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1. Opening of the meeting
















 (09:02 - 09:06)

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


On behalf of the hosting company (Samsung), Mr. Hyeon Woo Lee welcomed the delegates to the meeting.

2. Approval of agenda


















 (09:06 - 09:15)


R1-01-1060
Agenda for TSG RAN WG1 meeting No.22

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


Agenda was approved with no comments.

3.
Identification of the incoming liaison statements and actions in the answering

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

	1
	 Response to LS (R1-010765) on Improved  

 OLPC for FACH
	RAN WG2
	TO
	R1-01-1000 (R2-012198)
	GBT
	 Postponed to R1#23 

(*1)
Day  1  09:17-09:17

	2
	 LS on SFN-SFN  and Tutran-gps drift rate 

 granularity and range
	RAN WG3
	CC
	R1-01-1001 (R3-012692)
	Ericsson
	 Noted   (*2)

Day 1  09:18-09:21

	3
	 LS on RL Timing Adjustment mechanisms
	RAN WG3
	TO
	R1-01-1002 (R3-012693)
	Ericsson
	(Agenda 9.4 (*3)
Day 1  09:21-09:28

	4
	 Answer related to 'UE positioning 

 enhancements for 1.28 Mcps TDD'
	RAN WG3
	CC
	R1-01-1003 (R3-012724)
	Siemens
	 Noted   (*4)

Day 1  09:29-09:32

	5
	 Liaison Statement on Definition of GPS 

 Measurement
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-01-1004 (R4-011314)
	Qualcomm
	( CRs  (*5)

Day 1  09:32-09:37

	6
	 Liaison Statement on the definitions of  

 CPICH Ec/No and UTRA carrier RSSI
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-01-1005 (R4-011334)
	Nokia
	( CRs  (*6)

Day 1  09:37-09:48

	7
	 LS (R3-012724) on “Answer related to ‘UE  

 positioning enhancements for 1.28 Mcps TDD’”

 from RAN WG3
	RAN WG2
	CC
	R1-01-1039 (R2-012395)
	Siemens
	 Noted   (*7)

Day 1  09:48-09:49

	8
	 LS on S-Field length
	RAN WG3
	TO
	R1-01-1107 (R3-013055)
	Alcatel
	 Answer to be sent(*8)

Day 1  09:49-09:55

	9
	 LS on alignment of Node B synchronisation

 procedures between low and high chip rate TDD
	RAN WG3
	TO
	R1-01-1108 (R3-013058)
	InterDigital
	( Agenda 9.3 (*9)
Day 1  09:55-09:59

	10
	 Liaison on Power Control Algorithm
	RAN WG3
	TO
	R1-01-1109 (R3-013068)
	Lucent
	Answer to be sent(*10)

Day 1  10:00-10:22

	11
	 Liaison Statement on Performance of  

 Dedicated Pilot Demodulation
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-01-1282 (R4-011615)
	Ericsson
	 Noted   (*11)

Day 3  09:12-09:23

	12
	 Liaison Statement on SSDT performance 

 specification
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-01-1281

 (R4-011607)
	Nortel
	 Noted   (*12)

Day 3  09:23-09:34

	13
	 LS on compressed mode methods
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-01-1283 (R4-011630)
	Nortel
	 Noted   (*13)

Day 3  09:35-09:45

	14
	 Liaison Statement on "UTRAN SFN-SFN 

 observed time difference measurement "
	RAN WG4
	TO
	R1-01-1284 (R4-011663)
	Nokia
	 Noted   (*14)

Day 3  09:46-09:56

	15
	 LS on AOA requirements for UE Positioning 

 Enhancements for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	RAN WG4
	CC
	R1-01-1312 (R4-011614)
	Siemens
	 Noted   (*15)

Day 5   09:18-09:21



(*1) This is the answer LS from RAN WG2 to R1-01-0765 which RAN WG1 had sent out from Rel-5 Ad Hoc in



 Espoo.
In the current LS, RAN WG2 provided us with answers for those questions we asked them with respect



 to Improved OLPC for FACH.  In addition RAN WG2 was asking us to complete the discussion in RAN WG1



 on this topic and to provide responses to the questions raised in R2-010749 which we had reviewed in



 RAN WG1 #19 meeting in Las Vegas (R1-01-0322).



 Since there was no delegate from GBT, chairman suggested to postpone the reviewal of this LS to Day3 in the



 relevant agenda item 10.2. This LS was revisited on Day3 but still there was no delegate from GBT and therefore



 chairman proposed to postpone the discussion to the next RAN WG1 meeting. Chairman stated that he would



 report to the RAN that we have had no activity on this topic since RAN #13.  (Day3, 12:26) 


(*2) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS.



 In this LS, RAN WG3 was asking questions to RAN WG4 and RAN WG2 on an information element of 



 'SFN-SFN drift rate' which RAN WG3 had introduced within the scope of the Rel-4 Iub/Iur aspects of UE



 Positioning support. This LS was sent to RAN WG1 as CC. Since there was no action expected to



 RAN WG1, chairman concluded this LS as noted.


(*3) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS.



 In this LS, RAN WG3 was asking us to investigate the issue of RL Timing Adjustment mechanisms (Rel-5 WI) and



 listed 3 questions for which they were requesting our answers. This LS had been sent out before our cancelled NY



 meeting and RAN WG3 was waiting for our answer for long time. Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) had already



 prepared the draft answer on the e-mail reflector prior to the meeting. (Monday 12/11/2001, 14:12) As that



 draft answer did not have RAN WG1 number, R1-01-1237 was newly allocated for it. Chairman suggested we



 discuss this issue including the answer for this LS on the relevant agenda item 9.4. (It seems no explicit



 discussion was held…)



 The LS R1-01-1237 was reviewed on Day3 and approved in R1-01-1306. (See No. 217)


(*4) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this LS.



 This was the answer liaison statement from RAN WG3 to RAN WG2 on UE positioning enhancements for 1.28


 Mcps TDD  (R2-011762). This was sent to RAN WG1 as CC just for information. No comments were raised.



 Chairman concluded this as noted.


(*5) Mr. Josef J. Blanz (Qualcomm) presented this LS.



 Currently, the GPS code phase measurement is described in the Assisted GPS (A-GPS) positioning procedure



 specified in the R99 Stage-2 Functional Specification of UE Positioning in UTRAN (TS 25.305).  In addition,



 the information element employed to report this UE measurement to the Serving RNC (SRNC) is specified in



 the R99 RRC Protocol Specification (TS 25.331).  This measurement is required to support A-GPS position



 calculations that are performed in the SRNC. However, the definition of this code phase measurement is



 missing from RAN WG1 specifications. In this LS RAN WG4 was asking RAN WG1 to consider the



 incorporation of the relevant measurement definition into the appropriate RAN WG1 specifications.



 RAN WG4 attached the recommended
 definition in this LS.



 Mr. Josef J. Blanz said that both Qualcomm and Simenes had already prepared the relevant CRs for 25.215



 and 25.225 respectively. (Qualcomm prepared Rel-4 CR whereas Siemens prepared  both R99 and Rel-4 CRs.)



 Chairman questioned to Mr. Josef J. Blanz about the release issue. Should we introduce this only for Rel-4 or



 R99 as
well ? Mr. Josef J. Blanz answered that there had not been any discussion on release issue in



 RAN WG4 and it would be up to RAN WG1 decision.



 Chairman proposed to discuss this issue in the agenda item of CR approval. (See No. 68, 69)



 The answer LS for this current LS was drafted by Qualcomm in R1-01-1307. It was reviewed on Day5 and



 approved in R1-01-1345.  (See No.224)


(*6) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this LS.


 In RAN WG4 it was discussed that RAN WG1 needs to redefine the CPICH Ec/No and UTRA Carrier RSSI



 measurements to include thermal noise and noise generated in the receiver. This is because it was felt that from



 system point of view it is more useful for UTRAN that UE reports the measurement outputs as seen by the UE, 



 and not something which is not related to the real UE performance when UE is operating close to noise floor. 



 RAN WG4 attached the recommended definition of CPICH Ec/No and UTRA Carrier RSSI measurements to



 this LS.



 Mr. Alexander Lax (3G.com) questioned whether the reference point (antenna connector) is appropriate to



 measure the UE internal thermal noise. Mr. Josef J. Blanz (Qualcomm) answered that RAN WG4 wanted to



 estimate how much noise UE generate in order to cancel it out. He continued that for this purpose, the reference



 point is not necessarily in the UE because whatever UE measures is including the noise that UE generates and it



 can be calibrated by passing the most high level signal to the antenna connector and having report from UE



 coming out of receiver front .



 Actual CRs for this requirement were made in R1-01-1238 (FDD) and R1-01-1080 (TDD). These were reviewed



 and approved on Day3. (See No. 88, 89, 90, 91)


(*7) This LS was the answer liaison statement from RAN WG2 to R3-012724. This was sent to RAN WG1 just for



 information. Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) informed that in this LS RAN WG2 was just clarifying that only



 1.28 Mcps TDD is within the scope of the work item and therefore FDD and 3.84 Mcps TDD are not



 considered for the AOA measurement.



 By having this explanation from Mr. Andreas Höynck, chairman concluded this LS as noted.


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



 There are different interpretations in RAN WG3 on the need to signal over NBAP the case where S-Field value is



 zero. One particular situation described in TS 25.211 §5.2.1 is the one where NFBI is 2bits, S field is 0 bit and D


 field is 1bit. Some companies believe that this situation happens only in error cases, and so there should be no



 need for NBAP to signal S-Field value = 0, whereas other companies believe that it is a normal case and needs to



 signal it. In this LS RAN WG3 was asking for the guidance from RAN WG1 on the need to signal S-Field value



 zero in certain cases because if there is a need, then changes are needed in the TS 25.433.



 There were 2 different comments from Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) and Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson).



 Chairman suggested offline discussion for drafting the answer. Eventually the answer for this LS was made in



 R1-01-1239 by Mr. Nicolas Billy and approved on Day 5. The answer was that S-field value = 0 shall not be 



 signalled over NBAP since deactivating the SSDT with the IE "SSDT Indication" will be sufficient to allow the



 UE to fill the left side of FBI field (corresponding to S-field) with the appropriate coding based on the



 specification defined in the TS 25.211.


(*9) Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) presented this LS.



 In this LS RAN WG3 was asking RAN WG1 followings.




- Verify and/or document that physical layer differences result in the need for different bursts to be used for




   Node B synchronisation, which therefore mandate different RNC algorithms for the different modes.




- Or attempt to align the bursts that can be used for Node B synchronization by for example, defining the




  PRACH timeslot burst for 1.28 Mcps TDD or by generalizing the sync channel measurement so that it can




  also be used as an option for 3.84 Mcps TDD.



 Chairman proposed to discuss this issue in the relevant agenda item 9.3.



 The answer LS was drafted in R1-01-1327. This was reviewed on Day5 and approved in R1-01-1349.



  (See No.228)

    (*10) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this LS.



 RAN WG3 discussed the issue of introducing parameter in the specification TS 25.433 to indicate, to the Node B,



 which of the two power control algorithm (PCA as defined in 25.214) the UE is using. But RAN WG3 could not



 determine whether having this information in the Node B is beneficial or not. In this LS RAN WG3 was asking



 for RAN WG1 guidance on this topic, on whether this capability is beneficial or not and if that is the case then in



 which Release this should be introduced.



 Some discussion was made. The main view was that RAN WG1 consider this as further performance optimisation



 and not assume as an essential correction we need to make in R99. Regarding the Rel-5, although there could



 be performance advantage and hence be considered as a possible enhancement, we need to justify the incremental



 gain before we can say that we should have this in Rel-5.



 It was pointed out by Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) that the power control is the typical subject for RAN WG1



 and in that sense it was unfortunate that this issue had been discussed in RAN WG3.


 Chairman suggested we should send the answer according to this discussion. R1-01-1240 was allocated for the



 answer. R1-01-1240 was reviewed on Day3 but not approved. (See No.219) It was further revised into



 R1-01-1325 and approved in R1-01-1310 on Day5 (See No.226)

/** Day1 coffee break  10:23-11:02 **/

    (*11) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS.



 RAN WG4 wanted to know if RAN WG1 is going to make any changes to the options for number of dedicated



 pilot bits in the slot formats or not because it would affect RAN WG4 specification (TS 25.101) in terms of the



 performance requirements for demodulation of dedicated pilots within the Rel-5 Beamforming Work Item.



 Information is requested by the RAN WG4 meeting in January.



 A couple of comments were made. It was felt that RAN WG1 did not see any major needs to add anything



 specific in RAN WG1 specification regardless what is the argumentation. Chairman concluded that we would



 come back to this issue in January to finalize our opinion. He suggested that he would mention about this in



 his report to RAN.

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



 RAN WG4 had discovered an inconsistency between RAN WG1 specification and RAN WG3 specification



 regarding SSDT description. The text in TS 25.214 mentions a parameter "Qth", described as an uplink quality



 threshold which is defined by the network, however no further indication on the nature of this quality threshold



 was found in 3GPP specifications.



 RAN WG4 had studied the meaning of Qth and made some assumptions. In this LS RAN WG4 was asking to



 RAN WG1 to check the description of SSDT in the 25.214 specification and indicate which assumption is valid.



 NEC answered that they would prepare answer LS by Day5. R1-01-1293 was allocated for the draft answer.



 But eventually the LS was drafted in R1-01-1313 and reviewed on Day5. (See No. 227)

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



 In this LS RAN WG4 was asking us to provide information about the use of compressed mode methods (SF/2,



 Puncturing and Higher Layer Scheduling),  in particular for the case when different methods are used when



 several transmission gap patterns are simultaneously activated. They wanted to know whether there are any



 compatibilities existing between the different transmission time reduction methods.



 After some short discussion it was felt that we do not see any restrictions except those resulting from specific



 limitations of each transmission time reduction method.



 Chairman asked Nortel to draft an answer liaison in R1-01-1295. It was reviewed on Day5 and approved in



 R1-01-1351. (See No. 230)



 Chairman said that he would mention this in his report to RAN.  

    (*14) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this LS.


 RAN WG4 proposed to change the UTRAN SFN-SFN observed time difference measurement from slot



 boundary to frame boundary. They were asking us to review the conditionally approved CR R4-011409 and



 inform the decision to RAN WG4, RAN WG2 and RAN WG3. They were also asking us to change the



 TS 25.215 accordingly if the change proposed by RAN WG4 is approved by RAN WG1.



 There was no objection raised against RAN WG4 proposal. Since Nokia had prepared CR to TS 25.215 already



 in R1-01-1228, chairman suggested to review it in succession. R1-01-1228 was slightly modified into



 R1-01-1294 and approved on Day5. (See No. 81, 113)

    (*15) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this LS.



 This was a kind of response to R1-01-0987 which had been sent out from RAN WG1 #21 in Turin in which



 RAN WG1 had asked RAN WG4 to consider the definition of confidence levels (to indicated the estimated



 measurement uncertainty) and accuracy of AOA measurement. RAN WG4 was informing us that they were



 asking RAN WG2 to include relevant requirements in TR 25.859. (RAN WG2 TR)



 No comments raised. Chairman concluded this as noted.

4.  Change Requests for WG1 Release –99 & Release-4 specifications

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

	16
	
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1031
	 Removal of slow power control
	-
	Lucent
	Noted
	 (*1)

Day 1  11:24

	17
	99
	XXX
	-
	25.201
	R1-01-1032
	 Removal of slow power control  

 from TS 25.201
	F
	Lucent
	Agreed in principle
	(*2)

Day 1  11:33

	18
	99
	XXX
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1033
	 Removal of slow power control 

 from TS 25.211
	F
	Lucent
	To be revised
	(*3)

Day 1  11:46

	19
	99
	XXX
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1034
	 Removal of slow power control 

 from TS 25.214
	F
	Lucent
	Rejected
	(*4)

Day 1  11:54

	20
	99
	115
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-0840
	 Clarification of the pilot bits on UL  

 DPCCH, CPCH message part and S-
 CCPCH
	F
	Panasonic
	Offline discussion
	(*5)

Day 1  11:58

	21
	4
	116
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-0840
	 Clarification of the pilot bits on UL 
 DPCCH, CPCH message part and S- 

 CCPCH
	A
	Panasonic
	Offline discussion
	

	22
	99
	122
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1114
	 Addition of pilot bit patterns table of 

 downlink DPCCH for antenna 2 using 

 closed loop mode 1
	F
	Nokia
	Approved
	(*6)

Day 1  12:06

	23
	4
	123
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1114
	 Addition of pilot bit patterns table of 

 downlink DPCCH for antenna 2 using 

 closed loop mode 1
	A
	Nokia
	Approved
	

	24
	99
	126
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1162
	 Clarification of Tx diversity with PDSCH, 

 AP-AICH, CD/CA-ICH and DL-DPCCH 

 associated to CPCH
	F
	Nortel
	To be revised
	(*7)

Day 1  12:26

	25
	4
	127
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1162
	 Clarification of Tx diversity with PDSCH, 

 AP-AICH, CD/CA-ICH and DL-DPCCH 

 associated to CPCH
	A
	Nortel
	To be revised
	

	26
	99
	128
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1163
	 Interaction between DSCH scheduling

 and phase reference modification
	F
	Nortel
	To be revised
	(*8)

Day 1  12:32

	27
	4
	129
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1163
	 Interaction between DSCH scheduling

 and phase reference modification
	A
	Nortel
	To be revised
	

	28
	99
	124
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1161
	 Slot format for the CPCH
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	No  (*9)
Comments

Day 1  13:37

	29
	4
	125
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1161
	 Slot format for the CPCH
	A
	Nortel
	Approved
	

	30
	99
	130
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1164
	 Support of multiple CCTrChs of  

 dedicated type
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	No  (*10)
Comments

Day 1  13:39

	31
	4
	131
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1164
	 Support of multiple CCTrChs of 

 dedicated type
	A
	Nortel
	Approved
	

	32
	99
	121
	-
	25.212
	R1-01-1165
	 Support of multiple CCTrChs of  

 dedicated type
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	No  (*11)
Comments

Day 1  13:40

	33
	4
	122
	-
	25.212
	R1-01-1165
	 Support of multiple CCTrChs of 

 dedicated type
	A
	Nortel
	Approved
	

	34
	99
	117
	-
	25.212
	R1-01-1121
	 Clarification of compressed mode
	F
	Ericsson Qualcomm
	Approved
	No  (*12)
Comments

Day 1  13:44

	35
	4
	118
	-
	25.212
	R1-01-1121
	 Clarification of compressed

 mode
	A
	Ericsson Qualcomm
	Approved
	

	36
	99
	046
	-
	25.213
	R1-01-1207
	 Correction of section number 
 reference
	F
	Panasonic
	Approved
	No  (*13)
Comments

Day 1  13:45

	37
	4
	047
	-
	25.213
	R1-01-1207
	 Correction of section number 
 reference
	A
	Panasonic
	Approved
	

	38
	99
	208
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-0993
	 Clarification of closed loop mode 1 and 2 

 Tx diversity operation during compressed 

 mode
	F
	Motorola Siemens
	Approved
	(*14)

Day 1  13:54

	39
	4
	209
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-0993
	 Clarification of closed loop mode 1 and 2  

 Tx diversity operation during compressed 

 mode
	A
	Motorola Siemens
	Approved
	

	40
	99
	210
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1122
	 Downlink phase reference 

 reconfiguration
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*15)

Day 1  14:19

	41
	4
	211
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1122
	 Downlink phase reference 

 reconfiguration
	A
	Ericsson
	Approved
	

	42
	99
	206
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1125
	 Power control in compressed 

 mode when DPC_MODE=1
	F
	Nortel Ericsson
	Offline

discussion
	(*16)

Day 1 14:26

	43
	4
	207
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1125
	 Power control in compressed 

 mode when DPC_MODE=1
	A
	Nortel Ericsson
	Offline

discussion
	

	44
	99
	215
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1154
	 Uplink TPC command 

 processing in SHO with SSDT
	F
	Nokia
	To be revised
	(*17)

Day1  14:58

	45
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1229
	 Handling of downlink TPC  

 commands at UE in SSDT
	-
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	

	46
	99
	220
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1206
	 Clarification of TPC combining 
 in UE
	F
	Panasonic
	Rejected
	

	47
	4
	221
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1206
	 Clarification of TPC combining 
 in UE
	A
	Panasonic
	Rejected
	

