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/***


 Following 2 points were revised in this revision.



1) Page 15, Note (*7) , comments regarding R1-02-0066



2) participants list

***/

Meeting start: January 8th, 2002, in Espoo, Finland

Day 1, started at 10.07

1. Opening of the meeting
















 (10:07 - 10:11)

The chairman, Mr. Antti Toskala (Nokia), opened the meeting and welcomed the delegates to the meeting on behalf of


hosting company (Nokia).

2. Approval of agenda


















 (10:12 - 10:17)


R1-02-0001
Agenda for TSG RAN WG1 meeting No.23

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


Agenda was approved with no comments.

3. Rel'5 work items besides HSDPA
3.1  Enhancement on the DSCH hard split mode
	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	1
	34
	R1-02-0052
	 Revision of TR 25.870 to version 1.1.1
	Samsung
	Approved into v.1.2.0
	(*1)

Day 1  10:28-10:31

	2
	
	R1-02-0053
	 CR 25.212-123r1 : Inclusion of flexible 
 hard split mode TFCI operation
	Samsung
	To be revised
	(*2)

Day 1  10:32-10:45

	3
	
	R1-02-0058
	 The priority combinations for DSCH

 hard split mode
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*2)

Day 1  10:46-10:59

	4
	
	R1-02-0063
	 Text proposal for clarification on Contents, Section 
 5.1, and Section 5.2 of TFCI power control in 
 DSCH hard split mode in TR25.870
	LGE
	To be revised
	(*4)

Day 1  11:34-11:44

	5
	
	R1-02-0064
	 Text proposal for clarification on Section 5.3 of  

 TFCI power control in DSCH hard split mode in  

 TR25.870
	LGE
	To be revised
	(*5)

Day 1  11:44-12:08

	6
	
	R1-02-0065
	 Backward compatibility and specification impacts of
 TFCI power control in the DSCH hard split mode
	LGE
	To be revised
	(*6)

Day 1  12:08-12:34

	7
	
	R1-02-0127
	 Response to LS on TFCI power control
 in hard split mode
	RAN WG3
	Noted
	See

No.17

	8
	
	R2-02-0105
	 TR 25.870 V1.2.0
	LGE
	Approved

into v1.3.0
	(*7)

Day 4  16:48-16:51



(*1) Mr. Yongjun Kwak (Samsung) presented this paper.



 This was the revision of TR 25.870 which contains some clarifications, editorial corrections onto the previous



 approved version(v1.1.0). There was no comment made for this revision.



 Chairman concluded that this revision was approved. The revision marks should be removed except those sections



 which contains the actual text proposals on the existing specifications. The version number will be raised to v1.2.0.



 TR 25.870 v1.2.0 was created in R1-02-0161 by Samsung but it was not reviewed during this meeting.



 Instead, R1-02-0105 which contains TR 25.870 v1.2.0 including revised text proposal on TFCI power control in DSCH


 hard split mode (this text proposal can be found in R1-02-0104.) was reviewed in conjunction with the LS (R1-02-0148)



 reviewal on Day4. The text proposal in R1-02-0104 was approved with no comments and as a result, R1-02-0105 was



 also approved without any comments. The final version number from this meeting was then raised to v1.3.0 which can



 be found in R1-02-0197 as an attachment of the liaison statement. (See No. 8, 130)


(*2) Mr. Yongjun Kwak (Samsung) presented this paper.



 Chairman questioned whether it has been reflected in this CR that we are not supposed to have all of the combinations



 (all division patterns of bits) in our specification. Samsung answered that it was not reflected but they were ready to



 make a discussion on this issue. They said that they did not have any strong opinion this point.



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) pointed out that there was a UE capability CR that was going to be submitted in 



 RAN WG2 in this week. (RAN WG2 was having its #26 meeting in parallel in Sophia Antipolis.) He said that if this



 hard split mode is optional feature then it would be a bit strange to have this discussion here. Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger



 (Ericsson) shared the view.


 Chairman requested Samsung to make that CR available here in RAN WG1 as well in the afternoon CD.



 Eventually this RAN WG2 CR was provided by Samsung in R1-02-0163 in Day4 morning CR. 



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger commented as regards some editorial or notational issues.



 Chairman invited Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger to give his comments to the proponent offline then there the revision would



 be provided in our next meeting reflecting those comments.



 With respect to the discussion on the desirable combinations, there was a contribution from Panasonic in R1-02-0058


 and this was reviewed in succession. 


(*3) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this paper on the screen.



 This paper was discussing the importance of (1:9) (3:7) combinations. Several concerns regarding having the



 combination of (1:9) were expressed by Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone Group), Chairman, 



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) and Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel). The main opinion was that it would be enough



 if we have (5:5), (6:4) and (7:3) combinations.



 Having these comments, chairman concluded that we would have (5:5), (6:4) and (7:3) splits including reverse split



 combinations as a working assumption and not (1:9) Chairman suggested to the proponent (Samsung) to reflect this



 conclusion in the revision of the CR. The revised CR would be reviewed in RAN WG1#24 in Orlando.

/*** Day1 coffee break  11:01-11:29 ***/ 


(*4) LGE presented this paper.



 On accordance with the decision made in RAN WG#22 meeting in Jeju, in this document LGE provided revisions of



 the text proposal for TR 25.870 with respect to section 5.1 and 5.2. Some points as regards TFCI power control in



 DSCH hard split mode were clarified.



 There was one comment from Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) saying that the very last sentence in section 5.1 was



 misleading and should be rewritten in more general way.



 There were no other comments made. Chairman suggested to the proponent to reflect this comment.


(*5) LGE presented this paper.



 This was the sequel to the previous R1-01-0063. This particular paper (R1-02-0064) contained the revision for



 TR 25.870 with respect to section 5.3.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that she would like the general method proposed here however the way it is



 described in the TR was misleading and needs to be rewritten. She made a bit long comment on this paper on



 following 3 points.




- On the mandatory/non mandatory behaviour of the RNC




- On the power offsets description




- On the simulation results



 She had distributed this comment including the comment for R1-02-0065 on the RAN WG1 e-mail reflector prior to



 the meeting. The written comment can be found there. (posted at Tue 08/01/2002 00:10) 



 Chairman suggested to the proponent to revise the text proposal taking into account this comment.


(*6) LGE presented this paper.



 In this paper the variable power offset for TFCI2 was proposed in order to allocated more power to TFCI2 bits.



 Also in this paper the backward compatibility issue was discussed. Text proposals were attached.



 There were several comments made.




- We can simplify the method where no new parameter would be introduced so that there would be no backward




   compatibility issue. 




- What is the impact on the maximum power offset values UE experiences in the downlink ?




-  In R99 and Rel-4 UEs they expect that this power offset is fixed and it is certainly not supposed to go out of the




   bound that is currently defined in the specification. Therefore it could be an issue first of all whether we can apply




   this to R99 and Rel-4 UEs because it is potentially depending on the UE receiver implementation. UEs may very




   well be assuming that this power offset is always fixed and they may be using this knowledge for some estimation




   purposes.




- If the range of this offset value is somehow significantly different from what is in R99 and Rel-4 then even if UEs




   are not using the knowledge, depending again on the implementation some UE might get problems if the dynamic




   range suddenly changes in a significant way. This kind of issue should be noted in the TR.




- In general the release information (e.g. Rel-5) should not be mentioned in the TR because there is a possibility that




  WI steps over the later releases than expected….




- etc.



 In the end chairman made suggestion to the proponent to revise this text proposal taking into account the comments



 received. The revision should be provided by Day4 so that we can revisit this topic on Day4. (See No. 8)

/*** Day1 lunch break  12:36-13:40 ***/


(*7) This was the revision of the TR 25.870 v1.2.0. LGE had revised this TR with Nortel according to the comments made



 in Day1. This TR was reviewed in conjunction with the reviewal of the LS R1-02-148 on Day4. (See No. 130) 



 This revision was approved with no comments. The revision number will be v1.3.0

3.2  Improvement of inter-frequency and intersystem measurements for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	9
	
	R1-02-0121
	 Revised draft TR 25.xxx on Improvement of Inter- 

 frequency and inter-system measurement for  

 1.28Mcps TDD
	Samsung
	To be revised
	(*1)

Day 1  13:50-14:15

	10
	
	R1-02-0099
	 Improvement of monitoring FDD from  

 1.28Mcps TDD
	Samsung
	Postponed

until scope and principles clarified.

(TR needs to be agreed firstly.)
	(*2)

Day 1  14:14-14:34

	11
	
	R1-02-0100
	 Improvement of monitoring 3.84Mcps  

 TDD from 1.28Mcps TDD
	Samsung
	
	(*3)

Day 1  14:34-14:34

	12
	
	R1-02-0101
	 Improvement of monitoring 1.28Mcps  

 TDD from 1.28Mcps TDD
	Samsung
	
	(*3)

Day 1  14:35-14:35



(*1) Li Xiaoqiang (Samsung) presented this paper



 This paper contained a revised TR which was submitted in the RAN WG1#22 (R1-01-1317).



 In the revised TR, monitoring 1.28Mcps TDD from 1.28Mcps TDD was also included as one study area. And TR title


 was also changed to specify 1.28Mcps TDD.


 Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) made a remark on the scope of revised TR.




In this revision we receive the impression that we are going to describe a method and impacts of the proposed method




on the specification but we should first of all state that the problem has been identified with the current specifications




and then proposed solution should be suggested to solve that problem. The problem should be clearly stated in the




first place and then solutions should be described.

 


The other problem with this TR was that we now have the description of the method from the layer 1 perspective




while we do not know how this method is going to be configured by higher layers and how the mobile and Node B




will receive the necessary information. There are definitely something needs to be clarified. We need information on




exactly how these method is going to be used in the system.



 Chairman agreed with this comment and stated.




Eventually when this TR is submitted for RAN, they do not have any clue about any background discussion we have




had in RAN WG1. We need to be consistent. We need to identify the problems and then possible solutions




should be described with the explanation of how those solutions would improve the situations. So from the TR point




of view the problem needs to be clearly described.



 As a best way forward chairman suggested following.




At first the proponent should provide a kind of clean version of the TR with which everybody is happy with




the scope and basic structure of the TR. And secondly we should discuss the text proposals in separate T-docs.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) added that we would not be ready to accept any text proposals describing a method if



 we have no confidence that there is no associated procedure in the higher layers to configure the same method.



 Finally chairman invited the proponent to provide clean version of the TR during this meeting so that we can review



 it in this meeting and we can send a LS to RAN WG2 and RAN WG3.



 R1-01-0149 was allocated for the revised TR.  This was provided on the Day4 morning CD but eventually it was not



 reviewed during this meeting.



 (Official TR number had been allocated by MCC for this TR as TR 25.888) 


(*2) Samsung presented this paper.



 In this paper three channel re-assigning patterns for inter-system measurement were introduced which can be used for



 all inter-system measurement purposes. Also in this paper the two schemes for monitoring FDD, Channel re-assigning



 scheme and conventional scheme were compared.



 There was a comment from Nortel that the discussions on patterns would be useless unless the principle of the scheme



 is clarified.



 There was also a comment that the model in this scheme is not in line with the one in RAN WG4.



 Chairman agreed with these comments and suggested that the proponent should clarify the principle of this method



 first and only after that we can talk about the detailed structure.



 Chairman concluded that we would come back to this issue later after the proponent has provided the revision reflecting



 those comments received. He suggested we would discuss this issue again on Day4.



 (No discussion was held in this meeting eventually.)


(*3) These 2 documents were not presented with the reason of the conclusion made with the previous papers. The proponent



 needs firstly to clarify the principles of the proposed scheme and have TR agreed by RAN WG1.

3.3  Support of SSDT in UTRAN 

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	13
	
	R1-02-0028
	 Quality threshold Qth in SSDT
	NEC, Fujitsu
	Postponed

to Day4
	(*1)

Day 1  14:39-15:09



(*1) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this paper.



 In the RAN #14, new work item on "Support of Site Selection Diversity Transmission in UTRAN" was created in order



 to provide the necessary changes and additions required in the current RAN specifications to provide full support of



 SSDT in UTRAN including the definition of Qth parameter. On accordance with this background in this paper some



 solutions for Qth parameter-related issues were presented. Qth was defined as a relative value to uplink Target SIR.


 (Qth is set so that the maximum value of that is equal to the target SIR upper bound.)



