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1     Agenda
A new compromise proposal by the Rapporteur (Christian Bergljung, TeliaSonera), based on the outcome of the first adhoc on Nov 7th .
2     New proposal
2.1   TRP requirements and targets
The compromise proposals for TRP minimum requirements and target performance are shown in Tables 1 and 2, respectively. This should be viewed as a complete packet. The minimum requirements are based on the Nokia proposal in [1], except for Band II that is based on [2] and supported by Cingular. The target performance range (2-3 dB tighter than the “average” minimum requirement per band) is based on assessments made by terminal vendors. 
Table 1: TRP minimum performance requirement for FDD in the speech position and the primary mechanical mode
	Operating band
	Power Class 1
	Power Class 2
	Power Class 3
	Power Class 3bis
	Power Class 4

	
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)

	
	
	
	Average
	Min
	Average
	Min
	Average
	Min

	I
	-
	-
	+15
	+13
	-
	-
	
	

	II
	-
	-
	+17
	+15
	-
	-
	
	

	III
	-
	-
	[+15]
	[+13]
	-
	-
	
	

	IV
	-
	-
	+15
	+13
	-
	-
	
	

	V
	-
	-
	+11
	+8
	-
	-
	
	

	VI
	-
	-
	+11
	+8
	-
	-
	
	

	VII
	-
	-
	[+15]
	[+13]
	
	
	
	

	VIII
	-
	-
	+11
	+8
	
	
	
	

	IX
	-
	-
	+15
	+13
	-
	-
	
	

	NOTE:    applicable for dual-mode GSM/UMTS.


Table 2: TRP target performance for FDD in the speech position and the primary mechanical mode
	Operating band
	Power Class 1
	Power Class 2
	Power Class 3
	Power Class 3bis
	Power Class 4

	
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)
	Power (dBm)

	
	
	
	Average
	Min
	Average
	Min
	Average
	Min

	I
	-
	-
	[+17–+18]
	
	-
	-
	
	

	II
	-
	-
	[+17–+18]
	
	-
	-
	
	

	III
	-
	-
	[+17–+18]
	
	-
	-
	
	

	IV
	-
	-
	[+17–+18]
	
	-
	-
	
	

	V
	-
	-
	[+13–+15]
	
	-
	-
	
	

	VI
	-
	-
	[+13–+15]
	
	-
	-
	
	

	VII
	-
	-
	[+17–+18]
	
	
	
	
	

	VIII
	-
	-
	[+13–+15]
	
	
	
	
	

	IX
	-
	-
	[+17–+18]
	
	-
	-
	
	

	NOTE:    applicable for dual-mode GSM/UMTS.


2.1    TRS requirements and targets
Just as for TRP, the the minimum requirements are based on the Nokia proposal in [1], except for Band II that is based on [2] and supported by Cingular. The target performance range is also 2-3 dB tighter than the “average” minimum requirement per band. 
Table 3: TRS minimum requirements for FDD in the speech position for the primary mechanical mode

	Operating Band
	Unit
	<REFÎor>

	
	
	Average
	Min

	I
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	-101
	-98

	II
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	-101
	-98

	III
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-98]
	[-95]

	IV
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	-101
	-98

	V
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	-94
	-90

	VI
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	-96
	-92

	VII
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-99]
	[-96]

	VIII
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	-93
	-89

	IX
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	-100
	-97


Table 4: TRS target performance for FDD in the speech position for the primary mechanical mode
	Operating Band
	Unit
	<REFÎor>

	
	
	Average
	Min

	I
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-104– -103]
	

	II
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-104– -103]
	

	III
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-101– -100]
	

	IV
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-104– -103]
	

	V
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-97– -96]
	

	VI
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-99– -98]
	

	VII
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-102– -101]
	

	VIII
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-96– -95]
	

	IX
	dBm/3.84 MHz
	[-103– -102]
	


3     Discussion
The TRP proposal was addressed first. Markus Pettersson, Nokia, started by explaining the difficulties of having a 17 dBm requirements for Band II with 15 dBm for Bands I and III. Han van Bussel, T-Mobile required a balanced requirement with 15 dBm also for Band II. Marc Grant, Cingular, insisted on the 17 dBm value, and did not support the inclusion of target performance that could set a precedence for other 3GPP specifications. 
The chairman (Rapporteur) concluded that a compromise would not be achieved at RAN4#41 and that an additional meeting cycle is needed to arrive at UE OTA requirements in TS 25.144. 
4    Way forward

An additional meeting cycle is needed to resolve the issues, which means that the WI completion date will be postponed to RAN#35. Moray Rumney, Agilent, suggested that the measurement uncertainty, which is expected to be considerable for the OTA test cases, should be considered when requirements are discussed. Markus Pettersson, Nokia, requested that the shared risk principle also be assessed in relation to the test. 
Edgar Fernandes, Motorola, asked about the implications of the above on the RAN5 work. The Rapporteur explained that the working assumption is that the methodology be contained in a separate new 34-series specification, and that the test requirements would be contained in the relevant 34-series and 51-series specifications for UEs and MSs, respectively. Hence RAN5 can continue working on the methodology even though RAN4 has not finalised the work on the requirements in TS 25.144.  