	48
	99
	XXX
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1035
	 Initial power setting of PDSCH
	F
	Lucent
	Rejected
	(*18)

Day1  15:03

	49
	99
	218
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1166
	 Downlink power control for  

 channels supporting CPCH
	F
	Nortel
	To be revised
	(*19)

Day 1  15:14

	50
	4
	219
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1166
	 Downlink power control for  

 channels supporting CPCH
	A
	Nortel
	To be revised
	

	51
	99
	XXX
	-
	25.306
	R1-01-1142
	 Clarification on UL parameter "Maximum 

 number of DPDCH bits per 10 ms"
	F
	Qualcomm
	Approved
	(*20)

Day1  15:53

	52
	99
	097
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1124
	 Clarification of internal 

 measurements
	A
	Ericsson

Panasonic
	Approved
	No  (*21)
Comments

Day 1  15:58

	53
	4
	098
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1124
	 Clarification of internal 

 measurements
	F
	Ericsson

Panasonic
	Approved
	

	54
	99
	100
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1167
	 Correction to the definitions of UE and 

 UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for

 UE positioning
	F
	Nortel
	Postponed

(revised
	(*22)

Day 1  16:10

	55
	4
	101
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1167
	 Correction to the definitions of UE and 

 UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for

 UE positioning
	A
	Nortel
	Postponed

(revised
	

	56
	99
	102
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1169
	 Clarification of P-CCPCH RSCP  

 in 25.215
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	No  (*23)
Comments

Day 1  16:13

	57
	4
	103
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1169
	 Clarification of P-CCPCH RSCP 

 in 25.215
	A
	Siemens
	Approved
	

	58
	99
	066
	-
	25.221
	R1-01-1110
	 Clarification of midamble 

 transmit power in TS25.221
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	No  (*24)
Comments

Day 1  16:17

	59
	4
	067
	-
	25.221
	R1-01-1110
	 Clarification of midamble 

 transmit power in TS25.221
	A
	Siemens
	Approved
	

	60
	99
	069
	1
	25.224
	R1-01-1157
	 Correction to Random access 

 procedure (Primitive from MAC)
	F
	InterDigital
	Approved
	No  (*25)
Comments

Day 1  16:20

	61
	4
	070
	1
	25.224
	R1-01-1157
	 Correction to Random access 

 procedure (Primitive from MAC)
	A
	InterDigital
	Approved
	

	62
	99
	065
	-
	25.224
	R1-01-1006
	 Removal of the remark on power 

 control
	F
	InterDigital
	Approved
	No  (*25)
Comments

Day1  16:26

	63
	4
	066
	-
	25.224
	R1-01-1006
	 Removal of the remark on power 

 control
	A
	InterDigital
	Approved
	

	64
	4
	076
	-
	25.224
	R1-01-1158
	 Removal of the remark on power 

 control
	F
	InterDigital
	Approved
	

	65
	4
	116
	-
	25.212
	R1-01-1120
	 Downlink rate matching  

 restriction
	F
	Ericsson
	Postponed

( LS to R2
	(*27)

Day1  17:13

	66
	4
	212
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1123
	 E-PDSCH power control with

 CL TX diversity
	F
	Ericsson
	Rejected
	(*28)

Day1  17:31

	67
	4
	217
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1155
	 DSCH power control clarification
	F
	Nokia
	To be revised
	(*29)

Day1  17:40

	68
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1133
	 UE GPS Code Phase 

 Measurement
	-
	Qualcomm
	Noted
	No  (*30)
Comments

Day1  16:26

	69
	4
	099
	1
	25.215
	R1-01-1222
	 UE GPS Code Phase  

 Measurement
	F
	Qualcomm
	To be revised
	(*31)

Day1  17:53

	70
	99
	037
	-
	25.225
	R1-01-1079
	 Introduction of new “UE GPS  

 code phase” measurement
	F
	Siemens
	not approved
	(*32)

Day1  17:57

	71
	4
	038
	-
	25.225
	R1-01-1079
	 Introduction of new “UE GPS 

 code phase” measurement
	F
	Siemens
	To be revised
	(*32)

Day1  17:57

	72
	4
	069
	-
	25.221
	R1-01-1148
	 Corrections of reference numbers 
 in TS 25.221
	F
	Samsung
	Approved
	No  (*33)
Comments

Day1  17:58

	73
	4
	059
	-
	25.221
	R1-01-0807
	 Bit Scrambling for 1.28 Mcps 

 TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	No  (*34)
Comments

Day1  18:02

	74
	4
	059
	-
	25.222
	R1-01-0807
	 Bit Scrambling for TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	No  (*34)
Comments

Day1  18:02

	75
	4
	061
	-
	25.222
	R1-01-1149
	 Corrections in clause 4.1 and 4.2  

 of TS 25.222
	F
	Samsung
	Approved
	No  (*35)
Comments

Day1  18:04

	76
	4
	023
	-
	25.223
	R1-01-1150
	 A correction of Figure 7 in 

 subclause 7.7.2 of TS 25.223
	F
	Samsung
	Approved
	No  (*36)
Comments

Day1  18:05

	77
	4
	073
	-
	25.224
	R1-01-0998
	 Random access procedure for  

 1.28Mcps TDD
	F
	CATT/

CWTS
	To be revised
	(*37)

Day1  18:19

	78
	4
	077
	-
	25.224
	R1-01-1168
	 Corrections to  DL-PC sections 

 for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*38)

Day1  18:22

	79
	4
	075
	-
	25.224
	R1-01-1119
	 Correction of Annex A.3 in 

 25.224
	F
	Samsung
	Approved
	No  (*39)
Comments

Day1  18:24

	80
	4
	042
	-
	25.225
	R1-01-1151
	 Corrections in annex A.2 in TS 
 25.225
	F
	Samsung
	Approved
	No  (*39)
Comments

Day1  18:25

	81
	4
	106
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1228 
	 UTRAN SFN-SFN observed

 time difference measurement
	F
	Nokia
	To be revised
	(*40)

Day3  09:54

	82
	99
	215
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1250
	 Uplink TPC Command 

 Processing in SHO with SSDT
	F
	Nokia
	Agreed in principle
	(*41)

Day 3  13:43

	83
	4
	216
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1250
	 Uplink TPC Command 

 Processing in SHO with SSDT
	A
	Nokia
	Agreed in principle
	

	84
	99
	218
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1251
	 Downlink power control for 

 channels supporting CPCH
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	No  (*42)
Comments

Day 3  13:30

	85
	4
	219
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1251
	 Downlink power control for 

 channels supporting CPCH
	A
	Nortel
	Approved
	

	86
	4
	217
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1257
	 DSCH power control clarification
	F
	Nokia
	To be revised
	(*43)

Day3  13:58

	87
	4
	073
	1
	25.224
	R1-01-1260
	 Random access procedure for 

 1.28Mcps TDD
	F
	CATT/

CWTS
	Approved
	(*44)

Day3  14:02

	88
	99
	104
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1238
	 Revised definitions of CPICH 

 Ec/No and UTRA carrier RSSI
	F
	Nokia
	Approved
	No  (*45)
Comments

Day 3  14:06

	89
	4
	105
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1238
	 Revised definitions of CPICH 

 Ec/No and UTRA carrier RSSI
	A
	Nokia
	Approved
	

	90
	99
	039
	-
	25.225
	R1-01-1080
	 Correction of measurement definition for 

 UTRA Carrier RSSI and CPICH_Ec/No
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	No  (*46)
Comments

Day 3  14:08

	91
	4
	040
	-
	25.225
	R1-01-1080
	 Correction of measurement definition for 

 UTRA Carrier RSSI and CPICH_Ec/No
	A
	Siemens
	Approved
	

	92
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1007
	 Correction of TxDiversity on Common 

 Channels in 3.84 Mcps and 1.28 Mcps 

 TDD
	-
	InterDigital Siemens
	Reviewed
	(*47)

Day3  14:20

Day3  15:58

	93
	99
	064
	-
	25.221
	R1-01-1007
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH  

 and PICH
	F
	InterDigital Siemens
	Postponed
	

	94
	4
	065
	-
	25.221
	R1-01-1007
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH 

 and PICH
	A
	InterDigital Siemens
	Postponed
	

	95
	99
	007
	-
	25.201
	R1-01-1241
	 Removal of Slow Power Control 

 and ODMA from TS 25.201
	F
	Lucent
	Approved
	No  (*48)
Comments

Day 3  16:22

	96
	4
	008
	-
	25.201
	R1-01-1241
	 Removal of Slow Power Control 

 and ODMA from TS 25.201
	A
	Lucent
	Approved
	

	97
	99
	115
	1
	25.211
	R1-01-0925
	 Clarification of the pilot bits on 
 CPCH message part and S-CCPCH
	F
	Panasonic
	Approved
	No  (*49)
Comments

Day 3  16:27

	98
	4
	116
	1
	25.211
	R1-01-0925
	 Clarification of the pilot bits on 
 CPCH message part and S-CCPCH
	A
	Panasonic
	Approved
	

	99
	99
	126
	1
	25.211
	R1-01-1247
	 Clarification of Tx diversity with PDSCH, 

 AP-AICH, CD/CA-ICH and DL-DPCCH 

 associated to CPCH
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	No  (*50)
Comments

Day 3  16:29

	100
	4
	127
	1
	25.211
	R1-01-1247
	 Clarification of Tx diversity with PDSCH, 

 AP-AICH, CD/CA-ICH and DL-DPCCH  

 associated to CPCH
	A
	Nortel
	Approved
	

	101
	99
	128
	1
	25.211
	R1-01-1248
	 Interaction between DSCH scheduling

 and phase reference modification
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	No  (*51)
Comments

Day 3  16:30

	102
	4
	129
	1
	25.211
	R1-01-1248
	 Interaction between DSCH scheduling

 and phase reference modification
	A
	Nortel
	Approved
	

	103
	99
	132
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1242
	 Removal of Slow Power Control 

 from TS 25.211
	F
	Lucent
	Approved
	No  (*52)
Comments

Day 3  16:32

	104
	4
	133
	-
	25.211
	R1-01-1242
	 Removal of Slow Power Control 

 from TS 25.211
	A
	Lucent
	Approved
	

	105
	99
	222
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1245
	 Removal of Slow Power Control 

 from TS 25.214
	F
	Lucent
	Approved
	No  (*53)
Comments

Day 3  16:36

	106
	4
	223
	-
	25.215
	R1-01-1245
	 Removal of Slow Power Control 

 from TS 25.214
	A
	Lucent
	Approved
	

	107
	99
	100
	1
	25.215
	R1-01-1291
	 Correction to the definitions of UE and  

 UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for

 UE positioning
	F
	Nortel
	Approved
	No  (*54)
Comments

Day 3  16:39

	108
	4
	101
	1
	25.215
	R1-01-1291
	 Correction to the definitions of UE and  

 UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for

 UE positioning
	A
	Nortel
	Approved
	

	109
	4
	099
	2
	25.215
	R1-01-1258
	 UE GPS Code Phase 

 Measurement
	F
	Qualcomm
	Approved
	(*55)

Day3  16:43

	110
	4
	038
	1
	25.225
	R1-01-1259
	 Introduction of new "UE GPS 

 code phase" measurement
	F
	Siemens
	Approved
	No  (*56)
Comments

Day3  16:44

	111
	4
	116
	1
	25.212
	R1-01-1255
	 Downlink rate matching 

 restriction
	F
	Ericsson
	Postponed
	(*57)

Day3  17:11

	112
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1256
	 SSDT
	-
	Ericsson Qualcomm
	Noted
	(*58)

Day3  17:57

	113
	4
	106
	1
	25.215
	R1-01-1294
	 UTRAN SFN-SFN observed

 time difference measurement
	F
	Nokia
	Approved
	No  (*59)
Comments

Day5  09:25

	114
	99
	064
	1
	25.221
	R1-01-1271
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH 

 and PICH
	F
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	115
	4
	065
	1
	25.221
	R1-01-1271
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH 

 and PICH
	A
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	116
	99
	067
	1
	25.224
	R1-01-1272
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH 

 and PICH
	F
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	117
	4
	068
	1
	25.224
	R1-01-1272
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH 

 and PICH
	A
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	118
	99
	035
	1
	25.225
	R1-01-1273
	 Removal of references to Block 

 STTD
	F
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	119
	4
	036
	1
	25.225
	R1-01-1273
	 Removal of references to Block 

 STTD
	A
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	120
	4
	068
	-
	25.221
	R1-01-1111
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH 

 and PICH
	F
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	121
	4
	074
	-
	25.224
	R1-01-1111
	 Transmit Diversity for P-CCPCH 

 and PICH
	F
	InterDigital Siemens
	Approved
	(*60)

Day5  13:56

	122
	4
	217
	2
	25.214
	R1-01-1304
	 DSCH power control clarification
	F
	Nokia
	Approved
	(*61)

Day5  14:06

	123
	99
	206
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1125
	 Power control in compressed 

 mode when DPC_MODE=1
	F
	Nortel Ericsson
	Approved
	(*62)

Day5  14:22

	124
	4
	207
	1
	25.214
	R1-01-1125
	 Power control in compressed 

 mode when DPC_MODE=1
	A
	Nortel Ericsson
	Approved
	(*63)

Day5  14:22

	125
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1129
	 Initial Power Setting of PDSCH
	-
	Lucent
	withdrawn
	(*64)

Day5  14:43

	126
	99
	224
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1314
	 Setting of Qth threshold 

 parameter in SSDT
	F
	NEC Fujitsu
	Postponed
	(*65)

Day5  15:03

	127
	4
	225
	-
	25.214
	R1-01-1314
	 Setting of Qth threshold 

 parameter in SSDT
	A
	NEC Fujitsu
	Postponed
	(*65)

Day5  15:03

	128
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1315
	 Discussion on the contribution from  

 Ericsson and QUALCOMM regarding 
 SSDT
	-
	NEC

Fujitsu
	Noted
	(*66)

Day5  15:14

	129
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-01-1338
	 Convolutionally coded capability
	-
	Panasonic
	to be discussed
	(*67)

Day5  17:08



(*1) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this paper. This paper was the introduction of the following CRs.




- CR 25.201-xxx  (R1-01-1032)




- CR 25.211-xxx  (R1-01-1033)




- CR 25.214-xxx  (R1-01-1034)



 All these CRs were proposing the removal of 'slow power control' procedure for the FACH and PDSCH since it is



 not defined in the current TSG RAN specifications.


(*2) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this CR. CR number had not been put and corresponding Rel-4 CR had



 not been attached either. This CR proposed to remove the description of 'slow power control' from section 4.2.4.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that the slow power control is related to the variation of the power on



 frame-by-frame basis as decided by RNC and this is still a part of the frame protocol. It is part of the signalling



 over the Iub. There still exist the description in TS 25.302. She opposed to the removal of this from physical layer



 specifications.



 Chairman stated, sharing the view from Ms. Evelyne Le Strat, that this particular CR on TS 25.201 can still be



 considered reasonable because TS 25.201 refers what are the procedures described by the physical layer



 specifications. 



 There was no objection against the chairman's statement. As this CR was missing CR number and corresponding



 Rel-4 CR, it was concluded that we agreed this CR in principle. Following numbers were allocated for the



 revision with CR numbers.




R1-01-1241 CR 25.201-007(R99), CR 25.201-008 (Rel-4)



 Chairman asked the proponent to remove the description of 




3)
ODMA specific procedures such as probing for TDD mode.



 from the section 4.2.4 as well in the course of making the next version.



 R-01-1241 was reviewed and approved on Day3. (See No. 95, 96)


(*3) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this CR. This CR proposed to remove the FACH slow power control



 description from section 4.1.2.2. CR number had not been put and corresponding Rel-4 CR had not been



 attached either.  


 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that the section 4.1.2.2 is a copy from RAN WG2 specification and in



 the RAN WG2 specification it is very clear that the slow power control is allowed for the FACH and therefore



 we should keep the specification as it is.



 Mr. Said Tatesh (Lucent) commented that the problem is that there is no definition of 'slow power control' in our



 specifications although we understand it is power variation described somewhere in RAN WG3 specifications.



 After some discussion chairman concluded that we add the reference to RAN WG3 specification (TS 25.435)



 instead of deleting whole sentence, keeping the information that FACH can vary.



 The revision with correct CR numbers including corresponding Rel-4 CR was made in R1-01-1242. R1-01-1242



 was reviewed and approved on Day3. (See No. 103, 104)



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) raised a concern regarding this addition of reference saying that this would not 



 add any useful information whereas the motivation behind this would imply the creation of tons of CRs.  


 Chairman asked the floor whether people do have the problem with adding the reference. No explicit objection



 was raised. So the conclusion chairman made seemed to be agreed.


(*4) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this CR. This CR proposed to remove the PDSCH slow power control



 description from section 5.2.2. CR number had not been put and corresponding Rel-4 CR had not been



 attached either.  



 A small discussion was made on what we should do with this CR. Main opinion was to keep specification as it is.



 Mr. Said Tatesh (Lucent) commented that we need to clarify what people would understand the sentence of slow



 power control in case we keep the specification as it is.



 After some discussion, chairman concluded this CR as rejected. But at the same time Chairman suggested the



 revision of this CR by having offline discussion.



 R1-01-1245 CR 25.214-222 (R99), CR 25.214-223 (Rel-4) was allocated for this revision.



 This was reviewed and approved on Day3. (See No. 105, 106)  


(*5) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this pair of CRs. These had been already presented in the



 RAN WG1#21 meeting in Turin. At that time these CRs were concluded to be revised. Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki



 stated that he would like to have comments even in offline for this same CR because in RAN #13 in Beijing there



 was a discussion about inconsistency problem between specifications and this might affect the previous



 conclusion of this CR.



 Chairman suggested offline discussion as requested and invited people to give their comments to Mr. Hidetoshi 



 Suzuki. 



 Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone Group) commented that in RAN #13 it had been suggested not to use the



 wording of "in this release" but in the current CR, there still was "in this release" existing.



 On Day3, revision of CR was presented in R1-01-0925 and approved. (See No.97, 98) In the revision, the



 proposal of removing uplink BTFD (slot formats without TFCI) from R99 and Rel-4 was discarded. The wording



 of "in this release" was kept in the revision. 

(*6) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this pair of CRs.



 Pilot bit patterns table of downlink DPCCH for antenna 2 in section 5.3.2.1 is not quite valid for closed loop mode 



 1 as mentioned in section 5.3.2.2. It was proposed that closed loop mode 1 should have a pilot bit patterns table of



 its own.


 There was a comment on whether there would be backward compatibility problem or not. It was answered that



 there would not be any backward compatibility problem. The difference seemed to be only the Notes below the



 table.



 Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone Group) commented that isolated impact analysis should be put in the cover



 sheet. Chairman requested to the proponent to give the isolated impact analysis to the secretary. Secretary will



 implement that analysis to the CR cover sheet for the RAN submission.


(*7) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR proposed to clarify some inconsistencies with respect to sections on Tx-diversity.



 Regarding the mode changing to be prohibited during the PDSCH frame, the intention was to prevent changing



 the mode from open to close transmit diversity vice-versa and not closed loop mode 1 and mode 2 vice-versa.



 Discussion was made whether we should allow for UE (not Node B) to change the mode in the middle of the



 PDSCH frame. 



 After some discussion it was concluded that the mode should not be changed during the frame. In order to clarify



 this, some rewording was suggested. It was remarked that the wording should be a bit simpler and a bit more



 restrictive.
R1-01-1247 was allocated for the revision. Chairman invited interested people to join the drafting



 for this revision. R1-01-1247 was reviewed and approved on Day3. (See No. 99, 100)


(*8) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.



 The default phase reference is not specified for the PDSCH whereas it is for the DPCH. A change of phase 



 reference on the associated DPCH during the transmission of a PDSCH frame is not covered by the RAN WG1



 specifications. So it is not clear whether UEs will support it or whether it should not be removed from the



 allowed reconfiguration cases. This CR proposed to clarify these issues.



 There were following 3 comments made.




- The word "may" should be replaced by "shall" in the last sentence of the CR.




- The phrase "if applicable" (( this means "if there is an associated PDSCH") in the first modification needs




   to be more elaborated.  (e.g. "if configured" or "any associated PDSCH")




- The isolated impact needs to be more elaborated.



