TSG-RAN Working Group 1 meeting No. 28bis
TSGR1-02-1197
October 8 - 9, Espoo, Finland

Agenda Item:
-
Source: 
Secretary 
Title: 
Draft minutes of TSG RAN WG1 #28 meeting
Document for:
Approval
_________________________________________________________________________

Draft Minutes for 3GPP TSG-RAN WG1 28th Meeting 

Meeting start: August 19th, 2002, in Seattle, WA, U.S.A.

Day 1, started at 09.11

1. Opening of the meeting

















 
(09:12- 09:18)

The chairman, Mr. Antti Toskala (Nokia), opened the meeting.


Mr. Donald E. Zelmer (Cingular) welcomed the delegates to the meeting on behalf of North American Friends of 3GPP.


Ms. Liliana Czapla (InterDigital) also welcomed the delegates and on behalf of InterDigital, gave brief guidance on


the Social Event which was scheduled on Day 2 evening (5:30 p.m.).

2. Approval of agenda




















 (09:18 - 09:25)


R1-02-1021
Draft Agenda for TSG RAN WG1 meeting No.28

Chairman made a brief introduction of the agenda on the screen.


RAN WG1 #29 had been scheduled in October but the date was moved to November. However there will be a possibility of


having some sort of Ad Hoc meeting during the original dates in October depending on how much topics we would have


after the next TSG RAN#17.   /*** After RN#17 it was decided to have RAN WG1#28bis meeting in October. ***/

Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) remarked that Nortel had prepared the technical inputs for the OFDM study item and


questioned whether those technical discussions can take place on the OFDM related agenda item or not if time allows.


Chairman confirmed that we can have a look at those technical papers as well on the OFDM related agenda if time permits.


Agenda was approved with no other comments.

3.
Identification of the incoming liaison statements and actions in the answering

	No.
	Title
	Source
	To/Cc
	Tdoc No.
	Contact point
	Notes

	1
	 LS on maintenance of parameters in reference 

 RAB configurations in TS 34.108
	T WG1
	Cc
	R1-02-1033

(T1-020600)
	Anritsu
	 Noted (*1)

Day 1  09:25-09:28

	2
	 LS on change to the UL:8 DL:8 kbps PS  

 transport channel configuration
	T WG1
	TO
	R1-02-1034

(T1-020607)
	Nortel
	 Not agreed    (*2)

 Answer to be sent

Day 1  09:30-09:41

	3
	 Liaison statement on uplink DPCCH  

 transmission start timing in hard handover
	RANWG4
	TO
	R1-02-1133

(R4-021370)
	Panasonic
	 ( Answer LS (*3)

Day 1  17:22-17:45

	4
	 LS on CQI definition
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-02-1132 (R4-021360)
	Sony
	 ( Answer LS (*4)

Day 1  17:46-17:50

	5
	 LS about Beamforming feature
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-02-1134 (R4-021378)
	Nortel
	 ( Answer LS (*5)
Day 1  17:51-17:54

	6
	 Liaison Statement on cell identification  

 performance
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-02-1131 (R4-011346)
	Qualcomm
	 Noted (*6)
Day 1  17:54-17:03

	7
	 LS on HS-SCCH PO signalling
	RAN WG3
	TO
	R1-02-1147 (R3-022037)
	Ericsson
	 ( Answer LS (*7) 

Day 2  16:00-16:05

	8
	 LS on Additional RAB configurations in  

 34.108
	RAN WG2
	TO
	R1-02-1189 (R2-022422)
	Nortel
	 ( Answer LS (*8)

Day 4  16:35-16:42



(*1) Chairman presented this LS.



 This was the answer LS from T WG1 to R2-021753 which we had also received in our last meeting in Oulu.



 (R1-02-0960). In R2-021753 RAN WG2 was stating that several reference configurations included in TS 34.108 are



 not the most typical according to the current RAN WG2 specifications and. RAN WG2 had asked T WG1 to reconsider



 all the DCH configurations included in TS 34.108 R'99 taking into account the requirement included in TS 25.331



 section 8.6.5.4.



 In the current LS, T WG1 was responding that T WG1 is not best place to decide on the actual parameters used to



 describe reference RABs, and believes its scope should only be to standardize test cases that use the reference RAB



 configurations. T WG1 was asking RAN WG2 to review the parameters suggested as needing to change in R2-021757,



 and suggest more representative values.



 Chairman stated that probably the mentioned parameters in the LS are more or less RAN WG2 parameters because this



 LS was sent to RAN WG2 specifically.  He concluded that this LS was noted. No comments were raised.


(*2) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this LS.


 In 34.108 (Jun02), two different transport channel configurations are defined for the PS UL:8 DL:8 kbps RAB: one in



 clause 6.10.2.4.1.23a (Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH),



 one in clause 6.10.2.4.1.38b (Conversational / speech / UL:12.2 DL:12.2 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background /



 UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH). T WG1 had discussed the proposal to put the 2



 different transport channel configurations for the UL:8 DL:8 kbps PS RAB in the same clause and T1 was asking us to



 verify that the change doesn’t affect any previously agreed change in RAN WG1/RAN WG2.



 Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) raised concern saying that there is no need for this change in 34.108. He said that we had



 deliberately specified these 2 cases to extend the test coverage of 34.108 in February meeting in Sophia Antipolis and



 currently we do not see any errors in 34.108 that needs to be solved. He said that there is no needs for this change and



 in order to stabilise the specifications we should not accept this change. 



 Chairman stated that although he personally does not have any strong view on this issue, he does understand the concern



 from Ericsson. He said that if we consider the rule for R99 set by TSG RAN, we cannot accept those changes if there is



 no technical problem but just improvement of the efficiency.



 T WG1 was expecting our answer on this question as they were having meeting during the same week in parallel.



 Chairman stated that we should reflect in the answer that RAN WG1 does not necessarily see the need to change at this



 point of time for R99 test cases.



 He asked Mr. Gerke Spaling and Ms. Sarah Boumendil to provide an answer during this week.



 Eventually the answer LS was drafted by Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) in R1-02-1126 and this was approved on Day4.



 (See No. 8,  No. 181)


(*3) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this CR.



 RAN WG4 discussed about when UE should transmit uplink DPCCH if the start timing of power control preamble



 defined in TS25.214 and the timing after the interruption time of hard handover defined in TS25.133 are not the same.



 With the current specification, RAN WG4 identified following different interpretations.




a) The UE shall start transmission of uplink DPCCH as soon as the downlink DPCCH synchronisation is completed.




    The power control preamble is extended until the uplink TTI boundary.




b) The UE shall start transmission of uplink DPCCH as soon as the downlink DPCCH synchronisation is completed.




    After the power control preamble, UE shall transmit DPCCH only with ordinary power control until the uplink




    TTI boundary.




c) The UE shall wait to start transmission of uplink DPCCH until Npcp radio frames prior to the start of uplink




    TTI boundary.



 In this LS, RAN WG4 was asking for confirmation from RAN WG1 which interpretation RAN WG4 should take.



 After short discussion it was concluded that different UE vendors should check this issue from their implementation



 viewpoint.



 On Day 4 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki presented the draft answer for this LS to RAN WG4 in R1-02-1188, however due to



 the lack of meeting time the LS was not approved in the meeting. Chairman decided e-mail approval. (See No. 183) 



 /*** The LS was approved on the RAN WG1 e-mail reflector. eventually. ***/


(*4) Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony) presented this LS.



 In this LS, RAN WG4 was raising 3 CQI-related questions to RAN WG1. It seemed that RAN WG4 was asking us to



 clarify the definition of CQI in general. The background of this LS was that RAN WG4 was having difficulties in



 converging the simulation assumptions, not being able to make minimum requirements due to the different



 interpretation on how the CQI should be reported from UEs.



 Sony had provided one discussion paper on this issue and there were also a discussion paper from Philips and some CRs



 from Ericsson on this topic. Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh proposed to go through all these related papers before trying to make



 answers to RAN WG4.



 Chairman agreed with this proposal and concluded this LS as noted at this point in time. This LS would be revisited in



 HSDPA agenda item. 



 Eventually the discussion on this CQI definition took place on Day 3 and 4. (See No. 118- 121) Finally the answer LS



 to RAN WG4 (R1-02-1156) was set to be approved on RAN WG1 e-mail reflector. (See No. 180)


(*5) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) presented this LS.


 RAN WG 4 was investigating if there is a need to include in Rel-6 of TS 25.133 / TS 25.141, additional UTRAN



 measurements and tests cases, in order to provide support for RRM in case beamforming is used.



 Associated with the Rel-6 Beamforming work item, TR25.887 "Beamforming Enhancements", proposes to update the



 TS 25.215 with upgraded/added definitions of UTRAN measurements, using the notion of "cell portion".



 RAN WG4 was asking us to provide information about the definition and the use of the "cell portion" notion because



 they believe that the notion of "cell portion" is still under discussion in RAN WG1.



 Chairman stated that maybe we could provide an answer when we discuss the topics on Rel-6 agenda item.



 Eventually the answer LS was drafted in R1-02-1148 by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia). It was reviewed on Day 4 and



 approved in R1-02-1190. (See No.178)


(*6) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this LS.


 RAN WG4 had discussed requirements on cell identification. In particular impact on the use of compressed mode for



 the purpose of FDD inter-frequency cell identification had been addressed. RAN WG4 had concluded that RAN4 would



 continue to study the impact of the use of compressed mode for the purpose of FDD inter-frequency cell identification



 on performance requirements for cell identification. It had been agreed that the concept of "minimum gap density"



 would be used to define a domain of compressed mode pattern sequences possibly compatible with the existing cell



 identification performance requirements.



 In this current LS, RAN WG4 was asking RAN WG1 and RAN WG2 to take into consideration that for UEs which



 need compressed mode to perform FDD inter-frequency cell identification, performance requirements on FDD



 inter-frequency cell identification can only be guaranteed when the compressed mode pattern sequence used for that



 purpose provides a certain level of minimum gap density. 



 Since there was no immediate action expected for us by RAN WG4 and no need for us to put any restrictions to



 RAN WG1 specifications, chairman concluded that this LS was noted. We will be hearing from RAN WG4 studies.



 They might put some statement that certain requirements are not valid in all conditions.



 Chairman mentioned that actually RAN WG1 had already addressed this issue 3 years ago. He introduced the report of



 AH12 meeting which took place in RAN WG1#7 meeting in Hannover. (R1-99d61). In the report it says




> 2.4
Requirement for cell search using compressed mode



>

AH12 chairman ask AH12 members (TI and Mitsubishi, especially) to study performance of cell search



>

using compressed mode for IFHO, which was accepted in AH8.


 In conclusion, this LS was noted.



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) requested to have a look at a CR addressing compressed mode limitation in



 connection with this LS. Chairman agreed and the CR was reviewed in succession. (R1-02-1109, See No. 86)


(*7) Chairman presented this LS on the screen.



 This was the response from RAN WG3 to R1-02-0685 which we had sent out from RAN WG1#25 meeting in Paris.



 RAN WG3 was discussing on the choice of signalling method for the update of the HS-SCCH power offset in Node B.



 The choice of the signalling methods depends on whether it is required to update the HS-SCCH PO at every active set



 change, or it is enough to update the offset only upon entering or exiting Soft HO state. If it is required to update the



 offset at every active set change, a new user plane message on Iub/Iur is required. 



 In this LS, RAN WG3 was asking for RAN WG1’s opinion on whether the gains of updating the HS-SCCH power



 offset due to change of active set size (number of RLs > 2) are significant enough in order to introduce a new message



 on user plane for HSDPA, which would be the only HSDPA parameter so far to be signalled via user plane. 



 No discussion was made at this time. Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) suggested that there was a relevant paper in



 R1-02-0559 which we had reviewed in Paris.



 Chairman asked Mr. Stefan Parkvall to make a draft answer by Day 3 in R1-02-1150. On Day 3 morning this draft LS



 was reviewed and approved. (See No.175)

(*8) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) presented this LS.



 In this LS RAN WG2 was informing us about the discussion on addition of the following RABs configuration in 34.108.





- Alternative configuration using Turbo Coding for Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB +





   UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs





- Streaming 16/128 kbps PS RAB + Interactive or background 8/8 kbps PS RAB + 3.4 kbps SRB



 Since no agreement could be reached during the meeting to introduce these RABs in 34.108 it was decided to



 technically endorse the proposals from the RAN WG2 point of view and let the final decision to RAN whether the



 proposed CRs to 34.108 are acceptable for R99.



 RAN WG2 was asking us to discuss the attached proposals and indicate to RAN whether these RAB configurations are



 technically correct from the RAN WG1 point of view.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat briefly explained about the attached 2 CRs. For the first CR in R2-021902 (Nortel) she said there



 was no problem found, however for the second CR in R2-021881 (T-Mobile, Siemens) she found inconsistency with



 the existing 34.108 in 128kbps PS RAB case although16kbps case was fine. She had already prepared the answer LS in



 R1-02-1126 (This T-doc number was allocated for the answer to the LS we had received from T WG1. (See No. 2) As



 the current LS from RAN WG2 was related also to the LS from T WG1, Ms. Evelyne Le Strat made the answer for both



 group (+RAN) in R1-02-1126.). She said that she would like to answer to RAN WG2 indicating that from RAN WG1



 point of view the proposal in R2-021902 is technically OK but for the proposal in R1-021881, due to the time shortage



 RAN WG1 has not been able to check whether it is technically correct and therefore RAN WG1 would like to leave it



 up to RAN to make a decision as to whether the CR should be considered by T WG1. For the LS from T WG1



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat stated that the CR provided by RAN WG2 is more preferable in terms of simplicity.



 The answer LS R1-02-1126 was reviewed in succession and approved. (See No.181)
4. Release 1999 CR handling

	No.
	R
	CR
	rev
	TS
	Tdoc
	Title
	Cat
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	9
	99
	162
	1
	25.211
	R1-02-1097
	 Reversal of unwanted corrections

 resulting from CR 25.211-122
	F
	Qualcomm
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 1  09:50-09:53

	10
	4
	163
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-1097
	 Reversal of unwanted corrections

 resulting from CR 25.211-122
	A
	
	
	

	11
	5
	164
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-1097
	 Reversal of unwanted corrections

 resulting from CR 25.211-122
	A
	
	
	

	12
	99
	270
	1
	25.214
	R1-02-1097
	 Reversal of unwanted corrections

 resulting from CR 25.211-122 &

 CR 25.214-226
	F
	
	
	

	13
	4
	271
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1097
	 Reversal of unwanted corrections

 resulting from CR 25.211-122 &

 CR 25.214-226
	A
	
	
	

	14
	5
	272
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1097
	 Reversal of unwanted corrections

 resulting from CR 25.211-122 &

 CR 25.214-226
	A
	
	
	

	15
	99
	277
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0994
	 Correction of maximum power

 adjustment in case of compressed mode
	F
	Lucent
	Approved
	(*2)

Day 1  09:54-10:05

	16
	4
	278
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0994
	 Correction of maximum power

 adjustment in case of compressed mode
	A
	
	
	

	17
	5
	279
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0994
	 Correction of maximum power

 adjustment in Case of Compressed Mode
	A
	
	
	

	18
	99
	088
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-0989
	 Corrections to channelisation code

 mappings for 3.84 Mcps TDD
	F
	IPWireles

Siemens
	Approved
	(*3)

Day 1  10:05-10:07

	19
	4
	089
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-0989
	 Corrections to channelisation code

 mappings for 3.84 Mcps TDD
	A
	
	
	

	20
	5
	090
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-0989
	 Corrections to channelisation code

 mappings for 3.84 Mcps TDD
	A
	
	
	

	21
	99
	153
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-1067
	 Clarification of the definition of

 Layer 1 transport channel numbers
	F
	Siemens
	( Offline

Discussion
	(*4)

Day 1  16:13-16:29

	22
	4
	154
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-1067
	 Clarification of the definition of

 Layer 1 transport channel numbers
	A
	
	
	

	23
	5
	155
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-1067
	 Clarification of the definition of

 Layer 1 transport channel numbers
	A
	
	
	

	24
	99
	126
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1080
	 Correction of UE SFN-SFN type

 1 measurement
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*5)

Day 1  16:30-16:43

	25
	4
	127
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1080
	 Correction of UE SFN-SFN type

 1 measurement
	A
	
	
	

	26
	5
	128
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1080
	 Correction of UE SFN-SFN type

 1 measurement
	A
	
	
	

	27
	99
	095
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-1081
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	F
	IPWireless
	( Offline

Discussion
	(*6)

Day 1  16:43-16:53

	28
	4
	096
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-1081
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	29
	5
	097
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-1081
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for   

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	30
	99
	092
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1081
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for  

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	F
	
	
	

	31
	4
	093
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1081
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	32
	5
	094
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1081
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for  

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	33
	99
	059
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-1113
	 Correction of UE SFN-SFN

 type 1 measurement for TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*7)

Day 4  12:44-12:45

	34
	4
	060
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-1113
	 Correction of UE SFN-SFN

 type 1 measurement for TDD
	A
	
	
	

	35
	5
	061
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-1113
	 Correction of UE SFN-SFN

 type 1 measurement for TDD
	A
	
	
	

	36
	99
	095
	2
	25.221
	R1-02-1135
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for  

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	F
	IPWirelessSiemens
	Approved
	(*8)

Day 4  12:46-12:47

	37
	4
	096
	2
	25.221
	R1-02-1135
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for  

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	38
	5
	097
	2
	25.221
	R1-02-1135
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	39
	99
	092
	2
	25.224
	R1-02-1135
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for  

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	F
	
	
	

	40
	4
	093
	2
	25.224
	R1-02-1135
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for  

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	41
	5
	094
	2
	25.224
	R1-02-1135
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	42
	99
	292
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1158
	 Correction of reference linked to   

 approval of CR 25.133-469r1
	F
	Qualcomm
	Approved

on condition
	(*9)

Day 4  12:49-12:53

	43
	4
	293
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1158
	 Correction of reference linked to 

 approval of CR 25.133-470
	A
	
	
	

	44
	5
	294
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1158
	 Correction of reference linked to  

 approval of CR 25.133-471
	A
	
	
	

	45
	99
	153
	2
	25.212
	R1-02-1175
	 Clarification of the definition of  

 layer 1 transport channel numbers
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*10)

Day 4  15:59-16:01

	46
	4
	154
	2
	25.212
	R1-02-1175
	 Clarification of the definition of 

 layer 1 transport channel numbers
	A
	
	
	

	47
	5
	155
	2
	25.212
	R1-02-1175
	 Clarification of the definition of

 layer 1 transport channel numbers
	A
	
	
	

	48
	99
	095
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-1176
	 Clarification of the definition of 

 layer 1 transport channel numbers
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*11)

Day 4  16:01-16:02

	49
	4
	096
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-1176
	 Clarification of the definition of

 layer 1 transport channel numbers
	A
	
	
	

	50
	5
	097
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-1176
	 Clarification of the definition of 

 layer 1 transport channel numbers
	A
	
	
	



(*1) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this set of CRs.