 A short discussion was made about the simulation result in the Annex, e.g. what is the reference, what kind of signalling



 error has been assumed, etc.



 Chairman commented that the key issue to note here is that Qth is defined as relative value to uplink target SIR. He



 said it would be good to give people some time to think about this. He suggested that we should liaise with RAN WG3



 on this issue because they need to take some actions. Chairman stated that we would come back to this on Day4. If 



 people found no problem by Day4 then we would send a LS to RAN WG3 and RAN WG4. Chairman stated that some



 CRs on this issue would be drafted for the next meeting. (Draft CR could be presented during this meeting.)



 There was a question made by Lucent asking what we should do with R99 and Rel-4 specification because the WI



 created in RAN #14 looks at Rel-5 onwards. We need to make an answer to RAN WG4 on R99/Rel-4 testing issue.



 Chairman answered that maybe some clarification would be needed also for R99 and Rel-4 as well. He said that we



 would be removing the Qth from R99/Rel-4 in March when we introduce new definition on Qth into Rel-5.  



 As regards the LS to RAN WG4 chairman stated that we should liaise with RAN WG4 that although there is no need



 for defining UTRAN side testing requirements on Qth for R99/Rel-4 as it is not defined in R99/Rel-4, there is a need



 to consider it in the later releases.



 There would not be any TR created on this Qth issue.



 Eventually draft CR was not presented during this meeting.



 LS to RAN WG3 was drafted in R1-02-0177. This was reviewed and approved on Day4 into R1-02-0196.(See No. 128)



 LS to RAN WG4 on the testing requirements was draft in R1-02-0185 but this was not approved in this meeting.



 (See No. 129)

3.4  UE positioning enhancements for 1.28 Mcps TDD 

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	14
	31
	R1-02-0002
	 Rel5 CRs for WI  "UE positioning  

 enhancements for 1.28 Mcps TDD"
	Siemens
	Agreed in 

principle
	No  (*1)
Comments

Day1 15:13-15:16



(*1) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this paper.



 This paper contained CRs for TS 25.224 and TS 25.225 "UE positioning enhancements for 1.28Mcps TDD".



 The technical discussions for the Work-Item "UE Positioning Enhancements for 1.28Mcps TDD" had been finalized in



 all involved WGs. In the RAN WG2 technical report there had already been CRs for RAN WG1 specifications drafted



 and CRs presented in this current paper were copied from RAN WG2 TR.



 There was no comment raised. Chairman concluded this as "Agreed in principle" because the official approval of the



 CRs would take place in RAN WG1#24 in Orlando.  Chairman invited people to have check until the next meeting and



 give their comments on the e-mail reflector.



 Siemens will present this CR again in the next meeting with proper CR number.

/*** NOTE: The first Rel-5 CRs shall be based on the latest Rel-4 specifications. In the "Current version" box of the CR

coversheet should be filled with the latest Rel-4 version number.  The first Rel-5 specifications will have version number 5.0.0. ***/

/*** Day1 Coffee break 15:19 – 15:50***/ 

3.5  Multiple Input Multiple Output antennas (MIMO), including the channel model discussions


  + Tx diversity

/*** The actual Ad Hoc session was held Day1  16:50 – 19:50 ***/

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	15
	36
	R1-02-0153
	 Report from Tx diversity/MIMO Ad Hoc
	Ad Hoc chair
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 3  16:04-16:21



(*1) Mr. Masafumi Usuda (NTT DoCoMo), the chairman of this Ad Hoc session presented this report.



 Following 12 papers were covered in the Ad Hoc session held on Day1 evening.




R1-02-0141
MIMO conference call summary (MIMO rapporteur)



R1-02-0142
MIMO system simulation methodology (Lucent)



R1-02-0102
System channel model and simulation (Motorola)



R1-02-0143
Update on MIMO Channel Measurement Results (Qualcomm)



R1-02-0030
Revised text proposal for a new pilot structure for more than 2 antennas (rev 5)




R1-02-0147
Text proposal for a new pilot structure for more than 2 antennas (Samsung and Siemens)



R1-02-0031
Predictions about performance of weighted combining schemes for closed loop downlink








eigenbeamforming (Siemens)



R1-02-0122
Text proposal for TR 25.869 on Tx Diversity mode 2 extensions to more than 2 transmitting








antennas (Motorola)



R1-02-0117
3GPP Beamforming vs. Eigenbeamformer. (Nokia)




R1-02-0118
System performance of STTD for HSDPA. (Nokia)




R1-02-0119
Text proposal for TS25.869 (Nokia)




R1-02-0049
Closed-loop transmit diversity (TxAA) solution for HSDPA (Texas Instrument)


 Mr. Howard Huang (Lucent) gave some update about the offline MIMO discussions.




Rough outline of system simulation can be defined as in Section 3.2, but it’s difficult to define the methodology and




method of comparison in too much detail since they are dependent on the system proposal. Therefore, system level




simulation discussions should focus on the channel model, and any harmonization with 3GPP2 should also focus on




the channel model.




Details of each proponent’s methodology should be clearly described so that it will be possible for others to compare




and/or reproduce results.



 Mr. Howard Huang stated that he would provide this summary on the e-mail reflector.



 Chairman suggested that some kind of document be provided on Day4 which summarises the current status so that we



 could liaise with 3GPP2 colleagues.



 Eventually this the summary was documented in R1-02-0181, however this was not reviewed during this meeting.



 Since R1-02-0118 and R1-02-0049 had been concluded in the Ad Hoc to be reviewed in the plenary session, chairman



 suggested having a look at those papers. (See No. 61, 62) 



 This report was approved and chairman thanked Mr. Masafumi Usuda for having taken care of the ad hoc session.

3.6   NodeB Synchronisation for 1.28 Mcps TDD


/*** The actual Ad Hoc session was held Day1 after the plenary session. ***/

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	16
	31
	R1-02-0166
	 Report from 1.28 Mcps TDD Node B  

 synchronisation session
	Ad Hoc chair
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 4  15:17-15:25



(*1) Mr. Antti Toskala (Nokia), the chairman of this Ad Hoc session presented this report.



 Following 5 papers were covered in the Ad Hoc session held on Day1 evening.




R1-02-0003  Comments on extended proposals for 1.28Mpcs TDD Node B sync (Siemens)




R1-02-0059  Simulations and performance analysis for LCR-TDD Node B sync (Mitsubishi)




R1-02-0120  Simulation results for Node B synchronization based on Extended SYNC_DL sequence in 1.28 Mcps







  TDD (Samsung)




R1-02-0106  Elaborated simulation results for impact on initial cell search by blanking of DwPCH for Node B







   synchronisation over the air for 1.28 Mcps TDD (Siemens)




R1-02-0004  Proposed flexible signalling approach for 1.28 Mcps TDD Node B sync (Siemens)



 There was a comment that the meaning of the following sentence regarding the discussion of R1-02-0106 is not clear.




 " It was indicated that all cases were not necessary."



 Chairman proposed to ignore this sentence as he himself did not remember what it meant.



 There was also a comment with respect to the blanking rate of DwPCH about the results of offline discussion.



 Siemens invited people to have a look at R1-02-0005.




R1-02-0005 Centralized versus Distributed approach for NodeB sync for 1.28 Mcps TDD


 Due to the lack of time chairman stopped going into detail online. He encouraged people to make the best use of



 e-mail reflector for the discussion on various topics.



 With respect to MIMO chairman remarked that we are expected to have certain level of corporation with 3GPP2. He



 said that we would discuss the way forward on the e-mail reflector. Probably there will be some kind of call conference.



 He invited people to have a look at R1-02-0181 MIMO discussion summary.

Day 2, started at 09.07

4.
Identification of the incoming liaison statements and actions in the answering

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

	17
	 Response to LS on TFCI power control in 
 hard split mode
	RAN

WG3
	TO
	R1-02-0127 (R3-013688)
	LGE
	 Noted   (*1)

Day 1  13:42-13:49

	18
	 LS on Default Configurations for 

 UMTS_AMR2 with 4 speech modes
	RAN WG2
	TO
	R1-02-0125 (R2-012763)
	Nortel

Ericsson
	 Answer to be sent(*2)

Day 2  09:12-09:30

	19
	 LS on Different diversity modes used in

 the same active set
	RAN WG2
	TO
	R1-02-0126 (R2-012771)
	Qualcomm
	 Answer to be sent(*3)

Day 2  09:30-09:42

	20
	 Answer to LS on S-Field length
	RAN WG3
	TO
	R1-02-0128 (R3-013694)
	Alcatel
	 Noted   (*4)

Day 2  09:42-09:43

	21
	 Response Liaison on "UTRAN SFN-SFN 

 observed time difference measurement"
	RAN WG3
	TO
	R1-02-0129 (R3-013703)
	Nortel
	 Noted ( Day4  (*5)

Day 2  09:44-09:51

	22
	 LS to seek advice on proposed RABs (PS Domain) to  

 be included in Rel 5 of TS 34.108 to support 

 conversational class traffic
	T WG1
	TO
	R1-02-0131 (T1-010552)
	Hutchison3G
	 Noted   (*6)

Day 2  09:51-09:54

	23
	 LS to request the verification of

 parameters for a proposed RAB in T1
	T1 SIG
	TO
	R1-02-0132 (T1-010554)
	Nortel
	 Noted   (*7)

Day 2  09:55-09:58

	24
	 LS to inform about RABs included for

 1.28 Mcps TDD option in TS 34.108
	T1 SIG
	TO
	R1-02-0133 (T1S-010239)
	Siemens
	 Noted   (*8)

Day 2  09:58-10:00



(*1) LGE presented this LS.



 RAN WG3 was informing us that they had approved TR R3.005v.0.2.1  Enhancement on the DSCH hard split mode


 (Iur/Iub aspects) in RAN WG3#25 meeting in Makuhari. The approved TR was attached to the LS.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that the description regarding TFCI power control is complete contradiction



 with the principles in RAN WG3. She was wondering how RAN WG3 had been able to approve this TR. She said that



 we RAN WG1 should look into this TR and send LS to RAN WG3 which is to be drafted by different company. 



 Chairman agreed with this comment.



 LGE answered that there might be some inconsistencies of the RAN WG3 TR with RAN WG1 TR at this moment.



 They said that they would try to correct them in the RAN WG3 meeting held a week after this meeting.



 Eventually an LS was drafted by LGE in R1-02-0148. This LS was reviewed on Day4 and approved in R1-02-0197.



 (See No. 130)


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



 In this LS RAN WG2 was asking us following:




-  to provide guidance on the Physical layer parameters that have to be defined for the 2 AMR2 configurations with




   four speech modes





(Proposed draft CR to 25.331 on introduction of Default Configurations for AMR2 with 4 speech modes was





 attached. This is the result of the action they had taken in response to the requirement from SA WG4 to





 introduce default configurations for the UMTS_AMR2 Codec Type that uses exactly the same Codec





 Configuration as in GSM.)




-  to study the possibility to optimise the coding for the Transport Channel bearing Transparent Mode Signalling for




   UL AMR Rate control




(RAN WG2 has worked on the correction to UL AMR rate control mechanism in order to allow optimised





 signalling on the downlink. Since their proposal is to have 3 to 10 bits control information, they are afraid that





 it would imply too much overhead if this additional transport channel was to be encoded using convolutional





 codes due to the constraint length, etc. They are asking us whether we could consider the block codes in order to





 reduce this overhead. That is their point. In the background, they are aware that in RAN WG1 specification we





 already have a few block codes such as the one used for TFCI (R99/Rel-4). They are also aware that we are





 working on an introduction of additional block code in the framework of Rel-5 for TFCI coding. This is not





 mere feasibility question but rather they are asking us to consider the performance aspects.)



 There were couple of concerns raised against the new introduction of block code saying that it would be too late for



 Rel-4 at least.



 Chairman commented based on those concerns that this kind of optimisation would be too late for Rel-4 and it would



 not be that straightforward and easy thing to add this even for Rel-5 since there would be a lot of impacts on the several



 aspects. It would not be trivial exercise. Maybe this would be something we need to discuss together with RAN WG2 in



 Orlando if they still see strong need on this.



 Finally chairman concluded that we should send a LS to RAN WG2 informing our opinion on this block coding issue



 that it is too late to introduce it in Rel-4. With respect to the attached CR, we need to check the details by Day4 and we



 should also inform RAN WG2 of our checking result.



