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1
Agenda Proposal
1. Inter-frequency and inter-RAT Monitoring using measurement gaps (10 min)

· LS on alignment of measurement gap with SFN period in 2017 (Nokia,NSN 1862, Ericsson 1977, Huawei 1733), measurement gap repetition periods for mobility ->TDD (Qualcomm 1807)

- 80 ms measurement gap, impact on GSM cell identification
- side conditions (geometry -4 vs -6 dB)
- TDD: gap periodicity, implementation margin
- merged CR ?
Agreed way forward:
· Agreed that 80 ms gap period replaces 120 ms gap period. Impact on GSM cell identification needs to be studied for next meeting. Numbers in Table with cell identification requirements in Tdoc 1862 remain TBD ( to be discussed next meeting
· Nokia will draft CR 
· Companies want to check possible reduction of implementation margins until next meeting
· Side condition (geometry) agreed -4 dB.  Tbasic 480 ms for both FDD, TDD, IF
2. Development of Test cases (15 min)

· List of RRM (key) test cases to be developed for 36.133, work sharing between companies (Nokia,NSN 1869, Ericsson 1986, 1987)
Agreed way forward:

· Nokia, NSN, Ericsson will provide during this meeting list of “phase 1” test cases for discussion regarding work sharing
· Also general conditions will be added
Multiple Antenna Ports and Cell Selection, test case under stationary conditions (Ericsson 1984, 1992, Nortel 2076), what to do for next meeting
Agreed way forward:

· Interested parties encouraged to have offline discussions regarding simulations assumptions
3. Limitation on Simultaneous Monitoring of IF/IRAT Layers (5 min) 
· # of layers   (Ericsson 1981)

Agreed way forward:

· Discussion continues in next meeting
4. Out-of-synchronization in LTE UE (15 min)

· Which physical channels and metrics to use, handling of Qin, Qout (DoCoMo 2026, Motorola 1998, Nortel 1726, Ericsson 1982)
Agreed way forward:

· Things that need to be agreed: PDCCH formats 1A, 1C to be initially investigated for levels (other formats can be looked in too), hypothetical BLER , eg 200 ms period, sufficient channels (RS, PCFICH, etc) have to be part of the conditions to derive requirement. It’s up to UE implementation how to use these channels. Proposal 3 from Tdoc 1998 basis
· Metrics to study: link simulations, difference between actual and hypothetical BLER  

· further details of simulation assumptions (eg PDCCH boost value) to be aligned on reflector, Motorola will share simulation assumptions to initiate discussion
· inputs on testing methodology welcome 
· further inputs on signaling / optimizing Qin, Qout welcome for next meeting














































































































































