 The revision was suggested by the chairman to reflect above 3 comments. R1-01-1248 was allocated for the



 revision. It was reviewed and approved on Day3. (See No. 101, 102)

/*** Day1 Lunch break 12:34-13:35 ***/


(*9) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.

Approved with no comments.
    (*10) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.

Approved with no comments.

    (*11) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.

Approved with no comments.

    (*12) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this pair of CRs.
Approved with no comments.

    (*13) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this pair of CRs.
Approved with no comments.

    (*14) Siemens presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR proposed to clarify what antenna weights shall be applied by Node B when no feedback information is



 available during uplink compressed mode because the behaviour of Node B for closed loop transmit diversity



 operation is currently not defined when uplink only is in compressed mode. Closed loop mode 1 recovery



 procedure after UL/DL compressed mode was also clarified for Nlast = 13. 



 Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) questioned that there are following description for several places in the CR but what



 it would mean. Are not we going to specify it now or neither in the future ? for which release would it be ? 




XXX is not specified.



 It was answered they might be specified in the future releases if is acceptable but it is not acceptable to specify



 for R99 nor Rel-4 at the moment. 



 Mr. Man Hung Ng requested to state it clearly in the CR because with the current text, it might be felt strange to



 find something being stated "not specified" in the specification.



 Chairman answered that the current text is OK because it is not something that we forgot to specify but it is



 something we decided to leave it open. We would not commit here to specify in R99 or Rel-4 specifications that



 in coming releases we will treat them. We would not put anything in the specifications about coming releases.

    (*15) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this pair of CRs.


 Two cases of downlink phase reference reconfiguration that may require specified UE and UTRAN behaviour



 with respect to radio link synchronisation had been identified:




a) Reconfiguration of an existing radio link from using P-CPICH as downlink phase reference to using




   dedicated pilots




b) Reconfiguration of an existing radio link from using S-CPICH as downlink phase reference to using




   dedicated pilots



 This CR proposed to add following clarification to section 4.3.2.1




"For existing radio links, the reconfiguration of downlink phase reference from P-CPICH or S-CPICH to dedicated pilots



  is not supported."


 A bit long discussion took place.




- Is it something we should put in the physical layer specifications to forbid it or we should just recommend




  to higher layers not to do such a reconfiguration.  ( It would not be good to restrict UTRAN.




- What would it mean by "not supported" from the UTRAN point of view ? UE will report an error ? UTRAN




  can do it but cannot be sure what will happen in terms of synchronization ?





( UE would give an error message.




- The wording of "not supported" is maybe not the best wording. It could be "not defined" or "not specified".





( It is not preferable. It would cause much more serious problem.





( "not supported in this release" maybe the best wording but "in this release" would be rejected by RAN.




- How about "not supported by the UE"  ( No, because this involves UTRAN behaviour as well.



 As a conclusion, this pair of CRs were approved. Chairman will report this CR in his report to RAN #14 because



 other WGs need to be aware of this change. 

    (*16) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.



 This was the revision of R1-01-0846 which had been presented in RAN WG1#21 in Turin and rejected.



 R-01-0928 had been allocated for the revision but eventually revision was made in R1-01-1125.

 



 TPC command behaviour in the UE and UTRAN when DPC_MODE=1 and compressed mode is activated, is not


 clearly described.



 In this CR it was clarified that when compressed mode is activated and DPC_MODE=1, the UE shall generate the



 TPC commands exactly as in normal mode i.e; repeat the same command over 3 slots. Modification had been



 done in a way so that the UE behaviour is specified quite precisely however some flexibility is left for Node B



 behaviour. 



 Mr. Jean-Aicard Fabien (Motorola) suggested some rewording.



 Chairman proposed offline discussion between Nortel and Motorola.



 This pair of CRs were revisited on Day5 and approved. (See No. 123, 124)

    (*17) These papers were reviewed in succession.



 Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented R1-01-1154 (CR 25.214-215 (R99 only)).


 The current specification allows different interpretations for the TPC command processing in case of SSDT. This



 CR proposed to clarify this issue with expected UE behaviour for TPC command processing in the Annex B2.



 Mr. Michiharu Nakamura (Fujitsu) raised objection against this CR. He presented a commenting paper 



 (R1-01-1229). This paper concluded that while the CR from Nokia attempts to simplify the handling of downlink



 TPC, this proposal would unnecessarily degrade the performance of the uplink. This paper also contained the



 alternative text proposal for the case where some clarification is needed.



 A small discussion took place. After some discussion, following conclusion was reached.




- We need to describe expected UE behaviour. 





Nokia
: UE shall receive TPC commands from only the primary cell in SHO.





Fujitsu
: UE shall receive TPC commands from all the cells in the active set in SHO.






(Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) expressed objection against Nokia's proposal.)





(Chairman : It would not be so critical in which way it is defined from Nokia's point of view.)




-  Should we specify it in the normative part or informative part ?( Normative part together with UL TPC.



 Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented R1-01-1206 (CR 25.214-220 (R99), CR 25.214-221 (Rel-4)) in



 connection with the Fujitsu paper. It was explained that it is not mandatory for the UE to demodulate TPC


 commands of all radio links in the active set. This CR proposed to clarify this issue by adding the phrase



 "the radio link sets UE demodulates".


 It was felt that this "UE demodulates" is not clear enough and we do not need this modification.



 Eventually this pair of CRs from Panasonic were rejected with having a following note in the minutes.




RAN WG1 discussed the issue and understood that UE would not allocate fingers to all radio links,




however RAN WG1 did not feel it necessary to specify this explicitly in RAN WG1 specifications.



Conclusion :  CR 25.214-215 is to be revised to reflect the comments made.







- Change should be made in the normative part (in section 5.1.2.2.1)







- expected UE behaviour should be the same in SHO irrespectively whether SSDT is in use or not







   for the UL TPC command processing






   Rel-4 CR should be also produced. 






   R1-01-1250 CR 25.214-215r1(R99), CR 25.214-216 was allocated for the revision.



 R1-01-1250 was reviewed on Day3 and approved conditionally. (See No.82, 83)


    (*18) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this CR.



 This CR proposed to clarify the association of PDSCH power offset relative to the DPCH.



 Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) pointed out that there is already clear description on this in general statement in



 section 5.2 in TS 25.214 and from the physical layer point of view the general statement can be considered



 sufficient.



 There was no response from the proponent against this comment.



 Chairman concluded that we should leave the specification as it is.

    (*19) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.


 There was a comment on the following sentence in section 5.2.3.2 that some rewording needs to be considered.




"The UTRAN behaviour is left open to the manufacturer." 



 Chairman suggested rewording of "left open to the implementation."



 There were a couple of other editorial issues pointed out.



 R1-01-1251 was allocated for the revision. R1-01-1251 was reviewed on Day 3 and approved. (See No. 84, 85)

    (*20) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this CR for TS 25.306.



 This CR proposed to modify the definition of the UE capability parameter "Maximum number of DPDCH bits per


 10 ms(UL) " relative to compressed mode operation in order to avoid ambiguity. This CR was trying to ensure



 that the definition is consistent irrespective of the compressed mode method. (This CR was relating to



 CR 25.212-117, CR 25.212-118 (R1-01-1121), which had been approved earlier. (See No.34, 35))



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) raised concern that this would imply the significant decrease in the use of the



 compressed mode by SF reduction.



 Chairman suggested offline discussion between Nortel and Qualcomm over the coffee break.
/*** Day 1 Coffee break 15:19-15:51 ***/



 After the offline discussion this CR was agreed. R1-01-1252 was allocated for the LS to RAN WG2 to inform



 our endorsement for this CR. R1-01-1252 was reviewed and approved in R1-01-1346 on Day5 (See No. 225)

    (*21) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this pair of CRs.



 There seems to be some misunderstanding between RAN WG1 and RAN WG2 concerning the meaning of



 "internal measurements". The term "internal measurement" has a specific meaning in RAN WG2 specifications



 (TS25.331), where it refers to reported UE internal measurements. RAN WG1 was talking about internal



 measurements, referring to measurements that are performed internally in UE or UTRAN and that are not



 reported to the RNC, e.g. SIR estimation in the UE. Such internal measurements are not specified in TS 25.215.



 This CR proposed to clarify this misunderstanding.  Approved with no comments.

    (*22) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR proposed to remove the text "where cell j is a cell within the active set" from the definition of UE and



 UTRAN GSP timing of cell frames for UE for UE positioning. This CR also proposed removing the applicability



 to Connected Inter from the UE measurement in order to clarify the current contradictory requirements in the



 definition of the UE GPS timing of cell frames for UE positioning measurement.



 There was a comment that the meaning of cell j in the first sentence would be vague if we removed the definition



 of cell j as proposed. Some rewording was suggested.



 There were also some other comments regarding the removal of the applicability of "Connected Inter". Chairman



 proposed postponing the decision because it was felt that we needed to check the RAN WG2 (RRC)specification.



 Eventually this CR was revised in R1-01-1291. The revision was reviewed on Day3 and approved.



 (See No. 107, 108)

    (*23) Mr. Axel Meiling (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.



 In section 5.1.2 the P-CCPCH RSCP measurement is defined to monitor TDD cells. A note describes details of



 the measurement. However, these details are not in line with what is defined in TS25.225, some detailed



 information is also missing. This CR proposed to remove this note and add a reference to TS25.225.

    (*24) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.



 The figures in section 5.7 suggest that for the default midamble allocation, there is always a one-to-one mapping



 of codes and midambles. However, a midamble may be associated with several channelisation codes, depending



 on the number of possible midamble shifts in a cell. This CR therefore proposed to correct those figures.

    (*25) Ms. Liliana Czapla (InterDigital) presented this pair of CRs.



 This was a follow-up CR of the one which had been proposed by Motorola for FDD and approved in RAN WG1



 #21 (R1-01-0926). This was the CR for TDD. There was one remark pointing out the misspelling on the



 coversheet ("insistent" should be corrected as "inconsistent" in the box of Reason for change.) but it was felt no



 problem at all and this pair of CRs were approved. 

    (*26) Ms. Liliana Czapla (InterDigital) presented these 3 CRs.



 This CR proposed to remove the remark from table2 in TS 25.224 section 4.2 and 5.1 because the remark is not



 necessary true that within one time slot the power control of all active code is within 20dB.



 It was explained that this CR had been motivated by a number of discussions in RAN WG4.



 Approved with no comments.

    (*27) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 This CR proposed to correct the misalignments between RAN WGs on rate matching reconfigurations that could



 be performed on the radio interface and Iub towards the Node-B. The almost identical paper (R2-012323) had



 been presented in RAN WG2 #24 meeting in New York. In that meeting although RAN WG2 started the



 discussion on this they had not yet reached conclusions. In RAN WG2, this proposal was made also for R99



 however there had been no agreement achieved on having that solution in R99. Ericsson will likely be submitting



 a CR in the next RAN WG2 meeting that would propose not to use the restricted rate matching information in



 R99. Assuming that CR would be agreed in RAN WG2, RAN WG1 has to find a solution for Rel-4.



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger stated that the intention was to formulate RAN WG1 opinion on the proposed solution



 from layer 1 perspective and send it to RAN WG2 rather than having this CR approved here in this meeting



 without seeing what RAN WG 2 would be doing.



 Some concerns were raised. Major opinion was that RAN WG1 would not like to have any changes in R99 on



 this issue and do not want changes in Rel-4, either.



 Finally chairman suggested writing an LS to RAN WG2 saying that RAN WG1 would prefer not to reflect such



 higher layer parameters in the layer 1 rate matching. There was a remark that said that this can be considered as



 signalling optimisation and therefore should not affect layer 1.



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger strongly requested for RAN WG1 opinion on whether the proposed solution in this CR



 could be considered as CORRECT solution or not from layer 1 point of view. Chairman answered based on the



 comments received that this solution is probably correct from the output point of view but it would not be



 acceptable to reflect it in this way (higher layer parameters, primitives) in the layer 1 specification. He also



 mentioned that this CR should be modified into a bit more compact, generic one.



 R1-01-1253 was allocated for the draft LS to RAN WG2 and R1-01-1255 was allocated for the revised CR that



 would be attached to the LS. R1-01-1255 was reviewed on Day3 but not approved. (See No.111) The LS was



 drafted by Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger and approved in R1-01-1309 on Day3 (See No. 218) 

    (*28) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 This CR proposed to forbid the combination use of E-PDSCH power control and closed loop TX diversity



 because there is nothing specified about how the UE shall consider E-PDSCH power control when calculating



 the feedback weights for closed loop TX diversity. Problem is in between SSDT mechanism used to change



 offset for PDSCH and closed loop Tx diversity. It is not PDSCH itself There are no requirements either in RAN



 WG4 on the performance of the feedback calculation in the UE, when E-PDSCH power control is used



 simultaneously.



 There were several concerns were raised. Major opinion was that if the justification of this CR is the problems



 of SSDT and closed Tx diversity then it would be better to prevent that combination and not to do this kind of



 sub-case. And this is not Rel-4 specific problem.



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger answered that he would summarise the issue of SSDT. (not CR)



 Chairman concluded this CR as "rejected" and suggested to the proponent to provide the revision with new CR



 number. Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger responded that we need to see how the discussion goes before we conclude that



 we will create the CR. 



 R1-01-1256 was allocated for the paper on SSDT. This paper was reviewed on Day 3. (See No.112)

    (*29) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this CR.


 This CR proposed to clarify that the support for the DSCH related power control procedures is required from



 those UEs that support DSCH. It was also clarified that the cell primary status for DSCH power control purposes



 may be different that the cell status for SSDT.



 There were a couple of concerns raised saying that the second paragraph should be revised because the meaning is



 not quite clear.  No fundamental problem was identified with this CR.



 R1-01-1257 was allocated for the revision. It was reviewed on Day3 and further revised into R1-01-1304 to be



 approved. (See No. 86, 122)

    (*30) Mr. Vincent Jolley (Qualcomm) presented this discussion paper.



 This paper proposed to add a new measurement definition which had been suggested in the LS from RAN WG4.



 (R1-01-1004, R4-011314). Currently, the GPS code phase measurement is described in the Assisted GPS



 (A-GPS) positioning procedure specified in the R99 Stage-2 Functional Specification of UE Positioning in



 UTRAN (TS 25.305).  In addition, the information element employed to report this UE measurement to the



 Serving RNC (SRNC) is specified in the R99  RRC Protocol Specification (TS 25.331). This measurement is



 required to support A-GPS position calculations that are performed in the SRNC.  However, the definition of



 this code phase measurement is missing from RAN WG1 specifications.  Consequently, the absence of this



 definition makes it unclear how RAN WG4 can proceed with the development of performance requirements for



 the A-GPS positioning method. Approved with no comments.

    (*31) Mr. Vincent Jolley (Qualcomm) presented this CR.



 This CR proposed to add a new definition for UE GPS code phase just as explained in the previous paper.



 There was no specific comment raised. Chairman suggested the revision in order to remove the range from the



 definition and to reflect the offline discussion result with Nortel about "Applicable for" box, on whether we



 should keep "connected inter" or not for this definition.



 R1-01-1258 was allocated for this revision. This was reviewed on Day 3 and approved. (See No. 109)

    (*32) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs.



 This the TDD version of the previous CR(CR 25.215-099, R1-01-1222). New definition of UE GPS Code phase



 measurement was proposed.



 No comments were raised. Chairman suggested that we should introduce this definition only for Rel-4 CR because



 that was the requirement from RAN WG4. Siemens agreed to this suggestion.



 This CR was revised in order to remove the value range from the definition. Only Rel-4 CR would be presented.



 Revision was made in R-01-1259. This was reviewed on Day3 and approved. (See No. 110)

    (*33) Samsung presented this CR.



 This was a clean up type CR and approved with no comments.

    (*34) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented these 2 CRs.



 These CRs proposed "Bit Scrambling" in order to avoid possible DC offsets which will occur when transmitted



 data contain a lot of same symbols. 

    (*35) Samsung presented this CR.



 This was a clean up type CR and approved with no comments.

    (*36) Samsung presented this CR.



 This was a clean up type CR and approved with no comments.

    (*37) CATT presented this CR.



 With respect to the primitive correction, chairman suggested that it should be in line with the one proposed by



 InterDigital  (CR25.224-070r1 in R1-01-01157, See No. 61).



 There was a bit long discussion about the power ramping. The power ramping was introduced in this CR. There



 is no power ramping in the 3.84Mcps TDD.  It was stated that there had been power ramping for 1.28Mcps in 



 RAN WG2 specifications. 



 Chairman suggested that proponent should provide more descriptive explanation why 1.28Mcps TDD needs



 power ramping.



 R1-01-1260 was allocated for the revision. It was reviewed on Day 3 and approved. (See No. 87)

    (*38) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this CR.



 Currently the description of CL-PC for 1.28 Mcps does not consider maximum and minimum Tx_Power



 restrictions and therefore the Node B has to execute all TPC commands from a UE, even if the resulting TxPower



 power values go below/beyond the limiting min/max values, signalled by higher layers. In this CR, the behaviour



 of the Node B on reception of TPC commands was proposed to be aligned with that 3.84 Mcps TDD.



 Approved with one question for clarification.

    (*39) Samsung presented thes CRs.



 These were clean up type CRs and approved with no comments.

/*** Day1 closed at 18:53 ***/

    (*40) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this CR. This CR was proposed based on the requirement from RAN WG4



 in LS R1-01-1284 (R4-011663) (See No. 14)


 There was one comment from Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) that we should add the reference point.



 Mr. Jussi Kähtävä agreed to reflect the comment. The revision was made in R1-01-1294. It was reviewed on Day5



 and approved. (See no. 113)
    (*41) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this pair of CRs.



 This was the revision of R1-01-1154 which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 44)



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) remarked that although he agreed with the technical contents of the proposed



 CR he would like to postpone the decision until R1-01-1256 has been reviewed.


 Chairman agreed with this remark and proposed that we approve this CR at this point of time on the condition that



 depending on the conclusion of R1-01-1256 we would reconsider the approval decision of this CR. 

    (*42) Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs.


 This was the revision of R1-01-1166 which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No.49, 50)



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat explained what had been done in the revision. Comments received on Day1 had been



 incorporated. She found another problem, inconsistency with NBAP specification TS 25.433 regarding the power



 offset. There are 2 offsets are defined in TS 25.433 whereas there is only one offset is needed. She incorporated



 new change for this power offset issue in this revision.



 Approved with no comments.



 Chairman will mention this inconsistency problem in his report to RAN #14. 

    (*43) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this CR.



 This was the revision of R1-01-1155 which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No.67)



 2nd paragraph had been revised.



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) remarked that still he thought it is not clear the meaning of "downlink TPC


 command generation". Is it the generation of TPC command that are sent in downlink ? or Is it TPC commands



 for downlink power control ?




(2nd paragraph in question)




If the downlink direction uses SSDT for the DCH transmission then UE downlink processing for downlink TPC command



generation is as with SSDT.



 Chairman pointed out that this ambiguity has been inherited from the original SSDT description and it means the



 TPC commands that are sent in the uplink.



 Finally chairman invited Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger to join the drafting of the revised CR with Nokia delegates.


 R1-01-1304 was allocated for the revision. This was reviewed on Day5 and approved. (See No.122)

    (*44) Ms. Jinling Hu (CATT) presented this CR. This was the revision of R1-01-0998 which had been reviewed on



4 Day1. (See No. 77)



 The explanation of newly introduced power ramping was given in the introduction.



 Approved with no comments.

    (*45) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this pair of CRs. This CR was based on the request from RAN WG4 LS



 (R1-01-1005, R4-011334) which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 6)


 Approved with no comments.

    (*46) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs. This was the TDD version of R1-01-1238.



 (See above).  Approved with no comments.

    (*47) Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) presented this paper



 This document contained one introductory paper and 2 CRs for TS 25.221. At first Mr. Stephen Dick explained



 the introductory paper which proposed to replace Block STTD with SCTD (Space Code Transmit Diversity,



 SCTD) for TDD Tx diversity. It was said that this is because the Block STTD is an unacceptable choice for



 the TxDiversity on P-CCPCH in TDD, with respect to UE implementation aspects.



 Nokia and Panasonic expressed their support for this proposal. Motorola raised objection saying that this removal



 of block STTD would preclude the use of high end receiver in the future.



