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Draft Minutes for 3GPP TSG-RAN WG1 13th Meeting 

Meeting start: May 22nd, 2000, in Tokyo,  Japan

Day 1, started at 09.00

1. Opening of the meeting


The chairman, Mr. Antti Toskala(Nokia), opened the meeting.


Mr. Takehiro Nakamura (NTT DoCoMo, the host of the meeting) welcomed the meeting.

2. Approval of agenda (R1-00-0624)


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


Agenda item 3 “3GPP Release 2000 work plan review ” was postponed to day 4 because chairman was 


going to receive the updated version of 3GPP workplan from RAN vice chairman.


(Chairman had already made a comment to v1.0.0 and updated version was expected to be available before 


this meeting.) 


Agenda was approved with no comment.  (09:22)

3. 3GPP Release 2000 work plan review


Postponed to Day3 (See. p12)

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


Title
Source
To/Cc
Tdoc No.
Forwarded

To
Notes

1
 LS on CPCH Downlink Power Control
RAN WG2
TO
R1-00-0621
Plenary
 Noted

2
 LS on Changes to TR-25.926 UE radio 

 access capabilities
RAN WG2
CC
R1-00-622
UE capabilities


3
 LS on Work Items review
RAN WG2
CC
R1-00-0623
Plenary
  (*1)

4
 LS on End of Transmission indication for  

 CPCH
RAN WG2
TO
R1-00-0596
Plenary
  (*2)

5
 LS on TPC command combining
RAN WG4
TO
R1-00-0638
Plenary
  (*3)

6
 Response to liaison on code signaling in UTRA 

 TDD Downlinkfor the common midamble case
RAN WG4
TO
R1-00-0771
Plenary
 Noted , No comments

 Day 4   (14: 09)

7
 Liaison Response to LS on RACH and 
 CPCH measurements for TS 25.215
RAN WG4
TO
R1-00-0772
Plenary
 Noted , No comments
 Day 4   (14:13)

8
 LS answer on low chip rate TDD 

 interference/deployment secenarios
RAN WG4
TO
R1-00-0773
Plenary
 Noted , No comments
 Day 4   (14:16)

9
 LS on signalling response delay
RAN WG4
TO
R1-00-0774
Plenary
 Noted   (See No. 92)

 Day 4   (14::20)

10
LS on transmission of (DPCH,n to the UE
RAN WG2
TO
R1-00-0788
Plenary
 Noted (*4) 

 Day 4  (15:41)

11
 Proposed Response to liaison on Transport 

 channel BLER
RAN WG2
TO
R1-00-0789
Plenary
 Noted (*5) 

 Day 4  (15:43)


(*1) This LS was sent to SA2 informing them the outcome of the RAN WG2 reviewal of the work item identification.



 The table of Work Item, Feature, Building blocks and Work task was attached. This was sent to RAN WG1 as CC. 



 Chairman stated




- We will produce same kind of work plan in the postponed agenda item 3.




- This kind of work plan is something first to go to RAN rather SA2.

 


- If there are items for which we have consensus that we should proceed making actual changes in our 




  specification for release 2000, then we need to inform RAN of our opinion.  And they would become work task




  (or building blocks or features or whatever) and we see that other WGs do not have problems.




- SA2 work plan for release 2000 indeed does not contain all the items that we are expected to work on.




  Therefore we have to see if there are something missing then we have to give our opinion where they do fit.


(*2) This LS informed us that the end of transmission (EOT) scheme was agreed in RAN WG2 for CPCH. According 



 to this LS, whenever TFCI is decoded to indicate zero length then that is to be interpreted as an end of CPCH 



 transmission. One concern was raised against the WG2 understandings of zero length transport block (contains



 CRC) and zero transport block. Chairman asked the delegates of Samsung to provide the reference of RAN WG2



 contributions so that people have possibility to see what RAN WG2 contributions are. Chairman concluded that



 we would come back to this in detail when we see the contributions of proposed changes to our specifications.



 Samsung agreed to provide RAN WG2 references in the afternoon CD-ROM. 



 Chairman commented that of course the error events and stuff like that in decoding of TFCI should be studied. 


(*3) RAN WG4 informed us for information that we should add to TS 25.214 the description indicated in this LS. 



 Philips had prepared the input for TS 25.211. Chairman asked Philips to volunteer to draft the input for TS 25.214.


(*4) RAN WG2 has asked us for our response on how we think the benefit of the transmission of (DPCH,n to the UE for 



 each DPCH in the active set. Mr. Serge Willenegger (QUALCOMM) explained the background of this liaison 



 statement and attached R2-00107. Chairman asked for the opinion if we can make an answer to RAN WG2 that this 



 is useful. There was no comment made. Chairman asked Mr. Serge Willenegger to draft the answer liaison 



 statement. Mr. Serge Willenegger had already prepared the answer LS at that time and he presented it



 on the screen. There was no comment on this answer LS. Chairman pointed out that ‘complexity point of view’ 



 should be replaced by ‘complexity and performance point of view.’



 The LS was approved as amended.  (R1-00-0796)

(*5) RAN WG2 was informing us that RAN WG2 had greed that the transport channel BLER is removed as a 



 measurement in the Node-B for release ‘99.



 In response to this CR, chairman asked the people to produce the CRs to get rid of the BLER in RAN WG1 



 specifications from both of TS 25.215 and TS 25.225. They were produced in R1-00-0797 and R1-00-0801 



 respectively and were approved on Day 4. (See No. 106 and No. 107)

 

5.  Remaining clarifications/corrections to TR 25.926


Review of the CR produced by TSG RAN2 and creation of LS for possible 
corrections/clarifications to RAN2 & other necessary WGs.


R1-00-0708
 Proposed correction related to UE capabilities   /  Source : QUALCOMM

(09:45)





(revision of 
R1-00-0580)

Mr. Serge Willenegger (QUALCOMM) made a presentation by item by item.


1) Number of CCTrCH for 384 kbps reference configuration



Conclusion : Agreed with no comments



2) Number of TF



One concern was raised by Ericsson.





Chairman commented that this would be more relevant for release ’00 capabilities.




Conclusion : We keep the current definition  as it is.



3) Number DCH/DSCH codes



Some concern were raised by Nortel and Ericsson that from the text described here not having a text proposal, it 




is very difficult to see how this would impact on the technical report and this should be discussed for release ’00.




It would be good to have a text proposal to see clearly the impact. 




Conclusion : We keep the current definition  as it is.



4) Number of physical layer bits per 10 ms in case of PDSCH support



Some discussions were made regarding the 384kbps case and related ISG documents among the people who 




had taken part in the discussion on the reflector. Finally it was proposed that we need to have further discussion




with smaller group before we proceed to the conclusion. Chairman agreed with this proposal and said that he 




would announce the detail (when and where the meeting will take place) afternoon.  ( evening session.




Besides, on 64kbps and 128kbps classes, it seemed to be easier to add some delta value in case of donwlink 




shared channel supported.



5) Compressed mode




A discussion was made regarding the new restriction (on spreading factor reduction with SF=8). It was pointed 




out that this means that there is no way for compressed mode by spreading factor reduction even if we have a 




large or small transmission gap. Though spreading factor reduction with SF=8 is less important than higher 




spreading factor, we should not exclude the use of spreading factor reduction with SF=8.




And if we are to change the definition then we need to change maybe all service mappings onto UE capability 




combinations.




Chairman suggested that this should be discussed with smaller group as well as the problem of the number of 




physical bits per 10ms with 384kbps case.



6) Frequency band



Agreed with no comment.



7) BTFD utilisation




Agreed with no comment.




In relation to this, R1-00-0706 CR 25.212-080 was reviewed. (See below.)

No.
CR
rev.
TS
Tdoc
Title
Cat
Source
Conclusion
Notes

1
080
-
25.212
R1-00-0706
 Clarification on BTFD utilisation 

 (single CCTrCH)
F
QUALCOMM
Approved
No Comments



Chairman concluded that we would draft the LS on top of the RAN WG2 latest CR which they created in the last 


meeting based on the discussion here and based on the outcome of the smaller 
group discussion. The latest RAN WG2 
CR would be put on the afternoon CD by Mr. Serge Willenegger.

Chairman stated that the topics of R1-00-0679 were covered by R1-00-0708. R1-00-0679 would be available for the 
afternoon discussion.

6. 
Change Reguests for WG1 Release –99 specifications 


Corrections & Clarifications.


Start with postponed CRs from WG1#12, then per specification.

No.
CR
rev.
TS
Tdoc
Title
Cat
Source
Conclusion
Notes

2
003
1
25.201
R1-00-0659
 Editorial corrections
F
NEC
Approved
No Comments

3
058
-
25.211
R1-00-0697
 Clarification of spreading factor  

 for AICH
D
Ericsson
Approved
No Comments

4
054
-
25.211
R1-00-0597
 Slot format for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung
To be

revised
(*1)

5
098
-
25.214
R1-00-0597
 Procedure for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung
To be

revised
(*1)

6
056
-
25.211
R1-00-0677
 Clarification for the PDSCH channelisation 

 code association with DPCH in 25.211
F
Nokia
To be

revised
(*2)

7
059
-
25.211
R1-00-0705
 Correction to timing of DPCH 

 initialisation
F
QUALCOMM 
Postponed
(*3)

8
072
2
25.212
R1-00-0602
 Corrections to 25.212 (Rate Matching, p-

 bit insertion, PhCH segmentation)
F
Mitsubishi
To be

revised
No  (*4) Comments

9
077
-
25.212
R1-00-0657
 Clarifications for TFCI coding
F
NEC Ericsson
Approved
(*5)

Supersedes

10
073
-
25.212
R1-00-0634
 Editorial correction in 25.212 

 coding/multiplexing
F
Siemens
Approved
No Comments

11
078
-
25.212
R1-00-0696
 Clarifying the rate matching parameter 

 setting for the RACH and BCH
F
Nortel Networks
To be

revised
(*6)

12
075
-
25.212
R1-00-0645
 Simplification of Rate Matching 

 Description
D
Siemens LGIC
Rejected
(*7)

13
037
-
25.222
R1-00-0645
 Simplification of Rate Matching 

 Description
D
Siemens LGIC
Rejected
(*7)

14
076
-
25.212
R1-00-0650
 Revision of Code Block 

 Segmentation Description
D
Siemens
To be

revised
(*8)

15
038
-
25.222
R1-00-0650
 Revision of Code Block 

 Segmentation Description
D
Siemens
To be

revised
(*8)

16
034
2
25.213
R1-00-0711
 Numbering of the PCPCH access preamble and 

 collision detection preamble scrambling codes
D
Nortel Networks
Approved
No  (*9) Comments

