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1 Executive Summary
· The latest RAN4 TSs are listed as follows:

· A CR to TS 36.101 was approved (R4-080494) 
· Normal Channel Bandwidth: Band 5-6-8 and 10MHz max RB 25, Band 7-9 and 20MHz max RB 50.
· Deletion of MOP clause
· Minimum output power changed in [-40]dBm from -30dBm.
· Corrections of additional spectrum masks
· Addition of high speed train channel and amendments
· A CR to TS 36.104 was approved (R4-080551) 

· Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz
· High Speed Train models introduced
· BS output power added, Frequency error added, Tx Dynamic range requirements added
· A CR to TS 36.133 was approved (R4-080478) 
· UE RSRP Measurement Accuracy Requirements
· Requirements for Handover from E-UTRA to UTRA
· Monitoring patterns and GSM measurements in RRC_CONNECTED
· TS 36.141, v 0.2.0 was noted. Level of Completion = 45% (R4-080508) 

· UE requirements

· Most of core parts of TS 36.101 were finalized. Open issues on TS 36.101 are listed in the following:

· Final requirement values on some requirements, such as Spectrum flatness, Reference sensitivity power level, Maximum input level and so on

· Performance parts (Demodulation performance requirements)
· Small Delay CDD: LG, Freescale and Samsung would like to have small delay CDD tested, Nokia Ericsson and NTTDoCoMo thinks that gains are not sufficiently high to specify requirements. 

· BS requirements

· Most of core parts of TS 36.104 were finalized. Many parts of minimum requirements for PUSCH, PUCCH and PRACH were agreed with square brackets. Open issues on TS 36.104 are listed in the following:

· Transmitted signal quality, such as EVM

· Remaining issues in demodluation performance requirements, such as UL timing adjustment, Tests for ACK/NACK/CQI multiplexed into PUSCH

· RRM requirements

· RRM ad-hoc sessions were held and good progress was observed. Ad-hoc minutes were provided in R4-080479 and R4-080498
· Summary was provided below:

· It was agreed to use RSRQ as an intra-frequency measurement

· It was agreed that channel BW should be signaled for potential UE power saving benefits in RRC_IDLE. Corresponding LS was agreed and sent to RAN2 
· Handover and Cell Reselection Execution Requirements were discussed and text proposals for TS 36.133 were agreed.

· Gap length of 6 ms and Gap periodicity of 40 ms and 120 ms were agreed. Other periodicity and gap length could be investigated in the future meetings.

· It was agreed not to develop mobility performance requirements for LTE_RRC_CONNECTED mobility to UTRAN without neigbour cell list.

· BS conformance tests

· Many text proposals were presented and agreed:

· TS 36.141 v 0.2.0 was noted (R4-080508): Level of Completion (LoC) = 45%.

· TS 36.141 v 0.2.1 will be presented at the RAN4 #46bis: Expected LoC = 70%.

2 Extendent Summary

Letters/Reports from other groups

· LS on radio problem detection as part of radio link failure handling in 249 from RAN 1 to be dicussed further.
· Response to RAN2 LS on SFN Reading from the Target Cell at HO from RAN 1, not updated. See RRM section.

· LS from RAN 1 on MIMO schemes and implications. In particular the small delay CDD is recognized to have small interest in the case the UE feeds back only wideband CQI. RAN 1 has agreed to have the possibility to switch off the small delay CDD in that case. RAN 4 should discuss whether to define performance requirements for small delay CDD.  

· Half Duplex operations in LTE: Need to define a framework in ran4. The idea of the half duplex is to reduce the complexity of the UE by removing the duplexer and by reducing the self interference. The advantages need to be studied further. The performance loss needs to be studied, the frquencies band in which it may be worth using the half duplex needs to be studied as well.

· Mobility of the UE towards a CSG cell. Ran 4 should decide if to fix performance requirements or to leave it implemtentation dependent. There can be some issues in the CONNECTED mode.  

· RAN 3 proposes a scheme for Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function that has been agreed by RAN 4. The baseline Automatic Neighbour Relation (ANR) function for E-UTRAN has been agreed in RAN 3. They propose a modification of the ANR mechanism that will allow eNBs to automatically build up and maintain their inter-RAT/frequency neighbour lists that are necessary to assist the UE in case of inter-RAT/frequency mobility. The scheme is applicable to both UTRAN and GERAN cells.

· Discussion on LTE RF test vectors: the particularity of the LTE is that several parameters can vary within a particular range. This gives a big amount of possible combinations.

Maintenance of R99, Rel4, Rel5, Rel6, Rel7

· CQI Testing:  Simulation assumptions accepted. In 138, 139. It is recommended that the variance requirement is set such that 90% of the CQI reports during Tmeasure is within M ( 2. It has been agreed to add an additional test based on the varying conditions. For legacy test it has been left open if it will be applicable to Ral 7 or 8. For 64QAM the test will be added for Ral 8 together with an additional test at 15dB under static fading conditions. For 64QAM+MIMO it is still under discussion. More details in the ad-hoc report in R4-080473 and the CR for Rel 7 and 8 in R4-080474 and R4-080522 respectively.

· Impact of of E-DCH Phase Discontinuity: It can be shown that uplink system performance can be impacted by the magnitude and frequency of phase discontinuity during E-DCH transmission. It is proposed by Ericsson to have a requirement on phase discontinuity. They give a model for the simulation assumptions similar to Hs-DPCCH. (E-DCH power varies depending on a particular pattern). Document R8-040461 gives the modifications of the assumptions described in R4-080157 and R4-080158.

· E-RGCH Miss Hold Probability: Nokia, NSN proposed to reduce missed HOLD target to 0.1 % for corresponding requirements for Serving E-DCH RLS because negative system impacts with the current missed HOLD target of 10 % for Serving E-DCH RLS. Qualcomm states that average cell throughput is insensitive to the E-RGCH Missed HOLD probability. Need further work on the simulations assumptions. No agreement.

· Inner Loop Power Control Accuracy: A proposal was made to modify the Inner Loop Power Control (ILPC) requirement in order to accommodate a multiple gain stage power amplifier in the UE. Qualcomm performed a link study on E-DPDCH, that incorporates a multiple gain stage power amplifier in the transmitter and they show that he introduction of a 3-gain stage PA does not impact E-DPDCH link performance. An insignificant loss in Eb/Nt (at most 0.15 dB) was observed across different wireless channels.  Qualcomm proposes a small relaxation in the ILPC requirement for a small number of exceptions to better align it with practical implementations, in particular, to allow for gain stage switches in a PA. No agreement for the moment. The topic is discussed by e-mail.
· Added requirements for MBSFN capable UE (dedicated carrier case) in 25.102.

Evolved UTRAN and UTRA

-Half Duplex operations in LTE: Need to define a framework in ran4. The idea of the half duplex is to reduce the complexity of the UE by removing the duplexer and by reducing the self interference. The advantages need to be studied further. The performance loss needs to be studied, the frquencies band in which it may be worth using the half duplex needs to be studied as well. Discussions on-going.
-RF Scenarios

· Uplink power control: They present results of LTE UE transmit power distribution for three scenarios with different cell sizes for both PC set 1 and 2. These results show a significant increase in UE Transmit mean power and 95% CDF depending on which power control parameters are used by the network. A larger increase in the UE transmit average power will impact UE battery life and thermal dissipation. Additionally a higher 95% CDF distribution will need to be considered when defining RF specs such as UE spurious emission requirement. These simulation results are included in the TR.
-UE Requirements

· EVM discussion: It was decided to leave the definition and the necessary accuracy of the 
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determination to RAN WG5, and agreed on 1ms averaging but leave the value in brackets. (Futher changes captured in the combined CR for 36.101)
· General:  Modifications to 36.101: Major/Technical changes and the related agreed RAN 4 documents 
· Removal of 1.6MHz and 3.2 MHz TDD channel bandwidth following the harmonization of the TDD part. (R4-080310, R4-080210)

· Section 1: scope statement to indicate minimum RF and Minimim performance  (R4-080454)

· Section 5: Addiition of band 13, 14, 39,40. (R4-080313, R4-080086)

· The operating frequency range is slightly modified from previous text for Band 13 / XIII, so as to maximise the Tx-Rx duplex gap and hence minimise the impact of self- interference (desense) and C Block to Public Safety co-existence. Band 13 should exclude A block and take into account realistic channel bandwidth deployments.
· Addition of TDD bands 39, 1880-1920MHz and 40, 2300-2400MHz band.
· Section 5; Normal channel bandwidth:

· In document 311 the impact of UE self interference (desense) in defining the requirement for normal channel bandwidth and additional channel bandwidth for FDD operation has been discussed.. Impact in the intra-frequency measurements for mobility: Intra-frequency neighbor cell measurements on the same carrier frequency. In the case of Intra-frequency neighbor cell measurements, no UL transmission gaps are provided and measurements by the Rx will be degraded due to self-interference. (Band 5-6-8 and 10MHz max RB 25, Band 7-9 and 20MHz max RB 50).
· Section 6: Deletion of MOP clause as combined with clause of UE max power- (R4-080124)
· The concept of MOP was introduced to address e.g. certain regulatory requirements. The MOP follows directly from the band-specific power classes. However, many regulatory requirements (e.g. FCC Part 22) are not conductive but rather of radiation type, and SAR measurements are not directly related to the conductive MOP. It is therefore proposed that the concept of MOP is not included in TS 36.101. The notion “Maximum output power” could then used to describe the power classes just like in TS 25.101. 
· Section 6: Minimum power amendment and EVM impact – (R4-080117, R4-080493)

· Minimum output power changed in [-40]dBm from -30dBm. This is because a oo high UE minimum output power would increase the interference level and degrade the fairness of the user throughput.
· Section 6: Addition of EVM inband emission requirements (R4-080315)

· The in band spurious emission limits are specified in terms of output power rather than a PSD
· Section 6: Addition of EVM spectrum flatness (R4-080521)

· The spectrum flatness is defined as a relative power variation across the subcarrier of all RB of the allocated UL block. The spectrum flatness is measured as a dB value comparing the output power of a subcarrier and the average power per subcarrier. The value is not been defined yet.

· Section 6: Corrections of additional spectrum masks (R4-080317)

· TS36.101 have a number of errors in terms of the applicable FCC requirements relating to the operating bands. 
· Band 5 can be supported via the general spectrum mask and does not need a unique Network signalled value

· The requirements for Band 7 need correction 

· The requirement for the NS value should not be more relaxed than the general requirements  

· The spectrum mask should only be specified (for each bandwidth) over the frequency range which is less than spurious emission domain specified in clause 6.6.3 

· Annex A: Propogation conditions Addition of high speed train channel and amendments- (R4-080318) (Maximum Doppler frequency 750Hz, speed 300Km/h, correlation matrices are also given.)
· Performance Requirement

· Small Delay CDD: LG, Freescale and Samsung would like to have small delay CDD tested, Nokia Ericsson and NTTDoCoMo thinks that gains are not sufficiently high to specify requirements. 
· Small-delay CDD attempts to increase the frequency selectivity in scenarios in which the channel exhibits limited frequency-selectivity. A well-designed frequency-dependent scheduler can then be used to exploit the increased frequency selectivity. Under conditions with little or no frequency-selectivity, with full buffer traffic and 20 active UEs per cell, gains on the order of 2-9% over precoding with codebook subset restriction have been reported. Compared with full codebook based precoding, the gains could be smaller. In the presence of timing misalignments mentioned in the LS [1], the performance gain can be further reduced. RAN1 agreed to have a UE specific small-delay CDD so that the Node-B can turn off the small delay CDD for a UE that is configured to feedback only wideband CQI for supporting wideband precoding, and turn on the small delay CDD for a UE that is configured to feedback frequency selective CQI for supporting frequency dependent precoding
· UE Demodulation performance: 
· It was agreed to use 8 HARQ processes instead of the previously agreed 6 HARQ processes.
· PDSCH payload sizes as proposed by Freescale in document R4-080389
· MIMO correlation matrix definitions for four antennas not agrred.
· MBSFN Channel Models further investigated. (R4-080128)
· Re-consideration of codebook for 2Tx case: Proposal in document R4-080118 by NTT DoCoMo was agreed and an LS would be drafted to be sent to RAN1 addressing this issue. 
· Small Delay CDD: RAN4 has decided to send an LS into RAN1 concerning the small delay CDD. 
· Summary and conclusion of reference channel estimation work: Three companies had presented reference channel estimation techniques on the RAN4 reflector, Ericsson, Motorola and Freescale. This process was not completed until a few weeks prior to this meeting. NEC concluded that although the proposed implementation by these three companies differed, the performance was close to the group average. NEC proposed that RAN4 aim to meet this performance target, as opposed to defining a reference channel estimator implementation.  This suggestion met with group approval and adopted as the way forward for RAN4.
· Presentation and discussion of PDSCH simulation results with channel estimation (spread of results 2dB)
· Presentation and discussion of PDSCH simulation results with receiver impairments: spread in results in the order of 2dB. A proposed way forward was discussed and the outcome was to take the average of the results across companies and to include a margin figure. There would be further discussion on the selection of this margin figure which could be 0dB and simulation dependant.
· Definition of simulation assumptions for next meeting : Approach to define test cases on Missing SIMO cases, Control channel tests and TDD test cases
- BS Requirements

· Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements

· R4-080042,  Characteristics of the interfering signals added

· R4-080043,  Environmental requirements for the BS equipment (Annex D)

· R4-080052,  FCC limits for Unwanted emissions, Cat B <1GHz

· R4-080087,  Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz

· R4-080130,  High Speed Train models introduced

· R4-080211,  Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization

· R4-080437,  BS output power added: In normal conditions, the base station maximum output power shall remain within +2 dB and -2 dB of the rated output power declared by the manufacturer.In extreme conditions, the base station maximum output power shall remain within +2.5 dB and -2.5 dB of the rated output power declared by the manufacturer.

· R4-080438,  Frequency error added: The modulated carrier frequency of the BS shall be accurate to within the accuracy range given in Table 6.3-1 observed over a period of one subframe (1ms). Accuracy +-0.05ppm.
· R4-080507,  Tx Dynamic range requirements added 

· RE power control dynamic range: The difference between the power of a RE and the average RE power for a BS at maximum output power for a specified reference condition.

· Total power dynamic range: The difference between the maximum and the minimum transmit power of an OFDM symbol for a specified reference condition.

· Proposed values for RE power control dynamic range are given with the understanding that TX dynamic range requirement should not lead to additional relaxation of EVM % requirement as per TR36.804. Some values are left TBD

· Proposed values for Total power dynamic range have been made independent of the PRB modulation and also don’t contain additional negative RE power control dynamic range, as some companies felt there is no strong reason from system perspective in doing so. So, values for Total power dynamic range are derived from TX of the SCs of 1 PRB when compared with full PRB allocation and without the energy of RS, i.e. as 10log10(N_RB)

· R4-080517,  Demodulation Performance added based on the average of results from different companies

· R4-080530,  E-UTRA BS Spurious Emissions for E-UTRA/UTRA TDD and FDD Coexistence.

· R4-080542,  Inclusion Band 12, 13 and 14 requirements  

- RRM Requirements

· Combined CR for 36.133 with the following modifications:

· R4-080527 UE RSRP Measurement Accuracy Requirements: 

· R4-080321 Requirements for Handover from E-UTRA to UTRA

· R4080529 TP on E-UTRAN to UTRAN TDD Handover Requirements in TS 36.133

· R4080325 Refinements to E-UTRA handover

· R4080324 Monitoring patterns and GSM measurements in RRC_CONNECTED

· R4080459 Text proposal for EUTRAN TDD –TDD handover

· Major Agreements: 

· It was agreed not to develop mobility performance requirements for LTE_RRC_CONNECTED mobility to UTRAN without neigbour cell list. 

· SNR to put in the cell identification requirement: 800 ms target including 200 ms measurement period as in 36.133, see how low SNR we can get with this. 

· “N” factor from NXP Tdoc (455) will be part of implementation margin
· Synchronous vs asynchronous scenario priorities: Priority for further work is on asynchronous case (i.e. not time aligned) and we assume that UE is not explicitly told that networks is asynchronous or not   

· Need for additional UE Mobility measurement quantities: Agreed to use RSRQ as an intra-frequency measurement e.g. to trigger “emergency” handover . Benefit of RSRQ for IF handover to be investigated further (different load conditions, different UE measurement strategies, connection to RSRP, …)

· RSRP measurement BW: LS will be drafted and can be reviewed / commented in the morning, decision can be then taken to send it or not. The LS mentions that RAN4 recognises potential UE power saving benefits in RRC_IDLE. The benefits on measurement accuracy are still FFS in RAN4.

· RSRP Measurement Accuracy Requirements in AWGN: Agree the same principle for accuracy requirements whether we use single or multiple antennas, valid for absolute and relative accuracy with the requirement based only R0 RS, Nokia will provide corresponding TP based on 275 for relative, will be merged with Ericsson 351 for absolute , Absolute Figures will be in TBD

· Handover and Cell Reselection Execution Requirements: Motorola will take FDD TP 325, CATT will work on TDD and align with FDD TP ,For LTE-> FDD, first draft will be based on Motorola proposal 321, then refined in later meetings .

· Measurement Gaps: Adopt table in Tdoc 324, Table 8.1.2.1-1, start with 40, 120 ms periodicity, other periodicities and gap lengths can be investigated in future meetings, EUTRA FDD/TDD, 3GPP2, and LCR systems to be added to table; Wimax is FFS, Motorola prepares TP for Table 8.1.2.1-1

· Inter-frequency and inter-RAT Monitoring using measurement gaps: Monitoring issues along concept of 328 will be studied further in next meeting, Continue with BSIC verification in next meeting

· Performance requirements (323, 162): we could come back if we can simplify the measurement period for IF once we understand what maximum periodicity is in Table 8.1.2.1-1, Rel. / abs RSRP Accuracy same for intra and inter frequency, Operator input on baseline and typical case maximum # of intra frequency cells and IF carriers requested 

· Intra-frequency, Inter-frequency and inter-RAT Monitoring in RRC connected using long DRX: Contributions invited for next meeting

· UE Cell Reselection related measurements and cell reselection requirements: 326 Assumption is a unique fixed parameter applicable to all layers, at least [60] s, FFS if it needs to be signalled, For next meeting aspects in 279

· UE SON ANR support: Further comments can be made to draft LS

Two-Branch Interference Cancellation

The work is compelted, the requirements are set.

HSDPA for 16QAM and 15codes
The work is completed the requirements are set.
UMTS 700
Most of the requirements are settled. To be closed at RAN#40.
Work Item under responsibility of other groups

- Performance requirement scenario for 64QAM plus MIMO. 
· A dual stream requirement for the operation of the combination of 64QAM and MIMO has been proposed for approval.It remains to further discuss whether or not a single stream requirement for the combination of 64QAM and MIMO is needed. The content in R4-080500 is agreed for the dual stream but the discussion for the signle stream is still open because 15dB is a high geometry and in real life you won't have a single stream but a dual strem. Need further discussion about the geometruy value.

· DoB: See results in plenary #39. (The work item is reconfirmed, Ericsson CRs are not approved neither the CRs from NextWave and IPWireless are.)
Study Items

-Home Node B Study Item is closed. 25.820 becomes under change control.
3 Approval of meeting report and Agenda
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080001
Agenda
Chairman

Status: Approved
R4-080248
Report Meeting #45
MCC
BMWi: Add the document number

Status: Approved

4 Letters / reports from other groups

Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080002
Report of RAN#38
Chair

Status: Noted 

R4-080338
Liaison from ECC PT1 to ETSI BRAN, ETSI TFES, WG SE and SE PT 42 concerning the coexistence in the 2.6 GHz band and also the BRAN (EN 302 544 (draft)) and TFES (EN 301 908) harmonised standards (RP-070992 Source: ECC PT1, To: , Cc: Mr Jamshid KhunJush,TSG
ECC PT1

Comments: Asking questions on how the values of ACLR and ACS are derived.
Status: Noted
R4-080268
Coexistence in the 2.6 GHz band and also the BRAN and TFES harmonised standards (TFES-08-021 LS to ECC PT1 (2.6 GHz) Source: ERM/MSG TFES, To: Mr. Peter Scheele,Chairman ECC PT1, Cc: Mr. Christoph Woeste,Chairman ECC WG SE)
ERM/MSG TFES

Comments: (Answer LS) 

Ericsson: this LS gives a full response to all the questions.

Status: Noted

R4-080266
LS on Power Switching for CQI Reporting (R5-073378 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG5

Comments: Check with RAN 5 we received the document during the last meeting already and we have already treat it. 
Status: Withdrawn
R4-080265
LS on Test Tolerances for OTA UE Antenna (R5-073340 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN,TSG GERAN WG3)
TSG RAN WG5

Comments: Check with RAN 5 we received the document during the last meeting already and we have already treat it. 

Status: Withdrawn
R4-080263
LS on Automatic Neighbour Relation function (R3-072401 Source: TSG RAN WG3, To: TSG SA WG5, Cc: TSG RAN WG4,TSG RAN WG2)
TSG RAN WG3

Comments: sent to ran 4 only for information
Status: Noted
R4-080259
RAN2 input to TR 25.820 (R2-075466 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG2

Comments: The text proposal can be approved. The tp will be handled in the Home node B discussion.
Status: Noted   
R4-080250
LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking (GP-072030 Source: TSG GERAN, To: TSG RAN WG1,TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN)
TSG GERAN
Status: Noted
R4-080252
Reply to LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking (R1-080610 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG GERAN, Cc: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4,TSG RAN)
TSG RAN WG1
Status: Noted
R4-080262
Reply LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking (R2-080609 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG GERAN, Cc: TSG RAN,TSG RAN WG1,TSG RAN WG4)
TSG RAN WG2

Status: Noted
R4-080249
LS on radio problem detection as part of radio link failure handling (R1-080604 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG1

Comments: RAN1 kindly asks RAN4 to confirm whether the above Proposal 1 and Proposal 2 are in line with RAN4’s work
Nokia: This is a starting point, need some discussions.

Status: Noted
R4-080251
Response to RAN2 LS on SFN Reading from the Target Cell at HO (R2-074590) (R1-075108 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3, Cc: TSG RAN WG4)
TSG RAN WG1
Comments: The LS is not updated because they had discussions in Sevilla. NSN has a contribution with the summary of the e-mail discussion.
Motorola: Decoding the SFN will have a significant effect on the interruption time, we need to look at it carefully.

Chairman: the document may be discussed during the RRM session.

Status: Noted
R4-080254
Response to LS on implications of MIMO schemes on RAN4 requirements (R1-080613 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG1

Comments: RAN1 agreed to have a UE specific small-delay CDD so that the Node-B can turn off the small delay CDD for a UE that is configured to feedback only wideband CQI for supporting wideband precoding, and turn on the small delay CDD for a UE that is configured to feedback frequency selective CQI for supporting frequency dependent precoding.  Note that RAN1 has not performed extensive investigation regarding a scenario in which the switching between wideband precoding and frequency dependent precoding is performed in the same cell. 
Nokia:In practice will be able to see these gains? In particular, what the gains will be when we consider implementation margin? Nokia: If there is no significant interest in the feature maybe it is better not to test it.

Ericsson: 354 is a related document. Ericsson proposes not to test the small CDD because the gains are too small even in very favourable context.

LGE: Related document in 342.

Status: Noted
R4-080255
Half Duplex FDD Operation in LTE (R1-080614 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4,TSG RAN WG5, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG1

Comments:

Ericsson: Ran1 has put a framework for the Half Duplex FDD. Ericsson suggests to put a framework in ran4 as well. What should we used it for? Which frequency band (It may be tricky)? Ran 4 needs to see the implication of this in ran 4 specifications: call for contributions.    

Status: Noted
R4-080256
LS on switch time requirements for LTE TDD (R1-080615 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: None.)
TSG RAN WG1

Comments:  Ericsson has drafted a LS answer.
Status: Noted
R4-080257
LS on E-UTRA UL Power Control (R1-080616 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN WG2)
TSG RAN WG1

Comments: RAN1asks RAN4 to develop the requirement details for the downlink pathloss estimate calculated by the UE. 

RAN1 would also like to be informed about the pertinent decisions in RAN4, so that the specifications under RAN1 control can be updated correspondingly.  

Motorola: Implications in a number of our specifications: there is also an implicit requirement in the BS (accuracy). We need to address also this issue.
Status: Noted
R4-080260
LS on CSG related mobility (stage2 text) (R2-075478 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG SA WG1,TSG RAN WG4,TSG GERAN, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG2,TSG CT WG1,TSG SA WG3)
TSG RAN WG2

Comments: (CSG: Close subscriber group)
Motorola: some issues for the searching in connected mode. 

Status: Noted
R4-080258
LS on RACH power control optimisation use case (R2-075463 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG1, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4)
TSG RAN WG2
Status: Noted

R4-080253
 Reply to RAN2 LS on RACH Power Control Optimisation Use case (R1-080612 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4)
TSG RAN WG1

Status: Noted
R4-080261
LS on value ranges (R2-080589 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4,TSG GERAN, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG2
Status: Noted

R4-080264
LS on Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function (R3-072403 Source: TSG RAN WG3, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG1,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG GERAN WG2,TSG SA WG5)
TSG RAN WG3

Comments: : RAN3 would kindly like to ask RAN1, RANn2 and RAN4 to confirm the feasibility of the proposed inter-RAT/frequency ANR scheme or provide an alternative UE based solution to provide the global Cell ID of detected inter-frequency/RAT neighbours.
Nokia: couple of areas where Nokia has contributions: step 1 in the proposed functionality, for the utran case the step 1 is part of rel 7, this kind of detecting can be challenging. The scheduling of gaps, is an other area where ran4 can give feedbacks to ran 3. During the week there will be the preparation of the LS out based on the progress.

Status: Noted.
R4-080300
LS on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1. (R5-080405 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG5

Comments: 

Motorola: need for some discussion between the ran4 and ran5 to identify key specs. Need some further work in these area.

R&S: do they expect test cases as in RRM (in Annex)?

Anritsu: How much ran4 wants to define?, ran5 is not necessarily expecting test cases.

Agilent: The issue is that we do not know what is going on in ran5. This is will be similar to what it was done foir UMTS. We do not know the structure the core spec will look like. We do not necessarily need to use the same structure of the 36.133. But we will need to take this in mind when definining the core specs. 

No particular test vectors would be provided by ran 4, but ran4 would need to give indications about which test to be prioritized. Ran 5 is proposing to have a half day session in the may meeting.

Related LS out in 396
Status: Noted
R4-080267
Reply LS on Home NodeB/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization (S2-075833 Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4,TSG SA WG3, Cc: TSG SA WG1,TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG GERAN)
TSG SA WG2

Comments: Further discussions during the week.
Status: Noted
R4-080301
LS on Test Scenarios for Type 3i Receiver Testing (R5-080416 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG5
Status: Noted.
R4-080467
LS Automatic Neighbour Relation Function (TSG RAN WG3, R3-080472)

Comments:

Ericsson: they expect responses this week. Ericsson can draft a response.

Status: Noted
R4-080468
Draft Response LS on LS Automatic Neighbour Relation (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed

5 Maintenance of Release 99, Release 4, Release 5, Release 6 and Release 7 specifications
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080143
Correction of 64QAM FRC TB-size
Ericsson

Status: withdrawn.
CQI Testing

R4-080138
CQI simulation assumptions, legacy requirements
Ericsson

Comments: Simulations assumptions are given for the CQI testing with varying conditions

Simulations assumptions are accepted by ran 4.

Status: Noted
R4-080139
CQI simulation assumptions, 64-QAM related requirements
Ericsson

Simulations assumptions are accepted by ran 4.

Status: Noted

R4-080140
CQI simulation results, legacy requirements
Ericsson
Comments: simulation results according to simulation assumtption. 
Based on the simulation results in Tables 1-3, it is recommended that the variance requirement is set such that 90% of the CQI reports during Tmeasure is within M ( 2.  

Status: Noted
R4-080141
CQI simulation results, 64-QAM related requirements
Ericsson

Comments: Based on the simulation results in Tables 1-3, it is recommended that the variance requirement is set such that the 90% of the CQI reports during Tmeasure is within M ( 2.  The recommended high and low geometry values are 5 and 15. It is further recommended that the existing requirement for bias at lower geometries could is extended with an additional test-point at geometry of 15 dB, such that if the BLER for CQI median is less than 10%, BLER for CQImedian + 2 should be higher than 10% , and if the BLER for CQI median is higher than 10%, BLER for CQImedian -1 is less than 10% .

