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Draft Minutes for 3GPP TSG-RAN WG1 25th Meeting 

Meeting start: April 9th, 2002, in Paris, France

1. Opening of the meeting

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


Ms. Evelyne Le Strat (Nortel) welcomed the delegates to the meeting on behalf of hosting company (Nortel).

2. Approval of agenda


R1-02-0521
Draft Agenda for TSG RAN WG1 meeting No.25

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


The detailed agenda on HSDPA topic was to be organised after checking the documents prepared for it.  


Agenda was approved with no specific comments.

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

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

	1
	 Draft response to LS on "Procedure for specifying  

 UMTS QoS Parameters per Application"
	SA WG4
	CC
	R1-02-0522

(S4-020198)
	NEC
	 Noted (*1)

	2
	 LIAISON FOR INFORMATION: 
 Reduction of the number of AMR-WB modes for speech 

 telephony service. ( Reply to GP-(02)0505 = S4-(02)0035 )
	SA WG4
	CC
	R1-02-0523

(S4-020225)
	Siemens
	 Noted (*2)

	3
	 LS on WCDMA reference bearers for 

 streaming
	SA WG4
	TO
	R1-02-0524

(S4-020227)
	Ericsson
	 Noted (*3)

	4
	 LS to RAN1 and RAN2 in response to

 T1-020025, LS on 34.108 Updates
	T WG1
	TO
	R1-02-0525

(T1-020185)
	Anritsu
	 Noted

	5
	 Reply to LS on downlink power control  

 (DPC_Mode=1)
	RAN WG3
	CC
	R1-02-0587

(R3-020851)
	Lucent
	 Noted (*4)

	6
	 LS on Introduction of radio bearer configuration “Conversational / 

 speech / UL:(12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) DL:(12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS

 RAB + Conversational / unknown / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / CS RAB +

 UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH” into TS 34.108
	RAN WG2
	TO
	R1-02-0652

(R2-020782)
	Vodafone
	 Noted (*5)

	7
	 LS on TFRI formula
	RAN WG2
	TO
	R1-02-0668

(R2-020786)
	Ericsson
	 Noted (*6)



(*1) Mr. Jean-François Labal  (NEC) presented this LS.



 This was the answer from SA WG4 to the LS sent from CN WG3 which we had also received and treated in



 RAN WG1#24 in R1-02-0227 (N3-020119). This LS was informing the current status of mapping rules for streaming 



 and conversational applications.



 This LS was noted. The rules mentioned in this LS are to be taken into account for the inputs for TS 34.108.


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



 This LS was noted with the same attention as the previous LS in R1-02-0522.


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



 This LS was noted with the same attention as the previous 2 LSs.


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



 This was the RAN WG3 answer for the LS from RAN WG4which we had also received and treated in RAN WG1#24 in



 R1-02-0228 (R4-020474) in which RAN WG4 had asked RAN WG3 to inform RAN WG4 in which Release of the



 RAN WG3 technical specifications the signalling protocols on Downlink Power Control Mode DPC_MODE = 1 would



 be specified. RAN WG3 answered that the signalling for DPC_Mode=1 is supported in Release 4 of the RAN WG3



 specifications as an optional feature.


(*5) Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone group) presented this LS.



 This LS was received on Day1 afternoon. It was reviewed in connection with R1-02-0533 and R1-02-0534. 



 (See No.40-42)



 R1-02-0533 was proposing to include a new radio bearer configuration in TS 34.108 which had been omitted from the



 previous discussions of a new set of reference radio bearers in the joint RAN WG1-WG2 Ad Hoc in Sophia Antipolis



 in February. R1-02-0354 contained CRs of this inclusion for R99 and Rel-4.



 Now in this current LS RAN WG2 was informing that it had also reviewed the same CRs and it approved them from



 RAN WG2 point of view with a minor editorial correction. The modified CRs were attached to this LS.



 There was no specific comment made for this LS. Having this reviewed, it was concluded that we should send a LS with



 those attached CRs to T WG1 to inform them to include this change in TS 34.108.



 R1-02-0660 was allocated for the LS. It was reviewed and approved in R1-02-0669 on Day2 (See No. 120) and sent to



 T1-SIG/T1/RAN WG2 on Day2 evening so that T1-SIG could receive it during its meeting held in parallel in Helsinki.


(*7) Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson) presented this LS. This LS was received on Day2 evening from RAN WG2 and reviewed



 on Day4 morning.


 During the RAN WG2#28, it agreed to include in the 3GPP specifications, formulas which provide a mapping between



 the TFRI and the TB size. The intention was instead of providing every UE with a UE-specific TFRI mapping by RRC



 signalling, the UE (and Node-B) can use the standardised formulas. Although RAN WG2 had agreed on this approach,



 no agreement was reached yet on the exact formulas to be included in the specifications. Two examples of such



 formulas were indicated in the attached papers (R2-020765[Ericsson], and R2-020767[Samsung]). In relation to these



 formulas, RAN WG2 listed several questions for RAN WG1 guidance.



 There took place a quite long discussion and finally the conclusion was made so that formula should be based on the



 Ericsson's proposal. The answer LS was drafted in R1-02-0382 and approved in R1-02-0384. (See No.122)



 The relevant discussion took place following the reviewal of this LS. (See No. 97, 98)

4. Report from TSG RAN #15

(R1-02-0640)

Chairman made a briefly introduction of the report from TSG RAN #15 in Jeju, Korea held during 3-6 May



- TSG RAN WG1 CRs approved, the measurement validity CRs were slightly revised for RAN WG2 alignment.



- Release 5 CRs were all approved as they were.



- The following work items are still active for Release 5 (WG1 related)




• SSDT in UTRAN (On hold waiting for WG4 work, WG1 has to only update the CRs)




• HSDPA performance aspects (HSDPA was noted still needing some correction.  RAN WG1 WI was closed)



- The R’99 clean-up meeting output resulted for the no-coding option to be removed, others were retained.



- The measurement applicability and SSDT (R’99/Rel-4) CRs were slightly modified (in TSG RAN).



- All WG1 specs were raised to 5.0.0 versions


 There was one question raised regarding the treatment of TRs (especially HSDPA TR) from now on.


 Chairman answered that we should now really focus on the actual CRs. If there are some essential things missing in the


 TR, of course then TR should be revised. He said that maybe one single CR can be made for the TR for the bigger issues,


 but we should not focus on minor things.


 Report was approved with no other comments.

5. Rel’99/4 CR identification /** The actual approval for the RAN submission will take place in RAN WG1#26. **/

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

	8
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R1-02-0381
	 Downlink bit mapping
	-
	Ericsson Panasonic
	To be checked

until  R1#26.

Comments

 are to be provided

on R1 reflector

prior to R1#26
	(*1)

	9
	99
	015
	-
	25.201
	R1-02-0595
	 Downlink bit mapping
	F
	Ericsson
	
	

	10
	4
	016
	-
	25.201
	R1-02-0595
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	11
	5
	017
	-
	25.201
	R1-02-0595
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	12
	99
	151
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0596
	 Downlink bit mapping
	F
	Ericsson
	
	

	13
	4
	152
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0596
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	14
	5
	153
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0596
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	15
	99
	134
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0597
	 Downlink bit mapping
	F
	Ericsson
	
	

	16
	4
	135
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0597
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	17
	5
	136
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0597
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	18
	99
	051
	-
	25.213
	R1-02-0598
	 Downlink bit mapping
	F
	Ericsson
	
	

	19
	4
	052
	-
	25.213
	R1-02-0598
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	20
	5
	053
	-
	25.213
	R1-02-0598
	 Downlink bit mapping
	A
	
	
	

	21
	99
	143
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0312
	 SCCPCH structure with STTD  

 encoding
	F
	Nokia
	Agreed in principle.

Wording needs to be adjusted until R1#26
	(*2)

	22
	4
	144
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0312
	 SCCPCH structure with STTD  

 encoding
	A
	
	
	

	23
	5
	149
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0312
	 SCCPCH structure with STTD  

 encoding
	A
	
	
	

	24
	99
	241
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0311
	 Physical channel reconfiguration
	F
	Nokia
	LS to be sent to RAN WG2
	(*3)

	25
	4
	242
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0311
	 Physical channel reconfiguration
	A
	
	
	

	26
	5
	254
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0311
	 Physical channel reconfiguration
	A
	
	
	

	27
	99
	077
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0398
	 Clarification of shared channel 

 functionality for TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in 

principle
	(*4)

	28
	4
	078
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0398
	 Clarification of shared channel 

 functionality for TDD
	A
	
	
	

	29
	4
	079
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0398
	 Clarification of shared channel 

 functionality for TDD
	F
	
	
	

	30
	5
	080
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0398
	 Clarification of shared channel 

 functionality for TDD
	A
	
	
	

	31
	99
	070
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-0445
	 Second stage interleaving and  

 physical channel mapping
	F
	IPWireless

 Siemens
	Agreed in 

principle
	(*5)

	32
	4
	071
	1
	25.222
	R1-02-0445
	 Second stage interleaving and  

 physical channel mapping
	A
	
	
	

	33
	5
	077
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0445
	 Second stage interleaving and  

 physical channel mapping
	A
	
	
	

	34
	99
	074
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0584
	 Zero padding for TFCI
	F
	Panasonic
	Agreed in principle
	(*6)

	35
	4
	075
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0584
	 Zero padding for TFCI
	A
	
	
	

	36
	5
	076
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0584
	 Zero padding for TFCI
	A
	
	
	

	37
	99
	046
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-0375
	 Clarification of UE

 measurements applicability
	F
	Siemens
	To be checked

until

R1#26
	(*7)

	38
	4
	047
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-0375
	 Clarification of UE

 measurements applicability
	A
	
	
	

