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5.2.1.1 Status

Input from rapporteur only. E.g. endorsement of latest overall rapporteur CR covering changes agreed so far, open issue list and potential further rapporteur update proposals.

R2-082590  E-UTRA RRC main issues Rapporteur (Samsung)     

-
Noted

R2-082591  Status on review of RRC connection control Rapporteur (Samsung)   
-
Will come back to selected PLMN issue

-
Noted

R2-082587  Miscelaneous clarifications/ corrections Rapporteur (Samsung)     

=>
Additional changes agreed
5.2.1.2 System information broadcast 

Scheduling details (including results of email discussion on scheduling details  [NTT DCM])

System information change notification (including results of email discussion on connected mode system information change notifications [Panasonic])

Scheduling Details

R2-082625  Summary of email discussion on System Information scheduling NTT DoCoMo, Inc. (email rapporteur)      

-
Motorola also okay with alt 4 as proposed in proposal 1,2

-
ZTE, what is the granularity of Y? DoCoMo, not discussed in email but assume it is multiples of 10ms.

-
Samsung is it assumed that all SIs can fit in the repetition period of SI with lowest period. DoCoMo assume that for ETWS case it may not be possible to achieve this.

-
No conclusion from email whether Y fixed or configurable - still open.

Proposal 1:
SI-n (n > 1) should be scheduled for transmission at radio frames SFN mod T = (n-2)*Y.

Proposal 2:
The value of Y is the same as the SI transmission window length, i.e., no gap in between consecutive SI transmission windows.

-
Panasonic in general agree but wonder if some offset needed between SFN boundary and actual SI transmission. DoCoMo worried that delaying the SI can increase the 'dead' time when in case of a system info change in active mode. Motorola clarify that the offset is intended to reduce this time due to the UE reading MIB/SIB1/SIB2 in sequence.
-
Samsung if all info can not fit in the smallest repetition period then this approach ahs a problem. Motorola could be resolved by increasing the shortest repetition period which should be okay for the ETWS special case.

-
DoCoMo do not want to increase the shortest repetition period for the ETWS case. They see some rules can be defined to resolve the case that data can not all fit in shortest repetition period.

Proposal 3:
The transmission timings of SI-1 should be fixed in the specifications to subframe #5 of every even radio frame.

Proposal 4:
For subframe #5 of odd radio frames, transmission of SI-n (n>1) should be allowed.
Proposal 5:
There is no other means (e.g., an indication in PDCCH) necessary to distinguish whether SI-1 or SI-n (n>1) is transmitted on subframe #5. This is implicitly decided from the SFN (even or odd).

-
Ericsson concerned about restriction on 4 transmissions of SI-1. DoCoMo indicated that RAN1 assume typically 3-4 transmissions are needed for reliable reception throughout coverage. Ericsson believe this is unnecessary restriction. Motorola believe the point is to agree a number and fixed schedule, number could be more than 4.

-
Nokia, if concerned about cases where more than 4 are needed then subframe 5 could be reserved for SI-1.

-
DoCoMo, MIB repetition is fixed in spec and see no reason not to fix SIB1 repetition. for SIB1 the coding rate can be selected. Should also remove unnecessary flexibility.
-
Nokia, for CSG it might be desirable that SIB1 is sent every radio frame.

-
Ericsson also believe that the eNB should be allowed to transmit SIB1 and SIBn (n>1) within a single subframe 5. Panasonic not clear the blind decoding of PDCCH can support this. Motorola also believe this would increase the number of blind decodes.
-
Ericsson concerned that it could a significant restriction of 4 transmission of SIB1 turns out not to be enough. Huawei also concerned about fixing. DoCoMo think MCS selection can be used to resolve the concern.

Questions:

-
Do we want to allow un-used subframe5s to be re-used by other SIBs?

-
No (i.e. all subframe 5s are reserved for SIB1):  4
-
Yes (i.e some further mechanism needed): 8

Options to allow reuse of un-used subframe5s

-
SIB1 sent with fixed schedule (e.g. odd radio frame) (allows limited degree of re-use) [6][Wed 8]
-
Indication on PDCCH to distinguish SIB1 from other SIBs (could potentially also allow eNB to send SIB1 + other SIB in a single subframe 5) (allows fully flexible re-use) [4][Wed 6]
=>
Will come back Wed morning to make final decision.
Proposal 6:
Transmission of SI-n (n>1) should be allowed on subframe #0.

Proposal 7:
The SI transmission window should be defined as the absolute length in time (i.e., no omitting of MBSFN subframes, UL subframes and special subframes in TDD).

Agreements

-
Proposals 1 and 2 agreed and are always applied. Two further aspects to discuss more: 1 / offset applied to all the SIs  2/ Anything needed to handle the ETWS case of very large SIBs. 
-
Proposal 6:
Transmission of SI-n (n>1) should be allowed on subframe #0.
-
Proposal 7:
The SI transmission window should be defined as the absolute length in time (i.e., no omitting of MBSFN subframes, UL subframes and special subframes in TDD).

-
SIB1 sent with a fixed schedule (subframe 5 even radio frames). Other SIBs can not be transmitted in subframe 5 of these radio frames.

-
Reply to RAN1 LS to inform them of our decision in R2-082738 (DoCoMo). Also ask them to inform us of the max size of SIB based on these decisions.
-
TP in R2-082740 (DoCoMo). Come back Thur

R2-082740 Text proposal for system information scheduling, DoCoMo

-
SI-n terminology should be removed. Its is clear that any reference to SI message means SI carrying SIB2 and greater.
-
SI-1 message should be replaced by SIB1 message

-
Clarify that only SIBs with same period should mapped into same SI message

-
Samsung maybe some of the details could be better placed in 5.2.3

-
Remove the FFS for soft combining across boundaries - topic for future discussion
Agreements

-
Clarifed decision from R2-082625 that SIB1 sent with a fixed schedule (always sent in subframe 5 even radio frames). Other SIBs can not be transmitted in subframe 5 of these radio frames.
-
Revision taking above points into account in R2-082824 (come back Fri)
R2-082165  Transmission of SI-1 Ericsson 
-
Noted

R2-082235  Offsetting System Information transmission Panasonic 
-
Noted
R2-082255  scheduling of BCCH information ZTE 
-
Following earlier discussion section 2.1 only needs to be discussed
-
Samsung, we agreed consecutive windows following previous discussion. So we have agreed not to have this kind of approach. 
-
Noted

R2-082408  Contents of the scheduling block Ericsson
-
Samsung, Nokia: Don't need to refer to the SI-x (X>1) in the spec.
-
Nokia so we need 80ms peroidicity.

