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1 Conference Call SUMMARY

A Joint 3GPP-3GPP2 SCM AHG conference call was held on February 13, 2003, 8:00am-12:00pm EST. Below is the list of companies that participated in the conference call. 


France Telecom

Lucent Technologies

Mitsubishi

Motorola

Nokia

Sppirent Communications

Qualcomm

A total of 3 new contributions were submitted for discussion in the conference call of the SCM-AHG as listed below. 

	#
	FileName
	Description
	SOURCE

	1
	SCM-108
	MMSE Receiver Update
	Motorola

	2
	SCM-109
	Far Scatterer Cluster
	Motorola

	3
	SCM-111
	SCM-Text v.2.3b
	SCM Editors

	4
	SCM-112
	SCM Complexity
	Nokia

	5
	SCM-113
	SCM Conference Call Summary
	Chair


There was not enough time in the call to address all contributions (contributions 102, 104, 105, 106 were again not presented as well as 108). 

The current schedule of conference calls and meetings of the SCM AHG is as follows: 

1. Conference call on February 27th (Thursday), 8:00am-11:00am Eastern US Time. 

2. Conference calls after February 27th are TBD.  

This conference call had the main scope of closing any open issues on the physical parameters so that the SCM-Text starts being reviewed by 3GPP2 WG3 and 3GPP RAN1. 

Doug Reed, Motorola, presented SCM-109. The contribution proposed a new handling of the far scatterer cluster model that essentially assigns a virtual FSC for each mobile instead of the currently used approach of one cluster in the cell common to all mobiles. After discussion of the alternatives the group agreed to adopt the following definition: Three FSCs only will be modeled in the cell of interest (for either the 3-sector or 6-sector case).  The FSCs will be dropped uniformly in the whole cell. Each mobile will see only one FSC, the one that is closest in geometrical distance to it. The mobile will ignore the remaining two FSCs. The SCM-Text will be updated accordingly. 

Jean-Philippe Kermoal, Nokia, presented SCM-112. The contribution raised questions on the complexity of the current SCM model. Specifically, the contribution stated that the model is very complex to implement, computationally intensive and simplification should be sought. The correlation matrix model could be a candidate. Discussion followed. Andy Molisch pointed out that the high amount of detail involved in the model refers only to the initialization but not to the runtime (realization) complexity. Achilles Kogiantis stated that the SCM group originally tried to use a simple approach (e.g. to fix the temporal profiles to the ITU ones) but the discussion has evolved to the more complete and self-consistent approach of having both the spatial and temporal domains dynamic.  Dmitry Chizhik pointed out that the limitation of the correlation matrix approach in terms of it modeling Doppler spectra was the reason for not considering it for system level simulations. Howard Huang stated that the submission of this Nokia contribution was inappropriate at this time since the SCM group has already progressed so much into the details of the commonly agreed ray-based method. 

Doug Reed and Howard Huang presented the changes that were made in the latest SCM-Text update, SCM-111.  Editorial comments were made on various sections of the text. The Chair noted that the change that was made regarding the quantization of the path delays (to 1/16 of the chip interval) in the model implementation were not agreeable by all members in the group. Elektrobit (stated through email) would like to see a higher resolution. Joe Paulter proposed that a 1/32-chip value is used instead. This was agreed as an adopted value pending further comments from the participating companies. After the editorial comments and corrections the physical parameters section of the SCM-Text was viewed as complete. 

No further planned additions/changes are anticipated in the physical parameters of the SCM-Text except those possibly to come from the review of the document. Howard Huang, 3GPP RAN-1 rapporteur, stated that now it is the right time to submit the SCM-Text into RAN1 (and eventually into the RAN plenary) for approval. The evaluation methodology sections in the text could still in further development and review but they will be in a continuous update status unless we stop at some level of detail. Nokia disagreed stating that the SCM work is not complete yet. Yrjo Kaipainen, Nokia, agreed that Nokia’s concerns and questions can be resolved within the next two SCM conference calls (Feb 27 and early March) so that the SCM-Text is ready for RAN1 approval at the May RAN1 meeting.  Mark Harrison, Motorola, stated that the Appendix is FYI and does not impact the approval procedure on the SCM-Text. 

After the discussion, the group converged to the following handling of the SCM-Text: 

a) The SCM group has some limited amount of work still to do on the evaluation methodology items. The group anticipates that by middle of March 2003 the SCM work and the SCM-Text will be complete and ready for review and approval from 3GPP RAN1 and 3GPP2 WG3. 

b) The SCM-Text will be submitted to RAN1 at the next week’s meeting (February 17) for review and comments. This way some overlap time will be given for the SCM group to respond to comments before the SCM work is complete in March. 

 The Chair raised the issue that drafting on the correlation report to WG3 must get started. An email with specifics will be sent on the reflector separately. 
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