17
036
-
25.213
R1-00-0707
 Correction to PRACH message 

 scrambling
F
QUALCOMM 
Rejected
(*10)

18
096
2
25.214
R1-00-0609
 Correction to RACH subchannel 

 definition
F
Nokia
Postponed
(*11)

19
100
-
25.214
R1-00-0617
 Definition of vector transmission 

 weight entity
F
Siemens
Approved
No Comments

20
106
-
25.214
R1-00-0700
 Clarification of radio link set
F
Ericsson
Approved
(*12)

21
107
-
25.214
R1-00-0701
 Clarification of radio link 

 synchronisation procedure
C
Ericsson
To be

revised
(*13)

22
090
2
25.214
R1-00-0702
 Level of specification of 

 downlink power control
C
Ericsson Nokia
To be revised
(*14)

23
102
-
25.214
R1-00-0658
 Clarification of UTRAN Tx diversity 

 reponse timing description in 25.214
D
Nokia
Approved
No Comments

24
103
1
25.214
R1-00-0710
 Corrections to transmit diversity 
 section
F
NEC
Postponed
(*15)

25
062
-
25.215
R1-00-0703
 Clarification of radio link 

 measurements in compressed mode
F
Ericsson
Approved
(*16)

26
063
-
25.215
R1-00-0704
 Clarification of the Transmitted code 

 power measurement in Tx diversity
F
Ericsson
Approved
No Comments

27
021
-
25.221
R1-00-0628
 Editorial modification of 25.221
D
InterDigital
Approved
No Comments

28
018
1
25.221
R1-00-0629
 Removal of the reference to 

 ODMA
D
InterDigital
Approved
No  (*17) Comments

29
023
-
25.221
R1-00-0651
 Clarifications on TxDiversity for 

 UTRA TDD
D
Siemens
Approved
No Comments

30
024
-
25.221
R1-00-0654
 Clarifications on PCH and PICH 

 in UTRA TDD
F
Siemens
Approved
No Comments

31
009
-
25.223
R1-00-0630
 Editorial modification of 25.223
D
InterDigital
Approved
No Comments

32
010
-
25.223
R1-00-0631
 Editorial modification of 25.223
D
InterDigital
Approved
No Comments

33
-
-
-
R1-00-0626
 Optimised code sets for PSCH in 

 UTRA TDD
-
Mitsubishi
Postponed
(*18)

34
022
-
25.224
R1-00-0680
 Introduction of the TDD DSCH 

 detection procedure in TS 25.224
F
Nokia
To be

revised
No  (*19) Comments

35
020
-
25.224
R1-00-0633
 Editorial modification of 25.224
D
InterDigital
To be

revised
(*20)

36
021
-
25.224
R1-00-0652
 Clarifications on TxDiversity for 

 UTRA TDD
D
Siemens
Approved
No Comments

37
009
-
25.225
R1-00-0653
 Clarifications on TxDiversity for 

 UTRA TDD
F
Siemens
Approved
No Comments


(*1) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) pointed out followings



 1) In CR 25.214-098 part, the newly added sentence should be reworded because it can be considered that the 




indicator frame itself is not to be sent out. 





If the transport block set to send has the “zero size transport block TF” or “no transport block TF”, then the
UE
stops 




the transmission and sends a success message to the MAC layer after sending the transport block set. Or the NF_max is 




reached, the UE stops the transmission and sends a success message to the MAC laer


 2) There is the conflict between this CR and the CR we approved in the previous meeting (Philips) which corrected 



      the mistakes and stated that the slot format for message part corresponds to that of the power control preamble 



      even if we do not use power control preamble. So this CR should be checked with Philips.



 She also questioned whether there is any evaluation for the error cases. For robustness, this indicator should be sent 



 once or twice ?  Samsung answered that the EOT indicator can be sent several frames and parameter of the number



 of the frames would be set by higher layers. Samsung added that they will revise this CR in order to clarify this 



 question.



 There were some other questions about EOT scheme itself.




- What is the gain of sending EOT ?




- According to the text, EOT is consider to last during one TTI. Is that the intention ?



 Chairman concluded that these CRs should be revised and asked Samsung to provide clarification of the 



 parameters which has been agreed in RAN WG2 for the issue and to provide if possible the answers for above 



 questions. This was revised into R1-00-0598 and reviewed on Day3. See No. 41, 42.


(*2) Several concerns were raised. The current text proposal is not clear in case of different PDSCH for different 



 UEs or PDSCH radio frame itself. Chairman concluded that this should be revised to reflect the comments.



 The revision can be found in R1-00-0720 and this was reviewed on Day3. (See No. 43)


(*3) This CR intended to change TS 25.211 regarding the maximum delay for DPCH initialisation so that it can be in 



 line with RAN WG4 specification (TS 25.133 Section 7.5.3).



 It was commented that this is the significant change because this change is huge relaxation from RAN WG1 point 



 of view and it should be checked with RAN WG2 and RAN WG4 colleagues.



 Chairman proposed this to be pending for the time being so that people could have the time to check with other 



 WGs. If the proposed value turned out to be of no problem with other WGs, then it would be considered no problem 



 from the RAN WG1 perspective as well. The revision R1-00-0778 was revisited on Day4 and finally was approved 



 as R1-00-0792. (See No. 92, 110) 


(*4) This is the revision of R1-00-0589 which was presented in the previous meeting. Mr. Vincent Belaiche (Mitsubishi) 



 presented this on the screen. There was no comment but in the presentation it was pointed out by Mr. Vincent Belaiche  


 himself that there are still some editorial modifications ( typo correction (‘j’ ( ‘l’), rewording from English point of 



 view, change of the type of the bracket) needed. Therefore it was to be revised but approved in principle.



 Revision can be found in R1-00-0721.



 (At first, the revision was done into R1-00-0721 but again it received some comments on notations and so this was 



 further revised into R1-00-0735. This was approved on Day4 with no comments. (See No. 91))


(*5) This CR supersedes R1-00-0553 CR 25.212-067r1 (Siemens) which was approved in the RAN WG1 #12 meeting.



 Siemens consented that this CR would supersedes their CR. They commented that there is a slight problem in the 



 English expression of  “The parameter E is used to determine the position of the first bit in the TFCI field on which DTX is



 used.”  in section 4.3.5.2.2. Ericsson answered against this comment. Though Siemens was not fully contended with 



 this answer, they agreed with the CR. Chairman commented that if it is needed then revision can be made.


(*6) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) commented that the place of the description should be moved in section 4.2.13 



 and the reference to that should be put in section 4.2.7



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) agreed to this comment and therefore this was to be revised.



 Mr. Vincent Belaiche (Mitsubishi) commented that RM should be replaced by RM1.



 Mr. Andreas Wilde (Ericsson) commented about the exception of the rate matching for the particular channels



 (RACH and BCH).  Chairman suggested offline discussion. The revision is in R1-00-0722 and this was reviewed on 

 Day3 and approved with no comment. (See No. 69) But this was revised again and approved finally as R1-00-0775


 on Day4. (See No. 96)


(*7) This is the revision of the CR which was postponed in the previous meeting (R1-00-0486 CR 25.212-064, 



 CR25.222-032) There is no intention to make any functional changes but just to simplify the specification.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) made a comment that it is difficult to understand the rationale behind this CR



 and she is not sure that this CR effectively simplifies the description although it would end up the same pattern.



 She added that she did not see the need either why it would be better for release ’00 to describe in this way.


 There was also other comment that this is not purely editorial and it is too late to have this change for release ’99.



 Chairman concluded based on these comments that these CRs were to be rejected and stated the we will come back 



 to this for release 2000 if we do some changes.


(*8) There was one comment from Mr. Vincent Belaiche (Mitsubishi) that some symbols should be put in italic font. So 

 these were to be revised but they were agreed in principle. The revisions were made into R1-00-0723 and



 R1-00-0751 and they were approved with no comments on Day3. (See No. 70, 71)


(*9) This CR supersedes the revision 1 which was approved in RAN WG1 #12 meeting.

    (*10) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) opposed to this CR as follows.



 The specification is very clear as it is. It means the first 4096 chip are to be used for preamble and then the following 



 38400 chips are to be used for the first 10ms. If we have PRACH message mapped onto 20ms, we need to repeat 



 again these 38400 chips that were used for the first 10ms message. That is very clear in the specification. We had 



 some discussion as to whether we should use 20ms sequence when we discussed this 20ms PRACH. This was 



 discussed over the reflector and people at first thought that 20ms sequence was required because of the interference 



 problem but because we have a 15 slots/frame, meaning 7.5 access slot per frame, there was no overlapping problem. 



 That is why we stick to a scrambling code which was only 10ms long. And from the specification it is very clear that 



 we have to restart 4096 for the second part of the message. I do not agree with the comparison with CPCH because 



 for the CPCH we do not use the same index m for the access preamble and the message. That is why we can start 



 from zero. This is because for the CPCH we can have sequences which are much longer than 20ms. That was the 



 reason why we changed the index. We do not use the same scrambling code for preamble and messaged and that is 



 why we can run from zero. This is a significant change and there might be some implementation problems to reset 



 the generator. Anyhow I think that the specification has been very clear for long time.



 Ericsson and Mitsubishi supported her comment.



 Chairman concluded this was to be rejected.

    (*11) This is the revision from the previous meeting.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) commented that section 6.1 numbered paragraph 2 is somewhat unclear. What is 



 meant by “first derived”. Though this was answered by Nokia, chairman suggested to postpone this in order for the 



 people to have the time to check whether the rewording is needed or not. (Eventually this was revised into



 R1-00-0787 and approved in Day4. (See No. 99))

    (*12) There was one comment that it is better to have some example (e.g.) or reference to help the understanding of what 



 the radio link set means in 5.1.2.2.2.2.



 At that point of time 25.990 (vocabulary document) does not contain the reference to soft handover, what the radio 



 link set is. But Ericsson commented that RAN WG3 will introduce this to 25.990. Ericsson also pointed out that 



 this is not the only place in TS 25.214. The term radio link set is used in section 4.3 DPCCH/DPDCH synchronization.



 (earlier part of this specification than this CR.)



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) and Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) commented that there should be corresponding



 CR in TS 25.331 in RAN WG2 so that the radio link sets are also used.  Mr. Richard Burbidge (Motorola) 



 commented that though in TS2 25.331 they does not use the term “radio link set ”, there is the description which is in 



 line with this CR so it is not absolutely necessary in RAN WG2 to adopt the same terminology.