	39
	5
	050
	-
	25.225
	R1-02-0375
	 Clarification of UE

 measurements applicability
	A
	
	
	

	40
	
	-
	-
	-
	R1-02-0533
	 Introduction of radio bearer configuration

 "Conversational / speech / UL:(12.2 7.95

 5.9 4.75) DL:(12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps /

 CS RAB + Conversational / unknown /

 UL:64 DL:64 kbps / CS RAB + UL:3.4

 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH" into

 34.108
	-
	Vodafone Group
	Approved
	(*8)

	41
	99
	XXX
	-
	34.108
	R1-02-0534
	
	F
	
	
	

	42
	4
	XXX
	-
	34.108
	R1-02-0534
	
	A
	
	
	

	43
	99
	XXX
	-
	34.108
	R1-02-0589
	 Correction of Puncturing Limit 

 for several RAB configurations
	F
	Ericsson
	Approved

LS to be sent
	(*9)

	44
	4
	072
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0396
	 Correction to addition of padding 

 zeros to PICH in 1.28 Mcps TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in principle
	(*10)

	45
	5
	073
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0396
	 Correction to addition of padding 

 zeros to PICH in 1.28 Mcps TDD
	A
	
	
	

	46
	4
	087
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-0397
	 Clarification on power control and 

 TxDiversity procedure for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in principle
	(*11)

	47
	5
	088
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-0397
	 Clarification on power control and TxDiversity 

 procedure for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	A
	
	
	

	48
	99
	XXX
	-
	34.108
	R1-02-0679
	 Change of the range of rate matching attribute
 for DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH
	F
	NTT DoCoMo
	Approved
	(*12)

	49
	4
	XXX
	-
	34/108
	R1-02-0679
	 Change of the range of rate matching attribute
 for DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH
	A
	
	
	



(*1) Mr. Dirk Gerstenberger (Ericsson) presented these papers.



 R1-02-0381 contained a summary of the CRs proposed in R1-02-0595, R1-02-0596, R1-02-0597 and R1-02-0598



 which proposed to clarify the downlink bit mapping. The current specification of bit mapping in downlink is not



 consistent between the different Layer 1 specifications. In particular, the mapping of logical "0" and logical "1" is not



 described. A number of different signal formats is used, e.g. the CPICH is defined as a sequence of complex symbols



 (TS 25.211) that is serial-to-parallel converted and then mapped to I/Q before spreading (TS 25.213). 



 There were some concerns raised saying that we needed to check these CRs in details before we can agree on them.



 Having those comments, chairman concluded that we postpone the decision until RAN WG1#26 meeting and he invited



 people to have careful check on these CRs meantime. He also suggested that comments ,if any, should be made



 available on the RAN WG1 e-mail reflector prior to the next meeting. 


(*2) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this set of CRs.



 These CRs proposed that TFCI is to be included in STTD encoding with SCCPCH.



 There was one comment from Panasonic suggesting rewording. There were no other comments. Chairman concluded



 these CRs were OK in principle. He suggested having offline discussion between Nokia and Panasonic for rewording by



 the next meeting.


(*3) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this set of CRs.



 TS 25.214 specifies that radio link synchronisation procedure A (full synchronisation) shall be performed when "the UE



 has its entire previous radio links removed and replaced by other radio links i.e. intra-frequency hard-handover". It has



 not been the intention to trigger the full synchronisation procedure each time when details of a physical channel or



 transport channel are reconfigured, e.g. slot format or spreading factor.  This CR proposed to clarify that



 synchronization procedure is not necessarily needed when reconfiguration occurs.



 There were concerns raised and it turned out that the meaning of hard handover is not necessarily clear to everybody.



 Based on the comments chairman suggested sending a LS to RAN WG2 asking how RAN WG2 understand the



 different hard handover (the definition of hard handover) and whether we need to modify our specifications or not. 



 The LS was drafted in R1-02-0645 by Mr. Markku Tarkiainen. It was reviewed on Day4 and approved in R1-02-0683.



 (See No.123)


(*4) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this set of CRs.



 There were no comments raised. All these CRs were agreed in principle. The actual approval will take place in



 RAN W#26.


(*5) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this set of CRs.


 
 This was the revision R1-02-0339 which had already been provided in RAN WG1#24 meeting. Since some concerns



 were raised in RAN WG1#24, this paper had been postponed to this meeting. In this revision, the shadow CR for Rel-5



 was newly added. This CR proposed to clarify 2 inconsistencies with respect to TS 25.222.



 No comments were raised. This set of CRs was agreed in principle.


(*6) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this set of CRs.



 This CR proposed to insert following sentence. That was because the coding method for TFCI in case where TFCI bit 


 number is less than 10bits or 5bits had not been clearly specified so far.



 
"If the TFCI consists of less than 10[5] bits, it is padded with zeros to 10[5] bits, by setting the most significant bits to zero"



 This set of CRs was agreed in principle with no comments.


(*7) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this set of CRs.



 This CR proposed to clarify for each UE measurement in which RRC state it can be requested from the mobile and on



 which type of cell (intra/inter frequency). This level of detail was agreed to be included in the RAN WG1 specifications



 at the joint RAN WG1/WG2 meeting February 5th-6th in Sophia-Antipolis. The same clarification CRs had already been



 proposed for FDD mode and approved in RAN WG1#24. This set of CRs corresponded to those CRs and was for TDD



 mode. 



 It was concluded that these CRs need to be checked in detail until RAN WG1#26. 


(*8) Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone group) presented these papers. R1-02-0553 was discussion paper and R1-02-0534


 contained actual CRs for TS 34.108.



 These papers were proposing to include a new radio bearer configuration in TS 34.108 which had been omitted from the



 previous discussions of a new set of reference radio bearers in the joint RAN WG1-WG2 Ad Hoc in Sophia Antipolis



 in February. RAN WG2 was also reviewing these papers in parallel in its 28th meeting in Japan and we were expecting



 to receive LS from them. Chairman proposed to postpone the decision until we receive that LS from RAN WG2.



 Eventually we received that LS on Day1 afternoon from RAN WG2 in R1-02-0652 and we reviewed it on



 Day2. (See No. 6) Since RAN WG2 had agreed on this proposal from RAN WG2 point of view, it only depended on



 RAN WG1's decision. There was no specific concerns raised and thus these CRs were agreed. It was also agreed to send



 these CRs to TSG T WG1 in the LS. The draft LS was made in R1-02-0660 and approved in R1-02-0669. (See No. 120)


(*9) Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this CR.



 For a number of RAB configurations which were newly introduced in TS 34.108 in the last TSG-T meeting, the value of



 the Puncturing Limit prevents the use of the full range of the RM attributes whereas so far the Puncturing Limit of the



 RAB combinations in TS 34.108 had been specified in such a way that the full flexibility in the setting of RM attributes



 was allowed. This CR proposed to correct the Punctual Limits for these RAB combinations to allow for maximum



 flexibility in the setting of the RM attributes.



 There was one comment from Nortel saying that we needed to have time to check in detail.



 Eventually this CR was approved. It was also agreed to send a LS to T to inform this change request. The LS was



 drafted by Mr. Gerke Spaling in R1-02-0651 and approved in R1-02-0670 on Day2. The LS was sent by the secretary



 on Day2 evening so that T1-SIG could treat it in their meeting held in parallel in Helsinki. (See No. 121)

    (*10) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs (Rel-4/Rel-5).



 When the number of bits available to a PICH in a radio frame is greater than the number of actual PICH bits used for



 paging indicators, then padding zeros are added. However the function for the addition of the padding zeros is



 incorrectly specified for 1.28 Mcps TDD. This CR proposed to correct this error. The corresponding CR for 3.84Mcps



 TDD had already been approved in RAN WG1#24 in R1-02-0338 (IPWireless).



 No comments were raised and this pair of CRs was agreed in principle.

    (*11) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented this pair of CRs(Rel-4/Rel-5).


 This CR proposed some clarification on power control and TxDiversity procedure for 1.28 Mcps TDD in order to align



 the other RAN WG1 specifications and to avoid redundant information in different WGs.



 No comments were raised and this pair of CRs was agreed in principle.

    (*12) Mr. Masafumi Usuda (NTT DoCoMo) presented this pair of CRs.



 Ericsson supported this change. (Nortel raised concern.)



