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1. Opening of the meeting

A conference call of ITU-R Ad Hoc was held on August, 31st at 13:30 CEST; the list of participant can be found in Annex 1. The main purpose of the conf call is the review of the IMT-Advanced submission to be approved in the RAN 45. It is clarified that no technical content can be modified. Concerns on the tehcnical content should be raised during the RAN 45 meeting.

The Convenor of the telephone conference is Nicola Pio Magnani from Telecom Italia.

The documents can be found in the following FTP: ftp://ftp.3gpp.org/tsg_ran/AHG1_ITU_Coord/TSGRT_08
	The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group is drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.

The delegates are asked to take note that they are thereby invited:

· to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.

· to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).


2. Approval of the Agenda




RT-090047 is Approved with few modifications. The final version of the Agenda is available in RT-090049.
3. Review of the Description Templates
3.1

Characteristics Template


RT-090033: The convenor introduced briefly the document.  The document is Noted
RT-090044: 
This is the template which has been discussed in the RAN WGs.
The only modification is the addition of the source document in the title. The document is based on R1-093731. It is proposed to repeat the title in the header of each page, as per the previous submission in June.

The rapporteur of LTE-A asks if adding the source is needed. Maybe in the plenary some errors may be found and a revision may be needed and the reference to the RAN 1 tdoc number may create confusion. Probably the plenary Tdoc number may be more appropriate for the ITU-R submission.

The proposal is to update the title as follow:

FDD RIT component of SRIT “LTE release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” (Source: RP-09xxx)

The agreement is to have the header in each page equal to the title.
Alcatel Lucent says that sometimes [] are used for reference. They say that in general in ITU this is used for unagreed text. They ask if this may create problem.

The convenor says that the same thing was used in the june submission, and that there was no confusion.

AT&T thinks that this editorial modification is not needed.
The convenor says that the version of the specifications mentioned in the reference are still the ones of the june submission. 
He asks if the intention is to attach the version of the specifications as approved in the next plenary. In that case the version of the specification in the reference list should be updated.

The convenor says that the specifications are attached as informative material not normative material.

The convenor suggests to keep this material. The problem is whether we have added some material that references to a later version of the spec.

AT&T suggests that if we have not updated any reference material and that the material is still applicable it is better to use the latest version, unless we have used this specific june version to answer questions.

The convenor says that if we change the version we should check the technical content to make sure that there are no consistency issues.

RAN 45 is tasked to review the technical content and check if there are consistency problems. 

The LTE-A rapporteur says that he does not think that we will have consistency problems. The description is also high level. The LTE-A rapporteur clarifies also that the version of the specifications used for the june submission was the march one.
ITU-R deadline is October the 7th. There are not 3 weeks after the ran plenary. Possible problems because of the deadline MCC has to provide the updated version of specifications.
The convenor summarize that the agreement from ITU-R ad-hoc is that it is better to use the latest version of the document as approved in RAN 45. This is to be done if:

It is possible to have the specifications in 2 weeks (5th of october) from MCC perspective and

If there is no consistency problems from a technical contents.

MCC is asked to focus on the update of the specs in the reference list. If this is not possible we can use the june version of the specifications. The document  RT-090044 and the reference section in 36.912 contains the complete list of specifications that should be prioritarized by MCC (the list of specifications to be sent to ITU is the one in RT-090044).
Agreements: 

1.The title will be updated as follow:

FDD RIT component of SRIT “LTE release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” (Source: RP-09xxx)

The agreement is to have the header in each page equal to the title.

2. Use the latest version of the specifications as approved in RAN 45. This is to be done if:

It is possible to have the specifications in 2 weeks (5th of october) from MCC perspective and

If there is no consistency problems from a technical contents.

MCC is asked to focus on the update of the specs in the reference list of RT-090044 and the reference section in 36.912  . If this is not possible we can use the june version of the specifications. 

3.2

Link Budget Templates


RT-090046:
The only modification is to add the indication of the source document. The same conclusion as in the  paper above applyes.

LTE-A rapporteur says that there are some modifications w.r.t the original version. i.e some lines are added for control and data channel. 

Huawei says that for the indoor due to some assumptions, the range could give some pessimistic results.

