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Opening of the meeting
The T1RF chairman Yonekura San from Fujitsu opened the T1/RF#25 meeting at 13:30 AM on the 29th of July 2002 after the first part of the T1#15 meeting. He thanked DoCoMo and Anite for hosting the meeting. 

Yonekura San reminded then the members of the schedule of the meeting. He explained that the meeting would stop on The 31st of July. This gave the opportunity to the delegates to attend T1SIG on the 1st of August.

1. Approval of Agenda
T1R020116, proposed Agenda [T1/RF chairman]
Yonekura San presented the agenda.

The agenda was approved.

2. Approval of meeting #24 report

T1R020117r1: Meeting #24 Report [T1/RF chairman]

The chairman presented the report of the meeting T1RF#24.

The report was approved.

The table below contains the status of the action points from previous meetings. These have been reviewed at the beginning and at the end of the meeting.

	Action item description
	Status
	Comments
	Reference

	Requirement for test equipment
(Measurement uncertainty, Test Tolerance, Test limit)
	Open
	Ongoing for RRM tests
	Contribution expected from test equipment manufacturers.

Documents presented at T1RF#25.

1 doc from Nokia (214), 3 doc from R&S.

	All delegates:

The duplication of the test has to be checked between Open Loop and Random Access tests.


	Open
	Overlapping on Open loop and random access tests.
	T1RF#20

T1R010212

No contribution at T1RF24.

Same requirement. Test conditions are different…to keep the two tests for the time being.



	All delegates

Whether and how can discontinuous transmission mode be established in the loop back mode? 


	Open
	Out-of-synchronisation handling of output power test for TDD.

No procedure for this test. 


	T1RF#21

T1R010265

No contribution at T1RF25.

	All delegates

To estimate the test time for each test.
	Open
	Done for TDD.

Open for FDD.

Total test time optimisation.
	T1RF#21

No contribution at T1RF25.

	All delegates:

Develop a statistical approach for tests after clause 7.7 in TS34.121
	Open
	Statistical approach
	T1RF#22



	Test equipment manufacturers:

How test tolerances are applied to the test 7.7.2 and consequently to define the test tolerances in test 7.7.2 if needed.
	Open
	Test tolerance
	T1RF#22

DocT1R020017

Raised by Nokia. Some parameters require TT. Input expected.

No contribution in T1RF#25

	All delegates:

To study the statistic of RRM tests.
	Open
	Calculation of the number of test repetitions to achieve a given confidence level.
	T1RF#23

DocT1R020087



	All delegates:

To report to T1SIG or to Panasonic what SIB11 and SIB12  and cell configurations are needed for the RF tests. (FDD/FDD hard handover tests)


	New
	See report T1R#25 section 5.1, document T1R020231
	T1RF#25



	Peter George:

To modify the title of the RRM test requirement table.


	New
	See report T1R#25 section 5.1, document T1R020200.

The minimum requirement table and the test requirement table have the same title. This could be misleading.
	T1RF#25


The following action points were removed from the table at T1RF#24:

	Action item description
	Status
	Comments
	Reference

	DL conditions for tests 6.8.4 in 34.121

Terminal mode (FACH state or DRX).
How to set up the test with CELL_FACH state for Packet Switched and Circuit Switched.
	Closed

	Procedure (signalling messages) is needed for TDD.

There is a procedure described in 34.108 section 7.3.3, this is applicable to FDD.

It has to be checked whether it is applicable to TDD. And in case it is not, then a procedure has to be developed.
	Open at Meeting T1RF#19

No contribution at T1RF24

T1R020224 and T1R020225 closed this item.



	All delegates:

To specify the test procedure and related test tolerance to be used for the transmit power level proposed in doc T1R010095.


	Closed
	Related to Transmit power level during Receiver characteristics test.


	Open at Meeting T1RF#18

document T1R010095

T1R020173 closed this item.

	All delegates:

To clarify the average period over TBD timeslot in the section 5.5.2.2.4.2. in ACLR test in TS34.122.

This also applies to ACLR test in TS34.121.


	Closed
	Value of TBD in procedure of doc

T1R010263

T1RF can decide what is the average period as long as the measure is made on at least one timeslot. Cr expected for TS 34.122 to be consistent with TS 34.121 (at least one TS).

An averaging period lower than 1 Timeslot could be needed because of the particularity of the ACLR.

However, the use of particular averaging period has to be stated at first in the core specification.

It was noted at T1RF#24 that if some CRs requiring smaller averaging period were presented in T1RF, then a LS could be sent to RAN4 asking for some clarification.


	T1RF#21

No contribution at T1RF25, then the item was closed.

	Mr. George:

Initiate e-mail discussion about test procedure in RRM tests. 
	Closed
	UE behaviour in failure case should be taken into account.
	T1RF#24
Anritsu will make a proposal, this week…

Nokia, doc 207.


3. Letters/reports from other groups

No official document.

T1R020214 was presented when the test tolerances for the RRM tests were treated under the item 5.1.2.

4. Release 99 Work Item 

4.1. RRM tests

T1R020219, RRM Tests Progress Review , [Chairman]

T1RF chairman presented the document. This is a status table of the RRM tests in TS34.121 and TS34.122. He explained that the document would be updated during the meeting.

The document was noted.

After the presentation of the document, Mr Maucksch from Rohde&Schwarz drawn the attention of the delegate on the fact that there were three different RRM areas to discuss at this meeting: the statistic, the test tolerances and the test case updates. Then three subsections were created to treat the documents separately.

· 5.1.1 Test cases updates, 

· 5.1.2 RRM Test tolerances, 

· 5.1.3 RRM statistic.

5.1.1. Test cases updates

T1R020209, Addition of sub clause 8.7.6.2 - UE Rx-Tx time difference type 2, [Nokia]

Mr Malachias from Nokia presented the document.

