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1 Introduction

TR38.900 was approved by RAN plenary in June 2016 and published as V14.0.0 [1].  There is a remaining ongoing activity on calibration. During the calibration period, some issues were found. Most of them are proposed as change requests (CRs), but some of them require additional discussion. This contribution focuses on the items requiring additional discussion.
2 Discussion
Despite the fact of the very good progress during the SI of >6 GHz channel model, there are some minor issues which require further discussion. They are mostly editorial, and updating them would increase the readability and technical quality. The list below summarizes the key findings.

· Frequency f is somehow unclear in several places in the document. Is it baseband frequency, carrier frequency, or a variable from f - BW/2 to f + BW/2? This is becoming more important due to very wide bandwidths.
· The abbreviation/symbol BW is used for two different purposes: bandwidth and beamwidth. 

· Many equations and figures are without numbers.

· Some equations are without notation explanation. 
· The terms UE vs. UT vs. Rx, and BS vs. eNodeB vs. Tx should be harmonized.
· Section 5 is empty.

· In some path loss equations d2D and d3D are used in an inconsistent way.

· Step-by-step guidelines are missing for additional features. For those who did not join the channel model SI in 3GPP, it may be difficult to implement the additional features without such guidelines. This is especially true for spatial consistency.

· Section 7.6.3.1 there is no method provided for the generation of the spatial consistency maps. We suggest adding references to various methods which might be applicable.
· Section 7.6.3.3 regarding shadow fading in the SOFT LOS/NLOS states

· As shadow fading typically has different parameter settings in LOS and NLOS states we suggest to include the shadow fading in the expressions for 
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· Section 7.6.4 on “Blockage” model A, the spatial and temporal consistency of each blocker is defined via a two-dimensional autocorrelation function. Does Δx correspond to moved distance or should this be extended to a three-dimensional autocorrelation function including Δy for the displacement in the x and y plane?

· Section 7.6.4 on “Blockage” models include a suggestion of selection of values for parameters of blockage model B. 

· One proposal could be to have a similar average number of blockers as in model A assuming similar distance ranges of blockers as specified in Table 7.5.4.1-2. An example calculation for outdoors with a distance range of 10m (corresponding area 314m^2) and a cell size with radius of 200m (area is 125000m^2) would lead to 400 blockers to cover the total cell area. In case of an average of 5 blockers as in model A, we require thus 2000 blockers uniformly distributed in the cell.
· Section 7.6.5 on “Correlation modeling for multi-frequency simulations”.
· The TR specifies that the same cluster delays and angles should be utilized for all frequency bands. For which frequency band are the values obtained? Always the lowest band? 

· The TR specifies that the delays and angles are fixed for all frequency bands. To obtain the frequency dependent delay and angular spreads the power of components need to be adjusted for all frequency bands. At the moment there is no procedure specified to do this. Different implementations may lead to different results. One suggestion could be to do it similar as in Step 7 of Procedure B in Section 7.6.3.2. 
3 Proposal

It is proposed that these issues are taken into account and necessary CRs are provided for the TR38.900.
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