 Chairman suggested offline discussion among interested parties over the coffee break and maybe during the



 evening TDD session.



 After the coffee break, Mr. Stephen Dick explained the situation. There was only one company (Motorola)



 objecting. Motorola wanted to have their expert review this proposal. Mr. Stephen Dick proposed to approve this 



 CR conditionally being subject to RAN reviewal and invite Motorola to let their expert to review the technical



 issues till the next RAN.



 Mr. Jean-Aicard Fabien proposed to postpone the decision until Day5. Motorola would check this by Day5.
    (*48) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this pair of CRs. This document was the revision of R1-01-1032 which



 had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 17) Comments had been reflected.

    (*49) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this pair of CRs. This was the revision of R1-01-0840 which had



 been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 20, 21)

    (*50) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs. This was the revision of R1-01-1162 which had been



 reviewed on Day1. (See No. 24, 25)

    (*51) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs. This was the revision of R1-01-1163 which had been



 reviewed on Day1. (See No. 26, 27)

    (*52) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this pair of CRs. This document was the revision of R1-01-1033 which



 had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 18)

    (*53) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this pair of CRs. This document was the revision of R1-01-1034 which



 had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 19)

    (*54) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs. This was the revision of R1-01-1167 which had been



 reviewed on Day1. (See No. 54, 55)

    (*55) Mr. Vincent Jolley (Qualcomm) presented this CR. This was the revision of R1-01-1222 which had been



 reviewed on Day1.  (See No. 69)



 It was questioned whether this change is clear to other RAN WGs especially to RAN WG2 for the signalling



 requirement. It was answered that there had been already signalling defined because the original LS from



 RAN WG4 (R1-01-1004, R4-011314) had also been sent to RAN WG2 as CC.



 It was decided to send small LS to RAN WG4 with the actual CRs being attached to inform them that RAN WG1



 has incorporated the requested measurement definition into TS 25.215 and TS 25.225. R1-01-1307 was



 allocated for the draft LS. R1-01-1307 was reviewed and approved in R1-01-1345 on Day5. (See No.224)

    (*56) This was the revision of R1-01-1079 which had been discussed on Day1. (See No. 71) In this revision, only



 Rel-4 CR was included. Approved without presentation.

    (*57) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this CR. This was the revision of R1-01-1120 which had been



 discussed on Day1. (See No. 65) This revision was functionally identical to the CR in R1-01-1120.



 A kind of discussion similar to the one made in Day1 was made between Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) and



 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger. Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger again mentioned that he was not asking for the approval of the



 CR here as we did not know what RAN WG2 was going to do. Since he had already prepared the LS in



 R1-01-1253, chairman suggested to review it. It was approved in R1-01-1309.(See No.218)



 The decision of the CR was postponed. As suggested in the LS there is a possibility that this CR will be submitted



 to the RAN #14 depending on the conclusion in RAN WG2.



 Chairman will mention about this CR in his report to RAN#14.

    (*58) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this discussion paper.



 The main point of this paper is summarized in the conclusion part.




RAN#13 has tasked the RAN WGs to identify incomplete, unnecessary and obsolete features, and report their




recommendations to RAN#14. SSDT is a feature that is currently mandatory to be supported in UEs, but it seems that




the specification of SSDT is incomplete and will require late corrections to make it usable, and also the overall gains are




questionable. Therefore, we propose that WG1 recommends to either omit SSDT from the R99/Rel4 specifications or to




make it optional in the UE. It may be discussed in RAN WG1, whether the SSDT feature should be further discussed and




the performance reviewed in the group, and finally may be proposed for inclusion in Rel5, or whether instead the




discussion should be focused on an enhancement of the SSDT proposal in a later release. We propose that this is informed




in an LS to RAN#14.


 A very long discussion was made.





- whether we can classify SSDT as incomplete, unnecessary and obsolete feature ?





- If there is a problem in the combination of SSDT and Tx diversity then Tx diversity can be the candidate.






( strong opposition.





- how should we treat the CR in R1-01-1250.(See No. 82, 83) ( this should be approved conditionally.



 It seemed very difficult to reach consensus during the meeting. Chairman remarked that he would report this to



 RAN#14 and ask RAN for guidance on the way forward.

    (*59) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this CR. This was the revision of R1-01-1228 which had been discussed on



 Day3. (See No. 81) In conformity to the decision on Day3 the reference point was added to the definition of the



 measurement. No comments raised.

    (*60) Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) presented all these CRs. All these CRs were related to the proposal made in



 R1-01-1007 which had been discussed on Day3. (See No.92)  In R1-01-1007 it was proposed to replace Block



 STTD with Space Code Transmit Diversity : SCTD).



 Since Day3 Motorola had been the only one company which made strong objection against this proposal. After



 Mr. Stephen Dick went through all these CRs, Chairman questioned Mr. Jean-Aicard Fabien (Motorola) for  the



 opinion of Motorola. Mr. Jean-Aicard Fabien stated as follows.




Motorola has been very confused with the process. The feature which is now about to be removed has been




in the specifications for over 2 years. And it is going to be removed only after less than a week since the




proposal was published. Motorola will not stop the CR even in RAN without technical reasons. However




Motorola has strong concern about the timing and the way in general this is handled.


 Chairman concluded that all these CRs were approved with the statement that anyone can stop the approval of the



 CR in the RAN if some problems are found.



 Mr. Stephen Dick proposed to review the outgoing LS on this change. (See No. 223)
    (*61) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this CR. This was the revision of R1-01-1257 which had been



 reviewed on Day3. (See No. 86)  Approved with no comments.

    (*62) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this pair of CRs. This document had already been reviewed on Day1.



 Offline discussion had been made between Nortel and Motorola. Eventually the same document was presented



 and approved.

    (*64) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this discussion paper.



 Several comments were made. It was felt that there had been misunderstanding in the assumption of this proposal.



 Chairman made a question to the proponent what the reason for this proposal had been but there was no answer



 made. Eventually Lucent withdrew this proposal.

    (*65) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this pair of CRs.



 This CR was produced to fix the problem regarding SSDT which had been identified by RAN WG4 in the LS



 R1-01-1281 (R4-011607) (See No.12). In the LS it was pointed out that there is conflict with RAN WG1 and



 RAN WG3 specifications for the UTRAN side. That is, the threshold parameter for Node B is assumed to be



 given by the network in RAN WG specification, but this is not supported by RAN WG3 specification.



 In order to fix this problem the current CR proposed to delete a phrase regarding Qth parameter "a parameter



 defined by the network" and instead to add following note.




Note: Qth is a parameter set within the Node-B such that it corresponds to a level of uplink DPCCH quality where  reliable




   detection of Primary Cell ID can be made at Node B.



 There was a bit long discussion made but after all the consensus was not achieved. There were some supporting



 companies but on the other hand there was also a strong concern that in order for us to be convinced that this is



 the solution we should go forward we need more motivation. It was also pointed out that the problem of



 multi-vendor environment would be inevitable.



 This was another proposed solution that we agree on this for R99/Rel-4 but will have the signaling in RAN WG3



 specification from Rel-5 onwards.



 Finally chairman suggested that the proponent submits this CR to RAN#14 directly with source as company name



 source (not as RAN WG1). He will mentioned this issue in his report to RAN. He also asked the proponent to



 provide him with some hints for the report to RAN.



 Regarding the LS (R1-01-1313, See No.227), chairman concluded that we should skip sending LS because he



 would mention this in his report to RAN and he would have chat with other WG chairmen in Kyoto.

    (*66) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this paper. This was the refutation paper against R1-01-1256 from



 Ericsson and Qualcomm in which it had been proposed that RAN WG1 recommends to either omit SSDT from



 the R99/Rel4 specifications or to make it optional in the UE. (See No. 112)   In the current paper it was



 concluded that we should maintain the SSDT functionality in R99 and Rel4 as already specified.



 LGE supported this paper.



 Chairman stated that we would submit R1-01-1250 (CR 25.214-215r1(R99), CR 25.214-216(Rel-4)) to RAN #14



 with source as RAN WG1 which we had approved on the condition that we retain SSDT in R99/Rel-4. Chairman



 would mention this SSDT issue in his report to RAN.











(Day5 16:40)
    (*67) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this LS.



 A couple of comments saying that the case concerned here is not going to happen in any sensible network



 configuration. (example of bad engineering)



 Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips) remarked that we should definitely need more discussion. The problem is really where



 is the boundary between sensible use of network an bad engineering. 



 Chairman concluded that this is to be discussed at later stage if we think there is an issue.

Day 2, started at 09.08
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	No  (*15)
Comments

Day2 16:33-16:39

	153
	
	R1-01-1208
	 Position of HI
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 2  16:40-17:07

	154
	
	R1-01-1211
	 Position of HI bit in downlink DPCH
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 2  17:07-17:14

	155
	
	R1-01-1266
	 HI transmission
	Nortel
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 2  17:14-17:20

	156
	
	R1-01-1153
	 HI operation in case of a single Shared  

 Control Channel
	Ericsson
	Noted
	(*15)

Day 2  17:20-17:50

	157
	
	R1-01-1264 
	 DL HSDPA control structure
	QUALCOMM
	Noted
	(*16)

Day 2  17:51-18:00

	158
	
	R1-01-1197
	 Coding of resource signalling for HSDPA
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*17)

Day 3  14:41-14:59

	159
	
	R1-01-1184
	 Compact signalling of multi-code 

 allocation for HSDPA
	Nokia
	LS to R2
	(*18)

Day 3  15:00-15:23

	160
	DL Signalling
	R1-01-1183
	 HSDPA Downlink Signalling 

 Clarifications
	Nokia
	To be revised
	(*19)

Day 4  09:12-09:34

	161
	HS-SCCH

Coding
	R1-01-1210
	 Sizing of the HSDPA control channels
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*20)

Day 4  09:38-09:46

	162
	
	R1-01-1051
	 Shared control Channel, detailed

 structure (revision of R1-01-1115)
	Ericsson
	Noted
	(*20)

Day 4  09:47-10:12

	163
	
	R1-01-1061
	 Coding for the Shared control channel

 (HS-SCCH)
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*20)

Day 4  10:12-10:23

	164
	
	R1-01-1131
	 Discussion on channel coding schemes for the 

 physical downlink shared control channel 

 (HS-SHCCH)
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*20)

Day 4  10:24-10:37

	165
	
	R1-01-1264

R1-01-1323
	 DL HSDPA control structure

 (Slides presentation of R1-01-1323)
	QUALCOMM
	Noted
	(*20)

Day 4  10:37-10:43

	166
	
	R1-01-1175
	 Position of new data indicator
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*20)

Day 4  11:39-11:56

	167
	
	R1-01-1195
	 Coding of HS-DSCH Indicator
	Siemens
	Approved
	No  (*21)
Comments

Day4 13:43-13:46

	168
	
	R1-01-1232
	 Associated DL DPCH Structure for TDD
	Siemens
	Approved
	(*22)

Day 4  13:47-13:54

	169
	IR Scheme
	R1-01-1196
	 Rate Matching and Incremental 

 Redundancy for HSDPA
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*23)

Day 4  13:55-14:15

	170
	
	R1-01-1146
	 Physical-layer Hybrid-ARQ functionality 

 (revision of R1-01-1145)
	Ericsson
	Noted
	(*23)

Day 4  14:15-14:35

	171
	
	R1-01-1274
	 Some clarifications on two-stage rate 
 matching (Revised version of R1-01-1160)
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*23)

Day 4  14:35-14:46

	172
	
	R1-01-1244
	 Revised: Hybrid-ARQ Scheme Using 

 Incremental Redundancy
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*23)

Day 4  14:46-14:59

	173
	
	R1-01-1308
	 Overview of Proposed IR Schemes
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*23)

Day 4 14501-15:03

	174
	
	R1-01-1147
	 Text proposal for Physical-layer Hybrid-

 ARQ functionality
	Ericsson
	Noted
	No  (*23)
Comments

Day4 15:56-16:02

	175
	
	R1-01-1159
	 On the treatment of the variable  

 interleaving pattern approach
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	No  (*24)
Comments

Day4 16:03-16:06

	176
	
	R1-01-1234
	 Performance Comparison of ¼ Turbo  

 Coding
	Mitsubishi
	Noted
	No  (*25)
Comments

Day4 16:06-16:09

	177
	Interleaver
	R1-01-1227
	 Further considerations of channel 

 interleaver modification for HSDPA
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*26)

Day 4  16:10-16:20

	178
	
	R1-01-1174
	 Clarification on R1-01-1025
	Samsung
	Noted
	No  (*26)
Comments

Day4 16:21-16:25

	179
	
	R1-01-1231
	 Interleaver operation in conjunction with 

 SMP
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*26)

Day 4  16:27-16:34

	180
	
	R1-01-1224
	 Bit Separation for 16QAM
	Panasonic
	Noted
	(*26)

Day 4  16:36-16:48

	181
	
	R1-01-1311
	 Comments on R1-01-1227
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*26)

Day 4  16:49-17:07

	182
	
	R1-01-1113
	 Performance comparison of Chase Combining and 

 Various Incremental Redundancy Schemes for

 16-QAM
	Fujitsu
	Noted
	No  (*27)
Comments

Day4 17:07-17:10

	183
	
	R1-01-1225
	 Constellation rearrangement considerations 

 for HSDPA retransmissions
	Nokia
	Noted
	(*28)

Day 4  17:11-17:20

	184
	UE

Capability
	R1-01-1116
	 Modulation capability for HSDPA
	Ericsson Vodafone
	Noted

(Not Agreed)
	(*29)

Day 4  17:21-17:44

	185
	
	R1-01-1117
	 UE capability value ranges for HSDPA
	Ericsson
	Noted

(
Drafting

Session
	(*30)

Day 4  17:44-17:57

	186
	
	R1-01-1036
	 Considerations on UE capability for 

 HSDPA
	Lucent
	
	(*30)

Day 4  17:59-18:22

	187
	
	R1-01-1182
	 HSDPA UE capability text proposal to 

 TS25.858
	Nokia
	
	(*30)

Day 4  18:22-18:31

	188
	
	R1-01-1126
	 Improving HSDPA system throughput 

 with selection transmit diversity
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*30)

Day 4  18:32-18:50

	189
	
	R1-01-1235
	 Response to R1-01-1126 from Lucent

 and simulation results for (2,1)
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*31)

Day 4  18:50-18:59

	190
	
	R1-01-1236
	 Modified Mode 2 Transmit Adaptive 

 Array (TxAA) for HSDPA
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*32)

Day 4  18:59-19:13

	191
	
	R1-01-1063
	 Modified STTD-OTD open-loop transmit  

 diversity scheme for four transmit antennas
	Texas Instruments
	( Tx diversity AH
	(*33)

Day 4  19:13-19:19

	192
	
	R1-01-1249
	 HS-PSHCCH Power Control
	LGE
	Noted
	(*34)

Day 4  19:21-19:35

	193
	
	R1-01-1268
	 HS-DSCH Indicator Power Control
	LGE
	Noted
	(*35)

Day 4  19:35-19:44

	194
	
	R1-01-1176
	 Power control for HS-DSCH Indicator
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*36)

Day 4  19:44-19:49

	195
	
	R1-01-1177
	 UL Power Control for HSDPA
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*37)

Day 5  09:47-10:05

	196
	
	R1-01-1064
	 Comparison between TxAA/STTD and PARC 

 for HSDPA systems with 2 transmit antennas
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*38)

Day 5  10:05-10:10

	197
	Text proposal

for

25.858
	R1-01-1333
	 Text proposal for Uplink Signalling 

 (TR25.858 v0.0.4 section 8.2)
	Nokia, Nortel
Sony
	Approved
	(*39)

Day 5  10:15-10:22

	198
	
	R1-01-1330
	 Shared control Channel, text proposal
	Ericsson
	Approved
	(*40)

Day 5  15:16-15:23

	199
	
	R1-01-1331
	 Text proposal for Physical-layer Hybrid-

 ARQ functionality
	Ericsson
	Approved
	No  (*41)
Comments

Day5 15:23-15:26

	200
	
	R1-01-1334
	 HSDPA UE capability text proposal to 

 TS25.858
	Ericsson, Lucent, Nokia
	Approved

(to be modified)
	(*42)

Day 5  15:26-15:38

	201
	
	R1-01-1324
	 Coding scheme for Quality Indicator
 (rev. 1)
	Samsung
	next meeting
	(*43)

Day 5  17:19-17:25



(*1) Mr. Axel Meiling (Siemens) presented this paper.



 During the RAN WG2 HSDPA AdHoc 5.11.2001 – 6.11.2001 in Sophia Antipolis it was decided to start to work



 on draft CRs on those specifications that are impacted by HSDPA. Specifications were assigned to different



 companies. The companies will act as rapporteurs for the draft CRs on the respective specifications. Siemens was



 assigned to work on TS 25.302. In order to initiate the discussion on required changes on TS 25.302 Siemens



 provided this document to RAN WG1 for comments on this physical layer related issue from RAN WG1 point of



 view. The content of the included draft CR will be presented in RAN WG2 #25.



 There was a comment saying that the prefix of "HS-" could be a bit misleading. HS-DPCCH sounds like High



 speed DPCCH.



 Chairman concluded this paper as reviewed. There were no major problems pointed out.


(*2) As these 4 papers were discussing same topic of Ack/Nack slot alignment, chairman proposed to review all of



 these 4 papers in succession and to make a discussion after the reviewal.



 R1-01-1190 was presented by Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony).



 R1-01-1226 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).


 R1-01-1230 was presented by Siemens.



 R1-01-1243 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola)



 All these 4 papers were discussing the Ack/Nack signalling timing whether it should be timeslot aligned with



 uplink DPCH or it should have a fixed time relation to the HS-DPDCH.



 Sony preferred timeslot alignment whereas Nokia and Motorola preferred fixed time relation to the HS-DPDCH.



 Siemens proposed to have an compromised scheme.



 After the reviewal, chairman asked to the floor which scheme they did prefer. Ericsson announced that they



 would support Sony's proposal. Nortel expressed their support to Nokia and Motorola's view on this issue from



 Node B complexity point of view. The main points were efficiency, complexity and processing time.



 Chairman postpone the decision after the coffee break


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



 This paper presented text proposals for TR 25.858 and TS 25.308 regarding UL signalling for the purpose of



 reporting DL channel quality. This paper included the issues on how many bits are needed for the signalling, what



 is to be signalled and how of ten. The measurement report scheme using TFRC was detailed. 



 There were several questions for clarification made.



 There was a comment from Nortel saying that it seems that Nokia's proposal is very closed to downlink outer loop



 power control algorithm. What is exactly the difference between Nokia's proposal and downlink outer loop power



 control ? (In Nortel's proposal, it is said that we could relay on something similar to the outer loop power control



 meaning UE would only be reporting the coding rate to the network instead of providing target reference TFRC.)



 No direct answer was made regarding this comment. As there was a related paper to this comment, chairman



 suggested taking a look at that paper. (R1-01-1186)


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



 This was a commenting paper to the proposals which had been presented by Nortel and Philips in HSDAP Ad Hoc



 in Sophia Antipolis. In the Ad Hoc, Nokia proposed a scheme on UL signalling for TFRC selection. There was a



 contribution from Nortel on the same issue, Feedback signalling for HSDPA (12A010078) which had quite similar



 ideas, and a paper from Philips, Channel quality measurement report (12A010047). The conclusion of the Ad Hoc



 was that need for feedback was agreed, detailed scheme still open. The current paper was containing comments to



 those Nortel and Philips proposals and giving some clarifications.

/*** Day 2 Coffee break 10:34-11:13 ***/



 After the coffee break chairman announced that no conclusion had been reached regarding quality feed back



 timing issue. He said that the key issue was how serious the beta factor related processing would be. This



 discussion would continue offline. He added that it was felt that the compromise proposal would not necessarily



 ease the possible concerns of this timing related issues because in any case there would be certain power transition



 between the fields. This is because the power requirements for quality feedback and Ack/Nack are different.



 Regarding the feedback signalling issue, Nortel announced that they discussed with Nokia and got better



 understanding of Nokia's proposal. So now Nortel would support Nokia's proposal (With this reason, Nortel



 withdrew their commenting paper R1-01-1265.), however Nortel commented that before RAN WG1 agree on the



 Nokia's proposal, we need to discuss whether this reference TFRC should be specified by RAN WG1 or we



 should make recommendation to RAN WG4 on the number of TFRC, number of power offset, etc. 