Status: Noted

R4-080208
Ideal simulation results for CQI requirements with updated test methodology
InterDigital

Status: Noted

R4-080216
CQI simulation results under periodically varying radio conditions
Texas Instruments

Status: Noted

R4-080375
CQI Simulation Results for Switched Geometry
Motorola

Status: Noted

R4-080273
Results for revised CQI requirements scenario
Nokia

Status: Noted

R4-080142
Draft CR for updated CQI requirements
Ericsson
Status: Noted
See outcome of the AD HOC for CQI issue. 
R4-080483
Clarification of simulation assumptions for CQI requirements with varying Ior/Ioc (Ericsson)

This is the reference for the simulations conditions for next meeting

Status: Noted

R4-080474
Extension of static CQI testing for 64-QAM (CR 596 to 25.101 Rel-7) (Ericsson)

Comments

Status: Agreed

R4-080522
Extension of static CQI testing for 64-QAM (CR 597 to 25.101 Rel-8) (Ericsson)
Status: Agreed

R4-080473
Minutes of the ad-hoc on update of CQI requirements (Ericsson)

Status: Noted

E-DCH

R4-080107
Detection performance of E-DCH Relative Grant Channel
Panasonic

Status: Note
R4-080157
System Model to Study Impact of E-DCH Phase Discontinuity
Ericsson

Comment: The proponent clarified that the title is unappropriate: it would have been : ‘Impact of the E-DCH phase Discontinuity’ 

Qualcomm: Fig 1: what is the rationale behind the selection in Fig 1 for 16 qam: a way of doing it is to schedule the ue in a burstry fashion. It would be better to include higher variation of the power steps.

Ericsson: in 16qam: the model is based in 158 where you can see the results for qpsk. They are planning to study it for 16qam, in that case the power step are likely to be high. The model would need to be reviewd for 16qam. 

What are they using uplink dpdch: there is DTX, if ran 4 thinks that we need to limit to edch, that is fine but it is possible that the network still uses dpdch.

R&S: are you considering also uplink hs-dpcch, with a slot offset
Ericsson: they woiuld not want to use it, they want to see what is the impact of e-dch. The use of hs-dpcch makes the implementation too complex because you need to implement also time misalignement and phase offset

Way forward: they are happy to modify some of the parameters. Next step is to do it also for 16qam.

Qualcomm: there is a benefit to combine all the channels, so also hs channels. It makes sense to have a combined test.
Ericsson proposed to start with a simplified version. 

Status: Noted
R4-080158
System Impact Evaluation of E-DCH Phase Discontinuity
Ericsson

Comments: 

Qualcomm: it makes sense to introduce study on the phase discontinuity in particular for 64-qam. 

Chiarman: the current proposal is to fix it in rel 7.

Status: Noted

R4-080461
Minutes of the ad-hoc UE phase discontinuity (Agilent)

Comments:

Ericsson: Qualcomm has promised to provide a model for this. They will have a contribution on that.

Status: Noted

E-RGCH Miss Hold probability
R4-080180
E-RGCH Miss Hold Probability
QUALCOMM Europe

Comments:
NSN: Not only to look at interference impact but also at some node b demod results issues: what is happening if you loose a lot of traffic. Are you taking it into account or are you considering infinite hardware. The UE random walk, the ue may losse the grant. Do you model this? There can happen that there are some UE with more tput.
Qualcomm: no node B implementation contraints at least in contribution [1]. They agree that in that case of a false alarm you may use more demod resources
Status: Noted
R4-080360
E-RGCH Ideal Simulation Results with Probability of Missed HOLD = 0.001 
Motorola

Status: Noted
R4-080271
Simulation results for E-RGCH with revised missed HOLD target
Nokia

Comments:
Status: Noted
R4-080181
E-RGCH Link Performance
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: Withdrawn
R4-080112
Way forward on E-RGCH missed hold requirement
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments: need some more discussions 

A-L: you need 4-6dB increase in power in order to achieve this low performance. They welcome the system level simulations from Qualcomm. It is not yet clear that we need to change the requirement. They ask NSN to provide more justifications. As a  Node B provider, how you handle this, is node B implementation dependent.

This will be the outcome of the offline discussion

Status: Withdrawn

R4-080424
Summary of ad-hoc on E-RGCH missed hold (NSN)

Stats: Noted

CRs for Spurious Emissions 
R4-080286
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
IPWireless, CATT

Status:  Revised in 397
R4-080397
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS (CR 217r1 to 25.105 Rel-4) (IPWireless, CATT)
Comment: The Note in the table 6.11A must be considered  as a change too.
Status: Agreed
R4-080288
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
IPWireless, CATT

Status: Revised in 398
R4-080398
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS (CR 218r1 to 25.105 Rel-5) (IPWireless, CATT)

Status: Agreed
R4-080289
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
IPWireless, CATT

Status: Revised in 399
R4-080399
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS (CR 219r1 to 25.105 Rel-6) (IPWireless, CATT)

Status: Agreed
R4-080290
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
IPWireless, CATT

Status: Revised in 400
R4-080400
Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS (CR 220r1 to 25.105 Rel-7) (IPWireless, CATT)

Status: Agreed
R4-080423
Update of NOTE in Category B BS Spurious Emissions (CR 1 to 3.15.0 R99) (IPWireless)

Check crs not implemented before!

Status: Withdrawn
R4-080554
Update of NOTE in Category B BS Spurious Emissions (CR 221 to 25.105 R99) (IPWireless)

Status: Agreed
R4-080429
Correction to RX spurious emissions (CR 305 to 25.104 Rel-6) (Nokia Siemens Networks )

Status: Agreed

R4-080430
Correction to RX spurious emissions (CR 306 to 25.104 Rel-7) (Nokia Siemens Networks )

Status: Agreed

R4-080431
Correction to RX spurious emissions (CR 307 to 25.104 Rel-8) (Nokia Siemens Networks )

Status: Agreed

R4-080432
Correction to RX spurious emissions (CR 476 to 25.141 Rel-6) (Nokia Siemens Networks )

Status: Agreed

R4-080433
Correction to RX spurious emissions (CR 477 to 25.141 Rel-7) (Nokia Siemens Networks )

Status: Agreed

R4-080434
Correction to RX spurious emissions (CR 478 to 25.141 Rel-8) (Nokia Siemens Networks )

Status: Agreed

CRs for 25.101
R4-080182
Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: Revised in 401.

R4-080401
Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests (CR 585r1 to 25.101 Rel-7) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: revised in 487
R4-080487
Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests (CR 585r2 to 25.101 Rel-7) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Agreed

R4-080402
Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests (CR 592 to 25.101 Rel-8) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: revised in 488

R4-080488
Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests (CR 592r1 to 25.101 Rel-8) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Agreed

R4-080183
Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: Revised in 403

R4-080403
Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements (CR 586r1 to 25.101 Rel-7) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Agreed
R4-080404
Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements (CR 593 to 25.101 Rel-8) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Agreed

R4-080185
HS-SCCH Type nominator
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: Revised in 405

R4-080405
HS-SCCH Type nominator (CR 588r1 to 25.101 Rel-7) (QUALCOMM Europe)
Status: Agreed

R4-080406
HS-SCCH Type nominator (CR 594 to 25.101 Rel-8) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Agreed

R4-080184
Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: Revised in 407
R4-080407
Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test (CR 587r1 to 25.101 Rel-7) (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Agreed

R4-080408
Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test (CR 595 to 25.101 Rel-8) (QUALCOMM Europe)
Status: Agreed

R4-080299
CR for TS25.101 for MBSFN FDD UE dem req
Ericsson

Status: Approved.

Inner Loop Power Control

R4-080178
Impact of inner loop power control step size accuracy exceptions on link performance
QUALCOMM Europe

Comment:

Motorola: results for different channel model PB3 and PA3 that show very insignificant loss. This can be explored more w.r.t other scenarios.

Qualcomm: they want to trigger as many gain stages as possible

If you want to explore an other region you can not see gain stages.

Motorola: the loss can be higher in other cases.

Qualcomm: they do not expect higher loss, this is the max loss that you can get.

Motorola: do we need to have more relaxed requirements. In the CRs for particular cases there is a relaxation. They think that this is a good relaxation when the expection is happening. If there are reasons to increase it than we whould take it inot accounts. 

Ericsson:  you have assumed fixed e-tfci onlyt tx size. Have you considered higher transport block size, have you looked for dch only?

Qualcomm: the study is done so far only for une frc. Not expected significant deviation of results when including the effect of higer block size. .They have not conisderd dch alone, the traffic of dch alone is much less, so what they have here is a upper bound. The swipping range is a worst case scenario. If you have a large number of dch channel, you are not reaching the critical level, so the impact will be lower. If you need to consider all the cases it will become too complex, so the idea was to find the worst case.

Status: Noted

R4-080179
Inner Loop Power Control Accuracy
QUALCOMM Europe

Comment: They only want to introduce the expection from the existing requirements. They want to be sure that the exceptions are not happening back to back and that there is a kind of hysteresis 

Ericsson: Good starting point: they are not in a position to agree, they would like to see some link results and system analysis with more realistic traffic, other transport size. They agree on the concept that it has to be studied.

A-L: In principle the CR is applicable to Rel-99 only if it is a broken feature. 

Qualcomm: It would be a valuable modification for Rel-99, becaue it can help using state of the art PA technology.
Chairman: aren’t we touching the spurious emission? In real life the UE is going up and down in a different way. Can we define a general requirement?

Qualcomm: No spurious emission requirements do not change. It is difficult to define a general requirement. It is much simpler to give a clear requirement for the minimum requirement, by specifying the monotonical behaviour in up and down path. It is a matter to have a simple requirement. 

Agilent: It would be safer to define the pattern in terms of tpc command more than the UE is moving in one specific direction. The wording is not consistent in the last sentence. We have to be sure to use the standard terminology. Req for phase discontinuity, that is more demaging than this, we put hysteriris to protect from ping pong effect. The cause of the phase jump is due to tipology switching (amplitude change). Since the mechanism creating the problem is the same maybe we can use the same hysterises. We already have a test for phase discontinuity, we can just add the check for this power levels. 

Qualcomm: they agree with the need for hysterises. They look at the possibility of coupling this test with the test of phase discontinuity. But due to the complexity of this test they did not want to touch it. And to have an other one based on amplitude.

The reason for this is to avoid that some “errors” goes into the market 

Offline discussion is needed.

Revised in 505

R4-080505
Inner Loop Power Control Accuracy (CR 584r1 to 25.101 R99) (QUALCOMM Europe)
Discussion in the e-mail reflector

Status: Noted

R4-080377
Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
Alcatel-Lucent

Comments: Ericsson would like to have time.

Status: Agreed

R4-080378
Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed

R4-080379
Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed

R4-080380
Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed

R4-080381
Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
Alcatel-Lucent

A-L: why we do not use the approach of rel 8 for rel 6 and 7 is that in rel 6 and 7 only the band 5 is creating confusion. In rel 8 you have entre 3 bands on top of band 5, we need to have bigger changes

Status: Agreed

R4-080382
Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed
CRs for 25.102
R4-080019
Discussion on UE EVM requirements for UL 16QAM
CATT

Status: Noted

R4-080020
Adding EVM requirement for UL 16QAM
CATT

Status: Approved
R4-080021
Further consideration on LCR TDD MBSFN channel models
CATT

Status: Noted
R4-080022
MCCH&MTCH demodulation simulation results for LCR TDD MBSFN
CATT

Status: Noted
R4-080023
Adding requirements for MBSFN capable UE (dedicated carrier case)
CATT 
Status: Revised to 411
R4-080411
Adding requirements for MBSFN capable UE (dedicated carrier case) (CR 251r1 to 25.102 Rel-7) (CATT)

Comment: the technical content is approved.

Status: Agreed
R4-080015
Omissions of minimum requirements for blocking characteristics
CATT, IPWireless (CR)
Status: Approved

R4-080016
Omissions of minimum requirements for blocking characteristics
CATT, IPWireless (CR)
Status: Approved
R4-080017
Deleting redundant notes for receiver spurious emission
CATT, IPWireless

Status: Approved
R4-080018
Deleting redundant notes for receiver spurious emission 
CATT, IPWireless

Comments: they include the changes for HCRTDD options.

Status: Approved.

CRs for 25.105/25.142
R4-080024
Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
CATT

Status: Approved 

R4-080026
Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
CATT

Status: Approved.
R4-080025
Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
CATT

Status: revised in 390
R4-080390
Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection (CR 215r1 to 25.105 Rel-7) (CATT)

Status: Approved
R4-080027
Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
CATT

Status: revised in 391
R4-080391
Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection (CR 229r1 to 25.142 Rel-7) (CATT)

Status: Approved
CRs for 25.133
R4-080221
Correction to Annex A.5.5.4
NEC
Status: Approved.
R4-080414
Correction to Annex A.5.5.4 (CR 928 to 25.133 Rel-7) (NEC)
Status: Agreed
R4-080415
Correction to Annex A.5.5.4 (CR 929 to 25.133 Rel-8) (NEC)

Status: Agreed

CRs for 25.141
R4-080348
Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141 MCC

Comment: One minor error in the table.

Status: Revised in 412.
R4-080412
Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141 (CR 472r1 to 25.141 Rel-7) (MCC)

Status: Approved
R4-080349
Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141 MCC

Status: Revised in 413.
R4-080413
Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141 (CR 473r1 to 25.141 Rel-8) (MCC)

Status: Approved
Others
R4-080137
LMU performance simulations
Ericsson

Status : Noted
R4-080425
Correcting multipath detection level in LMU performance specification (CR 1 to 25.111 Rel-7) (TruePosition, Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080298
ACRR description
Powerwave Technologies

Status: Approved.

R4-080294
Clarification to measurements of UE with  Rx diversity concerning Tx and Rx requirements
Rohde & Schwarz

Comments:

Chairman (as Fujitsu): Spurious emission requirements should be applied independently for each connector.. Need more time to check if the answer is correct.

A-L for Rx Div case the requirement is applied to both the antenna: The approach is not the same for the BS and to UE. Is there any reason?

Motorola: spurious emission is a requirement for the coexistence so we have to consider the total amount of emissions. 

Need further discussion

Status: Noted
6 Work Items
R4-080225
RAN4 work for Core Requirements and Performance Requirements
Fujitsu

Comments:

Chairman: discuss this this week and to conclude something to be reported to the plenary.

Ericsson: In the table the 36.133 is missing

Status: Revised in 518
R4-080518
RAN4 work for Core Requirements and Performance Requirements (Fujitsu,Nokia)

Status: Agreed

R4-080332
Overview of Integrated Networks & Addition of 1980-2020 and 2170-2200 MHz band
TerreStar Networks

Comments:
Chairman: This is an information paper, but it impacts our future work

Motorola: we should present it in the plenary to discuss it. They need to provide more information. What is the intent and the advantage of having this?

BMWi: Satellites requires a slightly modified network in the ground. It is even necessary (it is not only a question of ran, but SA and CT). First it has to be decided if it is included into the 3gpp and then it has to go down to working groups.

Chairam: We should start by deciding if this is in our scope or not In case it is in the scope of our work than ran or sa or ct can do something. He recommends the proponent to provide additional information and to take suggestions from the group

Status: Noted
R4-080333
Draft new WID: Addition of 1980-2020 and 2170-2200 MHz band
TerreStar Networks
Status: withdrawn

6.1 Evolved UTRA and UTRAN [LTE-RF]
R4-080492
Proposed way forward on Half Duplex FDD operation in LTE (NTTDoCoMo)

Comments:

Vodafone: they do not agree with the proposal 4. 

NTTDoCoMo: the document is for discussion only we have to prioritarize this issue.

Motorola: it would be useful to have from operators the information about which bands are identified for this operation. They agree with proposal 3.

IPWireless: Why it should operate in certain bands?

Nortel: consider which band is applicable to it. There are some bands where you can see that are needed.

NTTDoCoMo: for point 2 they pointed out that there will be a performance degradation due to half duplex. IF there are gains in certain band it is fine, otherwise switch off the duplex options.

Motorola: For some bands we still need half duples, so that’s why the question: which bands are needed, in the sense where we are oblijed to use half duplex. 

Status: Noted
6.1.1  RF Scenarios
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080053
Background information for TR 36.942
Nokia Siemens Networks

Status: Withdrawn
R4-080309
RF scenarios: LTE UE power distribution
Motorola
Comments: Proposal to put the text into the TR.

NSN: as a rapporteur they would like to see an official text proposal.

Motorola: they can provide a text proposal. The intent of this document is to make sure that all the implications in the UE are taken into account.

Text proposal will be provided.

Status: Noted.
R4-080435
E-UTRA work Item RF system scenarios TR 36.942 (Nokia Siemens Network)

Status: Agreed

6.1.2  UE requirements
EVM Discussion

R4-080520
TP to 36.803 - Text proposal to UL EVM  TP 36.803 (Rohde&Schwarz)

Status: Agreed

R4-080521
Text proposal to TS 36.101 on spectrum flatness TP 36.101 (Rohde&Schwarz)
Status: Agreed
R4-080493
TS 36.101: TP for minimum power/EVM (Motorola)
Status: Noted
R4-080519
Minutes UE RF adhoc (Rohde&Schwarz)

Status: Noted

6.1.2.1  General
 [For section 1 to 5 in TS36.101]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080494
TS:36.101: Combined updates of E-UTRA UE Requirement (CR 3 to 36.101 Rel-8) (Motorola)
Status: Agreed

R4-080310
TS36.101: Specification update 
Motorola

Summary of changes: Section 1: Modification of scope statement to include reference to both RF and performance aspects in line with earlier RAN / RAN4 discussions.  To delete explicit reference to FDD and TDD mode since other modes could also be applicable such as HD-FDD as part of future deployment. Proposed text is “The present document establishes the User Equipment (UE) minimum RF characteristics and performance aspects of E-UTRA”, Section 2: Correction of references  All sections : Global correction to delete TDD frame structure 2 and 1.6MHz and 3.2MHz channel bandwidth in line with RAN decision – affects section 3, 4, 5 6. etc . All sections; Editorial correction of indicating the right referenced sub-clause. Section 3: Addition of  abbreviations. Section 4: Add statement to clarify the relationship between minimum and additional requirements to provide a clear statement that additional requirements are mandatory.  For example if a UE support a particular operating bands it must support all features related to that band included if signalled i.e. network signalled values. Proposed text is  “In this specification both the applicable minimum requirement which cover the general case and the additional requirement if applicable for a specific scenario are mandatory”. Section 6; Removal of brackets for MPR table 6.2.3-1. Section 6: Removal of bracket for EUTRA measurement bands for ACLR 
Ericsson: in 4.2 relation between min requirement or additional requirement, it is not really clear how it is applied. We need to work on the text to make it clear.
Vodafone: Need to discuss further the table fo application of the requirement on ACLR 2 w.r.t the band.

Chairman: These changes will be part of the 1-only CR for this spec if agreement is reached.  

Status: Noted
R4-080054
Text proposal for 36.803 on modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization
China Mobile, CATT
Comments: 1.6 and 3.2MHz bandwidth should be removed from the RAN4 specifications following the harmonisation of TDD mode. 

Motorola: Motorola proposal is for 36.101, This is for the TR. what do you want to do with the TR? We have to keep the TR up to date. We have to do a review of the TR as well.. do we need to do it on a meeting basis or once only?

Ericsson: 5.4.2-1 channel bandwidth, all of the badwidths option for the higher bandwidth are nominal for the wider bandwidth, maybe we have to put some of the wider option with squared brakets. 

T-Mobile: in Jeju meeting T-mobile has a different proposal for some of the MPR values.
Motorola: in table for the MPR Motorola has a contribution, for the 35-36-37 band they need further discussions.
Chairman: suggests to have a note that says that this is a TR and that it has to contain the same information in the TR. It is better to concentrate in the TS. 

Motorola: agree to concentrate on the TS. Some concerns about the EVM requirement, it has to be uptodate. The TS and the TR are different because also of some editorial changes, in that case it is not so urgent. We should be selective in choosing the changes in the TR

Conclusion: the editor take care of updating the TR but not on a meeting basis.
Status: Noted
R4-080210
Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.101
China Mobile, CATT

Comments:
Chairman: offline session to create a combined CR

Motorola: Concern about the FCC requiremen, which MPR values are required for these bands. What is the spectrum requirement for those bands. 

Ericsson: There are no comments on the technical information, I,.e the frame structure, the rest can be handled offline.
T-Mobile: concerns about the need to have 15 and 20Mhz for 33 and 34, are they European bands also or only china bands

CATT: 15 and 20MHz can be used in this band because band 33 and 34 is a global band for the TDD and so the worst case has to be considered.
Status: Noted

R4-080028
Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.803
CATT

Comments: 
Ericsson: band 39 is adjacent to gsm band, it will become important to understand for this new band how it operates when it is close to the gsm 1800 border.

CATT: in china band 39 is for 1880-1920 but in china the the closest GSM band was not allocated to GSM. 

Ericsson: this has to be specified, and added in the specification.

CATT: the content of the spurious emission so far is empty may be we can do it later. 

Status: Noted
R4-080086
Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.101
CATT
Comments: The numbering of the TDD band was wrong. This is the only change.

Status: Noted
R4-080039
TP for E-UTRA UE channel bandwidth on band 5/9/11 for TS36.101
NTT DoCoMo

Comments :

Ericsson: Looking at figure 2 Tx noise is significant it will be difficult to do this without relaxation for these bands. We have also to take into account some other tolerance. We have to have a closer look before deciding if we need a relaxation or not.

Nokia: assumption that the LTE PA will have a better performance than the WCDMA PA, in LTE we will have the same contraints and so they do not expect very much improvements on this.
Status : Noted
R4-080200
LTE Channel Bandwidth Restriction
Qualcomm Europe

Status: withdrawn
R4-080311
TS36.101: TP for normal channel bandwidth
Motorola 
Comments: In this document we look at the impact of UE self interference (desense) in defining the requirement for normal channel bandwidth and additional channel bandwidth for FDD operation.  A TP proposal is provide for TS36.101 to reflect the proposed changes. Impact in the intra-frequency measurements for mobility: Intra-frequency neighbor cell measurements on the same carrier frequency. In the case of Intra-frequency neighbor cell measurements, no UL transmission gaps are provided and measurements by the Rx will be degraded due to self-interference. 
Ericsson: section 6.2 and mobility. For the intra-frequency measurement there are no gaps. If there were gaps in the uplink this would decrease the data rate of the uplink and this has to be taken into account. They belive that the introduction of gaps in the uplink needs to be carefully taken into account. Moreover in the edge you do not consider full RB, so the impact will be less.

Motorola: they agree with that. For measurement gaps they have an other document

T-Mobile: Typo in table 2.5-4

Vodafone: Did you consider the other approach, in terms of configuration where the UL and DL are far away ? Worst case.

Motorola: Power, Number of resource blocks and location are impacting the desense. As you increase the number of RB, either at the right or left you do not see a big difference because you have a big amount of RB.

R-Mobile: for the normal channel bandwidth Band 7 20MHz ca you consider 75RB?

Motorola: they did not consider it because it was not a requested configuration by operators.Their principle concern is about spurious emissions. 

Vodafone: no UE are allowed to tx higher than this transmit configuration or are we saying that with this configuration the UE won’t see a desense?

If it is the first option, it means that we have limiting its capability.

Motorola: Sensitivity requirement: if the scheduler allocate more that what it has specified there will be no performance guarantee, you could do that if the scheduler is doing it.

If you consider a an improvement in the duplex (better UE), if you increase the RB you can increase a bit the perf but not significantly.

NTTDoCoMo: scheduler can control this degradation. We need some requirements.
Chairman: the scheduler does not know which UE has which performance, so the spec has to specify the requirement in a general way.  The discussion will be carried on in the ad hoc discussion

Motorola: ask if it is realistic to give one ue 50RB at max power for band 5 or 6?

Discussed offline. 

Status: Noted
R4-080312
TS36.101: TP for additional channel bandwidth
Motorola

Comments:

The exaplanation of table 2.2-2 is that if you want to work in the light blue or green area than you do not have receiver noise floor increase so you do not have an increase in the desense. Otherwise in the red part, for particular band and particular rb configuration the performance are degraded.

Ericsson: the requirements for Inter frequency and inter-rat and intra frequency is different. The gap Motorola is proposing will be used. The gaps not only decrease the tput in the uplink but also in the downlink because in thise gaps there won’t be any cqi, this degrades the downlink as well.

Motorola: Myabe 6ms is not enough, it is similar to uplink compressed mode.

Ericsson: the concern is that in the uplink if there is a long gap so the downlink will be affected as well. There are two possibilities and they can discuss.  

Status: Noted
R4-080352
Support of 10 MHz for Bands V, VI and VIII
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080313
TS36.101: TP for addition of Upper 700MHz band
Motorola

Comments: 

NSN: they agree trhat removing block A from 3gpp spec is fine (guard band for the FCC) and limiting the band of 13 to 10MHz is fine. This fits better to the WCDMA frequency allocation. 

Ericsson: technically agree with the proposals. How to handle it formally, even if there are operators that have view on this, but in principle operators are not allowed to give comments in the meeting. (Legal problems)
AT&T: they technically agree with the proposal.
Chiarman: ofline discussion on how to handle this in the specs
Motorola: Square brakets?
Status: Noted

R4-080454
Proposed modifications to UE TS36.101 (Vodafone) 
Comments:

Ericsson: they would need an ad-hoc on LTE UE to address all the changes

36dB ACLR2 can be kept, but Vodafone would like to see evidences on that number.
Conclusions: delegates should check the modfications.

The number of the aclr2 are put in the specs by error and some justifications are needed.

Status: Noted
6.1.2.2  Transmitter requirement [For section 6 in TS36.101]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080222
UE Maximum Output Power and Number of E-UTRA and/or URA operating bands
NTT DoCoMo

Status: Revised in 410.

R4-080410
UE Maximum Output Power and Number of E-UTRA and/or URA operating bands (NTT DoCoMo, T-mobile, Orange, Telecom Italia)

Comments:

AT&T: they support the contribution and they have a preference for option A

Motorola: the issue is complicated, in ts 36.101 now we have 39 bands and we still do not know how to handle all the combinations.  Each switch has a loss of a fraction of dB.  

Ericsson: they would like to have tolerances as symmetrical as possible. Also for the relaxation, the relaxation would be dependent on the band. We would be able to keep a symmetrical tolerance, but we can also take into account the difference in the duplexes by allowing frequency dependent power classes.

The impact of the switches is not linear and it may be difficult to take them into account.

Nokia: the increase of attenuation due to the switches is not linear but it is monotonic so it wouold be better to take this into consideration when increasing the number of switches.  

Status: Noted
R4-080124
TP UE power class
Ericsson

Comments: It is therefore proposed that the concept of MOP is not included in TS 36.101. Tolerances should generally be symmetric w r t the nominal value (unless power reduction is applied whence asymmetric ranges follow). Table 6.2.2-2 is removed; the MPR and A-MPR in Clauses 6.2.3-6.2.4 are renamed. To take the duplex loss into account it is considered also to define a frequency dependent power classes. In certain cases the PA is stressed much more than in others.

Motorola: need some feedbacks on the elimination of MOP. Definition of power classes. There ius a logical inconsistency the MOP in wcdma is not linked to the rb, in the lte it is linked to rb. We have 23dbm irrespective to the rb, because we do not have limitation on that in this area. This will need to be taken into account. Linking power classes to bands, we need to have a clear statement from the operator saying that they agree on that. Symmetricval tolerances is fine. We need a clear statement that the power classe are defined for single band.
Chiarman as ARIB: conducted output power will be considered as well fdor LTE at least for Japan.

Qualcomm: support Motorola, clarification of of the MOP w.r.t the RB, but they support Ericsson proposal. 
Status: Noted
R4-080201
AMPR Definitions
Qualcomm Europe

Status : Revised in 372

R4-080372
AMPR Definitions (Qualcomm Europe)

Comments :

Motorola :They agree with Qualcomm issues. What we need to signal to the network is a signle value. You can not address several requirements with only one value. If we do not need ACRL2 we can remove it.  
Chairman as ARIB: ACLR 2 in the japanese regulation, for the moment is not fixed yet. Need more offline discussion
NTTDoCoMo: the definition of MPR in table 6.2.4-1, first we need to clarify which definition should be applied and then modify the values.

Related document in 317.