 The R99 CRs had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu in R1-02-0926 and had been approved in



 principle. In the current T-doc, Qualcomm provided shadow CRs for Rel-4 and Rel-5 specifications. In addition, the



 original cover sheets had been slightly modified according to the comments received in RAN WG1#27.



 These CRs were approved officially without any comments.


(*2) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this set of CRs.



 These CRs had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu in R1-02-0952 and had been approved in



 principle. In the current T-doc, the "isolated impact analysis" had been added in the coversheet and that was the only



 difference from the one in R1-02-0952.



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) made a comment that the way isolated impact analysis was described seemed not



 appropriate. But in the end he agreed with the current wording.



 Mr. Man Hung Ng remarked that the corresponding CRs for TS 25.433 were going to be approved in RAN WG3#31.

 

 (RAN WG3 was having its #31 meeting in parallel.)



 This set of CRs was approved officially with no other comments.



 /*** The corresponding RAN WG3 CRs were also approved in RAN WG3#31 meeting. ***/


(*3) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this set of CRs.



 These CRs had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu in the same T-doc and had been approved in



 principle. No comments had been made so far. This set of CRs was approved officially with no comments.



 Corresponding 1.28Mcps TDD specific CRs were also approved in R1-02-0985 on Day1 afternoon. (See No. 66, 67)


(*4) Mr. Frank Burkert (Siemens) presented this set of CRs.



 Transport channel numbers are used in the layer1 specifications to identify transport channels. The current version of



 the specification suggests that the layer 1 transport channel number is related to a TrCH ID, which is assigned to layer 1



 by layer 2. This is not correct, since the TrCH ID is assigned by layer 3 and not by layer 2. Further, the relation between



 the layer 1 transport channel number and the higher layer TrCH ID is not clear and leaves room for misinterpretations



 which might affect the order in which transport channels are multiplexed into a CCTrCH.



 This CR proposed to correct the definition of the layer 1 transport channel number and to explicitly specify the relation



 between layer 1 transport channel numbers and layer 3 transport channel identities.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) and Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) had already made comments on this CR on the



 RAN WG1 e-mail reflector prior to this meeting.  (So Ms. Evelyne Le Strat remarked that there should have been the



 revision provided.) 


 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger commented that the proposal in this CR duplicates the definition of Transport channel ID in



 RAN WG1 specifications and that is something that we do not really need to do. Instead of duplicating the information



 from TS 25.331, we should simply point to the appropriate sections where everything is explicitly defined.



 Mr. Frank Burkert proposed to have offline discussion among interested parties. Chairman agreed with this proposal.



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) suggested rewording for the "Consequences if not approved" in accordance with the



 latest TSG RAN decision on respect to R99 CRs in general.


 R1-02-1139 was allocated for the revision. Eventually this CR was further revised in R1-02-1175 and approved on



 Day 4. (See No. 45-47)


(*5) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this set of CRs.


 There was a set of CRs from Ericsson in RAN WG2 which was not yet approved at the time of this presentation. This



 CR was related to it. If the CR was approved in RAN WG2 then the UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement for cell DCH



 state would be removed due to reporting problems. To be in line with RAN WG2 specification this CR proposed to



 remove UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement for cell DCH. Furthermore it was mentioned that there seems to be no



 benefit for this measurement in cell DCH state.



 Chairman proposed to postpone the decision until RAN WG2 made a conclusion on their CRs.



 There was a comment that the "Consequences if not approved" did not seem to satisfy the requirement set by TSG RAN



 for R99 CRs. Chairman answered that this CR is led by RAN WG2 and therefore RAN WG1 CR does not necessarily



 have to be in a perfect shape. 



 There was also a comment that TS 25.133 (RAN WG4 specification) might be affected by this CR. Chairman



 asked Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger to take necessary actions regarding this RAN WG4 relation.



 On Day 4 it was confirmed by Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger that RAN WG2 had approved their corresponding CRs. Having



 this information, Chairman concluded that this set of CRs was approved. 



 The RAN WG2 CRs were CR 25.331-1573r1/1574r1/1575r1 in R2-022392 (Ericsson). Both set of CRs are linked to



 each other and therefore to be submitted to RAN plenary in one single package.



 Corresponding TDD CRs were made in R1-02-1113 and approved on Day4. (See No. 33-35)



 Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone group) commented that there maybe some impacts on RAN WG4 specifications.



 Chairman stated that he would mention this in his report to RAN so that RAN WG4 could check it.


(*6) Mr. Nicholas Anderson (IPWireless) presented this set of CRs.



 This document was the revision R1-02-0892 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu and the



 decision had been postponed to this meeting. IPWireless had received some comments online/offline hence they



 made this revision.



 Chairman pointed out that "PNBSCH" in section 5.5.2 is not relevant to R99. (Node B synchronisation related.)


 Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) commented that this CR now combines one feature which is Tx diversity for physical



 channels with another feature named beacon function. He said that logically the beacon function is only physical



 characteristics of some particular channels and there is no relationship between Tx diversity for common channels and



 this beacon function. He said that he saw problems with this CR from technical point of view. However he considered



 this CR was acceptable especially for 3.84Mcps TDD from implementation perspective with some editorial



 modifications.  Mr. Marcus Purat suggested that he would give offline comments for these editorial modifications and



 also mentioned that Siemens would provide a corresponding CR for 1.28Mcps TDD.



 Chairman agreed to have offline discussion.



 Eventually these CRs were revised in R1-02-1135 and approved on Day4. (See No.36 - 41) 



 The corresponding CRs for 1.28Mcps was produced in R1-02-1183. This was also reviewed on Day4 and approved.



 (See No. 78-81)


(*7) This set of CRs was TDD CR that corresponds to R1-02-1080 (See No. 24-26)



 This set of CRs was approved without reviewal


(*8) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this set of CR.



 This was the revision of R1-02-1081 which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No.27-32)



 Related 1.28Mcps CRs were produced in R1-02-1136( R1-02-1183. (See No. 78-81)



 This set of CR was approved with no comments.


(*9) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this set of CRs.


 Following the introduction of the valid range for the Rx window in TS 25.133 by CR 25.133-469r1 the note indicating



 that RAN WG4 will specificy the requirements for maximum Tx timing adjustment and valid Rx window is not valid



 anymore. This CR proposed removal of  the note and introduction of reference to the corresponding requirements



 set in TS 25.133.


 Corresponding RAN WG4 CR was not yet approved at this presentation (under the e-mail discussion). So this CR was



 approved on the condition that corresponding RAN WG4 CR be approved.

    (*10) Mr. Frank Burkert (Siemens) presented this set of CRs.



 This was the revision of R1-02-1067 which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 21-23) Siemens had made this



 revision based on the offline discussion with Ericsson and Nortel.



 This set of CRs was approved with one question for clarification.

    (*11) This set of CRs was TDD CR that corresponds to R1-02-1175. (See No. 45- 47)



 Approved with no presentation, no comments.

5. Release 4 CR handling

	No.
	R
	CR
	rev
	TS
	Tdoc
	Title
	Cat
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	51
	4
	052
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-1058
	 Correction to SFN-SFN Type 2 

 measurement
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 1  10:08-10:09

	52
	5
	053
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-1058
	 Correction to SFN-SFN Type 2  

 measurement
	A
	
	
	

	53
	4
	120
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-0893
	 Measurements for observed time   

 difference to GSM cell
	F
	NEC
	Approved
	(*2)

Day 1  10:09-10:11

	54
	5
	121
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-0893
	 Measurements for observed time  

 difference to GSM cell
	A
	
	
	

	55
	4
	093
	-
	25.221
	R1-02-0890
	 Correction to S-CCPCH  

 description for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*3)

Day 1  10:11-10:12

	56
	5
	094
	-
	25.221
	R1-02-0890
	 Correction to S-CCPCH  

 description for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	A
	
	
	

	57
	4
	122
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1006
	 Transmitted carrier power  

 measurement correction
	F
	Motorola
	Approved
	(*4)

Day 1  10:13-10:18

	58
	5
	119
	4
	25.215
	R1-02-1006
	 Transmitted carrier power 

 measurement correction
	A
	
	
	

	59
	4
	281
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1035
	 Enhanced DSCH power control  

 parameter name change
	F
	Nokia
	To be revised
	(*5)

Day 1  12:10-12:16

	60
	5
	282
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1035
	 Enhanced DSCH power control 
 parameter name change
	A
	
	
	

	61
	4
	XXX
	-
	34.108
	R1-02-1062
	 Code Limitation and Introduction of SF=256 

 case for AMR 7.95 kbps - 5.9 kbps
	F
	Lucent
	( R1#29
	(*6)

Day 1 12:16-12:39

	62
	4
	165
	1
	25.211
	R1-02-1031
	 Modification to the S-CPICH  

 transmit diversity status
	F
	Lucent
	( Offline discussion
	(*7)

Day 1  12:39-12:49

	63
	5
	166
	1
	25.211
	R1-02-1031
	 Modification to the S-CPICH 

 transmit diversity status
	A
	
	
	

	64
	4
	156
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-1072
	 Numbering Corrections
	D
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*8)

Day 1  14:38-14:52

	65
	5
	157
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-1072
	 Numbering Corrections
	A
	
	
	

	66
	4
	091
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-0985
	 Corrections to channelisation code 

 mapping for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*9)

Day 1  14:52-15:00

	67
	5
	092
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-0985
	 Corrections to channelisation code 

 mapping for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	A
	
	
	

	68
	4
	096
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-1048
	 Corrections to uplink 

 synchronisation procedure
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in principle

 ("soft decision"

    ( "averaging")
	(*10)

Day 1  15:00-15:09

	69
	5
	097
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-1048
	 Corrections to uplink  

 synchronisation procedure
	A
	
	
	

	70
	4
	098
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-1054
	 Correction to the PRACH open loop power 

 control procedure for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*11)

Day 1  15:09-15:12

	71
	5
	099
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-1054
	 Correction to the PRACH open loop power  

 control procedure for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	A
	
	
	

	72
	4
	124
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1043
	 Clarification on quality  

 measurements
	F
	TTPCom
	Rejected
	(*12)

Day 1  15:12-15:35

	73
	5
	125
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1043
	 Clarification on quality  

 measurements
	A
	
	
	

	74
	4
	281
	1
	25.214
	R1-02-1128
	 Enhanced DSCH power control  

 parameter name change
	F
	Nokia
	Approved
	(*13)

Day 3  09:59-10:00

	75
	5
	282
	1
	25.214
	R1-02-1128
	 Enhanced DSCH power control 
 parameter name change
	A
	
	
	

	76
	4
	096
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1138
	 Corrections to uplink  

 synchronisation procedure
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*14)

Day 3  10:01-10:02

	77
	5
	097
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1138
	 Corrections to uplink 

 synchronisation procedure
	A
	
	
	

	78
	4
	103
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-1183
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*15)

Day 4  12:59

Day 4  15:58

	79
	5
	104
	2
	25.221
	R1-02-1183
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	80
	4
	100
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1183
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for  

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	F
	
	
	

	81
	5
	101
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1183
	 Corrections to transmit diversity mode for 

 TDD beacon-function physical channels
	A
	
	
	

	82
	4
	129
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1153
	 Compressed mode limitation
	F
	Panasonic
Philips
	Approved
	(*16)

Day 4  14:54-14:55

	83
	5
	130
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1153
	 Compressed mode limitation
	A
	
	
	



(*1) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu in R1-02-0922. R1-02-0922



 contained R99 CR and 2 shadow CRs. After the discussion it had been concluded in RAN WG1#27 that we



 should agree only Rel-4 CR and its shadow. In conformity with this conclusion, Siemens had provided the new T-doc



 which contains only Rel-4 CR and Rel-5 shadow CR. Contents of the CR had been untouched.



 This pair of CRs was agreed officially with no comments.


(*2) This CR had already been presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu in the same T-doc and had been approved in



 principle. This pair of CRs was approved with no presentation and no comments.


(*3) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR had already been presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu in the same T-doc and had been approved in



 principle. This pair of CRs was approved officially with no comments. 

(*4) Mr. Jean-Aicard Fabien (Motorola) presented this pair of CRs.



 In RAN WG1#27 the only Rel-5 CR was presented. In the course of the discussion it had been decided that we should



 reflect this change also to Rel-4. In conformity of this decision, Motorola had provided the revision which now includes



 Rel-4 CR and shadow Rel-5 CR. In addition, according to the comments received in RAN WG1#27, Motorola had



 revised the coversheet with respect to "Consequences if not approved".



 This pair of CRs was approved officially without any comment. As this CR was based on RAN WG4 request, this pair



 of CRs will be presented in TSG-RAN#17 in RAN WG4 CR package together with related RAN WG4 CRs. 


(*5) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this pair of CRs.



 Mr. Jussi Kähtävä explained that this CR was based on the offline discussion between Nokia and Lucent on the point



 that the terminology for DSCH power control parameters in TS25.214 is different from TS25.433. 


 This CR proposed to solve this issue by removing generic parameter names and instead adding a reference to TS 25.433.



 Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) commented that it would be much clearer if we directly referred to RAN WG3



 parameters in RAN WG1 specifications instead of removing references. She suggested to correct the RAN WG1



 parameters to be in line with RAN WG3 names. She said that we already have references to RAN WG3 parameters in



 our specifications. Ericsson supported this comment.



 Mr. Jussi Kähtävä agreed with this comment and said that he would provide the revision taking into account of the



 comment.



 Eventually the revision was made in R1-02-1128. This was reviewed and approved on Day3. (See No. 74-75)

(*6) Lucent presented this document. This document contained a discussion paper and corresponding draft CR for TS 34.108.



 In view of serious code limitation case, this paper address the introduction of AMR voice for rates 7.95 kbps – 5.9 kbps,



 (currently provided using SF=128) when SF=256 is used with Slot Format 4 with simulation results. The simulation



 results indicated that the proposed format for SF=256 is not necessarily power limited i.e. the power hit is small



 compared to SF=128 despite the quite significant puncturing.



 There was one concern raised regarding the DCCH performance to the heavy puncturing. There was also a comment



 saying that since this proposal is for release 4, there is not much urgency for T1 at the moment.  



 Chairman agreed with this comment and remarked that T WG1 would not do with TTC and test cases for release 4 until



 they finalise the R99 works.



 Lucent responded that the aim of this paper is to highlight that the operators should set SF=256 when code limited case



 (not necessary power limited case). Lucent said that they would provide further simulation results that show specifically



 the DCCH performance, if needed.



 Chairman remarked that taking into account that this is not that much urgent issue for T WG1, we would not send an LS



 from this meeting. We would come back to this issue in the next meeting and there we would be sending an LS To



 T WG1. Chairman invited people to have a look at the paper and encouraged Lucent to provide further results with



 regard to DCCH performance.



 Chairman stated that he would mention this issue in his report to TSG RAN#17 to make RAN WG2 aware that we have



 been discussing this issue.


(*7) Lucent presented this pair of CR. This paper contained a pair of CRs and discussion paper. The CRs were identical to



 those that had been presented in RAN WG1#28 meeting in Oulu (R1-02-0988, (revision of R1-02-0953)).



 The current TS 25.211 refers to CPICH channels generically when the condition for transmission via 1 or 2 antennas is



 specified, as follows: 




"In case transmit diversity (open or closed loop) is used on any downlink channel in the cell, the CPICH shall be



 transmitted from both antennas using the same channelisation and scrambling code."



 This statement can be interpreted to be applicable in two ways: (a) applicable for both P-CPICH and S-CPICH, and (b)



 applicable to either P-CPICH or S-CPICH. Hence, this CR proposed to clarify that the interpretation (b) shall be



 adopted.



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) remarked that he identified some problems with backward compatibility aspect



 regarding this proposal. (He had asked for this backward compatibility analysis in RAN WG#27 but it had not been



 provided by the proponent.) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger indicated an problematic case with R99 Node B and Rel-4 UEs.



 Lucent proposed to have offline discussion with Ericsson since the problem pointed out by Ericsson was not necessarily



 clear to Lucent.



 Chairman agreed with this proposal and postpone the decision until the offline discussion have been done.



 On Day4 this issue was revisited.



 After some discussion it was agreed not to approve this CR but instead to have following statement in the minutes.




Offline discussions concluded that CR is not needed, since scenario where P-CPICH has TX diversity (for another



user or e.g. BCH) and no TX diversity for a RL that uses S-CPICH as a phase reference) should allow correct UE



operation (as UE does not use S-CPICH diversity pilot for any purpose in this case regardless whether Node B



transmits the diversity pilot for S-CPICH or not).










 Chairman supplemented that we can still discuss whether we want some clarification statement in some release later



 than R99. He said that for RAN WG1#29 or even for RAN#17, Lucent can submit the CR if they would like to.



 Lucent stated that they would have offline discussion on this issue and come up with the CR in the next meeting.



 Chairman agreed with statement on the condition that CR is not for R99.






 (Day4 13:10)
/*** Day4 lunch break  13:11 - 14:44 *** /

/*** Day1 lunch break  12:51 - 14:38 ***/


(*8) Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR proposed to correct the numbering of sections, tables and figures of the newly introduced ones because the



 current numbering had not been done according to the drafting rules of TS 21.801. Mr. Gerke Spaling stated that



 actually these numbering errors are also existing in R99 as well and those should be corrected. However the correction



 is purely editorial nature and therefore we could not submit R99 CR on this correction.



 There took place a small discussion on how we should handle these numbering problems in general but this CR itself



 was approved without any objections.


(*9) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR was related to CR 25.221-088/089/090 in R1-02-0989 which had been already approved in Day1 morning.



 (See No.18-20) This was the corresponding CR for 1.28Mcps TDD. Basically all the changes made in 3.84Mcps were



 included in this CR. In addition there was a particularity for 1.28Mcps TDD that needs to be taken into account.



 Mr. Marcus Purat explained about this particularity in detail using the explanatory paper included in this document.


 This CR was approved with no comments.



 After the meeting it turned out that this CR has a linkgae to RAN WG2 CR although there is nothing indicated on the



 CR coversheet.  The linked CRs were CR 25.331-1660(Rel-4) and CR 25.331-1661(Rel-5) in R2-022387.

    (*10) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.


 This CR was for 1.28Mcps TDD. The current text only defines the update frequency ("M"), how often the timing shall



 be adjusted in the uplink. It does not define the absolute instant when to do this adjustment.



 This CR proposed to correct the description of this parameter "M" in order to explicitly specify the timing relation



 between the SS command in the downlink and a timing update in the uplink depending on the parameter "M".



 Chairman commented that the wording of "soft decision" in this CR was not necessarily appropriate and it had better be



 replaced with another wording.  Mr. Marcus Purat agreed with this comment and stated that he would provide the



 revision which would replace the "soft decision" with "averaging".



