ATIS WTSC IEG would like to thank TSDSI, India for their updated submission of the candidate IMT-2020 Technology in 5D/1301.
ATIS WTSC IEG has reviewed the updated submission, has made some observation, and have a few questions for clarification as shown below.
ATIS WTSC IEG has observed, and assumes, that:
· For IMT-2020 TPRs for which evaluation is based on Analysis or Inspection, TSDSI has fully endorsed 3GPP evaluation and results
· For IMT-2020 TPRs for which evaluation is based on Simulations, TSDSI has provided their own simulation results, for 
· eMBB Spectral efficiency and Mobility
· URLLC Reliability
· mMTC Connection Density
With respect to the list of extra features provided in the TSDSI RIT submission (from the Characteristic Template, sec 5.2.3.2.27 “Other information”):
· Was pi/2 BPSK (with 23dBm max UE pwr) enabled/used in the simulations for eMBB spectral efficiency evaluation, or mMTC connection density?
· If pi/2 BPSK (with 23dBm max UE pwr) was used, were pi/2 BPSK extra sub-features, such as 1+D spectrum shaping and/or unfiltered DMRS, used or disabled?
· Was any other extra feature in the list (other than pi/2BPSK) evaluated, e.g. for high speed mobility scenarios?
With respect to the Compliance template and Link Budgets:
· It is observed that the compliance template shows eMBB 5%-ile spectral efficiency results for Rural config C (LMLC), including “YES” under the “Requirement met?” column. 
· This is not aligned with the IMT-2020 requirements and compliance criteria, since there is no target requirement for 5%-ile spectral efficiency in eMBB-Rural config C (LMLC). Therefore, TSDSI compliance template should be corrected/clarified.
· It is observed that, in the compliance template, Mobility evaluation for eMBB Rural 4GHz shows simulation results that are outside (higher than) the range of corresponding 3GPP simulation results.
· This is not fully clear and expected, considering that the simulations assumptions are very similar (between 3GPP and TSDSI evaluations). Therefore, some further information and/or clarification from TSDSI would be helpful.
· For the LMLC link budget, we noticed that the value of the receiver interference density is the same as rural eMBB link budget. Was the UE distribution for the LMLC considered per M.2412?
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