 Chairman agreed to this comment from Nortel and proposed sending LS to RAN WG4 on this issue. He added



 that the common proposal of this issue is not far away because now differences of different companies are rather



 small. He asked to floor to draft jointly a text proposal based on R1-01-1185 by Day 4.


(*5) Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (VODAFONE Group) presented this paper.



 This paper raised several questions on UL signalling indication for TFRC selection in connection with the notion 



 of advanced receiver. It was stated that the uplink signalling scheme might lead to a very complex testing process.



 The main argument advanced for the use of the recommended reference TFRC solution is that this would allow



 for the implementation of more advanced UE receivers, however it seems very difficult to understand how



 operators will benefit from the various "advanced" receiver structures. It was stated that in general, the testing



 issues are crucial in order to guarantee the "stability" of an HSDPA network.



 Chairman commented that RAN WG1 is not the group to define the structure of  "Advanced Receiver".



 Discussion was made regarding the "Testing issues". Proponent said that if we do not send quality feedback then 



 we do not have this additional testing. This quality feedback would increase a lot of complexities in testing even if



 we do not speak about "Advanced Receiver".



 Main opinion was against this statement.




( We can discuss testing requirements offline among those interested companies.




( We do not need to be too strict in testing. We should be realistic. Although there would be huge amount of





combinations to be tested, not all need be tested. Only subset would be enough. We had better consider





what we did in R99.



 No explicit conclusion was made on this paper.


(*6) LGE presented this paper.



 For HSDPA, the uplink received quality indicator signal at Node-B should have high reliability since it makes


 significant effect on the performance of scheduling process. However, the issue of its reliability has never been


 treated so far. This paper therefore discussed uplink quality indicator signalling with error-detection capability.



 CRC-based error-detection scheme was introduced. It was shown by the simulation results that this scheme can



 improve the system performance.



 Chairman stated that we should focus on the error detection method itself, CRC together with quality feedback,



 in this case and we should not go into details of how this CRC should exactly be. Should we have CRC ?



 A number of comments were made.



 Major opinion was that such a short data word like quality feedback is not worth thinking in terms of CRC as



 such. It should be protected by a block code rather than attaching CRC. 



 There was another comment that in the first place we need to agree on what kind of error we are expecting on this



 channel quality indication,  1% or 10% ?



 Based on the comments received, chairman concluded that for the time being we would assume that there is no



 CRC for this quality indication feedback.


(*7) Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) presented this paper.



 This paper proposed to modify the bi-orthogonal (16,5) code which was already used for TFCI for the channel



 quality related information. This paper was standing on the assumption that we would use block code instead of 



 CRC. The modification is to be done so that the each code word is extended with the four least reliable



 information bits and append these to the end of the code words. The good performance has already been proved



 by TFCI coding. This paper also contained the text proposal.



 There was a comments from LGE that the from the performance point of view convolutional code + CRC would 



 achieve better performance (minimum distance of 10 bits) compared to this proposed block code method.




( There was a refutation that it is not quite clear how the convolutional code + CRC could achieve such a 





better performance with such a short data word.



 Chairman commented that if there is not big difference in performance we should definitely prefer what is already



 existing and try to use that as much as possible. We should start with the assumption of using TFCI coding base.



 He added that we can discuss before the final CR base some final optimisation if significant gain is shown for that.


(*8) Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips) presented this paper.



 This paper discussed the performance requirements for channel quality signalling and the conclusion was similar



 to that of previous paper from Ericsson. (R1-01-1144). But at the same time there was a new proposal of having



 a code designed to optimise distance properties such as to minimise errors in the MSB’s of channel quality



 indication. R1-01-1205 contained a text proposal for this which was only saying that the block code is to be used



 for channel quality indication. 



 Chairman suggested that we should have Ericsson's proposal as a working assumption with the square brackets



 added to the length of information bits of "5".



 Mr. Tim Moulsley opposed to having this suggestion saying that although he thought the proposal from Ericsson  



 reasonable, we need to be convinced with the simulation results before we make conclusions.



 Conclusion : Block coding is used for channel quality feedback. If possible we should reuse R99 solution.

/*** Day2 Lunch break  12:43-13:49 ***/


(*9) Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips) presented this paper.



 This paper discussed the performance of HSDPA with downlink quality reporting. The throughput and delay



 are compared under different assumptions about reporting of channel quality.



 Following conclusions were obtained.




- Any systematic errors in channel quality estimates used by the Node B will have an impact on performance.




  A reasonable practical target for such errors would be less that 3dB.




- The potential benefits of advanced receiver techniques at the UE cannot be fully realised unless the Node B




  can somehow be informed about, or obtain an estimate of, the improved performance.



 There was a comment that the simulations were done in the single path environment and it would be interesting to



 see the simulation results in multi-path environment where advanced receiver is useful. 



 This paper was noted.

    (*10) All these papers discussed the same topic (reporting rate of the channel quality feedback) and reviewed in



 succession.




- R1-01-1212 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).





This paper summarized the current different proposals and made a recommendation.





- R1-01-1037 was presented by Lucent.




- R1-01-1055 was presented by Mr. Noriyuki Fukui (Mitsubishi)





This paper proposed a scheme in which UE would report channel quality feedback only in case there is a 





change in the actual quality. ( How does Node B know the timing ?  ( for further study. 




-  R1-01-1191 was presented by Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony)





This paper proposed to use two parameters in order to allow UTRAN to set RTFCI report cycle according




to UL capacity, channel condition, or/and Node-B’s channel estimation capability;






• Reporting cycle for controlling the measurement report rate





• Offset for controlling the timing




This paper also contained text proposals for TR 25.848 and TS 25.308.





There was a comment that TS 25.308 part should be left for RAN WG2.




- R1-01-1072 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung).





This paper proposed new method for channel quality feedback, in which the channel quality information is





to be sent in 2 different form of Refreshment and Relative Offset. Refreshment carries the absolute value of





channel quality and Relative Offset carries relative change from the previously sent Refreshment. These 2 





types of information would be spread by 2 different channelization codes.





A number of comments and concerns were raised. Basic concern was that this scheme requires 2





channelisation code (even if it is used alternatively and not simultaneously) and still the actual incremental





gain of this scheme had not yet been demonstrated.





There was a comment that complexity aspect should also be taken into account as well as the performance. 





Samsung had prepared the text proposal in R1-01-1091 however it was not reviewed.



 After reviewed all these papers chairman concluded that at this point of time we would leave this issue open.



 He stated that at least it is clear that we would have some RRC signalling at least for enabling / disabling the



 quality feed back with certain rate.
 Do we need other RRC signalling for the automatic adaptation due to the



 channel condition or the downlink activities ?



 Chairman stated that we need to come back to this issue later.

    (*11) Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips) presented these papers.



 These paper discussed about the performance of Ack/Nack signalling.



 In these paper it was shown that power level required to meet the target error rates which had been assumed in the



 Joint Ad Hoc with RAN WG2 in Sophia Antipolis is significantly greater than for a Release 99 uplink DPCCH,



 with more power being needed in soft handover. As the most stringent requirement is on the NACK(ACK error



 rate, the NACK power requirement can be dominant even when the Node B detection threshold is offset. As one



 way of reducing this power requirement, an additional codeword (REV[revert]) to correct the situation when a 



 NACK(ACK error occurs was introduced. The UE would transmit a REVert command if it receives a



 transmission of a new packet (detected by the sequence number) when it was expecting a retransmission of the



 previous packet after transmitting a NACK. The Node B can then retransmit the previous packet so that packet



 loss is avoided.



 There was a couple of concerns raised on this newly introduced Revert command including error cases treatment 



 and complexity issue. As the number of level increases the reliability would decrease.



 Chairman concluded based on the comments that some consideration would be needed for this proposal. He added



 we were not in the position to say "go ahead with this" at this point of time. 



 Text proposal related to these papers (R1-01-1201 and R1-01-1202) were not reviewed.



 Mr. Tim Moulsley questioned how we should proceed with this issue. He said LS should be sent to RAN WG2 to



 inform them the status on Revert command in RAN WG1. Since there was some doubts on the feasibility of the



 Revert command although there had not been any fundamental problems identified, Chairman suggested we



 would revisit the issue later. Eventually the LS to RAN WG2 was drafted by Mr. Tim Moulsley in R1-01-1297


 and was approved in R1-01-1298. (See No. 220)
/*** Day 2 Coffee break  15:33-16:03 ***/

    (*12) Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips) presented this paper



 This was a text proposal regarding the Ack/Nack power offset to meet the required error rate that was derived in



 R1-01-1198. It states



 "The ACK/NACK message is transmitted with a power offset ΔPAN relative to the Release '99 uplink DPCCH.



  The power offset ΔPAN is a higher-layer parameter."



 This text proposal was approved with no comments.

    (*13) Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent) presented this paper.



 This paper discussed variable delay Ack/Nack feedback. It was stated that the variable delay ACK/NACK



 feedback can provide improved service quality by reducing the packet transmission times when it is possible to do



 an earlier ACK/NACK. An earlier ACK/NACK is possible when the TFRI used for the transmission allows for



 faster processing of the corresponding TTI.



 Chairman commented we need to consider first whether it is feasible or not even to have 2 different processing



 time when we have downlink processing constraints.



 Siemens commented that this proposal was very similar to the one which had been proposed by Panasonic in the



 previous meetings and we had concluded not to consider this approach in the future. 



 Chairman concluded that we should aim to have fixed Ack/Nack timing things clear and then we can see if it is



 possible to have some optimisation for specific cases.

    (*14) Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony) presented this paper. This paper presented simulation results for HSDPA adaptive


 modulation and coding scheme using RTFCI and TPC commands as indication for downlink channel quality.


 An example of UE measurement to obtain adequate TFRCI, which is not sensitive to multi-path environment,



 was provided to show that RTFCI used as quality indicator can be effectively used together with DPCH TPC


 commands. It was shown that RTFCI can be used efficiently for link adaptation. It was also shown that



 the actual transmission rate of the feed back does not matter too much when the TPC compensation is active.



 Chairman supported the results of this paper and stated that when we consider the various quality feedback based



 on some physical layer stuff,  this kind of power control information should be included in the comparison.

    (*15) Following 5 papers treated HI position issue. Chairman proposed to review them in succession.




R1-01-1178 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung).





It was proposed in this paper that HI should be placed in TFCI field if all the active cells support hard split





mode TFCI operation. It said that DPDCH puncturing can be a solution if this is not the case.



R1-01-1208 was presented  by Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic)





There was a small discussion on whether we had agreed to have HI or not. Nokia, Motorola, Ericsson and





Chairman expressed their understanding that we had agreed to have it in the Joint session with RAN WG2





in Sophia Antipolis whereas Qualcomm insisted that we had not yet agreed to have it. Actually the minutes





says that RAN WG1 would further discuss the need for HI. Chairman agreed with Qualcomm. 





The current paper discussed the position of HI over DPDCH. 2 different approach were introduced.





A possible TDM approach for HI transmission was suggested.





Regarding this TDM approach, Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that this in effect corresponds to





what had been discussed back in the R1-R2 joint Ad Hoc meeting held in April in Sophia Antipolis. It had





been in RAN WG2 TR but removed in September. She added that if we are to have that kind of approach,





then re-introduction would be required. (for Rel-6)




R1-01-1211 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).





It was proposed to puncture the HI bit into the "Data" field of downlink DPDCH. (SF=128 was assumed.)



R1-01-1266 was presented by Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel)





It was proposed that the HI is used for HSDPA signalling with the possibility to omit it when there is only





one control channel. In addition it was proposed that the HI is transmitted by stealing the data bits on the





associated DPCH. It was mentioned that some further evaluation may be needed in terms of what is the





most adequate position for HI transmission in the associated DPCH frame. It was also stated that a specific





power offset may be needed for HI symbol to ensure proper detection at the UE side.




R1-01-1153 was presented by Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson).





This paper proposed that when there is only a single Shared Control Channel as seen from the UE point-of





-view there would be no need for the HI and corresponding puncturing can be avoided.





Some questions for clarifications were made.





Qualcomm supported this proposal. Motorola was against in terms of power consumption in the UE.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat remarked that at this point of time we could not conclude yet a particular position of HI. She



 added that we can say that the puncturing the data bits maybe the way forward  At the next meeting we should



 try to decide the details.



 Chairman agree to this remark. Regarding the Ericsson's proposal chairman stated that some more consideration is



 needed before we make a conclusion.
    (*16) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this paper.



 Presentation was done on the screen using the PPT document R1-01-1286. Explanatory paper can be found in



 R1-01-1264.



 As there was no time for discussion left, chairman invited the people to have a look at the paper and raise



 questions, comments, if any, on Day4.

/*** Day2 closed at 18:01 ***/



 Eventually this paper was revisited on Day3 afternoon. The main discussion point in this paper was whether we



 should keep HI or we should remove it. This paper proposed to remove the HI from downlink structure.



 Panasonic supported this proposal. Motorola was against (system level simulation results are needed.)



 Nokia and Ericsson seemed to be rather in the intermediate position although they considered HI would be needed.



 Chairman proposed the way forward.




We define the timing issues first with the existence of HI. After we have had complete picture then we can have




general discussion on whether we should remove the HI or not taking into account the discussion of the




dependency on the number of HS-SCCH as suggested by Ericsson.  





(Day3 14:20-14:40)
    (*17) Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens) presented this paper.


 This paper discussed the issue on how to efficiently encode the resource signalling i.e. the portion of the code tree



 assigned to a UE and transmitted as part of the HS-SCCH information. In HSDPA Ad Hoc in Sophia Antipolis



 there was a decision based on the Motorola's proposal 12A010070 to use 7bit information for 15 codes. In this



 paper it was shown that the scheme presented by Motorola can be slightly modified in a way that allows to also



 encode all possible assignments for 15 codes into only 6 bits by having a simple change of the code allocation



 strategy.



 Ericsson supported this proposal but raised one concern that this needs to be agreed by RAN WG2. (It is so much



 RAN WG2 issue but rather RAN WG1 issue.)



 Motorola also supported this proposal with one concern regarding the constraint. 



 Chairman remarked that this 1 bit saving is good, however we should think about from the Node B scheduler point



 of view because in this proposal we have to run some algorithm that checks the constraints. Motorola's  proposal



 allows all combinations and so it is a bit straightforward from the Node B scheduler point of view.



 Nortel raised concern that we should check this scheme whether it is fine from the Node B scheduler point of view



 because this is a bit constraints for Node B scheduler. She added that we need to have more time to check what



 constraints there are. She emphasised that any schemes which would put restrictions are not acceptable. 



 Chairman concluded that we should stay with 7bits as we discussed with RAN WG2 in the joint Ad Hoc taking



 into account the trade-off between saving 1 bit and additional constraints to Node B scheduler. He also pointed out



 this architecture needs to be agreed by RAN WG2.

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


 In this paper a method to do efficient downlink signalling of multi-code allocation in HSDPA was introduced.



 This method enables intelligent self-decodable encoding/decoding of code set allocation where there is no need



 for UE to carry the mapping table.



 After some discussion chairman concluded that we would send LS to RAN WG2 to inform them that with 7 bits



 information we can have an intelligent mapping method by which we can derive the codes to use without looking



 up to the table. He added that we may inform that there was also proposal of further reducing required bits but that



 would introduce some restriction potentially on the scheduler and we were not able to agree on that. Then we will



 be able to have RAN WG2 view on this issue.

/*** Day3 Coffee break  15:23-15:54 ***/

Day 4, started at 09.08

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


 The basic proposal in this paper was that if there is data to a particular UE in consecutive TTIs, the same shared



 control channel shall be used for signalling to the UE in both cases. The motivation for this is when the UE is



 receiving data on the HS-DSCH, it is only required to decode the associated DPCH and one shared control



 channel in addition to the HS-DSCHs, limiting the number multicodes the UE is required to despread.



 This paper also contained the text proposal.



 Several comments were raised.




- Qualcomm and Motorola supported this proposal.




- Nortel commented that the text proposal here seems to go into too much details of implementation.




   We had not better say something like "UE shall …." in the TR.




- According to the discussion in Sophia Antipolis, HI is always within in the first slot timing of HS-SCCH.




   The delay of HI is within 1 slot. 




- Figure 5 needs to be corrected in terms of HI uncertainty timing.




- Some rewordings needed in the proposed text.




- Depending on the discussion of UE capability concerning interTTI arrival time for low-end UEs there will not




   be any consecutive transmissions.



 As a conclusion, this document was to be revised.

    (*20) Following 5 documents on downlink control channel structure were reviewed in succession before the coffee



 break.



 R1-01-1210 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).




Followings were proposed.





- The QPSK symbol carrying the HI is punctured into the first symbol of the "Data 1" field of the DPDCH





   except for slot format "0" and "1" for which the first symbol of the "Data2" field of the DPDCH is used.





   The HI bit is transmitted in every third slot.





- The UE decodes and uses the TF parameters for HS-DSCH after 1 slot.  However, the correctness of the





   TF parameters are checked using CRC (16 bits) after 3 slots.  If the CRC fails, the HS-DSCH





  transmission is deemed invalid.





- SF=128 is used for the SHCCH.  However, the type of channel coding for SHCCH is TBD




TF parameters (14 bits) are sent in the 1st slot of the HS-SHCCH using (14, 40) block  codes.




HARQ plus CRC bits (23 bits) are transmitted over the next two slots using (23, 80) block codes



 R1-01-1051 was presented by Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson)




Followings were proposed





- SF =128





- Part #1 (Channelization code set + modulation scheme)  : R99 length-32 TFCI coding





- Part #2 (Transport format + Hybrid-ARQ-related information + CRC) : R99 rate-1/3 convolution coding,






punctured to 88 bits using release 99 rate matching.



 Benefits:





- Good performance





- Maximum reuse of R99 functionality





- Time-critical Shared-Control-Channel information is available even before the end of the first slot of the






Shared-Control Channel, i.e. additional time available for UE processing. 




This paper also contained the text proposal for the TR 25.858.



 R1-01-1061 was presented by Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent)




Main features;





- Making maximum use of R99 functionality, using a single R99 convolutoinal coder. Everything would be





  coded together using back tracing technique.





- No balancing is needed between 2 parts,  uniform power can be applied.





- Future-proof in the sense that when high-end UEs capable of decoding all the HS-DSCH codes will be





  available. The prior decoding of the code information may not be needed and therefore it will make sense





  to code all the HS-SCCH information using a single coder.





- No complexity, no inefficiency





- Back tracing



 R1-01-1131 was presented by Siemens.




This paper proposed to use Reed-Solomon codes for bursty channel error corrections. In order to illustrate the




flexibility of Reed-Solomon codes for HS-SHCCH three examples were presented. These codes are systematic




and symbol-wise encoding schemes. The number of data and redundancy symbols in a code word can be varied




and depends on the
required error protection level and the number of bits to be transmitted as well. 




There was a question whether there is some specific property for HS-SCCH which makes it more important to




have some specific robustness to bursty errors ? If no, then definitely R99 coding scheme should be chosen.




( There is no specific property for HS-SCCH. The reason for this proposed coding scheme was that we can





omit an interleaver.




Chairman commented that for the time being we would consider this kind of proposal as Noted. He said that we




need to agree the structures first of all. After that we can have proposal, something that is more optimised. He




added in general at this point of time there is no point of going into discussion on other coding scheme.



 R1-01-1264 was presented by Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm).




Actually the PPT file R1-01-1323 which summarizes R1-01-1264 was presented.





- Performance similar to other proposals




- Standalone structure






• Not tied to the presence of HI






• HI can be removed in Rel-5 or later





- Given staggering, beneficial to confirm UE ID earlier






• Avoids provisional buffering of data or control data





- Using same control channel for continuous transmission.  ( As suggested by Nokia





- Not transmitting the HI when only one control channel is used. ( As suggested by Ericsson

/*** Day4 Coffee break   10:45 – 11:15 ***/



 After coffee break discussion regarding HS-SCCH coding resumed.



 The main discussion points were;  




HS-SCCH structure





a) 2 parts






- TFCI coding + convolutional coding






- convolutional coding + convolutional coding





b)1 part 






- convolutional coding only







(Question: Is back-tracing acceptable?  Is UE processing time acceptable ?)





c) RS coding  ( we should now focus on the coding possibility based on R99 functionality and









   this kind of optimisation could only be considered later.



