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Introduction

An ad hoc meeting on BS specification improvement was held Tuesday evening 19.30 – 20.45.
The following companies and organizations were present: Ericsson, Nokia Networks, Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, NEC, CATT, NTT DOCOMO, ZTE, Vodafone.
Agenda

1. TX IM (Rel-11 UTRA, E-UTRA and MSR) (5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.2.3)
2. MB testing with >2 bands (Rel-12 MSR) (7.37.3)

(not handled)
3. MSR test configuration TC4 (Rel-12 MSR) (7.37.3)
(not handled)
4. MSR definitions (Rel-12 MSR) (7.37.3) 





(no documents available)
Key to document handling:

To ‘Return to’ in the plenary, or to be revised 

Reminder
Agreed by the ad hoc
TX IM (Rel-11 UTRA, E-UTRA and MSR) (5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.2.3)

(5.2.1
UTRA BS)
Documents to be treated in Tue evening BS AH session
UTRA FDD TX IM
R4-147409
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement 





25.141
  CR-702  (Rel-11) v





Source: ZTE, Tejet

Abstract: 
Discussion: 

Huawei: Thinks that “30 dB lower than that of the mean power of the wanted signal” may need to be modified to be related to the rated power per carrier.
DoCoMo: Thinks there should be a statement also for common antenna connector.

Nokia Networks: There are separate CRs on common antenna connectors. Asks Huawei why the interferer should be related to rated power per carrier. It is stated as multicarrier.
Alcatel-Lucent: Notes that it says “the centre of the wanted signal” – what is the centre of a multicarrier signal? This needs to be discussed for the 36-series CR.

Huawei: Considers that the rated power is the max power it is operated at, so the Tx IM should be tested for that level. 

ZTE: For the terminology of power, the same is used across the specs. ZTE is OK to use mean power.

Alcatel-Lucent: Asks whether the CR can be combined with the “big” multi-band/multicarrier CR.

Ericsson: There is a risk that if controversial things are added to the “big” CR, there may be a delay.

ZTE: Regarding the shared antenna, that should be treated separately. Regarding the comment on “centre” frequency, the can be discussed further.

Nokia Networks: Would like to merge this with the “big” CR, at least move the non-controversial parts to the “big” CR.

Ericsson: Will co-ordinate with ZTE.

Huawei: Asks why ”also” is deleted in 6.5. 

Decision: 

The document was [revised].



R4-147410
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement 
25.141
  CR-???  (Rel-12) v
Source: ZTE, Tejet

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].

UTRA TDD TX IM

R4-147768
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement related to multi-band operation





25.105
  CR-310  (Rel-11) v





Source: CATT, ZTE

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
CATT: Some more clean-up is needed.
Decision: 

The document was [revised].



R4-147769
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement related to multi-band operation





25.105
  CR-311  (Rel-12) v





Source: CATT, ZTE

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].

(5.2.2
E-UTRA BS)
Documents to be treated in Tue evening BS AH session
E-UTRA TX IM

R4-147405
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement 





36.104
  CR-617  (Rel-11) v





Source: ZTE, Nokia Networks, Tejet

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Huawei: Asks why ”also” is deleted in 6.7.1. Have also comments on the “wanted signal”, as for the 25.141 CR.

Nokia networks: Notes that Band 32 should be deleted from Note 2.
Alcatel-Lucent: Notes that the sentence “The wanted signal channel bandwidth BWChannel shall be the maximum bandwidth supported by the base station.” points at a single carrier being the wanted signal. 

DoCoMo: Notes that the definition of the wanted signal is very clear in the Table of 6.7.1.

Nokia Networks: Agrees with NTT DoCoMo, the sentence referred to is only valid for single carrier.

Huawei: Has not questioned the level, it was the choice of definition.

Nokia Networks: Thinks that “mean power” is clearly defined.
Ericsson: Thinks that the level of the interferer is unclear for a multicarrier signal, in terms of the reference.

Alcatel-Lucent: Notes that “mean” power is measured, so you need to set the interferer according to the measurement. It is also defined for the channel BW and is really not defined for a multicarrier signal. Notes that the table says “or” giving a choice of which one to use.

Ericsson: Proposes to keep “The requirement is always applicable outside the Base Station RF bandwidth or radio bandwidth edges.”, together with  the “also”. (This was agreed)
Chair: Needs to be discussed further off-line.

Decision: 

The document was [revised].



R4-147406
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement 





36.104
  CR-618  (Rel-12) v





Source: ZTE, Nokia Networks, Tejet

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].



R4-147407
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement 





36.141
  CR-686  (Rel-11) v





Source: ZTE, Nokia Networks, Tejet

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
ZTE: Same changes apply as for 36.104.
Ericsson: Wants to keep the sentence “The wanted signal channel bandwidth BWChannel shall be the maximum channel bandwidth supported by the base station.” as is.

Alcatel-Lucent: Notes that channel BW is only defined per carrier.

Huawei: Prefers the proposal that “For multi-carrier operation, the channel BW per carrier is defined by the test configuration”.

CATT: Proposes that the “mean power” definition could be changed to apply for multicarrier.

Decision: 

The document was [revised].



R4-147408
Correction on transmitter intermodulation requirement 





36.141
  CR-687  (Rel-12) v





Source: ZTE, Nokia Networks, Tejet

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].



(5.2.3
MSR BS)
Documents to be treated in Tue evening BS AH session
MSR TX IM

R4-146935
Tx intermodulation corrections





37.104
  CR-241  (Rel-11) v





Source: Nokia Networks

Abstract: 
Nokia Networks: Same comments apply as for 36-series.
Ericsson: Notes that the sentence about measuring limited to IM frequencies is removed.
Nokia Networks: This is defined as part of the test procedure in 37.141.

Chair: To be looked at off-line, the IM frequency sentence could complement the test procedure text.

Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [revised].



R4-146936
Tx intermodulation corrections





37.104
  CR-242  (Rel-12) v





Source: Nokia Networks

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].



R4-146937
Tx intermodulation corrections





37.141
  CR-356  (Rel-11) v





Source: Nokia Networks

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Nokia Networks: Some comments apply as for 36-series.

Decision: 

The document was [revised].



R4-146938
Tx intermodulation corrections





37.141
  CR-357  (Rel-12) v





Source: Nokia Networks

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].

RAT specific testing
R4-146900
Test procedure update for RAT specific requirements 





37.141
  CR-354  (Rel-11) v





Source: CATT

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Nokia Networks: Prefers to agree this CR once we have 25.141 CR for multiband agreed, since the multi-band text is not yet in 25.141.
CATT: Can this be agreed in the same meeting?

Ericsson: Shares the view from Nokia Networks and wants to wait until after approval of 25-seris CR.

Decision: 

The document was [noted].



R4-146901
Test procedure update for RAT specific requirements 





37.141
  CR-355  (Rel-12) v





Source: CATT

Abstract: 
Discussion: 
Decision: 

The document was [not addressed].


MB testing with >2 bands (Rel-12 MSR) (7.37.3)
(not handled)

MSR test configuration TC4 (Rel-12 MSR) (7.37.3)

(not handled)

MSR definitions (Rel-12 MSR) (7.37.3)

(no documents available)

