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1.
Introduction

An Ad-Hoc meeting for Band 12 was held during RAN4#56 at 7:30 – 9:30 pm on 25 August 2010. The summary of the Ad-Hoc meeting (which is participated by interested parties) is provided below.
2.
Summary
R4-102959
The Determination of Band 12 Filter Requirements
Huawei

Comments:
· Samsung: Duplexer rejection mentioned in the paper is not typical. Antenna would be very sensitive to mismatch with this rejection.

· Qualcomm: Need to ensure commercial filter could be developed.

· Fujitsu: Insertion loss for RFIC? Huawei: A bit better than 2dB.

· CellularSouth: Timeline for production? Huawei: Jan 2011 for sample, May 2011 product. 

· Ericsson: After impacts also need to be considered beside timeline.

R4-102921
Analysis of Band12 UE Interference Issues
Samsung

Comments:
· Qualcomm: -58dB duplexer isolation is aggressive. Samsung: Isolation is for Tx -> Rx.

· Qualcomm: Test performed at refsen+14 dB? Samsung: Yes with QPSK.

· Qualcomm: ACS is -25 dBm currently, difficult to change current ASIC design.

· Fujitsu: Need to consider other components that affect the isolation. Samsung: Has sufficient headroom.

· Ericsson: ADC dynamic range needs to be considered. Samsung: Techniques available in LTE to check for ADC saturation. Little margin with current ASIC design according to TS36.101. Qualcomm: Better ASIC will cost more.

· Ericsson: Interferer B/W will affect the results of the analysis. Other aspects need to be considered before defining a guard band to allow an additional blocking requirement. Huawei: Has enough margin for other impairments.

· Motorola: What is the main objective? Guard-band, ASIC re-design. USCC: Would like to learn more the cost Vs benefit for different options.

· Motorola: Do we want to change the Band 12 spec.? USCC: Would like to investigate how to facilitate building an ego system. CellularSouth: Many things have changed since 2008.

· Motorola: When is the target Band 12 deployment date for operators? USCC & CellularSouth: Preliminary sometime next year. Samsung: Target is to arrive a compromise to deliver product with quicker time to market.

· Ericsson: What is the objective of including the 1MHz, to allow a new blocking test. Huawei: No need to change the core spec.

· Infineon: MediaFlo deployment density is not clear. USCC: Need to consider MediaFlo for network planning.

· FCC: The rules of A block and adjacent blocks have not changed since the auction of the blocks. Solution to the problem would include standards changes and operators collaboration.

R4-103192
Band 12: on requirements for Block D and E interferers
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

Comments:
· Huawei: Why Band 12 is more relaxed? Ericsson: Filter design is more challenged.

· Samsung: Agreed with Ericsson number, and more consideration for the benefit of 1MHz guard-band.

R4-103270
B12* (modified by guard band changes)
Motorola

Comments:
· Nokia: UE vendors rely on core requirements for design.

· Huawei: Agreed with Motorola comments that something is missing in their proposal.

· Qualcomm: May not need to define a new band, e.g. Band 11. Motorola: Agreed but it is the stakeholder decision. Cox: No Band 12 deployment yet.

· Motorola: What is the target Release for the core spec. changes on ACS and blocking? Samsung: Not definitive plan yet, to be agreed by the group.

R4-102958
Acoustic Wave Filters with Improved Frequency Characteristics for Better Use of the Spectrum Resources
Huawei

Not presented.

R4-102960
The Adaptation of 1 MHz Guard Band for Band 12
Huawei

Not presented.

Agreement:

General agreement in the Ad-Hoc group: Core requirements (i.e. not only test requirements) shall be changed if it is agreed that changes in the spec. are necessary. 
























































