 Chairman stated that after approval of this CR, he would mention in his report to RAN that RAN WG2 might have 



 the same terminology as RAN WG1 and RAN WG3 about this issue although we understand what is meant in RAN 



 WG2 specification.
    (*13) Mr. Bernhard Raaf (Siemens) questioned regarding the meaning of the activation time here in section 4.3.2.2 point 



 c). Chairman commented that the activation time is not defined in RAN WG1 specification. What is the meaning of 



 that ? This should be clarified. Chairman suggested offline discussion between Ericsson and Siemens. The revision 



 is in R1-00-0725 and approved on Day3 (See No. 56)

    (*14) This is the revision of R1-00-0575 which was approved in the RAN WG1 #12 meeting.



 Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) commented that the minimum downlink power and the maximum downlink power  in 



 section 5.2.1.2.2 (original text) should be replaced by ‘dB’ instead of ‘dBm’ because in RAN WG3 specification, 



 these are given relative to primary CPCH power. And if we measure the average transmitted power only over the 



 DPDCH symbols for the power limit of one channelization code, then we should liaise with RAN WG3 and RAN 

 WG4 to inform that we would like to change their specifications so that the measurement would be done over the 



 same symbols.



 Chairman concluded that this was to be revised and LS should be drafted.



 The revision of this CR is in R1-00-0726.  R1-00-0727 was allocated for LS  but in Day3 chairman announced that 



 this was cancelled because there is something in RAN WG3 that covers this.



 R1-00-0726 was reviewed on Day 3 and approved with no comment. (See No.57)

    (*15) Mr. Takashi Mochizuki (NEC), the presenter of this CR stated that in advance of the presentation he had got a 



 comment from Mr. Kari Pehkonen(Nokia) on section 7.2 and Mr. Mochizuki would like to have offline discussion 



 with him. There were no other comments. Chairman concluded this to be postponed until the offline clarification is 



 done. Eventually this was revised into R1-00-0742 and approved in Day3.  (See No. 58)

    (*16) Ms. Anu Virtanen (Nokia) questioned about newly introduced definition of UTRAN transmitted code power.



 Why should the slots in the transmission gap be included in the measurement. Because the target is to know what is 



 the transmitted power.



 Some discussion was made.



 Which power do we want as an output of this measurement ? We do want the actual power level that is used when 



 that transmitter is on or we do want just the average power of transmitter on and off ? What is the purpose or 



 assumption of this measurement ?



 Finally chairman concluded this CR to be approved. He added that he would mention this in his report to RAN.



 Unless the RAN WG4 chairman raises the problem in RAN then RAN will approve this.

    (*17) This is the update of R1-00-0462 which was approved in the RAN WG1 #12 meeting.

    (*18) This is the document for discussion. Actual CR is contained in R1-00-0627.



 Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) stated we need time for the implementation people to check the impact of this



 before accepting this proposal.



 InterDigital commented that they had found no problem in this proposal.



 Chairman concluded this to be postponed in order for the implementation people to have time to check. He added



 that we will come back this on Day4 and if there has been no problem identified then we go through the actual CR.



 Eventually the actual CR was submitted by Siemens in R1-00-0755 and was approved with no comments on Day3.  



 (See No. 79)

    (*19) There was one type found in the last sentence in section 4.8.1.  “ …shall SFN n+2 …” .



 There was no comment made but this was to be revised to correct the above typo. The revision is in R1-00-0728


 and this was approved on Day3 with no comment. (See No. 64)

    (*20) Chairman commented that the Section Break should be inserted between the introduction and CR cover sheet.



  There was one comment on editorial mistake in the very last line “7A” should be “7 A”.  It was also pointed out the 

  error in the cover sheet. (the first line : 3GPP/SMG Meeting #13) The revision is in R1-00-0729 and this was 



  approved on Day3 with no comment. (See No. 65)

Day 2, started at 08:30/09.00
7 
Ad Hoc sessions: 


A) Inputs on TDD Node B synchronisation    (08:30-12:30)


B) Inputs to TR 25.944 on channel coding and multiplexing examples    (09:00-12:30) 

8. 
Ad Hoc sessions: (close before social event)


A) Inputs to TR 25.928 on 1.28 Mcps TDD    (14:00 - 18:30)


B) Inputs related to TX diversity                    (14:00 - 18:30)

Day 3, started at 09.05

9. Possible continuation of agenda item 6 (Release –99 CRs)

No.
CR
rev.
TS
Tdoc
Title
Cat
Source
Conclusion
Notes

38
004
-
25.201
R1-00-0644
 Physical layer information flow
D
Siemens
Approved
No Comments

39
050
1
25.211
R1-00-0690
 Correction to timing relations
F
Philips
Postponed

Withdrawn
(*1)

40
057
-
25.211
R1-00-0692
 Slot formats for downlink power 

 control preambles
F
Philips
Postponed
(*2)

41
054
2
25.211
R1-00-0598
 Slot format for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
To be

revised
(*3)

42
098
1
25.214
R1-00-0598
 Procedure for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
To be

revised
(*3)

43
056
2
25.211
R1-00-0720
 Clarification for the PDSCH channelisation 

 code association with DPCH in 25.211
F
Nokia
To be

revised
(*4)

44
-
-
-
R1-00-0733
 DSCH definition
-
Mitsubishi
Discussed
(*5)

45
061
-
25.211
R1-00-0745
 Transmit Power of CPICH
F
Philips
Rejected
(*6)

46
109
-
25.214
R1-00-0745
 Transmit Power of CPICH
F
Philips
Rejected
(*6)

47
065
-
25.215
R1-00-0745
 Transmit Power of CPICH
F
Philips
Rejected
(*6)

48
060
-
25.211
R1-00-0719
 Explicit mention of slot format 

 reconfiguration also for uplink
D
Siemens
Approved
No Comments

49
083
-
25.212
R1-00-0744
 Correction for bit separation and 
 bit collection
F
LGIC
Approved
No Comments

50
081
-
25.212
R1-00-0741
 Correction of order of checking TFC during 

 flexible position RM parameter determination
F
Mitsubishi
Approved
No Comments

51
074
2
25.212
R1-00-0716
 Bit separation of  the Turbo 

 encoded data
D
InterDigital

Mitsubishi
Approved
No Comments

52
036
2
25.222
R1-00-0716
 Bit separation of  the Turbo 

 encoded data
D
InterDigital

Mitsubishi
Approved
No Comments

53
082
-
25.212
R1-00-0743
 Editorial corrections in channel 
 coding section
F
NTT DoCoMo
Nokia
Nortel
Approved
No   (*7) Comments

54
039
-
25.222
R1-00-0743
 Editorial corrections in channel 
 coding section
F

Approved
No   (*7) Comments

55
104
-
25.214
R1-00-0693
 Corrections to uplink power 

 control in compressed mode
F
Philips
Postponed
(*8)

56
107
1
25.214
R1-00-0725
 Clarification of radio link 

 synchronisation procedure
C
Ericsson
Approved
(*9)

57
090
3
25.214
R1-00-0726
 Level of specification of 

 downlink power control
C
Ericsson Nokia
Approved
No (*10) Comments

58
103
2
25.214
R1-00-0742
 Corrections to transmit diversity 
 section
F
NEC
Approved
No  (*11) Comments

59
108
-
25.214
R1-00-0718
 Correctly quantized gainfactors 

 for uplink compressed mode
F
Siemens
Postponed
(*12)

60
105
-
25.214
R1-00-0699
 Clarification of downlink power 

 control mode
F
Ericsson
Approved
No Comments

61
-
-
-
R1-00-0646
 UTRAN TX carrier power alignment of FDD & TDD 

 accuracies with FDD & TDD measurement definitions
-
Siemens
Reviewed
(*13)

62
059
-
25.215
R1-00-0647
 Correction of UTRAN ‘Transmitted 

 carrier power’ definition for FDD
F
Siemens
Postponed

Withdrawn
(*14)

12:28

63
011
2
25.223
R1-00-0717
 Editorial modification of 25.223
D
InterDigital
Approved
No Comments

64
022
1
25.224
R1-00-0728
 Introduction of the TDD DSCH 

detection procedure in TS 25.224
F
Nokia
Approved
No (*15) Comments

65
020
1
25.224
R1-00-0729
 Editorial modification of 25.224
D
InterDigital
Approved
No (*16) Comments

66
017
-
25.224
R1-00-0511
 Power Control for TDD during 

 DTX
F
Siemens
Approved
No (*17) Comments

67
008
-
25.225
R1-00-0648
 Correction of UTRAN ‘Transmitted 

 carrier power’ definition for TDD
F
Siemens
Postponed

Withdrawn
No (*18) Comments

68
055
1
25.211
R1-00-0746
 Physical channel nomenclature 

 in FDD
F
Siemens
To be

revised
(*19)

69
078
1
25.212
R1-00-0722
 Clarifying the rate matching parameter 

 setting for the RACH and BCH
F
Nortel Networks
Approved

but Revised
No (*20) Comments

70
076
1
25.212
R1-00-0723
 Revision of Code Block 

 Segmentation Description
D
Siemens
Approved
No (*21) Comments

71
038
2
25.222
R1-00-0751
 Revision of Code Block 

 Segmentation Description
D
Siemens
Approved
No (*21) Comments

72
084
-
25.212
R1-00-0738
 Correction on the spreading 

 factor selection for the RACH
F
Nortel Networks
Approved

but Revised
(*22)

73
104
1
25.214
R1-00-0762
 Corrections to uplink power 

 control in compressed mode
F
Philips
Approved
No (*23) Comments

74
108
-
25.214
R1-00-0718
 Correctly quantized gainfactors 

 for uplink compressed mode
F
Siemens
Approved
No  (*24) Comments

75
064
-
25.215
R1-00-0724
 Removal of Range/mapping
F
Panasonic
To be

revised
(*25)

76
010
-
25.225
R1-00-0724
 Removal of Range/mapping
F
Panasonic
Approved
No Comments

77
013
1
25.223
R1-00-0748
 Editorial Update of TS25.223
D
Siemens
Approved
(*26)

78
-
-
-
R1-00-0756
 Optimally selected Code Sets for 

 PSCH in UTRA TDD
-
Siemens Mitsubishi
Approved
No Comments

79
012
1
25.223
R1-00-0755
 Modified Code Sets on PSCH 

 for Cell Search in UTRA TDD
F
Siemens Mitsubishi
Approved

but Revised
No (*27) Comments

80
-
-
-
R1-00-0734
 Proposed notational conventions 

 in R1 documentation
-
Mitsubishi
CR will be

produced
(*28)

81
-
-
-
R1-00-0515
 TDD Downlink Power Control

 on Timeslot Basis
-
Siemens
CR will be

produced
(*29)

82
-
-
-
R1-00-0689
 Neighbour Cell SFN detection  

 for Handover preparation
-
Siemens
LS will be

produced
(*30)


(*1) This CR is the revision of R1-00-0536 which was withdrawn in the RAN WG1 #12 meeting and concerning the 



  timing initialisation on the dedicated channels. 