It proposed the addition of sub clause 8.7.6.2 in the test UE Rx-Tx time difference type 2 in TS34.121. The test has still to be specified.

The Cr was approved. The number 453 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020204, Addition of test case Cell reselection in CELL_PCH , [Nokia]

Mr Malachias presented the document.

It proposed the specifications of the tests 8.3.6.1 and 8.3.6.2 (Cell Re-selection in CELL_PCH) in TS34.121.

The Cr was approved. The number 454 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
It was noted that Rohde&Schwarz made a similar contribution in T1R020202. It described the implementation of the test tolerances in addition to the specification of the tests. The proposal for the specification of the tests was supersueded by the Nokia's proposal and this was not discussed. The implementation of the test tolerances was reviewed under the item 5.1.2.

T1R020205, Addition of test case UE Tx Power, [Nokia]

The document was withdrawn before the meeting.

T1R020206, Addition of test case Transport format combination selection in UE , [Nokia]

Mr Malachias presented the document.

It proposed the addition of test case 8.4.3.1 ‘Transport format combination selection in UE’. in TS34.121.

This document was approved. The number 455 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020212, Maintenance of Re-selection and handover test cases, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen from Nokia presented the document. 

TS25.133 changes were reported in TS34.121 clauses 8.2.2, 8.2.3, 8.2.4, 8.3.4. 8.3.5 and 8.3.7.

Mr Savolainen pointed out that the previous values used in the minimum requirement of these sections were all increased by 0.1s and this difference was reported in the new values proposed. 

At this stage of the meeting, the reason of this extra time was not explained. And an action point was raised to find the explanation. Later in the meeting, it was explained that 0.1s corresponded to the maximum RRC procedure delay time and the action point was given up.

It was noticed that the bullet 4 in section 8.2.3.1.4.2 was framed. This was considered as an editorial mistake. It was decided to remove the frame in the T1 version of the document.

This document was approved. The number 456 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020213, Correction of test parameters of Handover to inter-frequency cell test case, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.

The proposed change was already approved at last meeting. However, its inclusion in the last test specification was forgotten. The document was presented to fix this problem.

It was noted that the same problem occurred in RAN,(the same change was approved but not reported in the specification) and that the same proposal would be made to the group so as the core specification should be corrected.

This document was approved. The number 457 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020220, Addtion of details for RRM test case 8.7.3C (UE transmited power), [DoCoMo]

Koiwa San from DoCoMo presented the document.

The document proposed the addition of test case 8.7.3C - Measurements Performance Requirements;  UE transmited power in TS34.121.

This document was based on the documents T1R020205 (withdrawn) and T1R020217 (withdrawn)

Mr Mauscksch asked for some clarification about the definition of the tests since it seemed that this one was related to a transmitter test. The definition was reported from the core specification, however, it was concluded that it was unclear. It was decided to modify the proposed definition in a new version of the document, this one can be found in document T1R020264. The document was noted. 

The document T1R020254 and T1R020174 were dealing with the same tests and were reviewed afterwards.

T1R020254, Comments to T1R020217 , [Agilent]

The T1RF chairman presented the document on behalf of Mr Morey from Agilent Technologies. The document proposed some changes in the definition of the test and the implementation of the test tolerances.

Since the definition of the test was already clarified in T1R020220, it was decided to use the document only to discuss the implementation of the test tolerances later in the meeting under the item 5.1.2.

The document was noted.

T1R020174, Addtion of details for RRM test case 8.7.3C (UE transmited power), [Agilent]

Yokoyama San from Agilent Technologies presented the document. The document proposed changes based on T1R020220 and T1R020254.

The main objective of this CR was to include test tolerance values in the test and in the annex. Since the test was not described in the test specification, the description was extracted from T1R020220 and reported in the proposal..

The test requirements were discussed. It was noted that the test requirement table described the Puemax values line by line for ease of use. The proposed implementation of the test tolerances was accepted. 

It was noted that the definition of the test was not correctly reported from what was decided. For that reason the CR could not be accepted. The correct definition and the test tolerance implemenation were reported in the document T1R020264.

The document was noted.

T1R020264, Addtion of details for RRM test case 8.7.3C (UE transmited power), [DoCoMo]

Koiwa san presented the document.

This document described the correct definition of the test and the implementation of the test tolerances.

Higuchi San from Advantest noted that the Annex F should be added in the clause affected on the cover sheet of the CR. This was corrected in the T1 version of the document.

This document was approved. The number 458 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020228, Corrections to clause 6 and 7 for editorial errors , [MCI]

Mr Lee from MCI presented the document.

The document proposed editorial corrections to TS34.121.

This document was approved. The number 459 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020229, Correction to clause 8.2.2 Cell Re-Selection , [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document.

This proposed corrections to the tests 8.2.2.1 and 8.2.2.2. in TS34.121.

1)TSI of 1280 ms was increased by the maximum RRC procedure delay for Broadcast of system information described in TS25.331 13.5.2. This delay is 100 ms as maximum. Therefore Tsi was set to 1380ms.
This gave the explanation of the addition of 0.1s in the document T1020212. To keep consistency between the core specification and the test specification, it was decided then that the core specification values shall be reported in the minimum requirement of the test without the addition of the 0.1s and that this value should be reported in the test requirement with an explanation in a note.

The case of the document T1R020212 section 8.2.3.2.2 was discussed off line. Other Crs would be presented at the next meeting to fix the problem.

2) The time period T1 and T2 were set to 60s. And the timing when registration procedure has completed at step 3 was made the beginning of time period T1.

In this proposal, it was assumed that the definition of T1 and T2 values did not include the registration of the UE.

However, it was noted that the T1 and T2 values were set by RAN4 at 15 seconds and that the proposed values could not be accepted. It was decided to keep the former values.

Mr Lee volunteered to look for some clarification by RAN4 about the definition of T1 and T2.