Proposal 1: A scheduling window parameter of 3 bits that is common for all SI messages except SI-1 shall be conveyed in the scheduling block in SIB1.

-
ZTE - yesterday it was discussed that window could be multiples of 10ms, but in this proposal the windows are multiples of 1ms. DoCoMo short windows may not be valid for TDD. Ericsson agreed for TDD the short ones are less useful but can be beneficial for FDD wide bandwidths. Nokia agree with Ericsson. Motorola given frequency of SI reception the very short windows may not give much power consumption benefits.

Proposal 2: Remove the field si-MessageType.
Proposal 3: The periodicity range of SI-messages shall include the values 1280 ms and 2560 ms. 

-

T-Mobile agree with these value ranges but see longer ones useful as well.

-
T-Mobile sees benefit to send SIB2 with 80ms

Proposal 4: SIB2 shall always be present in SI-2.  

Agreements:

-
Window size is a configurable parameter. Values ranges from Ericsson document agreed with FFS (to be confirmed after offline discussion)

-
Remove the field si-MessageType

-
The periodicity range of SI-messages shall include the values 1280 ms and 2560 ms plus at least one longer value (5s). (more than one FFS)

-
SIB2 shall always be present in the first listed SI

-
Text proposal agreed with FFS and extra value for period and clarification re SIB2.

-
Updated TP in R2-082739 (no need to come back)

Late:

R2-082214  system information scheduling HUAWEI    

System Information Change

R2-082232  Email discussion summary of Connected mode system information change notifications Panasonic (Rapporteur) 
-
Ericsson view that the only open item is to define when connected mode UEs check the SC-RNTI. Concerned that alignments may introduce other FFS. Panasonic view that we did not have clear understanding of the connected mode approach.
-
DoCoMo from ETWS perspective if primary notification is sent in paging then there is benefit in alignment to allow connected UEs to receive paging. However ETWS primary notification not yet concluded. Panasonic if we align to paging then ETWS will not result in the issue being re-discussed.

-
Infineon asks if paging indication will always be sent whenever any SIB is changed. If so then a connected mode UE could anyway choose to read paging to determine system information changes. Nokia agree to this understanding as there are no SIBs that are purely for connected mode, so connected mode UE could choose to periodically read SIB, use paging indications, or use SC-RNTI - so Nokia okay to just have first 2 possibilities.
-
DoCoMo - from ETWS perspective, if primary notification is in paging then the periodic re-read of SIB1 is not acceptable.

-
Nokia - we have 3 mechanisms in the spec - does anything need to be changed. Ignoring ETWS then any 3 could be used in connected mode. Depending on ETWS primary notification decision then the approach to be used may be limited.
-
Ericsson for SC-RNTI only open point is to define when it is received by UEs (not when it is sent). Qualcomm if we go with paging in connected it is necessary to define which paging occasions are received.

-
DoCoMo proposal for way forward if to require UEs to receive paging in connected.

-
Ericsson want to avoid wake ups at cycles other than the DRX cycle. Samsung in past we agreed that for connected mode it was acceptable to have an additional wake up.

-
Infineon if ETWS is optional of UE then this may not be the best approach to make a decisions. DoCoMo agree ETWS would be optional for UE.

-
Even though ETWS not mandatory for all UEs, there was a preference from a number of UE manufacturers to have a single approach.
Options for connected mode UEs to detect system info change. Which to use is UE implementation: 

1-
UE can check MIB/SIB1 after each modification period boundary (this is already in spec and network must update value tag appropriately)

2-
UE can receive paging messages in connected mode (paging reception in connected may be mandatory for UEs supporting ETWS to receive primary notification depending on ETWS decisions) (this is already in the spec and network must send appropriate paging in order to reach idle UEs)

3-
UE can received SC-RNTI (this is in spec but locations where to receive are TBD)

3a - SC-RNTI is sent at defined occasions (current status of spec)

3b - UE can check SC-RNTI an defined occasions (first subframe of on duration)

Question?

-
Given 1 and 2 are definitely required in the spec. Only question is whether we keep option 3a or 3b (and complete specification of it)

i/ 
neither 3a nor 3b

-
[10]

ii/ 
3a
-
(No support for 3a)

iii/ 
3b + 3a (3a part just for those UEs without DRX configuration)
- 
[3]

-
T-Mob we should not optimise for ETWS, we should optimise for good packet system
-
Nokia view that SC-RNTI only beneficial to keep in the spec if aligned with DRX wakeups.
-
Ericsson agree that 3a does add much over options 1/2 so only 3b needs to be discussion

-
Motorola not sure how 3b works given large number of UEs in the cell, eNB will have to send SC-RNTI at start of on durations of all UEs, could end up send it in all subframes.
-
DoCoMo possible that UE may choose to not implement 3a+3b and so it would be a waste of resource for eNB to send SC-RNTI. Prefer to eliminate this option.

-
Ericsson believe simplest way forward is just to complete SC-RNTI approach. But could live without 3a+3b but concerned about UE DRX.

-
Infineon feels need to specify UE behaviour if it receive no paging message at all. May be unclear for UE implementation. Question is applicable to idle and connected UEs. 

Agreements

-
Remove the SC-RNTI approach from the specification

-
Needs to be specified that connected mode UEs shall detect system info changes and do so by either options 1+2

-
Whether connected mode UEs shall receive paging for ETWS purposes is separate discussion to be treated later.

-
TP in R2-082741 (Panasonic). Come back Thursday
R2-082741 TP for system information change notification Panasonic
-
Sentence re MIB/SIB1 reading in connected mode to be removed
=>
 Revised text proposal agreed with one change in R2-082835 (no need to come back)
R2-082418  System Information Change Notification for Connected Mode UEs Ericsson 
-
Noted

R2-082525  Comparison of System Information Change Notification Schemes LG Electronics Inc. 

-
Noted     

R2-082549  Considerations on system information change notification Samsung     

-
Following previous discussion only section 2/3 to be treated
Agreement

-
Send LS to RAN1 listing the cases that parallel reception on control channels and unicast data within a single subframe can occur. LS to RAN1 in R2-082742. 

R2-082491  System-Information Change notification procedure Texas Instruments Inc.     

-
Difference between option 2/3 is whether the change indicates system information messages or system information blocks.
-
Samsung, previous agreement is that we have a single bit indicating change to any SIB. Why should we come back on this question? TI would like to avoid reading all SIBs if only SIB2 changes for AC barring.

-
Previous discussion was that system info change is 1 per hour worst case. T-Mobile likely to be much less frequent. DoCoMo could be 1 per 10mins in the rare cases that AC barring is being used but 1 per hour is a reasonable design assumption for RAN2.

