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1     Introduction
The purpose of the adhoc meeting was to discuss 

· The technical report TR 25.914: outstanding issues and way of specifying the method
· the format of the technical specification on minimum requirements
2     The technical report TR 25.914 and specification of the method
First a number of outstanding technical issues were discussed

· the SAM (head phantom) recipe
· measurement chamber shielding efficiency
· the Quiet Zone method

There was general agreement to include the new SAM recipe based on the text proposed by Nokia in R4-060124. This contribution also addresses the shielding efficiency. Motorola noted that 100 dB would be a realistic requirement, but there is also a need to control radiating sources outside the measurement chamber e.g. a Node B close to the measurement site (if so 100 dB may not be enough). However, the meeting agreed to include the proposed text in R4-060123 as is, and later make amendment to capture the need for controlling external radiating sources. 
The quiet zone issue needs further discussion, but the aim is to supply an agreed text proposal in time before RAN4#39. The report can then be presented to RAN Plenary and be put under change control.

Next the specification of the method was discussed. The following working assumption was agreed:

· RAN4 creates a framework for a TS on the test methodology based on TR 25.914, the responsibility for this specification would be shared with RAN5 that devises test requirements and test limits. 

· RAN4 creates a separate TS for the minimum antenna performance requirements (RAN4 sole responsibility)
3     TS on antenna performance requirements
Nokia’s simplified proposal for OTA Classes in R4-060125 was discussed next. This proposed format will be used as a basis for specifying the performance requirements. There are, however, a number of outstanding issues to solve. 
The merit of having a margin for dual mode terminals was discussed next (not in the simplified proposal). Several participants expressed the view that a relaxation for dual mode should be included to account for e.g. Band I terminals in Japan/Korea and single mode GSM phones. 

Home and visited bands must also be accounted for, Han van Bussel, T-Mobile, suggested that vendors declare the primary and secondary bands of each phone. It is likely that in most cases the declared primary and secondary bands would resemble the band arrangements in the different ITU Regions.

Nokia strongly advocated the need for primary and secondary mechanical modes, and it was agreed that this is needed. The vendor would declare the primary mode (already done in some cases).
Finally the type of requirements was discussed. The meeting agreed the following working assumption

· Class A (primary bands, primary modes) requirements should be informative, a design target 

· Class B (secondary bands, secondary modes) requirements should be normative

Way forward

· The TR will be finalised at RAN4#39 and then submitted to RAN

· Work on the TS framework on the test method and the standalone TS on the requirements will be discussed the UE Antenna Reflector  in order to produce a draft framework for both these specifications for discussion at RAN4#39
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