasan (WI Rapporteur), Mr. Juergen Hofmann (Moderator)
RIM: Mr. Werner Kreuzer
3. Agenda
1.   Approval of Agenda

2.   Review of MSRD for VAMOS working assumptions

3.   Review of list of 3GPP TSs requiring CR 

4.   Review of VAMOS III performance sheet 

5.   Discussion on the formula to derive final performance figures

6.   Contributions to VAMOS III performance figures

7.   Work Plan

8.   AOB

 
4. DISCUSSION

1. Approval of Agenda
The agenda was approved without change. 
2. Review of MSRD for VAMOS working assumptions
One contribution entitled MSRD for VAMOS Working Assumptions from WI Rapporteur was submitted under this agenda item and was presented by Mr. Khairul Hasan. This version was an update of the contribution submitted to GERAN#58. Main update was in WA9, which defined a formula to obtain the final performance figures from proposals submitted by different companies.
Discussion: 

Com-Research: The table structure used for the working assumptions is considered best practice. In GERAN1#58 meeting WA 9 related to the formula to derive final performance requirements was not agreed. It was felt too strict and too detailed. 

NSN: according to Chairman’s request we should agree on a formula as soon as possible. 

Com-Research: Opinions from companies and from Chairman were exchanged during GERAN1#58. The operator statement in the discussion was also clear. 

RIM: It is beneficial to define the rules upfront. It will be easier for companies to configure simulation and contribute if the target is clear.
Com-Research: WA9 is about formula or rules, but not about simulation assumptions. Companies can contribute their best possible performance figures using the simulation setup already defined for the different cases.
NSN: Can we break down the issue into several aspects, for instance into allowed spread, FER handling and residual BER handling? 
Com-Research: We support splitting the WA i.e. the 1st rule for FER and the 2nd rule for RBER. But a single figure for the spread of 2 dB is arbitrary. Moreover, the second rule depends on the first. If the first rule doesn’t work, the second rule will not work. We proposes default rule for RBER, i.e. choosing RBER from the chosen dB points for FER. We can define a default procedure and then a procedure to be applied for exceptions. 

Moderator: This looks as a good proposal to identify a default procedure and a procedure for exceptions. Is this agreeable?

NSN: A 2 dB spread means that 95% of the figures will be in a 6 dB margin. That should be no issue. 
Com-Research: the working assumption was not accepted at GERAN#58. We think it is not needed.

RIM: As an alternative we could define that the performance of VAMOS III MS should be x dB better than that for VAMOS II MS. We should agree on a minimum figure for x.

Com-Research: This is a good proposal and worth to be discussed further. It could leverage the acceptance of VAMOS III. However there may be the case that a vendor could stop at this minimum required dB ratio and not improve further. 

NSN: We propose to have two margins - x for the gain over VAMOS II MS for better set of antenna parameters (zero correlation between antennas, no gain imbalance) and y for worse set (0.7 correlation and -6 dB gain imbalance) and we propose x to be larger than y. In that case companies will tend to bring stringent figures and at the same time selection rule will be simple.
Com-Research: The minimum gain could also depend on the spread of the proposed performance figures to be derived from max-min difference of the proposals. So, we propose even another threshold z, which is the spread in all proposed figures.     
RIM: The formula should not get too complicated. It is important to fix the principle of deriving the formula. 

Moderator: If figures cannot be agreed, can we at least agree on principles to derive the final performance requirements?

Com-Research: we agree we should define principles for deriving the calculation rules.  
After further discussion following agreement was achieved related to the specification of performance requirements for VAMOS III MS: 

Final performance figures for VAMOS III MS will be derived based on following principles: 

1) specific performance requirements for each set of antenna parameters

2) minimum performance based on VAMOS II performance
3) case distinction based on large or low observed min-max performance difference

Related to WA2 Ericsson proposed a rewording: “VAMOS III performance requirements shall cover all VAMOS II scenarios and shall be stricter than corresponding VAMOS II performance requirements.” This was agreed by WI Rapporteur and other participants. 
Related to WA12, it was requested to remove the text in the brackets in the status column, which was agreed. Also, the editorial changes, i.e. “on to” should be “onto” and “a VAMOS III” should be changed to “VAMOS III” were also agreed.
Conclusion: 

