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Handheld requirements:

So far no progress in this meeting in UTRA BHH requirements. WI item reporter asked compromise proposals from interested parties to be circulated after lunch break today but none was received.
Chair: How do we proceed with BHH requirements? We have one more meeting cycle?
Discussion:
No discussion.
Tablet requirements:

R4-156738	Tablet requirement of TRP/TRS for UMTS band I, V, and XIX
						  CR-  rev  () v
					Source: NTT DOCOMO INC.
(Replaces )
Abstract: 
For approval.
Discussion: 
Intel: In general from certification point of view the distinction is clear. We should keep eye on LEE requirements too.
Decision: 		The document was Return to

FROM R4-156738
Table 4  Summary for TRP proposal.
	TRP
	Min. Average
	Min.- min.
	Rec.

	Band I
	19.0
	17.5
	22.0

	Band XIX
	17.5
	15.5
	20.5

	Band V
	17.0
	15.0
	20.0



Table 5  Summary for TRS proposal.
	TRS
	Min. Average
	Max.- min.
	Rec.

	Band I
	-108.0
	-106.5
	-111.0

	Band XIX
	-104.5
	-102.5
	-107.5

	Band V
	-105.5
	-103.5
	-108.5




Can we reach an agreement on tablet requirements using the frame work in this meeting? 
Chair: Can we agree numbers in tables above?
Sony: Little bit tough requirements; Band I TRS is too tight
Chair: Are you ok with TRP
Sony: Need to check further the TRP.
Intel: How many devices were measured?
Docomo: Band I is 82, Band XIX is 24 and Band V is 19.
Huawei: We need more time to check.
Intel: We asked during online a question on big difference to LEE requirements. And we need to check numbers further.
Chair: Let’s have offline discussion tomorrow and see if we can reach an agreement on Tablet.
WI continuation after December RAN?

Chair: How does companies see the future of TRP/TRS WI, It will be closed in December. Shall we open a new WI or leave it to for example GCF to come up with the requirements.
Sony: RAN4 could specify only recommended requirements, for example based on GSMA.
TI: We cannot agree Sony’s proposal, recommended values are not normative and normative is first priority.
TI: We would like to focus next year on LTE requirements. And we hope to finalize UTRA this year.
Samsung: We see the benefit of continuaning the work.
Blackberry: The whole framework is not acceptable it just needs amendment to take into account core and roaming UE’s.
Chair: Is Blackberry doing this for next meeting?
Blackberry: We do not have data available.
Motorola: We agree with Blackberry, we need to study total fail rate.
Sony: We also in favour to continuing the frame work but some firther analyses is needed.
Intel: Proposals are not far so only small modifications is needed.
Vodafone: there is a framework. We agree with Motorola and Sony that framework can be amended. We need to understand cost and size implications. Recommendation is that follow the framework, but can possible modify the current framework.
Motorola: In data set we should define how many bands a UE has.
TI: we see some merit on Motorola proposal for future data.
Chair: do you mean the 10/90 and 20/80 percentile is not looked per band instead it is final file rate of device pool.
Motorola: yes.
Intel: regarding the number of bands it is a factor. Number of bands impact to antenna performance. Other radios affect also. Regional skewing can be considered.
TI: regional skewing looks like our original proposal of core and roaming.
Intel: we meant region impact to design. 
Chair: We need to close the meeting so that LAA AH can start.


