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1. Introduction

At the RAN2#18 meeting, 15-19 January, it was agreed to continue the e-mail discussion concerning the use of pre- defined/ default configurations. The discussion was intended to address the following areas:

· For which RAB and signalling connection configurations default parameters need to be specified (working assumption included in R2-002460)

· The parameter values for default configurations (working assumption for four configurations included in R2-010113). This mainly concerned the RLC configuration

· More flexible/ optimised pre-defined configuration concept to make it more flexible/ to save information to be broadcast

2. Summary of discussion

The e-mail discussion mainly addressed the topic of RAB and signalling connection configurations.

2.1 RAB and signalling connection configurations
The discussion mainly addressed the topics of the RABs indicated in R2-002460 as FFS, for used within UTRA. There seems agreement that the use of predefined and default configurations for within UTRA requires further study and that it should be possible to handle this within the R5 time frame. The question was raised whether a suitable work item exists where this can be fitted in.

In line with the above there seemed to be general support for removing the corresponding RABs from the list of configurations for which default parameters need to be specified. There was also a comment that agreement of the parameter values for these configurations will require a lot of work outside R2 e.g. within RAN 1. However, T-Mobil commented that these RABs should not be removed from the list because they would be needed to support higher datarates in UMTS for a mulitRAT UE.

Furthermore, in was pointed out that the speech configurations in R2-002460 are not in accordance with the reply from SA4 on our LS (R2-010310) concerning this topic. Moreover, the question was raised how the configurations including multiple AMR modes are to be specified and whether it is feasible to achieve this in the R4 time frame, considering there are no such configurations in TS 34.018.

2.2 Default parameter values
There was a proposal to specify the parameter values for default configurations in a tabular format. The proposal also addressed how to specify values both for FDD and TDD. Finally it was proposed to use one identifier for the pre- defined configurations, covering both FDD and TDD.

2.3 Other remarks
A few other miscellaneous comments were raised

· It was commented that the original terminology for preconfiguration should be maintained and that the terms “soft” and “hard” preconfiguration as used in R2-002460  should be avoided to avoid misalignment with specifications  done by other groups e.g. GERAN 

· The purpose of column "residual BER" in R2-002460 seems unclear and hence it was suggested that this may be removed

3. Conclusion

The main conclusion reached within the e-mail discussion was that the use of predefined and default configurations within UTRA requires further study and that it should be handle within the R5 time frame.

Further discussion is required on the other topics adressed in the e-mail discussion.
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