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Summary

A response to the input document SE(13)084 from Sweden is provided below. The response asks WGSE to reject the request by Sweden to include their paper within draft ECC Report WI 41 prior to its circulation for Public Consultation.

****************
Sweden has submitted an input document for consideration at the meeting of WGSE on 13/17 May. The document provides their first written input on the potential for SRDs/RFID to cause unacceptable interference to UMTS and LTE systems. This follows their intervention on the topic at the last meeting of SE24 where, after two years of study, the content of WI 41 Report was finally agreed. It should be noted that both Sweden and Ericsson have regularly been present at previous SE24 meetings.

At the meeting of SE24 Ericsson (supported by the Swedish government) agreed that they would provide a document raising their concerns during the consultation period. It now appears that they wish to include the input document within the draft WI 41 Report. Their input document introduces a new technical analysis, which has never been presented or considered by SE24. Furthermore an initial review of the input document suggests that it will be controversial and contains factual and technical errors.

Based on a quick review of the document from Sweden, the following points raise concerns:

1. It assumes a scenario in which ALDs and RFID will be co-located in the same geographic space and operating simultaneously. In practice this will never happen since ALD cannot operate satisfactorily in the immediate presence of RFID.

2. It assumes a situation where RFID transmits at 32 dBm with a density of 480 interrogators per square km. WI 41 Report clearly states that for a hotspot scenario the radiated power used for SEAMCAT simulations should be 20 dBm.

3. No copies of the SEAMCAT simulations have been provided. This makes it impossible to independently analyse the results.

4. The analysis appears to assume an unrealistic worst case. For example an RFID system operating as an Electronic Article Surveillance (EAS) system in a shopping mall would transmit across the shop exit. In such an installation the field level radiated outside the shop would be reduced to less than 20 dBm e.r.p. and clearly at densities less than 480 interrogators/sq km
Taking into account only the above four points, the analysis and conclusions of the paper from Sweden require much further investigation before being considered suitable for inclusion in the final report. We would therefore request that WGSE rejects their request to include the paper within the Report prior to Public Consultation. We further request that Ericsson, as supported by Sweden, revert to the previously agreed procedure and submit their paper to the Public Consultation. This will avoid any delay to the Public Consultation and give Sweden and Ericsson the greatest opportunity to explain their document to SE24.
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