If we receive specific comment on that point from ITU-R, we may provide more background on this particular issue and some more matierial.
LTE-A rapporteur says that this is technical issue and should be discussed within RAN 1.
The agreement is 

If Huawei has technical issues, they should send an e-mail to the LTE-A rapporteur who can clafiry/handle the situation within RAN 1 if necessary. RAN 1 chairman to accept e-mail approval before the RAN plenary.

The title will be updated by adding the source by indicating the RAN plenary document  (RP-09xxx)

The agreement is to have the header in each page equal to the title. The source indication will be updated during the ran plenary.
4. Review of the Compliance Templates


RT-090045
The convenor says that the modification is, as before,  the addition of  the source document.

LTE-A rapporteur says that all the items are answered as yes. So all the requirements are passed.

In the comment column the reference to the applicable specification is added. Two tables are provided for FDD and TDD.

The agreement is 
The title will be updated by adding the source by indicating the RAN plenary document  (RP-09xxx)

The agreement is to have the header in each page equal to the title. The source indication will be updated during the ran plenary.

4.1

Compliance template for services
4.2

Compliance template for spectrum
4.3

Compliance template for technical performance
5. Review of self-evaluation report


RT-090034 : This LS was already treated in RAN 1. The document is noted.
RT-090043(sect.16+Ann):  This document was endorsed in the WGs last week.
LTE-A rapporteur introduced the technical content of the document and all the updates done in the last WG meetings. In the conclusion it is clearly mentioned that LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)  SRIT and the individual FDD RIT and TDD RIT components completely satisfy the criteria of Step 6 and should move forward to Step 7 of the process and that he 3GPP LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced) technology should be included in the ITU-R IMT-Advanced terrestrial component radio interface Recommendation(s).  
The convenor says that in Section 16 there is an editor’s note which reads: “Editor’s note:  In Section 2 References add the reference to the 3GPP T-Doc(s) that has the templates.” The convenor suggests  to use RAN plenary tdoc numbers and not to a RAN WG tdoc number.
In Section 16.5 it says: “The generic handover procedure of LTE-Advanced is similar to LTE Rel-8 one and is shown in Figure 16.5-1 below:”, The convenor suggests to use the same wording as in 16.7. This would read: The generic handover procedure of LTE-Advanced builds upon the one developed for LTE and is shown in Figure 16.5-1 below:”
Ericsson says that In section 16.5.1, .2 ,.3  the text in italics should read:

Thus it can be concluded that any of the evaluated LTE configurations fulfills the ITU requirements on Inter-frequency handover interruption time … rather than referencing to latency.
Handover should be written in a consistent manner, by removing the highphen.

CATT suggests to mention specificly that 18 companies particpated to the competion of this cahpter 16. Add a reference to this number in the introduction or in the conclusion of section 16, or annex A.3

AT&T says that there are 18 companies which contribute to 36.912 but many other companies are participating to fine tuning as well and the total scope of the work.

The convenor suggests to mention 18 companies in annex A-3.

LTE-A rapporteur says that in RAN 1 they have had a discussion on how to count the companies for example Ericsson and ST-Ericsson. 

The Convenor suggests to count the commas and with this rule we end up to 18 companies. This may be critical for different branches of the same company. 
AT&T says that if we want to put the number of companies, we can say “18 corporate entities”

The agreement is to change the sentence in Annex A.3 as follows:

The following 18 corporate entities (listed below alphabetically) participated in these simulations.
The convenor suggets to attach the pdf file mentioned ion A.3 embedded in this file rather than having it as a separated file. The reason is that we will submit quite a lot of files, it will be difficult to place all the files in the correct position. It will be easier for ITU-R.

Samsung suggested to use the xls file and not the pdf file.

AT&T says that from 3gpp perspective, as It was suggested by MCC (John Meredith), the attachement should be used rather than an embedded file. It was suggestes to change the file name with a name which clearly identifiy the link with this annex. The concern is that the xls file may be changed and create different results. The pdf preserve the integrity of the results, without exposing ourselves to possible changes. They suggest, that if the evaluation group asks additional results, then 3gpp may provide additional results by using an xls sheet on a correspondance basis, by clarifying that formulas or results can not be changed.
The suggestion is
· use a separate file

· change the file name as for example AnnexA3toTR36912.

· use a pdf to insure the integrity of the information, this does not preclude the use of an xls file as a response of specific request of additional results.

