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Opening of the meeting
The T1RF chairman Yonekura San from Fujitsu opened the T1/RF#26 meeting at 9:30 AM on the 18th of September 2002. Mr Lee from Panasonic welcomes the delegates to Singapore. Yonekura San thanked MCI and Panasonic for hosting the meeting. 

Yonekura San reminded then the members of the schedule of the meeting. 

He explained that a joint session would be held on the 20th of September.

Mr Savolainen from Nokia requested some time in T1RF to prepare the joint session. It was decided to review the T1SIG proposals during the meeting under the item 13 before the joint session.

Yonekura San explained that the Crs presented at this meeting could only be approved in principle. They would have to be reviewed at the next meeting for approval.

1. Approval of Agenda
T1R020266, proposed Agenda [T1/RF chairman]
Yonekura San presented the agenda.

The agenda was approved.

2. Approval of meeting #25 report

T1R020117r1: Meeting #25 Report [T1/RF chairman]

The chairman presented the report of the meeting T1RF#25.

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.

	All delegate:

How to combine the RAN4-principle and the T1RF principle on excess TT?
	New
	Comment on R4's Ls on RRM Test tolerances T1R020269.
	T1RF#26

T1R020289, section 3.



	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 T1RF26.

	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 T1RF26.

	All delegates:

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

No contribution at T1RF26.

	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 at T1RF26.

	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

No contribution at T1RF26.

	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)


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

No contribution at T1RF26.

	Peter George:

To modify the title of the RRM test requirement table.


	Open
	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

No contribution at T1RF26.

	All delegates:

To amend the tests in 34.121 that are based upon TS 25.133 sections  A.8.1.1, A.8.1.2, A.8.1.3 and A.8.2.1 so that the actual measured reporting delays do include the 2 x TTI delay uncertainty.
	New
	Inclusion of TTI uncertainty in event reporting delays for FDD measurement test cases in 34.121.


	T1RF#26

Doc T1R020270


The following action points were removed from the table at T1RF#25:

	Action item description
	Status
	Comments
	Reference

	All delegates:

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


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

T1R010212

See  T1R020305




3. Letters/reports from other groups

T1R020268, Response LS on use of hard or soft decisions in RRM tests , [RAN4]

Mr Maucksch from Rohde&Schwarz presented the document.

TSG RAN WG4 thanked TSG T1 RF SWG for their LS T1R020263 (R4-021271). TSG RAN WG4 confirmed that the decision made by TSG T1 RF SWG, that hard decisions shall be used in RRM tests both at the high level and low levels, was in agreement with the intention of TS 25.133.

The document was noted.

T1R020269, Response LS on application of Test Tolerances to RRM tests, [RAN4]

Mr Malachias from Nokia presented the document.

RAN4 would like to thank T1/RF for the LS on the test tolerances. RAN4 recognized that the method used by T1/RF for including test tolerances to the RRM test cases was commonly used in other test cases like the ones related to TS25.101. However, this same method could not necessarily be directly used in the RRM test cases.

RAN4 asked T1/RF group to align the RRM test cases in TS34.121 according to the principles and guidance given in this LS in order to meet the general requirements and test requirements of TS25.133.

The document was noted.

At this stage of the meeting, it was noted that Nokia proposed some related Cr. This was presented in the document T1R020286 later in the meeting.

T1R020270, LS on “Inclusion of TTI uncertainty in event reporting delays for FDD measurement test cases in 34.121”, [RAN4]

Mr Malachias from Nokia presented the document.

In 25.133, the core specification for FDD intra and inter frequency measurement reporting delays mentioned a delay uncertainty allowance for event reporting equal to twice the TTI of the uplink DCCH. This uncertainty is excluded from the measurement reporting delay definition in TS 25.133, sections 8.1.2.2.5 and 8.1.2.3.4, but it should appear in the test cases in TS 34.121.