  Chairman suggested this to be postponed because for these timing related issues, we were supposed to receive some 



  information from RAN WG4 in a formal liaison statement at that time. He stated we would come back this after we



  received the LS.



  Eventually some of the changes in this CR were included in R1-00-0778 (Qualcomm) and discussed in Day 4



  (No. 92) and so this CR (R1-00-0690) was withdrawn by Philips.


(*2) Mr. Vincent Belaiche (Mitsubishi) questioned what the value of the TFCI field in the power control preamble is.



 There was also one question regarding the power control preamble. The proponent answered that it need to be 



 checked. Chairman suggested this to be postponed. The R1-00-0740 was allocated for this revision but it was 



 withdrawn by Philips later. The revision of this CR is in R1-00-0795 and was approved on Day 4. (See No. 103)


(*3) These are the revision of R1-00-0597 which was reviewed on Day1. (See No.4, 5 ) 



 Chairman commented.




- What is the value of the TFCI field during the power control preamble ?




- Section 5.2.2.2.5 in TS 25.211, the header of the table 9 is not correct. This should be “slot format for the 




   control part of the CPCH message part ”



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) commented that this CR has the problem of the power control preamble length. Here it 



 is very explicitly stated 0 or 8 slots. If we are going to approve some other CR (Motorola CR) discussing the power 



 control preamble length, then we have to revisit this again. Therefore we should wait for the other CR(Motorola CR) 



 before discussing this. She also pointed out the problem that there still exist the conflict with the CR we approved in 



 the RAN WG1 #12 meeting.



 Mr. Andreas Wilde (Ericsson) commented that we still have not seen the explanation of how much gain this will 



 have compared to the out-of-synch procedure. What is the benefit of the EOT indicator compared to just stopping the 



 transmission ? Samsung answered that the main objective is the efficient way to use the PCPCH resources and this 



 had been approved in RAN WG2. 



 After some discussion, chairman concluded as follows,




The motivation that it was approved by RAN WG2, is not sufficient for the topic like this. RAN WG2 might be 



 looking the issue from the protocol point of view but when we look this from the physical layer point of view, this 



 was the aspect which had not been studied in RAN WG2, then the question from Mr. Andreas is quite valid. What is 



 indeed the gain ? We can say that it seems to be better but in order for us to be convinced, we need more concrete 



 motivation shown that this is what you get without sending EOT and this is what you get by sending EOT. And this 



 is something RAN WG2 did not really consider. This is our expert area. So if there is no further motivation brought I 



 guess we can not accept it now. The motivation should be more elaborated. Furthermore these CRs should be divided 



 into 2 part, one
 is for power control preamble part, and the other is for EOT.



 The revision for power control preamble will be found in R1-00-0749 and the other will be found in R1-00-0750.  



 R1-00-0749 was reviewed on Day 4 but requested further revision. R1-00-0750 was not provided. This CR was not



 divided into 2 CRs in R1-00-0749.



 It turned out that R1-00-0750 was not used for this CR but used for CR 25.211-047r3 (Philips) and it was withdrawn.


(*4) This is the revision of R1-00-0677 (See No. 6). Nokia reflected comments made in Day1.



 Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) who had not been in Day1 commented that we should not remove “each PDSCH radio f



 frame” and proposed text should be somewhat modified.



 Chairman suggested offline discussion with Mr. Erik Dahlman and Nokia and this CR was to be revised.



 Revision can be found in R1-00-0753. This was reviewed on Day4 and approved.  (See No.95 )



 In conjunction with this CR, Mr. Vincent Belaiche (Mitsubishi) proposed to review his document on the same 



 section (5.3.3.5) regarding the problem of terminology. (R1-00-0733)

(*5) This is not CR. This paper proposed renaming of the DSCH and addition of new a new acronym PCSCH based on 



 the current problem in terminology.



 Some discussion was made.



 Chairman commented that we should do the necessary clarifications to TS 25.211 (5.3.3.5 PDSCH) but he would 



 prefer to keep the names as they are as long as there is not really big needs because they are used in throughout the 



 specifications. He added that he does not think that by changing name we clarify how this channel is used in the 



 physical layer. Regarding adding a new acronym PCSCH, chairman commented that the working group which has 



 been most involved in it is RAN WG2 where their model is that one DSCH can be mapped on multiple-PDSCHs.



 We hope we should do the necessary clarifications in our physical layer because the need for clarification is in this 



 layer and not in the other layers. 



 As a conclusion, the proposals were rejected and instead, the necessary clarification was to be done to TS 25.211 


 section 5.3.3.5.


(*6) Chairman commented on CR for TS 25.215 that if 10% of the pilot time shall not be used for RSCP measurement, 



 then RAN WG4 would need to revise their figures for this measurement at this point of time. They will need to 



 revise all their figures where the pilot RSCP is used for the basis of some performance requirement even though 



 nothing would be done for it.



 Several other comments were made but all of them were negative.



 Based on the discussion, chairman concluded this to be rejected. 


(*7) Page numberings are not correct in both 2 CRs.


(*8) Several comments were made. Chairman suggested offline discussion during lunch break because it seemed that 



 people had apparently different understanding of this CR. Eventually this CR was revised into R1-00-0762 and 



 was approved with no comments in the afternoon session of Day3. (See No.73)


(*9) This is the revision of R1-00-0701 which was discussed on Day1. (See No.21)



 The reference to the “activation time ” was added.

    (*10) This is the revision of R1-00-0702 which was discussed on Day1 (See No. 22)



 ‘dBm’ in section 5.2.1.2.2 was replaced by ‘dB’



 This updates the R1-00-0575 which was approved in RAN WG1 #12 meeting.
    (*11) This is the revision of R1-00-0710 which was discussed on Day1 (See No.24)



 Section 7.2, equation (2) was revised from “( + (r(i)” to “( - (r(i) ” .

    (*12) Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) commented that in section 5.1.2.5.3 Aj has something to do with (c,j  and  (d,j but in 



 section 5.1.2.5.2 Aj has nothing to do with (c,j  and  (d,j but he added he did not care about this.



 Ms. Anu Virtanen (Nokia) pointed out that this CR is overlapping with a Nokia CR which was approved in RAN 



 WG1 #12 meeting.



 Chairman commented that it should be checked in offline whether there is any conflict with the previously approved 



 CR, and so the conclusion was postponed. Finally it turned out that there is no crash between 2 CRs and this CR was



 approved with no comments on Day3 afternoon session. (See No. 74)

    (*13) This is the explanative paper for the CR in R1-00-0647.

    (*14) Ms. Anu Virtanen (Nokia) commented on section 5.2.3 that the word ‘mean’ should not be taken away because there 



 is the difference between mean power and peak power. She added that the last sentence ‘It is allowed to determine 



 the ratio using base band power settings.’  is unclear and it should be  reworded. Ericsson supported the latter 



 comment.



 Since same CR was submitted to RAN WG4 at that time, chairman suggested that before producing the revision, it is



 good to check the feeling in RAN WG4. Then we can avoid revising to different direction to which they want to go.



 The revision will be found in R1-00-0760.



 On Day 4, Siemens announced that in RAN WG4 this CR was not approved and therefore they would withdraw this



 for this meeting and they would maybe come back with new change request in the next meeting.

    (*15) This is the revision of R1-00-0680 which was reviewed on Day1. (See No.34)



 One typo in the last sentence in section 4.8.1 was corrected.

    (*16) This is the revision of R1-00-0633 which was reviewed on Day1. (See No.35)



 Section break was inserted, cover sheet was corrected and the last sentence was also corrected.

    (*17) This paper was already presented in the RAN WG1 #12 meeting. It was approved in principle but it lacked some 



 simulation result. Now the simulation results were included in the introduction part of this paper.

    (*18) TDD version of R1-00-0647. (See No.62) This was postponed by the same reason of R1-00-0647 until having 



checked RAN WG4  situation. Eventually this CR was withdrawn on Day 4. (See No. 62 (*14))

    (*19) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) commented regarding section 5.1 that in the downlink CPCH for instance, we will not



 transmit any transport channel, neither synchronization, neither indicator. We will transmit power control and 



 emergency stop and so in that sense she is not sure whether this categorization covers all cases.



 There were some other comments made and chairman suggested offline discussion among the interested people. 



  It was asked whether with any of these proposed change, other WGs need to change their specifications or not.



 Mr. Peter Chambers (Siemens) answered that the objective of this CR is to keep change within layer 1 specification 



 totally. It does not change any names of channel nor functionality nor how we do control the parameters.



 The revision is in R1-00-0766. This was reviewed on Day4 morning but was further revised. (See No. 85)

    (*20) This is the revision of R1-00-0696 which was reviewed in Day1 (See No.11).



 This was updated to R1-00-0775 on Day4. (See No. 96)

    (*21) These are the revision of R1-00-0650 which was reviewed in Day1 (See No.14, 15). It had been commented on 



 Day1 that some symbols should be written in Italic. The author revised in accordance with this comment but 



 accidentally the corrections were made CR by CR. R1-00-0723 contains CR 25.212 part of R1-00-0650 and



 R1-00-0751 contains CR 25.222 part of R1-00-0650.

    (*22) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) commented in answering the question raised.



 If the higher layer asked the mobile to transmit transport format combination which is not supported then we cannot 



 do anything. I agree maybe there is a need for CR in the RAN WG2 specification to describe the error case when 



 MAC layer asks for certain transport format combination j  that is not supported. So maybe we should also liaise 



 with RAN WG2 to say that this is the particular error case they should consider. They should have this error code 



 included in the primitives. There was one more question for clarification regarding the error case made but it was 



 answered. This was updated to R1-00-0776 on Day4.  (See No. 97)

    (*23) This is the revision of R1-00-0693 which was postponed in the morning session of Day3. (See No.55)



 Revision was made based on the offline discussion.

    (*24) This was reviewed in the morning session of Day3. (See No.59)  At that time it was pointed out that there exist



 Nokia’s CR which modifies the same section. Siemens investigated and it turned out that Nokia’s CR is contained in 



 R1-00-0549 and there is no crash between R1-00-0549 and this CR.

    (*25) One mistake was found. In the section 5.2 in the CR 25.215 part, Range/Mapping had not been removed.



 Therefore this was to be revised. The revision can be found in R1-00-0767. This was approved on Day4.(See No. 83)

    (*26) The numbering of the code group from 0 to 31 is in line with higher layer specifications.