 Following companies expressed their preferences.




Ericsson
: 2parts configuration.







  Both of (TFCI + convolutional) and (convolutional + convolutional) are acceptable




Nokia

: 2 parts configuration and (convolutional + convolutional)  




Qualcomm
: 2 parts configuration and (convolutional + convolutional)  




Lucent

: 1 part configuration with back-tracing




Motorola
: block code + block code but interested in "1 part configuration with back-tracing" idea.




Siemens
: RS but interested in "1 part configuration with back-tracing" idea.




Samsung
: 2parts configuration, TFCI(first part) + convolutional(second part)







  Chairman pointed out that the problem with TFCI coding is that we have to fix the bit length







  in the first place. TFCI coding does not allow flexibility in bit length. Bit length needs to be







  frozen.



 Chairman concluded that we would be considering "Convolutional coding scheme". Question is whether we will



 have 2parts or 1 part with back-tracing technique.  Chairman invited interested people to provide further



 investigations on the back-tracing technique.



 R1-01-1175 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung).




In this paper New Data Indicator was introduced and proposed to be located next to code allocation field in




order to reduce the information bit length on HS-SCCH in case of re-transmission.




Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that there would be no benefit with this New Data Indicator. She said;




New Data is per HARQ process. So it just says that this is new transport block for the certain process identified




by the process identifier. So it does not say at all that this is the different transport block set size compared to




the previous transmission. Before knowing the process identifier we do not know how to interpret the New Data




Indicator. UE does not know what it means if it gets the New Data Indicator because UE does not know for




which ARQ process that is .




There was another comment that still New Data Indicator would reduce the possibility because it tells you that




this is New Data regardless of the process. It is up to manufacturer how to use this in the implementation.




But finally chairman concluded that this proposal was not agreed. Chairman stated that although it is possible




for the proponent to make further investigations and proposals on this issue in the future meeting, the




motivation needs to be clarified. 



 Discussion was made on the bit distribution onto HS-SCCH. After a long discussion, following mapping was



 agreed.

	1st slot
	2nd and 3rd slots

	Code/Mod (8),  CRC1(12)
	TF info (6),  HARQ(6),  CRC2(16)*






  (*) CRC2 can be 8 bits if there is CRC1 in the first slot. TF info size to be clarified by RAN WG2.



 In any case the detailed mapping needs to be confirmed by RAN WG2. Chairman asked to the editor of the



 TR (Mr. Amitava Ghosh) to ask RAN WG2 for checking of the above detail. He also asked to the editor to



 provide final figure which RAN WG2 has agreed in the TR for RAN submission.



 The drafting activity for the TR was to be held Day4 evening. Chairman stated that the figures in the TR need to



 be defined to the level of details so that simulations can be performed on the alternatives.

/*** Day 4 Lunch break 12:37 – 13:42 ***/

    (*21) Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens) presented this paper.


 This paper proposed to change the constellation point of HI in order to achieve performance enhancement.



 Approved with no comments. This proposed text would be incorporated into the next version of TR 25.858.

    (*22) Mr. Axel Meiling (Siemens) presented this paper.



 This paper discussed the structure of the associated DL DPCH structure for TDD. In particular the coding and



 signalling of the HI was addressed. This includes the number of HI states, the HI state meaning and finally the



 HI coding and allocation. Text proposal was also included in this paper.



 Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) remarked that he would like to have more time to review the details before we



 make a decision on this proposal. Chairman stated that this proposal was not introducing too much details and



 therefore this could be used as a start point, anyway details needed to be more elaborated. He said that we should



 agree on this proposal at this point of time. He added that further modification can be done on top of that. 

    (*23) Following 4 documents on IR scheme were reviewed in succession.



 R1-01-1196 was presented by Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens).




Basic structure for the rate matching (2-stage) and IR functionality of HSDPA was proposed. The solution had




been chosen due to its simplicity and flexibility. With the proposed approach the deviation from R99 can be




kept as small as possible. It was recommended that we should agree on the basic structure proposed here in the




first place.



 R1-01-1146 was presented by Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson).




The physical-layer aspects of the HS-DSCH Hybrid ARQ functionality was discussed.
 The basic structure for




the Hybrid ARQ functionality was presented with the detailed structure and the relation between the physical-




layer Hybrid-ARQ functionality and the R99 rate-matching functionality. It was recommended that the detailed




specification of the physical-layer Hybrid-ARQ functionality should proceed based on 2-stage rate matching




which has significant commonality with R99 rate-matching functionality.



 R1-01-1274 was presented by Mr. Shigenori Kinjo (Texas Instruments).




In this paper further clarifications on 2-stage rate matching method were given. It was stated that the 2-stage



rate matching becomes identical to R99 rate matching when the second stage is skipped and therefore this



means that the 2-stage rate matching is superior from backward compatibility point of view. The increase of the



complexity compared with release 99 rate matching can be minimized.


 R1-01-1234 was presented by Motorola.




In this paper a simple IR scheme based on block interleaving and symbol priority mapping was proposed. The




proposed scheme has the following attributes:





- flexible and fine-grained support of predefined redundancy versions at each transmission with progressive





  reduction in effective coding rates, 





- support for Full and Partial forms of both Chase combining and IR 





- re-use of a significant number of symbol interleaving and permuting structures from the R99 specification,





   with associated reduction in UE engineering effort, and





- support for systematic bit priority mapping onto the most reliable QAM constellation component bits.





- simple coding chain as per R99






• channel interleaving and puncturing performed simultaneously in one block interleaving step.



 R1-01-1308 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).




This paper summarizes the 2 conflicting IR schemes, they are, IR scheme based on 2-stage rate matching




 (Ericsson, Siemens, TI are the main proponents.) and IR scheme based on the block interleaving (Motorola).



 A long discussion was made on which scheme we should take. Main point was the distance from R99 coding 



 chain.



 Finally chairman asked other companies than Siemens, Ericsson, TI and Motorola for comments.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked;



 Nortel considers that 2-stage rate matching is probably the best approach we can get. Of course there are other



 aspects that needs consideration later such as the bit mapping. But apart from that we are able to depart as little as



 from R99 chain with 2-stage rate matching scheme and at the same time it allows the proper UE buffering



 management. 



 Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) expressed his support to the comment from Nortel.



 Having received all these comments, chairman remarked that people seems to prefer R99 chain more than the 



 slight difference in the performance. He said that the proponent needs to convince people with the significant gain



 in order to propose something different from R99 scheme. He suggested that we would take 2-stage rate matching



 as a working assumption and try to derive the details further based on that assumption. That seems to be easiest



 acceptable solution.
/*** Day4 Coffee break 15:14-15:53 ***/



 After the coffee break Mr. Amitava Ghosh stated that there was no agreement on the argumentation presented but 



 in order to progress it was agreed to go ahead with the 2-stage rate matching approach.



 Having this conclusion, the reviewal of R1-01-1209 Motorola : Additional Simulation Results on Incremental



 Redundancy (IR) Schemes was skipped.



 R1-01-1147 was presented by Mr. Erik Dahlman.




This paper provided text proposal for TR 25.858, related to the physical-layer Hybrid-ARQ functionality. The 


proposal described the two-stage rate matching approach, including the reuse of release 99 rate-matching




algorithms. 



 Chairman stated that this R1-01-1147 would be the basis for the drafting session to be held Day4 evening.

    (*24) Mr. Shigenori Kinjo (Texas Instruments) presented this paper. This paper was for information.



 In this paper it was shown that the gain obtained from the variable interleaving pattern approach was small from


 some additional simulation under Rayleigh fading environment when the method was applied to 16QAM. It was 


 recommended to adopt deterministic approach such as constellation rearrangement method if we need to get the



 benefit of changing the reliability of bits in ARQ process. No comments raised.

    (*25) Mitsubishi presented this paper. This paper was for information.



 There are two methods to obtain a Turbo coder with ¼ coding rate for HSDPA: repetition from R99 Turbo coder



 or puncturing from 1/6 Turbo coder. In RAN WG1 #21, the performance comparisons of BLER vs Ec/Ior for 



 2 methods were studied and repetition from Release’99 Turbo coding method was decided as a working


 assumption. This paper presented simulation results on BLER (BER) vs Ior/Ioc. By the results it was



 recommended to use the repetition from R99 1/3 Turbo coder to generate ¼ Turbo coding bits.



 No comments were raised.
    (*26) Following 5 papers on interleaving were reviewed in succession.



 R1-01-1227 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).



It was proposed that the 2nd interleaver of R99 is modified for HSDPA in such a way that 15(4 elements in




the top-right corner of the interleaver matrix are left empty. It was stated that the partially filled interleaver is




a simple way to remove the clustering problem when 16-QAM modulation scheme is used. The same




interleaver can be used with all code rates and with both QPSK and 16-QAM modulations. It was shown by




the simulation results that the performance gain compared to the R99 interleaver in AWGN channel for




16-QAM at 1/2 code rate is 0.25dB. It was mentioned that the performance obtained by this method is as




good as that obtained with the SMP scheme.




Siemens, Nortel and Lucent commented that the simulation should be conducted also with fading channel




assumption. AWGN result is misleading.




Samsung opposed to the conclusion regarding clustering problem. They prepared the relevant paper. It was




reviewed in succession.



 R1-01-1174 was presented by Samsung.




In the HSDPA Ad Hoc in Sophia Antipolis, Nokia pointed out that clustering of high and low reliable bits of



R99 2nd interleaver could deteriorate the system performance. In this paper it was clarified that SMP (Symbol



Mapping based on bit Priority) interleaver is free from clustering phenomenon. It was shown that the



performance of SMP interleaver is better than that of partially filled interleaver proposed by Nokia.


 R1-01-1231 was presented by Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens).




This paper discussed about the interleaver operation in conjunction with SMP.




Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola) opposed this contribution saying that this is not backward compatible to R99




and further Motorola considers this SMP does not provide any performance gain. (Motorola does not care




0.2 – 0.3dB
 SMP gain with only rate ½ 16QAM modulation. Motorola will never use low code rate 16QAM




 modulation.)




Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) agreed with the comment from Mr. Amitava Ghosh.



 R1-01-1224 was presented by Mr. Makis Kasapidis (Panasonic) .



This paper proposed a technique(Bit separation) which is divorced from the IR discussions and does not require



any additional signalling on the uplink or the downlink. Bit separation utilizes bit reliabilities in a simple and



efficient manner with no further bit mapping procedures required. Whereas when multi-path interference is not



used, bit separation does not incur any loss in performance, when multi-path interference cancellation is



employed there is significant gain compared to all bits being encoded as one block.


 R1-01-1311 was presented by Samsung.




This was commenting paper against R1-01-1227 from Nokia. In this paper the issues raised by Nokia in




R1-01-1227 were clarified. It was stated that SMP interleaver outperforms partially filled interleaver proposed



by Nokia.



 A bit long discussion was held regarding how we should proceed with SMP.



 Motorola was rather strongly against SMP saying that there is no actual gain. 0.2-0.3dB gain with only low rate



 16-QAM would not justify the additional complexity.



 Ericsson agreed with Motorola if the performance gain of SMP really is achievable with low rate 16-QAM.



 Siemens was for SMP.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that the definition of SMP has not yet been clear and furthermore if the



 gain is relatively small considering Chase then it is questionable how it works with full IR.



 Chairman concluded that SMP/Interleaving scheme was not agreed to be included. He invited proponents to



 provide text proposals on the reflector (on top of TR from this meeting) to the level that allow also third party



 simulations of the schemes & complexity analysis.

    (*27) Mr. Michiharu Nakamura (Fujitsu) presented this paper.



 This paper discussed the comparison of Chase Combining and various Incremental Redundancy Schemes for



 16-QAM. Followings were shown by the simulation.




- Chase Combining outperforms Partial IR for ½ rate code system under AWGN channel.




- Under AWGN channel, Full IR outperforms Chase Combining for ¾ rate code system in the second




   transmission and vice versa in the third transmission.




- Under Rayleigh channel at UE speed of 3kmph, Full IR outperforms Chase Combining all the time. This was




   reflected from both Frame Error Rate (FER) and throughput analysis.



 No comments were raised.

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


 In this paper a 'constellation rearrangement' scheme was proposed which has the functionality and the same



 performance as the original scheme presented by Panasonic in R1-01-0237 and which can be implemented at bit



 level.



 There was a comment saying that this proposal is not backward compatible with Samsung's proposal whereas



 Panasonic scheme is backward compatible and further more this scheme may claim that we have to store all the



 symbols. Mr. Jussi Kähtävä answered the point mentioned is for further study.



 Chairman remarked that the same conclusion as the SMP discussion would be applied to this paper as well.

    (*29) Ericsson presented this paper.



 In this paper it was proposed 16-QAM to be a UE capability instead of mandatory at the UE. 5 reasons for this



 proposals were given in section 3 of this paper.



 A number of comments were made.




- "Inclusion of higher-order modulation will mostly affect the UE’s peak rate" is not correct. It could be used




   for certain period due to the code limitation. 16-QAM can improve the average throughput as well.




- It is not our scope to discuss market issue.



- There would be some performance degradation expected by not having 16-QAM mandated. This needs to be




  discussed in the RAN plenary.




- There would be a degradation in link adaptation ability.



 Chairman summarized based on the comments received that we do not agree to change the assumption. He would



 mention this issue in his report to RAN.



 Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) stated that Ericsson fully agrees that higher order modulation is useful to increase



 the overall throughput of HS-DSCH transport channel but at the same time it is true that HS-DSCH without



 16-QAM will also provide a significant throughput gain.

    (*30) Following 3 papers on UE capability were reviewed in succession.



 R1-01-1117 was presented by Ericsson.




This paper discussed UE capability value ranges for HSDPA. In conclusion, following value ranges were




proposed.





- Max # TrCH bits per HS-DSCH TTI = 1600, 4000, 6400, 9600, 14400, 19200, 28800.





- Max # soft channel bits over all HARQ processes =  19200, 38400, 48000, 76800, 96000, 115200,


















 153600, 172800, 230400, 345600, 460800, 691200





- Modulation scheme: QPSK, 16QAM





- Channelization codes: 5, 10, 15.





- Minimum inter-TTI interval = 1, 2.



 R1-01-1036 was presented by Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent).




In this paper it was concluded that due to the limitation on the number of UEs that can be code-multiplexed




within an HS-DSCH TTI the overall HSDPA capacity may be under-utilized and this is particularly true when




the code-multiplexed users are of lowest capability. Therefore, it says that the limit on the maximum number of




UEs within a TTI (i.e. number of HS-SCCHs) and the lowest capability UE class should be defined in such a




way that result in maximum utilization of the HS-DSCH resources.



 R1-01-1182 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).




Text proposal was attached. No concrete value ranges were given. Minimum interval between TTIs had been




 included in the UE capability table.




Qualcomm supported this proposal and suggested that proposal from Nokia and Ericsson could be a basis for




the drafting of the TR on UE capability.



Chairman concluded that drafting activity needed to produce a proposal based on these 3 papers.

    (*30) Mr. Howard Huang (Lucent) presented this paper.


 This paper discussed about the improving HSDPA system throughput with selection transmit diversity (SDT).



 The system performance of HSDPA systems with proportional fair scheduling using single antenna transmission, 



 dual-antenna STTD transmission, and dual-antenna STD transmission were compared. In conclusion it was stated



 in this paper that if multiple antennas are available at the Node B, STTD should not be used for HSDPA



 transmission and that STD should be considered instead. 



 There were some questions raised.




- Where STTD might be better in some sense than STD ?  ( higher Doppler shift case.




- What kind of feedback bits are to be needed for STD ? ( additional bit on top of HSDPA signalling is



















 antenna information (Which antenna is to be used)




- Power balance problem is now to be solved by new technology called "hybrid metrics power combiner(?)". 




- Feedback error was not considered in the simulation. Feedback delays were considered.




- Existing closed loop modes should be applied together with HSDPA in terms of feedback bits.




- Concern raised on the problem of power balancing, aspects related to compatibility with R99. We need to




  check the evaluation done by Lucent.

    (*31) Mr. Tim Schmidl (Texas Instruments) presented this paper. This was a commenting paper to R1-01-1126.


 Chairman commented regarding Lucent proposal that if there is something new to add in the proposal then the



 existing feedback modes is definitely taken into account in the comparison.

    (*32) Mr. Tim Schmidl (Texas Instruments) presented this paper.


 In this paper, a modification to the second TxAA mode from R99 was proposed for HSDPA applications.



 Simulation results showed that the performance of the proposed mode is very close to Mode 2 even in the absence



 of feedback error and delay.  ( proposed mode is inherently more robust to feedback delay and error compared to



 Mode 2.)



 After several comments chairman stated that it is up to the proponents (of STD and modified Mode 2 or whatever)



 to consider based on the feedback received whether they would provide more elaborated evaluation and proposal



 or not in our coming meetings.

    (*33) Mr. Tim Schmidl (Texas Instruments) presented this paper.


 This paper discussed modified STTD-OTD open-loop transmit diversity scheme for four transmit antennas.



 After presentation chairman suggested that this should be discussed in the Tx diversity Ad Hoc and not here in



 the plenary. No online discussion was made.
    (*34) LGE presented this paper. This paper discussed HS-PSHCCH power control.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked;




We need to consider whether we in effect want to do any inner loop power control on such a channel. If we




were to do any form of inner power control we would have to check the impact on the reliability in particular if




we do not have the HI. Even if we agree that we could do some form of inner loop power control, can we apply




the concept that we agreed upon, for the PDSCH?  We need to take into account that termination points are




different. DSCH terminates at the RNC. This channel is physical channel and hence terminates at Node B.  



 Chairman concluded that this paper as noted. He said that proponent may further make proposals on this but the



 comments received should definitely be taken into account.

    (*35) LGE presented this paper. This paper discussed possible two methods for HI power control.
    (*36) Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung) presented this paper. In this paper, three kinds of power control scheme for HI


 transmission in the case of handover situation were presented.


 Chairman commented these proposals would be more suitable after we have finalized basic downlink structure.



 These papers were noted.

/*** Day 4 closed at 19:51 ***/

Day 4, started at 09.16

    (*37) Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung) presented this paper. This paper presented the basic idea of a possible solution for UL


 power control in soft handover. It is proposed to include attached text proposal into TR 25.858.



 There were several concerns raised against this proposal.



 Chairman concluded as follows;




There is probably something that could be done to optimize the power on the secondary DPCCH but judging




from the comments received, this is not the way to do it.  We should not touch the power control on the




 current or primary DPCCH and this is a kind of fundamental thing. It should not be impacted in the first




 place. The possibility for more dynamic power/power control offset for secondary DPCCH could be




 investigated in the coming meetings that is more dynamic than the RRC setting but it should be noted that




 there are several issues for the existing DPCCH power control not to be modified. There are this




 interference issue, soft handover and backward compatibility issue with the other base stations.  

    (*38) Mr. Tim Schmidl (Texas Instruments) presented this paper.


 In this paper, single-user throughput simulation results were presented for various (2,2) scenarios. The



 performance of STTD, PARC with different levels, and two closed-loop transmit diversity schemes(STD and



 TxAA) were compared. It was concluded in this paper that the R99 based TxAA/STTD is a better solution



 compared to PARC for (2,2) MIMO systems in terms of throughput performance, MIPS requirement, memory



 requirement and backward compatibility with Rel-5 in terms of uplink signalling and MCS selection procedures.


 Lucent remarked that the throughput depends on the number of antennas. For higher number of antennas PARC



 is still better transmit diversity.

    (*39) Mr. Katsutoshi Itoh (Sony) presented this paper. This was the text proposal for uplink signaling which had been 



 drafted on Day3 night drafting session.



 Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung) remarked that the possibility of adjusting reporting cycle based on downlink channel



 condition should also be considered in the Note in section 8.2.2.1. ( Editor will take into account this comment.

    (*40) Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) presented this paper. This was the text proposal for TR 25.858 regarding the



 detailed structure of the shared control channel. This was the outcome of the drafting session held on Day4 night.

    (*41) Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) presented this paper. This was the text proposal for TR 25.858 regarding the



 physical-layer Hybrid-ARQ functionality. Tthe two-stage rate matching approach, including the reuse of R99



 rate-matching algorithms was described. This was the outcome of the drafting session held on Day4 night.