=>
Stay with current status. Noted

Other   

R2-082596  Changes to System Information general part & definition of MIB Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks  

-
Samsung why was the same approach not taken to remove SI-1 message (replace with SIB1 message). Nokia agree this is also possible and could be beneficial. Prefer to take to 2 cases separately. Samsung prefer to apply the same approach to SIB1.

-
Nokia if we go for similar approach for SIB1 then will there be a common BCCH message structure for both SIB1 and SI messages, or separate message structures. Samsung preference would be to keep the common BCCH message structure.

Agreements

-
Same approach will be applied to SIB1 (with the common BCCH message structure for SIB1 and SI message kept).

-
SIB1 aspect to be added to the TP in R2-082743. Come back Thur
R2-082743 Changes to System Information general part Nokia, NSN

-
Align terminology to ensure consistency for 'SIB', 'SIB type'

-
Check the sib periodicity

=> Agreed with changes above in R2-082836 (no need to come back)

R2-082553  SIB1 & SIB2 Procedural Descriptions Ericsson, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks   
-
T-Mobile is it clear which SIBs can not be supported by the UE and which are required. Nokia agree this need to be specified.

-
Samsung related proposal in following document. 

-
Samsung don't need procedural text for those IEs where the behaviour is specified elsewhere (e.g. in 36.304). Reference in PDU section is sufficient.

Agreements

-
UE behaviour when required SIBs are not present to be merged into TP R2-082744
R2-082584  System information acquisition requirements Samsung 
-
Nokia think the text could be more general - simply say acquire SIBs that are relevant. Samsung the text proposal is quite general (not as detailed at UTRA)

-
T-Mobile should be clear that cell access is permitted with just SIB2 acquired (UE doesn't need to wait for others). Samsung point out that this is clear.
-
Infineon - does it need to say what UE can/can't do before SIB2 re-acquired after handover. Propose to add FFS to clarify what UE can/can't do before SIB2 re-acquired. Panasonic understand UE can communicate with cell as normal (based on handover message content) and the main purpose of acquiring SIB2 is to get the modification period from SIB2. Motorola agree Panasonic. Infineon - this should be clarified in the spec.

Agreements

-
TP revised, with some rewording of text in 5.2.2.3, in R2-082744 (Come back on Thursday)

-
Discuss offline whether some extra text to clarify that there is no restriction in UE behaviour before SIB2 acquired after handover. 
R2-082744 TP on System information acquisition requirements Samsung

=> Agreed

5.2.1.3 Connection control 

Further details regarding RRC connection & RB establishment/ release ,. Intra-LTE mobility, and related procedures.

(including results from email discussion on definition of establishment cause values [ALU])

Connection Establishment

R2-082400  Summary of email discussion on Establishment cause values Alcatel-Lucent (rapporteur)
R2-082693  Summary of email discussion on Establishment cause values Alcatel-Lucent (rapporteur)

-
Huawei are the Motorola proposed cause values are they for both MO and MT. Motorola causes could be duplicated for MO and MT hence proposal is not to duplicate all for MO and MT (i.e. slightly more for MO than MT).
-
T-Mobile, for Motorola proposal, will mapping of application to cause be specified in 3GPP. Motorola classification would be specified

-
Noted
R2-082393  Proposed way forward on Establishment cause values Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
R2-082692  Proposed way forward on Establishment cause values Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell

-
T-Mobile - how bits are available. 3bits available with current message structure but potential for 1 or 2 more depending on other proposals. 
-
Samsung - need to agree how many bits to take for cause values.

-
T-Mobile also need to understand for which cases the cause in needed very early - can it be deferred to connection setup complete. ALU all the cause is needed for is to decide whether establish radio connection (cause in connection establishment) and establish S1 (cause could be in message 5). T-Mobile possibly emergency call is the only thing really needed in connection request.

-
Number of bits is 3 or 4 (without going to the more complex approach to provide more bits)

To be discussed

•
Attach (after attach UE could in many cases be moved back to idle) - eliminate from further discussion

•
CS Call setup (to avoid using reject with wait time to UEs that wish to fall back) - candidate for further discussion, also depends on SA2 discussion. 

•
AC11, 15 (to distinguish operator calls and used for maintenance purposes, traces, etc) - candidate for further discussion including how to split high priority access into different AC classes.
•
Call re-establishment (re-establish from idle) - eliminate from further discussion
•
Reserved for premium service (premium subscribers) - eliminate from further discussion
•
Further Priotisation of data services based on Immediacy of service (splitting MO data into different service classes) - candidate for further discussion
-
High priority signalling (AC 10-15) (for example emergency attach for SIM-less UE) - eliminate from further discussion as high pirority access can be used for this case also
-
High priority split to high priority AC10 and high priority 11-15

Other proposals to be discussed

2
No support.

5
Proponent no longer proposing this.

8
Reserved MMEC value to indicate 'random number' was used in message 3. Save 1 bit in message 3 but very small increase in collision probability.

Agreements

-
Starting baseline (more may be added to they may be sub divided)


-
High priority access


-
MT access


-
MO signalling


-
MO data

-
Candidates for further discussion


-
Splitting high priority access based on AC class


-
CS call setup for CS fallback (separate for MT?)


-
MO/MT data splitting based on service class

-
Offline discussion of candidates. 
-
Do not indicate in RRC Connection Request whether S-TMSI or random id is sent

-
Offline discussion how to indicate which id was sent in RRC Connection Request (e.g. MMEC value or explicit bit in RRC Connection Setup complete)

-
TP in R2-082745 (Motorola). 

-
LS CT1 in R2-082746 (Motorola) may be sent pending outcome of offline discussion
-
Come back Thursday for update offline discussion

Update after Thursday:

-
Emergency call

-
High priority access AC 11-15

-
MT access

-
MO signalling

-
MO data

-
3 spares

Agreements

-
Updates list of cause values agreed

-
Will be included by rapporteur

-
Come back Fri on TP in R2-082745
R2-082169  IE “Wait time” in RRC CONNECTION REJECT Ericsson   
-
T-Mobile - if UE is immediately rejected to idle, will NAS immediately try again. Ericsson possibly depending on NAS.
-
Motorola - why it necessary for UE actions on transition to idle to be performed as UE has not entered connected.

-
ALU - NAS will assume that current attempt has failed and retry will be based on NAS retry timer. Service request does not have retry timer and so retry from NAS could be immediate. So RRC Connection Reject with immediate push to idle only useful for non service request cases.

-
Infineon what are we trying to solve. 
-
T-Mobile, TI - redirection may be the procedure to use in the cases where eNB is heavily congested.

-
T-Mobile - likely we will need something like wait time in redirection. We need to see complete procedure. May be useful to have redirection to a different frequency in the RRC Connection Reject.

