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1 Introduction
Clarifications to F-TPICH transmission are proposed in CRs R1-123835 and R1-123836 [1]
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[2]. This document provides the related discussion.
2 Discussion
2.1 Clarification of F-TPICH Macrodiversity Transmission
In the case of softer handover, it was agreed in RAN1 that the network may configure F-TPICH transmission from either:
· The serving HS-DSCH cell only.

· All the cells belonging to the serving HS-DSCH radio link set.

This agreement was implemented in past CRs, most recently in [3]. However, the above agreement was not explicitly extended to the case where CL UL TX diversity is enabled for a UE not configured with UL HS-DPCCH. This is addressed in CR [1] to ensure that F‑TPICH macrodiversity can be made available to UEs not configured with HS-DPCCH.
2.2 Clarification of F-TPICH Timing and Combining Period
The F-TPICH combining period is currently defined in TS 25.214 v.11.2.0 as follows:

“The TPI combining period has the length of one slot, beginning 512 chips after the downlink slot boundary of the F-TPICH.”
We highlight the following issues, leading to the proposed changes:

· The above definition is ambiguous as the F-TPICH timing from different cells can currently be arbitrary, with the 256 chip granularity restriction. Thus, there is no reference F-TPICH downlink slot boundary available to the UE. We propose to address this by introducing a degree of F-TPICH receive frame timing alignment.
· The above definition includes the 512 chip offset parameter. We observe that the TPC command combining period is defined in a similar manner for F-DPCH in section 5.1.2.2.1 of TS 25.214 for compatibility with DL DPCCH. However, as the F-TPICH frame timing is decoupled from F-DPCH frame timing, the latency of the TPI loop is dependent on the timing of TPI bits on different radio links (i.e. F-TPICH slot format), which is a network implementation choice. Therefore, the offset parameter seems unnecessary.
2.3 Clarifications to Annex D of TS 25.214
While not providing an associated CR, we propose to discuss updating Annex D of TS 25.214 as follows to ensure that its informative function is duly fulfilled:

· Clarifying that the examples assume that the F-TPICH frame timing is the same as the DL DPCH (or F-DPCH) frame timing i.e. replacing
· “(…) an example of F-TPICH timing for UL CLTD operation when the F-TPICH TPI offset NOFF1 of all the radio links in the RLS is 0 or 2 (…)”
with: 
· “(…) an example of F-TPICH timing for UL CLTD operation when the F-TPICH TPI offset NOFF1 of all the radio links in the RLS is 0 or 2 and frame timing is the same for F-TPICH and DL DPCH (F-DPCH) (…)”

· Changing the ‘UL SIR Measurement’ text in figures D.1 and D.2 to ‘UL TPI estimation’.

3 Conclusion
In the light of the above discussion, it is proposed to agree CRs [1]
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[2] and discuss updates to Annex D.
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