  In this CR, the new section for Symbols (section 3.1) has been created. It is expected to have the other editorial CRs 



  which add the symbols list later. 

    (*27) This is the revision of R1-00-0627. The explanative paper for R1-00-0627, that is R1-00-0626, was presented by 



 Mitsubishi on Day1. (See No. 33)



 This was updated by R1-00-0779 and was approved on Day4. (See No. 100)

    (*28) Mr. Peter Chambers (Siemens) made a comment regarding multiply product. On the reflector for the editorial Ad 



 Hoc (#13), multiply product was proposed and discussed to be ‘(’ symbol long ago after meeting #5. A lot of CRs



 since then were made used ‘(’.  Based on this comment,  it was agreed to use ‘(’ symbol for the multiplication.



 There was one another comment that this proposal should be contained in TS 25.201 for the reference. Chairman



 agreed with this opinion. The CR will be produced by Mitsubishi in R1-00-0768 CR 25.201-005. It was reviewed on 



 Day4 (See No.84) and was approved as R1-00-0780. (See No.109)

    (*29) There is the relevant CR in RAN WG3 for the Iub interface because this would need some changes in their 



 specification.



 Chairman suggested we should produce CR on Day4 assuming RAN WG3 will approve their CR. In case there is 



 no such CR from RAN WG3 to RAN then we should just drop this in RAN and vice-versa. Because there is 



 dependency in this issue on both groups. If one of the WGs will not approve this then this will not be included in 



 release ’99 and will go for release 2000. On Day4, it was announced by Siemens that the relevant CR was approved 



 in RAN WG3 and so they will produced CR (R1-00-0777). This CR was presented on Day4 and approved. 



 (See No. 101)

    (*30) Mr. Bernhard Raaf Hand (Siemens) presented the slides on the screen.



 Right now we do not get SFN, not even modulo or something. But there would be options that we could change it 



 with being still in line with the decision not to introduce traffic channel for the SFN but equivalent on the layer 2 



 level (precoding of the SFN) to get more redundancy to decode it. We are not in the state to be able to propose 



 specific coding scheme. This is just to show that we thought it is possible to still get this information.



 The long discussion was made.



    -Would it be reducing the BCH payload ?



    -What have been the assumptions in RAN WG4 performance requirements for UTRAN timing relations ?



Chairman concluded the LS should be sent to RAN WG4, RAN WG2, RAN WG3 informing them that this proposal



has been made in RAN WG1 which is still not CR level and RAN WG1 sees the trade off with BCH overhead, timing



delay or difficulty to evaluate what kind of gain would be achievable with this for the handover performance.



The LS will be drafted by the Day4 morning by Siemens.  The LS was reviewed and approved as R1-00-0798.

Postponed agenda item 3

3GPP Release 2000 work plan review    (14:10- 14:26)

-Review of the 3GPP wide workplan for Release 2000 and creation of LS to S2 with possible comments.

 
 Also possible updates to RAN WG1 workplan.


 (Updated version of 3GPP workplan expected to be available before the meeting, if not this agenda item will 
  be postponed to Day 4)

R1-00-0739  LS on ‘Proposed changes to 3GPP Release 2000 work plan / Source   RAN WG1 Chairman

Chairman made a brief introduction.



There is one liaison statement that would need to be sent. It is regarding this earlier mentioned 3GPP-work plan for


release 2000.  I was inquired about this from S2 and I got a message that they have a meeting ongoing this week as well.


I think the update version of 3GPP release 2000 work plan is pending on the possible inputs on that.  So for that I 
produced a T-doc R1-00-0739
because apparently we are not going to get the update during this week. I guess it will 


come only to RAN and of course it is better for us to have RAN WG1 stuff involved as much as possible on this work 


plan. The first main problem with the work plan is that there were several bases where we have gone through some work 


and RAN WG1was not mentioned at all. And then regarding the topics where we are involved, what is our task, what are 


we expected on those topics.



I think the RAN is maybe the best place to give this kind of feed-back if the tasks are kind of overlapping between the 


different WGs for 3GPP wide work plan. But there should be something mentioned that RAN WG1 is working on the 


issues and something should be said about what we expect, what we are able to do, expected to do on this.


Chairman presented the LS on the screen.


There was one comment from Siemens that for Low chip rate TDD, TS 25.201 would also be affected as well.


There were no other comments and the LS was approved with one above correction. The approved version will be found


in R1-00-0765.


Chairman added that SA would intend to finalize the work plan after TSG meeting. So in that sense, he thought that RAN


should provide the final set of comments from RAN perspective and see if the work tasks are somehow overlapping in 


different WGs in RAN. 


He added that in such an event that we receive an update then we may still come back to this issue during the meeting but 


otherwise not.

10. Reports from Ad Hocs  (when reports available)

10. 1   R1-00-0757  Report from Ad Hoc #21: 1.28 Mcps TDD option       (Day 3, 14:26 – 14:46)


( AdHoc#21 recommends to update the TR25.928 according to the conclusions on the following contributions:


Tdoc R1-00-0675, “Commonalities between the two TDD options”, CWTS


Tdoc R1-00-0662, “Training sequences for spread bursts”, CWTS


Tdoc R1-00-0664, “Mapping of transport channels to physical channels”, CWTS


Tdoc R1-00-0671, “Transmission of TFCI”, CWTS


Tdoc R1-00-0669, “Transmission of SS for low chip rate TDD option”, CWTS


    and to present the updated technical report for WG1 approval in WG1 meeting #13. The updated report is included in 


    Tdoc R1-00-0759.


( In order to finalize the TR25.928 before the 3GPP TSG RAN meeting #8 in june, a special AdHoc#21 meeting will 


    take place in Finland, June 14-15.


( Other contributions that were discussed in the AdHoc#21 on May 23 and that need a revision shall be sent to the 


    reflector by June 2. The revisions shall be marked. If by June 9, there are no more comments on the 3GPP WG1 


    reflector the revised versions will be incorporated with revision marks in TR25.928 by the editor. The updated 


    TR25.928 will be presented for approval at the beginning of the AdHoc#21 meeting in Finland, june 14-15.


( Contributions that were not discussed in the AdHoc#21 on May 23 due to lack of time and still missing contributions to 


    finalize the TR25.928 shall be sent to the 3GPP WG1 reflector by June 2, as well. Based on comments that are made 


    on the reflector by June 9, revised versions of these contributions shall be presented at the AdHoc#21 meeting in 


    Finland, June 14-15. 


 Mr. Mirko Aksentijevic (Nokia, the editor of the TR) questioned whether we are going to approve these revised versions 


 over the reflector or we are going to approve them on the first day of the physical Ad Hoc21 in Finland.


 Chairman answered that the revised versions should be put to the TR with the revision marks so that we see in the 


 beginning of the Ad Hoc that everything was done properly.


 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) questioned whether we can have the confirmation that we will have at Ad Hoc meeting 


 contributions to fill all the missing sections of the technical report ? There are some sections that for which we have not


 had any input till now. Some sections dealing with the performance.


 Chairman answered that from RAN perspective, one important decision is whether there will be a new specification or 


 we should proceed with CRs for the existing specifications. Of course we have understood that it needs to be verified 


 that whole things work before we actually present new specification or CRs for approval, but at least that part of the 


 decision, the performance results are not critical in RAN.


 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat commented, 



I think it is up to RAN WG1 to say whether this technique effectively works and I do not see how we can say to the 


 RAN we are confident with this without having a single figure. Can we as RAN WG1 present a technical report which 


 does not contain a single performance figure ? I do not think we can. I do not see if we can start the specification work


 if we do not have a single performance figure. To describe something in interface we have to say it works. I am quite 


 sure our Chinese colleagues do have the performance figures. Maybe they do not have performance figures exactly to fit 


 to the service mapping example they provided but I am not speaking about the performance figure that are needed in 


 order to send the minimum performance requirements to RAN WG4. This is the different thing. I am just speaking about


 a minimum set of results so that we have sufficiently good confidence.


 CWTS answered that together with the service mapping, they will provide some figures of the simulation results for e-


 mail discussion before the next Ad Hoc 21 meeting.


 Ad hoc report was approved with no other comments. 

10.1.1  R1-00-0759   TR 25.928 V0.1.1         (14:49-14:54)

Mr. Mirko Aksentijevic (Nokia, the editor of the TR) presented on the screen the revised report TR25.928 v0.1.1 which 


have included the approved text proposals in AdHoc 21.


This TR was approved with one comment for editorial correction.


Chairman commented that we would start in the Ad Hoc meeting with this plus new addition with revision marks.


The version was raised to v0.2.0.

10. 2   R1-00-0732   Report from Ad Hoc on inputs to TR 25.944 and UE capabilities Liaison to TSG RAN WG2 





review       (14:55-14:59)


Chairman presented the report on the screen.


Liaison statement on UE capabilities were approved and sent to RAN WG2 (R1-00-0737).


Mr. Richard Burbidge(Motorola) proposed  to send the LS to T1 to keep T1 today, what is happening to the CR to TR 


25.926
because they have the copy of the original CR to TR 25.926 which RAN WG2 set up last time.


Chairman agreed with this proposal.


The report was approved with no other comments.

10. 3  R1-00-0747   AH26 report to RAN WG1 meeting #13            (15: 01-15: 29)

Mr. Kari Pehkonen(Nokia) presented the report on the screen.


Chairman made a comment on the section 5 Other issues in which Ad Hoc 26 recommended that RAN WG1 should 


propose in the next RAN meeting that the radio link performance enhancements study item will be changed into a work 


item. He commented as follows.



From RAN perspective I think it would be better if we would be able to be precise to what we do want to do. The 


radio link performance enhancement as study item contains a lot of issues and it is difficult to say that they become work 


item in general. I guess we should be more precise then that it could be applied in the report to RAN that we would like to 


proceed further and possibility to bring CRs in later stage for the topic like Tx-diversity assuming we agree with that.


The study item of radio performance enhancement is too broad to make it work item. If we do so, then it allows basically


anything to be brought directly and proposed with CR. I guess we can make Tx-diversity enhancement or some kind of 


more precise work item that is coming out of the study item. 


After this comment, long discussion was made mainly on the procedure for release 2000.


As a conclusion, chairman stated as follows.



I will report to RAN that we agree that we want the possibility to bring CRs to meeting in September but we are not 


yet in agreement that we shall actually include this feature for release 2000. And then somebody prepares draft work item 
description just in case that is needed for this permission in RAN. Anyhow I will clearly put in the report, we are only 


asking permission that we are allowed to bring CRs to RAN in September.  I guess if necessary we will send LS to other 
WGs on the issue if there are some modification needed somewhere or elsewhere.


Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) raised one concern on this comment that she was not sure whether we can bring CRs in 
September in case there is no work item agreed in June.


Chairman answered that he is not 100% sure about the procedure, either and that is the reason why he wanted to have


draft work item in his back pocket. Work item description should be prepared so that the chairman can have it for RAN.


There was one comment that the parameters should be checked with RAN WG4. Mr. Kari Pehkonen encouraged people 


to check with their RAN WG4 colleagues about the parameters because LS would take somewhat long time. He added at 


least he would check with his RAN WG4 colleagues.
10.4  R1-00-0758     Report from Ad Hoc #30: TDD NodeB synchronisation       (Day4,  10:34-10:41)



The basic study list is included in Tdoc R1-00-0770. Furthermore, it is proposed to make suggestions for extensions 


of the agreed basic list in open email discussions in adhoc 30. Based on these email discussions an extended study list 


serving as a basis for comparison and selection of appropriate schemes for TDD NodeB synchronisation, should then be 


presented at 3GPP TSG RAN WG1 meeting #14.


There was one comment on the accuracy for the timing signal from the network.


Siemens stated that they will provide the document on the reflector on the achievable accuracy for the timing signal 


coming from the network.


Report was approved with no other comments.

10. 4. 1 R1-00-0770    Criteria for TDD cell synchronization methods      (Day 4, 11: 14-11: 20)

There was one comments that there should be weighting parameter for each solution but there are no weighting parameter


in this document. What is the status of this document ?


Chairman answered that the intention of this document is to say what points need to be evaluated. Weighting does not 


help us because even in case some solution got good score in the total points, if it is unacceptable from certain point of 


view then it can not be acceptable. So in our case, weighting would not solve anything.

Day 4, started at 08.47
11.  Approval of postponed/revised Release –99 CRs.

No.
CR
rev.
TS
Tdoc
Title
Cat
Source
Conclusion
Notes

83
064
1
25.215
R1-00-0767
 Removal of Range/mapping
F
Panasonic
Approved
(*1)

84
005
-
25.201
R1-00-0768
 Preferred mathematical notation for 

 editorial unity of L1 documentation
D
Mitsubishi
To be

revised
(*2)

85
055
2
25.211
R1-00-0766
 Physical channel nomenclature 

 in FDD
F
Siemens
To be

revised
(*3)

86
054
3
25.211
R1-00-0749
 Slot format for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
To be revised
(*4)

87
098
2
25.214
R1-00-0749
 Procedure for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
To be

revised
(*5)

88
095
1
25.214
R1-00-0761
 DPDCH/DPCCH gain factors
F
Nokia
Approved
(*6)

89
101
-
25.214
R1-00-0636
 Number of slots  for DPCCH 

 power control preamble
C
Motorola Philips
To be

revised
(*7)

90
001
1
25.944
R1-00-0736
 Corrections to align with "Typical  

 radio parameter sets" from ISG
F
NTT DoCoMo
To be

revised
(*8)

91
072
4
25.212
R1-00-0735
 Corrections to 25.212 (Rate Matching, p-

 bit insertion, PhCH segmentation)
F
Mitsubishi
Approved
No (*9) Comments

92
059
1
25.211
R1-00-0778
 Correction to timing of DPCH 

 initialisation
F
QUALCOMM
To be

revised
(*10)

93
055
3
25.211
R1-00-0781
 Physical channel nomenclature 

 in FDD
F
Siemens
Approved
No (*11) Comments

94
054
4
25.211
R1-00-0782
 Slot format for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
To be

revised
(*12)

95
056
3
25.211
R1-00-0753
 Clarification for the PDSCH channelisation 

 code association with DPCH in 25.211
F
Ericsson, Mitsubishi Electric, Motorola, Nokia, Qualcomm
Approved
(*13)

96
078
2
25.212
R1-00-0775
 Clarifying the rate matching parameter 

 setting for the RACH and BCH
F
Nortel Networks
Approved
No (*14) Comments

97
084
1
25.212
R1-00-0776
 Correction on the spreading 

 factor selection for the RACH
F
Nortel Networks
Approved
No (*15) Comments

98
101
1
25.214
R1-00-0783
 Number of slots  for DPCCH 

 power control preamble
C
Motorola Philips
Approved
No (*16) Comments

99
096
3
25.214
R1-00-0787
 Correction to RACH subchannel 

 definition
F
Nokia Lucent
Approved
(*17)

100
012
2
25.223
R1-00-0779
 Modified Code Sets on SCH for 

 Cell Search in UTRA TDD
F
Siemens Mitsubish
Approved
(*18)

101
023
-
25.224
R1-00-0777
 Downlink power control on 

 timeslot basis
C
Siemens
Approved
(*19)

102
001
2
25.944
R1-00-0784
 Corrections to align with "Typical 

 radio parameter sets" from ISG
F
NTT DoCoMo
Approved
No (*20) Comments

103
057
2
25.211
R1-00-0795
 Slot formats for downlink power 

 control preambles
F
Philips
Approved
No (*21) Comments

104
047
4
25.211
R1-00-0794
 Clarifications to power control 

 preamble sections
F
Philips
Approved
No (*22) Comments

105
098
3
25.214
R1-00-0790
 Procedure for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
To be

revised
(*23)

106
066
-
25.215
R1-00-0797
 Removal of transport channel 

 BLER? 
F
Ericsson
Approved
No (*24) Comments

107
011
-
25.225
R1-00-0801
 Removal of transport channel 

 BLER
F
Siemens
Approved
No (*24) Comments

108
098
4
25.214
R1-00-0799
 Procedure for end of 
 transmission indicator in CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
Approved
No (*25) Comments

109
005
1
25.201
R1-00-0780
 Preferred mathematical notation for  

 editorial unity of L1 documentation
D
Mitsubishi
Approved
No.84

110
059
2
25.211
R1-00-0792
 Correction to timing of DPCH 

 initialisation
F
QUALCOMM
Approved
No.92

111
054
5
25.211
R1-00-0793
 Slot format clarification for  

 CPCH
B
Samsung Philips
Approved
No.94


(*1) This is the revision of R1-00-0724 which was reviewed on Day3. (See No. 75)  Editorial error in section 5.2 was 



 corrected. This CR was approved without reviewal.


(*2) This CR had been produced based on R1-00-0734 in accordance with the decision on Day3. (See No.80)



 Though the symbol for multiply product had been changed into  ‘(’,  there was another editorial error (name of 



 ‘<>’:angle bracket) found on newly introduced notation to index of array. So this was to be revised.



 The revision is in R1-00-0780. Chairman stated that when the revision was put on the CD, we consider it was 



 approved formally.


(*3) This is the revision of R1-00-0746 which was reviewed on Day3. (See No. 68)



 Based on the offline discussion, in section 5, the categorisation has been removed on the ground that any physical 



 channel does not fit to any categorisation. There were 2 more modification made based on the discussion on the 



 reflector.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) pointed out that in the last paragraph in the general description part of section 5, it was



 described as




Physical channels are described (in more abstract higher layer models of the physical layer) as being capable of being mapped 




to transport channels



 but in fact transport channels are capable of being mapped to physical channels.



 The author agreed with this comment and so this was to be revised.



 There was one mistake found in figure 27. DPCH power control preamble should be removed.



 The revision is in R1-00-0781 and was approved with no comments in the afternoon session. (See No. 93)


(*4) There were several comments.




- Though slot without TFCI is the condition for EOT, it is always fulfilled because NTFCI is always higher than 




  zero.




- The CR should be divided into 2 CRs.  One introducing EOT and another clarifying what is to be transmitted in 




  the TFCI field.




- There is no reference to newly introduced table 9.




- Other editorial comment.



  Chairman concluded this was to be revised.


(*5) Several comments were made.



 Chairman stated we have to check the relevant RAN WG2 CR and asked Samsung to provide it.



 This CR was to be revised to reflect the comments made.


(*6) This is the revision of R1-00-0549 which was approved in the RAN WG1 #12 meeting.



 The symbol (c, j has been corrected into  (c,C, j in 2 places in the sentence in section 5.1.2.5.4 which begins with 



 “Since (c,C, j  may not be set to zero…”



 Mr. Peter Chambers (Siemens) made a comment that there are 2 direct references to TS 25.213 in section 5.1.2.5.4 

 and these should be replaced by the indirect reference with number.



 Chairman stated since there are probably several places throughout the specification where the direct reference used 



 and so it might be better to have separate CR for correction of this problem.


(*7) Chairman commented that if we accept 15 slots then the step size 3dB or 2dB could be pretty high. (if searcher is a 



 bit slow then in the worst case it could be 45dB up.)



 Mr. Peter Chambers (Siemens) commented that there was the expression of (15 - n) slots to determine several 



 durations within the power control preamble in the earlier documents. If n become 15 then durations become 0. So it 



 should be checked throughout the existing specifications that certain things may have gone. Motorola answered that



 they had checked 2 layer 2 specifications but they will check the timing diagram.



 Motorola sent similar CR to RAN WG2 specification TS 25.331.



 Chairman suggested revising the CR to modify the power control step size. The revision is in R1-00-0783 and this 

 was approved with no comments in the afternoon. (See No. 98)


(*8) Mr. Peter Chambers (Siemens) commented regarding the table 4 in section 4.1.1.3.1.2 that CRC would be attached



 to TrCh#a instead of TrC#1.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) commented on section 4.1.2 1 that the minimum spreading factor supported by all UEs 



 is 64. Should we put in this example documents a RACH case that is not supported by all UEs ?



 Mr. Takehiro Nakamura (NTT DoCoMo) answered the reason why he put 32 here (it came from ISG document) and



 added he thought there is no need for TR 25.944 to be fully aligned with TR 25.926.



 After some discussion, it was concluded this table remains as it is because there is possibility that TR 25.926 should



 be revised so as to remove the table for the smallest values (value range) .



 There was one more comment that TTI=10ms should be added in the table 7. 



 This was to be revised into R1-00-0784. The revision was approved in the afternoon. (See No. 102)


(*9) This is the revision of R1-00-0602 which was discussed on Day1 (See No.8).

    (*10) This was reviewed in connection with RAN WG4 liaison statement (R1-00-0774). 



 This is the revision of R1-00-0705 which was postponed on Day1. (See No. 7)



 This CR includes the relevant changes proposed in the Philips CR 25.211-050r1 (R1-00-0690) which was postponed 



 on Day 3 (See No. 39).



 One editorial error was pointed out (uplink ( downlink) and so this was to be revised. This revision is in R1-00-0792. 