Samsung asks if there is any RAN 1 tdoc number which contains the xls sheet which was used to create the pdf file.

Alcatel Lucent says that there is not a RAN1 tdoc number.

It is endorsed that there is the need of having an internal tdoc number for the xls sheet. 

In order to improve the readability of the paper Huawei suggests to improve the column organization ( split the tables in order to be able to print it in a A4 format to be able to read it.

LTE-A rapporteur says that the scope of the table is to compare the company results. If the columns are splitted there is a possible confusion in the comparison of the results.

The convenor suggests that an other possible solution Is to replicate the first 2 columns.
LTE-A rapporteur suggests to submit the xls sheet in the RAN plenary. We will attach the pdf file in the submission, If there are readibility problem the RAN plenary document can be referred.

The final agreements are as follows:

· Use RAN plenary tdoc numbers as reference and not to a RAN WG tdoc number.
· In Section 16.5  the following modification is agreed: The generic handover procedure of LTE-Advanced builds upon the one developed for LTE and is shown in Figure 16.5-1 below:”
· In 16.5.1, .2 ,.3  the text in italics should read: “Thus it can be concluded that any of the evaluated LTE configurations fulfills the ITU requirements on Inter-frequency handover interruption time … rather than referencing to latency.”
· Handover should be written in a consistent manner, by removing the highphen.

· The sentence in Annex A.3 as follows: “ The following 18 corporate entities (listed below alphabetically) participated in these simulations..”
· Suggest to RAN to have the xls spread sheet available with a RAN plenary tdoc number.
· Change the file name as for example AnnexA3toTR36912v200.

· In 36.912 attach the pdf file and, if agreed by RAN, add the reference of the ran document containing the xls sheet. So that the pdf document insures the integrity of the results, but in order to improve the readibility, the RAN plenary document is publicly available. 
RT-090042: AT&T says that in Annex C the suggestion is to add a separate file in attachement for C1 C2 and C3 by using the same file name philosophy as for the above document and remove the reference to the  ran 1 document. 

A comment was made of the scope of the TR. AT&T says that the scope of the study item was also to define the features in order to meet the ITU-R requirements.In order to meet this, we have to include the 3gpp work as well as insuring that we have satisfied the itu-r requirements. There are 15 sections devolted to the 3gpp work and there is one section dedicated to the self evaluation. The Annex make sure that we have concluded the work related to the 3gpp work and the ITU-R requirement. This TR is the results of the obejctives we have fixed for ourselves.The convenor says that the study item mentions the itu-r submission. LTE-A rapporteur says that 36.912 is a 3gpp document and as such it should not consider ITU-R related issues. However it is important to give information to the outside bodies/external organizations into a single package. They think that this document can be kept as a 3gpp document.
The document is agreed.

The agreement is :

In Annex C the suggestion is to add a separate file in attachement for C1, C2, and C3 by using the same file name philosophy as for the above document and removing  reference to ran 1 document, but  keeping track of the relevant RP tdoc number in the file name.
6. Review of any related additional contribution to be sent to ITU-R WP5D
RT-090043(sect.1-15): The convenor clarifies that the Specifications mentioned in the reference section of this document should be prioritarized by MCC after ran 45, even if they are not intended to be sent to ITU-R WP5D as part of the submission.
This document contains additional material to be attached in the ITU-R submission. LTE-A rapporteur says that some updates will be needed to capture the agreement after this meeting. He will provide the final version of this document.Based on the discussion of today, the convenor will capture the comments/agreement of this meeting and he will circulate to the reflector. LTE-A rapporteur says that this document should be approved in principle there are some changes as the outcome of this ITU-R ad hoc meeting and possible changes of other nature.

The document is noted 
The agreement is:

After this ITU-R ad Hoc meeting an updated version will be available. It will be submitted to the LTE-A rapporteur, he will collect all the comments/changes and he will take care of submitting the final version to RAN 45 with track changes. The first 15 sections will be untouched from ITU-R ad Hoc perspectives.
7. Cover page for the complete 3GPP submission


RT-090041:
RT-090048:

RT-090048 is a revision of RT-00041 proposed by CATR. 

The first comment in paragraph 1 is agreed.

2nd change: add RIT in the minimum requirement. CATR says that each single RIT should meet the requirement.  The second change is agreed (“FDD RIT Component…”and “TDD RIT Component”).

