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1
Introduction and background

At the 4th meeting of WP 5D, held in Geneva, 10-17 February 2009, the Working Party continued the work on the ninth revision of  Recommendation ITU-R M.1457. Although this meeting was “meeting x+2” of the revision cycle (i.e. normally the last step), it was decided to postpone the decision on the adoption of this revision to the 5th meeting of WP 5D since there were some issues raised by Germany (5D/389) and France (5D/399).

At the latest meetings of WP 5D, the CDMA MC proponents and the OFDMA TDD WMAN proponents expressed the wish to routinely update their existing interfaces with no further actions.

In their contributions, Germany and France were of the opinion that an evaluation of the two proposals was necessary to determine whether the two new profiles should be added as new interfaces or not. This approach was supported by the Chinese Administration during the 4th meeting.

As a compromise, WP 5D has decided not to evaluate the proposals for FDD in Documents 5D/357 and 5D/365, and TDD in Document 5D/406 as new interfaces and proposed to include them as new components of existing interfaces. Thus, it was proposed to split sections 5.2 and 5.6 into two parts so as to include both FDD and TDD components in the same interfaces. The structure of section 5 of the current working document is as follows:


5.1
CDMA DS


5.2
CDMA MC


5.2a
FDD component


5.2b
TDD component


5.3
CDMA TDD


5.4
TDMA SC


5.5
FDMA/TDMA


5.6
OFDMA TDD WMAN


5.6a
TDD component


5.6b
FDD component

Additionally to this, the following course of action was decided (see Document 5D/413 Chapter 6, Attachment 6.5: “Status of draft Revision 9 of Recommendation ITU-R M.1457”):

1)
The concerned administrations as per Documents 5D/389 and 5D/399 seeking information in the “Areas of Investigation” are to provide an early input contribution to WP 5D through the normal means by no later than 25 March 2009 to provide specific guidance to the technology proponents on what additional information is required to satisfactorily agree and conclude the additional radio transmission technologies proposed for Sections 5.2 and 5.6.

2)
The proponents are requested to provide inputs to the June meeting of WP 5D towards closure of these open areas. 

3)
The administrations and the proponents are encouraged to conduct dialog in the intervening period to promote understanding and a positive closure of these open areas.

4)
Working Party 5D intends to conclude on these remaining areas in its 10-17 June 2009 meeting.

This contribution is in relation with the item 1).

2
Areas of Investigation
The main issues, France is concerned with, are in relation with sections 7.1, 8.1, 9.1 and 9.2 of Circular Letter 8/LCCE/95 whose content is quoted in italic in the text below. France understands that these sections of 8/LCCE/95 apply to updates and modifications of existing interfaces.

“7.1
Modification of the existing radio interfaces in Recommendation ITU-R M.1457”

“In addition, the technical impact on the other radio interfaces must be considered, taking into account the objective of convergence between radio interfaces”

“8.1
Compatibility with the existing IMT-2000 radio interfaces”

“The issue of technical compatibility with the existing IMT-2000 radio interfaces is of importance to operators and needs to be explored in more detail.  In general this would be assessed through the elements of Section 5.1 of Recommendation ITU-R M.1225.”
“9.1
Benefits of the proposed enhancement

The proponent should show the added value of going ahead with the enhancement. Specifically, additional service capabilities (e.g., bit rate, multimedia), QoS, performance capabilities, and reduction in complexity should be explained.

The proponent may use the applicable items in the table in Annex 3 (Detailed evaluation procedure) in the Recommendation ITU-R M.1225 (Guidelines for Evaluation of Radio Transmission Technologies for IMT-2000), as required in the explanation.”
“9.2
Harmonization and consensus building

Consensus and harmonisation are of extreme importance. 

The proponent should prove that harmonization and consensus building between the SDOs that are stakeholders of the proposed changes was achieved during the development of the proposal; WP 8F will continue this activity by means of consensus building amongst the ITU members as usual. This will ensure that the objectives of IMT-2000 in terms of high-degree of commonality and worldwide global roaming are achieved.”

2.1
The new components should show their added-value compared to the existing interfaces/components

Additionally to or beside the examples given in section 9 of 8/LCCE/95, France would like to seek some clarification from the proponents of the two new components in the following areas:

–
Mobility considerations


Handover between the components

–
Support of general service capabilities


Packet data


Asymmetric services


Multimedia


Variable bit rate
–
Data services key capabilities


Circuit-switched low and long delay


Packet
–
Spectrum efficiency


frequency reuse


signalling overhead

–
Technology complexity – Effect on cost of installation and operation

–
Quality

–
Flexibility of radio technologies

–
Implication on network interface

–
Handportable performance optimization capability

–
Coverage/power efficiency


2.2
The new components will have an impact on the level of harmonisation of the IMT‑2000 interfaces

France is of the opinion that adding either new interfaces or new components of existing interfaces, with different duplexing schemes, will decrease the level of harmonisation and affect the consensus building reached so far within ITU-R. The technical impact and compatibility between the components should be detailed as well as impact to other radio interfaces. 

Specifically, section 5.1 of Recommendation ITU-R M.1225 states that commonality should be maximized by maintaining the same frame structure (between FDD and TDD).
To date, this issue has not been investigated. Information, about how the two proponents consider this important issue, is highly desirable.
3
Conclusion

France is of the opinion that the decision to include, or not, the new components in the revision 9 of Recommendation ITU-R M.1457, is still to be made by WP 5D. The issues raised in section 2 should not be seen by the proponents as a simple formality.

Additionally, France considers that there is a risk of creating a precedent of adding, in the IMT‑2000 family, a component/interface with no added value or low added value (compared to the existing interfaces or components of interfaces) if the new proposed components are recognized as such. There is also a risk of decreasing the level of harmonisation within the IMT-2000 family.

_______________
� It is noted that the OFDMA TDD WAN interface does not provide this service
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