 Eventually the answer LS was draft by  Ms. Evelyne Le Strat in R1-02-0159. This was reviewed on Dday4 and



 approved in R1-02-0194. (See No. 125)

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



 RAN WG2 had agreed the attached CR to TS 25.331 for R99/Rel-4 to clarify how the UE is informed of the diversity



 mode to be used in the active set. It was also clarified how radio links applying Tx diversity (same mode) can coexist



 with radio links in non Tx diversity in the same active set. The intention was not to allow different Tx diversity modes



 in the same active set.



 In the LS RAN WG2 was asking RAN WG1 to note the clarifications described in this LS and to consider whether it



 may be appropriate to reconsider the requirements stated in section 5.3.1 Downlink transmit diversity of



 TS 25.211v3.8.0, in particular, the statement "However, the UE shall operate this Tx diversity mode on all radio links".



 Since there was a related paper prepared by Panasonic in R1-02-0055, chairman suggested to have a look at that paper.




R1-02-0055 On/Off signalling of Tx-diversity in the same active set 







(09:38-09:41)





Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this paper.






This paper recommended following.









- to agree with RAN2's LS







- to keep RAN1 specification as it is. This means the signalling of ON/OFF for STTD has two methods.






  One is by "closed loop adjustment mode" signalling and the other is "phase reference" signalling.



 Chairman suggested offline discussion among interested parties and we would be sending some answer LS to



 RAN WG2 on Day4. He said that according to the RAN decision we need to have good reasons if we want to change



 something with layer 1 specification with respect to R99.



 Chairman asked Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki to draft a LS. R1-02-0160 was allocated for the draft answer. Eventually draft



 answer was not presented during this meeting. 


(*4) Mr. Nicolas Billy (Alcatel) presented this LS.



 This was the answer LS to R1-01-1239 which RAN WG1 had sent out from RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju.



 This LS was noted. No action expected. 



 NEC commented that they have a relevant CR in R1-02-0022 on this topic. Chairman said that we would discuss it on



 Day4. (See No. 99, 100)


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



 This was the answer LS from RAN WG3 to RAN WG4 for the LS (R4-011633) which RAN WG1 had also received



 in RAN WG1#22 in R1-01-1284. In RAN WG1#22, we had approved a CR on UTRAN SFN-SFN observed time


 difference measurement in response to the request from RAN WG4.



 In this current LS, RAN WG3 was informing us of their view on this requirement from RAN WG4 and asking following



 2 actions to RAN WG1.




- to define the SFN-SFN Observed Time Difference UTRAN measurement so as to encompass the determination of




  the SFN Offset.




- to investigate whether such a correction is needed for the TDD mode as well.




 (this was asked for RAN WG4 as well.)



 Chairman stated that we would come back to this issue on Day4 when we go through CRs. Eventually this was not



 revisited in this meeting.


(*6) Chairman presented this LS.



 At T1 #13, it was proposed that new example radio access bearers (Packet Switch Domain) be included in Rel 5 of 



 TS 34.108. These RABs were presented at the T1 Sig SWG #20 and it was agreed that prior to starting the approval



 process within T1 Sig, they are forwarded to RAN WG1 & RAN WG2 for assistance. 



 T WG1 was asking RAN WG1 and RAN WG2 to check the technical parameters at the L1 and L2 layers of these



 example RABs in the attached CR (T1S-010372r2) and provide a response to T WG1 by the 11th February 2002.



 This LS had been reviewed also in RAN #14 and the answer LSs had already been  sent to T1 in RP-010955,



 RP-010956.



 Chairman stated that this topic is on the agenda of the Joint meeting to be held during 5-6 February with RAN WG2



 in Sophia Antipolis. He said that we should send an answer LS to T1 informing that we are going to further discuss



 about this issue in our joint session with RAN WG2.



 The answer LS was drafted at first by Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) in R1-02-0165. It was revised by



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) on Day4 in R1-02-0190. R1-02-0190 was reviewed on Day4 and approved in



 R1-02-0193. (See No. 124)


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



 T WG1 SIG was requesting the help of RAN WG1 and RAN WG2 just to verify the parameters of a RAB (and



 combination of RABs and SRBs) proposed to TS 34.108. This RAB had been proposed during T WG1 SIG #20.



 A proposed CR for TS 34.108 was attached to this LS.



 Chairman commented that in the answer LS for the previous LS (See above) we can also mention what are the RABs



 we have been discussing and what are the RABs we are planning to review in the joint session with RAN WG2.



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) mentioned that Ericsson had prepared papers for this issue in R1-02-0084


 and R1-02-0085. Chairman stated that we would discuss these papers in Day2 afternoon. (See No. 98)

(*8) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this LS.



 T WG1 SIG was informing RAN WG1 about the new radio access bearers included in TS 34.108. These RABs for 



 1.28 Mcps TDD option were presented and approved in the T1#12 meeting. This LS was just sent to us for information.



 Chairman invited people to check the attached document before the joint session with RAN WG2.

5. Report from TSG RAN#14
R1-02-0146 












(10:01-10:13)

Chairman presented the slides on the screen.



Main topics:



- Beamforming WI




UE side was completed, WI was split and WI "Beamforming enhancements" remained to cover UTRAN side issues




 (measurements as discussed earlier).



- 
USTS SI




The study item was completed but the work item was not approved. So at this moment we do not have work item




existing on this topic. This would not immediately imply that it was removed. An offline discussion would take place




for this. This topic could be raised in the next RAN.



- Feasibility Study for Improved Common DL Channel for Cell-FACH State SI




This SI was removed due to the lack of activity



- New WIs/Sis




• Support of Site Selection Diversity Transmission in UTRAN




• Improvement of inter-frequency and inter-system measurement for 1.28 Mcps TDD



- Other topics




RAN WG1 and RAN WG2 were tasked to work on the RAB definitions in TS 34.108 and provide input to TSG T1.




Joint meeting covering this as well as issues on Rel'99 clean-up to be held 5-7.2.2002




Agenda for this joint meeting to be provided shortly by WG1 & WG2 chairmen




TSG RANWG1 part will be 5-6.2.2002, RAN WG2 to finalise their parts 7.2.2002.



- Harmonization issue between 3GPP and 3GPP2.




We would do some cooperation work with 3GPP2 on the channel modelling issue.




There will some kind of joint activity take place during Orlando meeting on this channel modelling issue from




physical layer perspective. 




The reason why the meeting schedule for RAN WG1#27 was shifted to one week later was that there will be 




some 3GPP2 activities or follow-up meeting held during the original RAN WG1#27 schedule.



- Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) made a question on the LS we got from RAN WG4 in RAN WG1#22 in Jeju.




  R1-01-1282 (R4-011615) Liaison Statement on Performance of Dedicated Pilot Demodulation


 RAN WG4 was asking our answer on this LS. We postponed the action to RAN WG1#23 (this meeting).



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki stated that he would draft an answer LS for this. Chairman commented that we would come



 back to this issue maybe on Day4. Eventually LS was drafted by Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki in R1-02-0172. This was



 reviewed and approved on Day4. (See No. 123)

/*** Day2 coffee break  10:38-11:05 ***/
Day 2, started at 09.08

6.  High Speed Downlink Packet Access (Ad Hoc 24)

** Note : Documents not treated in this meeting will be handled in RAN WG1#24. **

	No.
	Category
	T-doc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	25
	Timing alignment

of UL channels
	R1-02-0037
	 Timing relationship to support HSDPA 

 operation
	Motorola
	( Symbol      aligned

(Working assumption)
	(*1)

Day 2  11:07-11:09

	26
	
	R1-02-0014
	 HSDPA UL signalling timing
	Nokia
	
	(*1)

Day 2  11:09-11:12

	27
	Editorial clarification
	R1-02-0048
	 New timing diagram for HS-DSCH   

 downlink signalling
	Philips
	Approved
	(*2)

Day 2  11:17-11:20

	28
	
	R1-02-0034
	 Interaction between compressed mode 
 and HSDPA
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*3)

Day 2  11:21-11:36

	29
	HARQ
	R1-02-0029
	 Physical Layer Hybrid ARQ 

 Functionality for HSDPA
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2  11:37-11:52

	30
	
	R1-02-0111
	 Comparison of Full IR, Partial IR and  

 Chase Combining
	Nortel
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2  11:54-12:00

	31
	
	R1-02-0080
	 Signalling of Hybrid ARQ redundancy  

 version
	Ericsson
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2  12:00-12:16

	32
	
	R1-02-0138
	 Repetition in the first rate-matching
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2  12:17-12:19

	33
	
	R1-02-0020
	 Constellation rearrangement scheme for 

 HSDPA retransmissions
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2  12:20-12:25

	34
	
	R1-02-0151
	 16‑QAM HARQ Bitmapping Scheme
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 2  12:25-12:33

	35
	Symbol mapping /

interleaver
	R1-02-0021
	 Nokia's interleaver vs. SMP
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*5)

Day 2  13:44-13:48

	36
	
	R1-02-0081
	 Comparison of different interleaving  

 schemes for 16QAM
	Ericsson
	Noted
	(*5)

Day 2  13:49-13:58

	37
	
	R1-02-0112
	 Enhanced Bit Mapping and Interleaving 

 Architecture for Release 5
	Nortel
	Noted
	(*5)

Day 2  13:58-14:10

	38
	
	R1-02-0113
	 Performance of the modified bit mapping technique and 

 comparison with the current coding and multiplexing chain

 and with Samsung's SMP technique
	Nortel
	Noted
	(*5)

Day 2  14:10-14:35

	39
	
	R1-02-0050
	 Necessity of SMP (Symbol Mapping  

 based on bit Priority)
	 Samsung, Texas
 Instruments,
 Siemens, Nortel
	Noted
	(*5)

Day 2  14:40-14:49

	40
	UE Capability
	R1-02-0012
	 Text proposal for UE capability section

 in TR25.858
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*6)

Day 2  14:54-15:14

	41
	
	R1-02-0057
	 HSDPA UE capability
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*6)

Day 2  15:14-15:26

	42
	
	R1-02-0098
	 Parameter sets for UE capabilities
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*6)

Day 2  15:26-15:42

	43
	
	R1-02-0047
	 HSDPA Throughput for Low End UE’s
	Philips
	Noted
	(*6)

Day 2  16:19-16:25

	44
	Frequency of

uplink signalling
	R1-02-0066
	 Downlink measurement feedback scheme
	Mitsubishi
	Noted
	(*7)

Day 2  16:47-16:59

	45
	
	R1-02-0150
	 Adaptive UL signalling of DL channel   

 measurement report (revision of R1-02-0032)
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*7)

Day 2  16:59-17:13

	46
	
	R1-02-0152
	 Comparison of channel quality reporting   

 schemes
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*7)

Day 2  17:13-17:36

	47
	Pilot-Data

Ratio

Estimation
	R1-02-0026
	 Robustness of UE Pilot-Data Ratio 

 Estimation
	Motorola
	Decision postopned
	(*8)

Day 3  09:12-09:31

	48
	Down Link Signalling
	R1-02-0016
	 Channel coding and error detection for 

 HS-SCCH
	Nokia
	(
Offline

Discussion

(
Working

Assumption
	(*9)

Day 3  09:32-09:53

	49
	
	R1-02-0039
	 Performance of SCCH-HS with various  

 coding options
	Motorola
	
	(*9)

Day 3  09:53-10:08

	50
	
	R1-02-0051
	 An efficient signalling on SCCH-HS and 
 channel coding of SCCH-HS
	Samsung
	
	(*9)

Day 3  10:08-10:29

	51
	
	R1-02-0071
	 Basis for Comparing HS-SCCH Coding 

 Schemes
	Lucent
	
	(*9)

Day 3  11:06-11:25

	52
	
	R1-02-0073
	 HS-SCCH Timing and Power Imbalance
	Lucent
	
	(*9)

Day 3  11:26-11:49

	53
	
	R1-02-0077
	 HS-DSCH-related downlink signalling
	Ericsson
	
	(*9)

Day 3  11:50-12:24

	54
	
	R1-02-0156
	 CCH-HS structure, coding & timing
	Qualcomm
	
	(*9)

Day 3  12:24-12:35

	55
	
	R1-02-0157
	 CCH-HS - Summary
	Qualcomm
	
	(*9)

Day 3  12:35-12:46

	56
	
	R1-02-0114
	 Discussion about SCCH-HS channel coding  

 and necessity of transmission of HI
	CWTS/

Huawei
	
	(*9)