3) In Table 8.2.2.1.1, Location area code was set for each cell as different value.
This was accepted.

The document was revised in T1R020246 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020246 was approved. The number 460 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020230, Correction to clause 8.3.1 FDD/FDD Soft Handover , [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document.

This proposed an update of the test 8.3.1. in TS34.121.

The CR was approved. The number 461 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020231, Correction to clause 8.3.2 FDD/FDD Hard Handover , [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document.

This proposed the update of the test 8.3.2.1 and 8.3.2.2. in TS34.121.

It was noted that the corresponding changes were not approved yet at RAN4 (the RAN4 doc is R4-021104) for TTI, proposal 2. For that reason, the Cr was approved conditionally. The number 462 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
After the presentation of the document, Hayashi San from Panasonic took the opportunity to ask the T1RF delegates on behalf of Shisheng Hu to check the signalling configurations used in the RF tests and to indicate to T1SIG any additional requirement that could be missing.

For example, Signalling test conditions are the following:

Cells 4, 5, 6 are used as inter frequency cells

Cells 1 to 3 and 7 to 8 are used as intra frequency cells.

If T1RF requires more than 3 inter frequency cells, some should be added. 

Other example, the description of the inter frequency cells is missing in default message of the SIB11 and 12.

AP: RF delegates to report to T1SIG or to Panasonic what SIB11 and 12 and cell configurations are needed for the RF tests (FDD/FDD hard handover tests)

T1R020232, Correction to clause 8.3.5 Cell Re-selection in CELL_FACH, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.3.5.1 and 8.3.5.2 in TS34.121.

It was proposed to add 0.1s to Tsi in the minimum requirement. To keep consistency between the core specification and the test specification, it was decided then that the core specification values shall be reported in the minimum requirement of the test without the addition of the 0.1s and that this value should be reported in the test requirement with an explanation in a note.
The other changes were approved.
The document was revised in T1R020246 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020246 was approved. The number 484 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020234, Correction to clause 8.4.1 RRC Re-establishment delay, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.4.1.1 and 8.4.1.2 in TS34.121.

The minimum requirement Tsi value was modified. It should have been modified in the test procedure or in the test requirement. This was modified in a revised version. The other changes were approved in principle.

The document was revised in T1R020249 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020249, Correction to clause 8.4.1 RRC Re-establishment delay, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document.

The CR was approved. The number 477 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020235, Correction to clause 8.6.1.1 Event triggered reporting in AWGN propagation conditions, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.6.1.1 in TS34.121.

The CR was approved. The number 463 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020236, Correction to clause 8.6.1.2 Event triggered reporting of multiple neighbours in AWGN propagation condition, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.6.1.2 in TS34.121.

The CR was approved. The number 464 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020237, Correction to clause 8.6.1.3 Event triggered reporting of two detectable neighbours in AWGN propagation condition, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.6.1.3 in TS34.121.

The CR was approved. The number 465 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020238, Correction to clause 8.6.1.4 Correct reporting of neighbours in fading propagation condition, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.6.1.4 in TS34.121.

The CR was approved. The number 466 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020239, Correction to clause 8.6.2.1 Correct reporting of neighbours in AWGN propagation condition, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.6.2.1 in TS34.121.

The CR was approved. The number 467 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020240, Correction to clause 8.7.1 CPICH RSCP, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.7.1.1.1, 8.7.1.1.2, and 8.7.1.2 in TS34.121.

It was noted that a value of TGCFN was set while the able C.5.2 in annex indicates that TGCFN is not applicable.

It was decided to add a note in the initial condition of the test to give some explanations.

The document was revised in T1R020250 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020250 was approved. The number 468 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020241, Correction to clause 8.7.2 CPICH Ec/Io, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.7.2.1.1., 8.7.2.1.2, 8.7.2.2.2 in TS34.121.

The proposal had to be revised for the same reason as the previous document.

The document was revised in T1R020251 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020251 was approved. The number 469 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020242, Correction to clause 8.7.3 UTRA Carrier RSSI, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.7.3.1 and 8.7.3.2 in TS34.121.

The proposal had to be revised for the same reason as the previous document.

The document was revised in T1R020252 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020252 was approved. The number 478 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020243, Correction to clause 8.7.4 and 8.7.5 SFN-CFN/SFN observed time difference, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.7.4.1, 8.7.4.2, 8.7.5.1 in TS34.121. The proposal had to be revised for the same reason as the previous document.

The document was revised in T1R020253 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020253 was approved. The number 478 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020208, Correction of test case Rx-Tx time difference type 1, [Nokia]

Withdrawn and revised in 245.

T1R020245, Correction of test case Rx-Tx time difference type 1, [Nokia]

Mr Malachias presented the document. This was a revision of the document T1R020208.

It proposed the correction of the test 8.7.6.1 in TS34.121.

The Cr was approved. The number 470 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020221, FDD/TDD Handover Test Case, [Interdigital]

Mr Axness from Interdigital presented the document.

It proposed the addition of the test 8.3.3 in TS 34.121.

Higuchi San noted that the clause affected in the cover sheet was not correct and that the section 8.3.3 was duplicated. It was decided that this would be corrected in the T1 version of the document.

Mr Savolainen noted that the references in the table 8.3.3.1 should be made to TS34.121 rather than to TS25.101 since the document T1R020210 proposed to copy the corresponding table from the core specification to the test specification. 

Mr Axness proposed to approve the CR and to modify the test accordingly at next meeting. This was accepted.

The Cr was approved. The number 471 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.

AP: Mr Axness, to modify the reference in the table 8.3.3.1
T1R020222, Message Content for TDD/TDD Handover Test Case, [Interdigital]

Mr Axness presented the document.

It proposed the update of the tests 8.3.1 and 8.3.2 in TS34.122.

