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1. Overall Description:

RAN4 would like to thank RAN5 for the incoming LS in R5-096344 and the valid point that has been raised. We also think that the results of performance tests should not depend on the implementation of the scheduling pattern in the SS. Based on this rational RAN4 target was to find a common understanding among the simulations companies and conclude to a deterministic solution.
The simulation assumption of RAN4, which also was used from most of the companies, was that the formats given in Reference Measurement Channels are mandatory only for the initial transmissions. The retransmissions can be scheduled without respecting the TBS and Target Coding Rate given in RMC-s.

By further investigating the pattern used in the simulations, two options within the above principle have been recognised:

a) After initial transmissions of all HARQ Processes, the same HARQ scheduling queue is further used and repeated, independent of the fact, whether retransmissions (for negatively acknowledged HARQ processes) or new transmissions (for positively acknowledged HARQ processes) occur. The resulting scheduling pattern is static, where the HARQ processes are aligned to certain resources.
b) After initial transmissions, retransmissions are scheduled as soon as the minimal roundtrip time allows and have priority over new transmissions. The position of HARQ processes in the resulting scheduling pattern is in this case dynamic and dependent on the acknowledgements received. 
RAN4 has not a strong opinion which of the above options should be considered in RAN5 test specification, since it is not clear whether throughput is affected or not. 
However, RAN4 understanding and recommendation to RAN5 is to specify and run the test under conditions as deterministic as possible, to avoid any irrelevant impacting on the test outcome and maintain the tests more traceable.
2. Actions:

RAN4 kindly requests RAN5 to take into account the above responses in its future work.
3. Date of Next TSG RAN WG5 Meetings:

3GPP TSG RAN WG4 Meeting Ad Hoc#1
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