RAN4 asked T1/RF to amend the tests in 34.121 that are based upon TS 25.133 sections  A.8.1.1, A.8.1.2, A.8.1.3 and A.8.2.1 so that the actual measured reporting delays do include the 2 x TTI delay uncertainty.

The document was noted.

AP: 

T1/RF to amend the tests in 34.121 that are based upon TS 25.133 sections  A.8.1.1, A.8.1.2, A.8.1.3 and A.8.2.1 so that the actual measured reporting delays do include the 2 x TTI delay uncertainty.

T1R020271, LS on PRACH modulation quality measurements, [RAN4]

Yokoyama San from Agilent presented the document.

Currently there are no explicit requirements for modulation quality for the PRACH although 25.101 section 6.8 Transmit Modulation does apply and is considered sufficient for R99. Since there have been cases where the UE PRACH was found to be unstable due to phase and burst timing issues, for Rel-5, RAN WG4 has made the requirement for PRACH explicit in the CR attached in R4-021305. 
RAN WG4 asked T WG1/RF to consider adding a modulation quality measurement in 34.121 R99 for the PRACH using 25.101 v3.11.0 section 6.8 as sufficient justification but noting the clarification now approved for Rel-5 in R4-021305.
It was noted that the requirement were not included in the core specification Rel99 and that this could bring some confusion if the requirement were taken into account in the Rel 99 version of the test specification.

It was noted that the test could only be included in the Rel5 version of the test specification.

However to include the test in the Rel5 test specification, the following conditions should be met:

-     a Rel 5 Work Item for "Modulation quality" should be created and supported by 4 companies.

· a Rel 5 Cr proposing the addition of the test should be presented and approved.

Then the Rel5 version of the test specification would be created and it would include the new test.

The document was noted.

4. Release 99 Work Item 

4.1. RRM tests

5.1.1. Test cases updates

T1R020273, Maintenance of FDD/TDD Cell Re-selection test case, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen from Nokia presented the document.

It proposed some modifications of the test 8.2.4.
General test parameters were not consistent in 25.133 and 34.121. They were corrected in this CR. This 34.121 CR is based on 25.133 CR152.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020274, Maintenance of UE Transmit Timing test case, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen from Nokia presented the document.
It proposed some modifications of the test 8.5.1.

Minimum requirements were not consistent in 25.133 and 34.121. Test procedure in 34.121 was not consistent with 25.133 A.7.1.2. They were corrected in this CR. This 34.121 CR is based on 25.133 CR292r1.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020281, CR to TS34.121 Correction to clause 8.3.6 Cell Re-selection in CELL_PCH, [MCI]

Mr Lee from Panasonic presented the document.

It proposed some modifications of the test 8.3.6.1 and 8.3.6.2.
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. The maximum was set to 100 ms. Therefore Tsi was set to 1380ms.
2) Test procedure described in TS34.108 7.3.3 in which periodical AS and NAS timers are deactivated was used in this test case with a modification as IE ”RRC State Indicator” in RADIO BEARER SETUP (STEP3) is set to “CELL_PCH”.

3) The timing when call set up has completed at step 3 was made the beginning of time period T1. 

4) CELL UPDATE and CELL UPDATE CONFIRM message was used to terminate the random access procedure.

5) An error recovery process was proposed that avoids the possibility of double counting errors.
6) Some textual clarification was also proposed for the test purpose.
The document was approved in principle.

T1R020282, CR to 34.121 Maintenance of 8.4.2.4 Correct behavior when reaching maximum transit power, [DoCoMo]

Kiowa San from DoCoMo presented the document.

It proposed some modifications of the Test 8.4.2.4.
Minimum Requirements and Test reqirements in 34.121 clause 8.4.2.4 were not consistent with 25.133. They were corrected in this CR. This 34.121 CR is based on 25.133 CR190.

Mr Goronovsky from Motorola asked whether the CR190 to 25.133 was a Rel99 or a Rel5 Cr. It was confirmed that the Cr was a Rel 99 CR.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020287, CR to 34.121 § 8.3.1 Correction of table numbers, [Fujitsu]

Yonekura San from Fujitsu presented the document.