Status : Noted
R4-080314
TS36.101: TP for UE Power Class
Motorola

Status: Withdrawn
R4-080317
TS36.101: TP for Spectrum emission mask 
Motorola

Status: Agreed.
R4-080198
Minimum Power Requirement for the UE
Qualcomm Europe

Comments: The current assumption for the minimum UE Tx power requirement is -30dBm. This is a 20dB relaxation compared to the WCDMA requirement. In this contribution, we discuss the potential negative impacts of such a relaxation. 

Motorola: do we have simulation performance for SDMA for MMSE operation?

Qualcomm: for the moment they do not have the requirement.

Motorola: so the reason is only for consistency with WCDMA?

Qualcomm: there may be some problems in EVM, maybe we need some relaxation of the evm in such regions but the situation in wcdma there is only a test for evm only until -20dB that means that there is a relaxation (no specification=relaxation)

Motorola: they do not accept not having a requirement, they want to have a requirement for the minimum power as well to avoid operators requetst to satisfy full specifications also in that cases. They are reluctant to use the wcdma specifications. 
Status: Noted
R4-080117
LTE UE Minimum Output power
NTT DoCoMo

Comments: Proposal to have -40dBm
Motorola: we need to define what is the evm requirement from -30 to -40. They do not have a specific comment for the -40dB.
Qualcomm: they are not against -40, but they would like to have the chance to come back to this issue with some results to show what we can have with -50dBm. They want to keep the door opened to have -40 and/or -50dbm, no decision yet.

Nokia: Way forward? Can we finalize the work with -40dbm

Qualcomm: we can complete the work with -40 but then leave the door open in the future if we have results (in the time frame of next meeting) that show that we can have something better.  

Chairman: it is likely that the Japanese regulation may specify some numbers, for the moment it is not clear when it will be done, but it will become a regulatory requirement.
Motorola: they would like to have the possibility to address the problem of the EVM for -40dBm and -30dBm

Chairman: We have to specify how to specify the testing point. 

Status: Noted
R4-080226
Text Proposal for 36.101: Frequency error requirement
Fujitsu
Status: Agreed

R4-080316
TS36.101: TP for UE spurious emission
Motorola

Status: Withdrawn

R4-080295
Open points in the LTE UE EVM measurement
Rohde & Schwarz

Comments:  Related document in 368.
Status: Noted 

R4-080368
On the EVM measurement procedure
Ericsson

Comments: 
R&S: for the EVM measurement period there is agreement that it can be one 1TTI. For the equalizer coefficient, time domain averaging, since there can be some hopping in the uplink, it will be difficult to have this averaging in time (10ms). The proposal to suing the soundind reference signal, but for the moment it is not clear how this sounding reference signal can be used the increase the perf because it is not clear how it is send for the moment. 
Ericsson: Time averaging: there will be some frequency hopping, but they still believe that the time averaging can be used. 

They agree that the details on the sounding reference signal are not defined yet but they belive that it will be possible to used it.

Anritsu: they want to have a bit of time to see how to use the sounding reference signal and to assess the impact of time misalignement. They will provide a document this week.

Agilent: It may be not be reasonable to use this method, even if it is very interesting, because it may not be translatable into real network operation.

Status: Noted 

R4-080296
UL EVM  Determination of equalizer coefficients
Rohde & Schwarz

Comments: None
Status: Noted 

Conclusions: EVM measurement, sounding signal, is it a good indication w.r.t the operation in real life? Filter coefficients? measurement period? Will be the topic discussed during the ad hoc session
R4-080315
TS36.101: TP for EVM- in band spurious emission
Motorola

Comments: The content of the text proposal is agreed and it is independent from the definition from the definition of EVM.
Status: Agreed

R4-080374
Considerations for determining TDD switch times.
Ericsson

Comments: Discussion paper related to the reply LS in 353 to LS in 256.

Status: Noted
R4-080353
Proposed reply to LS on TDD switch time requirements
Ericsson

Comments: Reply on the LS in 256.
Motorola : Have you taken into account the time to set the tx power, you also need to take into account the time needed to set a particular power. They would like to have some feedbacks in this area and come back to it.

Ericsson: they have considered the settling time. Ran 1 need to have some indication at this time.

Motorola: they need a bit more time. It is not the switching time, this can be wpretty fast, the issue is the time needed to have a particular value for the tx power, because of calibration, and a time needed to set the power accuracy.
Status : Noted
R4-080502
Open points in the LTE UE EVM measurement (Rohde-Schwards)

Status: Noted

R4-080503
TP to 36.803 - Spectrum Flatness for UE transmit modulation TP (Rohde-Schwarz)

Status: Noted

R4-080504
Definition of spectrum requirements for UE transmitter modulation  TP 36.101 (Rohde-Schwarz)

Status: Noted

6.1.2.3 Receiver requirement
 [For section 7 in TS36.101]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080125
TP Receiver Requirements: REFSENS, ACS blocking
Ericsson

Motorola: not sure if the HARQ can be switched off. 

Ericsson: do not know.

R&S: Is the control channel always received well ?

Ericsson: Similar thing that need to be addressed in all the performance. We are always discussing 70% performance requirement

Motorola: he does not think that we can have HARQ disabled. We need to understand how we specify the receiver performance. On the receiver side some of the performance can be derived.

Agilent: he would like to see a combination of ran 1-2-4-5 to discuss the testability. It is better to discuss the big problem rather than discussing the details. Agilent asks to havea joint meeting with the other groups to avoid the major problem found on how to configure the test equipment. In this case in fact you have to come back to re-define the basis.

R&S: Sum up the issues and create a LS to inform RAN 1 and RAN 2 to ask if they agree.

Nokia: How the transport block size influences the performance, ran 1 has not finalize all the details on that and we may see some variation of performance.

Chairman: what is the conditions considered in this document?

Ericsson: there are a number of open issues for reference channel that are still open in ran 1.

Anritsu: RAN 5 is measuring tput as in HSDPA, we may not need to loop back the data, just counting the ack and nack.

Agilent: in hsdpa we had problems in the loop back.whatever we did for hsdpa need to be retought for lte because we had problems for hsdpa. 

Conclusion: had hoc discussion.

Status: Noted  

R4-080229
UE output power for LTE max Rx input level
Anritsu

Comments: Why in wcdma we have used this particular value?

Motorola: linearity test of the receiver, in wcdma you do not affect the bler, testing at high level you do nto get any bler loss. That’s why we tested it at 4dB. Testing it now at -30dBm 

The discussion is still open and it will be discused again in next meeting.

Status: Noted

R4-080318
TS36.101: TP for propagation channels
Motorola / Ericsson

Comments: Clean up with the introduction of high speed train.

Status: Agreed
6.1.2.4 Performance requirement
[For section 8 in TS36.101]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080203
Minutes of LTE UE Demod Telco
Motorola

Comments:

Nokia: Nokia was not present in the telconf while in the document Nokia is one of the participating companies.

Status: Noted
R4-080354
Proposed spatial multiplexing and CDD test cases
Ericsson
Comments:

Nokia: Share the view of having small number of tests. They agree with having only QPSK and 16QAM for single layer precoding.
For the small CDD thay share the same view. For tx div maybe it can be discussed further.

LG:they would like to include the small delay because the small delay cdd is not transparent for the ue as it is clearly described in the LS from ran 1. Moreover the performance dependends on the wideband nature of the CQI and the frequency selectivity of the channel.

Nokia: they have also an other document.  Ericsson claims that the gains are very small and that apparently in reality it won’t bring too much improvement.

Samsung: it is not ran 4 job to decide whether the feature need to be test or not, ran 4 has to test the features that has been decided by ran 1

Ericsson: the intention is to show that the gain in very favourable scenarios are very small. He stressed that these small gains are only in very favourable conditions.

Nokia: They agree with Ericsson. Maybe we can send an LS to ran 1 to ask if small delay CDD will be included into the rel 8 specifications because of lack of gains.

Motorola: if ran 4 decides that the gains are too small it is a good idea to send an LS.

Samsung: They have just commented that the conditions are really favourable. As indicated by ran 1 small cdd should be UE specific. And it is not transparent for UE. 
Status: Noted.

R4-080342
Further consideration on UE demodulation requirements 
LG Electronics
Comments: From RAN1 LS response [3] related to antenna timing misalignment, it was clarified that the small-delay sample in CDD precoding could not be replaced by uncoordinated antenna timing misalignment values and the cyclic delay should be UE specific in order not to hurt wideband precoding performance.
Fine frequency granularity for precoding (5RBs) is only assumed for small-delay CDD precoding.( Small-delay CDD always provides frequency selective precoding gain.)

All RB granularity for precoding (i.e., wideband precoding) is only assumed for zero-delay CDD in SCW. (Small-delay CDD should be turned off when the wideband precoding is activated. Large-delay CDD is not defined for SCW.)

Nokia: There are some discussions on going in ran1, in particular about CQI. It may be useful to consider which option we consider as essential to be verified.

Ericsson: simulation set 6: Do we really need it?

LG: simulation 6.A, the precoding vector is different, they want to include two more tests for 2Tx ans 4Tx??. Note that all the tests are for 10MHz not 20MHz.

Motorola: some of the issues will be covered in the ad-hoc.

NTTDoCoMo: requirement of the LTE, the redundant options should be minimized, if there is no gain for a feature, we should reduce the options. 

Nokia: agrees.

LG: Ran 1 says that the gain is from 2-9%.

Freescale: if we exclude a testcase or feature only because of a single picture from a signle company this is not fair. Need more simulation results. A similar discussion was on the power boosting of pilot. Freescale needs more study before concluding.

Chairman: ran 4 has to concentrate on requirements and test conditions that are relevant in real life. Way forward: discuss the technical aspecs in the ad-hoc.

Status: Noted
Conclusion: LG, Freescale and Samsung would like to have small delay CDD tested, Nokia Ericsson and NTTDoCoMo thinks that gains are not sufficiently high to specify requirements. Motorola agrees with the possible idea of sending an LS to RAN 1.
R4-080127
E-UTRA Correlation matrixes for 4x2 and 4x4 antennas
Ericsson

Comments:
RIM: what is the meaning of the lower bound. Do we need to use new parameters?

Ericsson: Pragmatic proposal the lower bound for the high correlation matrix

RIM: this is the first time we see this proposal, need some discussions offline and some time to check the document.

Agilent: the proposal seems ok for agilent, concerns about the the realisticness of delay. When we consider beamforming, there maybe area for investigation. It will be possible to agree something this week. Last time we had some urgency to specy the correlationmatrices for baseline performance while this correlation matrices specified here ewill be used for later performance, so we do not have need to hurry up.

Ericsson: they would like to start the discussion about the performance in the ad hoc, the doc can be rediscussed during the ad hoc.

Status: Noted 
R4-080285
Framework for LTE UE demodulation requirements
Nokia

Status: Withdrawn
R4-080128
MBSFN channel models 
Ericsson
Comments: 

Nokia: Need sometime to check the content.
Status: Noted
R4-080355
Proposed TDD test cases for PDSCH
Ericsson

Comments:Nokia: they agree that we have to reuse the fdd part as much as possible. Maybe we can start the work even if ran1 has not finalized the details.

Ericsson:  even if ran1 has not finalize all the details we can start the work. Details can be modified later.
Status: Noted
R4-080204
Simulations assumptions for LTE UE Demod
Motorola

Status: Withdrawn

R4-080246
PDSCH simulation payload sizes with PBCH/SCH overhead
Freescale

Status: revised in 389

R4-080389
PDSCH simulation payload sizes with PBCH/SCH overhead (Freescale)
Status: Noted

All the simulation documents below are noted and will be treated in the ad-hoc session

R4-080126
PDSCH results with receiver impairments
Ericsson

R4-080194
PDSCH Demodulation Ideal Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080195
PDSCH Demodulation Implementation Margin Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080196
PDSCH Demodulation Results with Power Bost
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080205
LTE UE demod performance with channel estimation
Motorola

R4-080206
LTE UE demod performance with receiver impairmarments
Motorola

R4-080209
LTE UE PDSCH performance results
Texas Instruments Inc. 

R4-080219
PDSCH simulations results 
NEC

R4-080220
PDSCH simulations results with receiver impairments
NEC

R4-080236
LTE UE PDSCH demodulation results for SIMO case
LG Electronics

R4-080237
LTE UE PDSCH demodulation results for MIMO case
LG Electronics

R4-080238
LTE UE PDSCH results with impairments
LG Electronics

R4-080245
PDSCH results with receiver impairments
Freescale

R4-080269
PDSCH performance with and without impairments
Marvell

R4-080283
Ideal PDSCH simulation results
Nokia

R4-080284
PDSCH results with impairments
Nokia

R4-080319
PDSCH results with non-ideal estimation
Freescale

R4-080320
PDSCH results with non-ideal estimation and pilot power boosting
Freescale

R4-080336
PDSCH demodulation results
NXP

R4-080339
PDSCH simulation results without implementation margin
Fujitsu

R4-080340
PDSCH simulation results with implementation margin
Fujitsu

R4-080346
LTE DL-SCH simulation results with non-ideal channel estimation
NTT DoCoMo

R4-080347
LTE DL-SCH simulation results with implementation impairments
NTT DoCoMo

R4-080388
LTE PDSCH demodulation results with receiver impairments
InterDigital
End simulation related documents.

R4-080539
Results collection of UE demodulation: PDSCH including receiver impairments (Ericsson)

Status: Revised in 552

R4-080552
Results collection of UE demodulation: PDSCH including receiver impairments (Ericsson)

Status: Noted
R4-080536
TP for TR 36.803 Performance Requirements for PDSCH and results collection (Ericsson)
Status: Revised in 553

R4-080553
TP for TR 36.803 Performance Requirements for PDSCH and results collection (Ericsson)

Status: Noted
R4-080538
Results collection of UE demodulation: PDSCH with practical channel estimation (Ericsson)

Status: Noted
R4-080531
Minutes of the ad-hoc UE Demodulation performance (Motorola)

Status : Noted
R4-080532
LTE UE Demodulation simulations assumtpions (Motorola)

Comments : 
LGE: what is the metric for the control channel ?

Motorola: Control channels are included in the common assumptions. Freescale contribution
NXP: EVM 6% there were discussion in the document by Ericsson in 177, should we consider the one from Ericsson?

Status : Noted
6.1.2.5 Others
[incl. EMC]
No Contributions submitted under this agenda item.
6.1.3  BS requirements
6.1.3.1 General

[For section 1 to 5 in TS36.104]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080030
Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.804
CATT

Comments:

Ericsson: similary to what we discussed for the UE, for band 39 we should have a note for the coexistence issues. 

Way forward: include this text in the TR. 
Status: Noted
R4-080056
Text proposal for 36.804 on modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization
China Mobile,CATT

Comments:
Ericsson: last table in the max tput in the note is for fdd not for tdd. So we need to update the table A.2-1. The proposal is to delete the last row of the table. 
Chairman: ofline discussion to decide how to handle it 
Status: Noted
R4-080087
Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.104
CATT

Status: Agreed.

R4-080211
Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.104
China Mobile,CATT

NSN: Need changed in the FRC table
Conclusion: Offline discussion to decide how to handle the document. The modification is taken in 129. 
Status: Approved
R4-080118
Reconsideration on 2Tx Codebook for Precoding
NTT DoCoMo, Fujitsu, NEC, Panasonic

Comments: 
Ericsson and Motorola support the LS.

NTTDoCoMo: Nokia proposed to send an LS on small delay CDD to RAN 1.
Conclusions: LS out from RAN 4 to RAN 1 to inform about this issues. 

Status: Agreed. 
R4-080129
TS 36.104: TP for general updates
Ericsson

Commetns: the document will be revised
Status: Revised in 537
R4-080537
TS 36.104: TP for general updates (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080466
Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements (Ericsson)
Status: withdrawn
R4-080465
Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements (CR 3 to 36.104 Rel-8) (Ericsson)

Status: revised in 551
R4-080551
Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements (CR 3r1 to 36.104 Rel-8) (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed

6.1.3.2  Transmitter requirement
 [For section 6 in TS36.104]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080131
TS 36.104: TP for inclusion of Band 12, 13 and 14 requirements
Ericsson

Comments:
NSN: The can approve tis, but one issue is the band 13. We need to have further discussion on this area. The row for band 13 will be revised based on the offline discussion but other than this the ran 4 is happy with the text proposal. The Document will be revised.
Status: Revised in 427

R4-080427
TS 36.104: TP for inclusion of Band 12, 13 and 14 requirements (Ericsson)

Comments: There maybe a problem in the way we define the spurious emission requirement in 6.6.3.2.

A-L: If we consider 5MHz LTE band, with an operator that has a 6MHz block, we have 1MHz gap, but in this case we are putting more stringent requirement than what it is required by the FCC. We can have the same problem for the UMTS.

Ericsson: this is not a new problem, you never know where to put the carrier.

A-L for wcdma you always have 5MHz bandwidth and you have a 5MHz block. Now we have a 6MHz block and you may play around as a gap band . IN that case you are giving the operators the freedom to do their deployment. In this sense 3gpp is giving more stringent requirements required by FCC.
Possible way forward?
Status: revised in 542
R4-080542
TS 36.104: TP for inclusion of Band 12, 13 and 14 requirements (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080038
TP for 36.104, BS TX Dynamic range
NTT DoCoMo, NXP

Comments:

Status: Revised in 477
R4-080477
Proposal for eNB Tx Dynamic range requirements (Nokia Siemens Network)
Status: Revised in 507

R4-080507
Proposal for eNB Tx Dynamic range requirements (Nokia Siemens Network)
Comments: jointly from 38 and 113

Status: Agreed

R4-080084
BS TX dynamic range
Panasonic

Status: Noted
R4-080113
Proposal for eNB TX dynamic range requirement
Nokia Siemens Networks
Comments:
Motorola: Table 3 the noise floor of the bs would increase depending on the RB. In Table 3 it is not clear.

NSN: It would be a dBc figure. This gives a total dynamic range when only one PRB is scheduled.  
Status: Noted
R4-080335
Considerations about impact of BS Power control dynamic range on the UE Receiver performance
NXP

Status: Revised in 395
R4-080395
Considerations about impact of BS Power control dynamic range on the UE Receiver performance (NXP)
Comments:
Nokia: Which range we are actually discussing? What is the scope.

NXP: the scope is to reinforce the idea that ran 4 has to limit the range in order to limit the loss of degradation and/or the complexity.

Nokia: we have to look at the UE part, but we need further study.
A-L: in figure 2 you have 2 IFFT. Is it a typo?

NXP: Typo. Moreover one it is floating and the other one is fixed point.

NSN: concern is that this requirement is quite related to other requirement like evm. It would be better to conclude something. It would be good idea to consider the NTTDoCoMo TP as a starting point.  We have also to take in mind that related to this we have a lot of other requirement. 

Ericsson: they think it is a good starting point but there are some issues that need to clarified, example if you power boost half of the carrier you have to switch off the other, in the tp it is not clear if this is for the power boosting or not. We might need to discuss futher to progress further.

Status: Noted
Conslusions: Taking into consideration the documents in 84, 113, 395 revisit the TP to progress in this area.
R4-080085
TP for 36.104: Editorial correction of operating band unwanted emission requirements for Category A
Fujitsu, NTT DoCoMo, Panasonic

Status: Agreed

R4-080052
FCC limits for Unwanted emissions, Cat B <1GHz
Nokia Siemens Networks

Status: Agreed

R4-080032
TP to TR36.804 on E-UTRA BS Spurious Emissions for E-UTRA/UTRA TDD and FDD Coexistence
CATT, IPWireless

Comment:

NSN: happy with the basic approach as proposed here and in line with some of the comments done in the last meeting. Some concerns there is still this exception list,. In some of the cases there are bands that need to be protected in certain region, and there is a statement that mix bands, and probably we have to think on how to reduce the amount of exceptions. Case of protecting the freq region between 1910 to 1930, they think that having the requirement applicable to the band 2 tx even if there is a duplex of 10MHz, it will be difficult. This will put some constraints to the band 2 duplex filter. Do we really need this or can we drop it?

Ericsson: there could be a common note on the exceptions. All the expections introduced, there are combinations of bands that are not possible and there are region that does strange combinations, so it is difficult to handle all the case. It will be in any case considered by local regulation. Ericsson has a proposal as well.

For the band 1910-1930, it has been in the spec since a long time, there is not a known deployment now, requirements set in usa for this band, does not specify anything for unpaired operation. It is strange to have coexistence in this area.

NSN:The contribution is a good way to capture the coexistence between fdd and tdd. |Do we need to work more for the case when we are in the range 0 to 10MHz? They are not saying that we should have them. It will be difficult to have proper requirements in some cases because of regulatory issues. Once way to address it would be to leave with this tipe of proposal and then rely on regulatory requirement and leave the regulaoty to take care of the case 0-10MHz.

Ericsson:the first 10MHz are not covered, it may look very different in very different region and probably the best thing is to handle it regionally. 
Chairman: need futher offline discussions. Maybe a revised version.
Status: Revised in 489
R4-080489
TP to TR36.804 on E-UTRA BS Spurious Emissions for E-UTRA/UTRA TDD and FDD Coexistence (CATT, IPWireless,Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080177
TP to 36.104 on EVM requirements
Ericsson

Comments: 
A-L formula e.3 to modify the text. There was a proposal from qualcomm to delete the last part. Can we remove this factor? Because we are doubling the factor?

NSN: Careful in doing changes because allt he documents now are stable.

Ericsson:this factor is to compensate the frequency response, so it is needed by the equalizer

NSN: TX dynamic range is related to the EVM, we have to keep in mind the different relaxation. 8.1% for 64QAM, in the TR there was an agreement was that the range of 7 to 8% was agreed and that because of the noise aq relaxation of 1% relaxation would be needed. SO now why do we need this 1% more?
Ericsson: the text in text proposal was agreed in saint luis meeting when only one set of simulation was available, IN the next meeting there were some results not reflected in the tr. In the same time we were reluctant on defining on numbers before having the definition. Now wer have the definition of the evm, we have simulation results that show that this 1% was needed.

NSN:1. there is self noise so +1% was motivated by ericsson contributions

1% from an other contribution by ericsson, they have some concerns. Because there was not an agreement. In the EVM requirement should be modulation dependentm, they have concerns to add plus 1 just based on the discussion had so far. They are open to discussions but in this case we need to take into consideration also the BS dynamic range requirement. But it is better to stay at this point on one agreement and do not have a fluctuating requirement.

R&S: Do we ne need the Annex in 104?

Ericsson: they felt that this is related to the definition of the measurement and not exactly on how to measure, so that s why they have decided to put it here, but they do not have any strong opinion.

Agilent.: The definition has to be in the core spec and the procedure need to go in the test spec.

NSN:no strng opinon on this: but it is important here the window requirement, just having a number like 8% for the EVM does not tell the whoile story like the requirements in terms of time window. We need to take into account that when deciding if to put this in 101 or 104.

Chairman: Is this 1% common for the UE nature? Does it have something to do with the test tolerance. 
Ericcson: there are two definitions are used with the same name. for the UE further study is needed.

R&S: they agree about the window length, it is requiremnt that you need read in the core spec.
Status: Noted
R4-080297
TP to TR36.804: LTE DL EVM measurement
Rohde & Schwarz
Comments: 6.1.1.4, whay there is a change in the equation? 
R&S: Ericsson removed a – in the denominator?

A-L what is the purpose of the last factor in the numerator? Can we remove it without creating any problem?

NSN: the reason is that if you have a long delay in frequency, because of the FFT this creates a high phase error faster that whast is possible by Nyquist. So it was proposed to have this correction in time domain to eliminate this possibly high phase error. 
A-L: preference not to average the frequency error over the 10ms.

R&S: Beneficial to align to align the frequency measurement with the observation period, and than also to give the averae over the 10subframes.

Agilent: it is not an arbitraty decision, we should track what a reasonable receiver is doing , both the options are possible.

A-L they would like to know from measurement equipment vendor if it is needed.

Ericsson: 10ms? Have you consider the ffect that it may hve on measurement BS when you do not have a good clock, like home node B?

R&S requirement driven by Home node B are not taken into account here. Influence on how to defint he frequency errors and how to define the measurements, the values are in [], they are happy to align things with the definition of the EVM.
Chairman: we have to take into account also the frequency accuracy for the Home node B when definiting the EVM.
Status: Noted
R4-080477
Proposal for eNB Tx Dynamic range requirements (Nokia Siemens Network

Status: Revised in 507

R4-080507
Proposal for eNB Tx Dynamic range requirements (Nokia Siemens Network)

Status: Agreed
R4-080437
TS 36.104: TP for BS output power (Ericsson)
Status: Agreed

R4-080438
TS 36.104: TP for frequency error (Ericsson)

Comments: chairman as fujitsu need  further discussion in the next meeting

Status: Agreed

R4-080530
TP to TR36.104 on E-UTRA BS Spurious Emissions for E-UTRA/UTRA TDD and FDD Coexistence (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed

6.1.3.3  Receiver requirement
[For section 7 in TS36.104]
No documents submitted under this agenda item
6.1.3.4 Performance requirement
[For section 8 in TS36.104]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080173
Minutes of eNodeB demodulation Phone Conference 2008 Jan 16
Ericsson

Status: The group can endorse the content of the meeting. Agreed.
R4-080199
PRACH Signal Reception Timing
Qualcomm Europe

Comments: Issues related to PRACH signal reception timing were discussed.  The following suggestions were made: 

In the eNB test, use a PRACH time offset equal to half the PRACH CP length

Add a separate test with PRACH time offset of -900ns, or a different value if the LTE PRACH burst timing accuracy requirement will be different from WCDMA

Consider adding section 7.3 “PRACH Burst timing accuracy” in 36.133

Chairman: is it already discussed in ran 1. 

Qualcomm: it is on the timing accuracy of the PRACH

NSN: Point 1, they support it but they doi not want to connect it with the CP,the delay has to be less than the N_cs. for point 2 they do not think that the test in necessary it is an implementation issue, this was not also used in wcdma. 

Qualcomm: they can discuss about the fthe positive delay. They can discuss about the values 

A-L: can we stay with the current setting? the proposal is to search for negative window, If there are not than with the current setting, you will have some issues. If you keep the current assumption to have a 0 timing offset, you have problems if you are not looking for the negative window. With the current setting we can already test it.

Qualcomm: it depends on how the simulation is developed. They want to clear both cases.

AL: Do we have a problem in the requirement or is it a simulation issue.

Ericsson: if we add a timing delay larger than 900ns we would then clear this ambiguity without big problem, they agree with NSN that the delay must be less than N_cs.   

Way forward captured in the ad hoc.

Status: Noted.
R4-080197
Multiuser Detection Requirement for the PUCCH
Qualcomm Europe

Comments:

NSN: they are ok with the proposal, physically the issue is just the interference between the codes.They think that the test is too complex even if the 18 channels are grouped into 3 groups

NTTDoCoMo: They agree in principle.

R&S: Are the re

Qualcomm: the proposal is for the PUCCH, they can imagine that it can be used for PUSCH, but there is no need to consider the other channels.

A-L: the same reasoning can apply to wcdma for the enhanced uplink, they would like to know why we do not have this also for the wcdma but we have it for lte. Why it hasn’t been discussed in the past

NTTDoCoMo: the lTe uplink it is orthogonal in the wdcma not. 

R&S we have a per freq ack nak detection only for pucch, in ran1 you will have also the possibility to map the ack nak onto pusch.

NTTDoCoMo in lte uplink there are many method to map the ack/nak.
Agilent: if we really want to see simulations in particular environment we can discuss a test method in order to do it without having a complex scheme.

Chairman: need further discussion. Possible TP in next meeting. 

Status: Noted
R4-080223
Performance requirements on UL Timing Adjustment
NTT DoCoMo

Comments:
NSN: support the proposal. Open points on the sounding reference signal, we have to waqit for ran1 decisions.
Ericsson: starting point. You have not mentioned, how well the ue is able to perform. We should need to elaborate it.  You did not mention exactly how th bs can estimate this timing advance, it maybe implementation dependent but it would be useful to define it.

NTTDoCoMo: In the real life the UE should tx and change the tx timing. If we need some ue requirement we can discuss with ue vendors. For the BS it is implementation dependent and we can verify the behaviour.

Ericsson: for this test this means that the UE is behaving perfectly

Status: noted
R4-080373
Additions to simulation assumptions for TDD 
Ericsson

Comments: Discussions during ad-hoc meeting

Status: Noted
R4-080130
TS 36.104: TP for High Speed Train models
Ericsson

Status: Agreed
R4-080418
Timing of PRACH definitions for fading channels (Ericsson)

NSN: the requirement should be based on the power delay profile. 