Day 3  14:36-15:20

	57
	
	R1-02-0017
	 SCCH-HS signalling in consecutive TTIs
	Nokia
	( TR
	(*10)

Day 3  15:22-15:28

	58
	
	R1-02-0018
	 Compact signalling of multi-code  

 allocation for HSDPA, version 2
	Nokia
	Noted
	Presentation

Skipped
Day 3  15:28-15:28

	59
	
	R1-02-0072
	 Impact of HS-SCCH overhead on 

 HSDPA system capacity
	Lucent
	
	

	60
	
	R1-02-0074
	 HS-SCCH Coding and Performance
	Lucent
	
	

	61
	Tx diversity

related

issues
	R1-02-0118
	 System performance of STTD for 

 HSDPA
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*11)

Day 3  16:22-16:33

	62
	
	R1-02-0049
	 Closed-loop transmit diversity (TxAA)

 solution for HSDPA
	Texas Instruments
	Postponed
	(*12)

Day 3  16:33-16:42

	63
	
	R1-02-0038
	 System performance with IR and STTD 

 for multi-path channels
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*13)

Day 3  16:43-16:58

	64
	DL

Signalling
	R1-02-0036
	 Why HI bit
	Motorola
	Noted
	presentation

skipped

	65
	HI power control
	R1-02-0115
	 Power control for HS-DSCH associated  

 signalling in SHO region
	CWTS/

Huawei
	Noted
	(*14)

Day 3  17:02-17:14

	66
	Uplink power control for 

HS-DPCCH
	R1-02-0013
	 Power offset for uplink ACK/NAK
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 3  17:14-17:27

	67
	
	R1-02-0033
	 UL power control for HSDPA
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 3  17:28-17:40

	68
	
	R1-02-0044
	 Power offsets for ACK/NACK signalling
	Philips
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 3  17:40-17:44

	69
	
	R1-02-0045
	 Text proposal for TR25.858 for power 

 offsets for ACK/NACK commands
	Philips
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 3  17:44-17:53

	70
	
	R1-02-0060
	 Requirement of different transmission power  

 levels between ACK and NACK signalling
	LGE
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 3  17:53-18:05

	71
	
	R1-02-0075
	 Energy requirements for UL ACK/NACK  

 signalling under different sets of constraints
	Lucent
	Noted

not reviewed
	(*15)

Day 3  18:06-18:06

	72
	TDD

related

issues TDD

related

issues
	R1-02-0009
	 Overview of changes required in the 

 TDD specifications for HSDPA
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*16)

Day 3  19:05-19:05

	73
	
	R1-02-0010
	 Quality feedback procedure for TDD   

 HSDPA
	Siemens
	( TR
	(*17)

Day 3  19:06-19:14

	74
	
	R1-02-0107
	 TFRI resource allocation field  

 compression for TDD HSDPA
	Siemens
	( TR
	(*18)

Day 3  19:14-19:26

	75
	
	R1-02-0011
	 Signalling channel structure for TDD  

 HSDPA
	Siemens
	( TR
	No  (*19)
Comments

Day3 19:26-19:33

	76
	
	R1-02-0067
	 HS-SCCH Coding for 3.84Mcps TDD
	IPWireless
	(TR
	(*20)

Day 3  19:33-19:40

	77
	
	R1-02-0168
	 3.84 Mcps TDD HSDPA timing relation : TTI 

 length, buffering complexity, and signalling
	InterDigital
	Noted
	(*21)

Day 3  19:42-19:58

	78
	
	R1-02-0068
	 Timing for HSDPA 3.84Mcps TDD
	IPWireless
	Noted
	(*22)

Day 3  19:59-20:09

	79
	
	R1-02-0069
	 HI Coding for 3.84Mcps TDD
	IPWireless
	Noted
	(*23)

Day 3  20:09-20:14

	80
	HI
	R1-02-0154
	 HI Improvements
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*24)

Day 3  20:17-20:34

	81
	
	R1-02-0109
	 Symbol stealing pattern for HI  

 transmission
	Nortel
	Noted
	(*25)

Day 3  20:34-20:59

	82
	Uplink Feedback Signalling
	R1-02-0015
	 TFRC reference list in QI signalling
	Nokia
	To be revised
	(*26)

Day 4  11:49-12:19

	83
	
	R1-02-0144
	 Selection of TFRC and Power Offset
	Telecom MODUS NEC
	Noted
	(*27)

Day 4  12:19-12:30

	84
	
	R1-02-0025
	 UE Measurement Reporting
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*28)

Day 4  12:30-12:31

	85
	Text Proposal

for

TR 25.858
	R1-02-0176
	 Text proposal for TR 25.858, Section 8.1.1 and  

 8.1.2 (Associated downlink signalling for FDD)
	Ericsson
	agreed in principle
	(*29)

Day 4  13:30-13:52

	86
	
	R1-02-0169
	 HSDPA UE capability
	Panasonic
	agreed in principle
	(*29)

Day 4  13:52-14:00

	87
	
	R1-02-0184
	 DPCCH/HS-DPCCH timing text  

 proposal For TR25.858
	Nokia
	agreed in principle
	(*29)

Day 4  14:00-14:04

	88
	
	R1-02-0180
	 Text proposal for physical layer hybrid  

 ARQ based on R1-02-0029
	Siemens
	agreed in principle
	(*29)

Day 4  14:05-14:08

	89
	
	R1-02-0182
	 Text Proposal for TR 25.858 on  

 Constellation Rearrangement
	Panasonic
Nokia
	Not agreed
	(*29)

Day 4  14:08-14:19

	90
	
	R1-02-0186
	 Text Proposal for TR 25.858 for TDD  

 HSDPA
	Siemens IPWireless Interdigital
	Agreed
	(*29)

Day 4  14:19-14:26

	91
	CR
	R1-02-0040
	 CR 25.211-XXX : Specification of 

 HS-DSCH for Release 5
	Motorola Ericsson
	Noted
	(*30)

Day 4  14:27-14:46

	92
	Interleaver
	R1-02-0189
	 Interleaver for HSDPA
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*31)

Day 4  14:48-14:54

	93
	Coding

of Channel Quality

Indicator


	R1-02-0019
	 Channel coding and error detection for  

 uplink QI signalling
	Nokia
	Postponed
	(*32)

Day 4  14:55-14:56

	94
	
	R1-01-1324
	 Coding scheme for Quality Indicator
 (rev. 1)
	Samsung
	
	(*32)

Day 4  14:57-15:01

	95
	
	R1-02-0046
	 Coding of Channel Quality Information
	Philips
	
	(*32)

Day 4  15:01-15:09

	96
	
	R1-02-0139
	 Coding requirement for Quality Indicator
	Sony
	
	(*32)

Day 4  15:09-15:12

	97
	
	R1-02-0164
	 Performance comparison of the
 proposals for CQI coding
	Samsung
	
	(*32)

Day 4  15:12-15:16



(*1) There had been an issue regarding the timing alignment between HS-DPCCH and UL DPCCH during the past several



 meetings on whether it should be symbol aligned or slot aligned. So far Sony preferred slot alignment whereas Motorola



 and Nokia preferred symbol alignment. In order to fix this discussion chairman suggested having a consecutive look at



 these 2 papers.



 R1-02-0037 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).




In short this paper proposed symbol alignment. It was stated that there is no problem with the HS-DPCCH power




level changing within the slot since the Node-B knows when this change is suppose to occur. (This has been a




drawback pointed by Sony with this symbol alignment timing.)



 R1-01-0014 was presented by Nokia.



Symbol alignment was proposed. Same thing was mentioned in this paper with respect to HS-DPCCH power level




change.




Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) supported Nokia's view.  (?)



 Chairman asked Sony for their opinion. Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony) answered that they agree with the symbol alignment.



 Having this comment, chairman concluded that HS-DPCCH is symbol aligned with "normal" uplink DPCCH and slot



 alignment is not needed.



 Text proposal on this issue had been provided by Motorola, Nokia and Sony (R1-02-0140) respectively. Chairman



 suggested offline drafting session to get single agreed text proposal.


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



 This was a kind of editorial clarification of the current downlink timing diagram (Figure 5 in TR25.858).



 There was no comment made on this editorial clarification itself.



 There was a comment questioning if we had agreed to have HI itself. Chairman answered that in any case this



 clarification would be fine compared to the current figure. (both figures were assuming HI anyway.)



 Chairman concluded this text proposal as approved and asked the editor to include this text proposal into the revision of 



 TR 25.858.


(*3) Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung) presented this paper.



 In this paper, the impact of compressed mode on HSDPA scheduling was analysed in detail. Transmission gap gives


 limitation on scheduling HS-DSCH transmission not only because HI cannot be transmitted during transmission gaps


 but also because HS-SCCH, HS-DSCH and ACK/NAK signalling cannot be transmitted during transmission gaps.


 There was a small discussion made regarding the interaction between compressed mode and HSDPA. Following



 conclusion was reached.




During compressed frames (or gaps) on the DCH there is no HS-DSCH activity for the UE (including signalling in 




DL/UL), exact details to be defined later. (Note: Compressed mode is applied on DCH only)


(*4) Following 6 papers on HARQ were reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0029 was presented by Mr. Bernhard Raaf (Siemens).




On accordance with the agreement made in RAN WG1#22 on two-stage rate matching scheme, this paper presented




implementation details for the two-stage rate matching, in particular the derivation of the rate matching parameters.




A generic structure of the two-stage rate matching was given that allows a unified description of repetition and




puncturing, as well as of full IR, partial IR, Chase combining and partial Chase combining. Text proposal was also




provided in the appendix. Both self-decodable and non self-decodable redundancy versions were possible.




It was questioned how the actual redundancy version is to be configured (e.g. what does "00" means, what does




"01" means ? Should these be set by higher layer ?) ( There should be general universal table, but it could be




possible to be set by higher layers. (Siemens)



 R1-02-0111 was presented by Nortel.




This paper presented the performance comparison with full IR, partial IR and Chase combining in order to determine




their respective operating ranges. As a result it was shown that IR always works better than Chase combining.




However this paper was suggesting from the simulation results that we should select one method among full IR,




partial IR and Chase combining depending on the coding rate of the initial transmission. It was stated that the main




point of this paper was to recommend to have both self-decodable and non self-decodable redundancy




versions generated by the rate matching.




Chairman concluded that this paper as noted.



 R1-02-0080 was presented by Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson).




In this paper it was proposed to include the necessary parameters for second stage rate matching in the transport




format instead of explicit signalling of the redundancy version. The background idea was that the redundancy version




is more or less identical to have different transport format corresponding to the same number of transport blocks.




Instead of having 2 bits for redundancy version and 6 bits for transport format, more flexible use of total 8 bits was




proposed.




There was a concern raised by Motorola that we need to have more time to reassess whole scheme again in terms of




performance. We need to fully understand the scheme. Ericsson answered that they were saying just that we do not




need the specific parameter for the redundancy version and that's it. Ericsson said that it has nothing to do with the




performance because their proposal did not touch IR scheme at all.




Another concern was raised by Nokia that we should consider the certain complexity aspect from the Node B point




of view because if we allow this kind of total flexibility to signal per UE then this would have some impact on the




scheduler by requiring to have separate table for each UE. (The impact would be bigger compared to 6 bits case…)




Qualcomm supported this Ericsson's proposal.



 R1-02-0138 was presented by Mr. Shigenori Kinjo (Texas Instruments).




It was stated by the proponent that the conclusion of this paper was pretty much in line with the one presented by




Siemens in R1-02-0029. Chairman concluded this paper as noted.



 R1-02-0020 was presented by Mr. Esa Malkamali (Nokia).



This paper presented two alternative 'constellation rearrangement' schemes which have the same functionality and




same performance as the original scheme proposed by Panasonic and it can be implemented at bit level.




In order to save the signalling, it was proposed to use only two different versions. (only 1 bit is needed in the




signalling.) The bit arrangement version is proposed to be signalled on HS-SCCH as one incremental redundancy




version.



 R1-02-0151 was presented by Mr. Christian Wengerter (Panasonic).




This paper presented HARQ bit-mapping scheme for 16-QAM for 2-stage rate matching algorithm which can be




quite simply implemented. The proposed scheme was based on the Constellation Rearrangement technique




presented earlier by the proponent. It was proposed to have 4 different constellations.