 After some clarification discussion this pair of CRs was agreed to be sent to T1 with no modification. An LS was



 drafted by NTT DoCoMo in R1-02-0672 and approved in R1-02-0686. (See No. 128)

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

	No.
	Category
	T-doc
	Title
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	50
	Tx-div

related

issues
	R1-02-0622
	 HSDPA and rel99 features, both from  

 WG1 and WG4 point of view
	Nokia
	Noted

LS to be sent

to R4
	(*1)

	51
	
	R1-02-0624
	 Performance and system scenarios for 

 16QAM in HSDPA and tx diversity
	
	
	

	52
	
	R1-02-0611
	 System performance with/without STTD  

 for different schedulers
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*2)

	53
	
	R1-02-0612
	 HSDPA performance w/wo STTD when the HS- 

 SCCH and Associated DCH are explicitly modelled
	
	
	

	54
	
	R1-02-0290
	 System-level performance of transmit 

 diversity (STTD and TxAA) for HSDPA
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*3)

	55
	
	R1-02-0599
	 System-level performance of STTD for  

 HSDPA with a fixed outage criterion
	
	
	

	56
	
	R1-02-0646
	 Transmit diversity for HSDPA
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*4)

	57
	
	R1-02-0607
	 Transmit diversity for HSDPA channels
	Siemens
	Noted
	(*5)

	58
	
	R1-02-0600
	 Link level performance of mode 1 and 2  

 TxAA for HSDPA
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*6)

	59
	
	R1-02-0614
	 HSDPA performance w/wo closed-loop transmit  

 diversity when the HS-SCCH and Associated DCH 

 are explicitly modelled
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*7)

	60
	CRC
	R1-02-0555
	 Pre-coding of UE ID before modulo 2  

 addition with CRC
	Lucent
	To be checked with R2, R3

in May meeting
	(*8)

	61
	
	R1-02-0493
	 Improved UE specific CRC generation
	Siemens
	
	

	62
	HS-SCCH

Coding
	R1-02-0610
	 Performance of the HS-SCCH
	Motorola
	Noted
	(*9)

	63
	
	R1-02-0535
	 HS-SCCH: Performance results and  

 improved structure
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	

	64
	
	R1-02-0637
	 HS-SCCH: Performance results and 

 improved structure
	
	
	

	65
	
	R1-02-0649
	 Performance of the HS-SCCH
	Lucent
	Noted
	

	66
	
	R1-02-0553
	 Way forward on HS-SCCH coding
	Lucent
	Noted
	

	67
	
	R1-02-0604
	 Coding and rate matching for HS-SCCH
	Siemens
	CR to be

produced
	

	68
	
	R1-02-0542
	 On user-specific scrambling code for the  

 part 1 of HS-SCCH
	LGE
	Noted
	(*10)

	69
	
	R1-02-0615
	 Optimal DL signalling for HARQ in  

 HSDPA
	NEC
	Noted
	(*11)

	70
	
	R1-02-0400
	 UE specific bit scrambling for TDD HS- 

 SCCH
	Siemens
	Postponed
	(*12)

	71
	
	R1-02-0559
	 Considerations on HS-SCCH power  

 control
	LGE
	( LS to R3
	(*13)

	72
	
	R1-02-0633
	 Options for power control of HS-SCCH  

 for TDD Release 5
	IPWireless
	Postponed
	(*14)

	73
	IQ

mapping
	R1-02-0601
	 Proposal on I/Q mapping of the HS-  

 DPCCH for multi-code case
	Mitsubishi
	Postponed. CR to be produced.
	(*15)

	74
	
	R1-02-0561
	 Considerations on the amplitude gain  

 factor for HS-DPCCH
	LGE
	(detailed proposal needed
	(*16)

	75
	CQI
	R1-02-0458
	 Revised HSDPA CQI proposal
	Motorola Nokia
	To be revised
	(*17)

	76
	
	R1-02-0459
	 HSDPA CQI proposal
	Motorola
	
	

	77
	HSDPA

&

Compre-ssed

mode
	R1-02-0577
	 HS-DPCCH and compressed mode
	Philips
	CR agreed

in principle
	(*18)

	78
	
	R1-02-0564
	 HSDPA operation in compressed mode
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*19)

	79
	
	R1-02-0279
	 Interaction of compressed mode with  

 HSDPA
	Siemens
	Agreed in principle(CR
	(*20)

	80
	FCS
	R1-02-0528
	 Node-B controlled fast cell selection in  

 HSDPA
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*21)

	81
	UE Capability
	R1-02-0499
	 Proposal on UE category of HSDPA

 (CR 25.306-XXX)
	Panasonic
	To be revised

LS to be sent
	(*22)

	82
	
	R1-02-0644
	 HSDPA UE Capabilities for 3.84 Mcps 

 TDD
	Nokia
	( Offline discussion
	(*23)

	83
	
	R1-02-0657
	 UE Capability for 3.84Mcps TDD 

 HSDPA
	IPWireless
	
	

	84
	uplink

 HS-DPCCH
	R1-02-0579
	 Comparison of HSDPA schedulers
	Philips
	Noted as

background
	(*24)

	85
	
	R1-02-0580
	 ACK/NACK repetition: Effect of

 downlink transmission gap
	Philips
	Noted
	

	86
	
	R1-02-0616
	 Power control for uplink HS-DPCCH in 

 soft handover
	Huawei
	Noted
	

	87
	
	R1-02-0537
	 Discussion on ACK/NACK signalling
	NEC
	Noted
	

	88
	
	R1-02-0636
	 HS-DPCCH power control using the  

 special pilot bits in HS-DPCCH
	Samsung Motorola
	Noted
	

	89
	
	R1-02-0554
	 HS-DPCCH Power requirements with 

 HS-Pilot and Repetition
	Lucent
	Noted
	

	90
	
	R1-02-0538
	 Power and repetition control for uplink  

 HS-DPCCH
	Nokia
	Noted
	

	91
	
	R1-02-0592
	 Channel estimation for HS-DPCCH in  

 Soft Handover
	Ericsson
	Noted
	

	92
	
	R1-02-0671
	 Comments about R1-02-0538 and
 R1-02-0592
	Samsung

Lucent
	Noted
	

	93
	
	R1-02-0582
	 Effect of channel estimation errors on  

 ACK/NACK signalling
	Philips
	Noted
	

	94
	HARQ
	R1-02-0619
	 Optimisation of the redundancy versions  

 for HARQ functionality
	Texas Instruments
	Noted
	(*25)

	95
	CQI

coding
	R1-02-0653
	 Consideration on Basis Sequences for  

 CQI Coding
	LGE
Philips
	Agreed
	(*26)

	96
	TDD
	R1-02-0602
	 Improved HS-SICH coding structure for  

 TDD HSDPA
	Samsung
	Noted
	(*27)

	97
	TrBlock

size
	R1-02-0594
	 Transport block sizes for HS-DSCH
	Ericsson
	LS to be sent

for R2

 based on

 R1-02-0594
	(*28)

	98
	
	R1-02-0569
	 Transport Block Size (TBS) signalling
 for HS-DSCH
	Samsung
	
	

	99
	Tx-diversity
	R1-02-0648
	 Signalling for closed loop transmit  

 diversity in HSDPA
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*29)

	100
	
	R1-02-0568
	 System performance of 2x2 CLTD for  

 HSDPA
	Lucent
	Noted
	(*30)

	101
	CQI
	R1-02-0675
	 Revised CQI proposal
	Motorola

Ericsson
	Agreed
	(*31)



(*1) Ms. Anu Virtanen (Nokia) presented these 2 papers.


 R1-02-0622 raised some potential issues which will arise when both HSDPA and Tx diversity co-exist in the same



 cell especially when advanced receiver is being assumed. A similar paper had already been brought up and discussed in



 RAN WG4 in a week before in RAN WG4#22 but there had not been any consensus obtained. This paper proposed that



 RAN WG1 should further discuss on this issue and send a LS to RAN WG4, clarifying RAN WG1 opinion on these



 issues. It stated that following issue should be clarified by RAN WG1.




- The usage of R'99 features (Tx div, beamforming) in HS-DSCH




- The usage of R'99 features (Tx div, beamforming) in the same cell with HS-DSCH




- The usage of R'99 features (Tx div, beamforming) for the associated DPCH and HS-SCCH , when used




   together with HS-DSCH



 R1-02-0624 presented some simulation results on the same issue of the use of R'99 features (Tx div, beamforming) in



 HSDPA and proposed some alternative approaches how to proceed with RAN WG1 and RAN WG4 work with



 Tx diversity and HSDPA performance requirements.



 There took place a long discussion and a number of concerns were raised. Main concerns seemed that even though



 Tx-diversity is in RAN WG1 responsibility, the issue of test cases and performance requirements is out of RAN WG1



 scope. It should be done in RAN WG4. There was also a comment that the objective of these papers was not clear.



 There was also a discussion on the choice of Tx-diversity schemes and combination of those schemes with HS-channels.



 Chairman said that R'99 open loop Tx diversity may be used on HS-DSCH as well and it may be also used on DPCH



 and HS-DSCH. He said that we need to discuss what kind of additional combinations are possible or not.



 In the end chairman suggested to have joint session with RAN WG4 on this issue in the next co-located meeting in



 Korea. He said that we need to have a whole picture together with RAN WG4. He also suggested sending a LS to



 RAN WG4 prior to that meeting. RAN WG4 should be informed of RAN WG1 view and some guidance because the



 simulation would take long time. 



 In conclusion, there no agreement was obtained on what was proposed in these papers but it was agreed to send a LS



 to RAN WG4 informing current RAN WG1 situation. (there were a couple strong objections against sending LS itself



 saying that RAN WG4 had decided not to send a LS to RAN WG1 although it had been requested by Nokia in



 RAN WG4.) 


(*2) Mr. Robert Love (Motorola) presented these 2 papers. These papers were related to the previous discussion.



 In R1-02-0611, HSDPA system performance with and without open loop Tx diversity was investigated for different



 schedulers and multi-path channel models. A rake receiver was assumed. It was shown that open loop Tx diversity



 improves system performance for higher speeds with little multi-path or when the poor performing round robin



 scheduler is used. However, at slow speeds and/or when there is significant multi-path there is some throughput



 degradation caused by open loop Tx diversity.



 R1-02-0612 investigated system impact of open loop Tx diversity when the HSDPA control channels are explicitly



 modeled (Associated DCH, HS-SCCH). A single power scale factor was assumed for part 1 and part 2 of the HS-SCCH.



 It was shown that when the proposed control channel structure is explicitly modelled, STTD still causes system



 degradation at slow speeds but mainly improves system performance at higher speeds for the Ped-A channel model.



 With some questions for clarifications on the simulation assumptions these papers were noted.


(*3) Mr. Tim Schmidl (Texas Instruments) presented these 2 papers. 