Status: Noted
R4-080303
PUCCH simulation assumptions
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments: the content of the document is aligned with the results.

Status: Agreed

R4-080304
PRACH simulation assumptions
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments: the content of the document is aligned with the results.

Status: Agreed

R4-080302
PUSCH simulation assumptions
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments: the content of the document is aligned with the results.

Status: Agreed
All the documents below on Simulation results on PUSCH are noted

R4-080119
LTE UL simulation results for PUSCH
NTT DoCoMo
R4-080170
PUSCH simulation results with impairments
Ericsson

R4-080188
PUSCH Demodulation Ideal Results
Qualcomm Europe

Revised in 370

R4-080370
PUSCH Demodulation Ideal Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080189
PUSCH Demodulation Implementation Margin Results
Qualcomm Europe
Revised in 371
R4-080371
PUSCH Demodulation Implementation Margin Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080230
PUSCH results on 5MHz and 10MHz  with 2 and 4 receive antenna considering impairment 
LG Electronics

R4-080231
PUSCH results on 1.4MHz, 3MHz, 15MHz and 20MHz with 2 receive antenna considering impairment 
LG Electronics

R4-080232
PUSCH results on 1.4MHz, 3MHz, 15MHz and 20MHz with 4 receive antenna considering impairment
LG Electronics

R4-080367
PUSCH Simulation Results with Implementation Margin
Motorola

R4-080060
Ideal simulation results for PUSCH
Alcatel-Lucent

R4-080061
Simulation results with implementation margin for PUSCH
Alcatel-Lucent

R4-080306
Simulation results with implementation margin for PUSCH
Nokia Siemens Networks

R4-080174
Summary of PUSCH results with impairments
Ericsson

Status: revised in 490

R4-080490
Summary of PUSCH results with impairments (Ericsson) 
Status: Noted
End Simulation results on PUSCH are noted

R4-080167
TP to 36.104 on PUSCH performance requirements
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics,

NTT DoCoMo


Status: Revised in 356

R4-080356
TP to 36.104 on PUSCH performance requirements
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics, NTT DoCoMo, Alcatel-Lucent , NTT DoCoMo

Comments: the document will be incorporated into a bigger TP.

Status: Noted

All the documents below on Simulation results on PUCCH are noted

R4-080364
PUCCH Simulation Results with Implementation Margin
Motorola

R4-080172
Ideal PUCCH results
 Ericsson

R4-080190
PUCCH Detection Ideal Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080191
PUCCH Detection Implementation Margin Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080233
LTE eNode B demodulation results for PUCCH with impairment
LG Electronics

R4-080307
Simulation results with implementation margin for PUCCH
Nokia Siemens Networks

R4-080169
TP to 36.104 on PUCCH performance requirements
Ericsson

R4-080421
Summary of ideal PUCCH results (Ericsson)
R4-080420
Summary of PUCCH results with impairments (Ericsson)

Status: revised in 440

R4-080440
Summary of PUCCH results with impairments (Ericsson)

Status: Noted
End Simulation results on PUCCH
All the documents below on Simulation results on PRACH are noted

R4-080062
Ideal simulation results for PRACH
Alcatel-Lucent

R4-080063
Simulation results with implementation margin for PRACH
Alcatel-Lucent

R4-080171
PRACH simulation results with impairments
Ericsson

R4-080192
PRACH Detection Ideal Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080193
PRACH Detection Implementation Margin Results
Qualcomm Europe

R4-080234
PRACH ideal simulation results with revised assumption
LG Electronics

R4-080235
PRACH simulation results with impairment
LG Electronics

R4-080287
Ideal PRACH results
Ericsson

R4-080305
Ideal simulation results for PRACH
Nokia Siemens Networks

R4-080308
Simulation results with implementation margin for PRACH
Nokia Siemens Networks

R4-080365
Ideal PRACH Simulation Results
Motorola

R4-080366
PRACH Simulation Results with Implementation Margin
Motorola

R4-080384
PRACH simulation results with and without implementation margin
NTT DoCoMo

R4-080175
Summary of ideal PRACH results
Ericsson

R4-080419
Summary of PRACH results with impairments (Ericsson)

Status: Revised in 441

R4-080441
Summary of PRACH results with impairments (Ericsson)

Status: Noted

End  Simulation results on PRACH

R4-080168
TP to 36.104 on PRACH performance requirements
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080528
Joint proposal for change on PRACH simulation assumptions (Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, NTTDoCoMo)
Comments: LS supports the proposal

Status:Agreed
R4-080517
TP to 36.104 on Demodulation Performance (Ericsson,Nokia Siemens Networks, LS Electronics, NTTDoCoMo)
Status: Agreed

R4-080476
Minutes of eNodeB demodulation performance ad-hoc  (Ericsson)
Status: Agreed
6.1.3.5 Others
[incl. EMC]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080042
TS 36.104, Characteristics of the interfering signals (Annex C)
Nokia Siemens Networks
Status: Agrred
R4-080043
TS 36.104, Environmental requirements for the BS equipment (Annex D)
Nokia Siemens Networks

Status: Agreed
R4-080064
Text proposal for Section 1 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed
R4-080065
Text proposal for Section 2 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed
R4-080066
Text proposal for Section 3 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Comments: 

Ericsson: modification: delete bler and add tput. Tput is defined in 36.104. 

Status: Revised in 442
R4-080442
Text proposal for Section 3 of TS 36.113 (Alcatel-Lucent)

Status: Agreed
R4-080067
Text proposal for Section 4 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Comments:

Ericsson: defining the conditions, it has to be different if it is an immunity test or a emission requirements. For the immunity test you should say samething about the level. 

Need to discuss offline.

A-L welcome some TP to futher clarify it. We need to discuss further if we want to align to wcdma. Because of regulations it may be a problem if we have not-aligned specs.

NSN: receiver exclusion band: this doc will be revised. Need to revise the band 30 for 700MHz.

CATT: revise also band 39-40.

Status: Revised in 443

R4-080443
Text proposal for Section 4 of TS 36.113 (Alcatel-Lucent)

Status: Agreed
R4-080068
Text proposal for Section 5 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Comments: 
Ericsson: Assesment on the loop is not mentioned

A-L: it is mentioned in section 6.

Ericsson: probably the loop section need to be added in both spec 36 and 25

Status: Agreed.
R4-080069
Text proposal for Section 6 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Comments:

Ericsson: think about a better working for the 

A-L: welcome the TDD interested parties to give the data rate that should be used. This data rate should be used at least fro the fdd and that we may add an extra column for the tdd. Maybe we can agree for the datarate for the fdd

Chaimna: the poroposal is to have fss for the requirement in section 6.

Status: Revised in 445
R4-080445
Text proposal for Section 6 of TS 36.113 (Alcatel-Lucent)

Status: Agreed
R4-080456
3GPP TS 36.113 v.0.1.0 (2008-02) (Alcatel-Lucent)

Status: Agreed
R4-080070
Text proposal for Section 7 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed
R4-080071 Text proposal for Section 8 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent

Comments: the table numbering is not consistent with the section numbering.

AL: the same approach is used in 25.113

Ericsson: we should change the numbering

AL: we should be consistent with the core specs.

MCC action: Check the drafting rules for table numbering
Status: Agreed
R4-080072
Text proposal for Section 9 of TS 36.113
Alcatel-Lucent
Status: Agreed
A complete TP for version 0.l.0 and then we can decide if to present it as version .1 or version .2 for approval.

6.1.4  BS Conformance testing 
R4-080004
TS 36.141 E-UTRA Base Station (BS) conformance test V0.1.0
Fujitsu (Eidtor) 
Comment:

NSN: In channel selectivity requirement is missing.

Status: revised in 446
R4-080446
TS 36.141 E-UTRA Base Station (BS) conformance test V0.1.0 (Fujitsu (Eidtor))

Comments: error in the title v 0.1.1. Added the in channel selectivity part, and editorial changes

Status: Agreed

R4-080508
TS 36.141 E-UTRA Base Station (BS) Conformance Test (v. 0.2.0) (Fujitsu)

Comments: new version of TS36.141 as v0.2.1 with corrections in section 8 will be provided in meeting 46 bis.
Status: Noted
6.1.4.1 General

[For section 1 to 5 in TS36.141]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080122
LTE BS test scope
Ericsson

Comments: 

NSN: in principle they agree, how to move forward? Are you thinking that we would have a general statement in the spec, do we need to do a more analysis to see where to cut corner to reduce the testing time. What is the work we nee to do to arrvive at a concrete proposal

Motorola: 

Ericsson: we used it already for utra, there an infty number of parameters to test.  We should do some more analysis to understand where it is better to cut in order to have the best advantages in terms of testing time, but we have to take into account the regulatory aspects. 

Motorola: the real perf of a equipment is determined by the test methodology, you could declare that you meet the core requirement and you are not confident if you really meet the requirement. 

Ericsson: there are tests to limit the combinations . It is a UE vendor problem to take care to cover all the possibilities

Chiarman: we can agree it as principle but we need further discussion about how to define the core tests.

Status: Noted.
R4-080132
TS 36.141: TP for General test conditions and declarations
Ericsson

Comments:

A-L: section about the antenna array? Did you move it to an other section or deleted? This section is quite useful to cover all the systems where the signal is separated into two antenna ports

Ericsson: They need to see if we have to change something

CATT: section 4.6.6. and 4.6.7 coexistance requirement with utra tdd and e-utra tdd should also be included.

Ericsson: agrees.

NSN: editorial errors and corrections are needed.

Status: Revise in 447

R4-080447
TS 36.141: TP for General test conditions and declarations (Ericsson)
Status: Agreed
R4-080058
Text proposal for 36.141 on modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization
China Mobile,CATT

Status: Agreed
R4-080005
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 5: Frequency bands and arrangement)"
Fujitsu
CATT: Suggest to add band 38 and 39 and correct the bands from 33 to 38.

Status: Revise in 449

R4-080449
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 5: Frequency bands and arrangement)" (Fujitsu)

In channel number table numbers needs to be changed in a cosistsen way w.r.t the core specification. The whole section needs to be a copy of the core specifications
Status: Noted
6.1.4.2 Transmitter requirement
 [For section 6 in TS36.141]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080006
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.2: Base station output power)
Fujitsu

The document will be revised

Status: Revised in 509
R4-080509
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.2: Base station output power) (Fujitsu)
Status: Noted
R4-080007
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.5.2: Frequency error)
Fujitsu

The document will be revised

Status: Revised in 510
R4-080510
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.5.2: Frequency error) (Fujitsu)

Status: Noted
R4-080008
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.6.1: Occupied bandwidth)
Fujitsu
Ericsson: do we need to add a table to take into account the other options

Chairman as Fujitsu: this is the possible max bandwidth, maybe we can introduce a table as an option

Agilent: the requirement is too narrow
The document will be revised

Status: Revised in 511
R4-080511
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.6.1: Occupied bandwidth) (Fujitsu)

Status: Noted
R4-080009
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.6.2: Adjacent Channel Leakage power Ratio (ACLR))
Fujitsu

A-L: remove it here before removing in the core specification, we should include the multi carrier case.

NSN: agrees
Ericsson: is confused about step 4, what is carrier spacing?

The document will be revised

Status: Revised in 512

R4-080512
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section  6.6.2: Adjacent Channel Leakage power Ratio (ACLR)) (Fujitsu)

Status: Noted
R4-080010
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.6.4: Transmitter spurious emissions )
Fujitsu

Comments:

Ericsson: we should not have the spurious because in any case it will be 0.
The document will be revised
Status: Revised in 513

R4-080513
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.6.4: Transmitter spurious emissions ) (Fujitsu)

Status: Noted
6.1.4.3 Receiver requirement
[For section 7 in TS36.141]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080121
LTE BS receiver dynamic range testing
Ericsson

Comments: 

NSN: we have no test tolerance for utra, do we follow utra or do we do something different? 

The editor will replace test tolerances by TT.

Status: Agreed

R4-080120
LTE BS in-channel selectivity testing
Ericsson
NSN: both the wanted and the interfearer need tolerances, are we shifting everything?
A-L: in UTRA is seems that we have tolerances. We would need to add a tolerance only for one, what it is important is the relative power between wanterd and interferer.

Agilent: we need to take a step back and only have one step at a time, otherwise we do not have any tracebility. In the UE we are not adding numbers without tracebility. Below 7.4.5 there is not the standard test 

Ericsson: in the BS we have exactly the same procedures as in UE. We have not copied the min requirement because it is redundanct information. But there will be a note. So we have the same level of information in the BS specs and in  the UE specs, but for the moment in the BS we are missing some information.

They agree that the tolerance should be added only to 1.

Anritsu: they agree with agilent.  
The editor will add TT in the text. The computation of the test tolerances will be discussed separately.

Status: Revised in 453
R4-080453
LTE BS in-channel selectivity testing (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080047
TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS Reference sensitivity level
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:

The editor will correct the editorial error: 7.2.1. editorial: ‘Figure’ is written twice.
Status: Agreed

R4-080048
TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS ACS and narrow band blocking
Nokia Siemens Networks 

Comments:
Nortel: we may need to have something more general than the 2 antennas case because we can have the option with more than 2 antenna. 

7.5.4.2 The editor is modifien the text by putting the step 4 in square brakets, and ran 4 will discuss further.

Comments:

NSN:  the values for the ACLR are in square brakets, NSN asks feedbacks from the teste equipment vendors

Chairman: some technical aspects may need further consideration.

Status: Agreed

R4-080049
TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS Blocking
Nokia Siemens Networks

Ericsson: in section table 7.6.1 ‘carrier edge’ is used. This terminology has been corrected in the last meeting by channel edge.

NSN: the table is taken from core spec. 
The editor will take care of replacing carrier edge with channel edge in this spec AND in the core spec.

Status: Agreed
R4-080050
TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS receiver spurious emissions
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:

Same comment on the diversity port 
7.7.4.2 The editor is modifing the text by putting the step 4 in square brakets, and ran 4 will discuss further.

Status: Agreed

R4-080051
TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS Receiver intermodulation
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments: 

7.8.4.2 The editor is modifing the text by putting the step 4 in square brakets, and ran 4 will discuss further.
Status: Agreed

6.1.4.4 Performance requirement
[For section 8 in TS36.141]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080176
LTE BS demodulation performance testing
Ericsson
Status: Revised in 444.

R4-080444
LTE BS demodulation performance testing (Nokia Siemes Network, Ericsson)

Comments: The tables will be included when the performance requirements are ready.
Status: Agreed
R4-080501
TP to 36.141 on performance requriemetn tests (Nokia Siemens Network, Ericsson)

Status: Agreed

6.1.4.5  Others
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080044
TS 36.141, E-UTRA BS Reference measurement channels (Annex A)
Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:

Editor will merge this TP and TP in 58 in a reasonable manner.

Status: Agreed
R4-080045
TS 36.141, Characteristics of the interfering signals (Annex C)
Nokia Siemens Networks 

Status: Agreed

R4-080011
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Annex H: Acceptable uncertainty of Test Equipment)
Fujitsu

Comments:

In channel selectivity is missing in the table 8.2

The text will be revised
Status: Revised in 514
R4-080514
Text proposal for TS36.141 (Annex H: Acceptable uncertainty of Test Equipment) (Fujitsu)

Status: Noted

R4-080012
Text proposal for TS36.141 (for Annex I: Test Tolerances)
Fujitsu

In channel selectivity is missing

Remove the Annex I because of duplication with annex G.

The text will be revised
Status: Revised in 515

R4-080515
Text proposal for TS36.141 (for Annex I: Test Tolerances) (Fujitsu)

Status: Noted

R4-080046
TS 36.141, E-UTRA BS RX measurement system set ups (Annex K)
Nokia Siemens Networks
Comments:

Nortel: In channel selectivity if we need only one generator which generates two signals in the same time instead of 2 because we can assume that there is a relation on the timing.

NSN: It can be considered.

Agilent: having 1 or 2 depends on the length of the signal. If we know what is the simplest signal to be generated this will impact how to generate it. We need more details that will determing what kind of singla generator we will need.

NSN: not strong view. We have see the same level of details for the interferer as in UTRA. IN UTRA you do not see the details for example about coding. IS the definition of the details of the interferer really needed

R&S: The Annex is informative and so it should just give indications on how the signals are combined. This needs to be left from implementation

Anritsu: they support R&S. 
Status: Agreed.
Offline discussion to decide if the spec will be presented in the March plenary.
6.1.5  RRM requirements
Per Tdoc Comments:
R4-080479
Summary of the RRM ad-hoc (Nokia Siemens Netowork)
Status: Noted

R4-080498
Summary of the evening RRM ad-hoc (Nokia Siemes Network)
Orange: point 9, the parameters was FSS.

Vodafone: do we have a fixed value or a configurable value, and the operators would like to have it configurable. They want to think about it and come back in next meeting.

Status: Noted
R4-080480
Summary of changes to TS 36.133 (Nokia Siemens Network)

Status: Noted

R4-080478
CR updates of TS 36.133 (CR 2 to 36.133 Rel-8) (Nokia Siemens Network)
Status: Agreed
6.1.5.1 General

[For section 1 to 3 in TS36.133] 
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080322
Text Proposal Editorial corrections to TS 36.133
Motorola

Comments: 

Section 4.2.2.6 is missing.

Problem with the deleting of the section number

The editor will create a combined CR.

From the drafting rule “An existing element may be deleted and replaced with the term "Void." to minimize disruption to the numbering scheme. However, the title of the deleted element may be retained.”
Status: Agreed
R4-080218
Performance Results for Intra-Frequency Cell Identification
Samsung

Comments:

Status: Noted
R4-080242
Open items in E-UTRA / UTRA mobility
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:

Motorola:it would be better to review all the contributions section by section in the ad hoc.

Status: Noted
R4-080244
Considerations on mobility from E-UTRA to UTRA without explicit neighbour cell list
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks, Motorola

Comments:  In this contribution, three proposals are made

Proposal 1: LTE to UTRA idle mode reselection performance requirements are the same, whether or not a UTRA NCL is explicitly signalled

Proposal 2: An explicit neighbour cell list is signalled to the UE when it is in LTE_RRC_CONNECTED state and this is used for mobility to UTRAN
Proposal 3 : The scrambling codes of neighbours could  be determined by eNodeB using SON ANR functionality to populate the UTRA neighbour cell list for UEs in LTE_RRC_CONNECTED state

NTTDoCoMo: we have to compromise these kind of isuues. At this time they agree with this

Ericsson: they agree with the proposals by Nokia. The requirements will be the same in idle mode with and without the neighbour cell list. But for connected mode there will be explicit neighbour list.

The conclusion is agreed by the group and the LS to RAN 2 will be drafted.

Status: Noted

R4-080083
Draft LS on signalling Intra/Inter-frequency measurement bandwidth
NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
Comments:

Motorola: If we think that it is need we should say RAN 2 that we need the signalling and not asking RAN 2 if it is possible.

Chairman: before ran 4 should agree on the necessity of the signalling.

Ericsson: there have been quite a lot of contributions in the last meetings about the measurements. This LS is based on the anslisis done in the pastr meeting. 

Status: Revised in 541
R4-080541
Draft LS on signalling intra/inter frequency measurement bandwidth (NTTDoCoMo)

Status: Agreed. LS to be sent out

R4-080334
LTE cell identification performance in multi-cell environment
NXP

Status: Revised in 455

R4-080455
LTE cell identification performance in multi-cell environment (NXP)

Comment: The document will be rediscussed in the ad-hoc.
Status: Noted
6.1.5.2  E-UTRAN RRC_IDLE state mobility
[For section 4 in TS36.133]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080326
Inter-Frequency and Inter-RAT Mobility Measurements during RRC_IDLE
Motorola

Comments:

Vodafone: we need to understand how many cells can be identified, do you need a certain number of drx cycles to identify ? 

Motorola: we need to make sure that the standard enables this kind of behaviour. You only need to search or inspect only the stringest cell for each layer.

Vodafone, do you prioritize some layers when you wake up or you search for all the layers?

Nokia: you will need to search all the high priority layers.

Status: Noted
R4-080279
E-UTRA Cell Reselection Requirements
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Status: Noted

R4-080243
Text proposal containing updates of LTE to UTRAN idle mobility in 36.133
Nokia

Status: Noted
R4-080164
Simulation Results: UTRA Cell Identification without Neighbour Cell List in E-UTRAN Idle Mode
Ericsson

Status: Noted
6.1.5.3 E-UTRAN RRC_CONNECTED state mobility
[For section 5 in TS36.133]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080166
Handover Requirements in TS 36.133
Ericsson

Status: Noted

R4-080321
Text Proposal  Requirements for Handover from E-UTRA to UTRA
Motorola
Nokia: How can we do a Ho from E-UTRA straight from a soft HO from UTRA?

Motorola: It depends on what RAN 2 will define, we can maybe simplify the requirement further. The HO from GSM to UTRA we are not able to report more than 1 cell. In the lTE we may report multiple cells and all can be used. This will be fesable only if we report the timing.
Status: Noted
R4-080111
Considerations on handover requirements
Huawei

Status: Revised in 452

R4-080452
Considerations on handover requirements (Huawei)

Comments:

Ericsson: are you still considering Tsi, time to read the system information from the target cell, all the system info for lte are given by the shared channel, we do not need this Tsi anymore.

Motorola: in ran 1 there is still one issue that require Tsi.

Nokia: Some physical parameters are still not decided by RAN 2. We need to understand the HO commands before. 

Status: Noted
R4-080325
Text Proposal  Refinements to E-UTRA handover
Motorola

Comments:

Ericsson: SFN? Tsearch? 20ms about the processing time, are you talking about RRC processing time?

Motorola: 1.processing time like the coding latency, this can be cut down it maybe conservative. It may have latencies in the UE that need to be taken into account. The UE need to have some time to decode the handover command for example.

2. SFN ans system  information: they do not have a strng view, we may point out that it can be a problem,

3. Tsearch: we would not been addind any extra allowance when the target cell is known. Extra factor is added only in particular case. This is a easy way to handle different cases (itra-inter)

Status: Noted
R4-080202
GSM BSIC Identification from E-UTRAN in 6 ms Gap
Ericsson

Comments:
Motorola: we specify the length of the window that the ue can look at and you give fuill freedom abou the symmetri. The window can be anywhere in the gap, but the strat time is only at multiple of 10ms as specified. They proposed to use a similar way as in 25.133.
Status: Noted

R4-080278
Requirements for Handover and Cell Reselection Execution
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Status: Noted
R4-080165
Simulation Results: UTRA Cell Identification without Neighbour Cell List in E-UTRAN RRC Connected Mode
Ericsson

Status: Withdrawn

R4-080472
Handover Requirements in TS 36.133 (Ericsson)
Status: withdrawn

6.1.5.4 RRC Connection Mobility Control
[For section 6 in TS36.133]
No contributions submitted under this agenda item
6.1.5.5 Timing and Signalling characteristics
[For section 7 in TS36.133]
No contributions submitted under this agenda item
6.1.5.6 UE Measurements Procedures in RRC_CONNECTED State

[For section 8 in TS36.133]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080212
Consideration on the Measurement gap design
Research in Motion Ltd. (RIM)

Comments:
Samsung: Wimax environment: as agreed in previous meeting 8ms gap is needed. Here they say that 6ms can be used but in figure 1 Tp =distance between two measurement gaps. In pag 2 there is an inconsistency w.r.t the statement. The measurement gap is included in the measurement period and this is not consistent with the figure. For WImax we still need 8ms and 6ms is not enough. 

Ericsson: 1 inter-freq and 3dB for fdd and tdd they have similar conclusion that 6ms gap is feasible. 2. the contrib. suggests that 6ms should also be adopted for WImax. But Wimax is not part of the LTE work item so we should not spend time on this, we do not need to specify measurement gaps for the measurement of WImax.

Samsung: There is a study item for the inter-rat with Wimax.

Chairman: the single gap for all the technology should be preferable   

Status: Noted

R4-080280
Measurement gap periodicity  
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:

Motorola: they are in line. They have a text proposal along these lines in 324. This is in theory an gsm only contribution. The proposal in that contrib. is to have a table of supported pattern with the possible use fo these patterns and each performance section would have the associated expected performance for each of these patterns. 

Ericsson: they tend to agree with Nokia to limit the periodicity to certain values, they can limit these values and prioritize the requirements for these cases. So far they have not investigated that and it may not be needed. For next meeting this can be investigate. For this meeting we can decide for these 4 combination of patterns.

The group is happy with the conclusion on the documents.

Status: Noted
R4-080033
Further considerations on Gap Length Design for Gap-assisted Measurements for E-UTRA TDD (CATT)

Comment

Status: Noted.

R4-080276
Intra-frequency Cell Identification and measurement requirements and test cases
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:
Motorola: they have seen a significant spread in the simulation results because of the scenario and because of the assumptions . this is related for example for the false detection probability that was not agreed. Possible way forward: we should discuss it in details in the ad-hoc more than make a decision now.

Nokia: It would be interesting to discuss all the details. What is the alternative proposal to define the requirements. IN ran4 it was decided to define general requirements more than minimum requirements.

Motorola: looking at the performance results, the weaker the geotry factor the bigger the spread we have in terms of results. IN the ad hoc they would like tosee iof it better to have a requiremtn for not so weak cells. Because if we look at those cases the spread is much less. Such a requirement will be much thigh. They suggest to discuss it in the ad hoc.

Status: Noted
R4-080324
Text Proposal  Monitoring patterns and GSM measurements in RRC_CONNECTED
Motorola

Comments:

Ericsson: in the presentation regarding adding tdd eutra iter frequency, beause there is a consensus that 6ms is fine. It would be btter to capture the 8ms gap as suggested in the Nokia paper.

Nokia: Detials are missing

Motorola: the key is to agree on the principle and than we can work on the details.

CATT: they have a TP in 88 on measurement gaps. The content of her text proposal can be merged with ericsson proposal.

Nokia: They agree with severl points int the proposal but they would like to look inot the details in the ad hoc. (avoid implementation dependent optimization)

Ericsson: in 202 there are simulation for longer gaps. 

Motorola: we can not mandate how the ue should be implemented, but he would like to provide a minimum amount of guidance to ue manifacturers on how to implement but they are open. In tebale in section 8.2.4.5.1 basic verification the requirement is close to 5.3ms. They are talking about the same requirement but by using a different methodology. The way ti is explained here it is in line with 25.133.

Status: Noted 

R4-080327
Neighbour Cell Monitoring in RRC_CONNECTED during DRX operation
Motorola

Comments:
Ericsson: The requiremetnt for DRX cycle is 10ms and above but ran 4 has decided for 2ms. The number of samples used is UE implementation dependent

Motorola: for the 2ms there is no differences, it is a detail can be sorted out. Ran 4 needs to be in line with what ran 2 defines. The important point is where we put the mid-point for inter-frequency and inter-rat .

Nortel: In question 2 is there any conflicting issue.

Motorola: In certain cases even if the measurement is configured, the UE should not waste power to do the measurement. For the searcher the thold should be disabled. It maybe worthy to inform ran2.

Status: Noted
R4-080013
Additional performance results for Intra-Frequency cell search for LTE
Texas Instruments Inc. 

Status: Noted
R4-080341
Simulation results for LTE intra frequency cell identification
Fujitsu

Status: Noted
R4-080357
E-UTRA Intra-frequency Cell Search Performance Results 
Motorola

Comments: As a way forward for setting intra-frequency cell search requirements, we propose that companies study the total time taken by the UE for identifying the target cell PSCH/SSCH together with the time taken for RSRP measurement as part of the cell identification process.
Status: Noted

R4-080161
TDD Intra-Frequency RSRP Measurement Performance
Ericsson

Comments

Ericsson: very simple impovements to eliminate the biasing problem from the snr. They think that the requirement can be set without considering any snr dependent bias for RSRP accuracy.

Status: Noted

R4-080110
Intra-frequency cell identification performance result
Huawei

Comments:

Status: Noted
R4-080159
E-UTRA Intra-Frequency Cell Identification Performance Results
Ericsson

Status: Noted

R4-080345
E-UTRA Intra-Frequency Cell Search Performance Results
Marvell

Comments: Simulation results are in line with Ericsson.

Status: Noted

R4-080109
Discussion on E-UTRAN FDD-FDD inter frequency measurement requirements
Huawei

Comment: they tend to agre with point 2. Similar contribution in 162.
Motorola: we have agreed that we will have a smll set of monitoring gap, we can simply state the performance requirement on the pattern gap basis. There is a Motorola contrib. with a TP with a table with all the parameters of the pattern, the idea is that we will have few of them (323). They are open to discuss.

