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1. Attendance

The following companies were represented:
Ericsson, ST-Erisson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Orange, Telecom Italia, Nokia, Vodafone, CMCC, CATT, Powerwave, T-Mobile, Fujitsu, NTT DoCoMo, Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, Qualcomm, Panasonic, Samsung. 

2. Overview/status

R4-092127
Discussion
Summary of ECC SE42 meeting (28-29 May 2009) discussions and conclusions on the UHF band
Alcatel-Lucent

R4-092503
Information
ECC Decision on harmonised conditions for Fixed/Mobile Communications Networks operating in the band 790-862MHz
Vodafone

R4-092457
Discussion
EU800  CEPT outcome 
Motorola 

R4-092525
Discussion
EU800  CEPT outcome 
Motorola

R4-092383
Approval
TP on Regulatory status
Ericsson, ST Ericsson

R4-092381
Approval
TP on Scope
Ericsson, ST Ericsson

2.1 Status
Current regulatory status:

· FDD DL: 791 – 821 MHz

· FDD UL: 832 – 862 MHz

· BEM inside the band based on LTE

· Protection of Broadcasting
Timeplan for regulatory work:
· 23rd ECC meting 22-26 June

· Draft CEPT report and draft ECC decision in public enquiry

· ECC PT1 and SE 42 meetings September

· Final ECC decision October

2.2 Discussions
Public consultation:

The public consultation will finish end of August. Formulating a reply in the Shenzhen meeting may be too late, an alternative would be to use the e-mail reflector for discussions. How to reply was discussed, should it be a multi-company answer or an answer from RAN4? RAN4 can formulate a reply and that will carry more weight than from individual companies.
Regulatory information for the report:

It is probably good to have regulatory information included in the report, but if that should be references or text in the report is unclear.
2.3 Way forward

An answer to the public consultation should be further discussed off-line.
3. CHANNEL NUMBERING

R4-092139
Approval
TP for EU800 MHz channel arrangement
Nokia Siemens Networks

R4-092382
Approval
TP on Channel numbering
Ericsson, ST Ericsson

3.1 Status
Both contributions propose band number [22]. The EARFCN is aligned. There is a disagreement whether additional channels for UTRA are needed.
3.2 Discussions

It was remarked that if may be difficult to meet BEM with the 100 KHz offset from the centre of a license block. The 100 KHz offset is necessary if additional channels are not defined for UTRA.

Since the size of the band for 3500 MHz is still tentative it was suggested to swap so that the 3500 becomes band 22 and EU800 becomes band 20. Band 21 to remain for extended 1500 in Japan.
It would be good to define the band number in this meeting so it can be used when communicating about the band.

3.3 Way forward
The band becomes #20

E-UTRA numbering can be agreed this meeting (Ericsson and NSN to draft TP).

Wait with UTRA channel numbering to see if additional raster points are needed.
4. BS Masks

R4-092501
Discussion
A possible way to include block edge mask requirements based on EIRP in TS 25.104 and 36.104
Vodafone

4.1 Status
Vodafone have provided a contribution outlining how the regulatory requirements can be included in the specification. It is intended to show the principle of how requirements can be included in the specification.
4.2 Discussions
The emission requirements for the BS were extensively discussed. There are mainly two areas for emissions: in-band and out of band.

There are two questions in this area: Should regulatory requirements be included in the specifications? If that is so, how should that be done? Currently the highest priority is the out-of-band emissions.
4.3 Way forward

- Regulatory requirements to be included in the spec (in principle)

- Further discussions of the issue on the email-reflector
5. UE Spectrum mask, sensitivity and bandwidth
R4-092326
Discussion
EU800MHz channel bandwidth 
Motorola 

R4-092377
Discussion
European 800 MHz: sensitivity, bandwidths and spurious emission for LTE
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

R4-092456
Discussion
EU800  SEM 
Motorola 

R4-092502
Discussion
Performance objectives for EU800 band
Vodafone

5.1 Discussions
The supported bandwidths were discussed. The downlink BW is more important than for the UL.
Good REFSENS is considered very important.

5.2 Way forward

- Working assumption: Supported bandwidths: 5, 10, 15 and 20 MHz.

6 UE Power class
R4-092129
Discussion
UE power class
TeliaSonera

6.1 Discussions
Many requirements may have to be revisited when adding a new power class.
Completion in December is more important than a 27 dBm power class in rel-9. 

Depending on the envisioned device there may be different constraints and possibilities for implementation. For example SAR requirements limit output powers, but for CPE these requirements may not be a constraint. On the other hand CPE may employ better antennas instead limiting the need for a higher power class.
6.2 Way forward

- Continued discussions