It proposed some corrections to the table number in section 8.3.1.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020288, CR to 34.121 § 8.6.1.2 Correction of message parameter, [Fujitsu]

Yonekura San from Fujitsu presented the document.

IE ‘Replacement activation threshold’ is defined as 0 ms in MEASUREMENT CONTROL message. But the value should not have any units. The document proposed the corresponding correction.
The document was approved in principle.
T1R020293, Draft CR Correction of test parameter in 8.4.2.3 Correct behavior when Time-out, [DoCoMo]

The liaison statement T1R020292 was reviewed before handling this document see section 9.

The Cr proposed correction to the test 8.4.2.3.

It was approved in principle.
It was decided to attached this CR to the Liaison statement.

T1R020305, Modification of the Random Access Test 8.4.2.1, Correct behaviour when receiving an ACK., [Orange]

Mr Guillot from Orange presented the document.

It proposed some modifications to the test 8.4.2.1. This document avoid the duplication of some requirement verification in the  Open loop power control and Random Access tests.
The document was approved in principle.
The corresponding action item was closed.
5.1.2. Test tolerances

T1R020286, Introduction of test tolerances in 'Cell Reselection in CELL_FACH', [Nokia]

Mr Malachias from Nokia presented the document.

It proposed introduction of test tolerances in ‘Cell Reselection in CELL_FACH’ test 8.3.5.1 and 8.3.5.2 and editorial changes consistent with the RAN4 LS T1R020269.

Mr Guillot from Orange did not questionned the principles edicted by RAN4. However, he commented that he was concerned by the way it could be applied to the tests. 

In particular for the test 8.3.5.1, he stated that the relaxation applied to the interferer cells (6 dB from the core requirement) would results in some requirement to be unverified.

Mr Savolainen from Nokia explained that the levels of the main cells were in line with the requirment and that the interferer cells were of less importance; therefore 6 db difference for the interferer should not be considered as a problem.

Mr Guillot still considered that in such case all the requirement were not met and that the application of the RAN4 principle could affect the reliability of the test. And he objected to the approval of the CR.

The issue was discussed at lenghth and no conclusion could be reached.

The documents T1R020289, T1R020290 and T1R020291 were then treated. 

T1R020289, Comment on R4's Ls on RRM Test tolerances, [R&S]

Mr Maucksch from Rohde&Schwarz presented the document.

Rohde & Schwarz analysed and commented the new concept proposed by RAN4 to apply the test tolerances to the RRM tests in 4 points.

The third point asked the question on how to combine the RAN4-principle and the T1RF principle on excess TT

An action point was created to treat this issue.

AP : to find how to combine the RAN4-principle and the T1RF principle on excess TT.
T1R020290, Test tolerances in RRM cell reselection tests (amendment of the RAN4 example), [R&S]

Mr Maucksch presented the document. This is a different approach from Nokia for the same test and consistent with the RAN4 principle.

Mr Guillot made the same comments as the document T1R020286.

T1R020291, Test tolerances in RRM cell reselection tests (new tables for single carrier and multicarrier), [R&S]

Mr Maucksch presented the document. This is a different approach from Nokia for the same test and consistent with the RAN4 principle.

Mr Guillot made the same comment as the document T1R020286.

The application of the RAN4 principle was discussed again at length. Off line discussion took place.

The results of the discussion were presented at the meeting.

As a conclusion, it was commonly accepted that:

T1RF current assumption is that the CRs verify the minimum requirements after the application of the test tolerances according to the RAN4 principles.

If it appeared that some requirements were not verified after the application of the test tolerances, this issue would be raised to RAN4 and guidance would be asked from RAN4. For example, complementary test could be proposed in T1RF to verify them.

Then the 4 RRM proposals were presented again.

T1R020286 was then approved in principle.