 Chairman suggested offline discussion over the lunch break on this HARQ topic. He said that we should definitely be



 able to elaborate the current description on HARQ in the TR from this meeting because otherwise we will face problems



 when moving CR phase in the next meeting. Regarding the text proposal, chairman suggested that we should use 



 R1-02-0029 (Siemens) as a baseline because this was in line with what we agreed in the previous meeting.

/***  Day2 lunch break   12:34 - 13:38 ***/


(*5) Following 5 papers on Symbol mapping/Interleaving were reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0021 was presented by Mr. Esa Malkamali (Nokia).



This paper presented the comparison of Nokia's interleaver and Samsung's SMP in terms of performance. In




conclusion this paper was recommending that Nokia's proposal be selected for standardization because Nokia's




proposal for interleaver modification implies less complexity, and still this approach shows similar or better




performance than SMP




Samsung opposed to this conclusion with a lot of reasons explained.



R1-02-0081 was presented by Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson).




"A summary and performance comparison of the different proposals for channel interleaving currently under consideration for



 HS-DSCH has been presented. It was found that the spread in performance for the different proposals is rather small, typically



 less than 0.1​–0.2 dB, and that they all provide some performance gain compared to R99 interleaving. Coupled with the fact



 that the performance gain is obtained with 16QAM only and not when using QPSK, it is expected that the difference in overall



 system performance between the different proposals is minor. It is therefore recommended to consider other aspects such as



 implementation complexity and similarities with the R99 scheme when making the final decision on the details of the HS-DSCH




 coding chain.."




 In the assumption, only the initial transmission had been considered in this paper.




 Nortel commented that if the re-transmissions were taken into account then the Nortel's approach would have 2dB




 gain compared to R99 ineterleaver.




 Motorola somehow seemed to agree with this paper.



 R1-02-0112 was presented by Nortel.




In this paper, the coding and multiplexing chain was presented for 16-QAM and QPSK modulation schemes. When




16-QAM is the active modulation scheme of the HS-DSCH, 2 modifications are proposed. When QPSK is used, it is




proposed to keep the chain unchanged as in the TR.




There was one question asking whether this paper was proposing 2 different coding chains, that is, one for 16-QAM




and the other for QPSK. It was answered by the proponent that the proposal is to have a single coding chain with 2




specific additional functionalities that are used when 16-QAM is used and disabled when QPSK is used.



 R1-02-0113 was presented by Nortel.




This paper presented simulation results with two enhanced bit mapping techniques, Nortel's and Samsung's SMP.




It was shown that Nortel and Samsung proposals are very close to each other in terms of performance, with a small




advantage for Nortel's when the initial coding rate is ¾. It was shown that both Nortel and Samsung proposals can




equally bring significant improvement when used with IR.(up to 2 dB compared to the case not using this technique.) 




Motorola doubted 2dB gain and requested throughput curve to be presented.




Panasonic confirmed that the gain of constellation rearrangement technique can come on top of the SMP gain.




After a bit long discussion chairman concluded as follows.





There has been no objections raised so far with the constellation rearrangement. Do we need some addition





to the constellation rearrangement ? The additional gains on top of the constellation rearrangement would





not be so big and therefore we should be careful what kind of complexity we are going to introduce on top





of that. So we should at first aim to have some kind of basic description based on R1-02-0029 (Siemens)





with the constellation rearrangement technique. Maybe on top of that basic description we will see if SMP 





can justify any additional complexity.



R1-02-0050 was presented by Mr. Hunkee Kim (Samsung).




This paper described the necessity of the SMP scheme compatible with two stage rate matching algorithm.



Chairman concluded this paper as noted.  He said conclusion would not be changed by this paper. Discussion on this




issue will continue but in the first place we will aim to have basic description based on R1-02-0029 with constellation




rearrangement. SMP can be revisited in the later stage. Chairman said that the drafting activity for the TR on this




HARQ topic should take place as soon as possible.


(*6) Following 4 papers on HSDPA UE capability papers were reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0012 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).



There was a question regarding the Note 2 in the minimum inter-TTI interval item in the table 2. 





NOTE 2: inter-TTI interval larger than 1 will only be employed when number of HS-DSCH codes received is 5.




Does this refer to the restriction in terms of combination of UE capability or refer to some dynamic operation of




HSDPA ?  ( There is no intention of dynamic operation. This is rather restrictive. (Nokia)




It was also confirmed that dedicated channel capability is not independent of configuration of HSDAP activity.




(This was the conclusion of joint HSDPA Ad Hoc with RAN WG2.) If HSDPA is configured active then UE would




not be required to sustain the same (high) data rate on the dedicate channel.



 R1-02-0057 was presented by Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic)



 R1-02-0098 was presented by Motorola



 Although there were some differences in the view of Minimum Inter-TTI interval , there seemed to be commonalities in



 several aspect. For instance, all these papers seemed to be in line with the point that the smaller values of Maximum


 number of HS-DSCH transport channel bits that can be received within an HS-DSCH TTI  should be removed from the



 performance point of view. Chairman suggested offline discussion over the coffee break.

/*** Day2 coffee break 15:43-16:10 ***/ 



 After the coffee break Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki reported that there had not been much progress in the coffee break



 discussion and he suggested to have offline session after the plenary session. Chairman agreed to this suggestion.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked Nortel's view regarding the Minimum Inter-TTI interval that the values of 2 and



 3 should really be valid only for the low-end mobiles otherwise it would make too many constraints on the scheduler.



 Nortel preferred to restrict the number of combinations between the Minimum Inter-TTI interval and the number of



 channelisation codes.



 Regarding the relationship between DCH capabilities and HSDPA activities which was proposed to be in the UE



 capability in Nokia's paper (R1-02-0012), Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki commented that although Panasonic agreed with the



 idea, they could not agree to put it in TS 25.306. He said it should be described in e.g. TS 25.212.



 No objection raised against having this relationship itself.



 Finally chairman invited interested people to join the offline session in the evening.

 

 R1-02-0047 was presented by Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips).




This paper discussed the issue on whether the presence of low end UE's with limited data rate capabilities would




limit the achievable system throughput in HSDPA with system level simulations.




In conclusion it was stated that 1600 bits per TTI is not useful from the system level throughput point of view.



 CONCLUSION of UE capability discussion: (from the chairman's note on the screen.)




- Inter-TTI internal>1 : preference indicated that this should be used only with "low end" UEs




- DCH capability agreed to be reduced if HS-DSCH is active




- Number of combinations should be limited




- Lowest bits per TTI values agreed to be removed (1600 at least)


(*7) Following 3 papers were reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0066 was presented by Mr. Noriyuki Fukui (Mitsubishi).




This paper was a sequel to the paper presented in RAN WG#22 meeting in Jeju in which it had been proposed that




channel quality feedback is reported only if there is significant change between the current value and the last reported




one
in order to reduce the frequency of uplink signalling. In this paper the modified scheme to accommodate the




change from DL quality value to TFRC was presented.




Following 2 issues were pointed out with respect to this proposal itself.





- Is the quality measurement based on a kind of average quality even for low speed environment ? Basically the





   link adaptation or fast scheduling would not take fading into account ?  ( ? "Firstly, averaging is needed for




   high speed and then, when we think of scheme unifying, it is also needed for low speed." (Mitsubishi)




- If there is an error in the transmission of the channel quality measurement report, we will have to live with





   that error until UE sends next report. If this imply the need for much lower error rate, then UE will eat up the





   benefit obtained by not transmitting them periodically. ( ?



 R1-02-0150 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung).




This paper was a sequel to the paper presented in RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju. In this proposal DL channel quality




would be sent in absolute value and relative value forms in order to reduce the total amount of bits.




There was a question on whether the block error rate for this uplink signalling had been taken into account or not.




If there is an error in the refreshment then that error would not be corrected until the next refreshment comes.




It was answered that error would be very small due to the large coding gain.



 R1-02-0152 was presented by Lucent.




This paper presented a comparison of various proposals for reduction of CQI signalling overhead. Based on the




comparison, this paper proposed that the variable rate CQI scheme proposed by Lucent be adopted in TR 25.858.



 After having all these papers presented chairman asked for the comments from the floor.




- Ericsson supported Lucent proposal although it was not clear whether we do need any of these schemes for Rel-5.




- Nortel raised concerns on Mitsubishi and Samsung proposals in terms of error propagation. Regarding the Lucent




  proposal, Nortel wanted to know the impact on the uplink capacity of having variable rate compared to fixed rate.




- Philips supported Lucent proposal.



 Chairman concluded.




People in the floor seemed to have their preference on the Lucent proposal judging from the comments but on the




other hand we are not fully convinced that we really need this kind of variable reporting rate compared to the fixed




rate. As this issue is rather straightforward to be added we will be discussing this issue again in the next meeting




including the discussion about the need for adding this to Rel-5.

Day2 closed at 17:37

Day 3, started at 09.10


(*8) Mr. Kenneth Stewart (Motorola) presented this paper.



 In RAN WG1#21 meeting in Turin a paper which discussed a blind method for the estimation of the pilot-to-data power



 ratio required for proper demodulation of QAM signals was presented by Motorola. The current paper was a kind of



 follow up paper of that document and further discussed about 2 concerns raised against the original proposal. They were




- validity of equi-probability of {0,1} bit pattern distribution assumption




- robustness of blind pilot-data ration estimation



 This paper concluded that explicit signalling of the pilot-data ration estimate was unnecessary at least for QAM



 modulation of order up to 16-QAM as suggested in the original proposal.



 Mr. Makis Kasapidis (Panasonic) requested to postpone the decision on this paper because Panasonic was investigating



 the same issue and they would get a firm conclusion by the next meeting. (As of now their conclusion seemed to have



 been significantly different from that of Motorola.)



 Chairman suggested that we should exchange information and opinion over the RAN WG1 e-mail reflector prior to



 RAN WG1#24 meeting in Orlando. He suggested that RAN WG4 could also address this issue.



 Finally chairman concluded that for the TR we would assume that the power ratio is not signalled for the time being,



 but this issue is to be checked for the CR phase. Results of analysis (if not in line with the assumption) need to be raised



 on the reflector before RAN WG1#24 meeting in Orlando.


(*9) In RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju, different coding options for the HS-SCCH were identified and documented in the



 WG1 TR 25.858.  Following papers all discussed the performance of these options and evaluated them through



 simulation results and in terms of complexity aspects. Item listed below were the main topics.




- Structure of the downlink control channel including CRC attachment issue.




- Channel coding scheme of HS-SCCH



- HS-SCCH power imbalance problem related to the staggering offset.




- Do we really need HI or not ?  (Some paper suggested HI to be included in UE capability option.) 



 (A matter of course, most of the proponents basically seemed to recommend their own schemes they had presented so



 far in the previous meetings.)



 R1-02-0016 was presented by Mr. Esa Malkamali (Nokia).


 R1-02-0039 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).



 R1-02-0051 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung).

/*** Day3 Coffee break   10:30-11:05 ***/



 R1-02-0071 was presented by Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent).



 R1-02-0073 was presented by Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent).



 R1-02-0077 was presented by Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson).



 R1-02-0156 was presented by Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm).



 R1-02-0157 was presented by Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm).



 R1-02-0114 was presented by CWTS/Huawei. (after lunch break)



 A number of comments were made to each of these papers and it was felt difficult to reach conclusion by online session.



 Finally chairman proposed to have an offline discussion over the lunch break.

/*** Day3 lunch break 12:46-14:28 ***/



 During long lunch break there an intensive offline discussion took place among a lot of interested companies.



 After the lunch break chairman summarised the conclusion as follows.




1.
The current timing would be kept. There would be one slot overlapping between HS-SCCH and HS-DSCH.




2.
There would not be necessary to transmit HI in case there is only one single HS-HSCCH configured to the





particular UE.  If there would be then more than one, that is, 2 - 4, HS-SCCHs then there would be HI present.





The reason why we keep HI is mainly to reduce the peak processing power requirement. If there is no HI UE has





to decode 4 control channels in parallel to get the information for that UE. 




3.
In order to ensure the reliability of the operation there would be UE id info (e.g. UE specific CRC)  added to the





part one as well. This would allow UE to have one slot time for processing the information (regarding the





destination of the data and channelisation code to despread) before the actual data starts.





The reason why there would be CRC added to the first block is to ensure the reliability. Because it is difficult to





achieve that much reliability for one symbol HI.   (just for safety measure in case HI is not correct.) 