 R1-02-0290 presented some system level simulation results, which demonstrate the advantage of Tx diversity over the



 no-Tx-diversity scheme in both single-path and multi-path channels. The system level performance of TxAA for



 HSDPA was evaluated for the first time and it was found that  Mode 1 TxAA performs the best for low to moderate



 UE speeds (approximately below 50-kmph). For higher UE speeds, STTD starts to take over. Based on these results it



 was recommended that Tx diversity (STTD and TxAA) be supported for HSDPA as in R'99 without any conceptual



 changes.



 There were some questions on the simulation assumptions. Chase combining was assumed in the simulation. The gain



 with IR is FFS. Chairman commented that we should not go into too much in detail at this point. The key issue is to



 know what the impact would be if we took Tx-diversity away or to consider the impact of co-operation of HSDPA and



 existing features. This paper was noted.



 R1-02-0599 demonstrated that STTD provides significant average service throughput gain over single antenna systems



 when a fixed outage criterion is used for comparison. This gain is seen with both round robin and max C/I schedulers.



 Based on the simulation results it was recommend that STTD be applied for HSDPA whenever applicable. It said that



 the application of STTD in HSDPA should be considered jointly with other existing Tx diversity solutions such as



 TxAA.
Motorola mentioned that they had similar results with flat fading channel.



 This paper was noted.


(*4) Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent) presented this paper. In this paper a comparison of the system-level performance of different



 Tx diversity schemes for HSDPA, as also the performance of a system with no transmit diversity, were presented. It was



 shown that TxAA is likely to be less robust to channel estimation errors and feedback errors than STD or STTD because



 it attempts to coherently combine the received signals from the two antennas. It was summarised that if the weight



 feedback error rate is low, or with other techniques – such as, antenna verification or explicit signalling of the weight



 information on the HS-SCCH – gains for TxAA will not be impacted. Otherwise, the performance of TxAA can be



 impacted severely.



 A discussion took place on the choice of Tx-diversity schemes for HSDPA. Chairman said R99 open loop may be



 used on HS-SCCH, DPCH and HS-SCCH as well. He said we needed to consider what kind of combinations are



 possible. No clear conclusion was made on this discussion. The issue of choice and combination of Tx diversity



 schemes with HS channels will continue further in the next meeting.


(*5) Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens) presented this paper.


 This paper proposed to include STTD as Tx diversity technique for HSDPA. Following table was presented as example



 combinations of Tx-diversity schemes with HSDPA.

	DPCH
	STTD
	STTD
	CL mode1
	CL mode2
	No TxD

	HS-DSCH
	STTD
	No TxD
	[No TxD]*
	[No TxD]*
	No TxD

	HS-SCCH
	STTD
	No TxD
	[No TxD]*
	[No TxD]*
	No TxD





*[No TxD] can be replaced by closed loop techniques in higher releases (beyond Rel-5).



 Some concerns were raised against using STTD for HSDPA. No simulation results were shown in this paper with the



 case where STTD is applied to HS channels. There was also a comment saying why there is no Tx-diversity when



 DPCH has STTD. It was also mentioned in case of STTD/No TxD combination channel estimation needs to know from



 which antenna the HS-DSCH comes. No clear conclusion was made on this paper. Chairman stated that we need to



 consider overall performance compared to the single antenna case before we can make any conclusions on the use of



 Tx-diversity for HSDPA. Chairman asked Siemens to provide a bit more elaborated proposal for the next meeting.


(*6) Mr. Tim Schmidl (Texas Instruments) presented this paper.



 This paper presented link level simulation results for the current two TxAA modes in the context of HSDPA. QPSK



 modulation and two different coding rate: ½ and ¾ were assumed. It was demonstrated that for 10% FER requirement in



 flat Rayleigh fading channels:




- For UE speeds below 30-kmph: mode 2 outperforms mode 1 by at most 0.25-dB for rate ½ QPSK and 0.66-dB




  for rate ¾ QPSK.




- For UE speeds above 30-kmph: mode 1 outperforms mode 2 by up to 0.85-dB for rate ½ QPSK and 1.29-dB




  for rate ¾ QPSK.



 There was concern on the simulation assumption. The amplitude had been updated in the simulation. This could be a



 problem in case of 16-QAM. This paper was noted with this comment.


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



 This paper presented the analysis of the system impact of closed loop transmit diversity (TxAA mode2, with no



 feedback errors and ideal channel estimation) when the HSDPA control channels are explicitly modelled (Associated



 DCH, HS-SCCH). A single power scale factor was assumed for part 1 and part 2 of the HS-SCCH.



 It was shown that when the proposed control channel structure is explicitly modelled, TxAA (mode 2) results in



 significant benefit for all throughput statistics for almost all multi-path channel models and especially for the Ped-A



 channel model at 3kph.



 With some clarification for the simulation assumptions this paper was noted. There took place a discussion on the




 way forward on this Tx-diversity issue in the context of HSDPA but no conclusion was obtained. Chairman stated



 that we would continue this discussion on Day4. (See No. 99, 100)



 On Day4 the LS was drafted by the chairman on the screen by on-line editing and it was approved by the group. The LS



 can be found in R1-02-0680. (Motorola was against sending this LS.)



 Following 2 papers were noted on Day4 without reviwal since these were not contradicting the earlier discussions.




R1-02-0647  Performance of Transmit Diversity Schemes on the HS-SCCH (Lucent)




R1-02-0638  Transmit Diversity Performance on HS-SCCH (Motorola) 


(*8) These 2 papers were discussing same topic of UE specific CRC generation and reviewed in succession.




 R1-02-0555 was presented by Mr. Nandu Gopalakrishnan (Lucent).





In this paper it was proposed to have an efficient "pre-coding" of the 10 bit UE ID to 16 bits that will result in





optimal minimum spacing between the UE IDs and hence lower the false alarm probability to unintended UE.





The proposal encodes the User Identifier information and adds it modulo-2 with the control channel CRC bits in a





manner apriori known to the receiver thereby resulting in a mirror decoding strategy that is trivial to implement. 




 
There was a comment saying that we need to have a common understanding with RAN WG2 with respect to the





length or the usage of user ID. Is RAN WG2 using 10 bits use ID or 16 bits user ID?  If we have 16 bits ID





existing from higher layers already then we should use it directly. Or are they using 10 bits ID for this particular





usage?





Chairman remarked that we should check the RAN WG2 status firstly. He said that we would be able to have a





joint discussion with RAN WG2 on this issue in our next meeting in Korea.




R1-02-0493 was presented by Siemens. 





This paper was proposing basically similar solution for false alarm probability to unintended UE where the UE





ID was coded to the CRC length before being added modulo-2 to the CRC. A suitable code would be a (16, 10)





block code constructed by puncturing the (32, 10) TFCI code. So the rationale was same as Lucent and the





difference was the in the implementation method.



 A discussion took place on this issue in general. It was remarked that we needed to be careful in determining the scheme



 and we need to investigate in detail back home. There was also a suggestion that it would be better if Lucent and



 Siemens could make a joint contribution. But in general it was felt that we should firstly check the current RAN WG2



 understanding of this ID subject. If they have 16 bits ID (C-RNTI?) then the simplest way would be to use it directly.



 There was also a comment that RAN WG3 should also be involved in this discussion. Specifications needs to be clear



 about what ID is to be used and Node B also needs to have it clear (RAN WG3 issue).



 Finally chairman concluded that we would have joint session with relevant groups in May meeting in Korea. LS needed



 not to be sent at this point. The CRs attached to this paper were not reviewed.


(*9) Following papers were related to HS-SCCH coding and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-0610 was presented by Mr. Amitava Ghosh (Motorola).




In this paper, the performance of Part-1 information of the HS-SCCH is evaluated. It was shown that that





information can be reliable with respect to probability of detection, probability of false alarm and probability of





DTX under both static and fading conditions. The Eb/No requirement under fading channel (w STTD and w/o





power control) is approximately 13 dB to detect the Part-1 information reliably. (power imbalance
was pointed





out between part1 and part2)




R1-02-0535 and R1-02-0637 were presented by Mr. Tim Schmidl (Texas Instruments).





These papers showed that the performance of the part 1 of the current HS-SCCH coding structure in terms of





probability of miss pm and probability of false alarm pf is much worse compared to the part 2 of the HS-SCCH.





It was proposed that the 10-bit UEID be made a part of the payload of part 1 and that no UEID masking be done





for part 1.





R1-02-0637 was the revision of R1-02-0535. In R1-02-0637 the number of bits in part 1 was decreased to 40 bits





to fit into slot 1 in order to follow the structure agreed upon in RAN WG1#24.




R1-02-0649 was presented by Lucent.





This paper outlined and compared a variety of error detection methods in the absence of a CRC for the part 1 of





the current HS-SCCH coding structure. Based on the simulation results presented, it was recommended that some





parity check bits be introduced in Part I. It was shown in connection with UE specific scrambling that the





Yamamoto-Itoh(YI) algorithm and Minimum Path Metric Difference (MPMD) significantly enhances the





detection/false alarm probability of the current scrambling technique.





It was pointed out that fading case had not been evaluated. (AWGN only)




R1-02-0553 was presented by Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent).




This paper gave the overview of the performance comparison of the several proposals so far presented on





HS-SCCH (part-1) coding scheme including performance analysis's. Based on that this paper recommended





Lucent proposal to be a way forward.





Again it was pointed out that there was no evaluation on the fading channel and therefore it is not clear about





the essential Eb/No requirements and power imbalance under the fading channel case.




R1-02-604 was presented by Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens).





This paper showed that by using the UMTS R = 1/3 convolutional code instead of the currently proposed R = ½





code and by adapting the rate matching patterns the decoding performance can be improved by 0.6 dB for part 1





of HS-SCCH and by 0.3 dB for part 2, respectively. This paper recommend to use R = 1/3 convolutional code and





special puncturing pattern.