T1R020289 to T1020291 were noted.

5.1.3. RRM statistic

T1R020275, Draft New TR, [Agilent]

Yokoyama San presented the document.

T1/RF has been discussing how to apply statistical concept so as to optimize a test time since #15 meeting. The discussion includes the strategy for testing and technical considerations. Such information is very important and essential to maintain conformance test specifications (TS34.121 and TS34.122).

This proposes to make a new Technical Report to describe such background information. The attached is just skeleton of TR34.901 to show what kind of contents will be added. It is intended to propose TR34.901 as Release 99. 

The meeting decided that the document would be drafted in Rel99. 

Mr Goronovsky noted that the title should be modified. The meeting decided to change "improvement in the test speed" by "test time optimisation". The correction would be reported in the final version of the CRs presented at the next meeting T1RF#27.

Yokoyama San volunteered to be the rapporteur of  the document.

The document was approved in principle.
4.2. Maintenance of TS34.121 V3.10.0

T1R020284, Follow-up Database for implementation of core specification CR's in TS 34.121 V.120902, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document. 

Since the RAN report was not yet available, the database could not be completely updated.  He explained that the database reported some changes but not all changes. 

This allowed to do some progress in T1RF.

He stated that a new database would be prepared after this meeting as soon as the RAN report would be available. The new version of the database would include all core spec changes approved at last RAN.

The creation of a new requirement "Control and monitoring of the UE requirement" (RP-020279 to 25.101) was noted and the creation of the corresponding test was discussed. It was decided that the test would be created in T1RF when RAN would have specified the setup conditions of this test.

T1RF chairman thanked Nokia for this contribution. He recommended delegate to use this document to prepare their contribution.

The document was noted.
T1R020272, Correction of table titles of Demodulation of DCH in closed loop transmit diversity mode test case, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.
It proposed to change the word “feedback” by “closed loop” in titles of tables 7.6.2.2 and 7.6.2.4.
The document was approved in principle.
The following document was treated together with T1R020283.
T1R020276, CR to 34.121 Correction of ACLR absolute power limit, [Agilent]

Mr Yokoyama presented the document.

In TSG-T1#15, T1-020423(T1R020159) was approved. This relaxed the absolute adjacent channel leakage power by TT(1.5dB) as in Spectrum Emission Mask test. But the original value was already refered by ITU-R IMT.UNWANT-MS, and this caused the discrepancy between IMT.UNWANT-MS and 3GPP test spec TS34.121. It should be retrived to the original value.
If the proposal was not accepted, the regulatory requirement may differ from 3GPP Test Specification.
Mr Savolainen commented that the regulatory approach was different in Europe. The test requirements were based on core requirement rather than on regulatory requirements. Furthermore, the European regulatory requirements referred to the test requirements. 

By analogy to this method, Mr Savolainen suggested that the ITU-R regulatory requirements should be modified rather than the test requirements.
Yonekura San informed that this discrepancy for ACLR was also known to some of ITU-R adhoc members and that they agreed not to change ITU-R recommendation for ACLR but 3GPP specification.

For that reason, the meeting decided to approve the CR in principle. 
The T1RF chairman stated that any issue could be raised at the next meeting in Luton on this CR before final approval.

T1R020283, CR to 34.121 Annex J. for information, [Fujitsu]

Yonekura San presented the document for information. This CR has already been approved by TSG-T#17.

3GPP will be sending LS to ITU-R to correct their ITU-R recommendation for FDD and TDD.

This document was noted.

T1R020279, Correction of test for power setting in uplink compressed mode, [Philips]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.

It proposed a modification of the test 5.7.

Permissible compressed mode patterns have changed in the core specification (TS25.133). 

In procedure 5.7.4.2, it was noted that the level was modified from –34 to –36, it was assumed that this power level was set so as the final power level did not exceed the requirements.

The Cr was approved in principle.
T1R020280, Uplink Power Control, [MCI]

Mr Lee from Panasonic presented the document.

