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1 Introduction & Background

- Discuss and conclude on packet size and packet inter-arrival CDFs for the traffic scenarios agreed upon in the meeting.

=> Intended output: Email discussion report and agreeable text proposal for traffic model parameters to RAN#75bis.

Finalisation date: Up to Monday 3rd October 2011 midnight Pacific Time
2 Discussion
Based on the traffic scenarios captured in Table 4.2-1 of TR36.822 the following is a summary of inputs received for CDFs submitted during this email discussion

	Label
	Traffic Scenario
	Description
	Submission summary

	Top priority
	

	A
	Background Traffic
	Traffic from an unattended phone with applications not in “active phase” (i.e. not including email retrieval, no IM sending etc…)
	RIM – 2 contributions
Heavier back ground – traffic with mean data rate >40bytes/s

· 7 CDFs for traces with multiple applications open

Lightweight background – traffic with mean data rate <40Bytes/s

· 5 CDFs for traces with one or two applications open

Intel – 2 contributions

Intel_Background_SmartPhone 

· 4 CDFs for traces with a number of applications open

Intel_IM_Dongle
· 2 CDFs for traces with one IM client open but no user activity

	B
	IM
	Instant Messaging.  Includes IM background traffic.
	RIM – 1 contribution
· 7 CDFs for IM client chat sessions

	Non-top-priority
	

	C
	Gaming
	Use of on-line interactive games
	AT4Wireless – 1 contribution
· CDFs for 3 games (2 FPS, 1 racer)

	D
	Interactive Content Pull
	User-interactive web browsing, online maps, social network browsing, application store / music store browsing and other similar content pull by the user
	RIM – 1 contribution
· 9 CDFs for active user sessions

	E
	HTTP Video Streaming
	Segment-oriented transfer of video media
	[No inputs received]


The actual submitted CDFs are included with this contribution in the same zip file.
3 Other Discussion
In addition to the above CDF inputs, some additional discussion took place regarding the merits and demerits of attempting to classify time-domain traffic profiles into burst “ON” and burst “OFF” periods.  Some companies felt that this would be useful, whilst other companies expressed an opinion that this behaviour is described by packet inter-arrival CDFs.  No conclusion was reached on this aspect.
4 Summary and Conclusions
Based on these contributions the CDFs have been combined on a single graph for each respective traffic scenario and included in a text proposal for TR36.822 in [1].
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