=>
Noted. Further discussion of the reject/redirection concept for future meeting.

R2-082175  Contents of the RRC Connection Setup Complete Ericsson, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks     
-
ALU why does mandatory inclusion of selected PLMN allow the sharing operators to each use full S-TMSI space. S-TMSI space anyway needs to be partitioned for paging.
-
ALU clarified that MNC/MCC were included as MME pools can span operators.

-
ALU for service request (access in a registered TA) the selected PLMN id is not necessary. Only needed for accesses in a non registered TA.

-
Ericsson - RAN3 has decided that selected PLMN id is always included over S1. ALU - this is not a RAN3 decision, they should follow us.

-
Samsung not included PLMN id only saves 2 bits in the service request case. ALU motivation is not to save bits but that the information is not needed by the to select the MME

Proposal 2: the IE selected PLMN Identity should be always included in the RRC Connection Setup Complete message. 
-
ALU message 5 is size critical also for the service request case. Qualcomm but it is less critical than message 3.

-
T-Mobile support always including it

-
Motorola in general only include when it is really needed

-
Samsung should only do these enhancements when there is a clear need

-
ALU no increase in complexity as the condition for inclusion is the same condition as inclusion of MMEI. The cases where MMEI needs to be present are TAU/Attach and less size critical that service request case.
-
Rule for inclusion of MMEI and selected PLMN is the same so they can be grouped together
Agreements

-
Proposal 1: the IE selected PLMN Identity should use the index of the PLMN ID broadcast in system information for the coding
-
Further offline discussion on inclusion of selected PLMN id. Comeback Thursday
-
Wait for input from SA2 regarding GUMMEI vs MMEI

-
Revised TP in R2-082747. Comeback on Thursday

-
Revised again in R2-082822. 

R2-082822  Content of RRC connection setup complete
-
Editor's note under table can be removed

=> Agreed with removal of editor's note in R2-082837 (no need to come back)
R2-082179  Extension marker for RRC Connection Request and RRC Connection Reestablishment Request Ericsson     

-
Samsung - how can we ensure that that spare bits are still useable in future release? E.g. define a reserved IE to pad the message to 48bits.
-
Samsung - do you propose to keep the critical extension possibility. Ericson yes to keep critical extension.

Agreements

-
Agreed with inclusion of spare bits to pad message up to 48bits. With bits defined to be 0 in release 8.

-
Revised TP in R2-082748. No need to come back

Access control

R2-082593  Separate access barring control for location registration (TAU/ Attach) attempts NEC 

-
Motorola access barring of TAUs delays the registration and so causes UE to be un-pageable for some time. DoCoMo not concerned by delay as it is only a problem if UE is paged during this short delay period.

-
Motorola why do UEs entering LTE coverage perform the tracking areas update simultaneously? Motorola think the TAU will be spread based on the time when they detect LTE coverage.

-
NSN why does the fact that it is supported in UMTS make it not complex? NEC if it was acceptable for UMTS then should be ok for LTE.

R2-082626  TAU barring – to save residents from the 'match-day' problem NTT DoCoMo, Inc.    
-
DoCoMo see the AC barring as an autonomous mechanism that reacts to current situation. Multi TA is a static approach that does not react dynamically to current load situation.
-
DoCoMo approach is aimed at both user going in and out of the TA with the stadium

R2-082627  TAU barring – to save survivors of a natural disaster NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
-
DoCoMo may want to block all normal MO calls but want to allow MT calls (including those to normal users and high priority users). To allow MT calls the TAU signalling is needed.
-
Motorola - why would different access probability factors be needed for the 2 cases. DoCoMo want to allow TAUs but just using residual resources (so different access probability needed)

-
ALU could paging with IMSI be used to allow MT calls. DoCoMo this would increase paging load.

-
Panasonic, T-Mobile, NEC, DoCoMo, Qualcomm, CATT support separate AC barring control TAU signalling and normal traffic
-
Nokia NSN, Huawei, Ericsson feel it is not necessary

Proposal from DoCoMo/T-Mobile is separate access probability and barring time for TAU

-
Motorola think sufficient to have single set of parameters with indication if it applies to TAU. normal traffic, both. DoCoMo think 2 use cases can not be solved with this approach. NSN agree Motorola approach sufficient.

-
DoCoMo in match day scenario might want to block TAU by 50% but MO calls by 20%.

Agreements
-
Agreed principle to have independent AC barring control for TAU signalling and normal traffic

-
Detail proposal (i.e. 2 sets of AC parameters or 1 set and bits to indicate TAU/normal traffic/both) to be discussed offline. Come back Thursday
Update on Thursday:

-
No clear agreement after offline

=> Come back for further update Fri

R2-082607  Proposal for staggered TAU Motorola 

-
DoCoMo do they solve the problems presented in previous 2 papers. DoCoMo does this impact cell reselection. Response Normal cell reselection.
-
T-Mobile does UE artificially perform reselection to do a TAU. 

-
Motorola UE pre-registers before the UE enters a TA where registration must be performed. 

-
T-Mobile similar approach been proposed before 18 months ago and concluded not to go this way.

-
Huawei the random access backoff can be used to spread the load for this case. DoCoMo this backoff will affect all UEs in cell (not UE specific)

=>
Noted

R2-082628  Access class barring enhancements NTT DoCoMo, T-Mobile     
Proposal 1:
Removal of the IE “accessBarringForTerminatingCalls” should be considered. If the IE is removed, the UE should be mandated to always respond to paging, irrespective of the access barring status.

Proposal 2:
CT1 should be consulted whether Proposal 1 is acceptable.
-
LS from earlier in the week already asking the question whether paging discard is possible solution.

-
DoCoMo question is whether paging discard solution is always sufficient, or whether AC barring is still needed in some cases.

Proposal 5:
A set of access control parameters should be configurable per sharing PLMN.
-
ALU for core network overload AC barring is not a good approach due to MME pool concept. DoCoMo is sufficient balancing between MMEs in pool the all could be loaded at same time and AC barring can be applied.

-
Qualcomm concerned about overhead in SIB2 with this approach. NSN shares concern, this is reason for proposing to optimise the signalling for the TAU control.

-
Panasonic why can't RRC Connection Reject/Release be used for the MME overload cases. T-Mobile the rejecting itself has some radio interface load. ALU think reject sufficient for MME overload case.

-
DoCoMo this is supported in UMTS and overhead is only introduced when barring is being applied for a PLMN. 

=> Noted. Can come back in future meeting is further support.

Agreements

-
Proposal 1:
Removal of the IE “accessBarringForTerminatingCalls”. UE ignore access class barring status for MT calls.