It was noted that the annex I was created to describe the default message content. The reference to 34.123-1 should be then removed from the text of annex I. This was corrected in the T1 version of the document. 

The Cr was approved. The number 472 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.

T1R020223, Message Content for TDD/TDD Handover Test Case, [Interdigital]

This document was the Rel 4 corresponding Cr to the previous one.

The Cr was approved. The number 473 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020233, Correction to clause 8.3.7 Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH, [MCI]

Mr Lee presented the document. It proposed the update of the tests 8.3.7.1.1, 8.3.7.1.2 in TS34.121.

The minimum requirement Tsi value was modified. It should have been modified in the test procedure or in the test requirement. This was modified in a revised version. The other changes were approved in principle.

The document was revised in T1R020248 to reflect the decision of the meeting. The document was noted.

T1R020248, Correction to clause 8.3.7 Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH, [MCI]

The changes were accepted. However the document was postponed and treated in the same time as the document T1R020255.

T1R020255, Improvements to the test procedure of the Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH test case to cope with error recovery., [Anritsu]

Mr George from Anritsu presented the document.

This proposed an improvement of the test procedure for test case 8.3.7. 

T1RF Chairman indicated that the time requirement for the multicarrier case was 30s. Mr George explained that the time was split in 2 in step 4 and 5.

Mr Guillot from Orange noted that the phrase "successes and failures" could be misleading in the procedure. Mr George suggested to change it by "measurements". Later in the meeting, it was decided to keep the initial wording.

Clarifications were needed to merge the proposal with the document T1R020248. The document was postponed.
The document T1R020248 and T1R020255 were reviewed off line. They were aligned and merged in T1R020261.

T1R020261, Improvements to the test procedure of the Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH test case to cope with error recovery, [Anritsu]

Mr George presented the document.

This was the result of the merge between the documents T1R020248 and T1R020255.

It was noted that the proposal could be expanded to the other tests. This would be done at the next meeting.

The Cr was approved. The number 475 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
5.1.2. Test tolerances

T1R020214, Responses for LS to RAN4 on application Test Tolerances of RRM tests , [Nokia]

Mr Malachias presented the document.

T1/RF sent a LS to RAN4 on application of Test Tolerances to RRM tests. Due to timing of T1/RF and RAN4 meetings, the responses were requested prior to RAN4 meeting in August, 2002. 

The document reported responses done on the e-mail reflectors. These responses shall not be understood as official RAN4 statements. They were responses from individual companies.

The responses drawn the attention of the T1RF delegates to the fact that the current approach to implement the test tolerances in RRM tests could lead to tighten some requirements.

The issue was discussed at length. It was noticed that the application of the test tolerances would always lead to tighten some requirements and that however the requirements to be tighten should be selected carefully in order not to modify the test purpose.

T1RF chairman concluded that a general approach could not be used but rather a case-by-case study. The RAN4 delegates for the three tests already drafted considered the application of the current approach as correct. Unless RAN4 provided some new information, these tests would not be changed. In any way, an official answer to the liaison statement is expected by T1RF from RAN4.

The document was noted.

T1R020200, Test Requirements for Cell Re-Selection in URA_PCH, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document. 

It proposed the implementation of test tolerances for the tests 8.3.7.1 and 8.3.7.2 in TS34.121.

The approach used for the application of the test tolerances was reviewed. It was concluded that the proposal was acceptable in this case.

Mr George noted that the tables in the minimum and test requirement section had the same title and that this could be misleading.

It was noticed that the table titles in all RRM tests had to be modified. T1RF Chairman encouraged the delegates to provide contributions to modify the title of the tables. 

Mr George volunteered to draft a CR for the next meeting.

AP : Mr George: To modify the title of the RRM test requirement table. The minimum requirement table and the test requirement table have the same title. This could be misleading. 

The T1 version of the document was modified to be in line with the proposal made in document T1R020212. The Cr was approved. The number 474 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
It was noted that 3 documents dealt with the same tests (T1R020200, T1R020212, T1R020261). The implementation of the CRs in the test specification should be done in the following order:

· T1R020212

· T1R020200 (except changes in section "procedure")

· T1R020261

· T1R020200 (add the changes in section "procedure" to the reviewed procedure).

A cross reference will be added in the T1 cover sheet of the CR to indicate the implementation.

T1R020201, Test requirements for reselection CELL-FACH, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document. 

It proposed the implementation of test tolerances for the tests 8.3.5.1 and 8.3.5.2 in TS34.121.

The approach used for the application of the test tolerances was reviewed. According to the RAN4 e-mail answer, the approach could not be used in that case as some test requirements were tightened. The document was then postponed in order to have time to find a solution to the problem. Later in the meeting, Mr Malachias indicated that he had contacted his RAN4 delegates and that no better solution was found so far. The meeting decided then to accept the proposal.

The T1 version of the document was modified to be in line with the proposal made in document T1R020212. The Cr was approved. The number 485 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
It was noted that 4 documents dealt with the same tests (T1R020201, T1R020212, T1R020247). The implementation of the CRs in the test specification should be done in the following order:

· T1R020212

· T1R020201 (except changes in section "procedure")

· T1R020247

· T1R020201 (add the changes in section "procedure" to the reviewed procedure).

A cross reference will be added in the T1 cover sheet of the CR to indicate the implementation.

T1R020202, Test requirements for reselection CELL-PCH, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document. 

It proposed the specification of the tests 8.3.6.1 and 8.3.6.2 in TS34.121, and the implementation of test tolerances.

The specification of the tests was not discussed. It was decided that the definition proposed in the document T1R020204 would be kept.

The issue about the application of the test tolerances was discussed. Since there was no assessment of the application of the test tolerances, it was decided to accept the proposal.

However, Mr Malachias volunteered to check after the meeting whether the application of the test tolerance was acceptable in this case and to report his conclusion.

