3GPP TSG GERAN#49 
GP- 110084
Chengdu, P. R. China
Agenda Item 7.1.5.2.1
28th Feb - 4th Mar 2011
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TIGHTER – Meeting minutes from 3GPP Teleconference #3 
1. DATE AND TIME 

Wednesday, 26th January 2011, from 14:00 to 16:00 CEST.
2. Participants
Com-Research: Mr. Hans Kalveram

Ericsson: Mr. Olof Liberg

Huawei: Mr. Chao Luo

Infineon Technology AG: Mr. Holger Neuhaus

Marvell: Mr. Paul Spencer

Motorola: Mr. Jian (Jim) Wu

Qualcomm: Mr. Zhi-Zhong (John) Yu

Renesas Technology Europe: Mr. Carsten Juncker


RIM: Mr. Werner Kreuzer, Mr. Yan Xin, Mr. Eswar Vutukuri
Vodafone: Mr. Leo Patanapongpibul

3. Agenda
1. Approval of Agenda

2. Technical Contributions to TIGHTER

2.1 Performance Aspects




2.2 Signaling Aspects 


2.3 Other Issues 




3. TIGHTER 45.005 CR




4. TIGHTER Work Plan




5. AOB

4. Conclusions / Contributions
4.1 For Agenda Item 1 - Approval of Agenda

The agenda was approved
4.2 For Agenda Item 2 - Technical Contributions to TIGHTER 
4.2.1 For Agenda Item 2.1 – Performance Aspects 
Contribution: TIGHTER Working assumptions

Source: WI rapporteur

The rapporteur presented the contribution and summarized the modifications done according to the agreements at the 3GPP TIGHTER telco#2.

No comments
Contribution: TIGHTER Performance Requirements 
Source: Com-Research

Com-Research shortly summarized the minor modifications since 3GPP TIGHTER telco#2 and clarified that the purpose of the re-submission was to check for further comments.
No comments
4.2.2 For Agenda Item 2.2 – Signalling Aspects

No contributions, the Rapporteur mentioned that this was reflected in the TIGHTER working assumptions and whether there is a need for a TIGHTER signal granularity as listed as an open item.
No comments

4.2.3 For Agenda Item 2.3 – Other Issues

For Agenda Item 2.3.1 TIGHTER – Meeting minutes from 3GPP Teleconference #2
Source: WI rapporteur
The meeting minutes from the previous TIGHTER telco were shortly presented with the main weight on the comments for the previous draft of the 45.005 TIGHTER CR.
No comments

4.3 For Agenda Item 3: TIGHTER 45.005 CR

4.3.1 Contribution: Draft TIGHTER 45.005 CR

Source: WI rapporteur
Qualcomm: Question for clarification; will the two types of TIGHTER tests for AMR correspond to a duplication of test cases? If there is a preference to show the TIGHTER delta values besides the absolute values these can be listed in the tables based on the current requirements.

Rapporteur: Clarified that the two types of TIGHTER tests for AMR does not correspond to a duplication of test cases. The preference was to keep absolute values only in order to make the TIGHTER requirements clear.
RIM: If there is a preference to make the tightening values visible these could be included in 45.050 and cross-referenced. RIM would be fine with absolute values only.

Com-Research: By including two approaches for specifying the TIGHTER requirements two separate tables seems to be needed. But given Note 4 is it then necessary to enrol all the values in table 1x? Com-Research would support explicit performance requirements for TIGHTER as e.g. in table 1w and then with a Note instead of an additional table like the Note 4.

Ericsson: The table 1x format is comparable towards the earlier requirements with the TIGHTER requirements achieved at a lower FER value. What about class 1b and class 2 requirements for these lower FER values?

Com-Research: A tightening of the AMR FER requirement might not impact the class 1b and class 2 requirements, if these are not impacted the table with the enrolled tightening values might not be needed.
Ericsson: Agreed i.e. if the FER and RBER requirements are balanced Ericsson is in favour or removing the tables with the enrolled tightening values for sensitivity, CCI and ACI.

Rapporteur: Will include this as a conditional working assumption and encouraged all contributing companies to verify the FER – RBER balance for TIGHTER prior to GERAN#49.
Com-Research: Questioned how the selection of the TIGHTER reference performance requirements based on the current approach were done for AMR, since the existing AMR requirements contains two sets of requirements. Asked which points to consider as the relevant points.
Rapporteur: The two sets of requirements for AMR are assumed to be the FER requirements shifted either +3 or -3 dB from the original values. This were briefly discussed at GERAN#48 where one set of requirements specified at a fixed FER level were found sufficient. All AMR requirements proposed in the drafted CR are for the non-shifted requirements.
Com-Research: The applied points are relevant for the TIGHTER test cases based on the current AMR approach. Asked Ericsson to share their view?

Ericsson: the non-shifted requirements are the original requirements whereas the shifted requirements are the more practical values.

RIM: If the TIGHTER requirements for the current AMR approach are specified as an offset, then it might as well apply for the shifted points. 
Com-Research: Agreed, this is not an issue. 

Rapporteur: So the current procedure will be kept.

Com-Research: There is a duplication of the CCI test cases today in terms of DTS-1 and the single CCI case. Should this duplication of test cases be removed from the TIGHTER requirements?

RIM: Which signal levels are expected to be used for the TIGHTER requirements, is the proposal to keep the legacy signal levels i.e. today one signal level is used for the DTS cases (-80 dBm) and another for the legacy requirements?
Qualcomm: The signal level used for the original CCI test cases is much lower than DTS-1, one reason is the introduction of the mixed interference scenarios we have for DARP. Question for clarification, will the TIGHTER DTS requirements replace the existing DARP requirements, if yes could this be clarified in the CR?
Com-Research: There are similar points in DTS1 and in CCI requirements but specified at two different levels, would it make sense to remove this duplication?

Rapporteur: The intention is to keep the current signal levels i.e. one signal level are to be used for the DTS scenarios and another signal level are to be used for the non-DTS scenarios. Regarding the question from Qualcomm, then yes the TIGHTER DTS requirements will replace the existing DARP requirements. A clarification will be included in the CR for GERAN#49.

RIM: If relative values are preferred for TIGHTER then two signal levels must be specified. A clarification of the signal levels would be appropriate in section 6.3.5 as well. 

Rapporteur: Will be included in the CR for GERAN#49.
Com-Research: Additional comments for the drafted CR: Clauses affected should be updated and a reference to 24.008 should be inserted in section 6.3.5 – both for the existing DARP ph. 2 section and for the TIGHTER section.
Ericsson: The Note 6 in the table 2’s should be corrected as well

Rapporteur: Confirmed that all the comments will be included in the CR for GERAN#49 and requested additional comments/requests for the CR to be send before GERAN#49 since the intention is to propose the CR for approval at GERAN#49

4.4 For Agenda Item 4: TIGHTER Work Plan

4.4.1 Contribution: TIGHTER Work Plan

Source: WI rapporteur
Updated work plan presented by the rapporteur. Furthermore the rapporteur indicated that a need for a TIGHTER telco between GERAN#49 and GERAN#50 is likely needed in order to decide on the TIGHTER requirements values for the 45.005.
No comments

4.5 For Agenda Item 5 – AOB

NTR
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