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Abstract

This contribution proposes revised draft TR 25.934 V0.1.2 which reflects discussion result at the ad hoc session in the last R3#14 Helsinki meeting, 3rd – 7th July 2000.
1. Introduction

Discussion result of the ad hoc session was given by a memo of the delegate rapporteur (Gert-Jan van Lieshout, Ericsson) and R3-001989 ad hoc report.

2. Discussion

2.1  Memo by the delegate rapporteur

Followings are memo of the delegate rapporteur and reaction for the issues in V0.1.2.
4.1.) It was agreed that there is to much repetition (e.g. your note is almost the same in 8 places). It was preferred that this doubling of information is avoided.

4.2.) Part of the doubling is caused by the structure of chapter 4. Due to the structure (problem, R99 capabilities, R00 capabilities), you have had to describe the R99 capabilities as "hanging text" under chapter 4 just to be able to explain the problem. Probably a structure (R99 capabilities, problem, R00 capabilities).
[Reaction to item 4.1. and 4.2.]: The structure is changed according to the suggestion to R99 capabilities, problem, and R00 capabilities.

4.3.) The technical agreement is shown in the "hanging text" under chapter 4. Probably that is all what needs to be included in a R99 capabilities subsection ? 

[Reaction to item 4.3.]: The agreed text is reflected as it is to V0.1.2.

4.4.) On the examples, it was questioned if the two examples [(figure1+figure3) and (figure2)] do not explain the same thing, and thus if it would not be sufficient with one of the two examples.

[Reaction to item 4.4.]: TD(s) is invited to solve the issue.

4.5.) In chapter 7: the chapter should not discuss consequences for R99: for all R2000 WI, there can in principle be no consequence for R99. The chapter should only discuss the consequences on R2000 in order to enable backward compatibility like you do in the second part.

[Reaction to item 4.5.]: Subclause 7.1 is deleted as suggested. The text under the former subclause 7.1 is modified and moved to subclause 4.2 for an explanation of Figure 3 “with QoS optimization at transmission”. The 4th bullet under clause 1 “Scope” was modified accordingly.

4.6.) One major comment concerned the introduction of chapter 8: it was preferred that a separate chapter would be included describing all new CS2 features and indicate if they have a relevance for this WI; if not, should they be excluded when giving the CS2 reference.

[Reaction to item 4.3.]: New subclause 8.3 is established for the purpose. Subclause title only in this version.

2.2  R3-001989 ad hoc report

Substantial points are covered by the memo in section 2.1 above. Editorial comments are reflected to V0.1.2 as they are.

3. Conclusion and Proposal

Attached proposed draft TR25.934 V0.1.2 (with revision mark to V0.1.1 and clean version) just reflects editorial comments given at the ad hoc session in the last R3#14 Helsinki meeting, 3rd – 7th July 2000. The V0.1.2 should be accepted as the base for further study.
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