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RAN WG1 would like to thank RAN WG3 for their LS R3-012693. It is mentioned in the LS that two proposals in question differs mainly from the fact that one suggests to shift the DL in case of an increase of the DL/UL difference, while the other suggest to shift the UL. However, according to documents R3-012353 and R3-012390 the situation is vice versa. Thus, in case of a decrease of DL/UL difference solution ‘B’ proposes delaying UL DPCH at UE side.  Regarding the questions from RAN WG3, RAN WG1 would like to give the following answers:

· What is the expected impact on UEs for supporting an on demand UL timing change (in addition to autonomous UE UL timing change defined in R99) ?
RAN WG1: Solution ‘B’ proposes UL timing change in UE and this has a clear effect to UE implementation. Secondly, there is also backward compatibility concern. For example, if Release’5 Node B commands a UE to adjust UL timing what would be done with a Rel’99 Node B that the UE is in soft handover with.

· It was noticed that UL adjustments could possibly be needed for USTS-capable mobiles while in USTS mode: at this stage of the USTS study, is it expected that only USTS-capable UEs in USTS mode should have the capability to shift the UL timing on command ?
RAN WG1: UL adjustments will be needed for USTS capable UEs if concept itself is approved to be included in specifications. On the other hand the UL timing adjustment requirements needed in USTS are not that big in size compared to solution ‘B’ (at maximum 256 chips). Thus resulting an extra complexity increase on the top of USTS scheme.

· What is the severity of the loss when moving the DL timing backwards ?
RAN WG1: All in all the effect of DL timing change, solution ‘A’, (one symbol in CPICH) to demodulation performance can be considered negligible and there is no effect to UE implementation. As a conclusion solution ‘A’ is considered preferable to solution ‘B’ from RAN WG1 viewpoint.