A problem was found in some tests when using TPC command to keep the UL transmission power to its maximum.

The transmitted data from UE is limited by TFC selection in the MAC Layer when SS always send TPC command set to “1” so that the UL transmission power is kept at maximum.

The document proposed that a new primitive for RF testing was defined in TS34.109 to stop the function that controls to change to the excess power state or to the blocked state between the Test Control protocol stack and the MAC protocol stack.
Mr Savolainen agreed that there a solution should be found to solve this issue, however, he explained that the creation of new primitive was not acceptable. This would lead to modify the UE at a too late stage. And he thought that there should be another way to solve the problem. 

Nokia proposed to work together with Panasonic to try to find a better solution. Other delegates were invited to join this group to work on this issue.

The document was noted.

T1RF chairman stated that another proposal was expected in future meeting.
T1R020294, Modifications to the test case for Inner Loop Power Control in the Uplink in TS34.121, [Sony corporation]

Naito San from Sony presented the document.

This document proposed some modification of the test 5.4.2 “Inner Loop Power Control in the Uplink”, in order to specify actual signalling methods for the following procedures in the test.

· Setting procedure of the power control algorithm in the initial setup procedures.

· Reconfiguration procedure of the power control algorithm and the step size during the test.
The Cr was approved in principle.
4.3. Maintenance of TS34.122 V3.9.0 and V4.5.0

T1R020285, Follow-up Database for implementation of core specification CR's in TS 34.122 V.120902, [Nokia]

Mr Savolainen presented the document.

Status of all 25.102/25.123 CR's was checked against 34.122 v.3.9.0 (Rel99) and 34.122 v.4.5.0 (Rel-4). Document numbers of relevant 34.122 CR's were added (Documents approved in T#17 are included). This version does not contain 25.102/25.123 CR's approved in RAN#17.

Mr Savolainen explained that he would update the database with the Crs presented at this meeting.

And he explained that the status of the Rel5 Crs was indicated for future use when the Rel 5 version of the specification.

T1RF Chairman pointed out that the database showed that some work was required to update the LCRTDD tests. He invited the delegate to provide contributions.

The document was noted.

Mr Axness from interdigital thanked Nokia for maintaining the database.

T1RF Chairman thanked also Nokia for this contribution and encouraged the delegates to use this database.

T1R020295, Correction to downlink power control requirements in 34.122, [Interdigital]

Mr Axness from Interdigital presented the document.

It proposed modification for the test 7.5.2.

Downlink power control requirements have been updated in RAN4 CR R4-021124. Measurement period was explicitly specified as one timelot and performance requirement were corrected.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020296, Correction to downlink power control requirements in 34.122 REL-4, [Interdigital]

This is the corresponding Rel4 CR to the previous one.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020297, Update to UL PC Differential Accuracy in 34.122, [Interdigital]

Mr Axness presented the document.

It proposed modification for the tests under the section 5.4.1.

The modifications proposed were the following:

1.  Added IBTS and DPCH Constant Value to definition and requirement.

2.  Removed brackets in Test Parameters table in Initial Conditions.

3.  Added DPCH Constant Value to test procedure to increase control range of signaling.

4. Added new section for differential accuracy, measured input with statement that it is not tested. Testing is already covered by the differential accuracy, controlled input test and the PCCPCH RSCP measurement accuracy test.

5. Cleaned up editorial errors.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020298, Update to UL PC Differential Accuracy in 34.122 REL-4, [Interdigital]

This is the corresponding Rel4 CR to the previous one.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020301, Averaging period for ACLR in 34.122, [Interdigital]

Mr Axness presented the document.

It proposed some modifications to the test 5.5.2.2 (ACLR).

Averaging steps in test procedure was removed.  

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020302, Averaging period for ACLR in 34.122  REL-4, [Interdigital]

This is the corresponding Rel4 CR to the previous one.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020303, Various updates to 34.122 based on RAN4 CRs, [Interdigital]

Mr Axness presented the document.