The implementation of the test tolerances was approved. It was reported in the T1 version of the document T1R020204.

T1R020203, Calculation of Test Requirements for Cell Re-Selection in CELL_FACH, CELL_PCH and URA_PCH, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document. 

It proposed the Update of the annex F for the tests  8.3.5, 8.3.6 and 8.3.7.

The Cr was approved. The number 486 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
5.1.3. RRM statistic

T1R020195, Introduction to RRM delay statistic, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document.

The analogy between the time and the sample was discussed at length and noted. Mr Maucksch explained that the document contained two proposals: the statistic that could be used in the RRM tests and the approach to optimise the test time.

The document was noted.

T1R020197, Simulations on RRM delay statistic, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document.

Yokoyama San noted that the initial distribution was unknown and asked how the approach used could be validated being done that the approach was derived from a supposed distribution.

Mr Maucksch explained that the initial distribution was calculated from the general design of a UE.

He looked for some advises from terminal manufacturers, however, he did not receive any. He then used a general design of UE.

It was noted that the design of a UE could be different from one manufacturer to the other, and then that there could be not only one but several initial distributions.

Mr Maucksch stated that the initial distribution used could be made independent from the model of UE. Indeed, the initial distribution used could be derived from the first measures of delay.

However, in that case, another difficulty would appear, the number of measures needed to derive the initial distribution is unknown and has to be calculated. This is under investigation.

The document was noted.

T1R020196, Concept for RRM delay statistic, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document.

Statistical tasks up to now (BER BLER tests) could be based on a well accepted distribution function. (Chi Square-nature, just the parameter of the distribution is implementation dependent). This was not possible for RRM delay statistic:

1) The distribution function shall be developed in advance or during the test.

2) The distribution function could be not a classical one (Binomial. Gauss, Poisson ....)

3) The distribution function could be implementation dependent. (not only the parameter, even the nature)

To solve the delay statistic task, 2 nearly independent sub-tasks were needed:

The first one was to find the initial distribution. The delay time D is repeatedly measured and a probability distribution of the delay times is established from it.

The 2nd  one was to define a measurement strategy, using the result of the first sub task, to derive an early and reliable pass-fail decision.

The document was noted.
T1R020198, Wrong or missing decisions in RRM delay tests, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document.

This document indicated that some events should be disregarded to ensure a correct reproduction of the distribution using the first measures of the delay. It also proposed some solutions to solve the problem.

The document was noted.
T1R020199, Hard or soft decision in RRM delay tests, [Rohde&Schwarz]

Mr Maucksch presented the document.

He explained the notion of hard and soft decision. 

The result of each single test in this process could be used to make 

· The time measured is compared to a specified limit, below the limit the test is passed, beyond the limit the test is failed. This is considered as a hard decision.

· The time distance of the measure to the limit could be used to soften the pass-fail decision. This is considered as a soft decision.

He explained that the final verdict of a repeated test could be made using intermediate verdict based on soft decision.

Mr Maucksch stated that the current approach was implicitly to use the soft decision for intermediate verdicts in some RRM tests, even if the core requirements seem to require hard decision. And his document asked about the official approach to use.

Mr Guillot stated that the approach used in the test should stick to requirements described in the core specification, id est, to make hard decision.

Mr George took some example to demonstrate that the soft decision approach would lead the UE to behave differently from what is expected in reality.

Mr Yokoyama noted that the statistic distribution of the RRM delay had to be known before softening the decision, otherwise the risk of wrong decision could be important.

T1RF Chairman concluded that the hard decision was the correct approach since this was clearly stated in the core requirement.

However, it was decided to send a liaison statement to RAN4 to ask confirmation of the approach used. The liaison statement was drafted in the document T1R020257.

The document was noted.
T1RF chairman Yonekura San thanked Mr Maucksch from Rohde&Schwarz for the documents he presented and for the important work he did on the RRM statistic delay.

The delegates were encouraged to review the documents before the next meeting and to contribute to the development of the tests.

T1R020207, Improvement of test descriptions in § 8.6 and clarification of the definition of 90 % success rate , [Nokia]

The document was withdrawn.

T1R020259, Improvement of test descriptions in § 8.6 and clarification of the definition of 90 % success rate , [Nokia]

Mr Malachias presented the document.

The document was revised from T1R020207 to take the MCI proposal for the test 8.6.1 and 8.6.2 into account.

In this CR there was no need for a recovery process after failure to report an event (like e.g cell reselection test cases). The reason for that was that the reporting of different events was completely independent, i.e if the UE failed to report an event then the test sequence should continue and the check of the next event should be done as normal since the failure of the first event reporting should not have any effect in the reporting of the next one.

The Cr was approved. The number 491 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
4.2. Maintenance of TS34.121 V3.9.0

T1R020170, Segmented Measurement to be allowed for Inner Loop Power Control test, [Agilent]

Yokoyama San presented the document.

The measurement sequence in Inner Loop Power Control test (5.4.2) required wide dynamic range (80dB or more). This was very tough requirement for measurement instrument. The document proposed to allow a segmentation of measurement sequence so as to loosen dynamic range requirement.
It was noted that the measurement could not be made with segmentation on the same TPC command sequence. The gap between two segmentations could not be measured fast enough.

The measure method with segmentation was discussed at length.

The Cr was approved. The number 476 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020171, Tx power level control during Rx testing, [Agilent]

Mr Yokoyama presented the document.

This paper summarized the key items to be considered and proposed the power level tolerance and test procedures. This did not include a complete set of CR form for all related Rx tests. Instead, it proposed CR for only Rx ACS test as an example. 
The proposal was discussed at length. The proposal was accepted. The document was noted.

Agilent drafted Crs for all related Rx tests in document T1R020173 and presented them later in the meeting.

T1R020244, Tx power level control during Rx testing, [Sony]

Shimokawara san from Sony presented the document.