 After all these related papers were reviewed chairman invited views from the 3rd companies which did not presented



 their own proposal on this HS-SCCH coding issue showing following summary (alternative options) on the screen.




1.  Do nothing




2.  Extend part 1 duration to carry either CRC or parity bits




3.  Add parity or CRC but less coding (keep the timing)




4.  Add UEID (keeping the timing, also could be added in the beginning to allow e.g. correlator type detection)



 
5.  Keep the timing but use 1/3 coding + specific puncturing pattern.



 There were several opinions presented but major opinion (from the 3rd party) seemed to prefer option 1 (Do Nothing).



 There was also a comment saying that there would be also one option that changes the current basic assumptions with



 respect to the timing. Chairman stated that we need to have good reason if we are to change the timing relation.



 Nortel commented that the proposal from Siemens seemed to be reasonable and can be agreed upon.



 Finally chairman summarised that although simulation results showed the possibility to do some optimisation but people



 do not necessarily seem to be so much convinced and at this point in time we had better conclude "do nothing".



 After coffee break offline discussion, however chairman suggested we could agree on Siemens proposal and asked



 Siemens to provide actual CR based on its proposal, i.e. "No modification to part 1 but use 1/3 coding + specific



 puncturing pattern". (detailed patterns to be checked. Discussion needed for part2 modification.). No comments were



 made against this suggestion.

    (*10) LGE presented this paper.



 This paper proposed to use the random user-specific scrambling code that has time-varying property as well as the user-


 specific property rather than the current time invariant user scrambling code in order to save possible problem caused by



 small number of bit differences between de-scrambled coded-bit sequences.



 There was a comment that the problem mentioned in this paper is not necessarily clear. Chairman remarked that we



 needed to be careful in having this kind of time varying aspect. He concluded this paper as "noted" for the time being.



 He added that we would still be considering this issue in the next meeting if proponent provides more elaborated.



 proposal.

    (*11) Mr. Thanh Bui (NEC) presented this paper.



 This paper proposed the new signalling scheme for DL HARQ signalling with new 16 RVs, which provides better



 performance and more flexibility in performance optimisation for HS-DSCH. Text proposal was also attached.



 There was a comment from Nortel saying that there seemed to be misunderstanding of the meaning of NDI (New Data



 Indicator). While this paper was assuming NDI as an absolute value but according to TS 25.308, the definition of NDI is



 relative and not absolute.



 Having this comment received chairman concluded this paper as noted for the time being.

    (*12) Mr. Eric Murray (Siemens) presented this paper.


 This paper proposed that a UE specific bit scrambling sequence be used for the TDD HS-SCCH in order to allow a UE



 to reject HS-SCCH transmissions not addressed to it earlier than the scheme assumed currently. (Currently the UE



 cannot tell if a HS-SCCH is addressed to it until it has computed the UE ID contained implicitly in the CRC, which



 means that the UE must decode a HS-SCCH completely before it can be rejected.) The UE specific bit scrambling



 sequence can be generated using a slightly modified form of the existing bit scrambling code generator.



 There was a comment from InterDigital that it has also related paper in R1-02-0224 and it should be checked together.



 Chairman proposed to postpone the decision until RAN WG1#26 meeting. He invited people to check R1-02-0224



 meantime.

    (*13) LGE presented this paper.



 This paper addressed possible solutions for the HS-SCCH power control based on the current assumption. In conclusion



 this paper provided following recommendations.




- As a simple approach, Node B can use the uplink TPC commands with power offset given by RNC.




- It is better that RNC updates the power offset depending on the UE's handover state.



- In case of SHO, another power control algorithm like use of CQI can be employed.


 In addition it was proposed to send LS to RAN WG3 in order for the power offset update to be supported at every


 change of handover state of UE.



 After some discussion (some concerns saying that we cannot mandate it "at every change") it was agreed to send a LS to



 RAN WG3, as a supplement to the LS which we had sent in R1-02-0439 from RAN WG1#24, informing RAN WG3



 that it should be also made possible to change the offset during a connection. The LS was drafted in R1-02-0625 by



 Nokia and approved in R1-02-0685. (See No. 126)

    (*14) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this paper.



 In this paper a brief summary of the status of HS-SCCH power control for TDD was presented and some issues



 regarding the text in 25.224 v5.0.0 were raised.  It was stated that as reported from the release 5 drafting session in



 R1-02-0511, there had not been agreement on this text. Alternatives schemes were listed in order to stimulate discussion



 on this subject.



 Siemens raised concerns saying that we should not include any new method before we have been convinced the benefit



 with proper simulation results.



 Chairman concluded that we would continue the discussion on this issue in the next meeting. He invited the proponent



 to provide detailed proposal for the next meeting.

    (*15) Mr. Hideji Wakabayashi(Mitsubishi) presented this paper.



 This was a sequel to R1-02-0432 which had been agreed in RAN WG1#24 for the single code case. This paper proposed



 I/Q mapping of HS-DPCCH for the multi-code case. It was proposed that when maximum number of DPDCH required


 in TFCS is an even number, HS-DPCCH is added to I-branch, and when maximum number of DPDCH required in


 TFCS is an odd number, HS-DPCCH is added to Q-branch.


 This proposal was felt reasonable and chairman suggested the proponent to provide actual CR for the next meeting.



 But there was one concern from Samsung saying that there would not be any gain by changing the branch. Samsung



 said that HS-DPCCH should stay on the same (Q) branch.



 Chairman concluded that we would decide which scheme (Mitsubishi/Samsung) we would take in the next meeting.



 Actual CR should anyway be prepared. He stated that in any case the I/Q mapping should not change dynamically.

    (*16) LGE presented this paper.



 This paper addressed the issue of the derivation of (HS value and suggested a possible approach to define (HS value in


 Rel-5 specification. It pointed out some drawbacks in the current derivation of (HS value including R99 specification. In



 conclusion this paper suggested that the quantisation of (HS should not be defined in Rel-5 specification.



 Philips supported this paper and commented that it would be dangerous to assume that there would be no impact on R99.



 Chairman commented we should avoid impacting R99 scaling factors at this stage. It was felt that more detailed



 proposal was needed. Based on the discussion, chairman made following conclusion.




- Rel’99 scaling factors not to be impacted




- HS-DPCCH scaling to be derived separately, detailed CRs needed for the next meeting to reflect it in the spec.




- Max/Min limits need to be defined for the power offset.

    (*17) Mr. Michael Eoin Buckley (Motorola) presented theses papers. (R1-01-0459 addressed the concern raised on the



 e-mail reflector)



 These paper presented revised CQI table designed to address the concerns expressed in the RAN WG1#24 meeting in 



 R1-02-0233 (Motorola) and R1-02-0262 (Nokia). A relatively simple table, applicable to all HSDPA UE capability



 categories, and using a single PER value and a single power-offset parameter is proposed. The CQI table has been



 designed to uniformly and linearly quantise the UE SNR observation space.



 There took place a long discussion on several topics (Dynamic range issue/UE capability issue/Node B does not know



 UE implementation or performance./ the issue of the number of the codes, etc). Finally chairman suggested offline



 discussion among interested parties. Eventually the revision was made in R1-02-0675 and approved on Day 4.



 (See No.101).

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


 This paper presented the discussions on transmission of the HS-DPCCH in the parts of compressed frames which are



 not compressed. 4 issues regarding the precise restrictions which are to be applied to the transmission of the



 HS-DPCCH in compressed frames were addressed. A CR for one of those issues, which was dealing the HS-DPCCH



 power offset relative to the UL DPCCH, was prepared in R1-02-0578. R1-02-0578 was reviewed in succession and



 agreed in principle. (See No. 115)

    (*19) Miss Myeongsook Seo(Samsung) presented this paper.



 A scheme in which Ack/Nack that was not able to be transmitted during transmission gap is allowed to be transmitted



 after the end of gap thus enabling the packet transmissions that would cause an Ack/Nack to overlap a transmission gap



 to be scheduled.



 Concern raised by some companies saying that it would possibly break the relation between packets and Ack/Nack and 



 it would be not easy for the scheduler. Samsung answered it can be managed by Node B by having a simple rule.



 After some discussion, chairman concluded that we were not willing to accept this kind of concept (delayed Ack/Nack).



 This paper was noted.

    (*20) Siemens presented this paper.



 This paper proposed how to restrict the scheduling of HSDPA transmissions in order not to compromise compressed



 mode operation and still sacrifice as little HSDPA throughput as possible. Based on this proposal CR had been prepared



 in R1-02-0606. R1-02-0606 was reviewed in succession. The basic idea here was agreed by the people but there were



 some comments saying that CR text should be more elaborated. As a conclusion chairman invited people to have



 detailed check on the proposed CR until the next meeting. (See No. 116)

    (*21) Lucent presented this paper.



 This paper discussed about the Node B controlled fast cell selection scheme.



 Chairman remarked that we should first discuss if we really aim to discuss the detail of FCS in connection with HSDPA.



 Major opinion was that it is difficult to spend time at this stage on this FCS issue for Rel-5 and FCS is to be taken into



 consideration for Rel-6.



 Conclusion : FCS is to be considered with Rel-6 Study Item.



 No detailed discussion was made on this particular paper. CR that had been prepared on this issue in R1-02-0552 was



 not reviewed. 

     (*22) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this paper.



 A couple of updates for the current UE capability table were proposed in this paper.



 Proposal was agreed in principle but some modification was suggested. (4th column header needs to be modified using



 the same terminology as in R99./ "Note" should be removed./ Highest soft buffer capability needs to be adjusted to



 earlier value, etc.)



 Chairman suggested the proponent to reflect all these comments and make an LS to RAN WG2 in R1-02-0629.



