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Attendance
The following companies were present:

Alcatel-Lucent, CATT, Ericsson, Fujitsu, Huawei, LG Electronics, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nortel, NTT DoCoMo, Panasonic
Simulation results and specifications update

There are additional results for PUSCH from Alcatel-Lucent. These are in line with other results and the specification will be updated accordingly.
There are PRACH results with the updated simulation assumptions from 3 companies. These are in line and the specification will be changed accordingly.

There are additional PUCCH from a number of companies. These were found to be in line with the following exception: The result for 1.4 MHz, 2 Rx antennas for the EPA5 model was clearly not in line with others and it was agreed to remove that result point from the averaging.
Ericsson volunteered to prepare the TP for the TS 36.104.

Nokia Siemens Networks volunteered to prepare the TP for TS 36.141

Timing offset issues for time alignment test

There were issues raised about how the timing offset should be defined.

If it is assumed that the UE timing is perfectly in sync, i.e. the UE transmits at the exact time that the BS is expecting, at the start of the test the absolute time is not necessary to define the absolute timing. The BS does not signal the absolute timing advance, but rather changes in timing advance and thus the absolute timing is not necessary to define.
It was agreed to assume that the UE is perfectly in sync at the start of the test.
Control signalling prioritisation

There are number of tests that have been suggested for testing the control signaling. The following prioritization was agreed:

First: Complete the ACK/NACK signaling on PUCCH, i.e. Format 1a. For format 1b the signaling is QPSK instead of BPSK so higher signal levels are needed which makes the requirement easier. Thus there is no need to test format 1b.
Second: ACK/NACK on PUSCH. RAN1 still has to finalize the details.

Third: CQI tests. At the moment some companies still need to study more. If CQI should be investigated for PUCCH, PUSCH or both is FFS.

Multiple user PUCCH test: It was agreed to discuss assumptions further on the e-mail reflector.

Time frame

The typical completion date for performance requirements is 6 months after the completion of the core specification. However at that time test specifications should also be ready and some time may be needed to complete the test specification after the performance requirements have been settled.