 Eventually the revision was made in R1-02-1138. This was reviewed on Day3 and approved. (See No.76 - 77)

    (*11) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.


 The description of the open loop power control for the PRACH in TS25.224 is not consistent with the description in



 TS25.331. This CR proposed to solve this inconsistency by replacing the description in TS25.224 with a reference to



 TS25.331, as it is done for all other open loop PC procedures for TDD.



 This CR was approved with no comments.

    (*12) Mr. Mark Murphy (TTPCom) presented this pair of CRs. In fact T-doc R1-02-1043 contains 3 CRs, one R99 CRs and



 two shadows. However Mr. Mark Murphy stated that TTPCom would like to withdraw R99 CR and just start the change



 from Rel-4 specification. Therefore the T-doc was treated under the Rel-4 CR agenda item.



 This CR proposed to add explicitly a statement to the "Transport channel BLER" section to indicate that zero length



 transport blocks do not contribute to quality measurements, as follows.




"CRCs associated with zero length transport blocks shall not be included in the BLER calculation."



 A bit long discussion took place and a number of comments were raised.






- The current definition is clear without having this modification.




- If we change the definition for the reported BLER we should then define very clearly what the definition of the




  BLER that is used for DCH quality target procedure is. (there is a tacit understanding on this that they are same.)




- The RAN WG2 CR that is referenced by this CR is not relevant.




- Nortel is not source of this document. (Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel))



- If we want to change the definition then we should also at the same time be in touch with RAN WG4 with respect




  to the test case issues.




- etc.



 In the end Chairman concluded that we would not change this measurement definition either for Rel-4 or Rel-5 at this



 stage. TTPCom questioned about the possibility of discussing this issue in the future meetings if they provide the clear



 reasoning/motivations. Chairman answered "yes".



 Having this conclusion, R1-02-1112 (Siemens), which was addressing the same issue on TDD side, was noted without



 any discussion.

/*** Day1 coffee break   15:35 – 16:12 ***/

    (*13)Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this pair of CRs.


 This CR was the revision of R1-02-1035 which was reviewed on Day1. (See No. 59-60)



 In accordance with the discussion held on Day1, in this revision the parameter names were replaced with RAN WG3



 parameter names.



 This pair of CRs was approved with no comments.

    (*14) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR was the revision of R1-02-1048 which was reviewed on Day1. (See No.68-69)



 Mr. Marcus Purat clearly stated that the wording of "soft decision" had been replaced "combining multiple commands".



 This pair of CRs was approved with no comments.

    (*15) This set of CR was the revision of R1-02-1136. This CR was related to 3.84Mcps CR in R1-02-1135 which was



  approved on Day4. (See No.36-41) This set of CRs was approved in connection with the approval of R1-02-1135



  without presentataion. 

    (*16) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR was revision of R1-02-1109 which had been discussed on Day1. (See No. 86)



 Originally the CR was intended for Rel-5 but after the discussion it was decided to have this CR for Rel-4 as well.



 The revision was made based on the discussion. Approved.

6. Release 5 CR handling

	No.
	R
	CR
	rev
	TS
	Tdoc
	Title
	Cat
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	84
	5
	018
	-
	25.201
	R1-02-0882
	 Correction on the description of  

 TS and layer
	F
	LGE
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 1 10:19-10:19

	85
	5
	168
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-1071
	 Numbering Corrections
	D
	Ericsson
	( Offline checking
	(*2)

Day 1  16:56-17:22

	86
	5
	XXX
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-1109
	 Compressed mode limitation
	F
	Panasonic
	To be revised
	(*3)

Day 1 18:04-18:17

	87
	5
	169
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-1075
	 TX diversity on radio links in the  

 active set
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*4)

Day 3 09:08-09:28

	88
	5
	274
	1
	25.214
	R1-02-1092
	 Closed loop transmit diversity 

 mode 2 with antenna verification
	F
	Motorola
	Approved
	(*5)

Day 3 11:57-11:59

	89
	5
	168
	1
	25.211
	R1-02-1143
	 Numbering corrections
	D
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*6)

Day 4 14:58-14:59

	90
	5
	058
	1
	25.213
	R1-02-1144
	 Numbering corrections
	D
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*6)

Day 4 14:58-14:59

	91
	5
	286
	1
	25.214
	R1-02-1145
	 Numbering corrections
	D
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*6)

Day 4 14:58-14:59



(*1) LGE presented this CR. This CR had already been presented in RAN WG1#27 and approved in principle.



 Approved with no comments.


(*2) Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 This was the one of the series CRs for numbering corrections. One for TS 25.212 had been already approved for Rel-4



 in R1-02-1072. (See No. 64-65)



 A short discussion took place how and to what extent we should do this correction. After discussion it was concluded



 that offline checking on the CR was needed.



 There was an opinion that we should check whether the other WGs are really referring to our figures directly or not.



 (According to the information from Ericsson, RAN WG2 and RAN WG3 do not have direct references to our figures



 but T group (T WG1?) seems to have done this direct pointing.)



 Eventually this CR was revised in R1-02-1143. This revision was approved on Day4. (See No. 89) The corresponding



 CRs to TS 25.213 and TS 25.214 were also approved in R1-02-1144 and R1-02-1145 respectively on Day4.



 (See No.90-91)


(*3) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this CR. This CR was reviewed in connection with the LS on from



 RAN WG4 (R1-02-1131, R4-021346) (See No. 6)



 This was a clarification type CR. The current assumption on compressed mode pattern does not allow two transmission



 gaps in one frame. In this respect, in the case of different compressed mode sequence this limitation is described in RRC


 specification however in the case of the same compressed mode pattern sequence it is not explicitly limited.


 This CR proposed to put following explicit description in section 6.1.1.2 Parameterisation of the compressed mode.




Higher layers shall ensure that two or more compressed mode gaps by single sequence do not exist in a frame.



 Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) commented that we RAN WG1 should not specify "shall" behaviour for the higher layer



 issues although he agreed with the principle behind this clarification. Mr. Matthew Baker suggested sending an LS to



 RAN WG2 on this issue because this issue should be clarified in TS 25.331.



 Chairman answered that we should consider rewording rather than sending an LS to RAN WG2.


 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) suggested following rewording instead of imposing restrictions on higher layers




UE is not required to support two compressed mode gaps in a frame.



 Chairman suggested offline discussion for the proper wording. He said that this CR should also be applied to Rel-4 as



 well. T-doc number R1-02-1140 was allocated for the revision but eventually the revision was made in R1-02-1153.



 The revision was reviewed and approved on Day 4. (See No. 82-83)

/*** Day1 closed at 18:18 ***/

/**** SCM discussion will be held on Day2 in parallel with R1 meeting.  ***/

Day3 started at 09:05


(*4) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 This CR was the continuation of the discussion which took place in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu regarding



 R1-02-0891 (Nokia).



 In our specifications, it has been allowed for the UE to have two ways of handling TX diversity on radio links in the



 active set, when TX diversity is not used by UTRAN on all radio links in the active set. The UE may currently either



 operate TX diversity on all radio links in the active set or only on those radio links where TX diversity is actually used.



 Since RAN WG2 now provides signalling indicating the actual configuration of TX diversity on a per radio link basis,



 it is no longer necessary to allow the UE to operate differently. With this background this CR proposed to define that the



 UE uses TX diversity only on radio links in the active set that actually use TX diversity, following the signalling from



 RRC. In fact the proposal is to tighten UE implementation to follow the Tx diversity indication given by higher layers.



 Although the attached CR was only for Rel-5, Ericsson was ready to draft a corresponding CR for Rel-4 as well if this



 change was agreeable with RAN WG1 already for Rel-4.



 Nokia and Siemens agreed with the CR but preferred to have it only for Rel-5.



 Nortel agreed with the CR and also agreed on having it for Rel-4 as well.



 There took place a short discussion on the following sentence in section 5.3.1.1.1 (nothing to do with proposed CR)




If higher layers signal that neither P-CPICH nor S-CPICH can be used as phase reference for the downlink DPCH for a radio link



in a cell, the UE shall assume that STTD is not used for the downlink DPCH (and the associated PDSCH if applicable) in that cell.



 Do we still need this sentence even after we have approved the attached CR ? (Now that UE will follow the indication



 given higher layers on the Tx-diversity status.) ( it is a kind of relic reflecting the signalling situation in RAN WG2



 and RAN WG3. As the RRC is more explicit now, this sentence is not needed probably. (Ericsson) This is the only



 place in our specifications where we forbid the combination of STTD and dedicated pilots.



 Chairman commented that as this sentence will not cause any problem, for the time being we should focus on the



 current CR.



 Based on the comments received, Chairman concluded that we approve this CR for Rel-5. 



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger mentioned that we would need a corresponding change in the RRC specification because there



 is still following sentence there allowing UE to operate Tx diversity on all radio links in the active set. 



The UE may apply the Tx diversity mode indicated in IE "Tx Diversity Mode" to all radio links in the active set, as specified in [26];


 Eventually the LS to RAN WG2 was drafted by Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger in R1-02-1159 to inform them about this CR



 and to ask them to make corresponding change in 25.331. The LS was reviewed on Day3 evening and approved.



 (See No.176)  Having received this LS from RAN WG1, RAN WG2 made a corresponding CR for TSG RAN#17 in



 R2-022437 (CR 25.331-1683).  

(*5) Mr. Mark Harrison (Motorola) presented this CR.



 This CR was the revision of R1-02-0942 of which decision had been postponed since the RAN WG1#27 meeting.



 Mr. Mark Harrison explained that Motorola had made editorial changes on variables (not a change of the algorithm).



 This CR was approved with no comments.


(*6) Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented these 3 CRs.



 The original CR for TS 25.211 was reviewed in R1-02-1071 on Day1. (See No. 85)



 All these 3 CRs were related to the numbering correction and approved with no comments.



 The corresponding CR for TS 25.212 had already been approved for Rel-4 CR in R1-02-1072 on Day1. (See No.64-65)



 Chairman thanked Ericsson team for taking care of this correction.

Day 2, started at 09.07

7.  High Speed Downlink Packet Access (Ad Hoc 24)
	No.
	Category
	T-doc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	92
	HS-DPCCH power

require-ments
	R1-02-1085
	 Reduction of HS-DPCCH power

 requirements
	Philips
	E-mail discussion
	(*1)

Day 2 09:12-09:36

	93
	
	R1-02-1085
	 CR 25.214-XXX : Correction of DTX

 transmission in ACK/NACK field
	
	
	(*1)

Day 2 09:36-09:40

	94
	
	R1-02-1037
	 Power offsets values for HS-DPCCH
	Nokia
	(Draft CR

(Draft LS
	(*2)

Day 2 09:40-09:53

	95
	
	R1-02-1063
	 Signalling of Out-of-Sequence reception
	InterDigital
	Noted
	(*3)

Day 2 09:53-10:13

	96
	16QAM

optionality issue
	R1-02-1117
	 16QAM performance and complexity

 with advance receivers
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2 10:21-10:33

	97
	
	R1-02-1118
	 16 QAM in Release 5 HSDPA
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2 10:34-11:04

	98
	
	R1-02-0880
	 Modulation-Specific UE implementation

 and capability categories
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2 11:05-11:13

	99
	
	R1-02-1096
	 QPSK-Specific HSDPA UE capability

 definitions – Summary and proposal
	Motorola Ericsson
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2 11:13-11:14

	100
	
	R1-02-1110
	 HSDPA UE capabilities
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2 11:14-11:17

	101
	
	R1-02-1055
	 Requirements for 16 QAM as UE

 capability for HSDPA FDD
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2 11:17-11:43

	102
	
	R1-02-1120
	 TB size signalling flexibility
	Qualcomm
	Noted

Proposals

not agreed
	(*5)

Day 2 11:58-12:14

	103
	
	R1-02-1045
	 Transport block size signalling
	Nokia
	
	(*5)

Day 2 12:14-12:31

	104
	
	R1-02-0982
	 Support for SF=512 DPCH in Release-5
	Qualcomm
	Noted

( Rel-6
	(*6)

Day 2 14:10-14:30

	105
	
	R1-02-1056
	 Re-analysis of TDD HS-SICH Structure
	Siemens
	Noted

(not to be considered for Rel-5)
	(*7)

Day 2 14:31-14:45

	106
	
	R1-02-1105
	 Simulations and Analysis of improved
 HS-SICH Coding for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Samsung
	
	(*7)

Day 2 14:45-14:58

	107
	
	R1-02-1064
	 Resegmentation of transport blocks in the  

 presence of degraded channel conditions
	InterDigital
	Noted
	(*8)

Day 2 15:05-15:32

	108
	
	R1-02-1042
	 Further simulation results on HS-SCCH power 
 control and HSDPA system throughput
 performance
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*9)

Day 2 16:30-16:45

	109
	Tx diversity

Applicability
	R1-02-1078
	 CR 25.211-171, CR 25.214-288 : Inclusion

 of closed loop transmit diversity for HSDPA
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*10)

Day 3  09:32-10:54

	110
	
	R1-02-1103
	 Link-level performance of TxAA mode 1 with 

 actual channel estimation and per TTI power  

 normalization estimation for HSDPA
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*10)

Day 3 09:46-09:48

	111
	
	R1-02-1124
	 HS-DSCH closed loop Tx diversity

 mode 1 and mode 2 link throughput
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*10)

Day 3 10:05-10:15

	112
	
	R1-02-1123
	 Further discussion of Release 5 closed  

 loop transmit diversity issues
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*10)

Day 3 10:15-10:29

	113
	
	R1-02-1129
	 The performance of TxAA in some 
 HSDPA environments
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*10)

Day 3 10:30-10:42

	114
	
	R1-02-1116
	 Fast switching closed loop Tx diversity 

 for HSDPA in soft handover
	Telecom MODUS NEC
	Noted
	(*11)

Day 3 11:32-11:55

	115
	
	R1-02-1095
	 On the irrelevance of SMP for log_map  

 Turbo decoders
	IPWireless
	Noted
	(*12)

Day 3 12:01-12:05

	116
	
	R1-02-1130
	 Clarification of Tdoc R1-02-1095
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*12)

Day 3 12:06-12:12

	117
	
	R1-02-1091
	 Criteria to determine primary cell on DSCH  

 power control improvement in soft handover
	LGE
	( CR

in R1#29
	(*13)

Day 3 12:13-12:31

	118
	Defini-tion

of 

CQI
	R1-02-1061
	 Definition of CQI
	Sony
	Noted
	(*14)

Day 3 14:16-14:22

	119
	
	R1-02-1083
	 Timing of CQI measurements
	Philips
	Noted
	(*14)

Day 3 14:22-14:29

	120
	
	R1-02-1084
	 Duration of CQI measurement
	Philips
	Noted
	(*14)

Day 3 14:30-14:49

	121
	
	R1-02-1152
	 CQI Measurement Period Definition
	 Motorola, Philips  

 Sony, Ericsson

 Panasonic
	Decision postponed
	(*14)

Day 3 14:49-15:27

	122
	
	R1-02-1076
	 HS-DPCCH timing correction
	Panasonic

Ericsson, Nortel
	CR Approved
	(*15)

Day 3 16:16-16:34

	123
	
	R1-02-1089
	 CQI feedback parameter k value
	Mitsubishi
	Noted
	(*16)

Day 3 16:54-17:02

	124
	Variable rate

CQI

reporting
	R1-02-1115
	 CQI request for TDD
	IPWireless
	offline discussion

( R1#29
	(*17)

Day 3 17:04-17:10

	125
	
	R1-02-1046
	 CQI reporting enhancement
	Siemens
	Noted

(CR reviewed)
	(*18)

Day 3 17:30-17:42

	126
	
	R1-02-1069
	 UL overhead reduction by using DL  

 activity dependent CQI reporting
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*18)

Day 3 17:55-18:05

	127
	
	R1-02-1051
	 Additional CQI feedback
	Mitsubishi
	Noted
	(*18)

Day 3 18:05-18:16

	128
	
	R1-02-1038
	 Variable rate channel quality indication 

 methods
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*18)

Day 3 18:17-18:24

	129
	Phase

reference
	R1-02-1107
	 Dedicated pilot as phase reference for 

 HSDPA
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*19)

Day 4 09:02-09:08

	130
	
	R1-02-1040
	 Further on dedicated pilots only with

 HS-PDSCH/HS-SCCH
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*19)

Day 4 09:09-09:14

	131
	
	R1-02-0923
	 Use of DPCCH for phase reference in  

 HSDPA
	Qualcomm
	Noted
	(*19)

Day 4 09:14-09:19

	132
	
	R1-02-0897
	 Phase reference for HSDPA

 (CR 25.211-161)
	Ericsson
	CR to be revised

LS to be sent
	(*19)

Day 4 09:19-09:46

	133
	HS-DPCCH

power control
	R1-02-1066
	 HS-DPCCH Power Control– 

 Implementation and Results
	Motorola Samsung
	E-mail

discussion
	(*20)

Day 4 09:49-10:00

	134
	
	R1-02-1025
	 Further results on enhanced HS-DPCCH 

 power control in soft handover
	Nortel
	
	(*20)

Day 4 10:00-10:05

	135
	
	R1-02-1068
	 Uplink pilot power control for

 HS-DPCCH in SHO
	Siemens
	
	(*20)

Day 4 10:25-10:27

	136
	
	R1-02-1087
	 Further discussion on Modified TPC for  

 HS-DPCCH operation in SHO
	NEC

Telecom MODUS
	
	(*20)

Day 4 10:36-10:52

	137
	
	R1-02-1039
	 HS-DPCCH in soft handover
	Nokia
	
	(*20)

Day 4 11:30-11:38



(*1) Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) presented this paper.


 This paper presented further results and described an improvement to the use of the timer to control DTX in the



 ACK/NACK field. (In RAN WG1#27, Philips showed how the power requirement for the Ack/Nack transmissions on



 HS-DSCH can be reduced by using the combination of timer to control DTX in the Ack/Nack field and also the Revert



 command. There was a comment that we should separate these 2 features to show the gain individually. The current



 paper was the sequel to this discussion.) An improvement to previous proposals for a timer to control the use of DTX in



 the ACK/NACK field has been presented. (UE transmits a NACK in the sub-frame before the normal ACK/NACK if it



 detects relevant HS-SCCH signalling, and it transmits one NACK in the sub-frame following the ACK/NACK if an



 immediately following packet is not correctly decoded.)



 It was shown that this proposal significantly reduces the amount by which the Node B must offset its ACK/NACK



 decision threshold, resulting in a 3-6dB reduction in required ACK power. 



 It was explained that Philips had prepared R1-02-1104 (not reviewed) which shows this proposal in conjunction with



 repetition with further simulation results.



 The current document contains 2 alternative draft CRs, one with repetition and the other without repetition.



 Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung) pointed out that there are situations where the UE operation of this proposal is not necessarily



 clear and where the Node B cannot lower the threshold for DTX.



 Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola) commented that we need to have some time to digest this new proposal.



 Chairman agreed with Mr. Amitava Ghosh and proposed to revisit this issue a bit later.



 Mr. Matthew Baker proposed to have a quick look at the one of attached CR to help people to see what the actual



 proposal is. Chairman agreed and the attached CR (without repetition) was reviewed in succession.

  

 No comments were made on the draft CR.



 On Day4, this issue was revisited. Mr. Matthew Baker provided the revision of the CR (with repetition) in R1-02-1163.



 Chairman asked the floor for opinion whether we need this modification still in Rel-5 or not.



 Mr. Amitava Ghosh commented that this proposal is not that much crucial (if this is crucial, then the power control is



 also crucial !! (See No. 133-137) and we can considered this in Rel-6 time frame in accordance with the decision made



 on HS-DPCCH power control.


 Mr. Matthew Baker explained the background of this proposal.



 The main idea behind this proposal is looking at the Ack/Nack decision threshold at Node B, proposing a way to avoid



 Node B having to offset its decision threshold so much. This scheme provides a mechanism for the Ack/Nack power to



 be very significantly reduced. (We see the simulation results where the power reduction can be up to 6dB.) We also



 have to bear in mind that we have sent the LS to RAN WG2 specifying what the maximum power offset can be for the



 HS-DPCCH. We have to ensure that we are able to deliver the required performance without going outside those



 parameters. We need to consider very carefully what peak power requirement is for the HS-DPCCH. 



 Mr. Matthew Baker suggested as one possible way forward to have this proposal as a working assumption.



 Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) shared the view with Mr. Amitava Ghosh saying that this may cause additional uplink



 interference by sending additional "Nacks". She said that this "uplink interference" was a primary concern when we



 made a conclusion for HS-DPCCH power control improvement (See No. 133-137). She said that we need to be



 consistent with the conclusion we had there.


 Having received those comments chairman concluded that this would be considered after Rel-5.



 Mr. Matthew Baker remarked that although RAN WG2 allowed relaxed error rate requirements for the Nack as 10-3 in



 the case of soft handover in difficult radio conditions, we have seen various simulation results that showed even 10-3 



 Nack error rate cannot be achieved in difficult conditions with current HSDPA specification. He said that therefore



 either we need to tell RAN WG2 that we cannot actually meet the requirement or we still need some kind of



 enhancement for Rel-5.



 In response to this remark, Chairman suggested to have e-mail discussion on this proposal or some other simple method



 including the enhancement of HS-DPCCH power control. He wrote following conclusion on the screen.




Not agreed, email reflector discussions to take place if this or some other “simple” method still to be considered for




Release 5. Topic to be taken to the discussions if there seems to be convergence over the email Discussions to be




concluded by end of September (summary to be made at that time by Philips).



 (Day4 12:33)


(*2) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this paper.


 This paper proposed to modify the useful ranges of values for the parameters for HS-DPCCH from the implementation



 point of view. In fact we had sent an LS to RAN WG2 and RAN WG3 in R1-02-1014 to inform them these values



 already in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu. However in order to ease the implementation of the power setting for



 HS-DPCCH, this paper proposed to use those values defined as multiples of 1/16. It was shown in the table that the



 difference from the original value is small.



 Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) commented that taking into account the βc and βd quantisation we already have,



 it would be easier to use the multiple of 1/15 rather than 1/16.



 No objection raised on having this kind of quantisation. Chairman invited Mr. Jussi Kähtävä to produce an actual CR



 for this proposal. He also encouraged to have offline discussion about the denominator issue (15 or 16).



 Eventually the CR was drafted in R1-02-1179. This CR was reviewed on Day 4 and approved. (See No. 164)



 The LS to inform this modification to RAN WG2 and RAN WG3 was drafted in R1-02-1180. This was reviewed



 and approved in R1-02-1191 on Day4. (See No.179)


(*3) Mr. Marian Rudolf (InterDigital) presented this paper.



 This paper proposed a means to support the Revert Message for HARQ signalling with minimum impact to the existing



 baseline solution. The basic idea of the Revert command is same as the original Philips one however this proposal



 uses an impossible combination of Ack and worst case CQI as the Revert message, having no disruption of the current



 concept or signalling and signal processing design.



 Draft CR for 25.214 was contained in the same document.



 There were some comments made. Almost all the comments were related to the original Revert command scheme and



 not for this specific proposal. Main concern was that this Revert command scheme is closely related to the protocol



 issue and therefore certain level of coordination is definitely needed with RAN WG2 (especially for this combination



 scheme) before RAN WG1 can proceed with it.



 (New error probabilities also needs to be defined for this combination based scheme)



 Chairman stated that we could only note this document if there was no related discussion taking place in RAN WG2.


(*4) All these papers were related to 16-QAM optionality discussion and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-1117 was presented by Mr. Howard Huang (Lucent) and Mr. Jung-Tao Liu (Lucent)





This paper addressed that an advanced receiver architecture using an equalizer can perform well in frequency





dispersive channels and result in significant system throughput. Using the advanced receiver architecture with





16-QAM modulation, preliminary system simulation results demonstrate a significant (40%) increase in cell





throughput compared to a system that is limited to QPSK modulation using a rake receiver. It was also shown





that the incremental cost in implementing this advanced receiver is minimal, based on preliminary cost estimates.





Chairman commented that for Rel-5, RAN WG4 is assuming rake receiver type terminal for performance





requirements regardless 16-QAM is mandatory or not. He said maybe RAN WG4 would be the best place to





provide this sort of information for possible Rel-6 work items.





This paper was noted with this comment from Chairman.




R1-02-1118 was presented by Mr. Syeo Rizwan Hassan UI (Lucent).





This was rather commenting paper against the paper from Siemens (R1-02-1055) on the requirements for





16-QAM as UE capability for HSDPA FDD. Refutations were made on the following topics.






- HSDPA market availability:






- UE complexity:






- System performance:






- Data Rates:





After all, this paper concluded that 16-QAM should be kept as a mandatory for all terminals in Rel-5 because of





its potential capacity gains and no major obstacles in implementation.

/*** Day2 coffee break 10:39- 11:03 ***/





Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) supported this paper.




R1-02-0880 was presented by Mr. Kenneth Stewart (Motorola).





Following UE capability categories were proposed.

	Revised

HS-DSCH
category
	Current

HS-DSCH

category
	Max. Avg. Bit Rate

(Mbps)
	Modulation

support
	Max.

number of HS-DSCH codes received
	Min. inter-TTI interval
	Maximum number of bits of an HS-DSCH transport block received within
an HS-DSCH TTI
	Total number of soft channel bits


	Category 1
	-
	0.9
	QPSK
	5
	2
	3650
	14400

	Category 2
	-
	1.8
	QPSK
	5
	1
	3650
	28800

	Category 3
	Category 3
	1.8
	QPSK/16-QAM
	5
	2
	7300
	28800

	Category 4
	Category 4
	1.8
	QPSK/16-QAM
	5
	2
	7300
	38400

	Category 5
	Category 5
	3.6
	QPSK/16-QAM
	5
	1
	7300
	57600

	Category 6
	Category 6
	3.6
	QPSK/16-QAM
	5
	1
	7300
	67200

	Category 7
	Category 7
	7.2
	QPSK/16-QAM
	10
	1
	14600
	115200

	Category 8
	Category 8
	7.2
	QPSK/16-QAM
	10
	1
	14600
	134400

	Category 9
	Category 9
	10.2
	QPSK/16-QAM
	15
	1
	20432
	172800

	Category 10
	Category 10
	14.4
	QPSK/16-QAM
	15
	1
	28776
	172800






There was a question asking why 16-QAM is not made optional in 15 code case rather than 5 code case because





it is clear that 16-QAM provides greater benefits in code limited situation. It was answered that the table was





made from the time-to-market viewpoint.





This paper was noted without any other comments.




R1-02-1096 was presented by Mr. Kenneth Stewart (Motorola).





This paper was the summary of R1-02-0880.





Noted without any comments.




R1-02-1110 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).





This paper was pretty much in line with R1-02-0880 and proposed similar UE capability categories. In addition to





the previous paper, this paper proposed one category with 10 code case which does not support 16-QAM,





however Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) stated that Nokia could accept the table in R1-02-0880. 





No comments were raised.




R1-02-1055 was Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens).





This paper was also in line with R1-02-0880. Following aspects were addressed in this paper.






- HSDPA market availability






- UE complexity






- System performance






- Network Options






- Data Rates






- Impact on Standardisation





Siemens considers that 16-QAM is a key component of HSDPA and should be supported by most of UEs.





However Siemens also thinks that for transition phase there should be a possibility to implement QPSK only UEs





for low end UEs.





This paper was noted with some general questions.






- How long will the transition phase be ?






- Have you considered that the possible damage to system throughput if we have initially too many low






  end UEs in the market ?






- How do you propose to phase out those QPSK only UE in the later stage ?, etc




After all these relevant papers were reviewed, chairman started the discussion on how we should proceed with this




issue.





Lucent emphasised the benefit of having 16-QAM as a mandatory feature and asked chairman to postpone the




decision until the possible damage of having QPSK only UE in the system has been investigated. Chairman answered




if the investigation means some kind of simulation type of work then it would not add much value for the discussion




because we already had seen several various simulation results so far. 




Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) suggested a possible way forward in which for Rel-5 we adopt the proposal to have




QPSK only mobiles for category 1 and 2 and then for Rel-6, if it is really needed, we change the category 1 and 2 so




that QPSK and 16-QAM are supported. ( One possibility (Chairman)




Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent) questioned why we do not use DSCH rather than HSDPA for the transition phase because




if we are code limited and not able to use high order modulation (proposed category 1 and 2 may fall into this




situation) then there will be no benefits from those new technologies we have adopted for HSDPA like HARQ, fast




scheduling and even Tx-diveristy. 




Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola) responded that Motorola had already shown the simulation results for QPSK only 5




code case. He said there would still be benefits with HSDPA even in that situation.




Chairman proposed to postpone the decision.  (He would be reporting this discussion status to RAN.)




Motorola asked chairman to make a firm decision (conclusion) at this stage. Chairman responded that it would be




better to have offline discussions rather than continue online discussion now.




Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) appreciated chairman's proposal of having offline discussion before drawing




conclusion. He said that Qualcomm is in the position similar to Lucent, meaning we should have 16-QPSK




as mandatory. He said that if the QPSK only UE categories are to be introduced then we should add new categories




instead of removing existing categories.  ( One possibility (Chairman)



Conclusion : to have offline discussion.




After the offline discussion it was agreed that we would add 2 new categories to the existing categories. Chairman




stated that he would report to RAN #17 that these 2 added categories would not be necessary any more in Rel-6.




(Day 3 17:16)




The LS to inform this modification on the UE capability to RAN WG2 was drafted by Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger




(Ericsson) in R1-02-1162. This LS was presented on Day 3 evening and approved. (See No.177)

(*5) Following 2 papers are addressing the similar issue on transport block size signalling and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-1120 was presented by Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm).





In RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu we sent an LS to RAN WG2 (R1-02-1003) in response to the LS from





RAN WG2 (R1-02-0954, R2-021727) which had been asking 2 questions to RAN WG1 regarding the transport





block size signalling. In R1-02-1003 we answered as follows.






RAN1 has discussed and identified some restrictions on the scheduler in the scenarios studied by RAN1 when using the





transport block sizes in R2-021668. The restrictions identified by RAN1 are not seen to degrade system performance





significantly, neither for initial transmissions, nor for retransmissions.





The current paper proposed to reopen the discussion on this issue and review in detail how the restriction in





re-transmission format flexibility could impact system performance.





This paper was suggesting that two bits be added to the second part of the control channel and that the signalling





of the TB size be made independent of the modulation and number of codes.





Motorola commented that we need to see the quantitative benefits of having this kind of flexibility before we





modify the specification at this stage. If the benefit is pretty small then there would be no point.





Lucent supported this paper. Lucent had already presented similar paper in RAN WG1#26 meeting.




R1-02-1045 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).





The concern raised by this paper was in line with R1-02-1120 however the approach for the solution was a bit





different. This paper aimed to have flexibility in modulation between transmissions and proposed to use 6 bits





for the transport block size signalling for 16QAM and 7 bits for QPSK and reduce the number of redundancy





version for QPSK from 8 to 4. No extra bits were proposed to be added to HS-SCCH.




Discussion was made around how much actual gain (benefit) we will get from this flexibility. We also need to take




into account RAN WG4 aspect. (they have to be involved.)  There were not so many comments raised from the floor.




Finally chairman concluded to retain the situation unchanged.




He said that in TSG RAN we need to check with RAN WG2 whether the issue (regardless if there are changes or not)




should be covered in RAN WG1 specifications.

/*** Day2 Lunch break  12:31  -14:08 **/


(*6) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this paper.




 This paper addressed the current limitation associated with SF=512 DPCH operation and outlined a solution which



 would enable the network to fully benefit from the low code usage associated with SF=512 DPCH. The proposal was to



 extend the receive window size in case of SF=512 DPCH . Whether to use SF=512 or not is left for the



 operators/network side to decide. This proposal is not to force any configuration.



 There were a couple of concern raised regarding the impact on timing measurements.




- Impact on timing measurement for positioning --- related to RAN WG4 discussion




- Impact on UE Rx-Tx timing difference measurement --- impact on RRC signalling and NBAP signalling



 Main concern was that if we support SF=512 in handover situation then that may mean that we have to extend the



 reporting range of certain measurements which would have some impact on NBAP, RRC signalling.



 Mr. Serge Willenegger responded that he would check this issue.



 Chairman remarked that since it is apparently difficult to make coordination with other WGs before September



 (RAN WG4 had meeting one week before.) we had better consider this as one of the possible HSDPA enhancements



 topics rather than stick to Rel-5 taking into account that this issue may involve all the 4 RAN WGs.



 Qulacomm agreed with this remark.



 Conclusion: to be considered for Rel-6.


(*7) Following 2 papers are addressing HS-SICH coding issue and reviewed in succession.



 Before the presentation, Marcus Purat (Siemens) stated that R1-02-1056 was an analysis of Samsung original proposal



 on HS-SICH structure, however now Samsung seemed to have deviated from the original proposal and now have new



 proposal. He was wondering whether the analysis of the old proposal needed to be presented. Chairman asked for



 opinion from Samsung if this analysing paper for Samsung's old proposal was worth discussion. Samsung answered that



 their new proposal was not the deviation but optimisation. Chairman suggested going through R1-02-1056.




R1-02-1056 was presented by Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens).





This paper presented the analysis of current and structures proposed by Samsung for the HS-SICH.





In short, this paper concluded that Samsung scheme is not necessary.





Samsung refuted that this analysis was to some extent based on misunderstanding of Samsung's proposal.





Samsung suggested to review their new scheme.




R1-02-1105 was presented by Mr. Jung Gon Kim (Samsung).





This paper explained that the Samsung's original proposal has some drawbacks in the view of optimising the




required transmission power to meet the error requirement for each field. This paper re-proposed the further




optimised HS-SICH coding structure to reduce the required transmission power as much as possible.




Mr. Marcus Purat commented that this paper is proposing completely opposite scheme compared to the original





proposal and therefore this is not the optimisation nor extension. (Old scheme proposed to reduce the protection





of Ack/Nack field in order to give more protection to transmit block size field. This was valid for the fading





cases. However in this new scheme, it was proposed to have much more protection to Ack./Nack field which





is completely opposite for fading case.) Mr. Marcus Purat remarked that there must have been some incorrect





assumption. He said that Siemens felt that the existing structure provides some balanced approach that is





appropriate both for AWGN and fading cases.





Samsung responded that the reason for adding more protect for Ack/Nack field was that in TDD we cannot





have different power offset for Ack./Nack and CQI field.





Chairman commented that it is very difficult for us to proceed with this kind of proposal because it was made





available quite late. (It was made available on Day1.) Considering that this is in any case a kind of potential





optimisation, it is difficult to agree on this proposal for Rel-5 time frame. (Chairman)


(*8) Mr. Marian Rudolf (InterDigital) presented this paper.



 This paper addressed the idea of re-segmenting the initial transport block into a set of smaller blocks in the case where



 the actual channel condition for a given HSDPA TTI is significantly poorer than the reported CQI. Simulation results



 were showing the performance gain of this scheme.



 Several concerns were raised. Main concerns were




- From where is the performance gain coming ?





 ( If channel condition negatively changes, the large transport blocks are most likely in error. Smaller units will






have more protection by channel coding.




- Redesign of large part of mac-hs would be needed.




- Impact on system performance




- Is the data transmitted in the initial transmission to be discarded ?  if so then why does this scheme gain ?




- Difficulties in the actual implementation.



 Qualcomm to some extent shared the view with this proposal.



 After short discussion, chairman stated that we consider this paper as noted from Rel-5 point of view. He said that



 actually it is difficult to understand where the gain comes from. He said that furthermore this scheme would require



 certain modifications to layer 1 process as well as the impact on mac-hs. This can be considered in Rel-6.

/*** Day2 coffee break 15:32 – 15:59 ***/


(*9) Mr. Hideki Kanemoto (Panasonic) presented this paper.



 This paper was a sequel to R1-02-0912 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu.



 This paper addressed HS-SCCH power control schemes further. Following two possible enhanced methods were



 evaluated;




- Switching power offset depending on UE’s HO state.



- CQI based scheme.


 The simulation results showed that improvement can be achieved by CQI based power control scheme. 



 Mr. Masafumi Usuda (NTT DoCoMo) raised one concern on the method using CQI for HS-SCCH power control saying



 that CQI is defined only for HS-DSCH quality and  there might be differences between HS-SCCH receiver algorithm



 and HS-DSCH receiver algorithm. For instance the advanced receiver may be applied. He said that if CQI is to be used



 for HS-SCCH power control then this receiver algorithm difference issue needs to be further investigated. 



 This paper was noted.

/*** Day2 closed at 16:46 ***/

    (*10) Following papers were addressing the applicability of Tx-diversity for HSDPA and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-1078 was presented by Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson).





This paper was the continuation work on the applicability of Tx-diversity modes for HSDPA. So far the open





loop transmit diversity (STTD) has been agreed upon and is included in the current specifications. This paper





addressed some of the more important open issues relating to close loop transmit diversity in conjunction with





HS-PDSCH and HS-SCCH and it is concluded that there are not major problems associated with the inclusion





of closed loop mode 1 in the specifications, while further studies were recommended for mode 2. The necessary





CRs for the inclusion of closed loop mode 1 were also attached to this paper. The CR was proposing following 





applicability table. (with respect to HSDPA related channels)

	Physical channel type
	Open loop mode
	Closed loop mode

	
	TSTD
	STTD
	Mode 1
	Mode 2

	HS-PDSCH
	–
	X
	X
	FFS

	HS-SCCH
	–
	X
	X
	FFS





R1-02-1103 was presented by Texas Instruments




In RAN WG1#27 meeting, Texas Instruments showed that TxAA mode 1 provides significant gain over a single





antenna system for HSDPA when actual verification is used. A concern was raised there regarding the





performance of TxAA when the power normalization factor is estimated only once per TTI while the received





signal power may vary within one TTI due to the change in TxAA weight coefficient at the slot rate. 





