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1
Decision/action requested

Minutes of the CR session for information.
2
Detailed proposal

S5-175059 (TIM): Ericsson asked what detail the CR reffered to. 

TIM: Which delay to the air interface when uploading data.This is in the uplink.Downlink is from the UE to the eNodeB. Ericsson replied that this was wrong.

TIM commented that the meaning was the same, both uplink and downling had to be measured.

Ericsson commented that uplink could be done by the UE only. TIM replied that bypassing the radio interface they had measured the link from UE to the antenna.This was simulated by a non-real UE. Ericsson commented that this was very specific and it was normally done with UEs only.
Ericsson preferred to have a clearer distinction between uplink and downlink.

The document was revised into 333.
S5-175060 (TIM): Nokia commented that what is currently in TS 36.314 doesn't support what TIM wants to support in the new measurements. For example, there is no UL PDCP SDU delay in there.
Ericsson commented that CRs would have to be made in RAN first and then come back to SA5.

S5-175061(TIM): Ericsson commented that this CR was fine but related to tdoc 062 where they had some issues.
MCC commented on some CR cover page issues and also asked to remove the automatic bullet list in the new text to comply with the drafting rules.

Nokia: in bullet C you are implying that the signalling plane delay is the same as user plane delay.
S5-175062(TIM): Ericsson commented as well that they didn't see the way of measuring the two-way delay.

Nokia: this is not a requirement for the measurement. Create it somewhere else, justifying it with a use case in the signalling WG (CTx) to be included in a signaling specification. Then you can bring it here. This specification is about how measurements are recorded. 
TIM replied that this was done in the user plane, not in the control plane. 

Nokia replied that S1U was specified somewhere else, and this had to be taken where S1U is defined. A detailed content on the signaling, what is being measured here, needs to be described somewhere else first.
TIM: this wasn't meant to look like a requirement.
S5-175141 (MCC) was agreed. It was commented that when presenting these kind of CRs, no changes should be proposed since they are intended to implement already agreed missing changes.

S5-175155 (Ericsson):ORANGE asked to specify the clause in 36.413 since it was a very long document.
Nokia commented that in this specification there were three examples of values, but it is not complete. We cannot replace a complete list in our spec with an open list from 36.413. Ericsson admitted that. It was queried whether RAN3 meant three values or whether it was an open-ended list. Ericsson took the action of asking their RAN3 colleagues about what they meant.
S5-175156- 59 (Ericsson): mirror CRs with the same problem as above.
S5-175209 (Ericsson): Nokia commented that "is not defined" does not describe what the table was meaning and the conclusions of the study. The appropiate wording had to be discussed offline.

S5-175248 (Ericsson): ORANGE asked why from Rel-14 and not from Rel-11. Ericsson commented that the references from Rel-11 to Rel-13 were still correct. Revised to include some editorials.
S5-175249 (Ericsson): agreed.
S5-175250 (Ericsson): revised to address some editorial issues.

S5-175251 (Ericsson): agreed
S5-175252 (Ericsson): agreed

S5-175253 (Ericsson): not pursued, shoud have been withdrawn by Ericsson before.

S5-175254 (Ericsson): ORANGE pointed out some mistakes in the references and titles of references.
S5-175255 and S5-175256: mirror CRs that needed to be corrected as well, so they were revised.
