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1
Work plan related evaluation
1.1
History

	TSG meeting #
	TSG Tdoc number of status report
	TSG Tdoc of WI/SI description sheet as approved by TSG (if any)
	overall level of completion as decided by TSG for the
SI / 
Core part / 
Testing part
	completion date
as decided by TSG for the
SI / 
Core part / 
Testing part
	overall level of completion as decided by TSG for the
Perf. part
	completion date
as decided by TSG for the Perf. part

	71
	WI/SI started
	RP-160665
	0%
	March 2017
	
	

	72
	RP-160953
	RP-160954

	15%
	March 2017
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


NOTE:
The table covers all TSG meetings from the start of the WI/SI but not the current RAN meeting.
Please indicate the RAN Tdoc numbers for the WI/SI description sheets in the 3rd column above as link to the 3GPP server, i.e. ftp://ftp.3gpp.org/tsg_ran/TSG_RAN/TSGR_xx/Docs/RP-xxnnnn.zip.
1.2
Status at this TSG meeting
NOTE:
This status reflects the conclusion of the leading WG (e.g. achieved by email). In case there was no consensus a corresponding range has to be provided and reason for missing consensus has to be mentioned. If this status report covers Core and Perf. part, then the rapporteur may have to contact 2 WGs (one for the Core and RAN4 for the Perf. part).
1.2.1
Estimated level of completion of the work/study item

overall (mandatory to be provided):

Core part:


XXX %








RAN4 Perf. part:

XXX %








RAN6 Perf. part:

XXX %








RAN5 Testing part:

XXX %








SI:



30 %

NOTE:
Please leave the XXX for lines that are not applicable for this status report.
per WG (mandatory to be provided) for Core part or SI:
RAN WG1:

30%










RAN WG2:

XXX%











RAN WG3:

XXX%











RAN WG4:

XXX%











RAN WG5:

XXX%











RAN WG6:

XXX%

NOTE:
Please leave the XXX for lines that are not applicable for this status report.
additional comments:



1.2.2
Estimated completion date of the work/study item
This SI is planned to be 100% complete in:



< March 2017>
which is:
RAN #75
The Core part WI is planned to be 100% complete in:


<e.g. March 17>
which is:
RAN #XX

The Performance part WI is planned to be 100% complete in:
<e.g. March 17>
which is:
RAN #XX

The Testing part WI is planned to be 100% complete in:

<e.g. March 17>
which is:
RAN #XX

NOTE:
Please leave the XX for lines that are not applicable for this status report.
additional comments:




1.2.3
Future time budget situation (not applicable to RAN5 WIs/SIs)
	Do you want to modify the time budget for this WI/SI compared to what was endorsed at the last RAN meeting?
	No


If you answered No:
Then please remove the Excel file from the zip file of this status report.
If you answered Yes:
Then please fill out the attached Excel template to request a modification of the time 

budgets for your WI /SI. The Excel table has to be filled out for all affected RAN WGs and 

up to the target date of the WI/SI. The basis are the endorsed time budgets of the last 

RAN meeting. Please highlight all changes of the values.


One time unit (TU) corresponds to ~ 2 hours in the meeting.


If this status report covers a WI with Core and Performance part, then please have one 

line for each in the attached Excel table.


Note: If no Excel table is attached, then this means no time budget change.

additional explanations/motivations for the time budget changes in the attached Excel table:

2.
Technical status related evaluation
2.1
Detailed progress report since last TSG meeting (for all involved WGs)
NOTE:
A good progress report lists what was done for each open issue in all affected WGs.
2.1.1
Progress of the SI or Core part WI or Testing part WI
RAN1 #86
The list of agreements and conclusions in this meeting is the following.
Agreement:
· Endorse TP for TR36.741 in R1-166335
Agreement:
· Add the following details into the simulation assumptions:

· Performance Metric / Parameter
· Mean, 5%, 50%, 95% user throughput
· Served cell throughput
· Resource utilization (RU)
· Packet arrival rate λ
· Overhead
· 3 symbols for DL CCHs, 2 CRS ports and DM-RS overhead according to number of scheduled layers  
· Antenna Polarization Model
· Model -2 from 36.873 

· Feedback
· PUSCH 3-2 for non-reciprocity operation (PUSCH 3-0 for reciprocity based operation) 

· CQI, PMI and RI reporting triggered per 5ms 

· Feedback delay is 5 ms
· Other parameters can be also used 

· Baseline schemes are at least below:

· Rel-13 FD-MIMO without coordination for CS/CB
· DPS/DPB for NCJT
· Other option can be also used
· Support M=1 in antenna configuration only for small cell layer in evaluation of Scenario D 

· Fix the reference errors proposed in R1-167647
Agreement:
· Capture the following non-coherent JT definition and classification in the TR

· Definition: Non-coherent JT scheme corresponds to the transmission scheme where transmission of the MIMO layer(s) is performed from two or more transmission points (TPs) without adaptive precoding across the TPs.
· Non coherent JT schemes can be classified based on the CWs transmitted from TPs:                                              

· Case 1: Different CWs are transmitted from different TPs. Each TP perform adaptive precoding independently

· Case 2a: The same CW is transmitted from different TPs with spatial diversity (e.g. SFBC) coding/ spatial multiplexing.

· Case 2b: The same CW is transmitted from different TPs with SFN.
· Non coherent JT schemes can be classified based on overlapping of resource allocations from different TPs:
· Scheme1: Fully overlapping scheme
· In this scheme the resource allocations from different TPs for a UE are fully overlapped
·  Scheme 2: Partly overlapping scheme
· In this scheme the resource allocations from different TPs for a UE are partly overlapped
·  Scheme 3: Non overlapping scheme,
· In this scheme the resource  allocations from different TPs for a UE are not overlapped
2.1.2
Progress of the Performance part WI
NOTE:
Please leave this section empty if not applicable to this status report.
2.2
List of completed elements (compare with open issues of last TSG)
2.2.1
Completed elements of the SI or Core part WI or Testing part WI
2.2.2
Completed elements of the Performance part WI
NOTE:
Please leave this section empty if not applicable to this status report.
2.3
List of open issues
NOTE:
Usually, at the beginning of a WI/SI the list of open issues is copied from the objectives of the WID/SID into this open issues list. Once an open issue is completed it is moved up to section 2.2.
When a WI/SI is 100% complete the list under 2.3 is empty. Otherwise please justify why an open issue is not essential for the WI/SI.
2.3.1
Open issues of the SI or Core part WI or Testing part WI
· Identify and evaluate the performance benefits of the non-coherent joint transmission (JT) (e.g. support of MIMO layers transmission by the different transmission points in the single-user MIMO)

· Identify and evaluate the performance benefits of the extension of beamforming and scheduling coordination (CS/CB) for Rel-13 FD-MIMO on the transmission points

2.3.2
Open issues of the Performance part WI
NOTE:
Please leave this section empty if not applicable to this status report.
3.
References

NOTE:
This can be e.g. a list of all related Tdocs in the affected WGs since last TSG, references to LSs, produced TRs/TSs, the work/study item description or status reports of previous TSGs.
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