    (*42) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this paper. This was the text proposal for TR 25.848 regarding UE



 capability. 3 documents which had been discussed on Day4 night (See No.185, 186, 187)  were the basis of this



 proposal.


 Short discussion was made on Minimum inter-TTI interval. It was concluded to add the value of '3' to the table



 x in section 9.1 and table y (in the 1.2Mbps capability column) in section 9.4. Following small note was suggested



 for the UE capability section "This section is tentative and subject to further revisions.".  A small editorial



 error was pointed out in the table x in the box of the Total number of soft channel bits (57600 should be added.).
/*** Day5 coffee break 15:41 – 16:09 ***/

    (*43) Mr. Jaeyoel Kim (Samsung) presented this paper.


 Due to the lack of time no discussion was made. Discussion will be made in the next meeting.

TDD AH will start at 22:00 

Drafting session will start at 22:00

Day 3, started at 09.09

6. Other Rel'5 work items

6.1 Enhancement on the DSCH hard split mode
	No.
	R
	CR
	rev
	TS
	Tdoc
	Title
	Cat
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	202
	5
	123
	-
	25.212
	R1-01-1172
	 Inclusion of flexible hard split  

 mode TFCI operation
	B
	Samsung
	Reviewed
	 (*1)

Day3  10:36



(*1) Mr. Jaeyoel Kim (Samsung) presented this CR.


 This CR introduced changes on coding scheme for TFCI bits required in TS 25.212 to support the flexible hard


 split mode operation in Rel-5. It was proposed to include the TFCI coding scheme for the flexible hard split mode


 in section 4.3.4.2. Current Rel-99/4 hard split mode operation is now described in section 4.3.4.1.


 Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) commented following 2 points.




- New subsections should not be created for this implementation. We should simply replace the old section




  about split mode with more flexible hard split mode. Then the fixed hard split mode can be included into that 




  flexible section as a special case.




- We should reduce the combination patterns in table 10 for the time being as had been suggested by LS




  from RAN WG2. For instance, combinations of (4:6), (6:4), (3:7),(4:3) can be sufficient. What is important




  is that we have flexible approaches in the specifications that can be easily extended by adding another pattern




  if we think that it is really needed. (Chairman, Vodafone, Motorola supported this comment.)




  Chairman suggested that he would mention this in his report to RAN and would have a chat with RAN WG2




  chairman on this issue. (LS would not be sent to RAN WG2.)




  (LS from RAN WG2 on this issue can be fount in R1-01-0771, R2-011761).

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	203
	
	R1-01-1173
	 Revision of TR 25.870 to version 1.0.1
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*1)

Day 3  10:36-10:58

	204
	
	R1-01-1138
	 Minor editorial changes for TR25.870
	LGE
	Postponed
	(*2)

Day 3  11:29-11:32

	205
	
	R1-01-1329
	 Revision of TR 25.870 to version 1.1.0
	Samsung
	Approved
	(*3)

Day 5  17:10-17:15



(*1) Mr. Jaeyoel Kim (Samsung) presented this paper.



 This version contained the text proposal on TFCI power control which had been approved in RAN WG1#21



 meeting in Turin. The actual text proposal this revised TR included was the modified one which had been posted



 onto the RAN WG1 e-mail in prior to this meeting. The intention was to have this version with revision marks



 approved in the current meeting and raise the version to v1.1.0.



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) remarked that although we had agreed to include the text in the previous meeting, 



 she had found a fundamental problem with the scheme. The problem is that Node B does not know whether the



 UE is in soft handover whereas the benefit of adjusting TFCI offset is depending on UE status regarding soft



 handover. How is this signalled to Node B ?  outer-band (NBAP) or in-band ? We have not seen the expected



 modifications in RAN WG3 specifications. It was also pointed that Node B does not know how many cells



 there are in the active set. How are these to be indicated to Node B ? Is the intention to support via NBAP or



 via frame protocol ?



 In case of frame protocol, are we going to add in the frame protocol a field corresponding to the TFCI power



 offset as in R99 we have a field for the TPC offset ?


 LGE answered that they would provide the technical document in the next RAN WG3 meeting to be held during



 the week next. According to that document, LGE would like to use frame protocol.   



 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat stated that there may well be hardly any modifications in RAN WG1 specifications because



 TFCI offset with respect to the data is provided in-band. She added that for the time being TR should describe the



 intention of over-all system behaviour and it would be fine, however when we would come to the modifications of



 RAN WG1 specifications we would have to look at how things are done in the frame protocol. Depending on how



 the TFCI offset is provided there could be even hardly any changes in our specifications.



 Chairman concluded as follows.




- LGE should provide the papers that describe what would be changes for the specification and backward




  compatibility issues.




- RAN WG1 should send a LS to RAN WG3 to inform the status of RAN WG1 on this issue and to ask




  RAN WG3 to handle Iub/Iur aspects on this issue. R1-01-1296 was allocated for the draft LS. This was




  reviewed on Day5 and approved in R1-01-1350. (See No. 229)




- The version of the TR should remain as v1.0.1 and revision marks on the added text should be kept.

/*** Day3 Coffee break 10:58-11:28 ***/


(*2) LGE presented this paper. This paper contained minor editorial corrections on top of the version 1.0.1 assuming



 the previous paper (R1-01-1173) was approved.



 Chairman concluded that we should postpone this correction for the next time because of the conclusion of the



 discussion we made with R1-01-1173. (See above.)


(*3) Mr. Jaeyoel Kim (Samsung) presented this paper.


 Chairman pointed out that there are still all combinations kept in this TR. Chairman stated that it should be clearly



 stated in the status report that RAN WG1 does not think that all these combinations are needed. He also stated that



 this TR should be submitted to RAN with the version number of v.1.1.0 for information.

6.2 Beamforming
	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	206
	
	R1-01-1180
	 UTRAN Measurement for RRM support 

 of beamforming
	Nokia
	TR to be produced
	(*1)

Day 3  11:34-11:55

	207
	
	R1-01-1299
	 Beamforming TR
	Nokia
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 5  12:17-12:30



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


 This paper was regarding UTRAN measurement for RRM support of beamforming and sequel to R1-01-0704



 which had been presented in Rel-5 Ad Hoc in Helsinki and R1-01-0824 which had been presented in



 RAN WG1#21 Turin. The background is that, for Node-Bs which are using beamforming (BF) antenna arrays



 additional measurements are required in order to get  more detailed information  about the cell load in addition



 to the measurements of the total wideband received and transmitted power specified in TS 25.215 and TS 25.133.



 There were short discussion on the text proposal.




- the exact definition of beamforming antennas – (  the array which is calibrated ??)




- how the unique antenna array weight vectors would be defined ?



 (Text proposal)

 


In case of beamforming antennas the total received wideband power shall be measured for each beam. Each beam is defined



 by a unique antenna array weight vector.



 It seemed that there was no consensus reached.



 Chairman proposed to create Technical Report on this topic to make a progress because there are a lot of issues



 identified that are impacting other WGs. Chairman asked Mr. Jussi Kähtävä to draft a TR by taking the technical



 essence out of this current paper. R1-01-1299 was allocated for the draft TR.



 /***   TR number TR 25.887 was allocated by MCC after the meeting. ***/

(*2) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this paper. This was the draft TR which had been suggested to be created



 by the chairman on Day3.


 A couple of comments were made regarding the scope of this TR. Chairman made online editing on the screen.



 R99/Rel-4 related description was taken away and UTRA FDD was clarified.



 (new scope)




The scope of this TR is to define potential measurements for UTRA FDD and their performance requirements




for efficient support of RRM in case beamforming is used in UTRAN. 


 With one more correction on the name of the section on requirements,  TR was approved. This TR would be



 submitted to RAN #14 with version number v1.0.0 for information in order to discuss what the RAN WG4 role 



 on this topic would be.



 R1-01-1342 was allocated for the updated TR. Chairman asked the proponent to provide the updated TR on the



 RAN WG1 e-mail reflector prior to RAN#14. We will be discussing this topic in upcoming meetings.

/*** Day5 Lunch break 12:31-13:33 ***/

6.3 USTS

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	208
	
	R1-01-1170
	 Link level performance for different SF
	SK Telecom LGE
	Noted
	No  (*1)
Comments

Day3  11:55 -11:59

	209
	
	R1-01-1171
	 Text proposals for TR25.854
 version 1.1.1
	SK Telecom, LGE, Samsung
	Approved
	No  (*2)
Comments

Day3  12:00 -12:09

	210
	
	R1-01-1181
	 System-level performance of USTS
	Nokia
	Noted
	No  (*3)
Comments

Day3  12:10 -12:23

	211
	
	R1-01-1302
	 Text proposal for USTS TR
	Nokia
	Approved
	No  (*4)
Comments

Day5  10:26 -10:30



(*1) Mr. Duk Kyung Kim (SK Telecom) presented this paper.


 There had been several system level performance results on USTS shown so far in accordance with the RAN



 decision. This paper contained the simulation results for the only one remaining concern which had been raised in



 RAN WG1#21 meeting in Turin by Ericsson. That was the impact of using SF=128 instead of SF=64 for voice in


 terms of the required Eb/No level. It was shown by the simulation results that the impact of using SF=128 instead


 of SF=64 on the Eb/No level satisfying BLER = 1%. is only 0.3 dB degradation. Therefore it was concluded that



 SF=128 can be used without causing significant degradation in terms of Eb/No, where convolutional coding rate,


 radio frame segmentation, and RM parameters are different. 


(*2) Mr. Duk Kyung Kim (SK Telecom) presented this text proposal.



 RAN WG3 part needs to be checked by RAN WG3.



 Chairman suggested to send a LS to RAN WG3 informing that we have approved the TR but RAN WG3 part



 needs to be reviewed by RAN WG3. He suggested to create the TR v.1.2.0 with revision marks remained with



 RAN WG3 part and send it to RAN WG3 as attachment.



 R1-01-1300 was allocated for the TR 25.854 v1.2.0 and R1-01-1301 was allocated for the draft LS. 


 He asked the proponent to provide the latest version which include the results of RAN WG3 reviewal on the



 RAN WG1 e-mail reflector. That latest version would be submitted top the next RAN for approval.



 LS in R1-01-1301 was reviewed on Day5 and approved in R1-01-1337. (See No. 221)


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


 This document presented additional system level simulation results on the performance of USTS. Simulations



 were performed for both SF=64 and SF=128. Results addressing the issues of voice activity and antenna diversity



 were also included. The simulation results showed that uplink synchronisation potentially gives a high capacity



 increase provided that there is no severe code limitations.



 Mr. Erik Dahlman (Ericsson) remarked that the simulation results (table 3 and 4) had better be included in the TR.



 There was no objection for this proposal. These results would be included in section 5.5 of the TR. Revision can



 be found in R1-01-1302.



 Chairman summarized USTS discussion that the remaining open issues that had been mentioned in the last RAN



 meeting had been all solved with this SF case and therefore from RAN WG1 point of view the WI could be started



 on this topic. No objection was made against this summary.

/*** Day3 Lunch break  12:28-13: 35 ***/


(*4) Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia) presented this paper. This was the text proposal for USTS TR which contained the



 simulation results from R1-01-1181 (See No 210). It had been requested by Ericsson to include simulation results



 of R1-01-1181 in the TR.



 This text proposal would be incorporated into the TR and new version of the TR would be submitted for RAN #14



 for approval. (new version of the TR can be found in R1-01-1300.)
6.4 Ad Hoc report 

R1-01-1321 Minutes of TSG-RAN WG1 #22 TDD Ad Hoc Meeting   : Source TDD AH Chair
      (10:36-10:42)
Mr. Hyeon Woo Lee (Samsung, TDD AH Chair) presented this report

Report was approved with no comments.

R1-01-1322  Report from Tx diversity/MIMO Ad Hoc  : Source Ad Hoc Chair





      (11:57-12:07)

Mr. Masafumi Usuda (NTT DoCoMo AH Chair) presented this report.

Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung) raised concern on the contents of R1-01-1193.
Chairman answered that it would be discussed in the reviewal of Tx-diversity TR. (See No. 214)

Report was approved with one editorial correction. (Feed back error rate ( Feedback bit error rate, Table1)

Chairman thanked Ad Hoc chairmen for their effort in the night session.

/*** Day5 Coffee break   10:45-11:20 ***/

6.5  Node B Synchronisation for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	212
	
	R1-01-1318
	 Text-proposal for TR25.868 based on  

 TDD AH at WG1#22 in Jeju
	Siemens Mitsubishi Samsung
	Approved
	(*1)

Day 5  11:21-11:27



(*1) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this paper. This is the outcome of TDD AH held on Day3.



 There was a comment that the blanking rate issue needs to be further studied in the future.



 This text proposal was approved.



 Mr. Andreas Höynck invited people to provide simulation results as soon as possible if they wanted put new



 proposal in TR because schedule is now very tight.



 The next version of the TR which would contain this approved text proposal would be version 1.1.0.



 New version would be submitted to RAN#14 for information.

6.6 Interfrequency and intersystem measurements

	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	213
	
	R1-01-1317
	 Introduction of TR 25.xxx on Improvement of 
 Inter-frequency and inter-system measurement
	Samsung
	Agreed in principle
	(*1)

Day 5  11:27-11:47



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


 A new method for measurement for handover for 1.28Mcps TDD was presented in the TDD AH. It was agreed to


 propose making the TR within the existing work item "Improvement of inter-frequency and inter-system



 measurements". This TR will address the measurement of GSM, FDD, and 3.84 Mcps TDD from 1.28Mcps TDD.


 A bit long discussion took place on the methodology of how we should proceed with this proposal since the scope



 of existing WI is different from what was proposed here. (the objective of existing WI is the enhancement of



 compressed mode only for FDD.)



 Chairman suggested that we agree on the TR in principle here and the proponent clarify in RAN WG#14 whether



 the new WI should be needed or existing WI can be modified. It is up to the proponent to propose some solution



 in RAN #14. If RAN decides to enlarge the existing WI then the TR would better have both FDD and TDD



 techniques in different sections. If RAN decides to have separated WI then the TR would be separate ones. (TR



 only for TDD with respect to this proposal.) 



 Chairman invited Samsung to make a proposal for RAN #14, either new WI or modification of the existing WI.



 TR number to be allocated after RAN #14 by MCC.



 There was a comment that separate TR on 1.28Mcps TDD would be preferred.

6.7 Tx Diversity
	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	214
	
	R1-01-1319
	 TR25.869 v0.1.1  Tx diversity solutions 

 for multiple antennas
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*1)

Day 5  12:08-12:15



(*1) Mr. Sung Jin Kim (Samsung) presented this TR.


 The problem which had been pointed out by Samsung on the text proposal in R1-01-1193 during the reviewal of



 AH report was checked. It seemed that the problem was not regarding technical issue but rather the way the text



 proposal had been drafted. Chairman suggested offline discussion.



 After the afternoon coffee break Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens) announced the conclusion of the offline 



 discussion. He said that unfortunately it was not clear to everybody that section 5.3 had been deleted and instead



 section 6 was inserted. He suggested to postpone the modification of pilot structure to the next meeting so that



 everybody can check it once more. In conclusion, all the modification in R1-01-1193 will be incorporated into the



 TR except the changes regarding section 5.3 and section 6, which means section 5.3 is to be kept as it is and



 section 6 is not to be inserted.



 The updated TR would be made in R1-01-1347 with version number of v0.2.0 without revision marks.



 This TR will not be presented in RAN#14 but be presented in RAN#15. The deadline of the relevant study item



 is to be postponed until March, 2001.
6.8 MIMO
	No.
	Ad Hoc
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	215
	
	R1-01-1335
	 TR 25.876 v 1.0.0 (TR on Multiple-Input Multiple  

 Output Antenna Processing for HSDPA)
	Lucent
	to be modified

( RAN#14
	(*1)

Day 5  16:16-16:24

	216
	
	R1-01-1336
	 Revised MIMO channel model
	Lucent
	
	(*2)

Day 5  16:24-16:32



(*1) Mr. Howard Huang (Lucent) presented this paper.


 A couple of comments were made.




- Feedback error bit rate





4% is to be used as a normal case but higher error bit error rate of 10% case needs to be evaluated.




- Some text missing from section 10.3



 Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) suggested offline checking over the e-mail. Chairman agreed with this



 comments and invited people to give comments to Mr. Howard Huang offline.



 Mr. Said Tatesh (Lucent) proposed to submit this TR to RAN #14 for information after having offline check



 over the e-mail reflector.



 Chairman agreed to this comment. He asked Mr. Howard Huang to put this version on the e-mail reflector



 on next Monday and have comments until next Friday. 

(*2) Mr. Howard Huang (Lucent) presented this paper.


 A couple of comments for correction were made.



 Chairman suggested the same approach as the previous TR, to put the document on next Monday and receive



 comments until Friday.



 There was a small discussion for this deadline. Is this channel model to be presented to RAN ??



 Chairman answered if this is to be attached to the TR then it should have one week deadline same as the TR.



 But if there is no need to be submitted in the RAN and that seems to be the case, there would be no need for 



 deadline. Discussion can continue on the e-mail reflector until next RAN WG1 meeting and there the report



 of the e-mail discussion will be presented.

7. Approval of the liaison statements as output from WG1

	No.
	Discussed

Tdoc
	Source
	To/Cc
	Title
	Approved

Tdoc
	Notes

	217
	R1-01-1237
	Nokia
	R3

Cc:R2,R4
	 Answer to LS on RL timing adjustment 

 mechanisms
	R1-01-1306
	(*1)

 Day3  16:20

	218
	R1-01-1253
	Ericsson
	R2
	 LS on downlink rate matching 

 restrictions
	R1-01-1309
	(*2)

 Day3  17:10

	219
	R1-01-1240
	Lucent
	R3
	 Response to Liaison Statement on

 Power Control Algorithm
	See No.226 
	(*3)

 Day3  18:15

	220
	R1-01-1297
	Philips
	R2
	 LS on ACK/NACK signalling for 

 HSDPA
	R1-01-1298
	(*4)

 Day5  09:40

	221
	R1-01-1301
	SK Telecom
	R3

Cc:R2
	 Liaison Statement on USTS TR
	R1-01-1337
	(*5)

 Day5  10:35

	222
	R1-01-1332
	Samsung
	R2,R3,R4
	 LS on "improvement of inter-frequency and inter-s
 system measurement for 1.28 Mcps TDD"
	R1-01-1341
	(*6)

 Day5  10:56

	223
	R1-01-1320
	InterDigital
	R2,R3,R4
	 Correction to Transmit Diversity scheme 

 for TDD
	R1-01-1344
	(*7)

 Day5  14:03

	224
	R1-01-1307
	 Qualcomm
	R4

Cc:R2
	 Response to TSG-RAN WG4 Liaison on Definition 

 of GPS Measurement (draft answer to LS

 R1-01-1004)
	R1-01-1345
	(*8)

 Day5  14:08

	225
	R1-01-1252
	 Qualcomm
	R2
	 LS on proposed correction to the UE capability 

 parameter “Maximum number of DPCH bits per

 10 ms” in TS 25.306
	R1-01-1346
	(*9)

 Day5  14:13

	226
	R1-01-1325
	Lucent

Nortel
	R3
	 Response to Liaison Statement on Power 

 Control Algorithm
	R1-01-1310
	(*10)

 Day5  14:28

	227
	R1-01-1313
	NEC
	R4

Cc:R3
	 Response to LS (R4-011607) on SSDT 

 performance specification
	Not agreed

(report to RAN
	(*11)

 Day5  15:03

	228
	R1-01-1327
	Siemens  Mitsubishi Interdigital
	R3
	 Response to LS regarding alignment of Node B  

 synchronisation procedures between low and high  

 chip rate TDD
	R1-01-1349
	No  (*12)
Comments

Day5  16:47

	229
	R1-01-1296
	LGE
	R3

Cc:R2,R4
	 LS on TFCI power control in hard split  

 mode
	R1-01-1350
	(*13)

 Day5  16:52

	230
	R1-01-1295
	Nortel
	R4

Cc:R2
	 Answer to LS on compressed mode  

 methods
	R1-01-1351
	(*14)

 Day5  16:56

	231
	R1-01-1239
	Alcatel
	R3
	 Answer to LS on S-Field length
	R1-01-1239
	No  (*15)
Comments

Day5  16:56


(*1) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this LS. This was the answer LS for R1-01-1002 (R3-012693) 


 which had been reviewed on Day1. (See No. 3)


 There were a couple comments for modification made and chairman made some editing on the screen.