3rd change is about the reference to the description templates. “Description Template” is changed to “Descirption Templates” (changed to plural). The reference to the TR 36.912 v. 2.0.0 Annex C1 is kept.

Step 3 of the IMT-Advanced process in Document IMT‑ADV/2(Rev.1): The language in the ADV/2 says that there the tehcnology has to satisfy the minimum requirements for 3 out of 4 test environments.
The agreement is to change the minimum requirement as follows:

· Based on IMT-ADV/2 Rev 1 Step 2, for the “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” the FDD RIT Component meets the minimum requirements of all 4 required test environments.

· Based on IMT-ADV/2 Rev 1 Step 2, for the “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” the TDD RIT Component meets the minimum requirements of all 4 required test environments.

· Based on IMT-ADV/2 Rev 1 Step 2, for the “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” the complete SRIT meets the minimum requirements of all  4 required test environments.

Alcatel-Lucent suggests to add the following sentence: “Based on our understanding of IMT-ADV/2 Rev 1 Step2”. However some companies do not understand the need for this clarifications. 

The convenor suggests the following: It would be useful not to touch the wording but to add a sentence at the end of section 1 saying that 3gpp is looking forward to continuing  the dialog during the developing process of LTE-Advanced. This leave the door open that 3gpp are looking forward to keep the dialog open with ITU-R.

The convenor suggests to modify the sentence in page 1 bullet 2 “The initial self-evaluation or the proponents’ endorsement of an initial evaluation submitted by another entity has been performed using the same…”  to “the initial self-evaluation has been performed using the same…”. This change is agreed.
This document will be send in the reflector on Tuesday september the 1st. Next Monday all the material will be submitted to LTE-A rapporteur for submission to the RAN 45. 
The final package will contain this cover page and a second zip file with 36.912, the pdf file Annex A3 with the simulation results, the description template, the link budjet template and compliance template all within the same zip file 36.912.zip. this will not contain the specifications referenced in the description template that will be sent separately as already done in June (ITU-R had then embedded them electronically).

The agreements are as follows:

· The changes suggested in doc RT-090048 are all agreed a part from the deletion of the reference to the TR 36.912 v. 2.0.0 Annex C1 which is kept.

· The minimum requirements section is changed  as follows:

· Based on IMT-ADV/2 Rev 1 Step 2, for the “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” the FDD RIT Component meets the minimum requirements of all 4 required test environments.

· Based on IMT-ADV/2 Rev 1 Step 2, for the “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” the TDD RIT Component meets the minimum requirements of all 4 required test environments.

· Based on IMT-ADV/2 Rev 1 Step 2, for the “LTE Release 10 & beyond (LTE-Advanced)” the complete SRIT meets the minimum requirements of all  4 required test environments.

· The convenor will circulate the updated document with an additional sentence after section 1 which clarifies that 3gpp is looking forward to continuing  the dialog during the developing process of LTE-Advanced.
· the sentence in page 1 bullet 2 is changed  to “the initial self-evaluation has been performed using the same…”.
· This document will be send in the reflector on Tuesday september the 1st. Monday september the 7th all the material will be submitted to LTE-A rapporteur for submission to the RAN 45. 
8. ITU-R workshop on IMT-Advanced

LTE-A rapporteur has confirmed the participation of 3gpp and asked a slot for 3gpp. 

The convenor will suggest in his report to ran plenary to ask the RAN chairman to prepare the presentation after the ran plenary, in line with what was proposed over the ITU-R Ad Hoc reflector. 

RAN chairman welcomes the possibility to do the presentation in ITU-R
9. Any other business

The convenor will circulate the updated material by Tuesday september the 1st. The agreement is asked before Friday september the 4th after this it will be sent to LTE-A rapporteur by Monday september the 7th who will submit the material to the RAN plenary.
The other ITU-R activity will be discussed on a correspondance basis.
Following RAN 45 and WP5D we may receive questions coming from the evaluation entities. The convenor suggests to propose in his report to ran plenary to task the LTE-A rapporteur to collect all the questions and task appropriate groups to provide answers and he will prepare the response back. This will be done according to 3gpp working rules.

LTE-A rapporteur welcomes this possibilities, he will welcome the help from the other LTE-A rapporteurs. This will be discussed in the ran plenary. 
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