It proposed some modifications to the section 4.4.4 (New clause), 5.7.1.1, 7.2.1 and C.2.1.

The modifications were as follows:

1.  Added UARFCN numbering.

2.  Corrected EVM definition.

3.  Updated performance requirements.

4.  Corrected 12.2 kbps UL reference measurement channel.

The document was approved in principle.
T1R020304, Various updates to 34.122 based on RAN4 CRs REL-4, [Interdigital]

This is the corresponding Rel4 CR to the previous one.

The document was approved in principle.
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 

T1R020306, Presentation og GCF RF prioritisation work, [Orange]

Mr Guillot presented the document.

This document was an extract of an official e-mail from the 3G GCF project Manager. The document described the latest conclusion of the GCF work. However, Mr Guillot explained that this conclusions would be reviewed for approval at the next UAG GCF meeting on the 24th and 25th of September.

Some questions were raised about the core specification version and the test specification version that GCF could refer to.

It was noted that the tests included in a same test specification could refer to different core specification version. For example, the updates of the test specification to comply with the March 02 version of the core specification were reported partly in the June 02 version of the test specification and partly in the September 02 version.

It was recommended to use the follow-up database provided by Nokia to track the version of the tests that would comply with the March 02 version of the core specification.

The document was noted.

T1R020307, Current GCF RF prioritisation list, [Orange]

Mr Guillot presented the document.

He explained that the list described the latest prioritisation decided by GCF on consensus. However, he explained that this list would be reviewed for approval at the next UAG GCF meeting on the 24th and 25th of September.

Mr Guillot explained that the RF test cases were categorised a first time in high and low priority tests., and that the high priority tests were split into two packages. Mr Guillot noted that the GCF expectations were that the package 1 should be commercially available on the 1st of December 2002 and that the package 2 should be commercially available on the 1st of June 2003.

The availability of the tests as stated in the document was clarified as being the availability of a test description. Then, the meeting noted that some tests could need some corrections to be completed although stated as available.

It was noted that the test 8.7.2.2.1 was in package 1 but not available. However, it was pointed out that this test could not be specified because no core requirement was available for it.

The document was noted.

This document was welcome. And T1RF meeting suggested that the conclusions of the next GCF meeting should be circulated on the T1RF reflector and asked for an official liaison statement from GCF for the next meeting. 

Mr Guillot volunteered to report that to GCF.

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

No document at this meeting.

7.2. UMTS1800/1900
No document at this meeting.

8. Liaison and output to other groups

T1R020292, Draft LS on the value of Maximum allowed UL TX power in case of correct behaviour at time-out test of Random Access, [DoCoMo]

This document was presented together with the document T1R020293 under the item 5.1.1.

Nitta San From DoCoMo presented the document.

T1/RF-SWG proposes that the value of Maximum allowed UL TX power is changed to UE maximum transmit power, in case of correct behaviour at time-out test of random access in TS 25.133.  UE maximum transmit power is defined by the UE power class.  Because there is a possibility that the correct behaviour at time-out test is a failure even though UE is made in accordance with the specifications.
The problem and its solution were described in more details in the document.

Yokoyama San from Agilent pointed out that the test tolerances applied to the first PRACH preamble should be ±9 db rather than ±6 db.

However, it was decided to keep the described test tolerance since it has no impact on the verification of the requirement in this test. The requirements are related to time.

Mr Goronovsky from Motorola pointed out that the minimum error that is interesting in this case is +6dB. Therefore, he proposed to change ±6dB to +6 dB. 

Since the error had no impact on the test, the tolerance was kept as ±6dB.

It was noted that the date of the T1RF meeting in February 2003 was incorrect.

It was also noted that the next RAN meeting would take place after the next T1 meeting, and that the LS would not receive any answer from RAN4 for the next meeting.

T1RF chairman proposed to distribute the LS to RAN4 via the e-mail reflector and ask for an answer before the next T1RF meeting. This was reflected in the LS action section.