 The LS was reviewed on Day4 and approved in R1-02-0684. (See No.125)



 R1-02-0266 (Nokia) and R1-02-0593 (Ericsson) were not presented since these were covered by this paper from



 Panasonic.

    (*23) Both of these 2 papers were discussing HSDPA UE capabilities for 3.84Mcps TDD and reviewed in succession.




R1-02-0644 was presented by Mr. Diptendu Mitra (Nokia).




R1-02-0657 was presented by Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless).



 The difference was in the approach regarding how many timeslots UE should be able to deal with.



 Mr. Stephen Dick (InterDigital) remarked that IDC support the rationale behind Nokia's paper. He suggested to have



 an offline discussion. Chairman agreed to the comment from IDC and invited offline discussion.

    (*24) Uplink HS-DPCCH power control/signalling discussion.




R1-02-0579 was presented by Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips).




This paper presented comparison of the performance of several schedulers for the particular case of streaming





services with equal application data rates for each UE. It was concluded that a Proportional Fair (PFAIR)





scheduler seems to give good performance in terms of throughput and delay up to a certain throughput limit.





Beyond that point, better performance is given by a Maximum Rate (MAXR) scheduler.





No comments were raised. Chairman concluded this paper noted as a background information.




R1-02-0580 was presented by Mr. Tim Moulsley (Philips).




Repetition of ACK’s imposes a minimum downlink transmission gap to avoid ambiguities in interpreting the





ACK/NACK messages. This paper investigated the potential impact of such transmission gaps and suggested





following proposal.






1) ACK and NACK can be assigned different repetition factors.






2) New downlink transmissions will not take place during the ACK repetition period.






3) Repetition of NACK stops when a new packet is received.





There was a comment that whether the random access packet like TCP/IP had been investigated or not. The





proponent answered that it would be FFS.





There was a discussion on how Node B scheduler would be affected by this proposal. (How to interpret which





transmitted block is acknowledged./What is the criteria for the Node B to decide Nack is correctly received ?/





There would be ambiguity on which Ack it is if there is a difference in the repetition count between Ack/Nack,





etc.)





Finally chairman concluded based on the discussion that this paper as "noted". He added that if Philips provides





more elaborated proposal then of course we would have a look at it. The CR prepared in R1-02-0581 was noted





without reviewal.




R1-02-0616 was presented by Mr. Branislav Popovic (CWTS/Huawei).





In this paper a method of Ack/Nack power (offset) control in SHO case was proposed. By this method, the





average transmitted power of uplink HS-DPCCH can be reduced when UE is in SHO region with a little





complexity added to UE. No additional signalling is necessary to be added.





Several question were made on the simulation assumptions. (The simulation was done based on the ideal channel





condition and thus the result did not reflect the real situation./ With errors in the power control command it will





go out of control. etc.)





Although the proponent made answer for each question, major opinion seemed not to be fully convinced with this





proposal. Finally chairman stated that people seemed to be looking for further justification and at this point we





could not agree on this proposal. He invited the proponent to consider further elaborated explanation for the next





meeting.




R1-02-0537 was presented by Ms. Nahoko Takano (NEC).





In this paper some schemes to improve Ack/Nack signalling in SHO region were presented. It was suggested that





the other approaches besides separate power control loop for HS-DPCCH could be considered.





Nortel pointed out that the 3rd method is higher layer issue and not for layer1.





Samsung raised concern on one of the method (uplink power control only from TPC) saying that UE total





transmit power could be unnecessarily increased.




R1-02-0636 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung).





In this paper it was shown that the independent power control of HS-DPCCH with HS-pilot insertion achieves the




significant performance improvement. Based on the performance evaluation, it was proposed in SHO to employ




the independent power control of HS-DPCCH with HS-pilot insertion in combination with the repetition scheme.




Lucent supported this paper.




R1-02-0554 was presented by Mr. Nandu Gopalakrishnan (Lucent).





It was recommended to use the HS-DPCCH format with HS-Pilot insertion in SHO. For higher vehicle speeds,





it was recommended to combine the additional repeat to obtain good performance in terms of coverage and





capacity impact.





It was pointed out that the fixed threshold assumption for the simulation may affect the results significantly.





Chairman remarked that although we understand the channel estimation issue, we need also to understand





the issue of the power limited case.  There was also a remark that we need to consider the impact on the





neighbouring cells.




R1-02-0538 was presented by Mr. Jussi Kähtävä (Nokia).




In this paper a dynamic HS-DPCCH repetition control scheme was proposed. The scheme uses higher layer





signalling for power offsets (and basic amount of repetition) and HS-SCCH signalling for repetition.




R1-02-0592 was presented by Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson)





This paper addressed the channel estimation issue pointed out by Lucent and Samsung and concluded that





no need for the introduction of HS-DPCCH pilots bits are foreseen. It stated that if channel estimation at the





Node B in soft handover is troublesome, this problem can be addressed by mechanisms already present in the





current R99/4/5 specifications.





Motorola expressed a concern. Philips and Nortel supported this paper.




R1-02-0671 was presented by Mr. Ju Ho Lee (Samsung).





This paper was commenting paper on R1-02-0538 (Nokia) and R1-02-0592 (Ericsson).





In conclusion it said that the alternatives proposed in those papers do not seem to be efficient solutions for the




reliable HS-DPCCH reception. This paper proposed to adopt HS-pilot insertion scheme.




Nortel opposed having pilot insertion scheme and supported Ericsson's proposal.




R1-02-0582 was presented by Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips).




This paper presented simulation results which showed that when realistic channel estimation errors are included,





the performance requirements for ACK/NACK signalling cannot be met in practice simply by increasing the





HS-DCCH power offset. It also stated that the repetition of ACKs and NACKs will help, but could not be applied





widely as it has a significant impact on QoS and throughput. Finally this paper suggested that the relaxation of





the error rate requirements from P(NACK->ACK)<10-4 to P(NACK->ACK)<10-2 can be made possible by





allowing a "Revert" message to be transmitted as a third codeword in the ACK/NACK field. In this paper it was





also proposed to adopt differentially coded Ack/Nack.





There were a number of comments raised. (the possibility of inserting pilot in the CQI field instead of Ack/Nack./





How long MAC-hs needs to keep the data in REV scheme ? / REV scheme is more RAN WG2 issue./ Orthogonal





signalling (Ack/Nack) requires more energy./ What kind of channel estimator is assumed ?, etc)





Finally chairman asked to the floor whether there is any specific issue on REV scheme from layer 1 point of





view. There was no opinion raised. Chairman stated that of course we need to take into account RAN WG2 view





but if there is no issue with REV scheme from layer 1 point of view, the certain advantage of this scheme is worth





considering.





Lucent remarked that we would have to look at all the possible error situations if we adopt REV scheme. Philips





answered that the error case study is more for RAN WG2 issue rather than RAN WG1 issue.





There was also a comment saying that we need to revisit the requirement P(NACK->ACK)<10-4 itself. (It was





decided in Sophia Antipolis without any solid discussions.)





Chairman invited people to have a look at those relevant papers on REV command scheme for the next meeting





discussions. 





Philips had prepared a CR on the differentially coded Ack/Nack in R1-02-0583. R1-02-0583 was reviewed in





succession. But it was not agreed. (See No. 117)



 After the reviewal of all these papers, chairman summarised the alternatives on the screen as follows.




Alternatives: 





a) To stick with Release’99 methods (and already included methods),





b) To add more control bits on HS-SCCH for repetition 





c) To add pilots on HS-DPCCH + TPC loop (on/off by higher layer signalling)





d) To discuss with RAN WG2 about the possibility to use e.g. REVERT proposal to reduce requirements for





    P(ACK->NACK) error case (or the justification of the requirement in general)





e) To adopt the differentially encoded ACK/NACK 



 There was no conclusion made on this issue. We will continue discussion in the next meeting.


    (*25) Mr. Yoshito Higa (Texas Instruments) presented this paper.



 This paper presented an optimisation method on the redundancy versions for HARQ functionality. A new formula for


 eini calculation on second rate-matching and redundancy and constellation version coding for 16QAM and QPSK were



 proposed.


 There was a concern raised on why we need to change the order of the redundancy version.



 This paper was noted. Chairman stated that some further consideration is needed.

    (*26) LGE presented this paper.



 This paper was the sequel to R1-02-0362 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#24. R1-02-0362 had compared the


 various CQI coding schemes and indicated there exists a UEP scheme that shows better performance than the current



 one. The current paper presented additional simulation results in order to confirm the performance of the proposed basis


 sequence for CQI coding.


 No comment was raised. A CR based on this proposal had been prepared in R1-02-0654. It was reviewed in succession



 and also agreed in principle with no comments. (See No. 119)

    (*27) Samsung presented this paper.



 This paper proposed an improved coding structure for HS-SICH coding for TDD HSDPA to reduce the required


 transmission power and utilize the channel resource more efficiently compared to the current coding method. Two



 coding schemes for 3.84Mcps TDD and 1.28Mcps TDD were proposed respectively.



 Siemens opposed having this proposed change. Gain is not clear.



 Chairman commented that we should be careful not to introduce new things without clear gain shown. He concluded



 that this proposal would not be introduced at this point of time.

    (*28) These 2 papers were reviewed in connection with the LS we received from RAN WG2 in R1-02-0668 (See No. 7)




R1-02-0594 was presented by Mr. Stefan Parkvall (Ericsson).





This paper was identical to R2-020765 which was attached to the LS.





This paper proposed to adopt the concept of static TB sizes for HS-DSCH and to include the implied changes into





the next update of  TR 25.308. The final TB size table proposed to be included into TS 25.302.





Nokia, Motorola and Lucent supported the basic idea of this proposal. Philips remarked that the combination of





16-QAM and 1/3 coding would not be so reasonable.