Thus CRC will be in part 1 and part 2. There will be the power difference between these 2 parts. Both parts will





have convolutional coding and separate interleaving. There will be tail bits included in both parts.



 Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone Group) disagreed with the decision on the HI handling as this is
 implying the



 introduction of 2 options (modes) of operation in the HSDPA system. Vodafone position was that either the HI is



 always used either it is not used at all. Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec clarified that the configuration of the HSDPA feature



 from the network point of view should be transparent whether the HI was used or not and that there should not be any



 specific case of operation introduced in the future which would differentiate the "HI absent" (1 code) and the



 "HI present" (more than 1 code) operational cases.



 It was also agreed that HI support is not to be a UE capability parameter.



 Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola) remarked that for a UE it is still optional to use HI or not because even though there are



 4 HS-SCCHs it is up to the UE to monitor HI or not. It can still monitor all the HS-SCCHs or it can use HI. But for



 testing there would be 2 modes.  Chairman responded that in any case it is the matter of UE to use HI or not in the



 testing. We are not able to know in which way UE dose it as long as it meets the performance.



 In the end chairman concluded that we can do still discuss about following details in the next meeting however TR text



 proposals should be drafted based on the above conclusion.




- Need for intermediate tail bits (including the exact number) for the first part




   (including the issue of one convolutional code for whole HS-SCCH or 2 different convolutional codes)




- TTI alignment issue 



 Chairman asked Mr. Erik Dahlman to draft the text proposal on this downlink signalling issue for FDD.



 (Discussion ended at Day 3 15:20)

    (*10) Nokia presented this paper.



 There was a proposal made in RAN WG1#22 in Jeju that if there is data to a particular UE in consecutive TTIs, the



 same shared control channel shall be used for signalling to the UE in both cases. The current paper contained a



 text proposal for this concept.



 There were a couple of comment suggesting some clarification and rewording.



 Chairman suggested including this text with comments reflected in the TR.

/*** Day3 coffee break 15:30- 16:04 ***/

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



 (This paper had been discussed in Day1 Tx diversity Ad Hoc. See No. 15)



 In RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju Lucent presented a paper (R1-01-1126) that suggested not using STTD with HSDPA



 because it would even have negative gain for HSDPA. On the contrary, with this current paper Nokia showed their view



 with simulation results that link level gain is properly proportional to the system gain. They showed some 29% system



 gain compared to 1-1 case in the DSCH average bit rate with the simulated scenario using STTD.



 Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent) commented that this result would only be valid when round robin scheduler is used. The



 conclusion would be different when other schedulers were assumed.



 Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) commented that he agreed with Lucent on the point that the benefit of having STTD very



 much depends on what kind of scheduler is assumed for HS-DSCH transmission itself. There can be the benefit of not



 having Tx-diversity over the max C/I scheduler, however there would be benefit in terms of performance to have STTD



 on the shared control channel. He questioned what the assumptions are regarding the use of Tx-diversity schemes on



 different channels.  If we have STTD in the cell anyway then we are going to use STTD for the shared control channel



 and not for HS-DSCH itself ? or we are going to use same Tx diversity schemes on all these channels ?



 A short discussion was made on this question.



 Chairman stated that our standing point is assuming R99 where the same mode is used on all channels, and if we deviate



 from that then we have to clear motivation for that deviation. 



 No firm conclusion was given on this paper.

    (*12) Mr. Anamd Dabak (Texas Instruments) presented this paper.



 (This paper was discussed in Day1 Tx diversity Ad Hoc. See No. 15)


 In this paper it was proposed to modify the closed-loop transmit diversity mode 2 into mode 3 (1-bit magnitude, 2-bit



 phase) when HSDPA is operated. (Whenever the base station is supporting mode 2, when HSDPA is operated then



 mode 3 should be supported.)



 There were a couple of objections made against this proposal as in the Ad Hoc session.  There was also a comment



 which said that we need to see the system simulation results not only the link level simulations.



 Based on the comments received chairman stated that people seemed not to be motivated to add mode 3 to the



 specification. He suggested offline checking back home. This issue would be revisited in the next meeting.

    (*13) Mr. Robert Love (Motorola) presented this paper.



 In this paper, with some simulation results for typical multi-path channels it was tentatively concluded that STTD may



 not be useful for HSDPA when multi-path channel conditions are applicable.



 There took place a bit long discussion regarding the applicability of STTD with HSDPA. Will the operators who paid



 for STTD feature for the dedicated channels in order to get some gain be ready to de-activate STTD if HSDPA is



 activated ?



 There was a comment that we have not yet had enough evidences to conclude what we should do with this STTD



 and HSDPA combination and we need to see more system simulation results.



 Chairman agreed with this comment and stated that we would be still discussing this topic in the next meeting.



 This paper was noted.

    (*14) CWTS/Huawei presented this paper.



 In principle, this paper proposed to control the HI power offset by uplink signalling when UE is in soft handover region.



 There was a couple of concerns raised against this proposal. Main concern was that it would be very difficult to estimate



 HI power level properly because it is only one symbol and would not always be there.



 Chairman suggested further elaboration based on the comments.

    (*15) Following 5 papers discussed about the uplink power control for Ack/Nack signal. These were reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0013 was presented by Mr. Esa Malkamali (Nokia).




In this paper it was proposed to use a 2 bit uplink power offset parameter which would be sent on HS-SCCH with




other HARQ parameters. With these 2 bits, four power offsets would be possible to signal, e.g., 0, 3, 6 and 9 dB.




The higher layer power offset parameter would set the default power offset used normally and this new power offset




would be in addition to the default power offset (typically used for UEs in soft handover).




Some comments were made.





- With this proposal, the power offset for channel quality feedback would not be adjusted appropriately.





- There would be impact on the HS-SCCH overhead.





- On which information does Node B change the offset values ? ( same as normal power control





- Philips was having related paper.



 R1-02-0033 was presented by Samsung.




A couple of concerns were raised 





- The overall interference would be increased by pilot transmissions.





- Channel quality indicator needs to be transmitted in every TTI in soft handover region ?





- The power offset for Ack/Nack might possibly be increased by this proposal. (even worse)




Based on the comments received chairman commented that at this point of time it seemed that people were not




convinced that this proposal should be adopted.



 R1-02-0044 was presented by Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips).




This paper supported the proposal in R1-02-0013 from Nokia. In addition further method for enhancement was




proposed. It was proposed to have different power offset for Ack and Nack. The benefit of different power offsets




arises partly because the error requirements for ACK and NACK transmissions are different, and partly because it




is generally desirable to interpret DTX in the ACK/NACK field as a NACK.



 R1-02-0045 was presented by Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips).




This paper contained a text proposal for the proposal in R1-02-0044.



 R1-02-0060 was presented by LGE.




This paper contained a very similar proposal as the one in R1-02-0044. The difference was that this proposal




did not mention about the proposal in R1-02-0013.




No comments were raised.



 R1-02-0075 was provided by Lucent but not reviewed due to the availability problem. Chairman invited people to




have a look at this paper before the next meeting.



After having comments from third party, Chairman stated that we would make a conclusion on this issue in the next



meeting.

/*** Day3 evening short break 18:08 - 19:04 ***/

    (*16) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this paper.



 In this paper, an overview of the changes for the TDD specification to incorporate HSDPA in Rel-5 was presented.



 Mr. Marcus Purat invited people to check the details and give him comments.

    (*17) Siemens presented this paper.



 In this paper a quality indicator and quality feedback procedure was proposed for TDD HSDPA which is different from



 the one in FDD. The quality indicator consists of a recommendation as to what code rate (i.e. modulation format and



 transport block set size) would maximise the throughput for the currently allocate resources whilst still meeting a



 specified threshold BLER. This recommendation would be reported to the Node B on the HS-SICH, along with the



 ACK/NAK for the received HS-DSCH transmission.



 It was confirmed that this quality indicator could be used for an input to the scheduling algorithm.



 Chairman concluded that this to be reflected in the TR. He also mentioned that RAN WG4 should be informed for



 the testing aspects. Siemens answered that they would provide some inputs directly to RAN WG4 instead of sending LS



 from this meeting.

    (*18) Siemens presented this paper.



 This paper discussed about the TFRI resource allocation filed compression for TDD and identified 2 options (Option 1



 and Option2) for it. In conclusion, this paper recommended Option 1 to be adopted.



 After some discussion chairman concluded that we should approve this as a starting point for further discussion. He said



 that this proposal would be reflected in the TR with option 1 at this point of time (for both of LCR and HCR TDD).



 Chairman invited people to have offline checking. If concerns were raised those would be discussed in the next meeting. 

    (*19) Siemens presented this paper.



 This paper presented detailed proposals for the HS-SCCH and HS-SICH channel structures for LCR TDD. The



 principles can be also used for HCR TDD, the only difference being the number of bits for the TFRI coding and the



 number of physical resources for the HS-SCCH. It was proposed to include corresponding text proposals into TR25.858.



 No comments were made for this particular paper.



 Since there was a paper prepared by IPWireless for HCR TDD in R1-02-0067 which was standing on the same principle



 chairman suggested to review it in succession.

    (*20) Mr. Nicholas Anderson (IPWireless) presented this paper.



 As resource allocation issue was covered by R1-02-0107 (Siemens, See No. 74), this presentation focused on HS-SCCH



 channel structure and channel coding related topics for 3.84Mcps TDD.



 This paper included a text proposal for 25.858.



 Chairman commented that UE_ID length should be the same as in FDD. ( IPWireless is to check this offline.



 In conclusion both of R1-02-0011 and R1-02-0067 was approved to be reflected in the TR. Chairman asked Siemens



 and IPWireless to work out a single text proposal that covers both modes (3.84McpsTDD and 1.28McpsTDD), and give



 it to the editor of the TR.

    (*21) Mr. Nader Bolourchi (InterDigital) presented this paper.



 This paper presented evaluation of the timing and signalling issues for 3.84Mcps TDD HSDPA. It was recommended to



 use 10ms TTI for TDD HSDPA because of the highest spectral efficiency and allocation flexibility with the



 buffer/memory requirement comparable to that of an FDD UE.



 The assumption of 10ms seemed to have been accepted already. There was some discussion on UE capability



 parameters. Chairman mentioned that those parameters should be selected with reasonable background not just by the



 comparison with FDD. He suggested offline discussion regarding UE capabilities and in the next meeting we would



 definitely need to see text proposals on this UE capability topic.

    (*22) Mr. Nicholas Anderson (IPWireless) presented this paper.



 This paper proposed timing requirements for HSDPA 3.84Mcps TDD. These timing requirements aim to achieve a



 balance between the conflicting requirements of minimum allocation latency and minimum UE / Node B complexity.



 This paper contained  a text proposal.



 Chairman invited people to check the details of this proposal back home.

    (*23) Mr. Nicholas Anderson (IPWireless) presented this paper.



 In this paper the need for HI is doubted.



 After some discussion chairman concluded that this needs to be further investigated.

    (*24) Mr. Bernhard Raaf (Siemens) presented this paper.



 In this paper HI transmission performance was studied and following two improvements were described and simulated:




- HI detection without on/off detection ( leads to a gain of about 2.8dB Es/No, requiring CRC checking during















all TTIs.




- SHCCH assignment with preferences in conjunction with MAP detection ( leads to a gain of at least
























 0.3 to 1.3dB Es/No



 A some comments were raised.




- Is this SHCCH assignment to be specified as a rule for Node B scheduling ?




  ( This remains to be seen. At least table of SHCCH preferences needs to be specified. UE should be able to





 assume that Node B does scheduling according to this rule.




- How the UE behaviour should be reflected in the performance specifications ?




  (
A priori probabilities for the SHCCH assignments needs to be made sure.




- If Node B should ensure the probability be reflected in scheduler to select proper HS-SCCH for the particular UE




  then this would have some impact on the restriction approved in the previous meetings regarding the number of




  HS-SCCH.  ?




- etc.



 Based on the comments received, chairman stated that people seemed to need more time to check this and he concluded



 this as under consideration. We would come back to this issue in the next meeting, if needed.

    (*25) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this paper.



 This paper was a sequel to the paper presented in RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju (R1-01-1266) which had identified a



 potential problem with the current transmission of HI. In this paper, a symbol stealing pattern scheme for HI



 transmission was presented. This scheme allows to reduce the degradation to less than 0.2dB against up to 1.5dB in



 certain cases for a fixed position puncturing.