Status: Noted
R4-080328
Monitoring Multiple Inter-Frequency and Inter-RAT Layers in RRC_CONNECTED
Motorola

Comments: 
Status: Noted
R4-080323
Text Proposal  E-UTRA inter-frequency monitoring requirements in RRC_CONNECTED
Motorola

Status: Noted
R4-080529
TP on E-UTRAN to UTRAN TDD handover requirements (Ericsson)

Status: Noted
6.1.5.7 Measurements Performance Requirements for UE

[For section 9 in TS36.133]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080213
Measurement Gap Design for Mobility between E-UTRAN and HRPD/cdma2000 1X
Motorola

Status: revised in 343 

R4-080343
Measurement Gap Design for Mobility between E-UTRAN and HRPD/cdma2000 1X (Motorola, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nortel, Verizon)

Status: Noted

R4-080160
System Impact of Different Inter-Frequency Handover Evaluation Criteria
Ericsson

Comments:

Nokia: related paper in 275. Figure 2 the initial expectation for low load you would see a lot of variation, but it depends on the level of load, it is not clear.

Ericsson: ue measurement strategy: rsrq measurement: it samples the RSRP and RSSI part both at the same time, all the cells are considered at different timing the sampling of rssi and rsrp is done at the same time. The load: they can provide the results in terms of tput. The results are relative.

Motorola: in ran2 the impact of the scheduler is . The manufacturers may define the patterns and the UE can decide if to have the measurement. By default the patter is activated..

Status: Noted

R4-080450
Additional results related to system impact  of RSRQ for quantity based inter-frequency handover (Ericsson)
Ericsson: in the simulation in doc 160, the assumption is that there are many user in the system but there is only one test system VoIp that is making HO and moving in the system.
Nokia: How many different pattern allocation?

Ericsson: there are handred sites, but the simulation results are based on statistic.

Nokia: IS the same geometrical area, how long the trace we are looking at.

Ericsson: it is the same geometrically area, and the ue is moving randomly in the area. Simulation time: is very long time to have a sufficient statistif for the number of HO.

Status: Noted

R4-080281
UE Measurement quantity analysis for mobility support  
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments: Recommend not to have RSRQ for inter-frequency.
Ericsson: are you looking only at the triggering or at the complete HO? Some of the metric, they are not convinved about the metric and that the RSRQ is not needed.

It maybe the case that you still have a good tput because you are using best effort and you use IF HO and the tput can be impoved. Are you saying that you do not need a qulity metric for IF?

Nokia: they have only 1` frequency layer, not the complete HO. The tput is computed regarless if the users is scheduled or not. The need of quality metric: they did not say that we do not need it , but the poin is can the UE provide a reasonable metric that the BS can reliably use to have quality based HO?

Status: Noted
R4-080108
Inter-Frequency RSRP Measurement with different GAP periods
Huawei

Status: Noted

R4-080162
FDD Inter-Frequency RSRP Measurement Performance Requirements
Ericsson, NTT DoCoMo

Comments:

Motorola: what is the scenario for 3-5-10-15-20RB aren’t they needed? (6 is the baseline)

Ericsson: we are not looking for all the scenarios. The idea is that we want to limit the amount of requirement but we want ti make sure we have the requirement for the tipical case.

Motorola: NTTDoCoMo suggested to signal the bandwidth.It is not clear the typical requirement and the baseline requirement.

Nokia: 6RB has been choses in order to achieve better diversity or to have battery consumption reduction. Maybe good to have only one AWGN rewuiremetn and then study how we can take into account this wider bandwidth

Ericsson: they agree with Nokia.

Motorola: Removing the offset aloows to have a achieve better measurement accuracy of 1-2dB. The complexity of the UE is increased.

Ericsson: how can you increase the complexity when the ue receive the gap. The inter-frequency is done during the gap when the ue does not receive the data. So the ue complexity is not increased.

Vodafone: How the measurement requirements are linked to the ue demodulation requirements. What is the proposal exactly?

Ericsson: in table 1 the measurement accuracy is the same but then there are other issues related to measurement requirement. For larger bandwidth you reduce the measurement period. The same measurement accuracy is doen with a shorter period. That’s why it saves the battery. These aspects are captured by defining this requirement.

Status: Noted
R4-080275
UE RSRP Measurement Accuracy Requirements
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
Status: Revised in 527
R4-080527
UE RSRP Measurement Accuracy Requirements (Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks,)

Status: Agreed

R4-080386
UE measurement quantity for mobility for understanding received signal quality in cell 
Vodafone

Comments:

Motorola: it is better to concentrate on the items where we have the Tps

Ericsson: It is an important argument and it has been ignored so far, we need to have alignement.

Status: Noted
R4-080369
Scale of Reported Measurement Quantities
Ericsson

Comments:
Inform RAN2 about this approach as draft LS. 
Status: Noted

R4-080036
Text proposal for mobility requirements for E-UTRA to UTRA TDD
CATT

Status: Revised in 459

R4-080459
Text proposal for mobility requirements for E-UTRA to UTRA TDD (CATT)
Status: Noted

R4-080034
Text proposal for TDD measurements Gap Length in TR36.801
CATT

Status: Agreed
R4-080163
Impact of Sub-frame Configuration on TDD Inter-Frequency RSRP Measurement Performance
Ericsson

Comments: Related document in 224

Status: Noted
R4-080224
TDD Inter-Frequency RSRP Performance Results in Baseline and Typical Sub-frame Configuration Scenarios
Ericsson

Comments: related document in 163
Status: Noted
R4-080351
Intra-Frequency Absolute Measurement Accuracy
Ericsson

Comments:
Motorola: The rsrp can be critical also for the power control. Also for the bs we can thigthen the requirements.
Status: Noted

R4-080088
TDD measurements Gap Length in TS36.133
CATT

Status: Noted

R4-080387
High and low speed mobility  outstanding issues
Vodafone

Status: Noted

6.1.5.8 Measurements Performance Requirements for E-UTRAN
[For section 10 in TS36.133]
No contributions submitted under this agenda item

6.1.5.9 Test Cases
[For Annex A in TS36.133]
No contributions submitted under this agenda item
6.1.5.10 Others
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080114
TR36.801 Measurement requirements, v0.5.0
Nokia Siemens Networks

Status: Agreed

R4-080350
On Radio Problem Detection
Ericsson

Status: Withdrawn

R4-080282
Bandwidth restrictions for shared carrier MBSFN
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments: Can we avoid the MBSFN for small bandwidth and limit it for wider bandwidth?

Status:Noted
R4-080277
UE support for SON Automatic Neighbour Relation Function 
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:

Vodafone: we should limit the decoding attempts

Nokia: we need to develop the requirement for the concept. The service should not harm the normal data service. The weaker the cell is thelonger the time is to decode thses cells. We do not want to cause problems to the nomal behaviors for the data service. We need to make sure that we limit the number of decoding attemps. 

Motorola: in line with nokia, but there a lot of border cases that need to be taken into account. Maybe we should have some mechanism to mitigate some critical scenario. Have you done any consideration to this?

Nokia: they did not consider allt he possible cases. This behaviour is happenly so rarely that it would not be a big issue. We have to allow the devise to do emergency call, or critical call. The long DRX cycle is limiting these kind of situations.

Status: Noted
R4-080241
Inter-RAT automatic neighbour cell determination
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

Comments:

Status: Noted
6.2 LTE FDD repeaters [LTE-Repeaters]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080089
LTE Repeater Requirement: Frequency band and channel arrangement
Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave

Comments: the document is ment only ofr FDD, the work item is only for FDD.

Status: Agreed

R4-080090
LTE Repeater Requirement: Output_Power
Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave

Status: Agreed

R4-080091
LTE Repeater Requirement: Out of band gain
Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave

Status: Agreed
R4-080093
LTE Repeater Requirement: ACRR
Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave

Ericsson: ACRR is the most difficult concept to understand. How this relate to the OOB, what does the one specifies that the other does not specify.

Status: Agreed

R4-080376
LTE Repeater Requirement: Input_Intermodulation
Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
Status: Agreed
6.3 LCR TDD Repeater Specification [RANimp-Repeaters1.28TDD]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080037
LCR TDD Repeater specification Items
RITT,
Comments: 

Andrew: the requirement should be minimum requirement. Why the Out of Band  for repeaters for TDD is different from the FDD, they are intended to operate in the same way. For the error vector why this should be much higher than the one of the BS. IN FDD they have the same requirement of the BS. The repeater oscillation problem is a technical problem and not the scope of a 3GPP specification. System studies are requested for the synchronisation of repeater in TDD systems.
Status: Noted
6.4 Further Improved Minimum Performance Requirements for HSDPA UE (FDD) - Two-Branch Interference Cancellation (type 3i) [RInImp8-2BIC]
Summary: The work is compelted, the requirements are set.

Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080059
Specification of enhanced performance requirements type 3i for HSDPA based on receiver diversity and interference-aware chip level equaliser (CR 582 to 25.101 Rel-8) (AT&T, Ericsson, InterDigital, Marvell, Motorola, Nokia, Qualcomm, Tensorcomm, Texas Instruments)
Status: Revised in 495
R4-080495
Specification of enhanced performance requirements type 3i for HSDPA based on receiver diversity and interference-aware chip level equaliser (CR 582r1 to 25.101 Rel-8) (AT&T, Ericsson, InterDigital, Marvell, Motorola, Nokia, Qualcomm, Tensorcomm, Texas Instruments)

Status: Agreed
6.5 HSDPA demodulation requirements for 16QAM and QPSK with 15-codes [RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes]
Summary: The work is completed the requirements are set.
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080383
Minutes of conference call for progression on 15 code HSDPA requirements for 16QAM/QPSK
Vodafone

Status: Noted

R4-080144
Practical results for 15-Code testcases
Ericsson

Status: Noted

R4-080207
HSDPA demodulation results for 16 QAM and QPSK with 15-codes
InterDigital

Status: Noted

R4-080215
Simulation results with implementation margin for 16QAM and QPSK with 15-codes
Texas Instruments

Status: Noted

R4-080240
Simulation results for 15 code FRC 16QAM/QPSK
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: Noted

R4-080270
Results for the 15 code requirements with 16QAM/QPSK
Nokia

Status: Noted

R4-080291
Performance requirements for 15 code reception with 16QAM/QPSK (FDD)
Renesas

Status: Noted

R4-080337
Results for HSDPA 15 Code Reception with 16QAM/QPSK
Marvell

Status: Noted

R4-080359
15-Code Simulation Results  Ideal and with Implementation Margin
Motorola

Status: Noted

R4-080471
Summary of results for 15 codes requirements (Ericsson)

Status: Noted

R4-080497
Addition of 15 code HSDPA demodulation requirements for 16QAM and QPSK (Vodafone)
Status: Agreed
R4-080548
Addition of 15 code HSDPA demodulation requirements for 16QAM and QPSK (CR 598 to 25.101 Rel-8) (Vodafone)

Status: Agreed
6.6 UMTS 700 MHz   [RInImp8-UMTS700]
Summary:
Most of the requirements are settled. To be closed at RAN#40.
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080135
TR 25.822: Correction of UARFCN definition Ericsson

Status: Revised in 464

R4-080464
TR 25.822: Correction of UARFCN definition (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed

R4-080116
Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements
Nokia

Status: Revised in 416

R4-080416
Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements (CR 583r1 to 25.101 Rel-8) (Nokia)

Status: Revised in 482

R4-080482
Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements (CR 583r2 to 25.101 Rel-8) (Nokia)

Comments: 

Table 6.10: column will be removed.

Status: Agreed

R4-080133
Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.104
Ericsson
Status: revised in 462

R4-080462
Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.104 (CR 302r1 to 25.104 Rel-8) (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080134
Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.141
Ericsson
Status: Revised in 463

R4-080463
Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.141 (CR 471r1 to 25.141 Rel-8) (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080041
Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
Nokia Siemens Networks

Status: Agreed
R4-080040
Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
Nokia Siemens Networks 

Status: Revised in 469

R4-080469
Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (CR 38r1 to 25.113 Rel-8) (Nokia Siemens Networks )
Status: Agreed

R4-080115
Introduction of UMTS700 EMC requirements
Nokia

Status: Revised in 481

R4-080481
Introduction of UMTS700 EMC requirements (CR 30r1 to 34.124 Rel-8) (Nokia)

Status: Agreed

R4-080073
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Noted
R4-080074
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Noted
R4-080075
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Noted
R4-080076
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Noted
R4-080077
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Noted

R4-080078
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Noted
R4-080079
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.331
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Noted
R4-080080
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.461
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Revised in 491

R4-080491
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.461 (Alcatel-Lucent)

Status: Noted
R4-080081
Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.466
Alcatel-Lucent
Status: Noted
R4-080470
Approval UMTS 700MHz WI TR 25.822 (Nokia Siemens Network)
Status: Agreed
6.7 UMTS 2300 MHz [RInImp8-UMTS2300]
R4-080499
Way forward for the UMTS 2300 work (AT&T, Ericsson)

Status: Noted
6.8 UMTS2300 TDD [RInImp8-UMTS2300TDD]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080392
Technical Conditions applied for UMTS 2300 MHz UE in China (CCSA)
Status: Withdrawn

R4-080496
Technical Conditions applied for UMTS 2300 MHz UE in China (CCSA)

Status: Noted

R4-080393
Technical Conditions applied for UMTS 2300 MHz BS in China (CCSA)

Status: Noted
R4-080533
UMTS 2300MHZ WI TR (CATT)

Status: Agreed
6.9 UMTS/LTE 3500 [RInImp8-UMTSLTE3500]
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080136
3500 MHz band status in Europe
Ericsson

Comment: How much there is the possibility to see such kind of deployment in the future.

Ericsson: today it is different from country to country where there are deployment. We have the chance to influence the deployment by setting the std.
Status: Agreed
R4-080214
Information on the future usage of the band, 3.4-4.2GHz in Japan
ARIB

Comments: 

Motorola : In ARIB which channel bandwidth will be considered.

Chairman (as ARIB): we do not have a clear arrangement for the bandwidth.

Ericsson:need to look, nothing mentioned about what it has to be the channel bandwidth.

BMWi: Band up to 4.2GHz, is is the band for downlink satellite. Sharing studies with satellite is required. 4.2-4.4GHz is used by airline for radio-altimeter and they are not very precise about the adjustment of the equipment.

Fujitsu: do not know the details about the history of the study in particular about the interference. 

Chairman as ARIB: such kind of scenario need to be studied, so far they do not have conclusions in Japna, but after they need to do coexistence study with other systems that may lie in the same bands or adjacent bands.
Status: Agreed
6.10 Small technical improvements and enhancements (New items under Rel-8)
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080082
Corrections on spurious emissions limits for coexistence with CDMA850
Alcatel-Lucent

Status: Agreed

R4-080274
CQI report testing for MIMO HSDPA in static channel conditions
Nokia

Status: Noted
R4-080227
Simulation Results for UTRA Cell Identification Performance without neighbour cell list in RRC_CONNECTED mode
Fujitsu
Status: Noted

R4-080422
New Cell Identification Time Requirements for UE in non-Idle DRX (Marvell)
Comments:

Nokia: they are thinking about the possibility of having 3sec time for cell identification in DRX. They do not support this anymore. Already today with rel 7 requirement there is the possibility to do inter-frequency measurement and additional signalling is not needed. The threshold based approach may be considered as an additional feature to futher save battery life, maybe in the enhancements, but not as a mandatory feature.  
Marvell: This value should be set no matter which value of DRX value. The main purpose of the proposal is not sending the thold over the network but having a thold to have the possibility to smooth the behaviour for setting new cell identification time requirements for a Release 8 UE in non-Idle state DRX.
Nokia: the 3sec was a discussion paper, they withdraw that proposal. 
Status: Noted
R4-080239
Performance impact of Cell Identification Time in mobility environments.
QUALCOMM Europe

Comments:

Marvell: it was mentioned that the ue can do a cell search every DRX cycle. The 1.5sec time proposed is maybe too slow.
Qualcomm: The issue raised in ref 2 is that the serving cell strength change happens when the ue wake up. We do not need to specify how often you have to do the searcher. If you want to schedule the searcher every DRX, you can. The timer is depending on how many time you schedule the 

Nokia: Assuming any difference in DRX between rel 6 and rel 7? Inter frequency cell identification requires some activity. This kind of mobility can be controlled already as we have done in Rel 7 by means of CPC.
Qualcomm: The first step is to understand what is a reasonable requirement as a time. After you can analyse what you can have in terms of battery saving. In the CPC requirement there is an issue, because the requirement is too loose. Ran 4 should address these issues given that the mobility can be demanding.

Nokia: Ran 1 has decided that there will be no longer DRX cycle in the E-DRX wotk item for Rel 7 and Rel 8. The DRX cycle will be 14ms. 
Qualcomm: In rel 7 14ms is the worst case even for the case of VoIP. In this case this translate to 4.8ms. This number is probably not the right number to consider for the test. Qualcomm belives that 1.5sec is the right number to take into consideration for the test.  

Ericsson: In Rel7 when discussing the CPC and defining the mobility performance RAN 4 decided that we would have to re-discuss the issue for the Rel 8 and improve the requirements. They agree that ran 4 needs to work on this to see if there is the possibility to improve it.

Status: Noted
6.11  Work Items under responsibility of other groups
Per-tdoc comments:
R4-080145
Ideal results for 64QAM+MIMO demodulation
Ericsson

Status: Noted

R4-080217
HS-PDSCH ideal simulation results for 64QAM+MIMO
Texas Instruments

Status: Noted

R4-080272
FRC simulations for HSDPA MIMO with 64QAM
Nokia

Status: Noted

R4-080292
Simulation results  for HSDPA  MIMO + 64QAM
Renesas

Status: Noted

R4-080385
Ideal simulation results for HSDPA demodulation with 64QAM+MIMO
InterDigital

Status: Noted

R4-080448
64QAM plus MIMO demodulation summary (Ericsson)

Status: Noted
R4-080439
Performance requirement scenario for 64QAM plus MIMO (Ericsson) 

Status: Revised in 475

R4-080475
Performance requirement scenario for 64QAM plus MIMO (Ericsson)
Comment: The content is agreed for the dual stream but the discussion for the signle stream is still open because 15dB is a high geometry and in real life you won't have a single stream but a dual strem. Need further discussion about the geometruy value.
Status: Revised in 500
R4-080500
Performance requirement scenario for 64QAM plus MIMO (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
R4-080146
CQI simulation assumptions, 64QAM+MIMO
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080293
Test tolerance proposal for OTA testing
Telecom Italia
Status: revised in 394

R4-080394
Test tolerance proposal for OTA testing (Telecom Italia, AT&T, China Mobile, Orange, Telefonica, Vodafone) 
Comments: RAN 5 had a discussions in this area and prepared different CRs whose approval depends on our discussions:
Nokia: they agree that the smallest the uncertainty the smallest is the test tolerance and the smallest is the risk. 
Nokia wants to stay with the original decision: we defined general requirement and ran 5 will derive the test cases and putting the correct test tolerance. 

Chaiman: in the OTA, case what is the measurement uncertainty?

Ericsson: For test tolerance that includes the expansion factor is around 1.5 dB. This may also affect the 25.144. We started defining the core requirements,  in that case we did not define the test tolerances. 

Motorola: agrees with Nokia

Vodafone: Minimize the uncertainty. They do not like the test tolerance and the 95% confidence. They are not sure if RAN 5 discussed the regulatory impacts

Nokia: we do not use shared risk this apply also to these tests. It would be better to stay with the common way to define the requirements.
Agilent: There a lot of mobiles that are on the market defined by using the shared risk method. This has not harmed gsm. It is a choice as to whether to apply shared risk or not.

Chairman: ITU-R Recommandation M1545 measurement uncertainty as applies to test limits for the terrestrial component of international mobile Telecommunications 2007. This is the definition commonly used in ran 4. Note that in some case the test tolerances of 0 maybe applied because of regulatory issues. This is what we have applied so far. For the OTA do we have to apply a smaller test tolerance?

Nokia: RAN 4 did not agree to use shared risk. All the numbers in the specification are defined based on minimum requirement, in that case we have to remove all the numbers in the TS.

Telecom Italia: RAN5 decided to investigate further. The estimation of the uncertainty is difficult. Further investigation may lead to increase the measurement uncertainty. There are critical aspects related to OTA, and it is important because we do not have an estimation of the measurement uncertainty, so we have to consider shared risk. 

NEC: This discussion in response to LS form RAN5. We can provide RAN 5 response on the test tolerance.  

Motorola: Agrees with NEC
Conclusions: The LS to RAN 5 will be drafted
Status: Noted
DoB Discussion
R4-080361
MBSFN DoB
NextWave, IPWireless

Comments: Further clarifications may be need in the RAN plenary. 3GPP can do some technical work in this area, but ran 4 needs clarifications

This work item is about a BC solution, there is no duplex arrangement. 

Status: Noted

R4-080362
Technical Observation on the DoB Proposal
NextWave, IPWireless

Comments:

Chairman: When the work item needs to be finished. DO we have a TR to capture the technical issues?

Editor: Consluded in the next ran plenary for the core specification. No TR for this work item. All these issues were discussed in june in the plenary, and in Athens in ran1 and ran4.

Nextwavewireless: It would be a good idea to have a TR to capture thigs correctly.

Chairman: it is up to us to decide if we need a TR.

Ericsson: there are some CR that will be presented. There is disagreement of the objective of the work item. RAN plenary will decide if the CRs will be approved or not. 

Editor from Ericsson: Duty cycles we can agree on the short duty cycle, for the power consumption this rx part. The suggested portion is small. Some figures that are referring to the ue capacbility, they do not recognize. It would be interesting to compare with other broadcase LTE like DVB.

Chairman: Some technical issues may be reported in the status report.

Nextwavewireless: If the savings of DRX are negligible as stated why ran 2 spent a lot of time on efficient drx for lte why we have drx for MBSFN, if you do not need drx, why do you have the capability.

Ericsson: we are not talking about 100% power saving. The RX RF part should be the same. In the case when we have a quite power consuming screen we have to live with this.

Nextwavewireless: Do we have to send an LS to RAN 2 to ask about capabilities, and do we need to send an LS to ran 1 because we have idenbtified some issues on the PAPR?

Ericsson: if these issues were so important why this has not been considered during the study item?

Nextwave: those issues were extensivly discussed. When you study a solution to optimize a BC, it would be better to have something that is competitive with methods that are used by other solutions maybe outside 3gpp for unpaired specreum.  

Ericsson: they states that in the study item for the DOB it was not discussed.

Status: Noted.

R4-080147
MBSFN DOB UE demodulation requirement
Ericsson

Nextwave:  They do not agree with the reason for change because it is already present for rel 7. No need for a new one, (MCCH and MTCH). There is a missing text, the problem of MBMS deployment needs to be addressed. Issue with 3.84Mcps. It seems to be introduced as a new chip rate option. We have already DOB for Rel 7.

Ericsson: this is not true, in rel 7 we have requirement to operate in downlink for a paired spectrum. We want here to have requirement for the upaired spectrum. Moreover this is not MBSFN.

Nextwave: this is not FDD MBSFN in unpaired sprectum, why? We have downlink only MBSFN transmission in rel 7.   
Way forward: bring to the plenary if technically is considered as correct.

Nextwave: does not agree to bring the CR to the plenary if there is no technical agreement. No need to send CR to the plenary

Chairman: the work item closure will be in march.

Nextwave: the original work item closure is ran 36 and it was to rel 7. There has not been an update of the finalizsation date for rel 8.

Ericsson: It is true, but it is obviously in march because it had to be completed in september, Ran1 ran 2 and probably ran3 will agree on the correctness of the technical content, so it is normal to presume that the completion date is march.

Nextwave: we can not presume completion date here, it is ran who set completeion date, last time the CRs were not approved thanks to a vote. We have to limit here froma technical point of view.

Ran 4 needs to take a technical decision. 

Nextwave objects the CRs. There are no other comments by other companies.
Chairman states that the other companies did not object anything this is sufficients. 
Status: Conditionally Agreed on with one objection., Revised in 544
R4-080544
MBSFN DOB UE demodulation requirement (CR 252r1 to 25.102 Rel-8) (Ericsson)

Comments:

IPWireless: The technical issues raised are not taken into consideration. No justification why you need demodulation, why there is no coexistence between FDD and DoB.

Status: Noted. Ericsson will present the CR in the plenary as company CR
R4-080148
MBSFN DOB UE RF requirements
Ericsson

Comments: 
Nextwave: technical issues why do we need any reference channel here? We have already downlink broadcast in rel 7. The values in tables where do they come from. IN 7.5.1.1. some issues in the tables.

Chiaraman: collaboration with Nextwave to correct the CRs.

Nextwave: they object to the CRs. The CRs can be sent to the plenary as RAN 4 but they can be sent as Ericsson.

Status: Conditionally Agree with one objection, revised in 545
R4-080545
MBSFN DOB UE RF requirements (CR 253r1 to 25.102 Rel-8) (Ericsson)
Status: Noted. Ericsson will present the CR in the plenary as company CR

R4-080123
CR to TS 25.105 for inclusion of MBSFN DOB
Ericsson

Nextwave: they want to clarify that the working procedure are not followed. they do not accept as conclusion that the CR is agreed.
Chairman: do not want to have a formal vote because this is a technical CR.

There has been a show of hands: The situation is as follows: two companies are against (NextWave Wireless has two votes) and four companies (Ericsson has 4 votes) are in favour for the proposal. There was no formal consensus for the CRs. 

Status: Conditionally Agree with one objection, revised in 546
R4-080546
CR to TS 25.105 for inclusion of MBSFN DOB (CR 216r1 to 25.105 Rel-8) (Ericsson)
Status: Noted. Ericsson will present the CR in the plenary as company CR

R4-080156
MBSFN DOB: Impact on RRM
Ericsson

Comments:

Nextwave: the CR is not needed. It is a redundant CR
Status: Conditionally Agreed with 2 objections, revised in 547
R4-080547
MBSFN DOB: Impact on RRM (CR 391r1 to 25.123 Rel-8) (Ericsson)
Status: withdrawn

R4-080540
DOB (NextWave Wireless, IPWireless)
Status: Noted

R4-080363
DRAFT LS: Downlink Optimised Broadcast 3.84 Mcps TDD
NextWave

Ericsson: does not agree on the content of the LS. This paper which presented before related to the LS, it was presented to the RAN already and there is no reason to send it to RAN because it does not contain any new information for RAN.
Status: Not agreed
R4-080550
DOB Performance (Ericsson) (LS)
Status: Not agreed
General Comments:
Ericsson: they tried to address the concerns, but Next and IPwireless was not cooperative in drafting or revising the CRs.

Ericsson wants to minute that no sustained technical comments for these CRs are left. They have not been able to offline sustain the comments. 

IPwireless: They agree to improve the technical aspects. They support the way forward proposed by the chairman to try improve the technical contents of the CRs.

Chairman: Clarify that from your prospective there are some technical issues with the CRs. The proponents of the CRs tried to capture the technical aspects. Which aspects of the CR shall be still improved in the CRs

IPWireless: the cr is late, but: they declkare a n other chipt rate, so some coexistence study needs to be addressed. The blocking are not justified. If this is not an additional chip rate, that it is not needed to use a new physical channel, nor to put the DoB title. The technical contents that has been raised in the previous documents has not been addressed.

Ericsson: It is not a real technical content, it is very difficult to agree on the content of the discussion. It is not really a technical discussion, but bring it to the ran.

IPWireless: there is no point continuing, it is a ran issue. IP whish to address the fact that the technical issues have not been considered and that they do not want to technically endore the CRs. They object to the technical content of the CR.

RAN 4 did not reach consensus.

Ericsson wants to state that there are no sustained technical issues against the CRs.

LS are not sent!

Ericsson will bring the CRs to the RAN 39 as company CRs .
6.12  Closed Work Items
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080094
Introduction of UMTS1500 requirements
Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave

Status: Agreed

R4-080095
Introduction of UMTS1500 requirements
Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave

Status: Agreed
R4-080014
Correction of the note for Band XI BS ACLR
Fujitsu
Status: Agreed
7 Study Items
7.1 Home Node B [RANFS-HNBeNB]
Summary: 

Home Node B Study Item is closed. 25.820 becomes under change control.