 Chairman stated that we should consider the revision approved formally when it is ready.



 If there are some notation changes needed then the revision would be done later. We can check whether we are in 



 line with the final RAN WG4 CR on this issue later.



 Philips commented they withdraw R1-00-0690 because this deal with the same issue.

    (*11) This is the revision of R1-00-0766 which was discussed in the morning session. (See No. 85)

    (*12) This is the revision of R1-00-0749 which was discussed in the morning session. (See No. 86)



 Samsung had divided R1-00-0749 into 2 part and this T-doc contains only CR for TS 25.211.  In this revision, the 



 comments made in the morning has been reflected. It was pointed out that the liaison statement to RANWG2 



 informing that the length of EOT indicator is now 0 to 8 TTI should be produced. Chairman agreed with comment.



 Chairman stated in answering another comment that this CR we are going to approve has nothing to do with EOT. 



 This CR is for TS 25.211. It is just for the slot structure and has nothing to do with EOT.



 There was one comment that in the cover sheet, there still remains the description concerning the EOT.



 Chairman proposed that the coversheet be changed by the 3GPP support team. Therefore this was to be revised and



 only the coversheet will be modified to delete the description on EOT. The revision will be found in R1-00-0793 and



 this would be done by the 3GPP support team. 



 (reduction of the number of the slot format or slot format clarification for CPCH.)

    (*13) This is the revision of R1-00-0720 which was discussed in Day 3. (See No. 43) This was the outcome of the drafting



 session in Day3 evening. There was one comment regarding the wording ‘corresponds to’ in the second sentence in 



 section 5.3.3.5 that it is somewhat unclear. Chairman explained the background and stated that this may not be  the 



 best wording but we can now leave this and if some improvement is still needed then that can be done. 

    (*14) This is the update of R1-00-0722 which was approved on Day3. (See No.69)

    (*15) This is the update of R1-00-0738 which was approved on Day3. (See No.72)

    (*16) This is the revision of R1-00-0636 which was discussed on Day4 morning session. (See No. 89)



 Comment from chairman was reflected. (power control step size.)

    (*17) This is the revision of R1-00-0609 which was discussed on Day 1. (See No. 18)



 One question for clarification was made but it was answered.

    (*18) This is the update of R1-00-0755 which was approved on Day 3. (See No. 79)



 There are some errors in the table but they will be corrected in the next time.

    (*19) This CR is based on R1-00-0515 which was discussed on Day 3 (See No. 81)



 The current status in RAN WG3 they introduced signaling on Iub for this ISCP values (on NBAP protocol) but they 



 did not introduce its signaling on RNC protocol. In case there is one handover from RNC to another, this link is still 



 missing for the ISCP values. They will introduce this CR at the next meeting.

    (*20) This is the revision of R1-00-0736 which was discussed on Day4 morning session. (See No. 90)

    (*21) This is the revision of R1-00-0692 which was discussed on Day3. (See No. 40)

    (*22) This is the update of R1-00-0559 which was approved in the RAN WG1 #12 meeting.

    (*23) This is the revision of R1-00-0749 which was discussed in the morning session. (See No. 87) Samsung divided



 R1-00-0749 into 2 parts. This document contains the revision of CR 25.214 part.



 There was one comment that the ‘The length of the empty frames is set by higher layers.’ should be replaced by



 ‘The number of the empty frames is set by higher layers.’



 Therefore this was to be revised. The revision will be found in R1-00-0799. Chairman stated we would consider the 



 revision approved formally when it becomes ready. 

    (*24) These were based on the liaison statement from RAN WG2. (See 3, No.11) This was approved without reviewal.

    (*25) This was revision of R1-00-0790 (See No. 105-(*23) ). The comment was reflected.

12.  Contributions on Release –2000 issues according to the work/study items 

No.
TS
Tdoc
Title
Source
Notes

1
25.214
R1-00-0684
 Further clarification of Gated DPCCH  

 transmission
Samsung
(*1)

2

R1-00-0686
 Discussion paper on DPCCH gating 

 benefits
Nokia
(*2)

3

R1-00-0691
 Power Control Issues for Gated DPCCH
Philips
(*3)

4

R1-00-0785
 UL multiframe Compressed mode (release  

 2000)
Mitsubishi


5

R1-00-0685
 UTRA High Speed Downlink Packet Access
Motorola


6

R1-00-0727
High speed downlink packet access
Motorola
(*4)

7

R1-00-0764
 Some comments on High Speed Packet Data 

 Access
Ericsson



(*1) It was commented that why the downlink gated DPCCH bring any advantage in terms of battery saving. The 



 network may and should decide to transmit whenever it wants and not wait for particular events and therefore UE 



 needs to decode all the time. So then why does downlink DPCCH gating bring any battery life advantage ?



 Does this gating mean that there is a restriction in terms of UTRAN as to when it can transmit the signaling 



 messages ?



 Chairman questioned about the random gating patter. In the uplink gating, random gating pattern is used in order to 



 avoid the EMC problem but why in the downlink gating, is the random gating used ? 


(*2) It was commented that we definitely need to evaluate more details of what is the gain of such gating also 



 considering the signaling aspect.



 We should avoid to put many thing in the specification that are approved not to be useful at the end.


(*3) Samsung stated that they officially support 2 contributions from Nokia and Philips and they would like to study



 with these companies to elaborate gating DPCCH transmission.


(*4) It was commented that something that has not been mentioned here at all is impact on uplink compatibility with 



 inter-frequency measurement. We should not destroy the handover in order to get efficient packet.

13. Approval of the liaison statements as output from WG1

No
Discussed

Tdoc
Source
To
Title
Approved

Tdoc
Notes

1
R1-00-0730
Motorola
R2
 LS on ‘Proposed changes to UE  

 capabilities report (25.926)’
R1-00-0737
  (*1)

2
R1-00-0739
Chairman
SA2

Cc:RAN
 LS on ‘Proposed changes to 3GPP Release 

 2000 work plan
R1-00-0765
  (*2)

3
---
QUALCOMM
R2
 LS on transmission of (DPCH,n to the UE
R1-00-0796
  (*3)

4
R1-00-0769
Siemens
R2,R4,SMG2

Cc: R3, RAN
 LS on ‘Neighbour Cell SFN detection for 

 Handover‘
R1-00-0798
  (*4)  

5
R1-00-0791
Samsung
R2, R3
 LS on End of Transmission (EOT) 

 indication for CPCH
R1-00-0800
  (*5)


(*1) This was drafted in the Day1 evening session and approved on Day2 morning Ad Hoc session.



  (See 10.2)


(*2) This was approved on Day3. See Postponed agenda item 3 (p.12 )


(*3) This was approved on Day4 in connection with the incoming LS from RAN WG2. (See 3. No.4)


(*4) This is based on the R1-00-0689 which was discussed on Day 3. 



 Chairman commented.




- This should be sent to RAN as CC because this will still impact on release ’99.




- When we say ‘this can be included in later release’ we need to be cautious because ’99 UE might get mixed up 




  with decoding if some indication was just added that there is something but that is not specified. ’99 UE does 




  not know which is the coding.



There was one more comment regarding the RAN WG2 part that the reference to the scheme should be added.



This LS was approved as amended.     (Day 4, 16:11)

(*5) There were comments on TTI length of 0-8. After some discussion chairman suggested to modify as



 ‘to include the case of 0 (e.g 0 to 7 TTIs). ’



 This LS was approved as amended.     (Day 4, 16:28)
14. WG1 meeting schedule in year 2000 (Tentative)
Meeting
Month
Date
Location
Notes

RAN WG1 #10
January          
18-21
China
Host  Nokia

RAN WG1 #11
February
29 – March 3
USA
Host  T1P1

RAN #7
March
13-15
Madrid, Spain


RAN WG1 #12
April
10-13
Korea
Host  TTA

RAN WG1 #13
May
22-25
Tokyo, Japan
NTT DoCoMo

RAN #8
June
21-23
Dusseldorf, Germany


RAN WG1 #14
July 
4-7
Finland
Host Nokia

RAN WG1 #15
August
22-25
Germany
Host Siemens

RAN #9
September
20-22
Hawaii


RAN WG1 #16
October
9-13
Korea
Host TTA

RAN WG1 #17
November
20-24
T.B.D.


RAN #10
December
6-8
Bangkok


Annex A. The List of Approved CR during the RAN WG1 #12 and #13 meetings

1. TS 25.201

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0545
25.201
002
-
Corrections to align with TS 25.212 and TR 25.944
F
RP-000264
#12
3.0.2
3.1.0
NEC
12-1

2
R1-00-0659
25.201
003
1
Editorial corrections
F
RP-000264
#13
3.0.2
3.1.0
NEC
13-2

3
R1-00-0644
25.201
004
-
Physical layer information flow
D
RP-000264
#13
3.0.2
3.1.0
Siemens
13-38

4
R1-00-0780
25.201
005
1
Preferred mathematical notation for editorial unity of L1 documentation
D
RP-000264
#13
3.0.2
3.1.0
Mitsubishi
13-109

2. TS 25.211

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0794
25.211
047
4
Clarifications to power control preamble sections
F
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
13-104

2
R1-00-0577
25.211
048
-
Propagation delay for PCPCH
B
RP-000265
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
12-60

3
R1-00-0563
25.211
049
1
PICH undefined bits and AICH, AP-ICH, CD/CA-ICH non-transmitted chips
C
RP-000265
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
12-55

4
R1-00-0578
25.211
051
1
Bit value notation change for PICH and CSICH
F
RP-000265
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
12-54

5
R1-00-0565
25.211
053
1
Revision of notes in sections 5.3.2 and 5.3.2.1
D
RP-000265
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
NEC
12-46

6
R1-00-0793
25.211
054
5
Slot format clarification for CPCH
B
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Samsung,Philips
13-111

7
R1-00-0781
25.211
055
3
Physical channel nomenclature in FDD
F
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-93

8
R1-00-0753
25.211
056
3
Clarification for the PDSCH channelisation code association with DPCH in 25.211
F
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
13-95

9
R1-00-0795
25.211
057
2
Slot formats for downlink power control preambles
F
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
13-103

10
R1-00-0697
25.211
058
-
Clarification of spreading factor for AICH
D
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
13-3

11
R1-00-0792
25.211
059
2
Correction to timing of DPCH initialisation
F
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
QUALCOMM
13-110

12
R1-00-0719
25.211
060
-
Explicit mention of slot format reconfiguration also for uplink
D
RP-000265
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-48

3. TS 25.212

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0585
25.212
066
1
Section 4.4.5 and table 9 is moved to informative annex
F
RP-000266
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
12-67