 There were some concerns were made.




- How is the Node B complexity ?




- With this proposal, will the HI jump back-and-forth between two different DPCH slots because the first SCCH slots




   overlaps with two DPCCH slot in general case ? or is it still limited to being in one DPCH slot ?





( offline checking




- etc.



 Based on the comments received chairman draw similar kind of conclusion as the previous paper. This is to be under



 consideration. People are invited to consider what the impact would be. We would come back to this issue in the next



 meeting, if needed.

Day3 closed at 21:01

    (*26) Ms. Anu Virtanen (Nokia) presented this paper.



 This paper presented revised uplink measurement report list and proposed that the suggested TFRC reference list



 already shown as an example in TR 25.858 be agreed to be used in the HSDPA specifications with the proposed uplink



 measurement report list.



 A number of comments were made.




- It would be useful to add another possible reporting value to indicate that the channel quality is so bad that no TFRC




   would be useful otherwise UE has no way to reporting back this situation to the Node B.   ( Accepted.




- Is the  BLER range in table 6 (10%-50%) appropriate ?  ( out of the scope of this paper. For further study.




- Testing aspects needs to be considered in RAN WG4.




- Is "Transport Block Set Size" = "Transport Block Size" (between Table1 and Table4) ( In RAN WG3 it had been




  clarified that "Transport Block Size" = "Transport Block Set Size".




- Are the different size of "Transport Block Size" really the multiple of each other in Table 1? There should be




   header information to be considered and then they would be no more multiple.( Is there any header in layer1 ?




   ( According to TS 25.331, yes.  ( Offline checking with RAN WG2.




- Is minus power offset really needed in TFRC6 ? ( In case UE is closed to the base station. ( further discussion.




- etc.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that RAN WG4 is the best group to select the actual parameters with TFRC



 including testability aspect. She said that of course we can improve the example but we cannot remove the word



 "example" in any case.



 Chairman concluded that this to be revised so that the comments can be reflected and the word "example" remains.



 He asked the proponents to provide the revised text proposal on the reflector and Nokia will put it into RAN WG4



 with source name being Nokia.

    (*27) Mr. Jinsock Lee (Telecom Modus) presented this paper.


 It was mentioned in this paper that we need to find solutions of test cases before we firmly approve the feedback


 procedure of TFRC and power offset. If we cannot find a good solution of test cases and we cannot introduce a


 mechanism to prohibit bad TFRC selection, another possible solution would be to introduce reporting of C/I instead


 of TFRC.



 Chairman commented that whatever solutions we have testability needs to be there. We would see what RAN WG4



 would do on this testability issue.

    (*28) Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola) presented this paper.



 This paper proposed a method for SNR estimation based on CPICH. Motorola would defer this till the RAN WG4



 decision has been made on TFRC selection. The essence of this paper is to show that SNR estimation based on CPICH



 can be used both for rake and advanced receiver.



 Chairman asked Mr. Amitava Ghosh to ensure that RAN WG4 chairman put this testing issue on the agenda.

    (*29) Following text proposals were reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0176 was presented by Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson). 




Some corrections were suggested. Agreed in principle with some modification. The revised text will be included in




the next revision of TR by the editor.



 R1-02-0169 was presented by Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic).




One error was pointed out. Agreed in principle with correction of pointed error. The revised text will be included in




the next revision of TR by the editor. Homework for TDD side to come up with similar proposals.



 R1-02-0184 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).




An editorial comment on the notations was raised. Agreed in principle with offline checking on this editorial issue.




This text will be included in the next revision of TR by the editor.


 R1-02-0180 was presented by Mr. Bernhard Raaf (Siemens).




There was one comment that some kind of Note should be added which says that the formulas needs to be verified.




This text will be included in the next revision of TR by the editor.



 R1-02-0182 was presented by Mr. Christian Wengerter (Panasonic).



Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) made an objection saying that we had not made any conclusion on the constellation




rearrangement in retransmissions.




Chairman remarked that he thought that we had agreed to have this text proposal when we discussed symbol




mapping and interleaver issues. But chairman accepted this objection and invited people to check this text proposal




back home. This will be treated in the next meeting again on Day1 morning. Comments need to be given before




the next meeting.




/*** actually the conclusion was to have a text proposal on this constellation rearrangement issue. There was no





  objection raised when chairman made that conclusion on Day2 14:48. Samsung requested SMP related text





  proposal be included in the TR at that time, though. ***/



 R1-02-0186 was presented by Siemens.




No comments were raised. This text will be included in the next revision of TR by the editor.

    (*30) Mr. Jean-Aicard Fabien (Motorola) presented this paper.


 This was the first draft CR on HSDPA.



 Chairman thanked Motorola and Ericsson for working out this first draft CR. He said this would be a starting point.



 After this reviewal, Chairman proposed a CR drafting responsibility allocation as shown below.




TS 25.201 Motorola/Ericsson




TS 25.211 Motorola/Ericsson




TS 25.212 Siemens




TS 25.213 Panasonic




TS 25.214 Nortel Networks/Nokia




TS 25.221 Siemens




TS 25.222 CATT




TS 25.223 Samsung




TS 25.224 InterDigital



 (At the moment no CR would be made for TS 25.215 and TS 25.225 because no new measurement has been



  identified so far.)



 The companies listed above were tasked to provide the draft CRs one week prior to the next meeting on the e-mail



 reflector.  (Ideal target deadline is the end of January.)



 It was announced that although R1-02-0040 could be considered as the first draft, the proponent would provide the



 revision reflecting the decisions made in this meeting before the next meeting as well.

    (*31) Mr. Esa Malkamali (Nokia) presented this paper.



 This paper proposed an interleaving scheme which breaks the clustering problem, is easy to implement with R99



 components and is therefore backwards compatible. There several different schemes had been presented so far. This



 paper pointed out that since all these different schemes more or less achieve similar performance, the major selection



 criteria should be low complexity and backwards compatibility.



 Samsung remarked that their SMP is also easily implemented. Samsung will prepare the input for the next meeting



 which compares the performance of both schemes.



 Chairman invited companies to check this proposal and make comparison with other proposals.

    (*32) Following 6 papers related to the coding of channel quality indicator were reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0019 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).




This paper presented the comparison of schemes about channel coding and error detection for uplink quality




indication signalling. This paper concluded that the scheme using punctured (32,5) TFCI code which was originally




proposed by Samsung in R1-01-1324 looks most promising.



 R1-01-1324 was presented by Samsung.




This paper had already been presented in RAN WG1#24 meeting in Jeju at the very last minute and there had been




no discussion made due to the lack of time.



 R1-02-0046 was presented by Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips).




This paper proposed a new scheme for coding of channel quality information, that is the (20,5) code produced by




extending the (16,5) TFCI code. The small improvement in performance is achieved with no additional complexity




compared with other proposed schemes. It was emphasized that rms error should be taken into account rather than




maximising minimum distance and therefore the most significant bits of the data are better protected than the least




significant bits, if possible.



 R1-02-0139 was presented by Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony)




This paper was pretty much in line with the previous Philips' contribution. This also recommended to apply unequal




error protection for coding of channel quality information with the background that the criteria of coding of CQI




should be based on throughput rather than BER. No comments were made. Chairman stated that people seemed to




share the view that unequal error protection would make sense. 



 R1-02-0164 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung)




In this paper Samsung compared the BER of Philips proposal vs. Samsung proposal. It said that the comparison in




the Philips paper is not fair and there would be no realistic gain with Philips proposal.




Philips seemed to disagree with this proposal.




There was a comment that we should do some kind of error detection with this channel quality information. If we




detect that there is an error then we simply do not use that information.



 Conclusion of this topic was postponed to the next meeting.

7. T1 issue on RAB parameter

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	98
	
	R1-02-0084
	 Additional RAB parameters for

 TS 34.108
	Ericsson
	Noted

( LS
	(*1)

Day 2  16:26-16:46



(*1) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this paper.



 In RAN#14 the issue of providing additional RAB configurations in TS 34.108 was discussed and it was agreed that



 RAN WG1 and WG2 should define combinations of additional RABs and their parameters and provide the results to



 TSG-T to incorporate them into TS 34.108.  This was triggered by the LS from TSG T. (See No. 22, 23)



 This paper reviewed the RABs in TS 34.108 and identified the need to add further RABs and RB configurations. It was



 proposed to coordinate with RAN WG2 to ask TSG T for inclusion of the additional RAB configurations and their



 parameters in TS 34.108.



 It was stated that the intention of this paper is to be a starting point for discussions.



 AMR set of CODEC mode suggested in this paper does not correspond to the one described in the RAN WG2 LS



 in R1-02-0125 (R2-012763) which had been originally recommended by SA WG4. This was because the proposal



 in this current paper is for R99. When we discuss about later releases than R99, the set of CODEC mode discussed



 in RAN WG2 would be taken into account including TFO and TrFO.



 Chairman stated that we need to keep T1 informed on this topic. They also need to be informed that we will have



 a joint session with RAN WG2 in early February to discuss this issue and from that meeting we will provide a CR to



 T1 on TS 34.108. Chairman asked Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger to draft the LS in R1-02-0165.


 This LS was reviewed on Day4 and approved in R1-02-0193. (See No. 124)



 R1-02-0085 Draft CR for additional RAB parameters for TS 34.108 (Ericsson) was not reviewed online.

Day 4, started at 09.07
8. Change Requests for WG1 Release –99 & Release-4 specifications


(The final approval for submission to TSG RAN#15 will take place in RAN WG1#24.)
	No.
	R
	CR
	rev
	TS
	Tdoc
	Title
	Cat
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	99
	99
	136
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0022
	 Setting of S-field length as 0 bit 
 in SSDT
	F
	NEC

Vodafone
	Needs to be

revised.

Decision

postponed to

R1#24
	(*1)

Day 4  09:30

	100
	4
	137
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0022
	 Setting of S-field length as 0 bit 
 in SSDT
	A
	
	
	

	101
	99
	XXX
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1328
	 Clarification of closed loop transmit

 diversity during soft handover, and with

 antenna verification
	F
	Motorola Samsung
	Needs to be

revised.

Decision

postponed to

R1#24
	(*2)

Day 4  09:52

	102
	4
	XXX
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-1328
	 Clarification of closed loop transmit

 diversity during soft handover, and with

 antenna verification
	A
	
	
	

	103
	99
	107
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-0174
	 Clarification of RAN WG1

 understanding of idle/active mode
	D
	Nokia
	Postponed

 to R1#24
	(*3)

Day 4  09:59

	104
	4
	108
	-
	25.215
	R1-02-0174
	 Clarification of RAN WG1

 understanding of idle/active mode
	A
	
	
	

	105
	99
	100
	2
	25.215
	R1-02-0108
	 Correction to the definitions of UE and

 UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for

 UE positioning
	F
	Nortel
	Postponed

 to R1#24
	(*3)

Day 4  10:18

	106
	4
	101
	2
	25.215
	R1-02-0108
	 Correction to the definitions of UE and

 UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for

 UE positioning
	A
	
	
	

	107
	99
	XXX
	-
	25.306
	R1-02-0056
	 UE capability for convolutional

 code and CRC attachment
	F
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*4)

Day 4  10:27

	108
	99
	074
	-
	25.221
	R1-02-0136
	 Correction to 25.221
	F
	InterDigital
	Agreed in

principle
	(*5)

Day 4  10:30

	109
	4
	075
	-
	25.221
	R1-02-0136
	 Correction to 25.221
	A
	
	
	

	110
	99
	070
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-0175
	 Clarification of spreading for UL

 physical channels and power of SCH
	F
	IPWireless
	To be revised
	(*6)

Day 4  11:18

	111
	4
	071
	1
	25.221
	R1-02-0175
	 Clarification of spreading for UL

 physical channels and power of SCH
	A
	
	
	

	112
	99
	072
	-
	25.221
	R1-02-0092
	 Common midamble allocation

 for beacon time slot
	
	IPWireless
	Agreed

in principle
	(*7)

Day 4  11:21

	113
	4
	073
	-
	25.221
	R1-02-0092
	 Common midamble allocation

 for beacon time slot
	F
	
	
	

	114
	99
	064
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-0167
	 Editorial correction to 25.222
	F
	InterDigital
	Agreed

 in principle
	(*8)

Day 4  11:25

	115
	4
	065
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-0167
	 Editorial corrections to 25.222
	A
	
	
	

	116
	99
	062
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0093
	 Correction to addition of padding

 zeros to PICH in TDD
	F
	IPWireless
	Agreed

 in principle
	(*9)

Day 4  11:26

	117
	4
	063
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0093
	 Correction to addition of padding

 zeros to PICH in TDD
	A
	
	
	

	118
	99
	024
	-
	25.223
	R1-02-0094
	 Corrections to TS25.223
	F
	IPWireless
	Agreed

in principle
	(*10)

Day 4  11:42

	119
	4
	025
	-
	25.223
	R1-02-0094
	 Corrections to TS25.223
	A
	
	
	

	120
	99
	078
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-0095
	 Removal of quantisation of (j gain factor  

 when calculated from a reference TFC
	F
	IPWireless
	Agreed

in principle
	(*10)

Day 4  11:42

	121
	4
	079
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-0095
	 Removal of quantisation of (j gain factor  

 when calculated from a reference TFC
	A
	
	
	

	122
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-02-0145
	 Problems with Uplink Power Control

 and Gain Factor Parameters for TDD
	-
	IPWireless
	Noted
	 (*10)

Day3  11:42



(*1) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this pair of CRs.



