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9.2.1
3GPP™ Work Item Description

For guidance, see 3GPP Working Procedures, article 39; and 3GPP TR 21.900.
Comprehensive instructions can be found at http://www.3gpp.org/Work-Items
Title:
New Work Item on NR uplink enhancements for broadband MTC
Acronym:
NR_BMTC
Unique identifier:

NOTE:
For new WIs/SIs leave the Unique identifier empty or you can make a proposal for an Acronym.


If this is a RAN WID including Core and Perf. part, then Title, Acronym and Unique identifier refer to the feature WI.


Please tick (X) the applicable box(es) in the table below:

Either:
	This WID includes a Core part
	

	This WID includes a Performance part
	



or:
	This WID includes a Testing part
	

	and it addresses the following 3GPP work area:
	Radio Access
	

	
	Core Network
	

	
	Services
	


1
Impacts

	Affects:
	UICC apps
	ME
	AN
	CN
	Others (specify)

	Yes
	
	
	X
	
	

	No
	
	
	
	
	

	Don't know
	
	
	
	
	


2
Classification of the Work Item and linked work items

2.1
Primary classification

This work item is a … {Tick one box. "Feature / Building Block / Work Task" form a hierarchical structure. E.g. no Building Block can be proposed without a corresponding parent Feature. The full structure of all existing Work Items is shown in the 3GPP Work Plan in ftp://ftp.3gpp.org/Information/WORK_PLAN } 
	
	Feature

	X
	Building Block

	
	Work Task

	
	Study Item


NOTE:
Normally, Core/Perf./Testing parts in RAN WIDs are Building Blocks. Only if they are under an SA or CT umbrella, we define them as work tasks. If you are in doubt, please contact MCC.
2.2
Parent and child Work Items 

{For a Feature: list here the children Building Blocks (optional) and Work Tasks (optional)}

{For a Building Block: list here the parent Feature (mandatory) and children Work Tasks (optional)}

{For a Work Task: list here the parent Building Block (mandatory)}
	Parent and child Work Items 

	Unique ID
	Title
	Nature of relationship

	
	
	{mandatory text: "parent WID" or "child WID"} 


NOTE:
RAN agreed some time ago, that it describes the feature WI + Core/Perf. part WI or Testing part WI in one WID. Therefore the table above should just include the feature WI Unique ID and title and Nature of relationship is "parent WID".
2.3
Other related Work Items and dependencies

{List here other Work Items which relate to the proposed one but are not part of the hierarchical structure, such as preceding SI or a preceding WI (e.g. if you further enhance a topic).}

	Other related Work Items (if any)

	Unique ID
	Title
	Nature of relationship

	
	
	{optional free text} 


NOTE:
Also related or dependent WIs in other TSGs should be indicated.
3
Justification

Machine Type Communication is seen as a form of data communication between entities that do not necessarily need human interaction. There are enormous MTC applications and massive connections in the network. The NB-IoT/eMTC specifications mainly target the use cases of Low Power Wide Area (LPWA), such as metering, tracking and tracing, etc., which have the requirements of low data rate, low cost, low power consumption and deep coverage. However, there are some other MTC use cases which require higher data rate, normal coverage, and are not extremely sensitive to the power consumption. One of the promising new use cases for broadband MTC is video surveillance camera. 
Video monitoring over wireless link has been rapidly developed nowadays especially for Safe City/Village, Smart Home and etc. Such applications typically require data rate of several Mbps in the uplink transmission for stationary UEs, e.g., cameras and CPEs. For example, for real time video monitoring (1080P) with H.265 coding, about 2Mbps data rate per link is required, and multiple cameras may be deployed at the same location (e.g., on a pole) to avoid blind zones. There are many UEs in a cell which leads to very high uplink throughput requirement. For example, in some Safe City scenarios, 70 cameras in the area of one cell are working simultaneously, which means 140Mbps data rate per cell. 

It is important to evaluate the number of cameras that a single NR cell can support in order to give a guideline for the commercial deployment of the wireless cameras. Besides, considering the cameras are always stationary and the uplink transmission is almost continuous data rate, many techniques can be applied to enhance the uplink capacity in order to support more cameras, like reducing the control channel and pilot overhead, improve MIMO and interference coordination performance, etc. On the other hand, considering that the peak data rate requirement for broadband MTC is much lower than the typical eMBB scenario and that the downlink throughput requirement is low, it is also valuable to identify techniques to reduce the UE cost while reducing downlink complexity and peak UL/DL data rate.
4
Objective