SONY had reviewed the document from Agilent Technologies T1R020171, and proposed to add some modifications to the initial conditions of the tests in the document, in order to clarify the signalling procedure for Tx power level control during Rx testing.
This was accepted.

The document was noted.

The modifications will be reported in drafted Crs for the Rx tests, T1R020173..

T1R020173, Tx power level control during Rx testing, [Sony/Agilent]

Yokoyama San presented the document.

It proposed to use some setting tolerances for the tests 6.3, 6.4, 6.5, 6.6, and 6.7 in TS34.121.

It was noted that the annex F of the specification was not affected by these changes. However, proposals would be welcome at the next meeting if needed.

The Cr was approved. The number 482 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
It was noted that the same proposal was not needed for the TDD tests.

T1R020175, 34.121_follow up database, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document. 

The inconsistencies between the test specification and the core specification were tracked and corrected thank to this document.

It was noticed that some few inconsistencies remained. The delegates were invited to create the corresponding CR to delete them.

Mr Savolainen noted that the reported status was incorrect in line 138, however he explained that this core specification change did not affect our specification and this could be disregarded.

The T1RF Chairman Yonekura San thanked Mr Savolainen for creating and maintaining this database.

The document was noted.

T1R020210, Addition of a set of Compressed mode reference pattern 2 parameters, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.

It proposed to include a compressed mode pattern set compatible with the required transmission gap length for TDD cell measurement in the test 8.6.3 in TS34.121.

The Cr was approved. The number 480 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020211, Correction of Compressed Mode Performance Requirement, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.

It proposed to modify the test parameters in TS 34.121 tables 7.9.2  and 7.9.4.

The Cr was approved. The number 481 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020260, Update of test requirement derivation of Downlink compressed mode test case, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.

This proposed the modification of the annex F to be in line with the proposal made in T1R020211.

The Cr was approved. The number 492 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
It was noted that T1R020211 and T1R020260 had to be validated together at T1 and T level. This would be mentionned in the T1 versions of the Crs.

4.3. Maintenance of TS34.122 V3.8.0 and V4.4.0

T1R020176, 34.122_follow up database, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.

This database showed whether the core spec Crs had been incorporated in the test spec or not. 

It was noted that some test cases were missing.

T1RF Chairman encouraged the delegates to use the database to do the corresponding updates.

The document was noted.

T1RF Chairman thanked Mr Savolainen for creating and maintaining the database.

T1R020215, General corrections for power definitions and test procedures,Rel 99, [Siemens]

Mr Aroyo from Siemens made a detailed presentation of the document.

It proposed many corrections to the transmitter and receiver section of TS34.122.

Mr Axness asked some clarification about the description of Ior/Ioc in table 6.8.4.1, section 6.8. This was discussed off line. As a conclusion, it was decided to remove the description of Ioc from the proposed table since it was redundant.

The removal was done in the T1 version of the document.

The Cr was approved. The number 487 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020216, General corrections for power definitions and test procedures,Rel4, [Siemens]

This was the Rel 4 corresponding Cr to the previous one.

The same comments applied to this document.

The Cr was approved. The number 488 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020224, Correction to Receiver Spurious Emission Test Case Rel99, [Interdigital]

Mr Axness presented the document. This proposed some modification to the test 6.8. 

This document and the T1R020215 were dealing with the same test, however it was noted that they could be implemented independently.

The Cr was approved. The number 489 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
T1R020225, Correction to Receiver Spurious Emission Test Case Rel4, [Interdigital]

This was the Rel4 corresponding Cr to the previous one.

The Cr was approved. The number 490 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
4.4. Maintenance of TS34.108 V3.8.0 and V4.3.0

No document at this meeting

4.5. Review of TS34.123-1

No document at this meeting

4.6. Test case prioritisation 

No document at this meeting.

5. Release 4 Work Items

5.1. Low Chip Rate TDD

No document at this meeting.

5.2. Other items
No document at this meeting.

6. Release 5 Work item

No document at this meeting.

7. Release independent Work Items

7.1. Total Test Time Optimisation

The two following documents were treated together. They dealt with the statistical treatment of BER/BLER testing.
T1R020256, BER/BLER measurement time, [Ericsson]

Fukuda San from Ericsson presented the document in detail.

He provided simulation results to check the conclusion of Rohde&Schwarz stated in the document T1R020121 to T1R020125 see T1RF#24 report.

Our current test procedure is actually based on a misconception, and it could give much higher decision error rates than expectation.
Some comparisons were made between several methods. It appeared that the tightening of the pass-fail criteria could give correct result with same approach as Rohde&Schwarz while significantly reducing the test time.

Mr Maucksch noted however that some figures for the new criteria had to be found.

The document was noted.
T1RF Chairman thanked Fukuda San for the work he did on this topic.

T1R020172, BER/BLER simulation result, [Agilent]

Yokoyama San presented the document.

He explained that he would provide the simulation results on demand. These were not attached to the document.

Agilent proposed that “F.6.1.7 Pass fail decision rule”, “F.6.1.8 Test conditions for BER, BLER tests”, and “F.6.1.9 Practical Use (informative)” should be deleted until T1/RF would reach any conclusion for this issue.
“F.6.1.5 Definition of good pass fail decision” described the statistical theory for early pass/fail termination using chi-squared distribution limit curves. This could be considered still correct if it was applied only once. The detailed description for “How to apply early termination criteria” (F.6.1.7, F.6.1.8, and F.6.1.9) was considered then as not correct.
Mr Guillot indicated his support to the removal of the current theory in the annex.

The removal of the content of the annex F.6.1.5, 7 , 8 and 9 was accepted.

Agilent volunteered to draft a CR on this purpose. The document was allocated the number T1R020262.
Yokoyama San suggested that a Technical Report should be created on this topic since some resources have been used and since the complexity of the topic is important. The same should be done for the RRM statistic delay. This was welcome and accepted.