2
R1-00-0539
25.212
068
-
Editorial modifications of 25.212
D
RP-000266
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nortel
12-52

3
R1-00-0541
25.212
069
-
Removal of BTFD for flexible positions in Release 99
F
RP-000266
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
12-15

4
R1-00-0560
25.212
070
1
Editorial modifications
D
RP-000266
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
NEC
12-49

5
R1-00-0572
25.212
071
1
Corrections and editorial modifications of 25.212 for 2nd insertion of DTX bits for CM
F
RP-000266
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nortel
12-48

6
R1-00-0735
25.212
072
4
Corrections to 25.212 (Rate Matching, p-bit insertion, PhCH segmentation)
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Mitsubishi
13-91

7
R1-00-0634
25.212
073
-
Editorial correction in 25.212 coding/multiplexing
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-10

8
R1-00-0716
25.212
074
2
Bit separation of  the Turbo encoded data
D
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital,Mitsubi
13-51

9
R1-00-0723
25.212
076
1
Revision of code block segmentation description
D
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-70

10
R1-00-0657
25.212
077
-
Clarifications for TFCI coding
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
NEC,Ericsson
13-9

11
R1-00-0775
25.212
078
2
Clarifying the rate matching parameter setting for the RACH and BCH
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nortel
13-96

12
R1-00-0706
25.212
080
-
Clarification on BTFD utilisation (single CCTrCH)
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
QUALCOMM
13-1

13
R1-00-0741
25.212
081
-
Correction of order of checking TFC during flexible position RM parameter determination
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Mitsubishi
13-50

14
R1-00-0743
25.212
082
-
Editorial corrections in channel coding section
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
NTTDoCoMo
13-53

15
R1-00-0744
25.212
083
-
Correction for bit separation and bit collection
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
LGIC
13-49

16
R1-00-0776
25.212
084
1
Correction on the spreading factor selection for the RACH
F
RP-000266
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nortel
13-97

4. TS 25.213

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0559
25.213
033
-
Clarifications to power control preamble sections
F
RP-000267
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
12-9

2
R1-00-0711
25.213
034
2
Numbering of the PCPCH access preamble and collision detection preamble scrambling codes
D
RP-000267
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nortel
13-16

3
R1-00-0549
25.213
035
-
DPDCH/DPCCH gain factors
F
RP-000267
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
12-40

5. TS 25.214

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0499
25.214
084
-
Addition of CSICH power parameter
B
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
12-17

2
R1-00-0500
25.214
085
-
Correction to power control in compressed mode recovery period
F
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
12-18

3
R1-00-0566
25.214
086
1
Revisions to power control for CPCH
F
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
12-50

4
R1-00-0502
25.214
087
-
Corrections to uplink DCH power control sections
F
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
12-20

5
R1-00-0726
25.214
090
3
Level of specification of downlink power control
C
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson,Nokia
13-57

6
R1-00-0564
25.214
091
1
Clarification of TX diversity power setting
F
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
12-58

7
R1-00-0563
25.214
092
-
PICH undefined bits
C
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
12-56

8
R1-00-0761
25.214
095
1
DPDCH/DPCCH gain factors
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
13-88

9
R1-00-0787
25.214
096
3
Correction to RACH subchannel definition
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia,Lucent
13-99

10
R1-00-0588
25.214
097
1
The power setting of the CCC field of DL DPCCH for CPCH
F
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
LGIC
12-70

11
R1-00-0799
25.214
098
4
Procedure for end of transmission indicator in CPCH
B
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Samsung,Philips
13-108

12
R1-00-0607
25.214
099
-
Downlink inner-loop power control in compressed mode
C
RP-000268
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Alcatel
12-73

13
R1-00-0617
25.214
100
-
Definition of vector transmission weight entity
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-19

14
R1-00-0783
25.214
101
1
Number of slots  for DPCCH power control preamble
C
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Motorola,Philips
13-98

15
R1-00-0658
25.214
102
-
Clarification of UTRAN Tx diversity reponse timing description in 25.214
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
13-23

16
R1-00-0742
25.214
103
2
Corrections to transmit diversity section
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
NEC
13-58

17
R1-00-0762
25.214
104
1
Corrections to uplink power control in compressed mode
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Philips
13-73

18
R1-00-0699
25.214
105
-
Clarification of downlink power control mode
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
13-60

19
R1-00-0700
25.214
106
-
Clarification of radio link set
F
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
13-20

20
R1-00-0725
25.214
107
1
Clarification of radio link synchronisation procedure
C
RP-000268
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
13-56

21
R1-00-0718
25.214
108
-
Correctly quantized gainfactors for uplink compressed mode
F
RP-000269
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-74
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Rev
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1
R1-00-0577
25.215
049
1
Propagation delay for PCPCH
B
RP-000270
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
12-59

2
R1-00-0548
25.215
050
1
Maximum number of simultaneous compressed mode pattern sequences
C
RP-000270
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
12-27

3
R1-00-0568
25.215
051
1
Clarification of Physical channel BER
F
RP-000270
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3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
12-61

4
R1-00-0526
25.215
052
-
Clarification of transmitted code power
F
RP-000270
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3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
12-24

5
R1-00-0527
25.215
053
-
Editorial correction in TS 25.215
F
RP-000270
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
12-25

6
R1-00-0581
25.215
055
-
Proposed CR for Measurements of RACH in FDD
B
RP-000270
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Samsung
12-63

7
R1-00-0582
25.215
056
-
Proposed CR for Measurements of CPCH in FDD
B
RP-000270
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Samsung
12-62

8
R1-00-0585
25.215
057
-
Transfer of information from TS 25.212 table 9 to TS 25.215
F
RP-000270
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
12-68

9
R1-00-0599
25.215
058
-
Correction to CM parameter list
F
RP-000270
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
12-66

10
R1-00-0703
25.215
062
-
Clarification of radio link 

 measurements in compressed mode
F
RP-000270
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
13-25

11
R1-00-0704
25.215
063
-
Clarification of the Transmitted code power measurement in Tx diversity
F
RP-000270
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
13-26

12
R1-00-0767
25.215
064
1
Removal of Range/mapping
F
RP-000270
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Panasonic
13-83

13
R1-00-0797
25.215
066
-
Removal of transport channel BLER
F
RP-000270
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Ericsson
13-106

7. TS 25.221
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R1 T-doc
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CR
Rev
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RAN #8
R1
Current
New
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1
R1-00-0629
25.221
018
1
Removal of the reference to ODMA
D
RP-000271
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
13-28

2
R1-00-0463
25.221
019
-
Editorial changes in transport channels section
D
RP-000271
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
12-31

3
R1-00-0583
25.221
020
1
TPC transmission for TDD
F
RP-000271
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
12-64

4
R1-00-0628
25.221
021
-
Editorial modification of 25.221
D
RP-000271
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
13-27

5
R1-00-0651
25.221
023
-
Clarifications on TxDiversity for UTRA TDD
D
RP-000271
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-29

6
R1-00-0654
25.221
024
-
Clarifications on PCH and PICH in UTRA TDD
F
RP-000271
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-30

8. TS 25.222

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0464
25.222
030
-
Parity bit attachment to 0 size transport block
B
RP-000272
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
12-32

2
R1-00-0465
25.222
031
-
Correction of the mapping formula
F
RP-000272
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
12-33

3
R1-00-0513
25.222
034
-
Alignment of Multiplexing for TDD
F
RP-000272
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
12-34

4
R1-00-0716
25.222
036
2
Bit separation of  the Turbo encoded data
D
RP-000272
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital,Mitsubi
13-52

5
R1-00-0751
25.222
038
2
Revision of code block segmentation description
D
RP-000272
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-71

6
R1-00-0743
25.222
039
-
Editorial corrections in channel coding section
F
RP-000272
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
NTTDoCoMo
13-54

9. TS 25.223

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0512
25.223
008
-
Editorial Modifications for 25.223
D
RP-000273
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
12-35

2
R1-00-0630
25.223
009
-
Editorial modification of 25.223
D
RP-000273
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
13-31

3
R1-00-0631
25.223
010
-
Editorial modification of 25.223
D
RP-000273
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
13-32

4
R1-00-0717
25.223
011
2
Editorial modification of 25.223
D
RP-000273
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
13-63

5
R1-00-0779
25.223
012
2
Modified code sets on SCH for cell search in UTRA TDD
F
RP-000273
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens,Mitsubish
13-100

6
R1-00-0748
25.223
013
1
Editorial update of TS25.223
D
RP-000273
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-77

10. TS 25.224

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0466
25.224
016
-
Editorial correction for the power control section in 25.224
D
RP-000274
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
12-37

2
R1-00-0511
25.224
017
-
Power control for TDD during DTX
F
RP-000274
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-66

3
R1-00-0584
25.224
018
1
Power Control for PDSCH
F
RP-000274
#12
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
12-65

4
R1-00-0729
25.224
020
1
Editorial modification of 25.224
D
RP-000274
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
InterDigital
13-65

5
R1-00-0652
25.224
021
-
Clarifications on TxDiversity for UTRA TDD
D
RP-000274
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-36

6
R1-00-0728
25.224
022
1
Introduction of the TDD DSCH detection procedure in TS 25.224
F
RP-000274
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Nokia
13-64

7
R1-00-0777
25.224
023
-
Downlink power control on timeslot basis
C
RP-000274
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-101

11. TS 25.225

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0653
25.225
009
-
Clarifications on TxDiversity for UTRA TDD
F
RP-000275
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-37

2
R1-00-0724
25.225
010
-
Removal of Range/mapping
F
RP-000275
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Panasonic
13-76

3
R1-00-0801
25.225
011
-
Removal of transport channel BLER
F
RP-000275
#13
3.2.0
3.3.0
Siemens
13-107

12. TR 25.944

No.
R1 T-doc
Spec
CR
Rev
Subject
Cat
RAN #8
R1
Current
New
Source
Ref.

1
R1-00-0784
25.944
001
2
Corrections to align with "Typical radio parameter sets" from ISG
F
RP-000276
#13
3.0.0
3.1.0
NTTDoCoMo
13-102
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Panasonic
Hidetoshi.Suzuki@yrp.mci.mei.co.jp
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Tatesh
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statesh@lucent.com
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KENWOOD CORPORATION
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Howard
Motorola
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Takashi.Toda@yrp.mci.mei.co.jp
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Seiko Epson Co.
Tomita.Minoru@exc.epson.co.jp
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andreas.wilde@nrj.ericsson.se

Willenegger
Serge
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Sharp Corporation
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Yu
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kzickermann@gbtwireless.com
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Oki Techno Centre (Singapore) Pte. Ltd.
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