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1 Introduction

CRs submitted to RAN WG4 meeting #57 propose to modify the Transport Block Size of two performance test configurations [1, 2]. Respectively these CRs address:

· IMB downlink reference measurement channel,
· Performance requirements for demodulation of IMB MBSFN MTCH.
This document presents simulation results in support of retaining currently defined requirement thresholds. In reality the change to the input parameters means that the results are indistinguishable for a realistic number of simulation points.

2 Background

At the time the 3.84Mcps TDD IMB MBSFN feature was introduced the statement was made in the Stage 2 specification (TS 25.346 clause 7.1A) that “Unless specified otherwise, the RRC and MAC protocols are operated according to the FDD requirements applicable for MBSFN”. Explicit reference to this has been agreed in principle via a CR [3] to the Stage 3 RRC specification TS 25.331 at RAN2#71bis.
Furthermore TS 25.331 clause 10.3.5.23 (Transport Format Set) states: For FDD, values are restricted to: Integer (48..296 by step of 8, 312..1320 by step of 16, 1384..4968 by step of 64).
TS 25.102 currently defines the IMB DL Reference measurement channel for MBSFN only UE (clause A.2.9) with a Transport Block Size of 560bits. This size does not conform to that stated in TS 25.331. It is proposed to change the block size to the nearest value which can be signalled using the RRC messaging, i.e. a value of 552bits. Also TS 25.102 currently defines the IMB MTCH demodulation test (clause A.2.1.2) with a Transport Block Size of 2560bits. This size also does not conform to the signalling defined in TS 25.331. It is proposed to change the block size to the nearest value of 2536bits.
3 Discussion

This section presents simulation results for the two performance test configurations. The results presented in Figure 1 were originally presented in [4], further simulation configuration is described there within. In a similar way the results presented in Figure 2 were originally presented in [5] with further simulation configuration described.
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Figure 1: Simulation results for Transport Block Size modification to downlink reference measurement channel
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Figure 2: Simulation results for Transport Block Size modification to performance requirements for demodulation of MBSFN IMB MTCH
4 Conclusions
Figures 1 and 2 clearly show minimal change in performance requirements based on the respective proposed changes in Transport Block Size. It is therefore recommended to retain the performance requirements as currently defined.
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