Yokoyama San volunteered to present a draft of the technical report at the next meeting.

The document was noted.

T1RF chairman concluded that the theory would be discussed on the e-mail reflector. And encouraged delegates to provide contributions.

T1R020262, Deletion of some suclauses from F.6.1 Statistical testing of receiver BER/BLER performance, [Agilent]

Yokoyama San presented the document.

The current test procedure information regarding early pass/fail terminations were incorrectly introduced. This document proposed the removal of the corresponding information from the annex F of TS34.121.

The Cr was approved. The number 483 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
7.2. UMTS1800/1900
No document at this meeting.

8. Liaison and output to other groups

T1R020257, LS on use of hard or soft decisions in RRM tests, [Anritsu]

Mr George presented the document.

T1RF Chairman noted that the meeting dates needed some correction.

Mr Malachias proposed to attach the related Rohde&Schwarz proposal to the liaison statement. This was accepted.

Mr Guillot asked for some editorial modification. 

The document was noted and revised in T1R020263.

T1R020263, LS on use of hard or soft decisions in RRM tests, [Anritsu]

The Cr was approved. The number 493 was allocated to the T1 version of the document.
9. Future meetings

Yonekura San explained the schedule of the next meeting:

John Fenn from Samsung suggested to hold the RF meeting prior to the Sig meeting in order the delegates to have the opportunity to attend both meetings. It was noted that the host preferred to keep the meetings in parallel for convenience. 

The next T1RF#26 meeting would take place on the 18th and 19th of September in Singapore.

10. Any other business

T1RF Chariman reported some comments made by Mr Baker from Philips on the e-mail reflector.

It appeared that the TPC commands could be misread when the DL radio conditions were unstable.

If verified, this would affect the test case 8.7.3.C.

T1RF chairman encouraged the delegates to keep on the discussion on the e-mail reflector.

Mr George asked for the status of the test time optimisation Work Item.

T1RF chairman Yonekura San indicated that the Work Item was completed to 70% and was supposed to be finished in March 03.

11. Closing of the meeting

Yonekura San thanked the delegates for their participations. He thanked DoCoMo and Anite for hosting the meeting. He closed the meeting T1RF#25 at 17:00 on the 31st of July 2002.

12. Joint Session with T1SIG 

No joint session at this meeting.
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	Correction to Receiver Spurious Emission Test Case Rel4
	Interdigital
	5
	approved

	T1R020226
	TDD/GSM Handover Test Case Rel99
	Interdigital
	5.1.1
	Withdrawn

	T1R020227
	TDD/GSM Handover Test Case Rel4 
	Interdigital
	5.1.1
	Withdrawn

	T1R020228
	Correction to clause 6 and 7 for editorial errors
	MCI
	5
	approved

	T1R020229
	Correction to clause 8.2.2 Cell Re-Selection
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 246

	T1R020230
	Correction to clause 8.3.1 FDD/FDD Soft Handover
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020231
	Correction to clause 8.3.2 FDD/FDD Hard Handover
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020232
	Correction to clause 8.3.5 Cell Re-selection in CELL_FACH
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 247

	T1R020233
	Correction to clause 8.3.7 Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 248

	T1R020234
	Correction to clause 8.4.1 RRC Re-establishment delay
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 249

	T1R020235
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.1 Event triggered reporting in AWGN propagation conditions
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020236
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.2 Event triggered reporting of multiple neighbours in AWGN propagation condition
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020237
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.3 Event triggered reporting of two detectable neighbours in AWGN propagation condition
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020238
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.4 Correct reporting of neighbours in fading propagation condition
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020239
	Correction to clause 8.6.2.1 Correct reporting of neighbours in AWGN propagation condition
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020240
	Correction to clause 8.7.1 CPICH RSCP
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 250

	T1R020241
	Correction to clause 8.7.2 CPICH Ec/Io
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 251

	T1R020242
	Correction to clause 8.7.3 UTRA Carrier RSSI
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 252

	T1R020243
	Correction to clause 8.7.4 and 8.7.5 SFN-CFN/SFN observed time difference
	MCI
	5.1.1
	revised in 253

	T1R020244
	Proposed description of the siganling procedure for Tx power level control during Rx testing in TS34.121
	SONY
	5
	agrred in principle. CR will be drafted.

	T1R020245
	Correction of test case Rx-Tx time difference type 1
	Nokia
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020246
	Correction to clause 8.2.2 Cell Re-Selection
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020247
	Correction to clause 8.3.5 Cell Re-selection in CELL_FACH
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020248
	Correction to clause 8.3.7 Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved in principle and merged in 261

	T1R020249
	Correction to clause 8.4.1 RRC Re-establishment delay
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020250
	Correction to clause 8.7.1 CPICH RSCP
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020251
	Correction to clause 8.7.2 CPICH Ec/Io
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020252
	Correction to clause 8.7.3 UTRA Carrier RSSI
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020253
	Correction to clause 8.7.4 and 8.7.5 SFN-CFN/SFN observed time difference
	MCI
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020254
	Comments to T1R020217
	Agilent
	5.1.2
	agreed in principle new CR will be available tomorrow or at the next meeting

	T1R020255
	Improvement to Cell Re-selection test procedure
	Anritsu
	5.1.1
	revised in 255

	T1R020256
	BER/BLER measurement time
	Ericsson
	8
	noted

	T1R020257
	LS to RAN4 on confirmation
	Anritsu
	9
	revised in 263

	T1R020258
	Improvement to Cell Re-selection test procedure
	Anritsu
	5.1.1
	revised in 261

	T1R020259
	Clarification of the definition of 90 % success rate
	Nokia
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020260
	CR to Annex.F
	Nokia
	5,2
	approved

	T1R020261
	Correction to clause 8.3.7 Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH
	Anritsu
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020262
	CR to Annex.F
	Agilent
	5
	approved

	T1R020263
	LS to RAN4 on confirmation
	Anritsu
	9
	approved

	T1R020264
	Addtion of details for RRM test case 8.7.3C (UE transmited power)
	DoCoMo/Agilent
	5.1.1
	approved

	T1R020265
	future meeting schedule
	Chairman
	10
	noted
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	T1 ref.
	T1RF ref.
	Title
	Source
	Status
	Cat.

