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Information
1. Topics related to incoming LS
1.1. Simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH configurations (30 min)

	8.10.1
	R4-100421
	Discussion
	BS demodulation performance requirements analysis wrt. CA introduction
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	8.10.1
	R4-100427
	Discussion
	Simultaneous PUCCH-PUCCH and PUSCH-PUSCH transmissions
	Nokia

	8.10.1
	R4-100551
	Discussion
	Impact of PUSCH and PUCCH on SEM
	Huawei

	8.10.1
	R4-100718
	Discussion
	Simultaneous PUCC/PUSCH transmissions in LTE-A
	NTT DOCOMO

	8.10.1
	R4-100742
	Discussion
	Overview of joint PUCCH/PUSCH Operation
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	8.10.1
	R4-100743
	Discussion
	Implications of LTE-A distributed allocation
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	8.10.1
	R4-100744
	Discussion
	Comparing PUCCH + PUSCH and clustered SFDMA emission results
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	9.1.3.2.2
	R4-100713
	Discussion
	Simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH Configurations
	Fujitsu


Issues for discussion:
· Observations from these studies on simultaneous PUCCH-PUCCH , PUCCH/PUSCH and clustered SFDMA transmissions
· Agree content and drafting of LS informing RAN1 on the issues

Points made during discussions:

· Docomo: RAN4 should inform RAN1 about the outcome of findings of the RAN4 studies as soon as possible; the decision how to proceed will be left to RAN1
· Qualcomm: what shall the scope of the LS be? Do we tell the MPRs in the LS? Most studies are for clustered SFDMA, too early to conclude for PUCCH/PUSCH with different power levels
· Motorola: we should focus on PUCCH/PUSCH. We should inform RAN1 about findings.
· ST-E: agree, we should focus on one scenario. We should send LS to RAN1 and encourage that they take the MPR into account when evaluating the benefits of e.g. clustered SFDMA in their simulations. Similar issue are PUCCH and PUSCH power levels in case of simultaneous PUCCH/PUSCH. 
· Qualcomm: Also CA aspect should be considered in evaluation, typically considering wider allocations, as per intentions of LTE-A. Also we should not preclude clustered SFDMA in case of favourable link budget. 
· Fujitsu: it’s important to create the awareness in RAN1 of these issues as soon as possible
· Nokia: Thinks that PUCCH/PUSCH and VoIP is also a valid case, it’s important to inform about these worst cases.
· ST-E: we should inform RAN1 as soon as possible with as much information as possible and not withhold any findings, so that RAN1 can analyse the possible consequences and consider them for finalizing the work on the core spec
Agreed way forward:
· provide a summary of the current RAN4 findings and items for further studies to RAN1 during this meeting 
· ST-E will provide a draft LS 

· Fujitsu could provide further results for PUCCH/PUSCH with lower PUCCH power

2. Overall Aspects, Time plan, CA Scenarios 
2.1. SI (5min)
	9.1.2.1
	R4-100262
	Approval
	Endorsed or Technically agreed documents in AH #2010-01-Batch#1 (1.2 Studies for Overall aspect of IMT-Advanced study)
	AH convener


Issues for discussion:
· Confirmation of the agreement on the text proposals from AH regarding the study item TR (Tdoc 262)

Points made during discussions:

· NSN: has provided updated TR version in 868 with these TPs included
· Huawei has some concerns with the already endorsed Tdoc 73 
Agreed way forward:
· offline discussion between interested parties 
2.2. Overall aspects and Time plan (15min)
	8.10.1
	R4-100404
	Approval
	Work plan for the "Carrier Aggregation for LTE" WI in RAN4
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia

	9.1.1
	R4-100754
	Approval
	TRab.cde  proposal  for UE rel10 (CA, DL MA, UL MA and CPE)
	Motorola


Issues for discussion:
· Confirmation of CA work and time plan 
· Confirmation on the proposed CA TRs:

· Co-existense studies, findings will be captured in RF system scenarios TR 36.942.
· BS findings will be captured in BS LTE TR 36.804.
· skeleton?
· UE findings will be captured in new TR to be created for LTE-A
· see Tdoc754 for skeleton
· Need for TR to RRM?

· ??

Points made during discussions:

· In context of BS TR:

· Ericsson: if we re-use TR 36.804, don’t we need then Rel-10 version with CR control?
· RAN4 Chairman: Tdoc 386 includes proposal to abandon 36.804. But it’s up to us how we wish to handle these TRs. 
· RAN4 Chairman: we should start with version 0 if we have new TR
· TMO pointed out that CR would be needed to TR once it has been raised to v2.0.0
· In context of UE TR:

· Motorola cave a brief introduction of the TR proposal

· Nokia: understanding is that Annex B of the UE TR would be based on Rel-9 36.101 spec version and then updated with dummy CRs
· In context of RRM TR
· Qualcomm wondered where the decisions and studies would be summarised.

· Nokia commented that agreemets could naturally be minuted (summarised in way forward) 

· Ericsson noted that as the work is ongoing in parallel in RAN4 and RAN2 so in past the TR has not been so efficiently used
· Motorola pointed out that if needed an annex could be introduced to UE TR.

Agreed way forward:
· For BS: create new 800 series TR , maintain with TPs
· For UE: take Tdoc 754 as a starting point and see if we can approve the structure during this meeting
· For RRM: we could add these aspects into UE TR in form of separate Annex if needed














































































































































