R1-02-0569 was presented by Samsung.





This paper was identical to R2-020767 which was attached to the LS.





This paper compared some Transport Block Size index mapping method proposed by several companies so far





and proposed an optimised method.


Discussion:




- Valid for FDD. TDD will have some differences




- QPSK code rate to be lowered (1/4?)




- Definition of the code rate to be given




- Use of code rates above 1 is under discussion (for retransmission, not for initial transmission.)




- TrBlock sizes to be more similar between different codes




- CQI table for feedback is partly related to the details of the mentioned table and thus should be "frozen" as soon as




  possible




- Possibility to change modulation between retransmissions? 



Difference between 2 proposal : Overlap between transport block size / code rates between QPSK/16QAM



Conclusion :




- Modulation change between retransmissions needs to be possible (not in all cases).




- R1-02-0594 (Ericsson) should be the basis.




- The necessity for CQI table alignment to be checked.




- Max values (Coding rate, etc) for RAN WG2 CR to be checked if there are issues from e.g. UE capability point of




  view.



 Based on this conclusion, the answer LS to RAN WG2 was drafted by Ericsson in R1-02-0382. It was approved in



 R1-02-0384. (See No.122)

    (*29) Mr. Farooq Khan (Lucent) presented this paper.



 This paper addressed two possible solutions for signalling the feedback necessary for closed loop signalling schemes,



 one using UL DPCCH and the other using HS-DPCCH. It was stated that using HS-DPCCH for this signalling provides



 several benefits over UL DPCCH signalling. This paper recommended HS-DPCCH for signalling this feedback for



 closed schemes in HSDPA.



 After some discussion (we have not yet concluded on closed mode applicability./ ARQ buffer issue./ What is wrong



 with in R99 scheme ? ( Power imbalance and ARQ buffer corruption./etc.) Chairman concluded this paper as noted



 for the time being. We still needed further discussion on this issue. He said that it should be noted that ARQ buffer



 relationship with closed loop modes is new thing with HSDPA, which does not exist in R99 and thus we need to study it.

    (*30) Lucent presented this paper.



 In this paper the performance of 2x2 CLTD was compared with the SISO and 2x1 CLTD scheme. The 2x2 CLTD



 extension requires no extra feedback and is fully backward compatible with the existing R99 Mode and is thus suitable



 for low complexity UEs. From the gains shown, it was concluded that a 2x2 CLTD should be considered for the



 configuration with 2 transmit and 2 receive antennas.



 No comments raised. Chairman concluded that this paper as noted saying that papers on receiver diversity was out of



 scope of the current discussion.



 The Tx-diversity applicability combination issue was revisited. Chairman presented following table on the screen.



 After some discussion ("we have not agreed on any new proposals during this meeting and we are not ready to make



 this kind of selection or filtering or anything for Tx-diversity and beamforming.", etc), following colouring seemed



 to be accepted by the people.








Table  (Currently agreed cases given in green)

	DPCH
	STTD
	STTD
	CL mode1
	CL mode2
	No TxD

	HS-DSCH
	STTD
	No TxD
	CL mode1
	CL mode2
	No TxD

	HS-SCCH
	STTD
	No TxD
	CL mode1
	CL mode2
	No TxD




 In the end of Tx-diversity discussion, chairman drafted an LS to RAN WG4 on the screen as follows summarising the



 discussion made on Tx diversity. This draft was agreed by the group to be sent to RAN WG4. (The actual LS can be



 found in R1-02-0680. See No.124)




RAN WG1 would like to inform RAN WG4 about the current status of RAN WG1 decisions on R'99/Rel- 4




features in relation with HSDPA. The current status is following:




Existing (R’99/Rel-4) users will need to be supported together with TX diversity or beamforming in the same cell



as HSDPA users. Thus there should be no need to de-active any of the existing features when introducing HSDPA




feature in the network.




For TX diversity or beamforming (different phase references) on HS-DSCH/HS-SCCH/DPCH further discussions



in WG1 will take place and once those are concluded, WG1 will inform WG4 of the outcome. 




WG1 is not planning to have new TX diversity modes for Rel-5 but will focus on evaluating the applicability of



existing methods together with HS-DSCH/HS-SCCH/DPCH.
    (*31) Mr. Michael Eoin Buckley (Motorola) presented this paper.



 This paper was the revision of R1-02-0458. (See No. 75, 76)



 This was agreed with slight modifications. Chairman suggested sending this paper also to RAN WG4 and CC to



 RAN WG2. The LS was drafted in R1-02-0682 and approved in R1-02-0687. (See No. 127)

6.1 CRs on HSDPA  (Formal approval for RAN submission will take place in RAN WG#26.)

	No.
	R
	CR
	rev
	TS
	T-doc
	Title
	Cat
	Source
	Conclusion
	Notes

	102
	5
	081
	-
	25.221
	R1-02-0399
	 Tx diversity for HSDPA in TDD
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in principle
	(*1)

	103
	5
	089
	-
	25.224
	R1-02-0399
	 Tx diversity for HSDPA in TDD
	F
	Siemens
	
	

	104
	5
	150
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0621
	 Adding section on HS-SCCH/

 HS-PDSCH timing relation
	F
	Nokia
	Agreed in principle
	(*2)

	105
	5
	130
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0588
	 Correction of Errata noted by  

 RAN1 delegates
	F
	Siemens
	To be revised
	(*3)

	106
	5
	054
	-
	25.213
	R1-02-0591
	 Clarification of uplink DTX  

 handling and modulation
	F
	Ericsson
	Agreed in

principle
	(*4)

	107
	5
	131
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0603
	 Removal of inconsistencies and  

 ambiguities in the HARQ description
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in

principle
	(*5)

	108
	5
	078
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0603
	 Removal of inconsistencies and  

 ambiguities in the HARQ description
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in

principle
	

	109
	5
	082
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0401
	 Corrections to HSDPA  

 Multiplexing and Coding
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in

principle
	(*6)

	110
	5
	083
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0631
	 TDD HSDPA Physical Channel 

 Mapping
	A
	IPWireless
	principle ok,

to be checked
	(*7)

	111
	5
	148
	-
	25.211
	R1-02-0567
	 Specification of phase reference 

 for HSDPA
	B
	Motorola
	R1#26
	(*8)

	112
	5
	133
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0493
	 Correction to UE Specific CRC  

 Scrambling Code
	F
	Siemens
	Noted
	See

No.61

	113
	5
	080
	-
	25.222
	R1-02-0493
	 Correction to UE Specific CRC 

 Scrambling Code
	F
	Siemens
	
	

	114
	5
	050
	-
	25.213
	R1-02-0402
	 Consistency of Signal Point  

 Constellation for QPSK and 16QAM
	F
	Siemens
	Agreed in principle
	(*9)

	115
	5
	252
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0578
	 Correction to power offsets for   

 HS-DPCCH in compressed mode
	F
	Philips
	Agreed in

principle
	(*10)

	116
	5
	255
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0606
	 Clarification on the operation of

 HSDPA during compressed mode
	F
	Siemens
	principle ok,

to be checked
	(*11)

	117
	5
	xxx
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0583
	 Correction of ACK/NACK

 codeword definitions
	F
	Philips
	Noted
	(*12)

	118
	5
	xxx
	-
	25.214
	R1-02-0550
	 Variable Rate Channel Quality  

 Indication
	C
	Lucent
	Principle OK

to be clarified
	(*13)

	119
	5
	137
	-
	25.212
	R1-02-0654
	 Basis sequences for HS-DPCCH
 Channel Quality information code
	F
	LGE
Philips
	Agreed in principle
	(*14)



(*1) Mr. Marcus Purat (Siemens) presented these 2 CRs.


 These CRs proposed to include the HS-PDSCH and HS-SCCH in the current sections on Tx diversity.



 InterDigital supported these CR.



 There was one comment that CR selected closed loop Tx diversity without explanation.



 These CRs were agreed in principle. Details are to be checked offline.


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



 The timing relation between the HS-SCCH and HS-DSCH had been left out of the original CR adding the HSDPA



 feature to 25.211 and this CR proposed to add new section 7.8 describing this timing relation.


 This CR was agreed in principle.


(*3) Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens) presented this CR.



 This CR proposed to correct errata in the first version.



 This CR was agreed in principle but there were several comments made for revision. R1-02-0661 was allocated for



 the revision. The corresponding CR for TS 25.222 can be found in R1-02-0609. Both (R1-02-0661 and R1-02-609)



 will be reviewed in RAN WG1#26.


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



 This CR proposed clarification of uplink DTX handling and modulation.



 No comments were raised. Agreed in principle.


(*5) Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens) presented these CR.



 This CR proposed to fix some issues on HARQ description.



 No comments were raised. Agreed in principle.


(*6) Mr. Ralf Wiedmann (Siemens) presented these CR.



 No comments were raised. Agreed in principle.


(*7) Mr. Martin Beale (IPWireless) presented this CR.



 There was a comment requesting time to check the detail offline.



 It was concluded agreed in principle but details needed to be checked offline. If no problems found, this would be



 approved in RAN WG1#26.


(*8) Mr. Jean-Aicard Fabien (Motorola) presented this CR.



 Explanatory paper was needed for the dedicated pilot case. There was a comment suggesting that we should discuss this



 issue together with Tx-diversity colleagues.



 The decision will take place in RAN WG1#26.


(*9) Siemens presented this paper. (TDD part was contained in R1-02-0403.)



 This CR was agreed in principle.

    (*10) Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) presented this CR in connection with R1-02-0577. (See No. 77)



 This CR was agreed in principle.
    (*11) Siemens presented this paper in connection with R1-01-0279 (See No. 79).