-
In Nokia LS we inform CT1 of this decision and inform them that it relies on MME discarding pages.

-
TP for outcome of this paper plus TAU access control in R2-082749 Comeback
 R2-082749Text proposal for access class barring DoCoMo

=>
Agreed

R2-082603  Proposal for overload control Motorola      

-
ALU - how do the lower layers know the QoS of the service. Motorola UE will know internally the service being requested. Nokia for USB modem this may not be known.
-
T-Mobile goes beyond the intent of AC barring.

=>
Noted.

RRC Connection Re-establishment

R2-082273  Cell reselection during RRC connection re-establishment Qualcomm Europe     

-
Question if for RRC connection re-establishment (both caused by HO failure and RLF)
-
Motorola why would we talk about reselection in connected mode, and also for inter-freq and inter-RAT reselection would need gaps. Qualcomm not proposing reselection in connected mode but current spec mentions reselection in this case.

-
Inter-digital some clarification is needed. 

-
Samsung discussed earlier in the week whether we want re-establishment attempts in more than one cell.

-
T-Mobile what is length of T311? DoCoMo/T-Mobile 10-30s 

-
DoCoMo/T-Mobile - UE should do reselection and be able to try in multiple cells.

-
DoCoMo/T-Mobile important thing is that the recovery does not need user intervention but could be via NAS signalling.

-
Samsung likelihood of successful re-establishment decreases as the UE makes several attempts.

How does UE determine that it can no longer access current cell?

-
use cell reselection evaluation (as it would do in idle, including cell selection is cell become not suitable)

-
wait until current cell S<0 and then do another cell selection

-
nothing specified

What does UE do when it can no longer access current cell and has changed to another cell

-
attempt re-establishment on different cell 

-
enter idle 

Proposed way forward

-
UE does re-establish attempt on first selected cell until T311 expiry or cell become not suitable

-
If cell becomes not suitable UE (S<0) then UE enters idle (starts normal (re-)selection)

-
Re-connection is via NAS (assume to be invisible to user)

-
Qualcomm this behaviour is very difficult to test. UE could do multiple cell selections or reselection and would not be seen. 

-
Nokia important thing is that UE does cell selection. Anything more could be implementation. 
Agreement

-
Proposed way forward agreed as starting point. Offline discussion decide how much UE implementation flexibility is allowed and to formulate this in the spec. 

-
TP in R2-082750 (Qualcomm)
-
Liaison to CT1 regarding the re-establishment from NAS (e.g. relying on normal service request procedure or something extra needed). LS to CT1 in R2-082751 (DoCoMo)
R2-082750 Eliminating cell reselection during RRC connection re-establishment 
=> Agreed

R2-082219  Cell selection after HO failure in target cell HUAWEI    
-
ZTE stored information is UE implementation. Do we need to specify more.
-
Motorola don't see a strong need for this.

-
Nokia agree Moto and ZTE and can be left to implementation. Already have text that E-UTRA is prioritised. TI also agree

-
T-Mobile it does not add anything.

-
Huawei do we need text to indicate that that this is relevant for connected mode. 
-
Requirements should be in 36.331 and should be clear that cell has to be suitable. People check offline 

=>
Noted

Security 
R2-082392  Need for Key Sequence indicator during security configuration Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell     

-
Can not take decision at this time until more info received from SA2/3 regarding KSI for EPS and 3G/2G.

=>
Noted

RRC Connection Reconfiguration

R2-082140  Text Proposal to clarify the usage of RadioResouceConfiguration Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation  
-
Ericsson prefer to leave C-RNTI optional at moment. Will be reviewed again following process started earlier in week
-
Previous agreement was to not specify error handling for all the error cases. Nokia it is actually difficult to know from current spec which are the normal success cases.
-
Samsung specify some conditions for the network for these cases instead of UE error behaviour.

Agreements

-
Offline discussion for next meeting needed for how to capture requirements such as what has to be included in handover command. 
-
Offline discussion to conclude which parts of the TP are still needed. Revision of TP R2-082752. Comeback Fri
Handover

R2-082161  Clarifications/Corrections on Handover Procedure ASUSTeK 
-
Motorola for issue 5/6 is it really necessary to specify the order. TI agree it can be implementation. Infineon think the current text is clearly wrong. Motorola agree think must happen in a certain order but do inter-layer interaction need to be specified.

Proposal 1. To remove the redundancy, it is proposed that the individual radio resource configuration procedure is performed only if the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message does not include the mobilityControlInformation.

-
Ericsson why is radioResourceConfiguration referenced from handover section and not from higher level RRCConnection Reconfiguration section?
=>
Offline discussion

Proposal 2. It is proposed to perform C-RNTI update before the handover procedure.

-
Qualcomm does the text 'set C-RNTI' mean that UE starts to use this new value in MAC or just and RRC variable? ASUSTeK it should be both RRC variable and start MAC. Qualcomm what happens in handover failure? 

-
TI still need to specify which parts of source configuration are restored at handover failure. 

=> Agreed (other issues raised can be addressed in future contributions)

Proposal 3. It is proposed that RRC submits the RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message to lower layers for transmission right after it requests MAC to perform the random access procedure.

=> Covered by discussion on Monday

Proposal 4. It is proposed that for successful case the RRC Connection Reconfiguration procedure ends when all the invoked procedures are completed.

=> Agreed
Proposal 5. It is proposed that the security and radio resource reconfiguration is performed before initiating the random access procedure.

=> Covered by rapporteur CR

Proposal 6. It is proposed that the security and radio resource reconfiguration is performed before initiating the random access procedure. And lower layers re-establishment/reset should be performed after handover occurrence indication to PDCP.

-
Infineon has alternative proposal in user plane session

-
Ericsson the reference to inter-eNB handover in RLC is removed. Hence indication from higher layers is needed to perform the re-estabslishment.

-
Infineon better model would be to indicate handover to PDCP and then have PDCP to reset lower layers. Motorola - does SRB1 have to be handled differently from DRBs?

-
Motorola previously for security start we did not go into detail on the RRC/PDCP interaction.

=> Comeback on Friday which is the most appropriate way of describing the behaviour.

Agreements

-
Proposals 2/4 agreed. Revised TP including these elements in R2-082753 (come back)
-
Comeback on Friday which is the most appropriate way of describing the behaviour for proposal 6.

R2-082753  TP of Clarifications/Corrections on Handover Procedure
=> Agreed
=> Editorial to be handled by rapportuer - duplicated 'if received' to be removed
R2-082233  Timer handling issues for handover and radio link failure Panasonic  
Proposal 1: It should be possible to define different T304 value for blind handover and non-blind handover

-
Motorola how does the proposal impact the spec. Panasonic: 2 timer values would be given to the UE and some requirements which timer to use.

