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1. Introduction

The following is a summary of an adhoc discussion held after the adjournment of the RAN4 #35 main meeting on 9 May 2005. These are not formal minutes, simply a brief summary of what was agreed and discussed.  The agreed requirements are based on average of provided results R4-050502 [1].
2. Simulation Results
PA3:

Do we need QPSK requirement? – no advocate for putting requirement in spec too little improvement over existing RAKE requirement in 25.101v670 – Therefore no need for a new requirement.

For 16 QAM – there is a significant improvement so we should have a requirement.

Therefore: since we need a requirement for 16 QAM we might as well include the QPSK requirement.

Agreed the following requirement for PA3:

	
	Ec/Ior (dB)

	Modulation Type
	-6
	-3

	QPSK
	1494
	2153

	16QAM
	991
	1808


PB3: 

We agreed to accept the average of the results, even though there was a large distribution.

	
	Ec/Ior (dB)

	Modulation Type
	-6
	-3

	QPSK
	1038
	1744

	16QAM
	465
	1370


VA30:
Agreed to accept the average: 

	
	Ec/Ior (dB)

	Modulation Type
	-6
	-3

	QPSK
	1142
	1782

	16QAM
	587
	1488


VA120:

We are concerned regarding the bipolar nature of the results and the large spread.  Do we need this requirement?  Qualcomm would like to see some benefit at the system level.  DoCoMo – I don’t think this increases complexity.  

Agreed to accept the average:

	
	Ec/Ior (dB)

	Modulation Type
	-6
	-3

	QPSK
	909
	1467

	16QAM
	386
	1291


Qualcom – wants to go on record that they doubt if VA120 with Ec/Ior = -6 and -3 dB is a practical scenario and stated that based on the studies done so far this is an unlikely case.

DoCoMo – felt that the requirements are useful for the high speed channel, since complexity does not increase.  It is clear to us that we should specify performance for this case.  If we need further study we can always comeback to this in the future. 

Closed loop – Transmit Diversity  (CL TD):
We want to close this WI – but – DoCoMo would like to see a requirement for CL TD – But, we don’t have enough company results to set performance values currently and the companies that have not provided results will not be able to provide results for this meeting.  It was agreed that the way forward was for all companies to provide results for the PB3 with implementation impairments case by the next meeting and to set requirements @ -3 dB and -6 dB Ec/Ior at the next meeting. 
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