Per-tdoc comments:

[R4-080259
RAN2 input to TR 25.820 (R2-075466 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
TSG RAN WG2

Comments: The text proposal can be approved. The tp will be handled in the Home node B discussion.

Status: Noted] 

R4-080451
TR 25.820: TP for Conclusions (9) (Motorola,)
Comments: outcome of the drafting sessions.

Status: Agreed.
R4-080098
TR 25.820: TP for Requirements (5.1)
Motorola
Qualcomm: there is a related contrib. on 331 for the same section. It was presented during the conf call. They withdraw 331 in favour of contribution 98.

Status: Agree
R4-080099
TR 25.820: TP for Deployment Configurations (5.2)
Motorola

Status: Revised in 485

R4-080485
TR 25.820: TP for Deployment Configurations (5.2) (Motorola, Ericsson)
Comments: Qualcomm: not understand the changes in 5.2.2 about dedicated channel, Are the quantity defined?
Motorola: High power level can be used when appropriate, but it does not refer to any level. It is referring to the possibility of having a fixed power level for dedicated channels without any specifications, IN this section we consider higher level compared to the fixed level.

Qualcomm: technically we do not need an extra clarification, it is misleading when saying that it can create problems when you go higher, because you can have problems also when you have lower power than the fixed level.

Motorola: lower power is not possible.

NSN: if there is an acceptable fixed level power why are you requesting a lower level?

Ericsson: The reason to introduce this if that if there is an acceptable fixed level no reason to require that the base station goes below that level. Note that we are not specifying the fixed value.

Qualcomm: they do not think that there is a max fix acceptable level, evne if there is you may need to go lower than that in certain situation.

Motorola: we can add that this does not prevent using lower power level.

Chairman: changes can be made after the study item is closed. This is the last meeting before the closure of the study item.
Status: Agreed
R4-080101
TR 25.820: TP for Home Node B Class Definitions (5.4)
Motorola

Status: Revised in 486

R4-080486
TR 25.820: TP for Home Node B Class Definitions (5.4) (Motorola)

Comments:
Nortel: uncoherence between 5dBm and 20dBm for power. dBm usit not correct. Why do we have introduced blank section?

Motorola: max power, the 5dBm is the the max power limited by the device, but it is the fix power set into the device. The wording is there for a while. For the blank section, it is hint to say that we will have info later.

Nortel: the 5dBm is applied when there is an adjacent channel but you always have an adjacent channel. 

A-L: Same concerns as Nortel. It seems that the hnb must be able to control the power, this is not the understanding, the max is always fixed as the maximum that you can have, it seems that hnb can control its power. We do not need to mandate the hnb to use one power level. They suggest to eliminate all the power level in the TR and leave them for further study during the work item phase.
BMWi: they do not want ot remove the power level from the TR.

Status: Revised in 523
R4-080523
TR 25.820: TP for Home Node B Class Definitions (5.4) (Motorola,Ericsson)

Comments: 

AL In 5.4.4.1 last bullet, do we mandate the HNB have to be able to support 20dBm, they do not think that 3gpp has been doing. With this requirement every HNB has to support a maximum power up to 20dBm. 

Motorola: the intent of the texty is not to mandate a power level.

AL remove the point saying only that the power will be from the max to 0dBm, change from shell in should.

Motorola: this an equipment that is in a residential. IN general we do not mandate it for public use.

AL: they are not saying that there is not maximum power, there is a max power. They do not want to mandate each Node B to adjust the max power to 20dBm.

NSN: Agrees with AL. This indicates that there is a requirement to be able to reach it.But it does not mean that the BS has to fulfil. From an interference point of view if the BS is not achiving 20dBm the interference problem will be less and not more.

Way forward: take away 20dBm and use should instead of shall in section 5.4.4.1 and in the summary (Table 2) modify the values for the control of output power (max power to 0dBm).
Status: Agreed with the modifications mentioned

R4-080102
TR 25.820: TP for Summary and Conclusions (8 & 9)
Motorola

Status: withdrawn

R4-080103
TR 25.820: TP for Radio Interface Architecture and Protocols (6)
Motorola

Comments:

Status: Agreed

R4-080331
Input on HNB Requirements
QUALCOMM Europe
Comments: the document has been presented and discussed during the conf call.

Status: Noted

R4-080100
TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3)
Motorola

Status: Revised in 460

R4-080460
TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3) (Motorola,Qualcomm)

Status: Revised in 506
R4-080506
TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3) (Motorola,Qualcomm,Nortel)

Comments: the editor will take care of the editorial correction in the reference.

Status: Revised in 525
R4-080525
TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3) (Motorola,Nortel)

Orange: unless we have a real degradation, why do we have to decrease the power.

Motorola: this is not mandatory it is just to address the scenario.  

Status: Agreed

R4-080330
Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: revised in 457

R4-080457
Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Revised in 516
R4-080516
Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item (QUALCOMM Europe)
Comments: 

NSN: the understanding of the group on the section 8. model for min performance tests were proposed. This is has not been the opinion of the group to modify the way the bs is tested. Model : scenario where you have multiple BS. NSN prefers not to have this.

Qualcomm: the sentence does not say that it was adopted, they present model that can be used.

NSN: maybe this can be added in the simulation part as a raccomendation.

Qualcomm: the idea was not to reference the companies.

NSN: the way forward agreed in the telco was to give suggestion in the table. Company specific.

A-L: we do not need to spend too much time to stecify minimum requirement or test requirement. They agree to remove this sentence if it is controversial and then we will see when it will become a work item.

Status: Revised in 524
R4-080524
Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Agreed

R4-080096
Minutes of Home NodeB/ ENodeB Telephone Conference #6, Jan 25,2008
Motorola

Status: Noted

R4-080097
Minutes of Home NodeB/ ENodeB Telephone Conference #7, Jan 31, 2008
Motorola

Status: Noted

R4-080149
Simulation assumptions for the block of flats scenario
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080150
Simulation results for the Home NodeB downlink performance within the block of flats scenario
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080151
Simulation results for Home NodeB to macro UE downlink co-existence within the block of flats scenario
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080152
Simulation results for Home NodeB uplink performance in case of adjacent channel deployment within the block of flats scenario
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080153
Simulation results for Home NodeB uplink performance in case of co-channel deployment within the block of flats scenario
Ericsson

Status: Revised in 464

R4-080464
TR 25.822: Correction of UARFCN definition (Ericsson)

Status: Noted
R4-080154
Simulation results for Home NodeB to Macro NodeB uplink interference within the block of flats scenario
Ericsson

Status: Noted
R4-080155
Home NodeB maximum output power from the maximum UE input level point of view
Ericsson

NSN: what is the way forward?

Orange: when changing the value of the power it is better to have an impact on the tput achieved by the UE.

Ericsson: thyey do not have, of course it will be UE dependent. There will be a UE loss.

Motorola: in the work item phase we will prose to look at the issue of b locking, the power to be settable, it will be under the operator control. These issues will be looked in the work item phase. 

Status: noted

R4-080329
3GPP Home NodeB Interference Analysis
QUALCOMM Europe

Status: revised in 409

R4-080409
3GPP Home NodeB Interference Analysis (QUALCOMM Europe)

Status: Noted

R4-080358
TR 25.820: Way forward
Motorola
Status: Withdrawn
The study item can be closed it will be reported to the plenary.
7.2 Evaluation of the inclusion of Path Loss Based Technology in the UTRAN [RANFS-Pathloss]
Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080344
Evaluation of the inclusion of Path Loss Based Technology in the UTRAN [RANFS-Pathloss]
Polaris Wireless
Comments: The table of content is not updated. Section 6: are these studies in ra 2 or ran 3 and then it will be incorporated.
PolarisWireless: The architecture is already defined so changes are required we will need only to import a drawing.

Nokia: this will not have any implications in the devices.. It maybe useful to add a section where we demonstrate that there are not implications in the devices to increase the level of confidence.

Status: Noted
7.3 Study Items under responsibility of other groups; 
No contributions submitted under this agenda item
7.4 Closed studies
No contributions submitted under this agenda item

8 Liaison and output to other groups

Per-tdoc comments:

R4-080468
Draft Response LS on LS Automatic Neighbour Relation (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed

R4-080426
LS on implications of MIMO precoding schemes on RAN 4 requirements (RAN 4)
Status: Agreed
R4-080428
Draft Reply LS on Home Node B/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization (BMWi)

Status: Revised in 436

R4-080436
Draft Reply LS on Home Node B/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization (BMWi)

Comments:
Do we know to what extent GPS or eGPS  can satify to this requirement when we know the Home Node B is deployed in indoor environment.

The als accepts the 7 points. And one is saysing that accepts the Home Node B is equipped with GPS.

Suggeste change: At the beginning SA2 indicated. And  ‘which are found acceptable’ ( ‘they have been suggested’

T-Mobile: why from ran 4 point of the last paragraph is contradicting. It is more a legal issue than a legal issue.

More mofications are needed.

BMWi: equipment must be self sufficient in order to avoid harmful interference. It is a business of ran 4 to avoid harmul interference, it is a business to SA 2 to decide how to do that.  

Agreement not to send the LS and not to spend more time on this.

Status: Withdrawn
R4-080458
Draft LS to RAN 2 on mobility from E-UTRA to UTRA without explicit neighbour cell list (Nokia Siemens Network)

Status: Agreed

R4-080484
LS to Ran 2 on Scale of Reported Measurement Quantities (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed

R4-080396
Response LS from RAN4 to RAN 5 on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1. (Agilent)
Comments:

Nokia asks what is the message to RAN 5 on the testing area. It seems that ran 4 tries to assess if the principle is applied to OTA. This has not been agreed/
Agilent: Agree that the wording is not correct. The intent of the comment on OTA and shared risk was to indicate to RAN5 that this was an area of discussion in RAN4 and that the working assumption for LTE was the same as for UMTS (i.e. test tolerances would be applied).

Vodafone: asks who is supposed to have the discussion about the shared risk.
Nokia: Ran 4 should b aware that you can not develop a device based on the general requirement but you have to see the test requirement. We have to give an indication to ran5 that this way of working has to be considered for some particular cases only. 

Chairman: such kind of discussions will be considered in the future in RAN 4. 

Agilent: Suggests to delete the sentence on the shared risk. The purpose of the LS is to provide information in support of a testing workshop. The information on shared risk was not the focus of the LS.

Nokia: They would like a clear statement to take into account exactly the comment by Nokia.

Telecom Italia: the sentence should be kept.

Status: Revised in 543

R4-080543
Response LS from RAN4 to RAN 5 on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1. (Agilent) 
The shared risk sentence was deleted. After further discussion it was agreed to remove the reference and comment in the LS to the original list of RAN5 test issues.

Status: revised in 549
R4-080549
Response LS from RAN4 to RAN 5 on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1. (Agilent)

Status: Agreed
R4-080526
LS on bandwidth restrictions for shared carrier MBSFN (Nokia)
Status: Withdrawn
R4-080535
Reply to LS on switch time requirements for LTE TDD (Ericsson)

Status: Agreed
9 Revision of the Work Plan
WORK plan and Completion level discussed in e-mail reflector. (080002)
10 Future meetings
	Meeting 
	Dates
	Place

	3GPPRAN4
46 Bis7
	31 Mar. - 4 Apr. 2008 
	Shenzhen, China

	3GPPRAN4
47
	5 - 9 May 2008 
	Kansas City

	3GPPRAN4
47bis
	16 - 20 June 2008 
	Munich

	3GPPRAN4
48
	18 - 21 Aug 2008
	South Korea

	
	
	


11 Any Other Buiseness

12 Close of Meeting
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	Report of RAN#38
	Chair
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	R4-080003
	Approval
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	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.5.2: Frequency error)
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	Revised in 510
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	6.1.4.2
	R4-080008
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.6.1: Occupied bandwidth)
	Fujitsu
	Revised in 511
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.2
	R4-080009
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.6.2: Adjacent Channel Leakage power Ratio (ACLR))
	Fujitsu
	Revised in 512
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	6.1.4.2
	R4-080010
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 1 to 6.6.4: Transmitter spurious emissions )
	Fujitsu
	Revised in 513
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.5
	R4-080011
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Annex H: Acceptable uncertainty of Test Equipment)
	Fujitsu
	Revised in 514
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.5
	R4-080012
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (for Annex I: Test Tolerances)
	Fujitsu
	Revised in 515
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080013
	Discussion
	 
	RRM Requirements
	Additional performance results for Intra-Frequency cell search for LTE
	Texas Instruments Inc. 
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.12
	R4-080014
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS1500
	Correction of the note for Band XI BS ACLR
	Fujitsu
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	469
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080015
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Omissions of minimum requirements for blocking characteristics
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	246
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080016
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Omissions of minimum requirements for blocking characteristics
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	247
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080017
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Deleting redundant notes for receiver spurious emission
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	248
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080018
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Deleting redundant notes for receiver spurious emission 
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	249
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080019
	Approval
	 
	LCRTDD-EDCH-RF
	Discussion on UE EVM requirements for UL 16QAM
	CATT
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080020
	CR
	Rel-7
	LCRTDD-EDCH-RF
	Adding EVM requirement for UL 16QAM
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	250
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080021
	Approval
	 
	MBMS-RANPhysLCRTDD
	Further consideration on LCR TDD MBSFN channel models
	CATT
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080022
	Approval
	 
	MBMS-RANPhysLCRTDD
	MCCH&MTCH demodulation simulation results for LCR TDD MBSFN
	CATT
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080023
	CR
	Rel-7
	MBMSE-RANPhysLCRTDD
	Adding requirements for MBSFN capable UE (dedicated carrier case)
	CATT
	Revised in 411
	 
	25.102
	251
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080024
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.105
	214
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080025
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Revised in 390
	 
	25.105
	215
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080026
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.142
	228
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080027
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Revised in 391
	 
	25.142
	229
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080028
	TP
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.803
	CATT
	Noted
	Treated again in the drafting session to have a  unique CR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080029
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN-Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.101
	CATT 
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.101
	1
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080030
	Text proposal
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.804
	CATT
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080031
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN_Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.104
	CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.104
	1
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080032
	Text proposal
	 
	RAN-Evo
	TP to TR36.804 on E-UTRA BS Spurious Emissions for E-UTRA/UTRA TDD and FDD Coexistence
	CATT, IPWireless
	Revised in 489
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080033
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Further considerations on Gap Length Design for Gap-assisted Measurements for E-UTRA TDD
	CATT
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080034
	Text proposal
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Text proposal for TDD measurements Gap Length in TR36.801
	CATT
	Agreed
	The document will be treated in the ad-hoc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080035
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN-Evo
	TDD measurements Gap Length in TS36.133
	CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.133
	1
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080036
	Text proposal
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Text proposal for mobility requirements for E-UTRA to UTRA TDD
	CATT
	Revised in 459
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.3
	R4-080037
	Discussion
	 
	RANimp-Repeaters1.28TDD
	LCR TDD Repeater specification Items
	RITT, 
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080038
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TP for 36.104, BS TX Dynamic range
	NTT DoCoMo, NXP
	Revised in 477
	Taking into consideration the documents in 84,113,395 revisit this TP to progress in this area.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080039
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP for E-UTRA UE channel bandwidth on band 5/9/11 for TS36.101
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	Motorola related document in 311. Treated again in the drafting session to have a  unique CR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080040
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Revised in 469
	 
	25.113
	38
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080041
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	E-mail discussions found that there are some errors in the CR, the CR will be only replaced by a  company CR in the plenary.
	25.133
	926r1
	1
	B
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080042
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.104, Characteristics of the interfering signals (Annex C)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080043
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.104, Environmental requirements for the BS equipment (Annex D)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.5
	R4-080044
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141, E-UTRA BS Reference measurement channels (Annex A)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	Editor will merge this TP and TP in 58 in a reasonable manner.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.5
	R4-080045
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF 
	TS 36.141, Characteristics of the interfering signals (Annex C)
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.5
	R4-080046
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141, E-UTRA BS RX measurement system set ups (Annex K)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080047
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS Reference sensitivity level
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	The editor will correct the error in section 7.2.1 where the word 'Figure' is repeated twice.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080048
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF 
	TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS ACS and narrow band blocking
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	In 7.5.4.2 the editor is modifien the text by putting the step 4 in square brakets, and ran 4 will discuss further.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080049
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS Blocking
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	The editor will take care of replacing 'carrier edge' with 'channel edge' in this spec AND in the core spec.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080050
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS receiver spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	7.7.4.2 The editor is modifing the text by putting the step 4 in square brakets, and ran 4 will discuss further.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080051
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF 
	TS 36.141, E-UTRA FDD BS Receiver intermodulation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	7.8.4.2 The editor is modifing the text by putting the step 4 in square brakets, and ran 4 will discuss further.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080052
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF 
	FCC limits for Unwanted emissions, Cat B <1GHz
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.1
	R4-080053
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF 
	Background information for TR 36.942
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080054
	Text Proposal
	 
	RAN_Evo
	Text proposal for 36.803 on modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization
	China Mobile, CATT
	Noted
	Treated again in the drafting session to have a  unique CR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080055
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN-Evo
	Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.101
	China Mobile, CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.101
	2
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080056
	Text proposal
	 
	RAN_Evo
	Text proposal for 36.804 on modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization
	China Mobile,CATT
	Noted
	Problem in table A.2-1 about the max tput.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080057
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN_Evo
	Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.104
	China Mobile,CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.104
	2
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.4.1
	R4-080058
	Text proposal
	 
	RAN_Evo
	Text proposal for 36.141 on modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization
	China Mobile,CATT
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.4
	R4-080059
	CR
	Rel-8
	 
	Specification of enhanced performance requirements type 3i for HSDPA based on receiver diversity and interference-aware chip level equaliser
	AT&T, Ericsson, InterDigital, Marvell, Motorola, Nokia, Qualcomm, Tensorcomm, Texas Instruments
	Revised in 495
	 
	25.101
	582
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080060
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Ideal simulation results for PUSCH
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080061
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Simulation results with implementation margin for PUSCH
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080062
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Ideal simulation results for PRACH
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080063
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Simulation results with implementation margin for PRACH
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080064
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 1 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080065
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 2 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080066
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 3 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Revised in 442
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080067
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 4 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Revised in 443
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080068
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 5 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080069
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 6 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Revised in 445
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080070
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 7 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080071
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 8 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	
MCC action: Check the drafting rules for table numbering
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080072
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 9 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080073
	Information
	R99
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080074
	Information
	Rel-4
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080075
	Information
	Rel-5
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080076
	Information
	Rel-6
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080077
	Information
	Rel-7
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080078
	Information
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.307
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080079
	Information
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.331
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080080
	Information
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.461
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Revised in 491
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080081
	Information
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.466
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.10
	R4-080082
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	Corrections on spurious emissions limits for coexistence with CDMA850
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	470
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080083
	LS out
	 
	LTE-RF
	Draft LS on signalling Intra/Inter-frequency measurement bandwidth
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	Revised in 541
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080084
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	BS TX dynamic range
	Panasonic
	Noted
	Related document in 113,395,38
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080085
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TP for 36.104: Editorial correction of operating band unwanted emission requirements for Category A
	Fujitsu, NTT DoCoMo, Panasonic
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080086
	TP
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.101
	CATT 
	Noted
	Treated again in the drafting session to have a  unique CR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080087
	TP
	 
	RAN_Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.104
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080088
	TP
	 
	RAN-Evo
	TDD measurements Gap Length in TS36.133
	CATT
	Noted
	The TP can be merged into a larger TP.6
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.2
	R4-080089
	Approval
	 
	LTE-Repeaters
	LTE Repeater Requirement: Frequency band and channel arrangement
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.2
	R4-080090
	Approval
	 
	LTE-Repeaters
	LTE Repeater Requirement: Output_Power
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.2
	R4-080091
	Approval
	 
	LTE-Repeaters
	LTE Repeater Requirement: Out of band gain
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.2
	R4-080092
	Approval
	 
	LTE-Repeaters
	LTE Repeater Requirement: Input_Intermodulation
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.2
	R4-080093
	Approval
	 
	LTE-Repeaters
	LTE Repeater Requirement: ACRR
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.12
	R4-080094
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS1500
	Introduction of UMTS1500 requirements
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	25.106
	58
	 
	B
	 

	6.12
	R4-080095
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS1500
	Introduction of UMTS1500 requirements
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	25.143
	69
	 
	B
	 

	7.1
	R4-080096
	Information
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Minutes of Home NodeB/ ENodeB Telephone Conference #6, Jan 25,2008
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080097
	Information
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Minutes of Home NodeB/ ENodeB Telephone Conference #7, Jan 31, 2008
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080098
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Requirements (5.1)
	Motorola
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080099
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Deployment Configurations (5.2)
	Motorola
	Revised in 485
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080100
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3)
	Motorola
	Revised in 460
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080101
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Home Node B Class Definitions (5.4)
	Motorola
	Revised in 486
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080102
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Summary and Conclusions (8 & 9)
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080103
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Radio Interface Architecture and Protocols (6)
	Motorola
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080104
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: Way forward
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080105
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	15-Code Simulation Results  Ideal and with Implementation Margin
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080106
	Discussion
	 
	 
	E-RGCH Ideal Simulation Results with Probability of Missed HOLD = 0.001 
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080107
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Detection performance of E-DCH Relative Grant Channel
	Panasonic
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080108
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Inter-Frequency RSRP Measurement with different GAP periods
	Huawei
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080109
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Discussion on E-UTRAN FDD-FDD inter frequency measurement requirements
	Huawei
	Noted
	Related document in 162 and 323. Ericsson supports point 2.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080110
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Intra-frequency cell identification performance result
	Huawei
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080111
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Considerations on handover requirements
	Huawei
	Revised in 452
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080112
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Way forward on E-RGCH missed hold requirement
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080113
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Proposal for eNB TX dynamic range requirement
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	Related documents in 38,84,395
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.10
	R4-080114
	Approval
	 
	RAN-Evo
	TR36.801 Measurement requirements, v0.5.0
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080115
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 EMC requirements
	Nokia
	Revised in 481
	 
	34.124
	30
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080116
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements
	Nokia
	Revised in 416
	 
	25.101
	583
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080117
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	LTE UE Minimum Output power
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	Issue related to EVM requirement when pasing from -30dBm to -40dBm will be addressed by Motorola.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080118
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Reconsideration on 2Tx Codebook for Precoding
	NTT DoCoMo, Fujitsu, NEC, Panasonic
	Agreed
	RAN 4 will inform RAN 1 on the decisions with a LS.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080119
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	LTE UL simulation results for PUSCH
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080120
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE BS in-channel selectivity testing
	Ericsson
	Revised in 453
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080121
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE BS receiver dynamic range testing
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	The editor will replace test tolerances by TT.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.1
	R4-080122
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE BS test scope
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Agreed in principle but ran 4 need furhter discussions on how to specify the core requirements.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080123
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	CR to TS 25.105 for inclusion of MBSFN DOB
	Ericsson
	Revised in 546
	Unformal voting shows the following situation: Two companies are against one company is in favour.
	25.105
	216
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080124
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP UE power class
	Ericsson
	Noted
	It will be treated again in the ad-hoc session
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.3
	R4-080125
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP Receiver Requirements: REFSENS, ACS blocking
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Proposal to create an LS out to RAN 1 RAN 2 RAN 5 to ask confirmation about the set-up. Discussed in the Ad hoc.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080126
	Approval
	 
	 
	PDSCH results with receiver impairments
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080127
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	E-UTRA Correlation matrixes for 4x2 and 4x4 antennas
	Ericsson
	Noted
	The discussion is on going it will be discussed in next meeting
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080128
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	MBSFN channel models
	Ericsson
	Noted
	The discussion is on going it will be discussed in next meeting
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080129
	Approval
	 
	 
	TS 36.104: TP for general updates
	Ericsson
	Revised in 537
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080130
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.104: TP for High Speed Train models
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080131
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.104: TP for inclusion of Band 12, 13 and 14 requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 427
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.1
	R4-080132
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141: TP for General test conditions and declarations
	Ericsson
	Revised in 447
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080133
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.104
	Ericsson
	Revised in 462
	 
	25.104
	302
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080134
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.141
	Ericsson
	Revised in 463
	 
	25.141
	471
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080135
	Approval
	 
	 
	TR 25.822: Correction of UARFCN definition
	Ericsson
	Revised in 464
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.9
	R4-080136
	Information
	 
	RInImp8-UMTSLTE3500
	3500 MHz band status in Europe
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080137
	Information
	 
	TEI7
	LMU performance simulations
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080138
	Discussion
	 
	TEI-7
	CQI simulation assumptions, legacy requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Simulations assumptions are accepted by ran 4.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080139
	Discussion
	 
	TEI-7
	CQI simulation assumptions, 64-QAM related requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Simulations assumptions are accepted by ran 4.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080140
	Discussion
	 
	TEI-7
	CQI simulation results, legacy requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Based on the simulation results in Tables 1-3, it is recommended that the variance requirement is set such that 90% of the CQI reports during Tmeasure is within M +/- 2.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080141
	Discussion
	 
	TEI-7
	CQI simulation results, 64-QAM related requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	: Based on the simulation results in Tables 1-3, it is recommended that the variance requirement is set such that the 90% of the CQI reports during Tmeasure is within M ± 2.  The recommended high and low geometry values are 5 and 15.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080142
	Discussion
	 
	TEI-7
	Draft CR for updated CQI requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Ad hoc session to agree on the CR.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080143
	Discussion
	 
	TEI-7
	Correction of 64QAM FRC TB-size
	Ericsson
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080144
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Practical results for 15-Code testcases
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080145
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Ideal results for 64QAM+MIMO demodulation
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080146
	Discussion
	 
	 
	CQI simulation assumptions, 64QAM+MIMO
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080147
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE demodulation requirement
	Ericsson
	Revised in 544
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs.
	25.102
	252
	 
	B
	 

	6.11
	R4-080148
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 545
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs.
	25.102
	253
	 
	B
	 

	7.1
	R4-080149
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Simulation assumptions for the block of flats scenario
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080150
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Simulation results for the Home NodeB downlink performance within the block of flats scenario
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080151
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Simulation results for Home NodeB to macro UE downlink co-existence within the block of flats scenario
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080152
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Simulation results for Home NodeB uplink performance in case of adjacent channel deployment within the block of flats scenario
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080153
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Simulation results for Home NodeB uplink performance in case of co-channel deployment within the block of flats scenario
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080154
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Simulation results for Home NodeB to Macro NodeB uplink interference within the block of flats scenario
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080155
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Home NodeB maximum output power from the maximum UE input level point of view
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080156
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB: Impact on RRM
	Ericsson
	Revised in 547
	There are two obejctions.
	25.123
	391
	 
	B
	 

	5
	R4-080157
	Discussion
	 
	 
	System Model to Study Impact of E-DCH Phase Discontinuity
	Ericsson
	Noted
	The proponent clarified that the title is un-appropriate.
Ad hoc to find a conclusion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080158
	Discussion
	 
	 
	System Impact Evaluation of E-DCH Phase Discontinuity
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080159
	Discussion
	 
	 
	E-UTRA Intra-Frequency Cell Identification Performance Results
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080160
	Discussion
	 
	 
	System Impact of Different Inter-Frequency Handover Evaluation Criteria
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080161
	Discussion
	 
	 
	TDD Intra-Frequency RSRP Measurement Performance
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080162
	Discussion
	 
	 
	FDD Inter-Frequency RSRP Measurement Performance Requirements
	Ericsson, NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080163
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Impact of Sub-frame Configuration on TDD Inter-Frequency RSRP Measurement Performance
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Related document in 224
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.2
	R4-080164
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Simulation Results: UTRA Cell Identification without Neighbour Cell List in E-UTRAN Idle Mode
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080165
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Simulation Results: UTRA Cell Identification without Neighbour Cell List in E-UTRAN RRC Connected Mode
	Ericsson
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080166
	Approval
	 
	 
	Handover Requirements in TS 36.133
	Ericsson
	Noted
	The document will be either merged into a lager TP or withdrawn.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080167
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to 36.104 on PUSCH performance requirements
	Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics,
NTT DoCoMo
	Revised in 356
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080168
	Discussion
	 
	 
	TP to 36.104 on PRACH performance requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	It will be merged into a larger TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080169
	Discussion
	 
	 
	TP to 36.104 on PUCCH performance requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	It will be merged into a large TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080170
	Discussion
	 
	 
	PUSCH simulation results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080171
	Discussion
	 