-
RAN4 not aligned to are decision re system info reading at handover

-
ZTE would there be just one timer and eNB just selects an appropriate value depending on whether handover is blind or not. eNB implementation issue. Panasonic assume that the timer values are system information.

-
T-Mobile think blind handover will only be used when performance will be close to non blind handover (i.e. handover only to cells known to be good)

-
Ericsson assume T304 will be in dedicated message (i.e. in the handover message). Then eNB implementation to set the timer. Nokia agree.
-
Qualcomm - only source handover know if handover is blind. So some X2 signalling would be needed to allow the eNB implementation.

=>
Noted

=> More general discussion about location of T304 and other timer values is needed 

Proposal 2: RAN2 should discuss if T304 is used to control the end time of a dedicated preamble

-
ZTE depends whether T304 comes from source or target cell. Maybe not possible to do this if T304 comes from source cell. Panasonic as T304 stops the random access it would be a simple approach to stopping dedicated preamble

-
NEC think specifying end time by timer in UE is not possible. Nokia understand the dedicated preamble is based on max number of preambles

=>
Come back Friday as discussion involved user plane as well

Proposal 3: RAN2 should check current RAN2 understanding on "out-of-sync" indication (i.e. counter in RRC is needed or not and the counter is within L1 or not)

-
Panasonic understand that L1 does some counting so upper layers just have one out of sync and then one in sync when it recovers.

-
Samsung whether we want to start the counting before/after T304 expiry may have some impact. 

-
Decision from last meeting was to start radio link failure monitoring was after successful handover. Panasonic think this was just starting T310 but counting may be done before.

-
TI think that RAN1 LS seems to indicate that L1 will provide single in/out indication.

=> Noted. People are invited discussion offline involving RAN1 colleagues. Revisit in a future meeting. 

Agreements:

-
Come back Friday as discussion involved user plane as well

R2-082391  Change of RLC mode during handover Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
-
Motorola think this restriction is not in stage 2. Could there be use case where eNB wants to change to UM because radio conditions are good (UM still has HARQ). Prefer to leave flexible for the eNB
-
T-Mobile are we going to have a 25.993 style document. Useful to have this clarification.

-
Qualcomm hope we don't have to support RLC mode change. 

-
ALU though this was common understand as PDCP behaviour relies on RLC mode.

-
DoCoMo/T-Mobile don't see a use case. Ericsson agree but spec is not clear.

-
Samsung agree to restriction in Note until a better way to capture info it found. It should not just be related to handover.

-
Motorola issue need to be discussed with SA2. Assume the target should have freedom to configure the bearer as it sees fit. Should not be restricted based on what the target decided.

-
T-Mobile basic question is whether eNB has flexibility to decide mapping of EPS bearers to DRB (RLC mode) or whether it is specified in a spec of TR. If specified then the mode change should not occur.

Agreements

-
Come back Friday as discussion involved user plane as well.
R2-082478  Reading SIB2 of target cell Motorola 
-
Panasonic there is also text in 5.4.2.3 that would need to be aligned.
-
Ericsson think the semiStaticCommonChannelInfo should be OC instead of mandatory
-
Samsung it was optional for the system information change case.

Agreements

-
 Agreed with additional change in 5.4.2.3 and parameter changed to OC instead of mandatory

-
Revised TP in R2-082754. Come back Thurs

R2-082754 Reading SIB2 of target cell Motorola

-

Motorola asked if SemiStaticCommonChannelConfig should be mandatory. TI agree.

-
Ericsson think very likely that parameters in adjacent cells will e the same

=> Agreed
RRC Connection Release

R2-082168  RRC connection release timer Ericsson  
-
T-Mobile wonder whether configurable timer is needed or whether it can be fixed. Ericsson issue is how long the UE takes to go to idle
-
ALU does not help to ensure the synchronisation of the UE and eNB releasing the connection. Sufficient to fix in the spec.

-
Vodafone agree

-
Panasonic assume a fixed value but wonder whether zero is needed for some cases.
-
DoCoMo in case of redirection maybe the UE should not wait long time in source cell to send the response. 

-
Motorola think flexibility is not needed

-
Ericsson do people have a view what the fixed value should be. Is 120ms ok? ALU 120ms is overkill.

-
T-Mobile think the UE can go to idle immediately it has sent the ACK.

-
Ericsson. Should allow for a high number of HARQ retransmissions of the RLC status PDU. Timer for TDD would have to be a bit longer than FDD.

-
Could have different values for FDD/TDD. 

Agreements

-
Fixed value for the timer. Value remains FFS.
UE capability exchange

R2-082177  Minor issues for UE Capability Enquiry Ericsson, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks 
-
Agreed
Moved:

R2-082317  TTI bundling Configuration CATT     

-
moved to agenda 4.4.2
R2-082565  RRC initializes and re configures PDCP Motorola     

-
moved to agenda 4.4.5

Late:

R2-082234  Some issues on connection control Panasonic    

R2-082608  Proposal for establishment cause values Motorola      

R2-082617  Clarification on handover failure recovery process LG Electronics Inc.      

5.2.1.4 Measurements

Details of event triggering conditions, criteria to stop reporting, etc. Need for any non-mobility measurements? UE speed detection based on handover counting- parameters same as idle, reporting configuration parameters are affected by UE speed, is scaling used (align to IDLE?) ?

Measurement configuration:

R2-082171  LTE measurement control: Simultaneous reporting of RSRP and RSRQ Ericsson  
-
Nokia RSRQ not relevant to relative events such as A3 used for intra-frequency. It should be capture in the spec in some way. Ericsson not sure if anything need to be added. Some text in procedure could be a way forward.
-
Trigger quantity could moved so only included once instead of once per event.

-
Would separate filter coefficient value be needed for the 2 quantities? Ericsson would prefer to introduce a separate one, but not essential. Nokia leave one for now and consider whether second is needed

-
Samsung does this mean that reporting quantity and trigger quantity are independent. Ericsson in theory possible but not likely to be used, the combined report is the most likely to be used.

-
Nokia we have 6 combination of trigger and report quantity. Are they all needed. Could just report trigger quantity only or both. DoCoMo would be happy to reduce the combinations as suggested.

Agreements

-
Proposal agree with trigger quantity included once in the ReportingConfig instead of repeated 5 times.

-
Combination to be limited to avoid the 'trigger on one and report on' other cases.

-

Offline discuss if anything needs to be added re A3 intra-freq.