 RAN WG2 was added to the destination list as CC. 

(*2) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented this LS. This was reviewed in the course of the discussion of CR


 in R1-01-1255. (See No.111) There was no comment made on the contents of the LS. It was decided to add the note


 to the CR attached, in order to avoid giving RAN WG2 the impression that the CR was agreed in RAN WG1.



"RAN2 is kindly asked to inform RAN1 about the outcome of their discussions at the next RAN2 meeting. If changes to



  L1 would be required, the attached CR [under consideration in RAN WG1] could serve as basis for a submission



  to RAN#14."
(*3) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this LS. This was the answer LS to R1-01-1109 (R3-013068) which had been


 reviewed on Day1. (See No. 10)

 Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) made a strong objection to this draft. She said that this was not in line with the


 conclusion we had made on Day1. She said that as for any feature and enhancements, there must be a proof of the


 incremental gain therefore it is not up to RAN WG3 of its own to decide about this kind of inclusion. This is


 something to be considered at the RAN level. She added that RAN WG1 should indicate to RAN WG3 that the


 power control is RAN WG1 business and should not be discussed in RAN WG3 before RAN WG1.


 Chairman at first tried to modify the draft LS on the screen but eventually chairman asked the proponent to revise


 the LS offline. R1-01-1310 was allocated for the revision.

/*** Day3 closed at 18:18 ***/

(*4) Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips) presented this LS. This was produced based on the discussion of R1-01-1198 which was


 reviewed on Day2. (See No. 147)


 There was a remark that following description regarding method 2 could be a bit misleading because it might be


 misunderstood this method would be able to reduce the interference caused by Ack/Nack.



The simulation results given in R1-01-1199 suggest that, when these measures are used together, the ACK/NACK



power requirement would be reduced by about 5.5dB to be only 4.5dB more than the uplink DPCCH. 


 After a short discussion, it was agreed to remove the underline part.

(*5) SK Telecom presented this LS. (See No. 209)

(*6) Mr. Li Xiaoqiang (Samsung) presented this LS. (See No.213)

(*7) Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) presented this LS. (See No. 114-121)

(*8) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this LS. (See No. 5)

(*9) Mr. Serge Willenegger (Qualcomm) presented this LS. (See No. 51)

(*10) Mr. Man Hung Ng (Lucent) presented this LS. This was the revision of R1-01-1240 which had been reviewed on


   Day3.  (See No. 219)

(*11) Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC) presented this LS. R1-01-1293 had been allocated for the draft LS but eventually it was


   drafted in R1-01-1313. (See No. 12)


   This LS was not agreed. (Skipped). (See No. 126, 127)

(*12) Mr. Andreas Höynck (Siemens) presented this LS.


   This was the answer LS to R1-01-1108(R3-013058) (See No.9)

(*13) LGE presented this LS. (See No.203)

(*14) Ms. Sarah Boumendil (Nortel) presented this LS. This was the answer LS to R1-01-1283 (R4-011630) (See No. 13).

(*15) Mr. Nicolas Billy (Alcatel) presented this LS. This was the answer LS to R1-01-1107(R3-013055) (See No. 8).

8. Closing


Chairman thanked hosting company (Samsung) for providing excellent arrangements and facilities for the meeting
and its hospitality.


Next meeting is TSG RAN WG1 #23 and will be held in Espoo, Finalnd  8-11 (Tuesday – Friday), January, 2002.


Meeting was closed at Day5 17:30

9.  WG1 meeting schedule in year 2000 -2002(Tentative)

	Meeting
	Year
	Month
	Date
	Location
	Hosts

	RAN WG1 #10
	2000
	January          
	18-21
	Beijing, China
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #11
	2000
	February
	29 – March 3
	San Diego, CA, U.S.A.
	T1P1

	RAN #7
	2000
	March
	13-15
	Madrid, Spain
	

	RAN WG1 #12
	2000
	April
	10-13
	Seoul, Korea
	TTA

	RAN WG1 #13
	2000
	May
	22-25
	Tokyo, Japan
	NTT DoCoMo

	RAN #8
	2000
	June
	21-23
	Dusseldorf, Germany
	

	RAN WG1 #14
	2000
	July 
	4-7
	Oulu, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #15
	2000
	August
	22-25
	Berlin, Germany
	Siemens

	RAN #9
	2000
	September
	20-22
	Hawaii, U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #16
	2000
	October
	10-13
	Pusan, Korea
	Samsung, LGIC

	RAN WG1 #17
	2000
	November
	21-24
	Stockholm, Sweden
	Ericsson

	RAN #10
	2000
	December
	6-8
	Bangkok, Thailand
	Unisys

	RAN WG1 #18
	2001
	January
	15-18
	Boston, U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #19
	2001
	February
	27 – March 2
	Las Vegas, U.S.A.
	Motorola

	RAN #11
	2001
	March
	13-16
	Palm Springs, CA U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	HSDPA Ad Hoc
	2001
	April
	5-6
	Sophia Antipolis with R2
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #20
	2001
	May
	21-25 (5days)
	Pusan, Korea  withR2,3
	Samsung

	RAN #12
	2001
	June
	12-15
	Stockholm, Sweden
	Ericsson

	Rel-5 Ad Hoc
	2001
	June
	26-28
	Espoo, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #21
	2001
	August
	27-31(5days)
	Turin, Italy
	TiLab

	RAN #13
	2001
	September
	18-21
	Beijing, China
	Lucent, CWTS

	HSDPA Ad Hoc
	2001
	November
	5-7
	Sophia Antipolis
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #22
	2001
	November
	19-23
	Jeju, Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #14
	2001
	December
	11-14
	Kyoto, Japan
	ARIB, TTC

	RAN WG1 #23
	2002
	January
	8-11
	Espoo, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #24
	2002
	February
	18-22
	Florida, U.S.A.
	Motorola

	RAN #15
	2002
	March
	5-8
	Jeju, Korea
	TTA

	RAN WG1 #25
	2002
	April
	9-12
	TBD
	

	RAN WG1 #26
	2002
	May
	14-17
	Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #16
	2002
	June
	4-7
	(Europe)
	Motorola

	RAN WG1 #27
	2002
	June
	25-28 (*)
	Oulu, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #28
	2002
	August
	20-23
	TBD
	

	RAN #17
	2002
	September
	3-6
	(France)
	Alcatel

	RAN WG1 #29
	2002
	September
	24-27
	China
	Samsung

	RAN WG1 #30
	2002
	November
	12-15
	TBD
	

	RAN #18
	2002
	December
	3-6
	(U.S.A.)
	North American Friends of 3GPP



(*) tentative.

Ad Hoc reference

AH31 = 1.28 Mcps TDD UE positioning & Node B synch

AH32 = HSDPA General

AH33 = HSDPA UE capability

AH34 = DSCH hard split mode

AH35 = Interfrequency and intersystem measurements (e.g. compressed mode)

AH36 = MIMO and TX diversity issues, including channel models

AH37 = Improved cell FACH state

AH38 = Beamforming 

AH39 = USTS

AH40 = Release 4 issues

AH99 = Release -99 issues

Annex A
List of Approved CRs in TSG RAN WG1 #22 meeting in Jeju


1. Release 99 CRs + Associated Release 4 CRs


1.1  TS 25.201
(Contained in RP-010735)

	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.201
	007
	-
	R1-01-1241
	Removal of slow power control and ODMA from 

TS 25.201
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Lucent
	3.1.0
	3.2.0
	95

	2
	25.201
	008
	-
	R1-01-1241
	Removal of slow power control and ODMA from

TS 25.201
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Lucent
	4.0.0
	4.1.0
	96



1.2  TS 25.211
(Contained in RP-010736)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.211
	115
	1
	R1-01-0925
	Clarification of the pilot bits on CPCH message part and S-CCPCH
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Panasonic
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	97

	2
	25.211
	116
	1
	R1-01-0925
	Clarification of the pilot bits on CPCH message part and S-CCPCH
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Panasonic
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	98

	3
	25.211
	122
	-
	R1-01-1114

(*1)
	Addition of pilot bit patterns table of downlink DPCCH for antenna 2 using closed loop mode 1
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nokia
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	22

	4
	25.211
	123
	-
	R1-01-1114

(*1)
	Addition of pilot bit patterns table of downlink DPCCH for antenna 2 using closed loop mode 1
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nokia
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	23

	5
	25.211
	124
	-
	R1-01-1161
	Slot format for the CPCH
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	28

	6
	25.211
	125
	-
	R1-01-1161
	Slot format for the CPCH
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	29

	7
	25.211
	126
	1
	R1-01-1247
	Clarification of Tx diversity with PDSCH, AP-AICH, CD/CA-ICH and DL-DPCCH associated to CPCH
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	99

	8
	25.211
	127
	1
	R1-01-1247
	Clarification of Tx diversity with PDSCH, AP-AICH, CD/CA-ICH and DL-DPCCH associated to CPCH
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	100

	9
	25.211
	128
	1
	R1-01-1248
	Interaction between DSCH scheduling and phase reference modification
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	101

	10
	25.211
	129
	1
	R1-01-1248
	Interaction between DSCH scheduling and phase reference modification
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	102

	11
	25.211
	130
	-
	R1-01-1164
	Support of multiple CCTrChs of dedicated type
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	30

	12
	25.211
	131
	-
	R1-01-1164
	Support of multiple CCTrChs of dedicated type
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	31

	13
	25.211
	132
	-
	R1-01-1242
	Removal of slow power control from TS 25.211
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Lucent
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	103

	14
	25.211
	133
	-
	R1-01-1242
	Removal of slow power control from TS 25.211
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Lucent
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	104



(*1) R1-01-1246 was allocated for the cover sheet correction (isolated impact) but eventually the correction was done on R1-01-1114 (just cover sheet correction).


1.3  TS 25.212
(Contained in RP-010737)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.212
	117
	-
	R1-01-1121
	Clarification of compressed mode
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Ericsson,  

 Qualcomm
	3.7.0
	3.8.0
	34

	2
	25.212
	118
	-
	R1-01-1121
	Clarification of compressed mode
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Ericsson,  

 Qualcomm
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	35

	3
	25.212
	121
	-
	R1-01-1165
	Support of multiple CCTrChs of dedicated type
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel
	3.7.0
	3.8.0
	32

	4
	25.212
	122
	-
	R1-01-1165
	Support of multiple CCTrChs of dedicated type
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	33



1.4  TS 25.213
(Contained in RP-010738)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.213
	046
	-
	R1-01-1207
	Correction of section number reference
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Panasonic
	3.6.0
	3.7.0
	36

	2
	25.213
	047
	-
	R1-01-1207
	Correction of section number reference
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Panasonic
	4.1.0
	4.2.0
	37



1.5  TS 25.214
(Contained in RP-010739)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	1.1 Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.214
	206
	1
	R1-01-1125
	Power control in compressed mode when DPC_MODE=1
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel,  

 Ericsson
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	123

	2
	25.214
	207
	1
	R1-01-1125
	Power control in compressed mode when DPC_MODE=1
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel, 

 Ericsson
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	124

	3
	25.214
	208
	-
	R1-01-0993
	Clarification of closed loop mode 1 and 2 Tx diversity operation during compressed mode
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Motorola, 

 Siemens
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	38

	4
	25.214
	209
	-
	R1-01-0993
	Clarification of closed loop mode 1 and 2 Tx diversity operation during compressed mode
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Motorola, 

 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	39

	5
	25.214
	210
	-
	R1-01-1122
	Downlink phase reference reconfiguration
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Ericsson
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	40

	6
	25.214
	211
	-
	R1-01-1122
	Downlink phase reference reconfiguration
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Ericsson
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	41

	7
	25.214
	218
	1
	R1-01-1251
	Downlink power control for channels supporting CPCH
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	84

	8
	25.214
	219
	1
	R1-01-1251
	Downlink power control for channels supporting CPCH
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	85

	9
	25.214
	222
	-
	R1-01-1245
	Removal of slow power control from TS 25.214
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Lucent
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	105

	10
	25.214
	223
	-
	R1-01-1245
	Removal of slow power control from TS 25.214
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Lucent
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	106



1.6  TS 25.215
(Contained in RP-010740)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.215
	097
	-
	R1-01-1124
	Clarification of internal measurements
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Ericsson, 

 Panasonic
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	52

	2
	25.215
	098
	-
	R1-01-1124
	Clarification of internal measurements
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Ericsson, 

 Panasonic
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	53

	3
	25.215
	100
	1
	R1-01-1291
	Correction to the definitions of UE and UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for UE positioning
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nortel
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	107

	4
	25.215
	101
	1
	R1-01-1291
	Correction to the definitions of UE and UTRAN GPS timing of cell frames for UE positioning
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nortel
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	108

	5
	25.215
	102
	-
	R1-01-1169
	Clarification of P-CCPCH RSCP in 25.215
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Siemens
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	56

	6
	25.215
	103
	-
	R1-01-1169
	Clarification of P-CCPCH RSCP in 25.215
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	57

	7
	25.215
	104
	-
	R1-01-1238
	Revised definitions of CPICH Ec/No and UTRA carrier RSSI
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nokia
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	88

	8
	25.215
	105
	-
	R1-01-1238
	Revised definitions of CPICH Ec/No and UTRA carrier RSSI
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nokia
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	89



1.7  TS 25.221
(Contained in RP-010741)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.221
	064
	1
	R1-01-1271
	Transmit diversity for P-CCPCH and PICH
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 InterDigital, 

 Siemens
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	115

	2
	25.221
	065
	1
	R1-01-1271
	Transmit diversity for P-CCPCH and PICH
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 InterDigital, 

 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	116

	3
	25.221
	066
	-
	R1-01-1110
	Clarification of midamble transmit power in TS25.221
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Siemens
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	58

	4
	25.221
	067
	-
	R1-01-1110
	Clarification of midamble transmit power in TS25.221
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	59



1.8  TS 25.224
(Contained in RP-010742)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	1.2 Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.224
	065
	-
	R1-01-1006
	Removal of the remark on power control
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 InterDigital
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	62

	2
	25.224
	066
	-
	R1-01-1006
	Removal of the remark on power control
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 InterDigital
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	63

	3
	25.224
	067
	1
	R1-01-1272
	Transmit diversity for P-CCPCH and PICH
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 InterDigital, 

 Siemens
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	116

	4
	25.224
	068
	1
	R1-01-1272
	Transmit diversity for P-CCPCH and PICH
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 InterDigital, 

 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	117

	5
	25.224
	069
	1
	R1-01-1157
	Correction to random access procedure (Primitive from MAC)
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 InterDigital
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	60

	6
	25.224
	070
	1
	R1-01-1157
	Correction to random access procedure (Primitive from MAC)
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 InterDigital
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	61



1.9  TS 25.225
(Contained in RP-010743)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.225
	035
	1
	R1-01-1273
	Removal of references to Block STTD
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 InterDigital, 

 Siemens
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	118

	2
	25.225
	036
	1
	R1-01-1273
	Removal of references to Block STTD
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 InterDigital, 

 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	119

	3
	25.225
	039
	-
	R1-01-1080
	Correction of measurement definition for UTRA Carrier RSSI and CPICH_Ec/No
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Siemens
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	90

	4
	25.225
	040
	-
	R1-01-1080
	Correction of measurement definition for UTRA Carrier RSSI and CPICH_Ec/No
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	91



1.10  TS 25.214  (Conditionally agreed) 
(Contained in RP-010XXX)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.214
	215
	1
	R1-01-1250
	Uplink TPC command processing in SHO with SSDT
	R99
	F
	TEI
	 Nokia
	3.8.0
	3.9.0
	82

	2
	25.214
	216
	-
	R1-01-1250
	Uplink TPC command processing in SHO with SSDT
	Rel-4
	A
	TEI
	 Nokia
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	83



2. Release 4 CRs


2.1  TS 25.214
(Contained in RP-010744)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.214
	217
	2
	R1-01-1304
	DSCH power control clarification
	Rel-4
	F
	RInImp-DSCHsho
	 Nokia
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	122



2.2  TS 25.215
(Contained in RP-010745)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.215
	099
	2
	R1-01-1258
	UE GPS code phase measurement
	Rel-4
	F
	TEI4
	 Qualcomm
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	109

	2
	25.215
	106
	1
	R1-01-1294
	UTRAN SFN-SFN observed time difference measurement
	Rel-4
	F
	LCS1-UEpos-enh
	 Nokia
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	113



2.3  TS 25.221
(Contained in RP-010746)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.221
	059
	-
	R1-01-0807
	Bit Scrambling for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	73

	2
	25.221
	068
	-
	R1-01-1111
	Transmit diversity for P-CCPCH and PICH
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 InterDigital,  

 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	120

	3
	25.221
	069
	-
	R1-01-1148
	Corrections of reference numbers in TS 25.221
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Samsung
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	72



2.4  TS 25.222
(Contained in RP-010747)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	4
	25.222
	059
	-
	R1-01-0807
	Bit scrambling for TDD
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Siemens
	4.1.0
	4.2.0
	74

	5
	25.222
	061
	-
	R1-01-1149
	Corrections in clause 4.1 and 4.2   of TS 25.222
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Samsung
	4.1.0
	4.2.0
	75



2.5  TS 25.223
(Contained in RP-010748)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.223
	023
	-
	R1-01-1150
	A correction of figure 7 in subclause 7.7.2 of TS 25.223
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Samsung
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	76



2.6  TS 25.224
(Contained in RP-010749)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.224
	073
	1
	R1-01-1260
	Random access procedure for  1.28Mcps TDD
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 CATT/CWTS
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	87

	2
	25.224
	074
	-
	R1-01-1111
	Transmit diversity for P-CCPCH and PICH
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 InterDigital, 

 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	121

	3
	25.224
	075
	-
	R1-01-1119
	Correction of Annex A.3 in  25.224
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Samsung
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	79

	4
	25.224
	076
	-
	R1-01-1158
	Removal of the remark on power control
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 InterDigital
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	64

	5
	25.224
	077
	-
	R1-01-1168
	Corrections to  DL-PC sections for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	78



2.7  TS 25.225
(Contained in RP-010750)
	No.
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	R1 T-doc
	Subject
	Release
	Cat
	W/I Code
	Source Company
	V_old
	V_new
	Ref.

	1
	25.225
	038
	1
	R1-01-1259
	Introduction of new "UE GPS code phase" measurement
	Rel-4
	F
	TEI4
	 Siemens
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	110

	2
	25.225
	042
	-
	R1-01-1151
	Corrections in annex A.2 in TS 25.225
	Rel-4
	F
	LCRTDD-Phys
	 Samsung
	4.2.0
	4.3.0
	80


Annex B.  The Participants List

	First Name
	Family Name
	Company
	e-mail

	 Uwe
	 Bader
	 ROHDE & SCHWARZ
	 uwe.baeder@rsd.rohde-schwarz.com

	 Erez
	 Ben Tovim
	 IAEI
	 erez_b@comsys.co.il

	 Nicolas
	 Billy
	 ALCATEL France
	 nicolas.billy@alcatel.fr

	 Josef J.
	 Blanz
	 QUALCOMM EUROPE S.A.R.L.
	 jblanz@qualcomm.com

	 Sarah
	 Boumendil
	 NORTEL NETWORKS (EUROPE)
	 boumendi@nortelnetworks.com

	 Michael Eoin
	 Buckley
	 Motorola Inc.
	 w50105@email.mot.com

	 Frank
	 Burkert
	 SIEMENS AG
	 Frank.Burkert@Mch.Siemens.DE

	 Dong
	 Chen
	 Siemens AG
	 dong.chen@pek1.siemens.com.cn
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	 Choi
	 Korea Telecom Freetel
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	 Korea Telecom Freetel
	 wchoi@ktf.com
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	 Choi
	 Samsung Electronics
	 gkchoi@bear.telecom.samsung.co.kr
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	 InterDigital
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	 Ericsson Inc.
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	 Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd
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	 Motorola Inc.
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	 Motorola
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	 Marc
	 Griguer
	 France Telecom
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	 SK Telecom
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	 Lucent Technologies
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	 shinobu.ikeda@etsi.fr

	 Katsutoshi
	 Itoh
	 SONY Corporation
	 kitoh@wtlab.sony.co.jp
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