The contribution was noted. The agreed modifications related to WA 2, WA 9 and WA 12 will be included in the next revision of this paper foreseen for GERAN#59 submission. 
3. Review of list of 3GPP TSs requiring CR         
8 contributions were submitted under this agenda item and were presented by Mr. Khairul Hasan.
The first contribution entitled Update of WID MSRD for VAMOS Feature (update of 130285) from WI Rapporteur was an update of the Work item description which provided an updated list of affected TS. In the original WID, CRs to TS24.008, TS45.001, TS45.005 and TS51.010 were mentioned, but later it was found out that small modifications were needed in TS45.002, TS45.008, TS45.009 and TS44.018 in order to extend VAMOS II specific statements to VAMOS III. Following the instructions from former WG1 chairman, the WID was updated.
Discussion: 

Com-Research: Is finalization of the work item still targeted for GERAN#61? Companies can raise concern about the fact that that an update to the WID and CRs to affected specifications are proposed in the same GERAN meeting (i.e. GERAN#59, based on the plan shown in the updated WID, section 10).
WI Rapporteur: It may be a bit optimistic, but it is still possible. The CRs for the newly added specifications are very minor. For now we keep this date. 

Com-Research: It should also be checked if there are additional supporters of the work item when we submit the contribution to GERAN#59. 
Conclusion: 
The contribution was noted.

Seven stage 3 CRs sourced by NSN were presented for information: 

CR24008 VAMOS III Capability Indicator, CR44018 Introduction of VAMOS III MS, CR45001 Introduction of VAMOS III MS, CR45002 Introduction of VAMOS III MS, CR45005 VAMOS III Performance Requirement, CR45008 Introduction of VAMOS III MS and CR45009 Introduction of VAMOS III MS.

A quick run-through was done on all the potential CRs. It was clarified that for CR to 45.002 only the cover sheet was changed. For all CRs the agreed terms VAMOS I, VAMOS II and VAMOS III are used. There was not comment on anyone except on 45.005. Com-Research commented that this could be presented as normal CR instead of a draft CR, although values in the tables can stay as [tbd].
Discussion: 

The source to WG for CR to 45.005 was requested to be changed.  

Com-Research: We agree to the change in 44.018. 

Conclusion: 

The contribution was noted.

4.   Review of VAMOS III performance sheet 
One contribution entitled Vamos_III_Performance_v02 from WI Rapporteur was submitted under this agenda item and was presented by Mr. Khairul Hasan. This contained an updated template of the performance requirements spread sheet. It was pointed out that new tables for different sets of antenna parameters (correlation, gain imbalance) had been added. 
Discussion: 

It was stated that references to some source cells are wrong and some corrections be needed. Com-Research asked if a separate word document describing the performance spread sheets is planned to be maintained along the spread sheets as was included in the GERAN#58 contribution in GP-130451. The WI Rapporteur stated that this will not be the case as it was mentioned already in GERAN#58, but the change history as well as relevant description will be given in the sheet titled “Cover Sheet” in the same excel file. Com-Research commented that the Cover Sheet should provide the description of the formulas used for computing the final figures.
Conclusion: 

The contribution was noted.

5.  Discussion on the formula to derive final performance figures

The discussion was already carried out during the discussion of the working assumptions in agenda item 2.

6.   Contributions to VAMOS III performance figures


No contribution was submitted under this agenda item. It was inquired which companies intend to contribute on performance requirements. Com-Research and Intel stated interest to contribute to GERAN#59, MediaTek plan to contribute to GERAN#60.
7. Work Plan

One contribution entitled MSRD for VAMOS Workplan from WI Rapporteur was submitted under this agenda item and was presented by Mr. Khairul Hasan. 

Discussion: 

No comments were received.

Conclusion: 

The contribution was noted.

8. AOB 

The Moderator invited companies to progress via email communication on the pending issues.
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