-
Revised TP in R2-0802755 (come back Fri)
R2-082173  LTE measurement control: Description of L3 filtering in 36.331 Ericsson, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks  

-
Samsung should we store the configuration in the variable. Also the more bullet style might be better

-
Motorola what would the value range be for k. Ericsson assume the same value range as for UTRA

Agreements

-
Agreed. Some revisions to improve the style of the text can be seen next time.

R2-082322  Measurement related actions upon inter-frequency handover Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson 
-
Ericsson problem is that frequency offset may not be valid after the frequency becomes a intra-frequency. NSN the proposal is not related to the CIO.
-
More offline discussion needed on the frequency offset/CIO part 

-
Samsung TP implies only a single event is affected but it could be multiple

Agreement

-
Offline discussion to clarify offset part

-
Text to be revised to make it clear that multiple measurement ids may need to be updated

-
Revised TP in R2-082756 (come back Fri)

R2-082318  Placement of the Measurement identities IEs CATT     
-
Samsung we agreed not to specify UE bahaviour for invalid network cases. So main point is whether case 2 is valid or not. If we make assumption that eNB does not do explicit deletion of meas id in this case then nothing needs to be changed (i.e. it can always rely in implicit deletion)
-
Ericsson we need to decide how many meas ids we have.
-
DoCoMo think the proposal makes sense.

=>
Agreed

R2-082236  Need for other measurement types and additional measurement scheme Panasonic, Fujitsu     

R2-082735  Need for other measurement types and additional measurement scheme Panasonic, Fujitsu, DoCoMo, NEC

Proposal 1: Measurement types other than intra-/inter-frequency and inter-RAT measurement should not be supported in RRC for Release 8

-
Interdigital do the proposals exclude reporting of mobility state to the eNB

Proposal 2: Additional Measurement scheme should not be supported in Release 8 
-
Ericsson agree the text proposal but the proposal in the conclusion can not be agreed (too strong)
-
Motorola agree with both proposals.

Agreements

-
Text proposal is agreed.

Events:

R2-082174  LTE measurement control: Additional measurement reporting events Ericsson     

-
T-Mobile does it really make sense to add more. We should consider whether the ones we have are absolutely necessary.

-
Qualcomm event triggered periodic can achieve similar results.

-
DoCoMo agree with above comments. Also they would only be appropriate if they could apply to specific cells.

-
Nokia agree.
=>
Noted

R2-082427  Cell specific time-to-trigger Nortel     

-
T-Mobile see some potential benefit in cell specific time to trigger

-
DoCoMo don't see benefits. Would the same cell specific timer to trigger apply to all events? Cell specific scaling might be more appropriate.

-
Nokia would like more justification before adding the feature. Nortel justification is very similar to that for introduction of CIO.

-
Qualcomm consider cell specific timer to trigger is much more complex than CIO.

-
DoCoMo think CIO use case is quite different. It is to balance UL/DL coverage.

-
VF do not see benefit
=> Noted

R2-082621  Corrections to measurements and associated ASN.1 Motorola
-
Samsung the terminology can be improved as we do not have listed cells for GERAN.
-
Qualcomm is detected cell reporting precluded. (i.e. may not be required but may be possible)
-
Motorola for cdma2000 only the frequency is provided, not the cells, so cdma2000 uses detected cells.

-
Ericsson do we have the mechanism to allow reporting of detected cells? 

-
Samsung understands that the implication of not having a black list is that the UE can report on detected cells.

-
Nokia it is clear that we don't have black lists. Therefore the concept of the white list is that is only allows UE to report cells within that list. T-Mobile has same understanding.
-
Ericsson, DoCoMo, T-Mobile, would like to support the UE reporting detected cells configurable under network control. 

-
DoCoMo could even consider detected cells for normal mobility depending on RAN4 performance.
-
T-Mobile why not include BSICs for GERAN?

Agreements

-
Confirm understanding that UE does not report cells outside the UTRA whitelist (TP aligned to this)
-
Whether to add configuration option to permit reporting of detected UTRA cells (e.g. for SON) would need future input.
-
GERAN wording needs to be clarified e.g. use terminology 'GERAN listed frequencies'.

-
Revised TP for points 1-4 with clarification for GERAN in RP-072757 (comeback)
R2-082323  Procedural text for measurement events Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson     

R2-082574  Introducing procedure specification for triggering of events other than A3 Samsung     

Agreements:
-
Common measurement reporting text and then just describe the entry/leaving conditions and any other differences on an event level

-
Offsets and some other small correction to be merged into revision of Samsung TP in R2-082821 (comeback Friday)

Reports

R2-082324  Measurement reporting Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
-
Interdigital there is a bigger issue about multiple trigger events. 

-
Nokia have looked into the details about what 'triggered at same time' means.

-
Interdigital if we agree to first proposal we will need an FFS on the details.

-
Samsung event triggering says 'if one or more cells triggered the event' so this seems to be already captured. Nokia to check if the current text is sufficient.

-
DoCoMo not yet ready to agree. They would like to have other measurement types in a single report (e.g. by including several measurement ids and corresponding cell measurements in a single report). Assume UE would only report cells for which there is a configured measurement id. Preference is to report all cells for which time to trigger is running.

=> Noted. Needs more consideration what level of combining of different measurement type, event, etc into a single report
Gap Control

R2-082240  Number of Measurement Gap Sequence Panasonic
-
Panasonic is that one measure gap sequence can be used for one type

-
Nokia this is a RAN4 discussion. RAN4 assumption so far is that a gap sequence is general purpose and can be used for difference measurement types.

-
Panasonic understand RAN4 requirements are based on single frequency that the UE has been configured to measure on, but assumption is that typically network may configure more.

=>
Noted. Discussion should continue in RAN4

R2-082172  Procedural text for Measurement gap configuration in TS 36.331 Ericsson, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
-
T-Mobile, why are gaps de-activated? This was the previous decision on this point
-
Nokia explains a difference between storage and activation. So it is possible for gap pattern to be stored but not .

-
Preferable to send index every time the pattern is activated.
-
Nokia it can be difficult to synchronise the gap pattern after a handover Panasonic agree that synchronisation problems can occur at handover (as 120ms not a factor of SFN cycle). May be solutions to solve this.
-
TI is it likely that after a handover that gap pattern will need to continue

-
Previous agreements were that gaps and inter-f/r measurements stopped at inter-freq handover unless configuration for the measurements/gap is included in the handover.

Agreements:

-
Agree that index is sent when a gap pattern is activated (no need to store when it is not active)

-
Offline discussion on other parts of TP. Revision in R2-082825. Come back Fri
CSG

R2-082526  Measurements on CSG cells LG Electronics Inc.     