Following 2 points were shown by this paper.






1. When TxAA is used, the power normalization factor can be estimated only once per TTI (during the first






    slot every TTI). The change in TxAA weight coefficient every slot, which results in the variation of






    received signal power within one TTI, can be taken into account by introducing a simple correction






    factor.






2. For TxAA mode 1 with 16QAM modulation: there is virtually no performance loss when the power 






    normalization factor is estimated only once per TTI using the technique described in this contribution. 





This paper was noted with no comments. This paper was not contradicting with the proposal given in





R1-02-1078 (Ericsson).




R1-02-1124 and R1-02-1123 were presented by Mr. Mark Harrison (Motorola).





These 2 papers addressed some of the open issues identified in RAN WG1#27 on the selection of close loop





modes and provided more general considerations on it.





It states that there do not appear to be any factors significantly differentiating the performance of either closed





loop mode 1 or 2 over the patterns observed in R99. As in R99, both modes have been reported to provide





significant throughput enhancements, with either mode performing better, depending on the conditions. The two





modes may also be used under somewhat different configurations (mode 1 is limited to slot formats with 2 or





more pilot symbols). Adopting both modes maintains compatibility with the mandated use of both closed loop





modes in R99 UEs. It is also consistent with the philosophy that a R99 feature should be applicable to HSDPA





where there are no technical reasons prohibiting co-existence of HSDPA and that feature.  





In conclusion this paper recommended that both modes 1 and 2 be supported for HS-DSCH.




R1-02-1129 was presented by Mr. Sung Jin Kim (Samsung).




In this paper the performance of TxAA mode 1 and mode 2 in HSDPA were investigated by various numerical




link level simulations. From this simulation results, it was shown that TxAA has quite serious gains compared to




the single antenna system. This paper concluded that if more flexibility is permitted for TxAA usage in




RAN WG1, closed loop mode 2 also can be considered as one of TxAA mode for HSDPA (Rel-5).



 After all these relevant papers were presented, based on the discussion Chairman suggested to go ahead with Ericsson's



 CR.



 Motorola suggested alternative approach. Motorola said that Ericsson's CR is a bit premature at this stage because we



 have not established the difference in performance between mode 1 and 2 while this CR seems to put that these 2 modes



 are somewhat different in performance. Motorola suggested that we should report to RAN that there is a consensus on



 the benefit of closed loop modes and therefore it should be included in Rel-5 however the specific modes to be included



 are for further study. Motorola mentioned that if there is no consensus on the difference in the modes then why we need



 to change the specification at this point of time.



 Some discussion took place.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) raised concern regarding the completion of HSDPA work item and commented that



 although she did not have any particular opinion on closed loop mode 2, she thought we should definitely try to close



 all the open items from RAN WG1 perspective as soon as possible rather than delaying some decision on Tx-diversity.



 Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone group) remarked that we should proceed with Ericsson's CR unless there is any



 outstanding issue on closed loop mode 1. He said that we should provide some conclusion to the RAN.



 Chairman remarked that we definitely need to be able to show some concrete progress for the RAN because otherwise 



 there will be RAN guidance just to forget whole feature combinations for Rel-5 and study them for the next release. He



 again suggested to go ahead with CR from Ericsson and to report to RAN clearly that we have one FFS for closed loop



 mode 2 and we will solve this by TSG RAN#18 in December. He summarised issues to be addressed for Mode 2 on the



 screen.




- Verification (Node B and or UE)




- Node B Power imbalance (if contributions made still on this)



 Chairman supplemented that the question on the verification is more important and consensus needs to be reached



 among companies. Regarding the power imbalance issue, we might need no actions unless someone thinks that there is



 still an issue.



 Finally Motorola agreed with the suggestion from Chairman and the CRs from Ericsson were approved.



 ("FFS" is to be changed to something else in Rel-5 time frame.) 

/*** Day3 coffee break  10:54 – 11:30 ***/

    (*11) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this paper.



 This was the continuation work of R1-02-0807 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu.



 NEC provided detailed timing diagram of the proposed scheme in answering for the comments raised in RAN WG1#27.



 Mr. Sung Jin Kim (Samsung) made a comment on the text proposal saying that "will" should be replaced with "may" or



 "shall" in case it specifies the behaviours of entities.


 Mr. Mark Harrison (Motorola) questioned if the results have been shown for the multi-path channels and if the feed



 back error rate has been specified.  ( No multi-path simulation results in this paper. NEC is ready to provide them, if



 needed.



 Lucent commented that it would be interesting to investigate the mismatch problem in CQI feed back and weight



 feedback in the system simulation concerning AMC.



 Chairman encouraged the proponent to provide the feedback for the comments received. He mentioned that we need to



 be a bit careful with how to define the downlink packet activity or criterion with this scheme. He suggested proponent



 to provide a draft CR for the next meeting.


    (*12) Following 2 papers were related.




R1-02-1095 was presented by Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless).





SMP features are included in the HSDPA transport channel processing chain to support the use of max-log-map





Turbo decoders. In this paper it was shown by the simulation results that a max-log-map Turbo decoder





improved by the use of SMP underperforms a log-map Turbo decoder by about 0.2dB in AWGN.





This paper was suggesting RAN WG1 to consider whether it is really necessary to include SMP-related





elements in the HSDPA transport channel processing chain. (A company that is unhappy with the performance





of a non-SMP HSDPA transport channel processing could improve performance by 0.4dB by implementing a





log-map Turbo decoder.)




R1-02-1130 was presented by Mr. Hunkee Kim (Samsung).





This was commenting paper against R1-02-1095.





Basically this paper stated that the suggestion made by IPWireless in R1-02-1095 was based on some





misunderstandings and this paper clarified them. It was emphasized that it is not necessary to re-discuss the




dual interleaver and bit collection function.



These 2 papers were noted without any discussions.

    (*13) LGE presented this paper.



 This paper was the sequel to R1-02-0888 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu. This paper was



 addressing the problem in DSCH power control improvement in soft handover in connection with SSDT operation



 (Rel-5) in the case where the same criteria to determine primary cell are employed in SSDT and DSCH power control


 (DSCH PC). That is, when the uplink SSDT commands are unreliable due to poor signal quality or excessive puncturing


 in uplink compressed mode, the cell may recognize its status as primary even if the actual uplink SSDT commands


 indicate the non primary state. In this case, the DSCH transmit power will be reduced by the Enhanced DSCH Power


 Offset, which results in the insufficient transmit power and thus degrades the DSCH performance.


 In this paper, following 2 solutions were proposed.



1. a cell should recognize its status as non-primary when uplink channel quality is poor.




2. Qth is not employed in DSCH PC like Release 4.


 Chairman commented that in Rel-4 things work well but in Rel-5 the decision criteria do not work any more that well



 due to the new stuff introduced for Rel-5 (SSDT operation). He said in that sense, the solution 2 is more straightforward



 approach because if we have implemented this solution for already in Rel-4 base station then there would be no need for



 us to change anything with respect to this problem in updating Rel-4 base stations into Rel-5.



 Lucent commented that they would like to have more time to study this paper. Lucent also commented that they would



 like to know about the impact of the actual system performance in the case of the erroneous decision of non-primary to



 primary cell.



 Chairman responded that with regard to this issue, we do not need any system simulations because this is rather minor



 issue.



 Chairman invited LGE to provide draft CRs on either of solutions for the next meeting. He said again that he thought



 that solution 2 is straightforward. On this, NEC also commented that they as well preferred the solution 2.

/*** Day 3 Lunch break  12:33 – 14:09 ***/

    (*14) Following papers were addressing CQI definition related issues and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-1061 was presented by Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony).





This paper discussed the interpretation of the CQI definition provided in TS25.214 v5.2.0.




The intention was to clarify the definition of CQI in the specification in order to eliminate current ambiguity





and provide the basis for the answers to the questions raised in  the LS from RAN WG4 (R1-02-1132,





R4-021360) which we had reviewed on Day1. (See No. 4) In this paper following 2 points were discussed





and recommendations to clarify the definition were given.






- block error probability






- current radio condition




No specific comments were made on this presentation.




R1-02-1083 was presented by Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips).





Currently the timing or duration of the measurements which UE makes for the purpose of reporting CQI is not





defined in the specifications. This paper considered the possible specification of timing and timing accuracy





which may be required for CQI measurement. It was shown that it is necessary to specify a time instant to which





the UEs channel quality measurements relate, in order to enable the Node B to make effective use of the power





control loop for tracking the channel. It was suggested that the timing of the measurement should be specified





to be within about 2 slots of the nominal value to minimise potential performance degradation.





No specific comments were made on this presentation.




R1-02-1084 was presented by Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips).





This paper discussed the possible specification of the duration of the CQI measurement, the period over which





the channel conditions (e.g. SIR) are averaged.





It was shown that use of a longer averaging period than 1 sub-frame can give equal or better performance over





a wide range of speeds both in soft handover and non soft handover cases. The only case where the shorter





measurement duration is significantly better is for soft handover and speeds less than about 20km/hr.





No indication seems to be that we will need to change the averaging period many times depending on UE speed.





Some kind of ability to distinguish between high speed and low speed (2 speed conditions) could give some





possibility for optimisation to using longer averaging period in soft handover.





Following approaches were suggested.






1. Independently signal to the UE one of two or more values for the CQI measurement period.






2. Set the measurement period to be equal to the reporting period.






3. Set the measurement period to be equal to the period since the last CQI report.






4. Define a measurement period to be used for each possible reporting period.





Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola) questioned about the effect of CQI errors on different kind of schedulers.






( The results presented here were based on proportional fair scheduler assumption. Philips does not think







that there is that much difference depending on the schedulers but Philips will check it.





Chairman commented that we need to be careful about what we specify because we need to take into account





the impact on RAN WG4 simulations.





There was a question asking about the difference between suggested approach 2 and 3. ( offline





This paper was noted.




R1-02-1152 was presented by Mr. Kenneth Stewart (Motorola).





This paper was the joint proposal from Motorola, Philips, Sony, Ericsson and Panasonic.





Based on the relevant discussion papers so far presented, this paper proposed a clarification of CQI measurement





definition so as to provide better guidance to RAN WG4.





Following 2 options were considered for the location in time of the CQI reference measurement period and text





proposals were made in this paper for each option. (and a draft CR based on option 1 was attached to the paper.)






Option 1 : CQI reference measurement period is the 3-timeslot interval ending 1 timeslot before the start of the first








    timeslot in which the CQI is to be transmitted. This is illustrated in Figure 1.






Option 2 : UE would be free to locate its 3-timeslot reference measurement period at any point within a permissible range.





A bit long discussion took place on following 2 points.






- Why 3 slots ? 
According to the Philips' paper, much longer period was suggested.







(  CQI values generated for CQI period would be averaged after being individually generated. The








proposal here really does not take any averaging into account at all. This is clearly the definition








to help RAN WG4 with their performance requirements. This is just specifying where the








measurement period is.






   Why 3 slots ? and not other value like 1,2,4,5 ?







( because it is same as sub-frame duration. Overall possible choices, 3 slots is considered to be most







     reasonable and convenient. 







- A bit slightly looser definition would be better than the exact definition when we consider the other






  definitions. Even if we chose the exact definition it would not be tested by RAN WG4.





Qualcomm, Nortel (Node B needs to know exact timing where the 3 slot measurement is.), Ericsson, Motorola





and Panasonic expressed their preference on option1 or modified option1.





Chairman stated that we need to have some time to hear opinion from the implementation people before





making a decision on which option we will take.





Chairman suggested offline discussion and stated that we would come back to this discussion on Day4.





On Day4,  the CR on this issue was presented in R1-02-1174 in which the option 1 was adopted. Following text





was approved to be included. (See No. 165)








Based on an unrestricted observation interval, the UE shall report the highest tabulated CQI value that could be received






in a 3-slot reference period ending 1 slot before the start of the first slot in which the CQI value is transmitted and for






which the transport block error probability does not exceed 0.1 for a single transmission with a TFRC corresponding to






the reported, or a lower, CQI value.

/*** Day3 coffee break   15:27 -  16:14 ***/

    (*15) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this paper.



 This paper was a joint proposal by Panasonic, Ericsson and Nortel.



 This paper summarised the discussion of the definition of the timing of uplink HS-DPCCH subframe which had been



 discussed on RAN WG1 e-mail reflector in July.  The problem is that the UE and Node B may not always end up with



 the same 'm' value for the offset between DPCCH and HS-DPCCH subframe, in the context of soft handover. The



 problem comes from the fact that the UE may choose one of the downlink RL in the active set for its tracking and



 therefore, the UL DPCCH will be sent 1024 chip offset from this RL. This paper proposed that the value of 'm' is


 derived based on the DPCH frame timing offset, assuming that the UE centers the RX window around the DPCH from



 the HS-DSCH serving cell. It is further proposed that the timing is defined relative to the UL DPCH frame start



 belonging to the DL DPCH frame that contains the start of the related HS-DSCH subframe. A corresponding CR for this



 proposal was included in this paper. (CR 25.211-170)



 A couple of clarification questions were raised but there was no objection made for the proposal. After the discussion,



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) informed that the CR attached was revised in R1-02-1154 (CR 25.211-170r1).



 In the revision, the equation of m is simplified and one additional clarification on 'm' was added.



 This CR was approved.

    (*16) Mr. Hideji Wakabayashi (Mitsubishi) presented this paper.



 This paper addressed the case where the timings of CQI reporting from different UEs are overlapped. In order to reduce



 this overlapping (in order to avoid uplink interferences), this paper proposed that the value of CQI Feedback period k


 are chosen from among prime numbers. In addition, this paper proposed to clarify the operation in case k =0.


 A couple of comments were raised saying that we already have enough randomness with respect to the CQI distribution



 by having CQI to be linked with CFN.



 There was one comment saying that still we need to clarify the operation when k = 0.  



 Chairman agree with this comment and suggested to the proponent to draft a CR which clarifies (only) the case of k=0.



 Eventually Mitsubishi made a CR for this in R1-02-1172 (CR 25.214-296). This CR was reviewed on Day4 and



 approved. (See No. 168)

    (*17) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this paper.



 This paper was based on R1-02-1046 (Siemens).



 This paper proposed a method of allowing the Node B to request a CQI report from a UE without simultaneously



 allocating HS-PDSCH resources. This proposed CQI reporting method may improve system performance when HSDPA



 is used for bursty traffic as is typical of internet applications. The proposed method has minimal impact on higher layers.



 R1-02-1165 contains the draft CR for this proposal.



 Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) commented that although he basically agrees with the proposal he would like to look it in



 detail in terms of CQI definition of FDD. He requested more time to check details and to make an offline discussion



 with IPWireless and other interested parties before going into the actual CR.



 On Day 4, Mr. Martin Beale announced that they would like to postpone this issue to the next meeting. (Day 4 12:08)
    (*18) Following 4 papers were addressing the variable rate CQI reporting for FDD and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-1046 was presented by Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens).




This paper proposed a new scheme for variable rate CQI reporting.





It was proposed to maintain the current CQI reporting and simply to add the possibility for additional CQI reports





to be triggered by HS-SCCH signalling. The additional fast signalling messages is to be accommodated in the





unused part of HS-SCCH, Part 1. High rate reporting is switched on by M2 (message 2) through additional fast





signalling but the switch is turned off automatically by the UE if there is no packet transmitted any more.





There was one concern raised by Mitsubishi regarding the overhead this proposal will have.





Since Siemens had prepared the actual CRs for this proposal in R1-02-1146 (CR 25.212-159, CR 25.214-291),





chairman suggest to have a look at them.





There were a couple of concerns raised against the CRs and this proposal itself after the reviewal of the CR.






- Some king of mechanism (e.g. timer) seems to be needed regarding Switch –on/off operation. According






  to the proposed description in CR 25.214 it sounds as if the extra message requesting new CQI report (M2)






  have to be transmitted immediately before the Node B is intended to schedule the packet. (otherwise, if






  there is not, UE would stop the reporting again..)







( Start/Stop message or some timer mechanism might be needed. (Siemens)






- Robustness of the scheme






  The understanding of the status of CQI reporting needs to be aligned at the Node B and the UE. In case






  UE misses a downlink transmission then it will believe that the continuous transmission is interrupted and






  it would not continue reporting CQI.  Further the CRC is not transmitted for the additional fast signalling






  and hence no opportunity for UE to verify the message with CRC. ( offline






- Is this kind of pure Node B signalling to be allowed by RNC ?







( Siemens will consider further.





Having these comments, this paper was noted and CRs were not approved.




R1-02-1069 was presented Mr. Syeo Rizwan Hassan UI (Lucent).





This was the variable CQI reporting paper.





It was shown that the existing fixed rate CQI scheme causes degradation in system performance for low CQI





rates. The CQI scheme proposed in R1-01-1037 (Lucent, RAN WG1#22) alleviates this problem by increasing





the CQI rate during HS-DSCH activity. Furthermore, the proposed scheme is robust for a wide range of CQI





rates, as also mobile speeds. Based on the foregoing discussion, Lucent proposed that the scheme proposed in





R1-02-0935 (reviewed in RAN WG1#27 meeting) be adopted.





No comments were raised (except one small clarification).




R1-02-1051 was presented Mr. Noriyuki Fukui (Mitsubishi).





This paper proposed to send extra CQI reporting together with Nack signalling in addition to the periodic CQI





reporting. (when the UE detects errors in HS-PDSCH data, it transmits the CQI value in same subframe as




Nack transmission.) The draft CR was provided in R1-02-1052 (not reviewed).





A couple of comments were made.






- Since the proposal from Siemens is to send additional CQI reporting with Acks and Nacks, this proposal






  of sending CQI reporting with Nacks only would be covered by Siemens proposal.






- Although the improvement of this proposal shown in figure 2 is rather big, the performance gain shown in






  figure 4 is very small.






- The assumption of this proposal seems to allow the change in modulation scheme from 16QAM to QPSK






   in the retransmissions however the current TBS signalling would not allow this. (If the first transmission






   is done with 16 QAM then the retransmissions need to be in 16 QAM.)





Having these comments, chairman suggested to proceed with the next document.




R1-02-1038 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).





This paper was not proposing actual scheme. This paper contained comments/questions for the proposal from





Lucent on the variable rate CQI reporting so far presented in RAN WG1.





Lucent made refutations.





Mr. Noriyuki Fukui (Mitsubishi) supported the idea of variable rate CQI reporting based on the downlink activity





in terms of the reduction of uplink interferences.



 After all these papers were presented Chairman proposed to resume the discussion on Day4 morning.

