
3GPP TSG-RAN#71	RP-160152
Gothenburg, Sweden, March 7 - 10, 2016

Source:	Telecom Italia, Orange, TeliaSonera, CMCC, Deutsche Telekom
Title: 	pCR on Section “Key performance indicators” of TR38.913
[bookmark: _GoBack]Agenda Item:	9.2.2
Document for:	Approval
Currently the Section 7 on KPIs provides a single value per KPI, independently from the use case and deployment scenarios. During the E-mail discussion, it was suggested to clarify for which use case the KPI’s value is related. 
However, this approach is still not completely in line with ITU-R assumption. In particular, ITU-R states in their “Vision towards IMT-2020” document:
Capabilities of IMT-2020
IMT for 2020 and beyond is expected to provide far more enhanced capabilities than those described in Recommendation ITU-R M.1645, and these enhanced capabilities could be regarded as new capabilities of future IMT. As ITU-R will give a new term IMT-2020 to those systems, system components, and related aspects that support these new capabilities, the term IMT-2020 is used in the following sections. 
A broad variety of capabilities, tightly coupled with intended usage scenarios and applications for IMT-2020 is envisioned.  Different usage scenarios along with the current and future trends will result in a great diversity/variety of requirements. The key design principles are flexibility and diversity to serve many different use cases and scenarios, for which the capabilities of IMT-2020, described in the following paragraphs, will have different relevance and applicability.  In addition, the constraints on network energy consumption and the spectrum resource will need to be considered.

As a consequence, ITU-R may define values for KPIs different from those defined by 3GPP, since 3GPP did not cover the possible combinations “use case/deployment scenario”.
Moreover, defining a single value for KPI can lead to misleading interpretations (does the new RAT satisfy the requirement in all use cases/deployment scenarios?) and provides only a partial picture of 3GPP capabilities. 
Note that the definition of the table does not imply multiple evaluation scenarios and consequently simulations.
Proposal 1
Add for each KPI (if applicable) the following table
	KPI name
	Indoor hot spot
	Dense urban
	Rural
	Urban macro
	High speed

	eMBB
	
	
	
	
	

	mMTC
	
	
	
	
	

	URLLC
	
	
	
	
	



Note - In case of associated KPIs, e.g. User Experienced Data Rate and Area Traffic Capacity (non-full buffer), it is recommended to capture them within one table
The values to be inserted in the table are not part of this contribution, and should be filled on the basis of the conclusions of [5G_AH_03] and subsequent discussion and contributions.
Consideration 1
The values to be inserted in the table are not part of this contribution, and should be filled on the basis of the conclusions of [5G_AH_03] and subsequent discussion and contributions.
Conclusions
Add for each KPI (if applicable) the table as in Proposal 1
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