 A couple companies remarked that text should be more elaborated, although it was OK in principle.



 Some discussion took place on following points.




- Is UE mandated to store the packet if there is no possibility for ACK/NACK in the uplink ?




- Is the CQI transmission definition too restrictive ? 




- Relation between repetition of Ack/Nack and compressed mode. 



 Chairman concluded that this CR would be discussed further in the next meeting.

    (*12) Mr. Matthew Baker (Philips) presented this CR in connection with R1-02-0582.(See No. 93)


 There was a comment asking if we really should make any preliminary decision at this stage.



 Chairman concluded that we had better just note this CR for the time being.

    (*13) Lucent presented this CR.



 This CR was based on R1-02-0429 which had been reviewed in RAN WG1#24 and text proposal had been invited.



 There was a comment from Nortel that the handling of K (k1, k2?) parameter was different from what was proposed in



 R1-02-0429. Philips commented that although the basic idea here seemed to be OK, we need to consider the relation



 of CQI repetition with this scheme. There was also a comment that we should not put RRC parameter in RAN WG1



 specification. Having all these comments received, chairman concluded this CR as OK in principle. Details needs to



 be further checked and coordination with RRC specification needs to be taken into account.

    (*14) LGE presented this CR in connection with R1-02-0653. (See No. 95)



 No comments were raised. This CR was agreed in principle.

7. Organisational issues for the joint 3GPP/3GPP2 Channel modelling Ad Hoc 


Actual Ad Hoc to took place in parallel to the plenary session during Day2 and Day3.


Chairman :  3GPP2 side
: Achilles Kogiantis (Lucent)





 3GPP   side
: Pedro Hojen-Sorensen (Nokia)


Output to be made as a text proposal for inclusion of relevant TR in 3GPP and relevant documentation in 3GPP2 side.


Report of the status will be made available for 3GPP TSG RAN WG1 & 3GPP2 TSG C WG3 meetings


Practicalities :
1) The dedicated Joint 3GPP-3GPP2 Spatial Channel Modelling Ad Hoc email reflector will be established






     by MCC.






2) The dedicated Sub-directory will be created under 3GPP ftp server.






3) The dedicated T-doc numbering scheme will be adopted.


/*** After the meeting, 



1) Summary of this Ad Hoc session was provided in R1-02-0681  (SCM-019) by Achilles Kogiantis.



2) The dedicated Joint 3GPP-3GPP2 Spatial Channel Modelling Ad Hoc email reflector was created in ETSI LISTSERV



    system.  E-mail address of this reflector is < 3GPP_3GPP2_SCM@list.etsi.fr >.


3) The dedicated sub-directory was created under TSG RAN WG1 ftp server. 




< http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_ran/WG1_RL1/3GPP_3GPP2_SCM >


***/

8. Approval of the liaison statements as output from WG1

	No.
	Discussed

Tdoc
	Source
	To/Cc
	Title
	Approved

Tdoc
	Notes

	120
	R1-02-0660
	Vodafone
	T1-SIG,T1

Cc: R2
	 LS on new additional RAB configuration
	R1-02-0669
	(*1)

	121
	R1-02-0651
	Ericsson
	T1-SIG,T1

Cc: R2
	 LS correction of Puncturing Limit for 

 RABs in TS 34.108
	R1-02-0670
	(*2)

	122
	R1-02-0382
	Ericsson
	R2
	 LS reply on TFRI formula
	R1-02-0384
	(*3)

	123
	R1-02-0645
	Nokia
	R2
	 Physical channel reconfiguration
	R1-02-0683
	(*4)

	124
	R1-02-0680
	Nokia
	R4
	 LS on rel99' features and HSDPA
	R1-02-0680
	No. 50-59

No. 100

	125
	R1-02-0629
	Panasonic
	R2
	 LS on CR of UE category of HSDPA
	R1-02-0684
	(*5)

	126
	R1-02-0625
	Nokia
	R3

CC:R2
	 LS on HS-SCCH power offset
	R1-02-0685
	No. 71

	127
	R1-02-0682
	Motorola
	R4
	 LS on "CQI Reporting"
	R1-02-0687
	(*6)

	128
	R1-02-0672
	NTT DoCoMo
	T1
	 LS on the change of RM attribute of
 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH in TS34.108
	R1-02-0686
	(*7)


(*1) Mr. Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone group) presented this LS. (See No. 40 – 42)

(*2) Mr. Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this LS. (See No. 43)

(*3) Stefan presented this LS. This was based on the discussion on R1-02-0594. (See No.97)


  With some modifications (code rate issue), this LS was approved.

(*4) Mr. Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this LS. (See No. 24-26).

(*5) Mr. Hidetoshi Suzuki (Panasonic) presented this LS. (See No. 81)

(*6) Mr. Michael Eoin Buckley (Motorola) presented this LS. (See No.101)

(*7) Mr. Masafumi Usuda (NTT DoCoMo) presented this LS. (See No.48, 49)

Further a proposal was made by Philips to send LS based on the discussions on R1-02-0582 (See No. 98) to TSG RAN WG2

on the possible use of REV command and benefits from physical layer point of view. Proposed LS text was shown on the

screen at the end of the meeting, but this was not agreed however by other companies to reflect the views from RAN WG1.

RAN WG1 Chairman will investigate possibilities for joint discussions with RAN WG2 on e.g. the ACK/NACK/DTX error

requirements and possible use e.g. the revert command.
9. Closing


Chairman thanked hosting company (Nortel) for providing excellent arrangements and facilities for the meeting and its


hospitality.


Next meeting is TSG RAN WG1 #26 and will be held in Gyeongju, Korea, during 13-16 (Monday – Thursday), May, 2002.


MEETING CLOSED at 16:25 April 12

10. TSG RAN WG1 meeting schedule in year 2000 -2002(Tentative)

	Meeting
	Year
	Month
	Date
	Location
	Hosts

	RAN WG1 #10
	2000
	January
	18-21
	Beijing, China
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #11
	2000
	February
	29 – March 3
	San Diego, CA, U.S.A.
	T1P1

	RAN #7
	2000
	March
	13-15
	Madrid, Spain
	

	RAN WG1 #12
	2000
	April
	10-13
	Seoul, Korea
	TTA

	RAN WG1 #13
	2000
	May
	22-25
	Tokyo, Japan
	NTT DoCoMo

	RAN #8
	2000
	June
	21-23
	Dusseldorf, Germany
	

	RAN WG1 #14
	2000
	July 
	4-7
	Oulu, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #15
	2000
	August
	22-25
	Berlin, Germany
	Siemens

	RAN #9
	2000
	September
	20-22
	Hawaii, U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #16
	2000
	October
	10-13
	Pusan, Korea
	Samsung, LGIC

	RAN WG1 #17
	2000
	November
	21-24
	Stockholm, Sweden
	Ericsson

	RAN #10
	2000
	December
	6-8
	Bangkok, Thailand
	Unisys

	RAN WG1 #18
	2001
	January
	15-18
	Boston, U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #19
	2001
	February
	27 – March 2
	Las Vegas, U.S.A.
	Motorola

	RAN #11
	2001
	March
	13-16
	Palm Springs, CA U.S.A.
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	HSDPA Ad Hoc
	2001
	April
	5-6
	Sophia Antipolis with R2
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #20
	2001
	May
	21-25 (5days)
	Pusan, Korea  withR2,3
	Samsung

	RAN #12
	2001
	June
	12-15
	Stockholm, Sweden
	Ericsson

	Rel-5 Ad Hoc
	2001
	June
	26-28
	Espoo, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #21
	2001
	August
	27-31(5days)
	Turin, Italy
	TiLab

	RAN #13
	2001
	September
	18-21
	Beijing, China
	Lucent, CWTS

	HSDPA Ad Hoc
	2001
	November
	5-7
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #22
	2001
	November
	19-23(5days)
	Jeju, Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #14
	2001
	December
	11-14
	Kyoto, Japan
	ARIB, TTC

	RAN WG1 #23
	2002
	January
	8-11
	Espoo, Finland
	Nokia

	WG/WG2 R99 AH
	2002
	February
	5-6
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	RAN WG1 #24
	2002
	February
	18-22
	Orlando, Florida, U.S.A.
	Motorola

	RAN #15
	2002
	March
	5-8
	Jeju, Korea
	TTA

	RAN WG1 #25
	2002
	April
	9-12
	Paris, France
	Nortel Networks

	RAN WG1 #26
	2002
	May
	13-16(Mon-Thu)
	Gyeongju, Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #16
	2002
	June
	4-7
	Marco Island, FL, U.S.A
	Motorola

	RAN WG1 #27
	2002
	July
	2-5
	Oulu, Finland
	Nokia

	RAN WG1 #28
	2002
	August
	19-22(Mon-Thu)
	Seattle, U.S.A
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN #17
	2002
	September
	3-6
	Biarritz, France
	Alcatel

	RAN WG1 #29
	2002
	October
	8-11
	TBD, China
	Samsung

	RAN #18
	2002
	December
	3-6
	New Orleans, LA, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG1 #30
	2003
	January
	TBD
	San Diego, CA, U.S.A.
	

	RAN WG1 #31
	2003
	February
	TBD
	Japan (Tentative)
	


Ad Hoc References

AH31 = 1.28 Mcps TDD UE positioning & Node B synch

AH32 = HSDPA General

AH33 = HSDPA UE capability

AH34 = DSCH hard split mode

AH35 = Interfrequency and intersystem measurements (e.g. compressed mode)

AH36 = MIMO and TX diversity issues, including channel models

AH37 = Improved cell FACH state

AH38 = Beamforming 

AH39 = USTS

AH40 = Release 4 issues

AH99 = Release -99 issues
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