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1. Issues

· # of testpoints for Node B receiver test

· How many and where? 30%, 50%, 70%?

· Decision: Two test points, one at 30% and one at 70%

· New FRC’s needs to be simulated for Node receiver

· See R4AH-05023.

Table 1: FRC Definition
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· RVI Index sequence needs to be simulated for Node B receiver.

· See R4AH-05023.

· TB size decision from RAN2 is pending. Coding rate is determined by the TB. Would be an issue for FRC 4, 5, and 6.

· Decision: For FRC we take the right most column in Table 16 (R4AH-05023, chapter 3.2). If RAN2 change the TB, we have to pick the right TB to still stay in the right column; not changing the coding rate.

· HS and DPDCH; Node B receiver performance

· Can we have HS-DPCCH and DPDCH turned off for the E-DPDCH and E-DPCCH performance criteria?

· Decision: Can be turned off.

· E-TFC



· CR proposal from Motorola for 25.133 available to be checked. 

· Decision: The actual signal combination shall be taken into account for E-TFC selection

· Beta settings

· E-DPCCH versus DPCCH for E-DPDCH testing

· Beta values for 30% and 70% or can we use the values used for 50%?

· Decision: Beta value for 50% can be used.

· We are depending on the final RAN1 decision on beta settings

· Decision: Values need to be revisited after final quantization at RAN1 but RAN4 will continue with number in [] to continue the work.

· What values do we have as assumptions in []?

· Decision: Take values in Table 2 and the Linear Average Column in the Table 3 below. Please take care that both Table 2 and Table 3 assumes the FRC numbering as in Table 1 in this document.

· Decision: Companies shall prepare proposals for the new FRC2 and modified FRC7.

Table 2: Proposed DPCCH/E-DPCCH Power Ratios

	FRC
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPCCH Power Ratio

(dB)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPCCH Amplitude Ratio

(c/ec)

	1
	0.0
	1.00

	2
	
	

	3
	3.5
	1.50

	4
	3.5
	1.50

	5
	4.9
	1.75

	6
	6.0
	2.0

	7
	
	


Table 3: Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Power Ratios

	
	Nokia (R4-050218)
	Motorola (R4AH-05033)
	Lucent (R4AH-05054)
	Linear average

	FRC
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Power Ratio

(dB)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Amplitude Ratio

(c/ed)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Power Ratio

(dB)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Amplitude Ratio

(c/ed)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Power Ratio

(dB)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Amplitude Ratio

(c/ed)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Power Ratio

(dB)
	Proposed DPCCH/E-DPDCH Amplitude Ratio

(c/ed)

	1
	-7.96
	0.4
	-10.75
	0.29
	-8.44
	0.38
	-8.9
	0.36

	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	-4.44
	0.6
	-8.11
	0.39
	
	
	-6
	0.5

	4
	-7.96
	0.4
	-11.45
	0.27
	-8.11
	0.39
	-9.1
	0.35

	5
	-6.62
	0.467
	-10.45
	0.30
	-9.44
	0.34
	-8.6
	0.37

	6
	-7.96
	0.4
	-13.11
	0.22
	
	
	-10.2
	0.31

	7
	
	
	
	
	-5.84
	0.51
	-5.84
	0.51


Note 1: For FRCs with multiple E-DPDCHs, the DPCCH/E-DPDCH amplitude/power ratio is calculated here for a single E-DPDCH. Note 2: For FRC #3, the DPCCH/E-DPDCH amplitude/power ratio is calculated here for a single E-DPDCH with SF 4. The amplitude of an E-DPDCH with SF2 is sqrt(2) of that of an E-DPDCH with SF4.

· E-DPCCH versus DPCCH for E-DPCCH testing

· Further studies are needed on the power ratios to reflect a realistic setting.

· Real channel estimation is expected.

· Can the beta settings be used for E-TFC selection as well?

· Should the Node B threshold settings be taken into account? See in R4AH-05060.

· Simulation conditions and assumption to be set during a phone conference: Ericsson will invite for a phone conference. See chapter 2.

· Deadline for the studies and to show results: Companies are strongly invited to have results ready for the RAN4#35 meeting.

· E-HICH test scenarios


· CR proposal on requirements from Nokia for 25.101 available to check (R4AH-05038).

· Updates after offline discussions are to be presented on the reflector. (-> Nokia)

· Simulation needed.

· Excel sheet needed to summarize the results (-> Ericsson).

· MPR definition

· MPR definition for 25.101

· ‘CM –1dB’ or a ‘simpler way’.

· 1.8dB so far does not include implementation margin. Some implementation margin was already included by doing the curve fitting when determine the CM parameters. It is not included how accurate a UE can track the CM-1dB back off.

· Depending on further decisions at RAN1, RAN4 might need to re-evaluate the MPR results.

· Left for the next RAN4#35 meeting.

· MPR for E-TFC definition

· Two Aspects: Back off for ETFC_MPR and E-TFC Filtering (Methodology) discussion.

· The ‘X, Y, Z’ approach seems not appropriate for E-TFC selection.

· First a decision rule for 25.101 is needed to have a basis for the E-TFC decision rule.

· We need to coordinate close with RAN2 in this area.

· Mapping table based on beta combinations for E-TFC selection.

· R4AH-05045/R4AH-05046 to be checked.

· Left for the next RAN4#35 meeting

· 25.104/25.141

· CR proposals needed.

· Active Set Size

· On what AS between [3; 6] can we agree?

· Left for the next RAN4#35 meeting.

· RRM measurements on UL load

· Wait for RAN1 definition.

· Implementation Margin

· Simulation results are so far on ideal receiver for both Node B and UE.

· Proposal for both the Node B and the UE needed.

· E-RGCH/E-AGCH

· No Alignment simulation needed.

· Relevant scenarios needed to be developed where we have to set requirements

· CR proposal needed on test cases.

· Simulation results for the requirements.

· Excel sheet needed to summarize the results (-> Ericsson)

2. Next Meeting

· Phone conference to be held next week.

· Ericsson will invite for the meeting. Invitation will follow with all details; initial time proposal: Thursday, 14th April.

· Scope on ‘E-DPCCH versus DPCCH for E-DPCCH testing’.

· Objective: Setting simulation conditions and assumption to be able to finalize the work at the RAN4#35 meeting.
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		Fixed Ref Channel		TTI [ms]		NINF		SF1		SF2		SF3		SF4		NBIN		Coding rate		NINF/TTI				UE cat

		FRC1 (new 1 = old 2)		2		2688		4		4		0		0		3840		0.700		1344		kbps		2

		FRC2 (new)		2		5376		2		2		0		0		7680		0.700		2688		kbps		4

		FRC3		2		8064		2		2		4		4		11520		0.700		4032		kbps		6

		FRC4		10		4800		4		0		0		0		9600		0.500		480		kbps		1

		FRC5		10		9600		4		4		0		0		19200		0.500		960		kbps		2&3

		FRC6		10		19200		2		2		0		0		38400		0.500		1920		kbps		4&5

		FRC7 (modified)		10		640		16		0		0		0		2400		0.267		64		kbps		1