 On accordance with the recent correction with respect to S-field length value in RAN WG3 specification (See No. 20),



 this CR proposed to put following sentence in section 5.2.1.






"In the case where SSDT is not activated, the S field length shall be considered as 0 bit without explicit higher layer 




  signalling."



 There was one concern raised against this proposal saying that this should be RAN WG3 internal modification and



 should not affect RAN WG1 specifications. On the Iub interface the S-field length value equal to zero is not defined.



 Therefore the problem is how the Node B should understand the slot format that is to going to be used. From the



 discussion on the LS (R1-01-1239) in RAN WG1#22 we understood that Node B knows that S-fields length in



 practice equal to zero from the information from SSDT Indication IE. This CR does not have any impact on UE at all



 in spite of the indication in the CR coversheet. 



 After some discussion regarding this concern, Chairman suggested to put some note instead of the current proposed text.



 (e.g. In case of Node B is not SSDT configured then Node B should interpret S-filed length as 0.)



 CONCLUSION : to be considered for the next meeting whether this could be clarified in RAN WG3 specifications







     instead of WG1 specifications.


(*2) Mr. Nick Whinnett (Motorola) presented this pair of CRs.



 A bit long discussion took place.



 Chairman made following conclusion.




 If we do want to do some elaboration on this issue we had better do it in the informative annex and then suggest




 RAN WG4 to take it into account for the new performance test cases for later releases. We would not end up adding




 too much in the normative part at this point of time for R99/Rel-4.



 There were following 2 requests made.




- Simulation results should be shown to validate the antenna weight vector.




- Some more detail descriptions are needed for mode 2 antenna verification in the Annex1.



 Chairman suggested the proponent to make some revisions based on the conclusion and comments received. He



 suggested the proponent to provide the revision prior to the next meeting onto e-mail reflector so that people can have



 chances to check the details with their RAN WG4 colleagues. We will be discussing this issue in the next meeting.


(*3) Following 2 CRs were somehow related and reviewed in succession.



 R1-02-0174 was presented by Mr. Ville Steudle (Nokia).




In RAN #14 there was a discussion on where those RAN WG1 measurements were applicable for. Currently




TS 25.215 is using the term "Idle mode" and "Connected mode" but there are no clear relations to RRC states.




So this might create some confusion. This CR proposed to add following clarification to the section




5.1 UE measurement abilities.





"Within this document, idle mode includes all RRC states where DRX cycles are used, i.e. idle, URA_PCH and Cell_PCH.





 Connected mode includes the RRC states Cell_FACH and Cell_DCH."




It was stated that the intention of this presentation was rather to collect RAN WG1 opinion on this issue.




There was a comment that if we are to introduce this modification then we need to revisit carefully for each




measurement about what it means and whether it is really in line with our original understandings.



 R1-02-0108 was presented by Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel).




This was the revision of the CR which was approved in RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju in R1-01-1291. Eventually




R1-01-1291 was not accepted in RAN #14 with the reason of the applicability issue mentioned in R1-02-0174.




In this revision, the applicability issue was removed (separated) and just only clarification on the definition of the




GPS measurement was kept. Ms. Sarah Boumendil stated that the more general issue on the applicability needs to




be fixed before this particular CR is approved.



 After a bit long discussion chairman concluded this would be considered in RAN WG1#24 with RAN WG2 if necessary.



 Chairman invited people to discuss about this issue with their RAN WG4 colleagues.


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



 This was a sequel to the discussion paper (R1-01-1338) presented in RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju. The current paper



 contained a proposed CR for 25.306.



 Nokia and Ericsson made objections respectively basically repeating the comments they made in Jeju meeting.



 Based on the comments received, chairman concluded this paper as noted. This could be considered further in



 RAN WG1#24.


(*5) Ms. Liliana Czapla (InterDigital) presented this pair of CRs.



 There was a comment saying that there maybe better wording.



 This was concluded as approved in principle.
/*** Day4 coffee break  10:30-11:05 ***/


(*6) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this pair of CR.



 This CR proposed two corrections for following points.




1) In TS25.221 there is ambiguity regarding the choice of channelisation code for UL physical channels.




2) NBAP only signals the total power of the SCH. The power relationship between the primary and secondary




    sequences is not defined.



 Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) remarked that although the first correction was acceptable second correction was not



 acceptable. The definition in question had been intentionally removed several month ago. The background was that



 there would exist some optimal ratio but there could be designer's decision to find that optimal ratio. It was



 considered not standardization issue. UE does not need to know that ratio.



 There a took place some discussion between Mr. Martin Beale and Mr. Stephen Dick regarding this point.



 In the end chairman suggested following conclusion.



 
Code related changed is agreed in principle, but power ratio suggested is not necessary to be specified. It is to be




considered if the NBAP parameterisation would need to be extended to give two values e.g. in Rel-5.


(*7) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this pair of CR.



 Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) commented that he agreed with the CR in principle but he would like to have some



 e-mail discussion to find better wording before the final approval in the next meeting.



 Chairman concluded that this to be agreed in principle.


(*8) Ms. Liliana Czapla (InterDigital) presented this pair of CRs.



 Chairman suggested that title of this CR should be change because just "editorial correction" would not be accepted



 in the TSG RAN. This was agreed in principle.


(*9) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this pair of CR.



 No comments were raised. This was agreed in principle.

    (*10) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented these CRs and discussion paper.



 CRs in R1-02-0094 consists of two part, SF issue and quantization issue.



 For the first part Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) remarked that although this proposal was acceptable there could be



 alternative solution. He asked Siemens for comment. Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) answered that he did not have any



 strong opinion at the moment. He said that Siemens would check this proposal and IDC solution for the next meeting.



 For the second part IPWireless had provided explanatory paper in R1-02-0145.



 In R1-02-0145 two problems were identified with uplink power control operation for TDD.




- Problem that arises due to a mismatch between the SIRTARGET enumerated range in TS 25.331 and the (i gain




  factors applied in TS 25.223 for typical Eb/N0 operating conditions.




- Problem with uplink power control operation in TDD in the case that the UE frequently selects different TFC’s




  from within the allowed set of TFC’s. This is due to the coarse quantisation of (j as specified in TS 25.223 and




  TS 25.224.  This quantisation was inherited from FDD and not applicable for TDD transmitter implementations.



 For the first problem chairman suggested sending LS to RAN WG2. Mr. Stephen Dick questioned if this could be the



 issue to be treated in the upcoming joint session with RAN WG2 to be held in February 5-6. Chairman answered that it



 could be discussed in the joint session.



 For the second problem, the fixes were provided in R1-02-0094 for TS 25.223 and in R1-02-0095 for TS 25.224.



 There were no comments raised for this second issue and chairman concluded CRs in R1-02-0094 and R1-02-0095 were



 agreed in principle. (For the CRs in R1-02-0094, SF issue is to be considered further in accordance with the comment



 from IDC and Siemens.)

9. Approval of the liaison statements as output from WG1

Mr. Hyeon Woo Lee (Samsung), RAN WG1 Vice Chairman chaired this LS approval session.  

	No.
	Discussed

Tdoc
	Source
	To/Cc
	Title
	Approved

Tdoc
	Notes

	123
	R1-02-0172
	Panasonic
	R4
	 Response Liaison on "Performance of 

 Dedicated Pilot Demodulation"
	R1-02-0191
	(*1)

 Day4  15:47

	124
	R1-02-0190
	Ericsson Nortel
	T1, R2

Cc: T
	 Additional RAB’s for 34.108
	R1-02-0193
	(*2)

 Day4  16:02

	125
	R1-02-0159
	Nortel
	R2
	 LS on Default Configurations for 

 UMTS_AMR2 with 4 speech modes
	R1-02-0194
	(*3)

 Day4  16:11

	126
	R1-02-0006
	Siemens
	R3
	 LS on support of flexible signaling approach for 

 Node B synchronisation for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	R1-02-0195
	(*4)

 Day4  16:24

	127
	R1-02-0178
	NEC
	R4

Cc:R3
	 Response to LS (R4-011607) on SSDT   

 performance specification
	Postponed
	(*5)

 Day4  16:32

	128
	R1-02-0177
	NEC

Fujitsu
	R3

Cc:R4
	 LS on definition of Qth parameter for  

 SSDT
	R1-02-0196
	(*6)

 Day4  16:38

	129
	R1-02-0185
	NEC
	R4

Cc:R3
	 LS on definition of Qth parameter for  

 SSDT
	Postponed
	(*7)

 Day5  16:48

	130
	R1-02-0148
	LGE
	R3

Cc:R2,R4
	 Response to LS on TFCI power control 
 in hard split mode
	R1-02-0197
	(*8)

 Day5  16:55


(*1) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this LS.


 This was the answer LS to R1-01-1282 (R4-011615) which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#22 meeting in Jeju.


 Approved with small modification.  (See Section 5)

(*2) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS.


 This was the answer for R1-02-0132(T1-010554) and R1-02-0131(T1-010552).  (See No. 22, 23)

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

 This was the answer for R1-02-0125 (R2-012763). (See No. 18)

(*4) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this LS.


 This was the outcome of the discussion of R1-02-0004 which had been reviewed in Day1 Ad Hoc. See R1-02-0166.


 A bit long discussion was made regarding the meaning of "central approach". It was settled by the clarification


 given by Siemens that "central approach" has nothing to do with other proposed methods, it does not touch Samsung


 proposal nor Mitsubishi proposal. Siemens mentioned R1-02-1348 (The updated TR out of RAN WG#22) for the


 reference.

(*5) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this LS.


 Since attached CR (actually no CR was attached to this LS, though) had not yet been reviewed in RAN WG1 this LS was


 not approved in this meeting.

(*6) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this LS. (See No.13)

(*7) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this LS.


 There were a couple of concern raised on the necessity to send this LS to RAN WG4 at this stage. In addition, the attached


 CR (actually no CR was attached to this LS, though) had not yet been reviewed in RAN WG1.


 Based on the comment chairman concluded that this LS to be postponed to the next meeting.

(*8) LGE presented this LS.


 This LS contained the revised TR 25.870. Since this TR had not yet been reviewed it was reviewed here. (See No. 8)


 This LS was agreed with no comments.

10. Closing


Meeting was closed at 16:57, 11th January, 2001.


Joint 3GPP TSG-RAN WG1 and WG2 Release '99 Clean-up Meeting will be held in Sophia Antipolis, France


during 5-7 (Tuesday-Thursday), February. (7th February is assigned for RAN WG2 internal meeting.)

TSG RAN WG1 #24 and will be held in Orlando, Florida, USA during 18 – 22 (Monday-Friday), February 2002.

11. 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
	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
	14-17
	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

	RAN WG1 #28
	2002
	August
	20-23
	North America
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN #17
	2002
	September
	3-6
	Biarritz, France
	Alcatel

	RAN WG1 #29
	2002
	September
	24-27
	China
	Samsung

	RAN WG1 #30
	2002
	November
	12-15
	TBD
	

	RAN #18
	2002
	December
	3-6
	New Orleans, LA, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP


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

AH37 = Improved cell FACH state

AH38 = Beamforming 

AH39 = USTS

AH40 = Release 4 issues

AH99 = Release -99 issues
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