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MBMS Ad-Hoc
R4-060444: Ericsson document was used as a baseline for the discussion
Ericsson: What do companies think about impact of standby time performance by not using Type 1 for MCCH.
Samsung: Can we turn off 2nd antenna for MCCH in good channel conditions.
Vodafone: For MCCH, all UEs need to receive. Propose prioritizing MTCH work first. Need more time to think about MCCH.
Motorola, Nokia: That sounds like a good plan
Nokia: How do we prioritize E-DCH vs MBMS? What about F-DPCH? 

Ericsson: Let’s allow 2 meeting cycles: 1 for ideal results, 1 with implementation margin. 
Samsung: Should we do simulations with lower geometry? It may provide information to operators about trade-off of capacity vs coverage.
Answer from multiple companies: -3 dB should be low enough for edge of cell.
 
Agreement on MBMS: 
1) Let’s agree on simulation assumptions now. Prioritize MTCH over MCCH for now.
2) Use 128 kbps with selection combining (40 msec TTI), 128 kbps with soft combining (80 msec TTI) and 256 kbps with soft combining (40 msec TTI). Use 3 RLs.
3) Let’s stick to the scenarios as for the 1 antenna case.
4) Proposal is to bring ideal simulation results for RAN4 #40
5) No need to repeat the test cases for mobility.
6) Use R4-060444 as a starting point
 
E-DCH Ad-Hoc
R4-060445: Ericsson document was used as a baseline for the discussion.
We may need to prioritize the different channels for both 2 ms and 10 ms. Proposal is
1)       E-HICH
2)       E-AGCH
3)       E-RGCH
For table 10.21B replace “TBD” with values from the 1 antenna case. 
There was also a question raised about Table 6B. We need to check on this.
Agree to have a reflector discussion on this.
 
Agreement on E-DCH
1)       Use R4-060445 as a starting point
2)       Continue discussion on RAN-4 HSDPA reflector
3)       Try and bring ideal simulation results for at least E-HICH for RAN4 #40 
General comments

For further discussions, the RAN-4 HSDPA reflector will be used.

F-DPCH is not within the scope of this meeting and will be dealt with in future meetings.
Considering the work load associated with these and other ongoing work items, it was raised that further guidance by RAN Plenary regarding priorities of the work might be needed. 




























