4.1
Objective of SI or Core part WI or Testing part WI
This item will study and specify techniques to support massive connection for non-LPWA cases which have higher data rate requirement per terminal, such as for video monitoring service.
The detailed objectives of this work item include:
· Evaluate the capacity of NR Release 15 to support video monitoring service in typical scenarios, including definition of the traffic model, simulation assumptions (e.g., assumptions on UE positions), performance metrics (e.g., number of connections per cell), etc.
· Specify techniques for enhancing the uplink capacity/ number of connected broadband MTC UEs with high date rate (e.g., Mbps), including but not limited to video surveillance UEs. 
· Enhancement of uplink capacity (e.g., optimize uplink MIMO and interference coordination schemes) considering more accurate uplink channel state acquisition  [RAN1]
· Overhead reduction for slow-varying channels [RAN1]
· Optimized scheduling mechanism to adapt to service characteristics [RAN1, RAN2]
· Mechanisms to improve performance for the users with poor link quality [RAN1]

· Specify techniques to reduce the UE cost 
· New UE category definition to support lower UL/DL peak data rate requirement [RAN2, RAN4]
· Reduced downlink complexity [RAN2, RAN4]
4.2
Objective of Performance part WI
NOTE:
Leave empty if the WI proposal does not contain a RAN performance part.
4.3
RAN time budget proposal

NOTE:
For all RAN related WIs/SIs which are not led by RAN WG5 the WI/SI rapporteur has to fill out the attached Excel table to request time budgets for corresponding RAN WG meetings.
The Excel table has to be filled out for all affected RAN WGs and up to the target date of the WI/SI.
One time unit (TU) corresponds to ~ 2 hours in the meeting.
If no TU is needed leave the field empty otherwise enter a number in the field.


For revisions of already approved WI/SI descriptions: Please remove the Excel table from the WID/SID's zip file. The time budgets are already recorded. If you want to modify them, then this has to be done via the status report and not via a revised WID/SID.


If this WID is covering Core and Performance part, then please fill out one line for each of them in the attached Excel table.

additional comments to the time budget request in the attached Excel table:

5
Service Aspects

6
MMI-Aspects

7
Charging Aspects

8
Security Aspects

9
Impacts

	Affects:
	UICC apps
	ME
	AN
	CN
	Others

	Yes
	
	X
	X
	
	

	No
	X
	
	
	X
	X

	Don't know
	
	
	
	
	


10
Expected Output and Time scale

	New specifications [If Study Item, one TR is anticipated]

	Spec No.
	Title
	1st rsp. WG
	2nd rsp. WG(s)
	Presented for information at plenary#
	Approved at plenary #
	Comments

	
	
	RAN1
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


NOTE:
If this is a RAN WID including Core and Perf. part, then all new Core part specs have to be listed first and then all new Perf. part specs. Indicate "Core part" or "Perf. part" under Comments for each spec.
By default a new specs can only be new for one of both parts.

	Affected existing specifications  [None in the case of Study Items]


NOTE:
If this is a RAN WID including Core and Perf. part, then all new Core part specs have to be listed first and then all new Perf. part specs. Indicate "Core part" or "Perf. part" under Comments for each spec.
If an existing spec is affected by both (Core part and Perf. part), then it has to be listed twice with appropriate approval dates.
11
Work item rapporteur(s)


12
Work item leadership

RAN WG1
NOTE:
If this is a RAN WID including Core and Perf. part, then this WG specifies the WG leading the Core part.
RAN WG4 is by default leading the Perf. part.
13
Supporting Individual Members
	Supporting IM name

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	


form change history:

2013-12-06 v1.14.1 modified §11 to read: <FamilyName>, <GivenName>, (If the person is new to 3GPP work, give full contact coordinates, in particular, email address.)
2013-10-03 v1.14.0 removal of embedded help text

v1.13.2: adds tdoc header

v1.13.1: minor changes resulting from discussions at CT#41 & SA#41

v1.13.0: mods to enforce linkage amongst stages 1, 2, 3

draft mods Scarrone-Meredith 2008-07 ff

v1.12.1: removes revision marks following approval at SP-29
v1.12.0: includes provision for Study Items (SP-29)

v1.11.0: includes those changes from v1.8.0 agreed at SP-25.


v1.10.0: full circle

v1.9.0: a clean sheet

v1.8.0: includes comments from SA#24 

v1.7.0: includes comments from RAN, CN and T #24; also includes “early implementation” data

v1.6.0: includes comments made during review period prior to TSGs#24

v1.5.0: includes comments made at TSGs#23 (Phoenix)

v1.4.0: offered to SA#23 for approval

v1.3.0: offered to CN#23, RAN#23 and T#23 for comments

DRAFT4 v1.3.0: 2004-03-09: Incorporation of comments from Leaders list

DRAFT3 v1.3.0: 2004-02-19: Incorporation of comments from MCC members

DRAFT2 v1.3.0: 2004-01-29: Complete redraft:

v1.2.0: 2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"

2003-05-28: spelling of “rapporteur” corrected

2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"