The document was revised accordingly in the document T1R020308.

The document was noted. 

T1R020308, Draft LS on the value of Maximum allowed UL TX power in case of correct behaviour at time-out test of Random Access, [DoCoMo]

Nitta San presented the document.

The document was approved.

T1R020277, Proposal for LS to RAN4 to make a consensus for the testing parameters, [Agilent]

Yokoyama San presented the document.

T1/RF has been discussing Statistical approach for BER/BLER testing since #15 meeting. And Rohde & Schwarz kindly proposed this concept in RAN4 #21 meeting. However RAN4 has not agreed it. Especially RAN4 has pointed out the number of square bracket for the essential parameters, and M is greater than 1.

However, as long as the M factor would be questioned by RAN4, it would be worthless trying to define a statistical approach for BER/BLER.

This liaison statement was proposed to have agreement from RAN4 on the M factor value used in T1RF.

This was discussed at length. As a conclusion, the meeting decided that:


The M value used in T1RF would be notified to RAN4 


No confirmation from RAN4 would be required.

The LS was modified accordingly in T1R020309.

The document was noted.
T1R020309, Proposal for LS to RAN4 to notify BER/BLER information used in T1/RF, [Agilent]

Yokoyama San presented the document.

It was noted that the first page of the document was added for T1RF and that it should be considered as part of the LS.

Some editorial corrections were needed.The corrections were made in the document T1R020310.

The document was noted.

T1R020310, Proposal for LS to RAN4 to notify BER/BLER information used in T1/RF, [Agilent]

The document was presented and approved.

9. Future meetings

The next T1RF#27 meeting would take place from the 4th to  7th of November in Luton, UK.

Yokoyama San asked about the schedule of the next meeting?

T1RF Chairman explained that a T1 plenary session would take place on the first day of the meeting and that T1RF would start after it.

10. Any other business

No input at this meeting.

11. Closing of the meeting

Yonekura San thanked the delegates for their participations. He thanked MCI and Panasonic for hosting the meeting. He closed the meeting T1RF#26 at 15:30 on the 19th of September 2002.

12. Joint Session with T1SIG 

Before the joint session the document T1R020278 was treated.

T1R020278, Power separation of cells in idle mode test cases, [Ericsson]

Mr Mattisson from Ericsson presented the document.

At the T1/SIG#24 meeting in Yokohama the MCI asked if current power separation between cells in idle mode test cases were enough (5dB) considering that UE accuracy of CPICH RSCP measurement is +/- 6 dBm according to [2] TS 25.133, clause 9.1.1.2.1.

The purpose of present document is to describe the assumptions for required power level separation between cells to trigger the conditions for cell reselection and PLMN selection and reselection test cases in [3] TS 34.123-1.

Mr Savolainen commented that

- 25.133 section 9.1.1.2.1 only described the accuracy values for Cell_DCH and Cell_FACH state and not for idle mode. The value could not be used in idle mode?

- For PLMN selection, other parameters than CPICH RSCP and CPICH Ec/Io could be used. Furthermore, requirements on CPCIH RSCP do not exist for PLMN selection.

The meeting stated that the values described in the core specification should be used for cell reselection tests. However, T1RF could not give any guidance to T1SIG about the power level used in PLMN selection.

The meeting recommended that the System Simulator tolerances should be the same in T1SIG as in T1RF: 2dB.

The document was noted.

The joint session took place on the 20th of September. See T1SIG#25 for the results of the meeting.
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15. Annex 3 List of Change Requests approved at T1RF#26

TS 34.121 version 3.10.0

None. The Cr was approved in principle. They will be reviewed for final approval at T1RF#27.

TS 34.122 version 3.9.0

None. The Cr was approved in principle. They will be reviewed for final approval at T1RF#27.

TS 34.122 version 4.5.0

None. The Cr was approved in principle. They will be reviewed for final approval at T1RF#27.
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