/*** Day3 closed at 18:28 ***/

Day 4, started at 08.40



 Chairman summarised the proposals on the screen that had been presented on Day 3 evening.



 Alternatives:




1. Extra CQI report after each packet (Lucent)




2. Extra CQI report after NACK (Mitsubishi)




3. Extra CQI/higher rate based on HS-SCCH signalling (Siemens)




4. Do nothing in Rel’5.



 Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) commented we should study these ideas for future release as possible improvements



 because we are not sure whether there is really a problem with current CQI scheme.



 Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) supported this comment from Ericsson.



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) preferred alternative 1 from Lucent.


 Chairman concluded as follows on the screen.




"Stay currently with no new additions, possible adoption for method 1 to be checked still later today." (for FDD)

    (*19) Following papers were all addressing the issue of dedicated pilots only as a phase reference and reviewed in



 succession.




R1-02-1107 was presented by Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic).





This paper proposed a way forward for dedicated pilot as phase reference for HSDPA in which dedicated pilot





as phase reference in Rel-5 is allowed with the following limitation.






- UE is not required to receive 16QAM in case of dedicated pilot as phase reference.





- UE is not required to report CQI in case of dedicated pilot as phase reference.





One concern raised saying that it is doubtful if we can do without CQI report at all. Because although the





downlink power control can be used to follow variations on the channel after some CQI reports, it is still





necessary to have at least one CQI report in order to calibrate the downlink power control against the particular





UE implementations.




R1-02-1040 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).





This paper discussed the problem with dedicate pilots as a phase reference. The discussions themselves were





almost identical to the ones presented in the past meetings. In conclusion it says that rather than adopting




dedicated pilots only as a phase reference for HS-PDSCH and HS-SCCH, Nokia proposes setting dedicated pilot




as "NO" in table of "Application of phase references on downlink physical channel types" of TS25.211.





No specific comments were raised.




R1-02-0923 was presented by Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm).





This paper analysed the performance of HS-PDSCH using QAM modulation when the CPICH can not be used





for phase reference (implicitly indicating that the DPCH may be transmitted in a beam). (This paper was





originally provided for RAN WG1#27 meeting but it had not been presented.)





In conclusion, this paper was not as negative as Nokia paper in using dedicated pilots only as a phase reference





however this paper agreed with the fact that we will need some relatively optimistic conditions for dedicated





pilots only as a phase reference case. It says that if we would agree to include the case then we need to liaise with





RAN WG4 informing that this will not be the case for any slot formats but only for the slot formats where





significant amount of dedicated pilots energy is available. 





No concerns were raised.




R1-02-0890 was presented by Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this paper.





This paper had already been presented in RAN WG1#27.





This paper was proposing dedicated pilots as possible phase reference for HS-PDSCH and HS-SCCH as well as





S-CPICH because there has not been shown any technical reason why those signals cannot be used as downlink





phase reference besides the primary common pilot. A draft CR for this proposal was attached.



 After all these papers were presented the discussion took place on how we should proceed. Nokia, Philips, Panasonic



 and Qualcomm raised concern against the Ericsson's proposal.



 Based on the comments received chairman suggested to have "NO" for the dedicated pilots and "YES" for P/S-CPICH.



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger suggested other alternatives than putting "YES/NO", they were, putting "FFS" (Similar to the



 situation for closed loop mode Tx-diversity) or allowing some support of dedicated pilots (as UE capability), or the



 proposal from Panasonic in R1-02-1107. He said that considering the situation in the past meetings and this meeting,



 there is no 100% consensus on putting "YES" or "NO" for the applicability of dedicated pilots as phase reference hence



 we should allow interesting parties to support such combinations. It may be studied for a later release whether the



 support of dedicated pilots for HSDPA can be mandatory for the UE.



 As there was no objections made for having dedicated pilots for HS-PDSCH and HS-SCCH as option, chairman



 concluded to do so and asked Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger to provide the revision of the CR. No objection was raised for this



 conclusion. Since we need to have RAN WG2 CR for 25.306 for this change, chairman suggested to send an urgent LS



 to RAN WG2 informing our conclusion. (It was felt very difficult to have corresponding RAN WG2 CR on 25.306 in



 time in RAN#17 together with RAN WG1 CR because there was only one day left for RAN WG2 meeting at that



 time.) 



 Eventually the revised CR was made in R1-02-1177 and LS was drafted in R1-02-1178. These were reviewed in the



 afternoon and approved. (LS was approved in R1-02-1192)    (See No.166 [CR] and No.182 [LS])

    (*20) Following papers were addressing HS-DPCCH power control in soft handover and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-1066 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).





In this paper implementation details with some additional simulation results were presented for the power control





scheme where the HS-DPCCH is independently power controlled without affecting the performance of the





DPDCH. It was shown that the HS-DPCCH (non soft-handoff link) and the corresponding DPCCH/DPDCH





(soft-handoff link) can be independently power controlled using one power control bit stream transmitted at





1500 Hz, without compromising the Ack/Nack, CQI and the DPDCH performance/requirements under SHO and





non-SHO conditions while maintaining a 98 percentile HS-DPCCH/DPCCH ratio to less than 7dB. Proponents





had already made a draft CR for this proposed scheme for 25.211 and 25.214 in R1-02-1049/1050/1170/902.





A couple of questions for clarifications were made.




R1-02-1025 was presented by Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel).




This was the sequel to R1-02-0929 which had been presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu. This paper





presented some further simulation results based on the discussion held at RAN WG1#27 (mainly on the





reliability issue on TPC command). It was shown that taking into account the reliability of the serving cell





commands yields the same performance gain than without. Still this reliability information does not have a





major effect on performance. A companion CR (joint proposal with Philips) was provided in R1-02-1026 where





the reliability information is used by the UE. 





Chairman suggested having a look at the CR in succession.





After the presentation of the CR, several questions for clarifications were made but they were answered by the





proponent.





Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) pointed out one problem related to RAN WG4 specification (25.101). He said





that the uplink transmitter power step tolerance (up/down) is specified in TS 25.101 and according to that





currently only 0,1,2,3 dB step size are allowed within 50μs transition time. He said therefore if this scheme (6dB)





is applied then it would have impact on TS 25.101.





Ms. Sarah Boumendil responded that of course RAN WG4 would have to evaluate the scheme whether they need





to set some new requirements however she did not think that this is really something new because there are a





number of cases where UE does not only change the power with step equal to power control step size, e.g. TFC





change, compressed mode cases.





This paper was noted.




R1-02-1068 was presented by Mr. Peter Chambers (Siemens).





This document contained a cover paper, a draft CR and a draft LS to RAN WG2.





The scheme presented in this paper was based on R1-02-0592 (Ericsson) which had been presented in RAN WG1





#25 meeting in Paris which showed how it is possible using legacy signalling to raise DPCCH power in order to





provide extra power required. However the original has the following drawbacks.






- PDCH/DPCCH power ratio reduction would require TFCS reconfiguration, this may be too much additional






  signalling for this purpose;






- It leads to the additional power in present all the time.






- Outer loop for DPDCH correction and, hence, DPCCH power boosting is slow.





In order to improve the original scheme, this paper proposed to introduce (one extra) separated parameter for the





additional offset that is applied when HS-DPCCH transmission is to be made when the UE is in soft handover.





There was a comment saying that in this proposal the power offset is to be set by the operator but it should be





done automatically if we take into account the reliability of operator control.





There was also a comment about how this scheme would work properly. How will changing βc necessarily





provide right offset to DPCCH ?




R1-02-1087 was presented by Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC).





This paper was a sequel to R1-02-0877 which had been discussed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu.





In this paper, the answers to the concerns raised at the previous RAN WG1 meetings on the "Modified TPC for





HS-DPCCH operation in SHO" were provided, including the increase of interference and the performance with




high UE velocity.





A draft CR for this proposal was provided in R1-02-0974.





Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) explained the difference between Nortel proposal and NEC proposal.






- The timing when the DPCCH/DPDCH power control behaviour is modified.






- In Nortel proposal UTRAN is able to control the amount of extra uplink interference by means of the






  window size.






- In Nortel proposal the UE will check if the mismatch between serving HS-DSCH cell commands and






  combined commands are reliable.
/*** Day4 coffee break 10:52 – 11:29 ***/




R1-02-1039 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).





This was the short commenting paper on the proposals for power control of the HS-DPCCH.





In conclusion it states.






- Nokia has concerns of the extra complexity introduced by a separate HS-DPCCH power control scheme.






- It is Nokia’s opinion that a clarification of the HS-DPCCH power control schemes is required in order to






  evaluate the UE complexity imposed. 



 After all these related papers were presented a long discussion took place on this HS-DPCCH power control issue.



 A number of comments, concerns and refutations were made on each proposal and it was felt quite difficult to converge



 the opinion. As usual chairman asked for the opinions from the companies which have not made any proposal on this



 topic.



 Ericsson commented following 2 points.




- We should not forget the uplink interferences to the neighbouring cells caused by this HS-DPCCH power control.




- We should be very careful with the existing power control scheme so that the new proposal would not degrade




   what we already have.



 Qualcomm preferred the proposal from Philips (R1-02-1085) reviewed on Day2. Qualcomm was not convinced that



 there is problem existing in Rel-5 with what we have today that justifies the introduction of something new to the Rel-5.



 Samsung responded that although we already have simple "repetition" scheme for Ack/Nack and CQI signalling, we



 need to consider the high-end UE case that can be scheduled every TTI and repetition scheme cannot be applied.



 Chairman agreed with the comment from Qualcomm and suggested the conclusion that we would stick to what we



 already have for Rel-5 and would not add new schemes. Chairman stated that all these new proposals can be then



 discussed in the scope of HSDPA enhancement for Rel-5.  (Day4 12:03)



 However, later, it was decided to have e-mail discussion on this issue still for Rel-5 time frame. (See No. 92-93)

7.1 CRs on HSDPA

	No.
	R
	CR
	rev
	TS
	Tdoc
	Title
	Cat
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	138
	5
	148
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0962
	 Physical channel mapping for 

 HS-DPCCH
	D
	NEC
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 1  10:21-10:21

	139
	5
	149
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0963
	 HARQ bit collection
	F
	NEC
	Approved
	(*2)

Day 1  10:22-10:22

	140
	5
	151
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0941
	 Correction to UE specific 

 masking for HS-SCCH part1
	F
	InterDigital
	Approved
	(*3)

Day 1  11:18-11:20

	141
	5
	273
	1
	25.214
	R1-021027
	 Clarification of total HS-PDSCH

 power in CQI reporting procedure
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	(*4)

Day 1  11:24-11:26

	142
	5
	263
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0898
	 Clarification of total

 HS-SCCH/HS-PDSCH power
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*5)

Day 1  11:27-11:28

	143
	5
	089
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-0933
	 Clarification of TFRI bits for  

 3.84Mcps HSDPA TDD
	F
	InterDigital
	Approved
	(*6)

Day 1  11:28-11:28

	144
	5
	091
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-0885
	 Corrections to 25.224 for HSDPA
	F
	Siemens
	Postponed
	(*7)

Day 1  11:29-11:32

	145
	5
	093
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-1102
	 HS-DSCH Interleaving for TDD
	F
	IPWireles

Siemens
	Approved
	(*8)

Day 2  11:44-11:52

	146
	5
	141
	1
	25.212
	R1-02-0995
	 Bit scrambling for HS-DSCH
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*9)

Day 2  11:52-11:57

	147
	5
	091
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-1094
	 HS-SCCH Corrections for TDD
	F
	IPWireles

Siemens
	Approved
	(*10)

Day 2  14:59-15:01

	148
	5
	158
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-1093
	 Specification of H-RNTI to UE  

 identity mapping
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*11)

Day 2  15:02-15:04

	149
	5
	275
	1
	25.214
	R1-02-1108
	 IPDL and HSDPA
	F
	Panasonic
	Not approved
	(*12)

Day 2  16:09-16:21

	150
	5
	059
	-
	25.213
	R1-02-1088
	 Correction on the maximum  

 DPDCH in Figure1
	F
	Mitsubishi
	Approved
	(*13)

Day 2  16:22-16:24

	151
	5
	150
	1
	25.212
	R1-02-1121
	 Coding for HS-SCCH
	F
	NEC
	Approved
	(*14)

Day 2  16:24-16:28

	152
	5
	172
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-1122
	 Physical channel mapping
	F
	NEC
	Approved
	(*15)

Day 2  16:28-16:29

	153
	5
	171
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-1078
	 Inclusion of closed loop transmit

 diversity for HSDPA
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*16)

Day 3  09:32-10:54

	154
	5
	288
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1078
	 Inclusion of closed loop transmit

 diversity for HSDPA
	F
	
	
	

	155
	5
	170
	1
	25.211
	R1-02-1154
	 HS-DPCCH timing correction
	F
	Panasonic Ericsson

Nortel, Philips
	Approved
	(*17)

Day 3  16:34-16:38

	156
	5
	287
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1077
	 Correction of CQI definition
	F
	Ericsson
	To be revised
	(*18)

Day 3  16:39-16:54

	157
	5
	159
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-1146
	 CQI reporting enhancement
	C
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*19)

Day 3  17:42-17:54

	158
	5
	291
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1146
	 CQI reporting enhancement
	C
	
	
	

	159
	5
	280
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1026
	 HS-DPCCH power control in

 soft handover
	F
	Nortel Philips
	Noted
	(*20)

Day 4  10:05-10:25

	160
	5
	XXX
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1068
	 Uplink pilot power control for  

 HS-DPCCH in SHO
	F
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*21)

Day 4  10:27-10:35

	161
	5
	287
	1
	25.214
	R1-02-1169
	 Correction of CQI definition
	F
	Ericsson
	Agreed in principle
	(*22)

Day 4  12:05-12:08

	162
	5
	289
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1086
	 Correction of timing of CQI

 reporting
	F
	Philips
	Approved
	(*23)

Day 4  12:35-12:37

	163
	5
	091
	1
	25.224
	R1-02-1171
	 Corrections to 25.224 for HSDPA
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*24)

Day 4  12:39-12:40

	164
	5
	060
	-
	25.213
	R1-02-1179
	 Power offset values for
 HS-DPCCH
	F
	Nokia
	Approved
	(*25)

Day 4  16:04-16:15

	165
	5
	297
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1174
	 Clarification of CQI reference  

 period
	F
	Motorola
	Approved
	(*26)

Day 4  16:17-16:33

	166
	5
	161
	1
	25.211
	R1-02-1177
	 Phase reference for HSDPA
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*27)

Day 4  16:47-16:50

	167
	5
	287
	2
	25.214
	R1-02-1187
	 Correction of CQI definition
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*28)

Day 4  16:51-16:51

	168
	5
	296
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1172
	 The clarification of CQI
 feedback parameter k value
	F
	Mitsubishi
	Approved
	(*29)

Day 4  17:30-17:30



(*1) NEC presented this CR. This CR had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting and approved in principle.



 This CR was approved officially with no comments.


(*2) NEC presented this CR. This CR had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting and approved in principle.



 This CR was approved officially with no comments.

/*** Day1 coffee break   10:33 – 11:16 ***/


(*3) Ms. Liliana Czapla (InterDigital) presented this CR. This CR had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting and



 approved in principle. This CR was approved officially with no comments.


(*4) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this CR. This CR was the revision of R1-020928 which had been reviewed and



 approved in principle in RAN WG1#27 meeting. The revision had been made in order to remove the reference of TFRC.



 Ms. Sarah Boumendil explained that now the reference TFRC is not mentioned anywhere in RAN WG1 specifications



 except section 7.2 of TS 25.214 and that is not clearly defined there either. Since the original CR in R1-020928 was



 proposing the correction in the same section, Nortel proposed to remove TFRC and instead to put the reference of



 transport block size, number of HS-PDSCH codes and modulation. This was the only change made on R1-020928.



 This CR was approved officially without any comments.



 /*** Eventually this CR was further revised into R1-021194 CR 25.273r2 on the e-mail reflector after RAN WG1#28



 meeting. Actually the CR was reverted to CR 25.273r0 state because there was another CR from Motorola (R1-02-1193


 CR 25.298) which has the correction of the first paragraph of section 7.2. This Motorola CR was also approved on the



 e-mail reflector. (29th August, 2002) ***/


(*5) Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) presented this CR. This CR had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting and



 approved in principle. This CR was approved officially with no comments.

(*6) Ms. Liliana Czapla (InterDigital) presented this CR. This CR had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting and



 approved in principle. This CR was approved officially with no comments.


(*7) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this paper. This CR had been already presented in RAN WG1#27 meeting and



 approved in principle.



 Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) raised a couple concerns.




- " This shall be achieved by appropriate selection of an HS-DSCH transport block size and modulation format by higher layers





 for the allocated resources." is misleading.




- CQI message in general needs some consideration in TDD.



 These comments had been already given to Siemens in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu in offline. Chairman directly



 suggested offline discussion among interested parties and postponed the decision without having any online discussions.



 Eventually this CR was revised into R1-02-1171 CR 25.224-091r1. Modifications were made by IPWireless with



 respect to abovementioned concerns. This was reviewed on Day4 and approved. (See No. 163)


(*8) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this CR.



 This CR was the revision of R1-02-1002 which had been reviewed briefly in the end of RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu.



 This CR was the outcome of offline discussion between IPWireless and Siemens on HS-DSCH interleaving for TDD



 and based on R1-02-0968 and R1-02-0871.


 Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) pointed out errors in section numbering in terms of specification drafting rule. Chairman



 responded that for December RAN we are aiming to submit series of clean-up CRs correcting these numbering



 problems for TDD specifications and in those CRs, the section numbering error pointed out here will be corrected.



 This CR was approved with no other comments.


(*9) Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 This was the exactly same document which had been discussed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu. It had been



 postponed to this meeting and until this meeting, the proponent had not received any comments on this CR. 


 Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung) made a same comment as he made in RAN WG1#27 saying that channel coding block will



 introduce some correlation between bits and this correlation will cause some offset in signal level. He said therefore



 bit scrambling block had better be placed after the channel coding block unlike this CR. 



 Mr. Gerke Spaling responded that the reason to have placed it in the upper stream was because originally the scrambling



 was considered to be done by means of ciphering and this proposal followed that direction. He also stated that he did not



 understand that there is really a correlation existing.



 Chairman agreed with this answer and suggested to approve this CR.  Mr. Ju Ho Lee agreed.



 This CR was approved with no other comments.

    (*10) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this CR.



 This was the revision of R1-02-0884 which had been approved in principle in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu.



 Approved with no comments.

    (*11) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this CR.



 This CR has a relation to R1-02-1094 (No.147). Siemens recognised 2 problems in TS 25.212 while they were drafting



 CR for TS 25.222.




- The H-RNTI is not defined as unsigned binary but as a bit string in TS 25.331.




- In FDD UE ID is used (defined) twice for CRC attachment for HS-SCCH and UE specific masking of HS-SCCH.




