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1	Introduction
This document provides the proposals and summary of discussions on the following second phase email discussion for one of the identified issues of LTE eMTC group WUS [5]:
[bookmark: _Hlk33419281][100e-LTE-eMTC5-GroupWUS-01] Email discussion/approval on definition of 3-FDM WUS resource pattern by 2/27; if there is a spec impact, followed by endorsing the corresponding TP by 3/2 – Le (Qualcomm)
1.1 Document update and revision
For easier tracking and efficient email discussion, please follow the steps below to update and revise this document:
· Input the comments in the table.
· Increase the version number of the document by 1.
· Input the revision history into the following table
· Upload to the draft folder of 6.2.1.1.
	Version
	Revision

	1
	FL summary of email discussion

	2
	FL updates

	
	



[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
We have agreed the resource ID mapping order for WUS resources with up to 2-FDM and up to 2-TDM. However, the resource ID mapping order for 3-FDM WUS resources is not defined yet.
[bookmark: _Hlk33419237]For 3-FDM WUS resources, there are two alternatives to define the WUS resource ID mapping order. 
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Alt2 [4]
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Table 1 Companies’ views in email discussion
	Company
	View

	ZTE,Sanechips
	 Alt1.  This is to be aligned with the behavior previously agreed and will simplify implementation.   

	Lenovo/MotoM
	 Alt 2, prefer the fixed solution.

	Huawei/Hisilicon
	Prefer Alt2 because it’s simple and straightforward. 
Regarding Alt1 n2 case, we think there is no difference between the two patterns, so this complicated design has no benefit.

	Nokia
	We prefer Alt 2. We do not see the benefit in Alt 1 when all 3 freq. domain resources are occupied. 

	Feature Lead summary
	From implementation point of view, Alt1 and Alt2 have no big difference. 
Propose Alt2 based on majority views.
Further consider how/where to capture the agreements related to WUS resource ID mapping.



3	Proposal
Based on the email discussion on [100e-LTE-eMTC5-GroupWUS-01], we propose:
Proposal		For 3-FDM WUS resources, the WUS resource ID mapping order is defined as 
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Further consider how/where to capture the agreements related to WUS resource ID mapping in next meeting.
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