	 
	PRACH simulation results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080172
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Ideal PUCCH results
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080173
	Approval
	 
	 
	Minutes of eNodeB demodulation Phone Conference 2008 Jan 16
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080174
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Summary of PUSCH results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Revised in 490
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080175
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Summary of ideal PRACH results
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.4
	R4-080176
	Approval
	 
	 
	LTE BS demodulation performance testing
	Ericsson
	Revised in 444
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080177
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to 36.104 on EVM requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Discussions in the next meeting
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080178
	Decision
	 
	RInImp
	Impact of inner loop power control step size accuracy exceptions on link performance
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080179
	CR
	R99
	RInImp
	Inner Loop Power Control Accuracy
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 505
	Revised in 505
	25.101
	584
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080180
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp
	E-RGCH Miss Hold Probability
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080181
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp
	E-RGCH Link Performance
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Withdrawn
	The contribution is waiting for the decisions in this area.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080182
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 401
	 
	25.101
	585
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080183
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 403
	 
	25.101
	586
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080184
	CR
	Rel-7
	RANimp-64QamDownlink
	Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 407
	 
	25.101
	587
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080185
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	HS-SCCH Type nominator
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 405
	 
	25.101
	588
	 
	F
	 

	6.5
	R4-080186
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp
	Performance impact of Cell Identification Time in mobility environments.
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.10
	R4-080187
	Information
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Simulation results for 15 code FRC 16QAM/QPSK
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080188
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUSCH Demodulation Ideal Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Revised in 370
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080189
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUSCH Demodulation Implementation Margin Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Revised in 371
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080190
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUCCH Detection Ideal Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080191
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUCCH Detection Implementation Margin Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080192
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PRACH Detection Ideal Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	The simulation results are based on half CP delay.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080193
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PRACH Detection Implementation Margin Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080194
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PDSCH Demodulation Ideal Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080195
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PDSCH Demodulation Implementation Margin Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080196
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PDSCH Demodulation Results with Power Bost
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080197
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Multiuser Detection Requirement for the PUCCH
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080198
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Minimum Power Requirement  for the UE
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	Motorola does not agree on  using the wcdma specifications as baseline for lte.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080199
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PRACH Signal Reception Timing
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080200
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	LTE Channel Bandwidth Restriction
	Qualcomm Europe
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080201
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	AMPR Definitions
	Qualcomm Europe
	Revised in 372
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080202
	Discussion
	 
	 
	GSM BSIC Identification from E-UTRAN in 6 ms Gap
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.3
	R4-080203
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Minutes of LTE UE Demod Telco
	Motorola
	Noted
	Nokia was not present in the telconf while in the document Nokia is one of the participating companies.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080204
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Simulations assumptions for LTE UE Demod
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080205
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE UE demod performance with channel estimation
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080206
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE UE demod performance with receiver impairmarments
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080207
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	HSDPA demodulation results for 16 QAM and QPSK with 15-codes
	InterDigital
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080208
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Ideal simulation results for CQI requirements with updated test methodology
	InterDigital
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080209
	Discussion
	 
	Receiver requirement
	LTE UE PDSCH performance results
	Texas Instruments Inc. 
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080210
	Text Proposal
	 
	RAN_Evo
	Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.101
	China Mobile, CATT
	Noted
	Treated again in the drafting session to have a  unique CR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080211
	Text Proposal
	 
	RAN_Evo
	Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.104
	China Mobile,CATT
	Approved
	Changes in FRC needed. These changes are taken into account in 129.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080212
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Consideration on the Measurement gap design
	Research in Motion Ltd. (RIM)
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080213
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Measurement Gap Design for Mobility between E-UTRAN and HRPD/cdma2000 1X
	Motorola
	Revised in 343
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.9
	R4-080214
	Information
	 
	RInImp8-UMTSLTE3500
	Information on the future usage of the band, 3.4-4.2GHz in Japan
	ARIB
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080215
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Simulation results with implementation margin for 16QAM and QPSK with 15-codes
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080216
	Discussion
	 
	 
	CQI simulation results under periodically varying radio conditions
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080217
	Discussion
	 
	RANimp-64QamMimoHsdpa
	HS-PDSCH ideal simulation results for 64QAM+MIMO
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080218
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Performance Results for Intra-Frequency Cell Identification
	Samsung
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080219
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PDSCH simulations results 
	NEC
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080220
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PDSCH simulations results with receiver impairments
	NEC
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080221
	CR
	 
	TEI6
	Correction to Annex A.5.5.4
	NEC
	Agreed
	 
	25.133
	927
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080222
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE Maximum Output Power and Number of E-UTRA and/or URA operating bands
	NTT DoCoMo, T-mobile, Orange
	Revised in 410
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080223
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Performance requirements on UL Timing Adjustment
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080224
	Discussion
	 
	 
	TDD Inter-Frequency RSRP Performance Results in Baseline and Typical Sub-frame Configuration Scenarios
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Related document in 163
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6
	R4-080225
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	RAN4 work for Core Requirements and Performance Requirements
	Fujitsu
	Revised in 518
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080226
	Approval
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	Text Proposal for 36.101: Frequency error requirement
	Fujitsu
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.10
	R4-080227
	Discussion
	Rel-8
	TEI-8
	Simulation Results for UTRA Cell Identification Performance without neighbour cell list in RRC_CONNECTED mode
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.3
	R4-080228
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE output power for LTE max Rx input level
	Anritsu
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.3
	R4-080229
	Text Proposal
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	UE output power for LTE max Rx input level
	Anritsu
	Noted
	The discussion is still open and it will be discused again in next meeting.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080230
	Information
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUSCH results on 5MHz and 10MHz  with 2 and 4 receive antenna considering impairment 
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080231
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUSCH results on 1.4MHz, 3MHz, 15MHz and 20MHz with 2 receive antenna considering impairment 
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080232
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUSCH results on 1.4MHz, 3MHz, 15MHz and 20MHz with 4 receive antenna considering impairment
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080233
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	LTE eNode B demodulation results for PUCCH with impairment
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080234
	Information
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PRACH ideal simulation results with revised assumption
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080235
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PRACH simulation results with impairment
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080236
	Information
	 
	RAN-Evo
	LTE UE PDSCH demodulation results for SIMO case
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080237
	Information
	 
	RAN-Evo
	LTE UE PDSCH demodulation results for MIMO case
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080238
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	LTE UE PDSCH results with impairments
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.10
	R4-080239
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp
	Performance impact of Cell Identification Time in mobility environments.
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	Related document in 422
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080240
	Information
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Simulation results for 15 code FRC 16QAM/QPSK
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.10
	R4-080241
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Inter-RAT automatic neighbour cell determination
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	Related to 277
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080242
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Open items in E-UTRA / UTRA mobility
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	The document will be re-discussed in the ad-hoc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.2
	R4-080243
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal containing updates of LTE to UTRAN idle mobility in 36.133
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080244
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Considerations on mobility from E-UTRA to UTRA without explicit neighbour cell list
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks, Motorola
	Noted
	The conclusions are agreed by the group and the LS to RAN 2 will be drafted. LS out in 458.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080245
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH results with receiver impairments
	Freescale
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080246
	Information
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH simulation payload sizes with PBCH/SCH overhead
	Freescale
	Revised in 389
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080247
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Results for HSDPA 15 Code Reception with Implementation Margin 
	Marvell
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3
	R4-080248
	Approval
	 
	 
	Report Meeting #45
	MCC
	Approved
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080249
	LS in
	 
	 
	LS on radio problem detection as part of radio link failure handling (R1-080604 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	R4-080250
	LS in
	Rel-8
	GELTE
	LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking (GP-072030 Source: TSG GERAN, To: TSG RAN WG1,TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN)
	TSG GERAN
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080251
	LS in
	Rel-8
	LTE
	Response to RAN2 LS on SFN Reading from the Target Cell at HO (R2-074590) (R1-075108 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3, Cc: TSG RAN WG4)
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080252
	LS in
	Rel-8
	LTE
	Reply to LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking (R1-080610 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG GERAN, Cc: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4,TSG RAN)
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080253
	LS in
	Rel-8
	LTE
	 Reply to RAN2 LS on RACH Power Control Optimisation Use case (R1-080612 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4)
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080254
	LS in
	Rel-8
	SAE / LTE
	Response to LS on implications of MIMO schemes on RAN4 requirements (R1-080613 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	Related documents: 354 and 342
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080255
	LS in
	Rel-8
	LTE
	Half Duplex FDD Operation in LTE (R1-080614 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4,TSG RAN WG5, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080256
	LS in
	Rel-8
	LTE
	LS on switch time requirements for LTE TDD (R1-080615 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: None.)
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	Draft Response LS in 353.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080257
	LS in
	Rel-8
	LTE –Phys 
	LS on E-UTRA UL Power Control (R1-080616 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN WG2)
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080258
	LS in
	 
	LTE
	LS on RACH power control optimisation use case (R2-075463 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG1, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4)
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080259
	LS in
	Rel-8
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	RAN2 input to TR 25.820 (R2-075466 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080260
	LS in
	 
	SAE/LTE
	LS on CSG related mobility (stage2 text) (R2-075478 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG SA WG1,TSG RAN WG4,TSG GERAN, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG2,TSG CT WG1,TSG SA WG3)
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080261
	LS in
	Rel-8
	LTE-L23
	LS on value ranges (R2-080589 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4,TSG GERAN, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080262
	LS in
	Rel-8
	 
	Reply LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking (R2-080609 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG GERAN, Cc: TSG RAN,TSG RAN WG1,TSG RAN WG4)
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted
	Need a response?
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080263
	LS in
	Rel-8
	 
	LS on Automatic Neighbour Relation function (R3-072401 Source: TSG RAN WG3, To: TSG SA WG5, Cc: TSG RAN WG4,TSG RAN WG2)
	TSG RAN WG3
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080264
	LS in
	 
	 
	LS on Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function (R3-072403 Source: TSG RAN WG3, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG1,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG GERAN WG2,TSG SA WG5)
	TSG RAN WG3
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	R4-080265
	LS in
	Rel-7
	RInImp-UEAnt_Test
	LS on Test Tolerances for OTA UE Antenna (R5-073340 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN,TSG GERAN WG3)
	TSG RAN WG5
	Withdrawn
	Already discussed during last WG4 meeting.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080266
	LS in
	 
	-
	LS on Power Switching for CQI Reporting (R5-073378 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG5
	Withdrawn
	Already discussed during last WG4 meeting
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080267
	LS in
	Rel-8
	SAE
	Reply LS on Home NodeB/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization (S2-075833 Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4,TSG SA WG3, Cc: TSG SA WG1,TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG GERAN)
	TSG SA WG2
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080268
	LS in
	 
	 
	Coexistence in the 2.6 GHz band and also the BRAN and TFES harmonised standards (TFES-08-021 LS to ECC PT1 (2.6 GHz) Source: ERM/MSG TFES, To: Mr. Peter Scheele,Chairman ECC PT1, Cc: Mr. Christoph Woeste,Chairman ECC WG SE)
	ERM/MSG TFES
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080269
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-EVO
	PDSCH performance with and without impairments
	Marvell
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080270
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Results for the 15 code requirements with 16QAM/QPSK
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080271
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Simulation results for E-RGCH with revised missed HOLD target
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080272
	Discussion
	 
	RANimp-64QamMimoHsdpa
	FRC simulations for HSDPA MIMO with 64QAM
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080273
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Results for revised CQI requirements scenario
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.10
	R4-080274
	Discussion
	 
	 
	CQI report testing for MIMO HSDPA in static channel conditions
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080275
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE RSRP Measurement Accuracy Requirements
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Revised in 527
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080276
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Intra-frequency Cell Identification and measurement requirements and test cases
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	The document will be reconsidered during the ad hoc.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.10
	R4-080277
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE support for SON Automatic Neighbour Relation Function 
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	Related to 241
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080278
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Requirements for Handover and Cell Reselection Execution
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.2
	R4-080279
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	E-UTRA Cell Reselection Requirements
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	Document considered in the ad-hoc.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080280
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Measurement gap periodicity  
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	The group is happy with the conclusion on the documents.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080281
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE Measurement quantity analysis for mobility support  
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.10
	R4-080282
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Bandwidth restrictions for shared carrier MBSFN
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080283
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Ideal PDSCH simulation results
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080284
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH results with impairments
	Nokia
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080285
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Framework for LTE UE demodulation requirements
	Nokia
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080286
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 397
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	217
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080287
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Ideal PRACH results
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080288
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 398
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	218
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080289
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 399
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	219
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080290
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 400
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	220
	 
	A
	 

	6.5
	R4-080291
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Performance requirements for 15 code reception with 16QAM/QPSK (FDD)
	Renesas
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080292
	Discussion
	 
	MIMO-RF
	Simulation results  for HSDPA  MIMO + 64QAM
	Renesas
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080293
	Approval
	 
	RInImp-UEAnt_Test
	Test tolerance proposal for OTA testing
	Telecom Italia
	Revised in 394
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080294
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Clarification to measurements of UE with  Rx diversity concerning Tx and Rx requirements
	Rohde & Schwarz
	Noted
	Need more time.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080295
	Discussion
	 
	[RAN-Evo]
	Open points in the LTE UE EVM measurement
	Rohde & Schwarz
	Noted
	Related document in 368
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080296
	Discussion
	 
	[RAN-Evo]
	UL EVM  Determination of equalizer coefficients
	Rohde & Schwarz
	Noted
	Related to 368-295-315
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080297
	Approval
	 
	[RAN-Evo]
	TP to TR36.804: LTE DL EVM measurement
	Rohde & Schwarz
	Noted
	Come back next meeting
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080298
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	ACRR description
	Powerwave Technologies
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.956
	4
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080299
	CR
	Rel-7
	MBMSE-RANPhysFDD
	CR for TS25.101 for MBSFN FDD UE dem req
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
No need to have Mirror CR for Rel 8. It has been already implemented for Rel 8.
	25.101
	589
	 
	F
	 

	4
	R4-080300
	LS in
	Rel-8
	3G Long Term Evolution – Terminal Radio Transmission and 
	LS on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1. (R5-080405 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG5
	Noted
	Related LS out in 396
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080301
	LS in
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-2BIC
	LS on Test Scenarios for Type 3i Receiver Testing (R5-080416 Source: TSG RAN WG5, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG5
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080302
	Approval
	 
	RAN-RF
	PUSCH simulation assumptions
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080303
	Approval
	 
	RAN-RF
	PUCCH simulation assumptions
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080304
	Approval
	 
	RAN-RF
	PRACH simulation assumptions
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080305
	Information
	 
	RAN-RF
	Ideal simulation results for PRACH
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080306
	Information
	 
	RAN-RF
	Simulation results with implementation margin for PUSCH
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080307
	Information
	 
	RAN-RF
	Simulation results with implementation margin for PUCCH
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080308
	Information
	 
	RAN-RF
	Simulation results with implementation margin for PRACH
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.1
	R4-080309
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	RF scenarios: LTE UE power distribution
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080310
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: Specification update 
	Motorola
	Noted
	The complete CR will be treated before the end of the meeting.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080311
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for normal channel bandwidth
	Motorola
	Noted
	The document will be treated again in the ad-hoc (drafting) session.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080312
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for additional channel bandwidth
	Motorola
	Noted
	The document will be treated again in the ad-hoc (drafting) session.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080313
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for addition of Upper 700MHz band
	Motorola
	Noted
	Technically the proposal is agreed by several companies., Need to clarify how to handle the proposal in the specifications. It will be treated again in the ad-hoc session.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080314
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for UE Power Class
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	Way forward in paper from Ericsson is taking into considerations the issues raised by Motorola as well.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080315
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for EVM- in band spurious emission
	Motorola
	Agreed
	Related document 295-296-368
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080316
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for UE spurious emission
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080317
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for Spectrum emission mask 
	Motorola
	Agreed
	Related document in 372. Baseline for futher discussions
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.3
	R4-080318
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS36.101: TP for propagation channels
	Motorola / Ericsson
	Agreed
	Clean up with the introduction of high speed train.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080319
	Information
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH results with non-ideal estimation
	Freescale
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080320
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH results with non-ideal estimation and pilot power boosting
	Freescale
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080321
	Approval
	 
	 
	Text Proposal  Requirements for Handover from E-UTRA to UTRA
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080322
	Information
	 
	 
	Text Proposal  Editorial corrections to TS 36.133
	Motorola
	Agreed
	The editor will create a combined CR. From the drafting rule: "An existing element may be deleted and replaced with the term "Void." to minimize disruption to the numbering scheme. However, the title of the deleted element may be retained."
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080323
	Approval
	 
	 
	Text Proposal  E-UTRA inter-frequency monitoring requirements in RRC_CONNECTED
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080324
	Approval
	 
	 
	Text Proposal  Monitoring patterns and GSM measurements in RRC_CONNECTED
	Motorola
	Noted
	The  document will be re-discussed in detail in the ad-hoc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080325
	Approval
	 
	 
	Text Proposal  Refinements to E-UTRA handover
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.2
	R4-080326
	Approval
	 
	 
	Inter-Frequency and Inter-RAT Mobility Measurements during RRC_IDLE
	Motorola
	Noted
	The document will be treated during the ad-hoc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080327
	Approval
	 
	 
	Neighbour Cell Monitoring in RRC_CONNECTED during DRX operation
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080328
	Approval
	 
	 
	Monitoring Multiple Inter-Frequency and Inter-RAT Layers in RRC_CONNECTED
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080329
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	3GPP Home NodeB Interference Analysis
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 409
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080330
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 457
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080331
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Input on HNB Requirements
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	Presented during the conf call.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6
	R4-080332
	info
	 
	 
	Overview of Integrated Networks & Addition of 1980-2020 and 2170-2200 MHz band
	TerreStar Networks
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6
	R4-080333
	Info
	 
	 
	Draft new WID: Addition of 1980-2020 and 2170-2200 MHz band
	TerreStar Networks
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080334
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE cell identification performance in multi-cell environment
	NXP
	Revised in 455
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.3
	R4-080335
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Considerations about impact of BS Power control dynamic range on the UE Receiver performance
	NXP
	Revised in 395
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080336
	Discussion
	 
	 
	PDSCH demodulation results
	NXP
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080337
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Results for HSDPA 15 Code Reception with 16QAM/QPSK
	Marvell
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080338
	LS in
	 
	 
	Liaison from ECC PT1 to ETSI BRAN, ETSI TFES, WG SE and SE PT 42 concerning the coexistence in the 2.6 GHz band and also the BRAN (EN 302 544 (draft)) and TFES (EN 301 908) harmonised standards (RP-070992 Source: ECC PT1, To: , Cc: Mr Jamshid KhunJush,TSG
	ECC PT1
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080339
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH simulation results without implementation margin
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080340
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH simulation results with implementation margin
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080341
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	Simulation results for LTE intra frequency cell identification
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080342
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Further consideration on UE demodulation requirements 
	LG Electronics
	Noted
	related to LS 254-354.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080343
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Measurement Gap Design for Mobility between E-UTRAN and HRPD/cdma2000 1X
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	213

	7.2
	R4-080344
	Information
	 
	 
	Evaluation of the inclusion of Path Loss Based Technology in the UTRAN [RANFS-Pathloss]
	Polaris Wireless
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080345
	Discussion
	 
	 
	E-UTRA Intra-Frequency Cell Search Performance Results
	Marvell
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080346
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	LTE DL-SCH simulation results with non-ideal channel estimation
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080347
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	LTE DL-SCH simulation results with implementation impairments
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080348
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Revised in 412
	 
	25.141
	472
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080349
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Revised in 413
	 
	25.141
	473
	 
	A
	 

	6.1.5.10
	R4-080350
	Discussion
	 
	 
	On Radio Problem Detection
	Ericsson
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080351
	Approval
	 
	 
	Intra-Frequency Absolute Measurement Accuracy
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080352
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Support of 10 MHz for Bands V, VI and VIII
	Ericsson
	Noted
	The document will be treated again in the ad-hoc (drafting) session.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080353
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Proposed reply to LS on TDD switch time requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Draft response LS to 256. Need more time to have consensus for the dtaft LS out.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080354
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Proposed spatial multiplexing and CDD test cases
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Related to LS 254.
LG, Freescale and Samsung would like to have small delay CDD tested, Nokia Ericsson and NTTDoCoMo thinks that gains are not sufficiently high to specify requirements. Motorola agrees with the possible idea of sending an LS to RAN 1.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080355
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Proposed TDD test cases for PDSCH
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080356
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to 36.104 on PUSCH performance requirements
	Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics, NTT DoCoMo, Alcatel-Lucent 

NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	167

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080357
	Discussion
	 
	E-UTRA RRM
	E-UTRA Intra-frequency Cell Search Performance Results 
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080358
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: Way forward
	Motorola
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080359
	Discussion
	 
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	15-Code Simulation Results  Ideal and with Implementation Margin
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080360
	Discussion
	 
	 
	E-RGCH Ideal Simulation Results with Probability of Missed HOLD = 0.001 
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080361
	Discussion
	 
	 
	MBSFN DoB
	NextWave, IPWireless
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080362
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Technical Observation on the DoB Proposal
	NextWave, IPWireless
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080363
	LS out
	 
	 
	DRAFT LS: Downlink Optimised Broadcast 3.84 Mcps TDD
	NextWave
	Not agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080364
	Information
	 
	LTE-RF
	PUCCH Simulation Results with Implementation Margin
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080365
	Information
	 
	LTE-RF
	Ideal PRACH Simulation Results
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080366
	Information
	 
	LTE-RF
	PRACH Simulation Results with Implementation Margin
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080367
	Information
	 
	LTE-RF
	PUSCH Simulation Results with Implementation Margin
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080368
	Discussion
	 
	 
	On the EVM measurement procedure
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Related to 295-296
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080369
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Scale of Reported Measurement Quantities
	Ericsson
	Noted
	RAN 4 agrees on the content. An LS to RAN 2  will be prepared  to inform RAN2 about this approach.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080370
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUSCH Demodulation Ideal Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	188

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080371
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	PUSCH Demodulation Implementation Margin Results
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	189

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080372
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	AMPR Definitions
	Qualcomm Europe
	Noted
	It will be considered again in the ad-hoc session Related document in 317
	 
	 
	 
	 
	201

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080373
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Additions to simulation assumptions for TDD 
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Discussion duriong ad-hoc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080374
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Considerations for determining TDD switch times.
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Discussion paper related to the reply LS in 353 to LS in 256.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080375
	Discussion
	 
	TEI-7
	CQI Simulation Results for Switched Geometry
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.2
	R4-080376
	Approval
	 
	LTE-Repeaters
	LTE Repeater Requirement: Input_Intermodulation
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080377
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	590
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080378
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	591
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080379
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	303
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080380
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	304
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080381
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	474
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080382
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	475
	 
	A
	 

	6.5
	R4-080383
	Information
	 
	HSDPA 15 codes
	Minutes of conference call for progression on 15 code HSDPA requirements for 16QAM/QPSK
	Vodafone
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080384
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	PRACH simulation results with and without implementation margin
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080385
	Discussion
	 
	RANimp-64QamMimoHsdpa
	Ideal simulation results for HSDPA demodulation with 64QAM+MIMO
	InterDigital
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080386
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE measurement quantity for mobility for understanding received signal quality in cell 
	Vodafone
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080387
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	High and low speed mobility  outstanding issues
	Vodafone
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080388
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	LTE PDSCH demodulation results with receiver impairments
	InterDigital
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080389
	Information
	 
	LTE-RF
	PDSCH simulation payload sizes with PBCH/SCH overhead
	Freescale
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	246

	5
	R4-080390
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.105
	215r1
	1
	A
	25

	5
	R4-080391
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.142
	229r1
	1
	A
	27

	6.8
	R4-080392
	Information
	 
	 
	Technical Conditions applied for UMTS 2300 MHz UE in China
	CCSA
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.8
	R4-080393
	Information
	 
	 
	Technical Conditions applied for UMTS 2300 MHz BS in China
	CCSA
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080394
	Approval
	 
	RInImp-UEAnt_Test
	Test tolerance proposal for OTA testing
	Telecom Italia, AT&T, China Mobile, Orange, Telefonica, Vodafone
	Noted
	Related to LS from RAN 5 in 265.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	293

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080395
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Considerations about impact of BS Power control dynamic range on the UE Receiver performance
	NXP
	Noted
	Related documents in 38,84,113
	 
	 
	 
	 
	335

	8
	R4-080396
	Approval
	 
	 
	Response LS from RAN4 to RAN 5 on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1.
	Agilent
	Revised in 543
	Related LS in in 300
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080397
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	217r1
	1
	F
	286

	5
	R4-080398
	CR
	Rel-5
	TEI
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	218r1
	1
	A
	288

	5
	R4-080399
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	219r1
	1
	A
	289

	5
	R4-080400
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	220r1
	1
	A
	290

	5
	R4-080401
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 487
	 
	25.101
	585r1
	1
	F
	182

	5
	R4-080402
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 488
	 
	25.101
	592
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080403
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	586r1
	1
	F
	183

	5
	R4-080404
	CR
	Rel-8
	MIMO-RF
	Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	593
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080405
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	HS-SCCH Type nominator
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	588r1
	1
	F
	185

	5
	R4-080406
	CR
	Rel-8
	MIMO-RF
	HS-SCCH Type nominator
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	594
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080407
	CR
	Rel-7
	RANimp-64QamDownlink
	Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	587r1
	1
	F
	184

	5
	R4-080408
	CR
	Rel-8
	RANimp-64QamDownlink
	Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	595
	 
	A
	 

	7.1
	R4-080409
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	3GPP Home NodeB Interference Analysis
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	329

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080410
	Discussion
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE Maximum Output Power and Number of E-UTRA and/or URA operating bands
	NTT DoCoMo, T-mobile, Orange, Telecom Italia
	Noted
	It will be treated again in the ad-hoc session
	 
	 
	 
	 
	222

	5
	R4-080411
	CR
	Rel-7
	MBMSE-RANPhysLCRTDD
	Adding requirements for MBSFN capable UE (dedicated carrier case)
	CATT
	Agreed
	The technical content is approved.
	25.102
	251r1
	1
	F
	23

	5
	R4-080412
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	472r1
	1
	F
	348

	5
	R4-080413
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	473r1
	1
	A
	349

	5
	R4-080414
	CR
	 
	TEI6
	Correction to Annex A.5.5.4
	NEC
	Agreed
	 
	25.133
	928
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080415
	CR
	 
	TEI6
	Correction to Annex A.5.5.4
	NEC
	Agreed
	 
	25.133
	929
	 
	A
	 

	6.6
	R4-080416
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements
	Nokia
	Revised in 482
	 
	25.101
	583r1
	1
	B
	116

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080417
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-EVO
	PDSCH performance with and without impairments
	Marvell
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080418
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Timing of PRACH definitions for fading channels
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080419
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Summary of PRACH results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Revised in 441
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080420
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Summary of PUCCH results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Revised in 440
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080421
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Summary of ideal PUCCH results
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.10
	R4-080422
	Discussion
	 
	 
	New Cell Identification Time Requirements for UE in non-Idle DRX
	Marvell
	Noted
	Related document in 239
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080423
	CR
	R99
	TEI
	Update of NOTE in Category B BS Spurious Emissions
	IPWireless
	Withdrawn
	 
	3.15.0
	1
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080424
	Information
	 
	 
	Summary of ad-hoc on E-RGCH missed hold
	NSN
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080425
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting multipath detection level in LMU performance specification
	TruePosition, Ericsson
	Agreed
	Ercissson is presenting it.
	25.111
	1
	 
	F
	 

	8
	R4-080426
	LS out
	 
	 
	LS on implications of MIMO precoding schemes on RAN 4 requirements
	RAN 4
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080427
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.104: TP for inclusion of Band 12, 13 and 14 requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 542
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	131

	 
	R4-080428
	LS out
	 
	Home Node B/eNode B
	Draft Reply LS on Home Node B/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization
	BMWi
	Revised in 436
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080429
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	305
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080430
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	306
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080431
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	307
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080432
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	476
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080433
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	477
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080434
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI6
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	478
	 
	A
	 

	6.1.1
	R4-080435
	Approval
	 
	 
	E-UTRA work Item RF system scenarios TR 36.942
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	R4-080436
	LS out
	 
	Home Node B/eNode B
	Draft Reply LS on Home Node B/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization
	BMWi
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	428

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080437
	Approval
	 
	 
	TS 36.104: TP for BS output power
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080438
	Approval
	 
	 
	TS 36.104: TP for frequency error
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080439
	Approval
	 
	 
	Performance requirement scenario for 64QAM plus MIMO
	Ericsson
	Revised in 475
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080440
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Summary of PUCCH results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	420

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080441
	Discussion
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Summary of PRACH results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	419

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080442
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 3 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	66

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080443
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 4 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	67

	6.1.4.4
	R4-080444
	Approval
	 
	 
	LTE BS demodulation performance testing
	Nokia Siemes Network, Ericsson
	Agreed
	The tables will be included when the performance requirements are ready.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	176

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080445
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for Section 6 of TS 36.113
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	69

	6.1.4
	R4-080446
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141 E-UTRA Base Station (BS) conformance test V0.1.0
	Fujitsu (Eidtor)
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	4

	6.1.4.1
	R4-080447
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.141: TP for General test conditions and declarations
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	132

	6.11
	R4-080448
	Discussion
	 
	 
	64QAM plus MIMO demodulation summary
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.1
	R4-080449
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 5: Frequency bands and arrangement)"
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	5

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080450
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Additional results related to system impact  of RSRQ for quantity based inter-frequency handover
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080451
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Conclusions (9)
	Motorola,
	Agreed
	This document has been prepared by considering as a source the HNB/ eNB preparation meeting. The text is agreed.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080452
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Considerations on handover requirements
	Huawei
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	111

	6.1.4.3
	R4-080453
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE BS in-channel selectivity testing
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	120

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080454
	Approval
	 
	 
	Proposed modifications to UE TS36.101
	Vodafone
	Noted
	Delegates should check the modifications
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080455
	Discussion
	 
	 
	LTE cell identification performance in multi-cell environment
	NXP
	Noted
	The document will be rediscussed in the ad-hoc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	334

	6.1.3.5
	R4-080456
	Approval
	 
	 
	3GPP TS 36.113 v.0.1.0 (2008-02)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080457
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 516
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	330

	8
	R4-080458
	LS out
	 
	 
	Draft LS to RAN 2 on mobility from E-UTRA to UTRA without explicit neighbour cell list
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Agreed
	Related document in 244.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080459
	Text proposal
	 
	RAN-Evo
	Text proposal for mobility requirements for E-UTRA to UTRA TDD
	CATT
	Noted
	The text will be re-considered in the ad-hoc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	36

	7.1
	R4-080460
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3)
	Motorola,Qualcomm
	Revised in 506
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	100

	5
	R4-080461
	Information
	 
	 
	Minutes of the ad-hoc UE phase discontinuity
	Agilent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080462
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.104
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	302r1
	1
	B
	133

	6.6
	R4-080463
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.141
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	471r1
	1
	B
	134

	6.6
	R4-080464
	Approval
	 
	 
	TR 25.822: Correction of UARFCN definition
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	135

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080465
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 551
	 
	36.104
	3
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080466
	Information
	 
	 
	Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	R4-080467
	LS in
	Rel-8
	SAE / LTE
	LS Automatic Neighbour Relation Function (R3-080472 Source: TSG RAN WG3, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG3
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8
	R4-080468
	LS out
	 
	 
	Draft Response LS on LS Automatic Neighbour Relation
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080469
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.113
	38r1
	1
	B
	40

	6.6
	R4-080470
	Approval
	 
	RanImp8-UMTS700
	Approval UMTS 700MHz WI TR 25.822
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080471
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Summary of results for 15 codes requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.3
	R4-080472
	Approval
	 
	 
	Handover Requirements in TS 36.133
	Ericsson
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	166

	5
	R4-080473
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Minutes of the ad-hoc on update of CQI requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080474
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Extension of static CQI testing for 64-QAM
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	596
	 
	B
	 

	6.11
	R4-080475
	Approval
	 
	 
	Performance requirement scenario for 64QAM plus MIMO
	Ericsson
	Revised in 500
	The content is agreed for the dual stream but the discussion for the signle stream is still open because 15dB is a too high geometry (no single stream).
	 
