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Information
1. CA Scenarios 
1.1. CA deployment scenarios (20 min)
	8.10.1
	R4-100477
	Discussion
	Rel-10 Carrier Aggregation Deployment Scenarios
	Verizon

	9.1.2.1
	R4-100280
	Discussion
	LTE-A Deployment Scenarios
	T-Mobile USA

	9.1.2.1
	R4-100314
	Approval
	Carrier Aggregation deployment scenario for LTE-A
	Telenor ASA

	9.1.2.1
	R4-100420
	Discussion
	Carrier Aggregation Scenarios
	KDDI

	9.1.2.1
	R4-100893
	Approval
	LTE-A CA Korean deployment scenario proposal
	KT, LGT, SKT, Samsung, LGE, LG-Nortel, Pantech, ETRI

	9.1.2.1
	R4-100809
	Approval
	LTE-A Deployment Scenarios for Region 2
	Sprint, Clearwire

	9.1.1
	R4-100756
	Approval
	TP for section 8 and Annex A  for TR ab.cde for UE rel10
	Motorola


Issues for discussion:
· how to prepare RAN plenary update of WID 

· limited set of CA deployment scenarios to be agreed for Rel-10 WID
· Confirmation that combinations could be added in release independent manner
· Any specific actions needed towards RAN1/RAN2 to ensure this (signalling)?
Points made during discussions:

· Docomo indicated that plan is to update Tdoc 220 during this meeting. Furthermore in context of generalization of scenarios they would support high – low inter-band scenario.
· Motorola raised question whether we are going to see a final list of scenarios? Do we add the new scenarios to Tdoc756 and then try to consolidate? One way is to focus on generic non-contiguous inter-band to progress. 
· Deutsche Telekom felt that feedback from vendors appreciated what is feasible in Rel-10 timeframe. In Europe it’s difficult to nail down the relevant scenarios, therefore more generic approach makes sense.
· TeliaSonera asked what would be the criterias for identifying high priority scenarios? We should prioritize the bands which are technically simple to work on. Explicit band numbers are needed (they will dependent on region)
· ST-E: RAN4 was tasked to provide list of scenarios to RAN. We should try to nail down a short list of scenarios pertaining to early LTE bands and have explicit bad combinations given. Furthermore these scenarios should include some different kind of technical challenges to facilitate the work in future.
Following scheme for identifying minimum set of scenarios was discussed:
· contiguous intra-band (Band 40)

· non-contiguous inter-band scenario(s) per region

· high – high (TDD)

· high – low (FDD)

· low - low

Agreed way forward:
· Motorola will provide a TP with an updated list of all the operator scenarios for Annex A of the UE TR
· Further offline discussion on limiting the scenarios needed
2. Topics related to incoming LS
2.1. Component Carrier types (20 min)
	4
	R4-100453
	LS in
	LS on additional carrier types for LTE-A (R1-100828 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )
	TSG RAN WG1

	8.10.1
	R4-100536
	Discussion
	Component carrier types for LTE-Advanced
	Huawei

	8.10.1
	R4-100568
	Discussion
	Draft response to incoming RAN1 LS on Carrier Aggregation Types in R1-100828
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

	8.10.1
	R4-100715
	Approval
	Way forward on additional smaller carrier
	NTT DOCOMO

	9.1.2
	R4-100511
	Discussion
	Further discussion on bandwidth extension scenarios
	AT&T

	8.10.1
	R4-100361
	Discussion
	Practical carrier aggregation designs for LTE-Advanced
	Motorola, Inc.


Issues for discussion:
· what are relevant use cases for additional carrier types 
· impact on RAN4 specifications and related REL-10 work amount
· need for response to incoming RAN1 LS?
Points made during discussions:

· Docomo: Rel-8 CC should be used for Rel-10 timeframe. at most 1 additional carrier type
· Ericsson: given time frame and required additional work we should use Rel-8 CC for Rel-10
· NSN: same view as Ericsson

· DT: Rel-8 CC sufficient for Rel-10
Agreed way forward:
· Rel-8 CC should be used for Rel-10 timeframe from RAN4 perspective
· NTT Docomo will draft LS reply to RAN1 
2.2. UL Power Control (20 min)

	4
	R4-100454
	LS in
	LS on uplink power control in LTE-A (R1-100831 Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN WG2)
	TSG RAN WG1

	8.10.1
	R4-100548
	Discussion
	UE TX architecture and UL power control in LTE-A
	Huawei

	8.10.1
	R4-100549
	LS out
	Draft LS response on uplink power control in LTE-A
	Huawei

	8.10.1
	R4-100812
	Discussion
	Considerations on UL power control for LTE-A
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	8.10.1
	R4-100813
	LS out
	Draft LS response on UL power control for LTE-A
	Qualcomm Incorporated


Issues for discussion:
· LS questions:

· Maximum power limits

· Pathloss derivation

· Power headroom reporting

· Max power scaling
· Agree the way forward in responding to incoming RAN1 LS on UL power control in R4-100454.

Points made during discussions:
Agreed way forward:

· It was felt that the point regarding the maximum power limits could be seen as along the lines expressed in R4-100813, however further offline discussion is needed how to move on with answering this LS
2.3. Timing advance (10 min)

	4
	R4-100457
	LS in
	LS on multiple timing advance for inter-band CA (R2-100848 Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN WG1)
	TSG RAN WG2

	8.10.1
	R4-100717
	Discussion
	Multiple TA for CA
	NTT DOCOMO

	8.10.1
	R4-100746
	Discussion
	Discussion on timing advances
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	8.10.1
	R4-100747
	Approval
	Draft LS on timing advances
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	10
	R4-100594
	LS out
	Draft LS response on Timing advance for Interband scenarios
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

	9.1.3.4
	R4-100543
	LS out
	Reply LS on multiple timing advances for inter-band CA
	Huawei


Issues for discussion:
· Agree the way forward in responding to incoming RAN2 LS on multiple TA for inter-band CA in R4-100457.

Points made during discussions:

· Ericsson asked if we should answer just for the scenarios mentioned in LS or in more general way ?
· Docomo noted that is true that their proposed scenario is not in the RAN2 list, but still it is felt to be important
Agreed way forward:
· Interested parties to work offline on draft LS reply

3. Co-existence simulations (10 min)
	8.10.1
	R4-100914
	Discussion
	LTE-A coexistence simulation result for scenarios #1
	LG Electronics

	8.10.1
	R4-100915
	Discussion
	LTE-A coexistence simulation result for scenarios #2
	LG Electronics

	8.10.1
	R4-100748
	Discussion
	ACLR modelling for LTE-A coexistence
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	8.10.1
	R4-100749
	Discussion
	LTE-A and LTE UL coexistence study
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	9.1.2.1
	R4-100801
	Discussion
	Initial UL coexistence simulations for LTE-A
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks

	9.1.2.2
	R4-100714
	Discussion
	Simulation results for LTE-A co-existence study
	NTT DOCOMO

	9.1.3.1
	R4-100538
	Approval
	LTE-A coexistence simulation assumptions
	Huawei

	9.1.3.2.2
	R4-100791
	Discussion
	UE to UE co-existence study for LTE-A CA deployment scenarios
	Samsung


Issues for discussion:
· confirm simulation assumptions in R4-100538
· summarizing simulation results, Excel sheet
· way forward on aligning results,
· what additional information to provide

Points made during discussions:

Agreed way forward:
· Companies should add their results to Excel sheet in draft inbox provided by DOCOMO
· Further offline discussion on ACLR model among interested parties














































































































































