   Siemens considered that it would be more appropriate if we put this definition in only once in the specification.





  ( add new section "4.6.2.4 UE identity mapping"



 Approved with no comments.

    (*12) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this CR.



 This CR was the revision of R1-02-0943 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu.



 Following description was proposed to be added in the informative annex.




" Some UE such as UE without the capability of "Support for IPDL" does not know the position of idle period. This means UE




   may fail to receive HS-SCCH and/or HS-DSCH when idle period for IPDL and HS-SCCH/HS-DSCH overlaps. Therefore,




   recommended behaviour for the network is not to schedule HS-SCCH and HS-DSCH in the idle period for location period. "



 There was a concern raised asking why we have to take care of IPDL related problem in the specification only for the



 context of HSDPA. ( HSDPA is more sensitive to IPDL compared to other R99/Rel-4 features.



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki agreed not to have the specific text in the specification if it is clearly stated in the minutes that



 UE is not expected to have special recovery methods to cover for the missing symbols (due to IPDL) in the data during



 IPDL period.

    (*13) Mr. Hideji Wakabayashi (Mitsubishi) presented this CR.



 "DPDCH 6" is added to Q axis in Figure1.


 This CR was approved with no comments.

    (*14) Mr. Nguyen Phong (NEC) presented this CR.



 This was the revision of R1-02-0964 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu but not approved.



 Revision was made based on the e-mail reflector discussion after RAN WG1#27.



 This CR was approved with no comments.



 Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) pointed out that there seems to be some overlap with CR 25.212-158 in R1-02-1093.



 (See No.148)   /*** After all it was confirmed that there is no problematic overlaps between those 2 CRs. ***/
    (*15) Mr. Nguyen Phong (NEC) presented this CR.



 This CR proposed to insert HS-DPCCH the mapping table in figure 31 because currently it was missing.



 This CR was approved with no comments.
    (*16) See No. 109-113

    (*17) See No. 122

    (*18) Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) presented this CR.


 This CR proposed some clarifications on section 7.2 Channel quality indicator (CQI) definition.



 Following 3 points were clarified.




-  CQI definition is rephrased.




-  Usage of phase reference for CQI is defined in a non-ambiguous way.




-  CPICH power in case of transmit diversity.


 There was no technical objections but one strong concern was made by Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki ( Panasonic) on the



 wording of second clarification (usage of phase reference for CQI.).   ("may" should be replaced with "shall", etc.)



 After short discussion between Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki and Mr. Stefan Parkvall, chairman suggested offline discussion



 for the suitable wording.



 Chairman suggested to removed the first clarification on CQI definition in the revision because in any case this part



 is to be revised by the other CR. (See No. 165, No.118-121).



 There was one question raised asking whether this CR does have the link to RAN WG3 issue because we are expecting



 RAN WG3 for Rel-5 to add information over the Iub on the phase reference which is going to be used by the UE.



 Chairman answered regardless the releases, the RAN WG3 CR(s) is considered to be independent of HSDPA and



 therefore we do not need to consider the linkage with respect to this CR.



 Chairman concluded that this CR was to be revised. Eventually the revision was made in R1-02-1169. This was



 further revised in R1-02-1187 and approved. (See No. 161, 167)

    (*19) See No. 125

    (*20) See No. 134

    (*21) See No. 135

    (*22) Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 This was the revision of R1-02-1077 which was reviewed on Day3. (See No. 156)



 Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) pointed out the wording problem in terms of English on following proposed text.




If higher layer signalling informs the UE that it for the radio link from the serving HS-DSCH cell may use a




S-CPICH as a phase reference and the P-CPICH is not a valid phase reference.


 Chairman concluded that this CR was approved in principle and suggested Mr. Stefan Parkvall to have offline



 discussion with Mr. Matthew Baker for correction.



 Eventually the revision was made in R1-02-1187 and it was approved. (See No.167)
    (*23) Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) presented this paper.


 The identical CR (without CR number) was originally contained in R1-02-0921 together with another linked CR for



 TS 25.211. These CRs were agreed in principle in RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu. The CR for 25.211 was merged with



 another CR from Panasonic, Ericsson and Nortel (R1-02-1154, CR 25.211-170r1) and already approved. (See No.155)



 This CR (for TS 25.214) was approved with no comments.



 Mr. Matthew Baker stated that there is one minor mistake in the summary of change in the coversheet.




The statement that the parameter m takes the smallest possible value meeting the timing requirements is moved




from clause 7.1.2 in 25.214 to clause 7.7 in 25.211.



 Actually the text was "removed". This remark was noted.

    (*24) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this CR.



 This was the revision of R1-02-0885. The original CR had already been approved in principle in RAN WG1#27 meeing



 in Oulu however there were some comments made on this CR on Day1 from IPWireless. (See No. 144) After having



 offline discussion, Siemens made this revision. 



 This CR was approved with no comments.

    (*25) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this paper.


 This CR was based on the discussion made on R1-02-1037 on Day2. (See No. 94)  In accordance with the discussion



 now the denominator has been changed to 15 from 16.



 LGE commented that in the case where quantised amiplitude ratio goes over 1, the ratio had better be described like



 15/14 or 15/13 rather than 19/15, 24/15 to be more in line with R99.



 Chairman suggeseted to approve the CR now saying that the fine tuning can be done later because in terms of



 RAN WG2, their value is just an index and we can play around with actual values.



 The LS informing this modification to RAN WG2 had been prepared in R1-02-1180. This LS was reviewed in



 succesion. The LS was approved in R1-02-1191 (See No.179)

    (*26) Mr. Kenneth Stewart (Motorola) presented this CR.



 This CR was based on the discussion about the establishing the reference period for CQI held on Day3.



 (See No.118-121). In the offline discussion which was suggested by Chairman, Mr. Kenneth Stewart did not detect 



 too much interest in the option 2 and therefore he made this CR based on the option 1.



 Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) pointed out that there is an overlap between this CR and the CR in R1-02-1027 which



 had been approved on Day1. (See No.141)  She said that she has no problem with the current CR itself but it would be



 better if both CRs were merged into one CR before submitting to RAN.



 Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) raised a concern regarding the wording of "CQI value that could be received". 



 Mr. Kenneth Stewart agreed with this concern. Mr. Matthew Baker proposed to approve the CR now and to make the



 revision over the e-mail reflector. Chairman agreed to this proposal.



 The LS informing this change to RAN WG4 was made by Mr. Katsutohi Itoh (Sony) in R1-02-1156. This LS was



 reviewed in succession. It was decided that LS was to be approved on e-mail reflector by 29, August. (See No.180)



 The CR was approved.  (revision may be discussed on the e-mail reflector until 29 August.)



 /*** On the e-mail reflector, the revision was provided and approved in R1-02-1193 (CR 25.214-298). Having this



 approval, Ms. Sarah Boumendil sent the revision of R1-02-1027 also on e-mail reflector in



 R1-02-1194 (CR 25.214-273r2). This revision was also approved on the e-mail reflector. ***/

    (*27) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 This was the revision of R1-02-0897. This CR was made based on the discussion held on phase reference for



 HSDPA on Day4 morning. (See No.129-132)



 Approved with no comments.



 The LS informing this change to RAN WG2 was provided in R1-02-1178 and this LS was reviwed in succession and



 approved in R1-02-1192 (See No.182)

    (*28) Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) presented this paper.


 This was the revision of R1-02-1169. (See No. 161)



 Approved with no comments. 

    (*29) Mr. Hideji Wakabayashi (Mitsubishi) presented this CR.



 This CR was made based on the discussion of R1-02-1089 (See No. 123). In accordance with discussion, Mitsubishi



 provided this CR in order to clarify the k=0 case.



 This CR was approved with no comments.

8. Rel’6 Work Items / Study Items
8.1 Status of the MIMO channel modelling work with 3GPP2

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	169
	36
	R1-02-1173
	 Spatial channel model Ad Hoc group  

 (SCM-AHG) update

	Lucent
	Noted
	(*1)

Day 4  15:04-15:09



(*1) Mr. Howard Huang (Lucent) presented this paper.


 Noted with no comments.

8.2 Inputs on other Rel’6 work/study items

	No.
	Item
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	170
	TEI
	R1-02-1151
	 Downlink power control improvements  

 for 3.84 Mcps TDD
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*1)

Day 4  15:16-15:33

	171
	MBMS
	R1-02-1098
	 Effect of SHO in MBMS
	Qualcomm
	Noted
	(*2)

Day 4  15:34-15:44

	172
	MBMS
	R1-02-1099
	 MBMS design considerations
	
	
	(*2)

Day 4  15:44-15:56

	173
	OFDM
	R1-02-1023
	 Revised Study Item description on Analysis

 of OFDM for UTRAN enhancement
	Nortel
	e-mail

approval
	(*3)

Day 4  17:00-17:24



(*1) Mr. Diptendu Mitra (Nokia) presented this paper.



 This paper addressed an improved DL inner loop power control schemes based on UE measured SIR difference. In this



 method the UE signals the TPC bit pattern based on the observed DL SIR difference to UTRAN. The UTRAN then



 changes the DL power based on the received TPC command from the UE. Results presented in this paper showed that



 2 bits be used for signalling to maintain back ward compatibility and minimize vulnerability of TPC command BER



 variations. With two bits signalling performance gain of 24 to 52 percent can be achieved as compared to 1 dB step size



 when uplink BER for TPC command is from 0 to 10 percent and with SIR measurement errors.



 There was one comment that this paper has not considered the effect with the coding gain reduction when deriving the



 capacities. ( taken into account already (Nokia)



 Siemens commented that this proposal was once made by Siemens for 1.28Mcps TDD where 3 level TPC was proposed.



 That proposal was objected due to concern from Nokia on the reliability of signalling.



 Siemens questioned why the asymmetric scheme is better than the symmetric scheme.



 Chairman concluded that this paper as noted. We would be discussing this topic in the next meeting.


(*2) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented these paper2.


 The transmit power requirements for MBMS was analysed under varying channel conditions and UE locations within



 a cell layout. Following requirements were assumed.




1.
The typical application layer throughput is 64 kbps.




2.
The physical layer BLER target is 1%.



 In conclusion, this paper stated




- For any meaningful implementation of MBMS, the required Tx power needs to be small enough, to allow for




  overhead channels, voice and other data services.




- It is seen that the use of SHO for MBMS reduces the required Tx power to less than 10% of the Node-B power




   in most realistic instances and less than 20% in the worst case.



 It was stated that the soft combining itself is nothing new from purely physical layer operation point of view especially



 from the terminal side and there would be no additional complexity assuming that the transmissions from the cells



 would be synchronised within the valid combining window. (All the terminals are already supporting soft handover.)



 The difficulty of this technique is precisely to ensure that signals are received within valid combining window. But this



 is RAN WG2 and RAN WG3 issue.



 Chairman invited people to study these papers. He said that we would be receiving questions on MBMS from



 RAN WG2 side in some point in the future and we need to be prepared for them. Status report would be reflecting that



 RAN WG1 has had these 2 papers, including Samsung's paper in RAN WG1#27 discussed so that RAN WG2 will be



 aware of RAN WG1 status on this item. 



 No specific comments were raised for these papers. These 2 papers were noted.


(*3) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this paper.


 This was the study item description which Ms. Sarah Boumendil had updated reflecting the discussion made in



 RAN WG1#27 meeting in Oulu. This document had been sent out on the e-mail reflector pretty much prior to this



 meeting. Following sentence was newly added to the objective section and this was the only difference made since



 RAN #16.




As a starting point, OFDM will be considered in the downlink only. It should be possible to operate in a 5MHz




spectrum allocation i.e. coupled with W-CDMA in the uplink for a 2*5MHz deployment scenario.



 Several concerns were made regarding the bandwidth of 5MHz. People were not necessarily convinced that we had



 agreed on this 5MHz bandwidth in RAN WG1#27 meeting.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked for the study item description we should stick to higher level description and



 not try to go into that much details.



 Chairman agreed with this remark and stated that we should try to agree on rather brief study item description and then



 continue detailed discussions for the TR like we did with other study items in the past.



 Due to the lack of time it was decided that we would approve the study item description on RAN WG1 e-mail reflector.



 The current document will be the basis for the e-mail discussion. Deadline was set at 29, August, 2002.

9. Approval of the liaison statements as output from WG1

	No.
	Discussed

Tdoc
	Source
	To/Cc
	Title
	Approved

Tdoc
	Notes

	174
	R1-02-1082
	Ericsson
	R2
	 Draft LS on introduction of HS-PDSCH  

 capability definition
	Merged with

R1-02-1162
	(*1)

 Day2  10:14-10:16

	175
	R1-02-1150
	Ericsson
	R3
	 LS response on HS-SCCH PO signalling
	R1-02-1150
	(*2)

 Day 3  09:54-09:56

	176
	R1-02-1159
	Ericsson
	R2

Cc: R4
	 LS on TX diversity on radio links in the

 active set
	R1-02-1159
	(*3)

 Day 3  17:13-17:15

	177
	R1-02-1162
	Ericsson
	R2

Cc: R4
	 LS on HS-PDSCH capability definition  

 and QPSK-only UE categories
	R1-02-1162
	(*4)

 Day 3  17:17-17:29

	178
	R1-02-1148
	Nokia
	R4
	 LS on cell portion in beamforming
	R1-02-1190
	(*5)

 Day 4  15:01-15:03

	179
	R1-02-1180
	Nokia
	R2, R3
	 LS on HS-DPCCH power offset values
	R1-02-1191
	(*6)

 Day 4  16:07-16:15

	180
	R1-02-1156
	Sony
	R4
	 Response to LS on the definition of CQI
	e-mail

approval
	(*7)

 Day 4  16:24-16:33

	181
	R1-02-1126
	Nortel
	RAN,

R2, T1
	 LS on Additional RAB configurations in

 34.108 (R2-022422)
	R1-02-1126
	(*8)

 Day 4  16:43-16:46

	182
	R1-02-1178
	Ericsson
	R2

Cc: R4
	 LS on phase reference for HSDPA
	R1-02-1192
	(*9)

 Day 4  16:48-16:50

	183
	R1-02-1188
	Panasonic
	R4
	 LS response on uplink DPCCH transmission  

 start timing in Hard Handover
	e-mail

approval
	(*10)

 Day 4  16:52-16:55



(*1) Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this LS.


 The definition of the support of HS-PDSCH is missing in the FDD section of TS 25.306. (This capability had been



 incorporated in TDD section.) This LS is requesting RAN WG2 to incorporate this definition. A draft CR for



 TS 25.306 was attached to this LS.



 There was no objection made. Chairman however proposed not to send this LS at this moment because we were



 expecting to have 16-QAM optionality discussion and Chairman thought it would be better if we could include the



 outcome of that discussion into a single LS together with this HS-PDSCH definition issue.



 Eventually this LS was merged with 16-QAM LS in R1-02-1162. It LS was reviewed and approved on Day3.



 (See No. 177)


(*2) Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) presented this LS on the screen.



 This was an answer LS to R1-02-1147 (R3-022037) which we had received and reviewed on Day2. (See No. 7)



 The LS was answering for RAN WG3 question that RAN WG1 considers that it is important to be able to update the



 power offset when entering or exiting soft handover. Further it was stated that the additional gain obtained by



 updating the power offset for changes in the active set when the number of radio links is >2 seems to be relatively



 small and might not motivate the introduction of a new user plane signalling message.



 This LS was approved with no comments.


(*3) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS.



 See No. 87



 This LS was approved with no comments.


(*4) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS.



 See No. and No. 96-101



 Chairman made a following note on the screen with regard to the approval of this LS.




This was agreed, TSG RAN report to reflect that intention is to make them void in Release 6, TSG RAN WG4




suggested to address the use of advanced receiver for Release 6.


(*5) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this LS.



 This was the answer LS for R1-02-1134 (R4-021378) which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 5)


 No comments were raised.


(*6) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this LS.



 See No. 94, No.164



 This LS was approved with one minor typo correction.


(*7) Mr.Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony) presented this LS.



 This LS was reviewed in connection with the CR in R1-02-1174 (See No.165) since this LS was intended to inform the



 decision made in that CR.



 There was a comment that we need to have more time to review the CR.



 In the end Chairman suggested e-mail approval of this LS. Deadline for comment was set at 29, August, 2002.



 /*** Was this approved ? ***/


(*8) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) presented this LS.


 See No. 2 and No. 8


(*9) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS.



 See No.166,  No.129-132

    (*10) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this LS.



 This was the answer LS to R1-02-1133 (R4-021370). (See No. 3)



 There was comment that we need to have time to check in detail. E-mail approval was suggested and Chairman agreed



 to it. Deadline was set at 29, August, 2002.



 /*** This LS was approved on the RAN WG1 e-mail reflector. ***/

10. Any other issues



- Tx diversity.  We will indicate to RAN that RAN WG1 will continue this work until December at least.



- Work Item Sheet: HSDPA Enhancements for Release 6 (R1-02-1181)




Chairman invited people to have a look at this paper before RAN #17 and give comments on RAN WG1 e-mail




reflector, if any.


-  Updated TDD inter-RAT measurement TR 25.888 (R1-02-1059)



This was the update of TR on "Improvement of inter-frequency and inter-system Measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD".




which includes the text approved in RAN WG1#27. This is to be approved via e-mail reflector.




This update will be presented for RAN#17 for information.

11. Closing


Chairman thanked North American Friends of 3GPP for hosting and providing excellent arrangements and facilities for the


meeting and its hospitality.


Next meeting is TSG RAN WG1 #28bis and will be held in Espoo, Finland,  8 - 9, October, 2002.


Mr. Tsukasa Sasaki (Fujitsu) will do secretary work from RAN WG1#28bis onwards.


