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Introduction
RAN WG4 has responded to our LS in R5-051456 with Tdoc R5-051906. The action for RAN WG5 is:

1. RAN WG4 asks RAN WG5 to assume that for tests up to Release 5 a relaxed limit for testing can be used for the case of one additional slot delay. In order to avoid having to change the core requirements for this test issue it is proposed that the additional allowance is incorporated into the test by relaxing the allowed test system uncertainty. From Release 6 onwards, this additional test system uncertainty allowance should be removed.
Originally RAN WG5 had expected this issue to be resolved with modification to the core requirements but the recommendation is to handle this within RAN WG5 as a test system uncertainty issue for Release 5 only and to revert to the original assumptions form Rel-6 onwards.

This creates a new scenario within 34.121 which needs to be discussed before a conclusion is reached. We now need to consider having two sets of test system uncertainties depending on the implementation of the test system. It would seem unreasonable to generally relax the allowed uncertainty for those implementations that do or will meet the original response time.

We also need to agree how the relaxation will be applied. The modified requirements from RNA WG4 are as follows:

Table 1. 90% DPCH_Ec/Ior Delta Results.

	25.101

Section / Test
	Test Description

Data Rate / Ior/Ioc / DTCH & DCCH BLER Target(s)
	Delta

(dB)

	8.8.1.1 / Test 1
	12.2 / 9 /  0.01, -
	0.24

	8.8.1.1 / Test 2
	12.2 /  -1 / 0.01, -
	0.14

	8.8.1.1 / Test3
	64 /4 / 0.1, 0.1
	0.19

	8.8.1.1 / Test4
	64 / 9 / 0.001, 0.1
	0.41

	8.8.3.1 / Test1
	12.2 / 5 / 0.01
	0.26


The question is how to relax the test requirements by the above amounts, but only for those implementations that use the longer response time. Since this sets a new precedent we need to discuss the bet way of documenting this. Although the issue only exists for Rel-5, the text will remain in 34.121 as an exception for all time.







































































































