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At the last meeting of T1 #24 in Toronto Tdoc T1-041309 CR to 34.121 “Correction of CPICH_RSCP setting power level for 5.4.1 and 5.5.2” was discussed. However this was postponed based on questions that needed to be referred to RAN WG4. There was no formal LS from T1 to RAN WG4 but Agilent Technologies presented a contribution to RAN WG4 meeting #32 in Prague in Tdoc R4-040530, which is included in this zip file. The issue of the low Îor levels being used in some tests was discussed however it transpired that many of the assumptions being made by T1/RF regarding the applicability of the core requirements to certain tests were incorrect. There was no formal LS generated and so this Tdoc will attempt to summarize the discussion and outstanding issues.

From the RAN WG4 #32 Meeting report:

R4-040530
CPICH_RSCP measurement accuracy (Agilent)

Nokia noted that the values referenced in the document are taken from the intra frequency measurement accuracy of CPICH RSCP for CELL_DCH and CELL_FACH (sec 9.1.1 of 25.133); but the UE starts in idle mode in these power control tests now under study in T1 RF, so the values to apply should be different and taken from idle mode tests. However, there are no requirements for cell selection that could be re-used for these.

For the transmit ON/OFF time mask test, also under discussion, it is clarified that the Qrxlevmin requirement doesn’t apply for CELL_FACH or CELL_DCH. 

It seems that T1 RF had taken parameters from test setups that apply to different states, idle and CELL_DCH/CELL_FACH, and tried to use them together for the new tests under study. As it happens, these parameters cannot be used together.

After deeper off line analysis, it seems that there are more places in T1 RF specifications where parameters and test conditions that are not supported in the core specification from WG4 have been chosen. This issue will be further studied by T1 based on the advice given above. There are no actions here for RAN WG4.

So it would appear that many of the test conditions being used in 34.121 are relying on unspecified performance in the core specifications. These gaps are known by RAN WG4. In practise, UE performance will be influenced by competitive commercial pressures rather than through the core specifications. But this still leaves T1 with the problem that for many tests there are no guaranteed levels to which the UE is required to operate.

Proposal

T1 can either:

1. Study this issue further or, 

2. Ignore it in the hope that for all practical purposes the performance of UE in respect of the unspecified parameters used in testing will be sufficiently good so as not to influence the result of conformance tests.

In case 2, should conformance tests fail, it would then be up to the company concerned to ask for the unspecified test parameters to be modified.
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