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1 Description
This document captures the minutes of meeting from a Carrier Aggregation sidebar that took place during TSG-RAN WG5 Meeting #55, 2012-05-23.
2 Minutes of meeting

2.1 Documents discussed:
General disc papers:

R5-121311:

NTT DoCoMo presented on Monday morning. Will await new W.I. based on paper from Nokia (R5-121486). This paper will be included in Tdoc R5-121486
R5-121486:

Nokia, presented on Monday, includes DoCoMo’s paper on rel-11 work. Create a jumbo W.I for Rel-11 inter/intra band CA config applicable from rel-10. Will be presented at the next meeting. Also discussion on bis meeting in the fall.

QC: Questions: Several rel-11 items not yet defined in core groups, is it not better to keep theme separate for rel-10 and rel-11? Current plan was to finish by December if we make them in a jumbo WI how will that effect TTCN? Nokia: Target completion for the suggested rel-11 is not yet decided, might be Sep-13. For completed CA combinations in core spec might be earlier, this WI wil not prevent this. Once one CA combination is developed TTCN can start to be developed.
TF160 manager: For TTCN draft can start at 80% completion rate.
Motorola Mobility: Concerns for TTCN should not prevent this WI to be started. When TTCN can start is up to RAN5.
ZTE: Useful to have some enhanced WI, the way its formatted within the big WI can be discussed. Good to have one big WI.

R&S: Possitive to a jumbo WI from RF point of view. Misleading name “enhancement CA”
Nokia: Name can be changed.

QC: How is this treated in RAN4? Are they using separate WI’s? It might become hard to refer to RAN4 if they have separate WI’s.
RAN5 Chair: Not too concern about RAN4 structure of work, RAN5 should be able to handle that. Jumbo WI seems to be a good way forward at this stage.

Agilent: We might be able to use a common structure/prose for various combination of band configurations. Ideally we would have the same prose/procedure with different test limits according to minimum requirements
Nokia: Not heard any strong opposition to one jumbo WI. Having several smaller WI’s will also be very hard to cope with. Majority seems to prefer a jumbo WI.

QC: Whatever we decided rel-10 should be finished by Dec-12.

Nokia: Current WI will be kept and aims to finish by Dec-12. The combinations we are talking about is like adding new bands.

Clearwire: Jumbo seems ok, no problems. How do we handle completion of a combination for e.g. GCF? 

Nokia: Individual target per combination.

RAN5 chair: The jumbo WI should not stop any certificatin, do not see a big problem. Could be handled via SR.

Nokia: No plan to increase the WI if additional rel-11 comes in late from RAN4. But that need to be handled. Companies needs to take responsibility for this.
R&S: Will this WI be for both RF&SIG?
Nokia: Yes, as any ordinary WI.

R&S: Not so bad to have a jumbo WI.

Nokia: Suggest to postpone this until Friday.

Nokia: Comments on bis meeting wanted. Does SIG need to attend? RF many things to discuss so it’s needed for RF.

SIG VC: Not needed for sig.

Nokia: Need to make a decision at this meeting. We might need to start the jumbo work also at the bis meeting.

QC: Agrees that SIG is not needed.

Ericsson: Agrees SIG not needed, RF is needed.
RAN5 Chair: We could confirm that a RF CA bis meeting is needed on Friday. Not less then 3 days. 

When? Probably last week of September.
R5-121277r1:
Additional test cases for the CA WP suggested by Qualcomm and NTT DoCOMo.

Nokia: Any offline discussion on this paper?

The 3 cases are basically agreed in SIG, some discussions are ongoing. References missing.
Need to be revised to R2.

Renesas: Some comments are not included in r1

QC: will be updated in r2.

R2 to be handled in SIG.

The final agreed doc will be included in the WP.

TS36.508 papers:

R5-121
CA SIG Papers:

R5-121091:
QC: Is two SCell a possible scenario?

Anritsu: For rel-10 only 1 Scell is allowed!

Agilent: Ok to limit with 4. Clarify the need of 5 cells form one TC.

Nokia: Interested parties to investigate.
Anritsu: Still time until next meeting on this. Before a CR to 36.508.
Nokia: SIG AP (until next meeting) to Anritsu on take a lead on that work, SS vendors, Nokia, QC, Renesas.
R5-121381:
Nokia: Can we endorse this Proposal #1?!?
Proposal #1 is endorsed.

SIG AP’s to review:

AP#54.10:
Nokia: Postponed till next meeting.
AP#54.11:
Motorola: No input to this meeting, postponed.
CA RF Papers:

R5-121156+R5-121154:
R&S: Thinks that the document that configured and not activated is meant. Thinks that only one UL does not cover most off the needs for the Test Cases (Tx). When shall the 2nd carrier be configured, initial cond or test proc. Could vary.
QC: SCC has to be se to a Pwr level, agreed. Meant to have this in the initial conditions per test case and not in 36.508.

Ericsson: Is it possible to look at the corresponding test case for SIG for configuring the SCell.

R&S: Is it possible to first have the initial 3A_RF state and then configure the new 3A_RF-CA state. Do we need to also add this state in section 7?
Nokia: Same logic as used by Anritsu can be used.

QC: Majority of TC’s will use 1UL, if we need to handle 2UL that can be handled by add possibly a new state.

An editor’s note will be added to state that the new CA is under discussion.

3 Recommendations

· Non specific
