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1
Introduction
UE and BS core requirements impact due to introduction of Multiflow HSDPA was discussed in [1], where the following proposals remain open for further discussion.
Proposal 1: The existing maximum frequency error requirements should be applicable to multiflow transmission. 

Proposal 2: For inter and intra-site multiflow transmission do not introduce new TAE requirements. 

Proposal 8: Do not modify maximum MPR and CM formula.

This contribution further discusses open issues above.
2
Relative NodeB time alignment
Considering the pairing of HS-PDSCHs with maximum overlap, in the worst case, there could be up to 1.5 slot +  of misalignment allowed in HS-PDSCHs between cells [2]. Therefore, it can be concluded that relative NodeB time alignment error requirement is not needed on top of the existing time alignment error requirements in [3]. It should be noted that the existing TAE requirements are still applicable for Multiflow HSDPA.
Proposal 1: For inter and intra-site Multiflow HSDPA, do not introduce additional new TAE requirement. NodeB shall meet the existing TAE requirements in TS 25.104.
3
Relative NodeB frequency error

Relative NodeB frequency error requirement between cells could potentially affect UE performance in Multiflow HSDPA, subject to UE implementation of frequency tracking loop on each cell. Considering that there is no additional relative NodeB frequency error requirement in DC-HSDPA or 4C-HSDPA, independent frequency tracking loop for each cell can be assumed to be feasible. Therefore, it is proposed not to introduce additional relative NodeB frequency error requirement and agree on Proposal 1 in [1].
One caveat is the relationship to UE frequency error requirement, since UE frequency error requirement is specified with a reference to the carrier frequency received from NodeB. Depending on how UE frequency error is defined for Multiflow HSDPA, there could be potential impact on UE frequency error requirement.
Proposal 2: For inter and intra-site Multiflow HSDPA, do not introduce additional new frequency error requirements. A NodeB shall meet the existing NodeB frequency error requirements in TS 25.104.
4
UE MPR and CM
In Rel-11, a larger hs/c was introduced in TS 25.213 compared to Rel-10. However, it is understood that a larger hs/c is not tied to Multiflow HSDPA. Potential impact on MPR and CM due to the introduction of a larger hs/c in Rel-11 can be studied separately as a TEI11.
Proposal 3: Study MPR/CM impact as a TEI11 due to introduction of a larger hs/c in Rel-11.
5
Conclusion
This contribution has further discussed open issues in UE and BS core requirements for Multiflow HSDPA. The following proposals have been made:
Proposal 1: For inter and intra-site Multiflow HSDPA, do not introduce additional new TAE requirement. NodeB shall meet the existing TAE requirements in TS 25.104.
Proposal 2: For inter and intra-site Multiflow HSDPA, do not introduce additional new frequency error requirements. A NodeB shall meet the existing NodeB frequency error requirements in TS 25.104.
Proposal 3: Study MPR/CM impact as a TEI11 due to introduction of a larger hs/c in Rel-11.
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