MEETING CLOSED at 17:32, 22, August, 2002

12. TSG RAN WG1 meeting schedule in year 2000 -2002(Tentative)

	Meeting
	Year
	Month
	Date
	Location
	Hosts

	RAN WG1 #10
	2000
	January
	18-21
	Beijing, China
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #11
	2000
	February
	29 – March 3
	San Diego, CA, U.S.A.
	T1P1

	RAN #7
	2000
	March
	13-15
	Madrid, Spain
	

	RAN WG1 #12
	2000
	April
	10-13
	Seoul, Korea
	TTA

	RAN WG1 #13
	2000
	May
	22-25
	Tokyo, Japan
	NTT DoCoMo

	RAN #8
	2000
	June
	21-23
	Dusseldorf, Germany
	

	RAN WG1 #14
	2000
	July 
	4-7
	Oulu, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #15
	2000
	August
	22-25
	Berlin, Germany
	Siemens

	RAN #9
	2000
	September
	20-22
	Hawaii, U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #16
	2000
	October
	10-13
	Pusan, Korea
	Samsung, LGIC

	RAN WG1 #17
	2000
	November
	21-24
	Stockholm, Sweden
	Ericsson

	RAN #10
	2000
	December
	6-8
	Bangkok, Thailand
	Unisys

	RAN WG1 #18
	2001
	January
	15-18
	Boston, U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #19
	2001
	February
	27 – March 2
	Las Vegas, U.S.A.
	Motorola

	RAN #11
	2001
	March
	13-16
	Palm Springs, CA U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	HSDPA Ad Hoc
	2001
	April
	5-6
	Sophia Antipolis with R2
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #20
	2001
	May
	21-25 (5days)
	Pusan, Korea  withR2,3
	Samsung

	RAN #12
	2001
	June
	12-15
	Stockholm, Sweden
	Ericsson

	Rel-5 Ad Hoc
	2001
	June
	26-28
	Espoo, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #21
	2001
	August
	27-31(5days)
	Turin, Italy
	TiLab

	RAN #13
	2001
	September
	18-21
	Beijing, China
	Lucent, CWTS

	HSDPA Ad Hoc
	2001
	November
	5-7
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #22
	2001
	November
	19-23(5days)
	Jeju, Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #14
	2001
	December
	11-14
	Kyoto, Japan
	ARIB, TTC

	RAN WG1 #23
	2002
	January
	8-11
	Espoo, Finland
	Nokia

	WG/WG2 R99 AH
	2002
	February
	5-6
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #24
	2002
	February
	18-22(5days)
	Orlando, Florida, U.S.A.
	Motorola

	RAN #15
	2002
	March
	5-8
	Jeju, Korea
	TTA

	RAN WG1 #25
	2002
	April
	9-12
	Paris, France
	Nortel Networks

	RAN WG1 #26
	2002
	May
	13-16
	Gyeongju, Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #16
	2002
	June
	4-7
	Marco Island, FL, U.S.A
	Motorola

	RAN WG1 #27
	2002
	July
	2-5
	Oulu, Finland
	Nokia, Sonera, TAC Finland, Elisa Communications, Finnet

	RAN WG1 #28
	2002
	August
	19-22
	Seattle, WA, U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN #17
	2002
	September
	3-6
	Biarritz, France
	Alcatel

	RAN WG1 #28bis
	2002
	October
	8-9
	Espoo, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #29
	2002
	November
	5-8
	T.B.D., China
	Samsung

	RAN #18
	2002
	December
	3-6
	New Orleans, LA, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #30
	2003
	January
	7-10 (Tentative)
	San Diego, CA, USA
	Qualcomm

	RAN WG1 #31
	2003
	February
	20-23(Tentative)
	Japan
	NTT DoCoMo


Ad Hoc References

AH31 = 1.28 Mcps TDD UE positioning & Node B synch

AH32 = HSDPA General

AH33 = HSDPA UE capability

AH34 = DSCH hard split mode

AH35 = Interfrequency and intersystem measurements (e.g. compressed mode)

AH36 = MIMO and TX diversity issues, including channel models

AH38 = Beamforming 

AH40 = Release 4 issues

AH50 = Release 5 issues

AH99 = Release -99 issues

Annex A. List of CRs agreed in TSG RAN WG1 #28 meeting (Seattle, WA., U.S.A.)

1. Release 99 CRs + Associated Release 4 / Release 5 CRs

1.1  CRs with no links to other specifications

1.1.1  TS 25.212    (To be contained in RP-020568)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.212
	153
	2
	R1-02-1175
	Clarification of the definition of layer 1 transport channel numbers
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Siemens
	45

	2
	25.212
	154
	2
	R1-02-1175
	Clarification of the definition of layer 1 transport channel numbers
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Siemens
	46

	3
	25.212
	155
	2
	R1-02-1175
	Clarification of the definition of layer 1 transport channel numbers
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Siemens
	47


1.1.2  TS 25.221    (To be contained in RP-020569)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.221
	088
	1
	R1-02-0989
	Corrections to channelisation code mappings for 3.84 Mcps TDD
	R99
	F
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	18

	2
	25.221
	089
	1
	R1-02-0989
	Corrections to channelisation code mappings for 3.84 Mcps TDD
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	19

	3
	25.221
	090
	1
	R1-02-0989
	Corrections to channelisation code mappings for 3.84 Mcps TDD
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	20


1.1.3  TS 25.222    (To be contained in RP-020570)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.222
	095
	1
	R1-02-1176
	Clarification of the definition of layer 1 transport channel numbers
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Siemens
	48

	2
	25.222
	096
	1
	R1-02-1176
	Clarification of the definition of layer 1 transport channel numbers
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Siemens
	49

	3
	25.222
	097
	1
	R1-02-1176
	Clarification of the definition of layer 1 transport channel numbers
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Siemens
	50


1.2  CRs with links to other RAN WG1 specifications

1.2.1  TS 25.211 and TS 25.214

CRs on "Reversal of unwanted corrections resulting from CR 25.211-122 & CR 25.214-226"    (To be contained in RP-020571)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.211
	162
	1
	R1-02-1097
	Reversal of unwanted corrections resulting from CR 25.211-122
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	9

	2
	25.211
	163
	-
	R1-02-1097
	Reversal of unwanted corrections resulting from CR 25.211-122
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	10

	3
	25.211
	164
	-
	R1-02-1097
	Reversal of unwanted corrections resulting from CR 25.211-122
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	11

	4
	25.214
	270
	1
	R1-02-1097
	Reversal of unwanted corrections resulting from CR 25.211-122 & CR 25.214-226
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	12

	5
	25.214
	271
	-
	R1-02-1097
	Reversal of unwanted corrections resulting from CR 25.211-122 & CR 25.214-226
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	13

	6
	25.214
	272
	-
	R1-02-1097
	Reversal of unwanted corrections resulting from CR 25.211-122 & CR 25.214-226
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	14


1.2.2  TS 25.221 and TS 25.224

CRs on "Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels"    (To be contained in RP-020572)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.221
	095
	2
	R1-02-1135
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	R99
	F
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	36

	2
	25.221
	096
	2
	R1-02-1135
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	37

	3
	25.221
	097
	2
	R1-02-1135
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	38

	4
	25.224
	092
	2
	R1-02-1135
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	R99
	F
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	39

	5
	25.224
	093
	2
	R1-02-1135
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	IPWireless Siemens
	40

	6
	25.224
	094
	2
	R1-02-1135
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	IPWireless
	41


1.3  CRs with links to RAN WG2 specifications

1.3.1  CRs on "Correction of UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement"    (To be contained in RP-020558) 

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.215
	126
	-
	R1-02-1080
	Correction of UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Ericsson
	24

	2
	25.215
	127
	-
	R1-02-1080
	Correction of UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Ericsson
	25

	3
	25.215
	128
	-
	R1-02-1080
	Correction of UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Ericsson
	26

	4
	25.225
	059
	-
	R1-02-1113
	Correction of UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement for TDD
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Siemens
	33

	5
	25.225
	060
	-
	R1-02-1113
	Correction of UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement for TDD
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Siemens
	34

	6
	25.225
	061
	-
	R1-02-1113
	Correction of UE SFN-SFN type 1 measurement for TDD
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Siemens
	35


(*1) These CRs are to be presented together with related RAN WG2 CRs by RAN WG2.

1.4  CRs with links to RAN WG3 specifications

1.4.1 TS 25.214, TS 25.423 and TS 25.433

CRs on "Correction of maximum power adjustment in case of compressed mode"     (To be contained in RP-020589)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.214
	277
	-
	R1-02-0994
	Correction of maximum power adjustment in case of compressed mode
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Lucent
	15

	2
	25.214
	278
	-
	R1-02-0994
	Correction of maximum power adjustment in case of compressed mode
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Lucent
	16

	3
	25.214
	279
	-
	R1-02-0994
	Correction of maximum power adjustment in case of compressed mode
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Lucent
	17


(*1) These CRs are to be presented together with following related RAN WG3 CRs by RAN WG1.


R3-022044  R99   CR 25.423-698r1 (Lucent)


R3-022045  Rel-4 CR 25.423-699r1 (Lucent)


R3-022046  Rel-5 CR 25.423-700r1 (Lucent)


R3-022047  R99   CR 25.433-719r1 (Lucent)


R3-022048  Rel-4 CR 25.433-720r1 (Lucent)


R3-022049  Rel-5 CR 25.433-721r1 (Lucent)

1.5  CRs with link to RAN WG4 specifications

1.5.1  CRs on Correction of reference linked to approval of CR 25.133-469-471"    (To be contained in RP-020529)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.214
	292
	-
	R1-02-1158
	Correction of reference linked to approval of CR 25.133-469r1
	R99
	F
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	42

	2
	25.214
	293
	-
	R1-02-1158
	Correction of reference linked to approval of CR 25.133-470
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	43

	3
	25.214
	294
	-
	R1-02-1158
	Correction of reference linked to approval of CR 25.133-471
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI
	Qualcomm
	44


(*1) These CRs are to be presented together with related RAN WG4 CRs  by RAN WG4.

2. Release 4 CRs + Associated Release 5 CRs

2.1  CRs with no links to other specifications

2.1.1  TS 25.212    (To be contained in RP-020573)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.212
	156
	-
	R1-02-1072
	Numbering Corrections
	Rel-4
	D
	TEI4
	Ericsson
	64

	2
	25.212
	157
	-
	R1-02-1072
	Numbering Corrections
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI4
	Ericsson
	65


2.1.2  TS 25.214    (To be contained in RP-020574)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.214
	281
	1
	R1-02-1128
	Enhanced DSCH power control parameter name change
	Rel-4
	F
	RInImp-DSCHsho
	Nokia
	74

	2
	25.214
	282
	1
	R1-02-1128
	Enhanced DSCH power control parameter name change
	Rel-5
	A
	RInImp-DSCHsho
	Nokia
	75


2.1.3  TS 25.215    (To be contained in RP-020575)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.215
	120
	-
	R1-02-0893
	Measurements for observed time difference to GSM cell
	Rel-4
	F
	TEI4
	NEC
	53

	2
	25.215
	121
	-
	R1-02-0893
	Measurements for observed time difference to GSM cell
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI4
	NEC
	54

	3
	25.215
	129
	-
	R1-02-1153
	Compressed mode limitation
	Rel-4
	F
	TEI4
	Panasonic, Philips
	82

	4
	25.215
	130
	-
	R1-02-1153
	Compressed mode limitation
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI4
	Panasonic, Philips
	83


2.1.4  TS 25.221    (To be contained in RP-020576)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.221
	093
	-
	R1-02-0890
	Correction to S-CCPCH description for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	Siemens
	55

	2
	25.221
	094
	-
	R1-02-0890
	Correction to S-CCPCH description for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-5
	A
	LCRTDD-Phys
	Siemens
	56


2.1.5  TS 25.224    (To be contained in RP-020577)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.224
	096
	1
	R1-02-1138
	Corrections to uplink synchronisation procedure
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	76

	2
	25.224
	097
	1
	R1-02-1138
	Corrections to uplink synchronisation procedure
	Rel-5
	A
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	77

	3
	25.224
	098
	-
	R1-02-1054
	Correction to the PRACH open loop power control procedure for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	70

	4
	25.224
	099
	-
	R1-02-1054
	Correction to the PRACH open loop power control procedure for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-5
	A
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	71


2.1.6  TS 25.225    (To be contained in RP-020578)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.225
	052
	-
	R1-02-1058
	Correction to SFN-SFN Type 2 measurement
	Rel-4
	F
	TEI4
	Siemens
	51

	2
	25.225
	053
	-
	R1-02-1058
	Correction to SFN-SFN Type 2 measurement
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI4
	Siemens
	52


2.2  CRs with links to other RAN WG1 specifications

2.2.1  TS 25.221 and TS 25.224

CRs on "Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels"    (To be contained in RP-020579)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.221
	103
	1
	R1-02-1183
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	78

	2
	25.221
	104
	2
	R1-02-1183
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-5
	A
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	79

	3
	25.224
	100
	1
	R1-02-1183
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	80

	4
	25.224
	101
	1
	R1-02-1183
	Corrections to transmit diversity mode for TDD beacon-function physical channels
	Rel-5
	A
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	81


2.3  CRs with links to RAN WG2 specifications

2.3.1  CRs on "Corrections to channelisation code mapping for 1.28 Mcps TDD"    (To be contained in RP-020559)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.221
	091
	1
	R1-02-0985
	Corrections to channelisation code mapping for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	66

	2
	25.221
	092
	1
	R1-02-0985
	Corrections to channelisation code mapping for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-5
	A
	LCRTDD-phys
	Siemens
	67


(*1) These CRs are to be presented together with related RAN WG2 CRs  by RAN WG2.

2.4  CRs with links to RAN WG4 specifications

2.4.1  CRs on "Transmitted carrier power measurement correction"    (To be contained in RP-020530)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.215
	122
	-
	R1-02-1006
	Transmitted carrier power measurement correction
	Rel-4
	F
	TEI4
	Motorola
	57

	2
	25.215
	119
	4
	R1-02-1006
	Transmitted carrier power measurement correction
	Rel-5
	A
	TEI4
	Motorola
	58


(*1) These CRs are to be presented together with related RAN WG4 CRs  by RAN WG4.

        Correct revision number of CR 25.215-119 is rev.4 and not rev.5.

3. Release 5 CRs

3.1  CRs with no links to other specifications

3.1.1  TS 25.201    (To be contained in RP-020580)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.201
	018
	-
	R1-02-0882
	Correction on the description of TS and layer
	Rel-5
	F
	TEI5
	LGE
	84


3.1.2  TS 25.211    (To be contained in RP-020581)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.211
	168
	1
	R1-02-1143
	Numbering corrections
	Rel-5
	D
	TEI5
	Ericsson
	89

	2
	25.211
	172
	-
	R1-02-1122
	Physical channel mapping
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	NEC
	152


3.1.3  TS 25.212    (To be contained in RP-020582)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.212
	141
	1
	R1-02-0995
	Bit scrambling for HS-DSCH
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Ericsson
	146

	2
	25.212
	148
	-
	R1-02-0962
	Physical channel mapping for HS-DPCCH
	Rel-5
	D
	HSDPA-Phys
	NEC
	138

	3
	25.212
	149
	-
	R1-02-0963
	HARQ bit collection
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	NEC
	139

	4
	25.212
	150
	1
	R1-02-1121
	Coding for HS-SCCH
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	NEC
	151

	5
	25.212
	151
	-
	R1-02-0941
	Correction to UE specific masking for HS-SCCH part1
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	InterDigital
	140

	6
	25.212
	158
	-
	R1-02-1093
	Specification of H-RNTI to UE identity mapping
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Siemens
	148


3.1.4  TS 25.213    (To be contained in RP-020583)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.213
	058
	1
	R1-02-1144
	Numbering corrections
	Rel-5
	D
	TEI5
	Ericsson
	90

	2
	25.213
	059
	-
	R1-02-1088
	Correction on the maximum DPDCH in Figure1
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Mitsubishi
	150


3.1.5  TS 25.214    (To be contained in RP-020584)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.214
	274
	1
	R1-02-1092
	Closed loop transmit diversity mode 2 with antenna verification
	Rel-5
	F
	TEI5
	Motorola
	88

	2
	25.214
	286
	1
	R1-02-1145
	Numbering corrections
	Rel-5
	D
	TEI5
	Ericsson
	91

	3
	25.214
	263
	-
	R1-02-0898
	Clarification of total HS-SCCH/HS-PDSCH power
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Ericsson
	142

	4
	25.214
	273
	2
	R1-021194
	Clarification of total HS-PDSCH power in CQI reporting procedure
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Nortel
	141

(*2)

	5
	25.214
	287
	2
	R1-02-1187
	Correction of CQI definition
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Ericsson
	167

	6
	25.214
	296
	-
	R1-02-1172
	The clarification of CQI feedback parameter k value
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Mitsubishi
	168

	7
	25.214
	298
	-
	R1-02-1193
	Clarification of CQI definition and reference period
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Motorola
	165(*1)


(*1) This CR was the revision of CR 25.214-297    (R1-02-1174). Approved on the RAN WG1 e-mail reflector on 29th August.

(*2) This CR was the revision of CR 25.214-273r1 (R1-021027).  Approved on the RAN WG1 e-mail reflector on 29th August. (Due to the change made in  CR 25.214-297)

3.1.6  TS 25.222    (To be contained in RP-020585)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.222
	089
	1
	R1-02-0933
	Clarification of TFRI bits for 3.84Mcps HSDPA TDD
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	InterDigital
	143

	2
	25.222
	091
	1
	R1-02-1094
	HS-SCCH corrections for TDD
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	IPWireless, Siemens
	147

	3
	25.222
	093
	-
	R1-02-1102
	HS-DSCH Interleaving for TDD
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	IPWireless, Siemens
	145


3.1.7  TS 25.224    (To be contained in RP-020586)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.224
	091
	1
	R1-02-1171
	Corrections to 25.224 for HSDPA
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Siemens
	163


3.2  CRs with links to other RAN WG1 specifications
3.2.1  TS 25.211 and TS 25.214

CRs on "Inclusion of closed loop transmit diversity for HSDPA"    (To be contained in RP-020587)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.211
	171
	-
	R1-02-1078
	Inclusion of closed loop transmit diversity for HSDPA
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Ericsson
	153

	2
	25.214
	288
	-
	R1-02-1078
	Inclusion of closed loop transmit diversity for HSDPA
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Ericsson
	154


3.2.2  TS 25.211 and TS 25.214

CRs on "HS-DPCCH timing correction"    (To be contained in RP-020588)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.211
	170
	1
	R1-02-1154
	HS-DPCCH timing correction
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Panasonic Ericsson

Nortel,Philips
	155

	2
	25.214
	289
	-
	R1-02-1086
	Correction of timing of CQI reporting
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Philips
	162


3.3  CRs with links to RAN WG2 specifications

3.3.1  CRs on "TX diversity on radio links in the active set"    (To be contained in RP-020590)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.211
	169
	-
	R1-02-1075
	TX diversity on radio links in the active set
	Rel-5
	F
	TEI5
	Ericsson
	87


(*1) This CR is to be presented together with following related RAN WG2 CR by RAN WG1.


R2-022437 Rel-5  CR 25.331-1683 (Qualcomm)

3.3.2  CRs on "Phase reference for HSDPA"    (To be contained in RP-020591)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.211
	161
	1
	R1-02-1177
	Phase reference for HSDPA
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Ericsson
	166


(*1) RAN WG2 was not able to discuss this issue because RAN WG1 LS (R1-02-1192) reached RAN WG2 on the last day of its meeting.

3.3.3  CRs on " Power offset values for HS-DPCCH"    (To be contained in RP-020592)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Phase
	Cat
	Workitem
	Source
	Ref.

	1
	25.213
	060
	-
	R1-02-1179
	Power offset values for HS-DPCCH
	Rel-5
	F
	HSDPA-Phys
	Nokia
	164


(*1) RAN WG2 was not able to discuss this issue because RAN WG1 LS (R1-02-1191) reached RAN WG2 on the last day of its meeting.
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