	T1-020476
	T1R020170
	Segmented Measurement to be allowed for Inner Loop Power Control test
	Agilent
	approved
	F

	T1-020482
	T1R020173
	Tx Power level control during Rx testing
	Agilent
	approved
	F

	T1-020474
	T1R020200
	Test requirements for reselection URA-PCH
	R&S
	approved with change in T1R020212
	F

	T1-020485
	T1R020201
	Test requirements for reselection CELL-FACH
	R&S
	approved
	F

	
	T1R020202
	Test requirements for reselection CELL-PCH
	R&S
	approved. Chainges will be included in T1020454
	F

	T1-020486
	T1R020203
	Test requirements for reselection - Annex
	R&S
	approved
	F

	T1-020454
	T1R020204
	Addition of test case Cell reselection in CELL_PCH
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020455
	T1R020206
	Addition of test case Transport format combination selection in UE
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020453
	T1R020209
	Addition of sub clause 8.7.6.2 - UE Rx-Tx time difference type 2
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020480
	T1R020210
	Addition of a set of Compressed mode reference pattern 2 parameters
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020481
	T1R020211
	Correction of Compressed Mode Performance Requirement
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020456
	T1R020212
	Maintenance of Re-selection and handover test cases
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020457
	T1R020213
	Correction of test parameters of Handover to inter-frequency cell test case
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020487
	T1R020215
	General corrections for power definitions and test procedures,Rel 99
	Siemens
	approved
	F

	T1-020488
	T1R020216
	General corrections for power definitions and test procedures,Rel 4
	Siemens
	approved
	F

	
	T1R020220
	Addtion of details for RRM test case 8.7.3C (UE transmited power)
	DoCoMo
	approved with correction. This CR is merged to 264
	F

	T1-020471
	T1R020221
	FDD/TDD Handover Test Case in 34.121
	Interdigital
	approved
	F

	T1-020459
	T1R020228
	Correction to clause 6 and 7 for editorial errors
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020461
	T1R020230
	Correction to clause 8.3.1 FDD/FDD Soft Handover
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020462
	T1R020231
	Correction to clause 8.3.2 FDD/FDD Hard Handover
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020463
	T1R020235
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.1 Event triggered reporting in AWGN propagation conditions
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020464
	T1R020236
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.2 Event triggered reporting of multiple neighbours in AWGN propagation condition
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020465
	T1R020237
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.3 Event triggered reporting of two detectable neighbours in AWGN propagation condition
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020466
	T1R020238
	Correction to clause 8.6.1.4 Correct reporting of neighbours in fading propagation condition
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020467
	T1R020239
	Correction to clause 8.6.2.1 Correct reporting of neighbours in AWGN propagation condition
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020470
	T1R020245
	Correction of test case Rx-Tx time difference type 1
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020460
	T1R020246
	Correction to clause 8.2.2 Cell Re-Selection
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020484
	T1R020247
	Correction to clause 8.3.5 Cell Re-selection in CELL_FACH
	MCI
	approved
	F

	 
	T1R020248
	Correction to clause 8.3.7 Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH
	MCI
	approved in principle and merged in 261
	F

	T1-020477
	T1R020249
	Correction to clause 8.4.1 RRC Re-establishment delay
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020468
	T1R020250
	Correction to clause 8.7.1 CPICH RSCP
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020469
	T1R020251
	Correction to clause 8.7.2 CPICH Ec/Io
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020478
	T1R020252
	Correction to clause 8.7.3 UTRA Carrier RSSI
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020479
	T1R020253
	Correction to clause 8.7.4 and 8.7.5 SFN-CFN/SFN observed time difference
	MCI
	approved
	F

	T1-020491
	T1R020259
	Clarification of the definition of 90 % success rate
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020492
	T1R020260
	CR to Annex.F
	Nokia
	approved
	F

	T1-020475
	T1R020261
	Correction to clause 8.3.7 Cell Re-selection in URA_PCH
	Anritsu
	approved
	F

	T1-020483
	T1R020262
	CR to Annex.F
	Agilent
	approved
	F

	T1-020493
	T1R020263
	LS to RAN4 on confirmation
	Anritsu
	approved
	F

	T1-020458
	T1R020264
	Addtion of details for RRM test case 8.7.3C (UE transmited power)
	DoCoMo/Aglent
	approved
	F
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	T1 reference
	T1RF reference
	Title


	Source


	Status


	Cat.



	T1-020487
	T1R020215
	General corrections for power definitions and test procedures,Rel 99
	Siemens
	Approved
	F

	T1-020472
	T1R020222
	Message Content for TDD/TDD Handover Test Case Rel99
	Interdigital
	Approved
	F

	T1-020489
	T1R020224
	Correction to Receiver Spurious Emission Test Case Rel99
	Interdigital
	Approved
	F


TS 34.122 version 4.4.0

	T1 reference
	T1RF reference
	Title


	Source


	Status


	Cat.



	T1-020488
	T1R020216
	General corrections for power definitions and test procedures,Rel 4
	Siemens
	Approved
	A

	T1-020473
	T1R020223
	Message Content for TDD/TDD Handover Test Case Rel4
	Interdigital
	Approved
	A

	T1-020490
	T1R020225
	Correction to Receiver Spurious Emission Test Case Rel4
	Interdigital
	Approved
	A
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