
3GPP TSG RAN Meeting #92-e
RP-21xxxx
Electronic Meeting, June 14 – 18, 2021
Source:
Moderator (Huawei)
Title:
Moderator Summary of [92-e-29-newLTE-UECat-1Rx]
Agenda item:
10.11
Document for:
Discussion
1. Introduction

CAICT, China Telecom, China Unicom, CMCC, Guangdong Genius, Honor, Huawei, HiSilicon, OPPO, Samsung, Spreadtrum, vivo and Xiaomi have provided a joint proposal in RP-211493 (revised from RP-211466).

The proposals are:

Proposal 1: Define new LTE UE DL categories 3bis and 4bis with single Rx antenna based on UE category 3 and 4 in TS 36.306 and TS 36.331.
Proposal 2: For LTE Cat 3bis and Cat 4bis, reuse the existing RF, RRM and performance requirements specified for DL 1bis to verify single Rx antenna performance, and add additional SDR tests to verify the peak date rate. 
Proposal 3: Task RAN2 and RAN4 to finalize the work for LTE Cat 3bis and Cat 4bis in TEI17
Proposal 4: UE reporting Category 3bis/4bis can report and therefore fall back to Cat 1bis when it roams to other regions if needed
For the initial email discussion companies are asked to provide their comments in Section 2. Companies are encouraged to provide comments with detailed reasoning (not just “support” or “object”) in order to facilitate the next round of discussion.
Please also add the contact person for your company in Section 4 when responding.
Please update the document’s name following this model before uploading:
RP-21xxxx [92-e-29-newLTE-UECat-1Rx] v001-Moderator
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https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ran/TSG_RAN/TSGR_92e/Inbox/Drafts/92-e-29-newLTE-UECat-1Rx
2. Initial email discussion (Mon 08:00h UTC – Tues 11:00h UTC)
Proposal 1: Define new LTE UE DL categories 3bis and 4bis with single Rx antenna based on UE category 3 and 4 in TS 36.306 and TS 36.331.
	Company
	Comments and questions on proposal 1 in RP-211493
(e.g. support/no support with detailed motivations/reasons)

	Lenovo
	Which UL category should be signaled by UEs supporting the new DL categories 3bis and 4bis?
How can the peak rate of DL 100/150 Mbps be achieved w/o CA and MIMO?

	Apple
	We support the proposal to define new LTE UE categories, which can help to ensure consistent user experiences (e.g. peak data rate >50Mbps), when 1Rx UE is roaming between LTE and NR networks. Also, the expected standardization efforts can be limited too.   

	DOCOMO
	We are not supportive for introducing new categories which overlaps with Rel-17 NR RedCap from usecase/requirement perspectives.

	OPPO
	We support this proposal. R17 NR Redcap is interesting , but it is too late for the market.

	Ericsson
	A performance reduction is expected when removing an Rx antenna. For IOT/wearable devices using LTE cat1-bis, this was acceptable due to the low amount of generated traffic volume. However, LTE cat3/4-bis modems will create more traffic and will likely end up in low-end (smart)phones, which would degrade LTE network performance. 

LTE cat3/4-bis devices are of very similar capability as NR RedCap devices. We prefer that the wearables eco system is prospering on NR rather than on LTE, hence 3GPP should continue to work on and promote NR RedCap instead of LTE.

	Telecom Italia
	We are not supportive of the proposal. We completely share the issues raised by Ericsson and we are repeating the discussion we had on RedCap. These kind of devices will cause a severe degradation in the LTE networks.

	
	


Proposal 2: For LTE Cat 3bis and Cat 4bis, reuse the existing RF, RRM and performance requirements specified for DL 1bis to verify single Rx antenna performance, and add additional SDR tests to verify the peak date rate. 
	Company
	Comments and questions on proposal 2 in RP-211493
(e.g. comments on the expected specification impact)

	Apple
	Same understanding as the proposal 2 that RAN4 related work can be limited. 

	OPPO
	To reduce the workload, reusing the existing RF/RRM/performance requirements where possible is a good approach. 

	
	

	
	


Proposal 3: Task RAN2 and RAN4 to finalize the work for LTE Cat 3bis and Cat 4bis in TEI17
	Company
	Comments and questions on proposal 3 in RP-211493

	Lenovo
	For RAN2 it should be feasible to complete the work in just one 1 meeting since the impacts may be only on new UE category signaling. For RAN4 we are not sure whether the work can be completed in one meeting.

	Apple
	OK with TEI17 considering the scope of the work. 

	OPPO
	Yes and we think early implementation in Rel16 should be also allowed due to the fact that market is actually ready.

	
	


Proposal 4: UE reporting Category 3bis/4bis can report and therefore fall back to Cat 1bis when it roams to other regions if needed
	Company
	Comments and questions on proposal 4 in RP-211493

	Lenovo
	Proposal looks bit odd since UE capability signaling is normally not dependent on the region where the UE is located. But to ensure backwards-compatibility and allow the UE to be operated in legacy networks it looks ok that the UE reporting Category 3bis/4bis shall also report Cat 1bis.

	Apple
	Fallback mode can be further discussed in working group level. No hurry to make decision  now. 

	DOCOMO
	Fallback category to Cat1bis should be supported irrespective of when roaming or not to avoid any impacts on legacy NW. Current proposal is not sufficient to ensure NW-UE alignment on fallback category as NW does not know whether the UE fallbacks or not. If there is misalignment between NW and UE, rate matching for turbo coding is affected as it is determined based on the soft-buffer size, which depends on UE category.

	OPPO
	We understand that it means UE reporting category 3bis/4bis shall also support UE category 1bis and it should be done in explicit way i.e. category 1bis should be always reported along with UE category 3bis/4bis. For the region where 3bis/4bis category are supported it is up to network to decide on UE category. For region where 3bis/4bis category are not supported, network can only use category 1bis.

	Ericsson 
	The proposal sounds as if LTE cat3/4-bis should be limited to a certain region (i.e. China). Is that the intention? If so, how can that be done?

	
	


3. Intermediate email discussion (Tue 15:00h UTC – Wed 11:00h UTC)
4. Final email discussion (Wed. 15:30h UTC – Thu 11:00h UTC)
5. Summary
6. Contact information
	Company
	Contact person
	Email address

	Lenovo
	Hyung-Nam Choi
	hchoi5@lenovo.com

	Apple
	Yang Tang
	yang.tang@apple.com

	DOCOMO
	Shinya Kumagai
	shinya.kumagai@docomo-lab.com

	Ericsson
	Christian Hoymann
	christian.hoymann@ericsson.com

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	