	 
	 
	 
	439

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080476
	Approval
	 
	Ran-Evo
	Minutes of eNodeB demodulation performance ad-hoc 
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	The content is agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080477
	Approval
	 
	 
	Proposal for eNB Tx Dynamic range requirements
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Revised in 507
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	38

	6.1.5
	R4-080478
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	CR updates of TS 36.133
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Agreed
	 
	36.133
	2
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.5
	R4-080479
	Information
	 
	 
	Summary of the RRM ad-hoc
	Nokia Siemens Netowork
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5
	R4-080480
	Information
	 
	 
	Summary of changes to TS 36.133
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.6
	R4-080481
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 EMC requirements
	Nokia
	Agreed
	 
	34.124
	30r1
	1
	B
	115

	6.6
	R4-080482
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements
	Nokia
	Agreed
	Table 6.10: column will be removed.
	25.101
	583r2
	2
	B
	416

	5
	R4-080483
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Clarification of simulation assumptions for CQI requirements with varying Ior/Ioc
	Ericsson
	Noted
	This is the reference for the simulations conditions for tnext meeting
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8
	R4-080484
	LS out
	 
	 
	LS to Ran 2 on Scale of Reported Measurement Quantities
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.1
	R4-080485
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Deployment Configurations (5.2)
	Motorola, Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	99

	7.1
	R4-080486
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Home Node B Class Definitions (5.4)
	Motorola,Ericsson
	Revised in 523
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	101

	5
	R4-080487
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	585r2
	2
	F
	401

	5
	R4-080488
	CR
	Rel-8
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	592r1
	1
	A
	402

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080489
	Approval
	 
	RAN-Evo
	TP to TR36.804 on E-UTRA BS Spurious Emissions for E-UTRA/UTRA TDD and FDD Coexistence
	CATT, IPWireless,Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	32

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080490
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Summary of PUSCH results with impairments
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	174

	6.6
	R4-080491
	Information
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS 700 MHz (Bands XII  XIV) in 25.461
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	80

	6.1
	R4-080492
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Proposed way forward on Half Duplex FDD operation in LTE
	NTTDoCoMo
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2
	R4-080493
	Approval
	 
	 
	TS 36.101: TP for minimum power/EVM
	Motorola
	Noted
	Document noted but the numbers have been accedpted to be put in square brakets.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2
	R4-080494
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	TS:36.101: Combined updates of E-UTRA UE Requirement
	Motorola
	Agreed
	 
	36.101
	3
	 
	B
	 

	6.4
	R4-080495
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-2BIC
	Specification of enhanced performance requirements type 3i for HSDPA based on receiver diversity and interference-aware chip level equaliser
	AT&T, Ericsson, InterDigital, Marvell, Motorola, Nokia, Qualcomm, Tensorcomm, Texas Instruments
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	582r1
	1
	B
	59

	6.8
	R4-080496
	Information
	 
	 
	Technical Conditions applied for UMTS 2300 MHz UE in China
	CCSA
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.5
	R4-080497
	Approval
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Addition of 15 code HSDPA demodulation requirements for 16QAM and QPSK
	Vodafone
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5
	R4-080498
	Information
	 
	 
	Summary of the evening RRM ad-hoc
	Nokia Siemes Network
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.7
	R4-080499
	Discussion
	 
	 
	Way forward for the UMTS 2300 work
	AT&T, Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080500
	Approval
	 
	 
	Performance requirement scenario for 64QAM plus MIMO
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	For further discussion
	 
	 
	 
	 
	475

	6.1.4.4
	R4-080501
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to 36.141 on performance requriemetn tests
	Nokia Siemens Network, Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080502
	Approval
	 
	 
	Open points in the LTE UE EVM measurement
	Rohde-Schwards
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080503
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to 36.803 - Spectrum Flatness for UE transmit modulation TP
	Rohde-Schwarz
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080504
	Approval
	 
	 
	Definition of spectrum requirements for UE transmitter modulation  TP 36.101
	Rohde-Schwarz
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080505
	CR
	R99
	RInImp
	Inner Loop Power Control Accuracy
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	There are difference preferences on how to phrase, it will be discussed on e-mail reflector.
	25.101
	584r1
	1
	F
	179

	7.1
	R4-080506
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3)
	Motorola,Nortel
	Revised in 525
	The editor will take care of the editorial modification on the reference
	 
	 
	 
	 
	460

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080507
	Approval
	 
	 
	Proposal for eNB Tx Dynamic range requirements
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	477

	6.1.4
	R4-080508
	Approval
	 
	 
	TS 36.141 E-UTRA Base Station (BS) Conformance Test (v. 0.2.0)
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	new version of
TS36.141 as V0.2.1 with corrections in section 8 will be provided in meeting 46 bis.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.4.2
	R4-080509
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.2: Base station output power)
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	6

	6.1.4.2
	R4-080510
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.5.2: Frequency error)
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	7

	6.1.4.2
	R4-080511
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.6.1: Occupied bandwidth)
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	8

	6.1.4.2
	R4-080512
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section  6.6.2: Adjacent Channel Leakage power Ratio (ACLR))
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	9

	6.1.4.2
	R4-080513
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Section 6.6.4: Transmitter spurious emissions )
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	10

	6.1.4.5
	R4-080514
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (Annex H: Acceptable uncertainty of Test Equipment)
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	The document will be revised
	 
	 
	 
	 
	11

	6.1.4.5
	R4-080515
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	Text proposal for TS36.141 (for Annex I: Test Tolerances)
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	The text will be revised or withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	12

	7.1
	R4-080516
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 524
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	457

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080517
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to 36.104 on Demodulation Performance
	Ericsson,Nokia Siemens Networks, LS Electronics, NTTDoCoMo
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6
	R4-080518
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	RAN4 work for Core Requirements and Performance Requirements
	Fujitsu,Nokia
	Agreed
	RAN can decode which part is the core requirement.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	225

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080519
	Information
	 
	 
	Minutes UE RF adhoc
	Rohde&Schwarz
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080520
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to 36.803 - Text proposal to UL EVM  TP 36.803
	Rohde&Schwarz
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.2
	R4-080521
	Approval
	 
	 
	Text proposal to TS 36.101 on spectrum flatness TP 36.101
	Rohde&Schwarz
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	R4-080522
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI7
	Extension of static CQI testing for 64-QAM
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	597
	 
	A
	 

	7.1
	R4-080523
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Home Node B Class Definitions (5.4)
	Motorola,Ericsson
	Agreed
	Editor: take away 20dBm and use should instead of shall in section 5.4.4.1 and in the summary (Table 2) modify the values for the control of output power (max power to 0dBm).
	 
	 
	 
	 
	486

	7.1
	R4-080524
	Discussion
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	Proposal for the summary and conclusion of the HNB study item
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	516

	7.1
	R4-080525
	Decision
	 
	RANFS-HNBeNB
	TR 25.820: TP for Interference Scenarios (5.3)
	Motorola,Nortel
	Agreed
	The editor will take care of the editorial modification on the reference
	 
	 
	 
	 
	506

	8
	R4-080526
	LS out
	 
	LTE-RF
	LS on bandwidth restrictions for shared carrier MBSFN
	Nokia
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080527
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	UE RSRP Measurement Accuracy Requirements
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks,
	Agreed
	incorporated in the CR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	275

	6.1.3.4
	R4-080528
	Approval
	 
	 
	Joint proposal for change on PRACH simulation assumptions
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, NTTDoCoMo
	Agreed
	LG supports the proposal
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.5.6
	R4-080529
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP on E-UTRAN to UTRAN TDD handover requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080530
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP to TR36.104 on E-UTRA BS Spurious Emissions for E-UTRA/UTRA TDD and FDD Coexistence
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080531
	Information
	 
	 
	Minutes of the ad-hoc UE Demodulation performance
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080532
	Information
	 
	 
	LTE UE Demodulation simulations assumtpions
	Motorola
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.8
	R4-080533
	Approval
	 
	 
	UMTS 2300MHZ WI TR
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.8
	R4-080534
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP for UMTS 2300 TR Section 5.2
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8
	R4-080535
	LS out
	 
	 
	Reply to LS on switch time requirements for LTE TDD
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080536
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP for TR 36.803 Performance Requirements for PDSCH and results collection
	Ericsson
	Revised in 553
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080537
	Approval
	 
	 
	TS 36.104: TP for general updates
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	129

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080538
	Information
	 
	 
	Results collection of UE demodulation: PDSCH with practical channel estimation
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.2..4
	R4-080539
	Information
	 
	 
	Results collection of UE demodulation: PDSCH including receiver impairments
	Ericsson
	Revised in 552
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.11
	R4-080540
	Discussion
	 
	 
	DOB
	NextWave Wireless, IPWireless
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8
	R4-080541
	LS out
	 
	 
	Draft LS on signalling intra/inter frequency measurement bandwidth
	NTTDoCoMo
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	83

	6.1.3.2
	R4-080542
	Approval
	 
	LTE-RF
	TS 36.104: TP for inclusion of Band 12, 13 and 14 requirements
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	427

	8
	R4-080543
	Approval
	 
	 
	Response LS from RAN4 to RAN 5 on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1.
	Agilent
	Revised in 549
	Related LS in in 300
	 
	 
	 
	 
	396

	6.11
	R4-080544
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE demodulation requirement
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs. CR will be brought to RAN by Ericsson
	25.102
	252r1
	1
	B
	147

	6.11
	R4-080545
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs. CR will be brought to RAN by Ericsson
	25.102
	253r1
	1
	B
	148

	6.11
	R4-080546
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	CR to TS 25.105 for inclusion of MBSFN DOB
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Unformal voting shows the following situation: Two companies are against one company is in favour. CR will be brought to RAN by Ericsson
	25.105
	216r1
	1
	B
	123

	6.11
	R4-080547
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB: Impact on RRM
	Ericsson
	Withdrawn
	There are two obejctions.
	25.123
	391r1
	1
	B
	156

	6.5
	R4-080548
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Addition of 15 code HSDPA demodulation requirements for 16QAM and QPSK
	Vodafone
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	598
	 
	B
	 

	8
	R4-080549
	LS out
	 
	 
	Response LS from RAN4 to RAN 5 on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1.
	Agilent
	Agreed
	Related LS in in 300
	 
	 
	 
	 
	543

	8
	R4-080550
	LS out
	 
	 
	DOB Performance
	Ericsson
	Not agreed
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080551
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 555
	 
	36.104
	3r1
	1
	B
	465

	6.1.2..4
	R4-080552
	Information
	 
	 
	Results collection of UE demodulation: PDSCH including receiver impairments
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	539

	6.1.2.4
	R4-080553
	Approval
	 
	 
	TP for TR 36.803 Performance Requirements for PDSCH and results collection
	Ericsson
	Noted
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	536

	5
	R4-080554
	CR
	R99
	TEI
	Update of NOTE in Category B BS Spurious Emissions
	IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.105
	221
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080555
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	36.104
	3r2
	2
	B
	551
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	6.12
	R4-080014
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS1500
	Correction of the note for Band XI BS ACLR
	Fujitsu
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	469
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080015
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Omissions of minimum requirements for blocking characteristics
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	246
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080016
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Omissions of minimum requirements for blocking characteristics
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	247
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080017
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Deleting redundant notes for receiver spurious emission
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	248
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080018
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Deleting redundant notes for receiver spurious emission 
	CATT, IPWireless
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	249
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080020
	CR
	Rel-7
	LCRTDD-EDCH-RF
	Adding EVM requirement for UL 16QAM
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.102
	250
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080023
	CR
	Rel-7
	MBMSE-RANPhysLCRTDD
	Adding requirements for MBSFN capable UE (dedicated carrier case)
	CATT
	Revised in 411
	 
	25.102
	251
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080024
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.105
	214
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080025
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Revised in 390
	 
	25.105
	215
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080026
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.142
	228
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080027
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Revised in 391
	 
	25.142
	229
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080029
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN-Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.101
	CATT 
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.101
	1
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080031
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN_Evo
	Introduction of bands 2300-2400MHz/ 1880-1920MHz for 36.104
	CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.104
	1
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.5.7
	R4-080035
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN-Evo
	TDD measurements Gap Length in TS36.133
	CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.133
	1
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080040
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Revised in 469
	 
	25.113
	38
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080041
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Agreed
	E-mail discussions found that there are some errors in the CR, the CR will be only replaced by a  company CR in the plenary.
	25.133
	926r1
	1
	B
	 

	6.1.2.1
	R4-080055
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN-Evo
	Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.101
	China Mobile, CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.101
	2
	 
	F
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080057
	CR
	Rel-8
	RAN_Evo
	Modifications related to TDD frame structure optimization for 36.104
	China Mobile,CATT
	Withdrawn
	 
	36.104
	2
	 
	F
	 

	6.4
	R4-080059
	CR
	Rel-8
	 
	Specification of enhanced performance requirements type 3i for HSDPA based on receiver diversity and interference-aware chip level equaliser
	AT&T, Ericsson, InterDigital, Marvell, Motorola, Nokia, Qualcomm, Tensorcomm, Texas Instruments
	Revised in 495
	 
	25.101
	582
	 
	B
	 

	6.10
	R4-080082
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	Corrections on spurious emissions limits for coexistence with CDMA850
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	470
	 
	F
	 

	6.12
	R4-080094
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS1500
	Introduction of UMTS1500 requirements
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	25.106
	58
	 
	B
	 

	6.12
	R4-080095
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS1500
	Introduction of UMTS1500 requirements
	Andrew Wireless Systems; Powerwave
	Agreed
	 
	25.143
	69
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080115
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 EMC requirements
	Nokia
	Revised in 481
	 
	34.124
	30
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080116
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements
	Nokia
	Revised in 416
	 
	25.101
	583
	 
	B
	 

	6.11
	R4-080123
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	CR to TS 25.105 for inclusion of MBSFN DOB
	Ericsson
	Revised in 546
	Unformal voting shows the following situation: Two companies are against one company is in favour.
	25.105
	216
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080133
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.104
	Ericsson
	Revised in 462
	 
	25.104
	302
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080134
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.141
	Ericsson
	Revised in 463
	 
	25.141
	471
	 
	B
	 

	6.11
	R4-080147
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE demodulation requirement
	Ericsson
	Revised in 544
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs.
	25.102
	252
	 
	B
	 

	6.11
	R4-080148
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 545
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs.
	25.102
	253
	 
	B
	 

	6.11
	R4-080156
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB: Impact on RRM
	Ericsson
	Revised in 547
	There are two obejctions.
	25.123
	391
	 
	B
	 

	5
	R4-080179
	CR
	R99
	RInImp
	Inner Loop Power Control Accuracy
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 505
	Revised in 505
	25.101
	584
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080182
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 401
	 
	25.101
	585
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080183
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 403
	 
	25.101
	586
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080184
	CR
	Rel-7
	RANimp-64QamDownlink
	Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 407
	 
	25.101
	587
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080185
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	HS-SCCH Type nominator
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 405
	 
	25.101
	588
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080221
	CR
	 
	TEI6
	Correction to Annex A.5.5.4
	NEC
	Agreed
	 
	25.133
	927
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080286
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 397
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	217
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080288
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 398
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	218
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080289
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 399
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	219
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080290
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Revised in 400
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	220
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080298
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	ACRR description
	Powerwave Technologies
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.956
	4
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080299
	CR
	Rel-7
	MBMSE-RANPhysFDD
	CR for TS25.101 for MBSFN FDD UE dem req
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
No need to have Mirror CR for Rel 8. It has been already implemented for Rel 8.
	25.101
	589
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080348
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Revised in 412
	 
	25.141
	472
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080349
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Revised in 413
	 
	25.141
	473
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080377
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	590
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080378
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	591
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080379
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	303
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080380
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	304
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080381
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	474
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080382
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Corrections on out-of-band emission limits for Band V
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	475
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080390
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.105
	215r1
	1
	A
	25

	5
	R4-080391
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting the power allocation for HS-SICH performance detection
	CATT
	Agreed
	 
	25.142
	229r1
	1
	A
	27

	5
	R4-080397
	CR
	Rel-4
	TEI4
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	217r1
	1
	F
	286

	5
	R4-080398
	CR
	Rel-5
	TEI
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	218r1
	1
	A
	288

	5
	R4-080399
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	219r1
	1
	A
	289

	5
	R4-080400
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI
	Modifying category B spurious emission limits for UTRA TDD BS
	IPWireless, CATT
	Agreed
	Old CR not implemented re-proposed by MCC
	25.105
	220r1
	1
	A
	290

	5
	R4-080401
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 487
	 
	25.101
	585r1
	1
	F
	182

	5
	R4-080402
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Revised in 488
	 
	25.101
	592
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080403
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	586r1
	1
	F
	183

	5
	R4-080404
	CR
	Rel-8
	MIMO-RF
	Correct reference to MIMO dual-stream channel model for MIMO CQI dual-stream requirements
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	593
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080405
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	HS-SCCH Type nominator
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	588r1
	1
	F
	185

	5
	R4-080406
	CR
	Rel-8
	MIMO-RF
	HS-SCCH Type nominator
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	594
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080407
	CR
	Rel-7
	RANimp-64QamDownlink
	Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	587r1
	1
	F
	184

	5
	R4-080408
	CR
	Rel-8
	RANimp-64QamDownlink
	Correct reference to H-Set for 64-QAM max input test
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	595
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080411
	CR
	Rel-7
	MBMSE-RANPhysLCRTDD
	Adding requirements for MBSFN capable UE (dedicated carrier case)
	CATT
	Agreed
	The technical content is approved.
	25.102
	251r1
	1
	F
	23

	5
	R4-080412
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	472r1
	1
	F
	348

	5
	R4-080413
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI7
	Editorial modifications of the test requirement table for the demodulation of E-DPDCH in multipath fading conditions and table and figure title in A.18 in 25.141
	MCC
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	473r1
	1
	A
	349

	5
	R4-080414
	CR
	 
	TEI6
	Correction to Annex A.5.5.4
	NEC
	Agreed
	 
	25.133
	928
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080415
	CR
	 
	TEI6
	Correction to Annex A.5.5.4
	NEC
	Agreed
	 
	25.133
	929
	 
	A
	 

	6.6
	R4-080416
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements
	Nokia
	Revised in 482
	 
	25.101
	583r1
	1
	B
	116

	5
	R4-080423
	CR
	R99
	TEI
	Update of NOTE in Category B BS Spurious Emissions
	IPWireless
	Withdrawn
	 
	3.15.0
	1
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080425
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Correcting multipath detection level in LMU performance specification
	TruePosition, Ericsson
	Agreed
	Ercissson is presenting it.
	25.111
	1
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080429
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	305
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080430
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	306
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080431
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	307
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080432
	CR
	Rel-6
	TEI6
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	476
	 
	F
	 

	5
	R4-080433
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI6
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	477
	 
	A
	 

	5
	R4-080434
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI6
	Correction to RX spurious emissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	478
	 
	A
	 

	6.6
	R4-080462
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.104
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.104
	302r1
	1
	B
	133

	6.6
	R4-080463
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements (Band XII, XIII and XIV) in TS 25.141
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.141
	471r1
	1
	B
	134

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080465
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 551
	 
	36.104
	3
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080469
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 requirements
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Agreed
	 
	25.113
	38r1
	1
	B
	40

	5
	R4-080474
	CR
	Rel-7
	TEI7
	Extension of static CQI testing for 64-QAM
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	596
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.5
	R4-080478
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	CR updates of TS 36.133
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Agreed
	 
	36.133
	2
	 
	B
	 

	6.6
	R4-080481
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 EMC requirements
	Nokia
	Agreed
	 
	34.124
	30r1
	1
	B
	115

	6.6
	R4-080482
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-UMTS700
	Introduction of UMTS700 UE minimum performance requirements
	Nokia
	Agreed
	Table 6.10: column will be removed.
	25.101
	583r2
	2
	B
	416

	5
	R4-080487
	CR
	Rel-7
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	585r2
	2
	F
	401

	5
	R4-080488
	CR
	Rel-8
	MIMO-RF
	Nominal Peak Data Rate and redundancy versions in MIMO FRC Tests
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	592r1
	1
	A
	402

	6.1.2
	R4-080494
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	TS:36.101: Combined updates of E-UTRA UE Requirement
	Motorola
	Agreed
	 
	36.101
	3
	 
	B
	 

	6.4
	R4-080495
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-2BIC
	Specification of enhanced performance requirements type 3i for HSDPA based on receiver diversity and interference-aware chip level equaliser
	AT&T, Ericsson, InterDigital, Marvell, Motorola, Nokia, Qualcomm, Tensorcomm, Texas Instruments
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	582r1
	1
	B
	59

	5
	R4-080505
	CR
	R99
	RInImp
	Inner Loop Power Control Accuracy
	QUALCOMM Europe
	Noted
	There are difference preferences on how to phrase, it will be discussed on e-mail reflector.
	25.101
	584r1
	1
	F
	179

	5
	R4-080522
	CR
	Rel-8
	TEI7
	Extension of static CQI testing for 64-QAM
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	597
	 
	A
	 

	6.11
	R4-080544
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE demodulation requirement
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs. CR will be brought to RAN by Ericsson
	25.102
	252r1
	1
	B
	147

	6.11
	R4-080545
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB UE RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Nextwave is objecting the CRs. CR will be brought to RAN by Ericsson
	25.102
	253r1
	1
	B
	148

	6.11
	R4-080546
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	CR to TS 25.105 for inclusion of MBSFN DOB
	Ericsson
	Noted
	Unformal voting shows the following situation: Two companies are against one company is in favour. CR will be brought to RAN by Ericsson
	25.105
	216r1
	1
	B
	123

	6.11
	R4-080547
	CR
	Rel-8
	MBSFN-DOB
	MBSFN DOB: Impact on RRM
	Ericsson
	Withdrawn
	There are two obejctions.
	25.123
	391r1
	1
	B
	156

	6.5
	R4-080548
	CR
	Rel-8
	RInImp8-Hsdpa15codes
	Addition of 15 code HSDPA demodulation requirements for 16QAM and QPSK
	Vodafone
	Agreed
	 
	25.101
	598
	 
	B
	 

	6.1.3.1
	R4-080551
	CR
	Rel-8
	LTE-RF
	Combined updates of E-UTRA BS RF requirements
	Ericsson
	Revised in 555
	 
	36.104
	3r1
	1
	B
	465


Annex C: List of outgoing Liaison Statements

	Agenda
	Tdoc
	Type
	Rel
	Work Item
	'Title'
	Source
	'Decision'
	Comment
	Rev of
	Order

	6.1.5.1
	R4-080083
	LS out
	 
	LTE-RF
	Draft LS on signalling Intra/Inter-frequency measurement bandwidth
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	Revised in 541
	 
	 
	256

	6.11
	R4-080363
	LS out
	 
	 
	DRAFT LS: Downlink Optimised Broadcast 3.84 Mcps TDD
	NextWave
	Not agreed
	 
	 
	363

	8
	R4-080426
	LS out
	 
	 
	LS on implications of MIMO precoding schemes on RAN 4 requirements
	RAN 4
	Agreed
	 
	 
	426

	 
	R4-080428
	LS out
	 
	Home Node B/eNode B
	Draft Reply LS on Home Node B/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization
	BMWi
	Revised in 436
	 
	 
	428

	 
	R4-080436
	LS out
	 
	Home Node B/eNode B
	Draft Reply LS on Home Node B/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization
	BMWi
	Withdrawn
	 
	428
	436

	8
	R4-080458
	LS out
	 
	 
	Draft LS to RAN 2 on mobility from E-UTRA to UTRA without explicit neighbour cell list
	Nokia Siemens Network
	Agreed
	Related document in 244.
	 
	458

	8
	R4-080468
	LS out
	 
	 
	Draft Response LS on LS Automatic Neighbour Relation
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	468

	8
	R4-080484
	LS out
	 
	 
	LS to Ran 2 on Scale of Reported Measurement Quantities
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	484

	8
	R4-080526
	LS out
	 
	LTE-RF
	LS on bandwidth restrictions for shared carrier MBSFN
	Nokia
	Withdrawn
	 
	 
	526

	8
	R4-080535
	LS out
	 
	 
	Reply to LS on switch time requirements for LTE TDD
	Ericsson
	Agreed
	 
	 
	535

	8
	R4-080541
	LS out
	 
	 
	Draft LS on signalling intra/inter frequency measurement bandwidth
	NTTDoCoMo
	Agreed
	 
	83
	 

	8
	R4-080549
	LS out
	 
	 
	Response LS from RAN4 to RAN 5 on LTE RF test vectors for 36.521-1.
	Agilent
	Agreed
	Related LS in in 300
	543
	 

	8
	R4-080550
	LS out
	 
	 
	DOB Performance
	Ericsson
	Not agreed
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