-
Noted
Moved

R2-082426  UE Measurement Bandwidth for Intra/Inter Frequency Measurements NEC     

-
Moved to agenda 4.8
5.2.1.5 Inter-RAT Mobility

Issues affecting 36.331, both for mobility from and handover to E-UTRA e.g. how to specify NACC, further details regarding message contents and associated procedures. Redirection to UTRAN/GERAN CS domain. 

(including results from email discussion on CS fallback [NTT DCM])

NACC

R2-082126  Network assisted cell change Ericsson     

CS fall back

R2-082630  Summary of email discussion on CS fallback NTT DoCoMo, Inc. (email rapporteur)   

R2-082211  Performance of CS fallback HUAWEI     

R2-082212  Latency reduction for CS fallback HUAWEI     

R2-082213  Improvements for CS fallback HUAWEI   
R2-082420  CS Fall back in E-UTRAN Ericsson     

R2-082423  Fast CS service redirection for LTE NEC     

R2-082492  RRC Enhancements to support CS fallback for MT calls Texas Instruments Inc.     

3GPP2 interworking
R2-082399  Prioritisation of the CDMA Handover Request messages and transfer of ME-ID Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Motorola, Nortel, Verizon  
-
Clarified this is the only message of high priority for cdma2000.

=> Agreed
R2-082410  Release with re-direction Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nortel, Verizon     
-
T-Mobile would like to clarify that redirection is to idle state. Editor's note and 'nameless' arrows can be removed. Ericsson prefer to keep the arrows.

Agreements
-
TP to be revised including clarification that redirection is to idle

-
Offline discuss whether to keep arrows.

-
Revised TP in R2-082826 (no need to come back)

R2-082462  Additional tunneled attributes to support LTE to CDMA 1xRTT inter-working Nortel, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Verizon 
-
Noted   
R2-082527  CDMA 1xRTT RAND over RRC Nortel, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Verizon     

=>
Agreed

R2-082541  Reception of SystemInformationBlockType8 Motorola, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nortel, Verizon 
-
Additional text to be removed as well as in the PDU
=> Agreed with additional text removed in R2-082827 (no need to come back)

R2-082528  Mobility from E-UTRAN to HRPD prior to pre-registration completion Nortel, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Verizon Wireless    
=> Agreed

R2-082530  CDMA System Time parameter when LTE time is in sync with CDMA time Nortel, Alcatel-Lucent, Verizon     
-
NSN does any UE behaviour need to be specified. Nortel have not identified any need for this. NSN 'forward to CDMA upper layer' could be sufficient. Motorola clarifies that such text is already present.

=>
Agreed

R2-082542  Transmission of LC_STATE in E-UTRAN Motorola, Alcatel-Lucent, Nortel, Verizon 
-
Samsung is the annex necessary or can information be obtained from the reference. Motorola think reference is sufficient and annex is not needed. NSN think it is useful or the reference is more specific.

-
Motorola long code state generation is eNB implementation
=>
Revised TP without Annex and with more specific reference agreed in R2-082828 (no need to come back)

5.2.1.6 Other

E.g. issues related to NAS information transfer, general failure handling, need for normative section on UE actions in and upon change of state, UE capability,….

NAS message transfer

R2-082395  NAS-AS interaction Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell  
Agreements
-
TP for RRC agreed

-
For stage 2 CR to 36.300 in R2-082828 (come back Fri)

R2-082413  Proposed way forward with NAS / RRC / S1-AP inter-actions Ericsson     

-
ALU aligned with ALU view apart from multiple bearer assignment. SA2/CT1 decision whether one bearer failure is rejected by eNB should the eNB continue to deliver the NAS message which relates to all the EPS bearer.
-
Qualcomm say CT1 still to discuss whether multiple EPS bearers will be in one message or separate messages

-
ALU only impact on our spec is to indicate to higher layers when a bearer is release. Samsung indicate this is already captured. Qualcomm indicates that at idle mode transition the AS specs indicate that bearers are released which would imply EPS bearer release.

-
ALU implication we have 2 types of bearer release - release at idle transition and release via explicit release signalling.

Agreement

-
LS to CT1 to ask them about the case of multiple EPS bearers. R2-082839 (Ericsson)
-
Spec will need to clarify the 2 types of release. Current spec to be checked and if necessary TP can be seen at next meeting.

R2-082390  Handling of DL NAS messages during Re-establishment Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell     

Other

R2-082180  General aspects on the RRC message transfer syntax Ericsson     

R2-082397  Reporting Serving Cellid to higher layers Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell     

R2-082417  Removal of unnecessary Editor's notes Ericsson     

R2-082419  Performance requirements of RRC procedures Ericsson     

R2-082421  Mechanism to perform Tracking Area Update (TAU) in RRC Connected state Ericsson     

R2-082428  Unprotected RRC messages Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks   
Late:  

R2-082209  Interaction between Redirection and UE default and specific priorities HUAWEI    

5.2.1.7  PDU contents details

Inputs regarding general message/SIB contents and information structure (e.g. parameters and their placement) should be submitted under this agenda item, with the exception of L12 configuration aspects (see 4.4).
R2-082128  Conversion of clause 10 tabular into ASN.1 Ericsson     

R2-082176  Introduction of the syntax for some IEs Ericsson     

R2-082396  Use of transaction identifier Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell     

R2-082471  Optimisation of the GERAN neighbour cell list Ericsson     

R2-082482  UE capability value ranges Motorola     

R2-082581  Contents of SIB type 3 & 4 Samsung     

R2-082621  Corrections to measurements and associated ASN.1 Motorola      
R2-082178  Frequency granularity of the inter-RAT cell reselection prioritities Ericsson     

5.2.1.8  Methodology

Methodology issues e.g. related to new tabular/ ASN.1 format, protocol extension mechanism. 
R2-082472  Proposed update of 36.331, Annex A: Guidelines on use of ASN.1 Ericsson     

R2-082600  Review of protocol extension proposals Samsung     

Late:

R2-082594  Review of protocol extension proposals Samsung      

5.2.2
Cell selection & re-selection (36.304)

5.2.2.1 Status

Input from rapporteur only. E.g. open issue list, potential rapporteur update proposals

(including results of email discussion on untreated R2#61bis contributions)
R2-082556  Summary of 36.304 TP email discussion Rapporteur (Nokia Corporation)     

-
5.2.4.5 

=>
Agreed
R2-082555  Summary of reselection papers email discussion Rapporteur (Nokia Corporation)  
Section 2
-
T-Mobile indicated the requirement is clear, as in UMTS

-
Qualcomm think the email discussion showed some alternative implementations in UMTS

-
T-Mobile happy with UMTS approach that leave flexibility for optimisation of power consumption, etc

=> Nothing extra needed in the spec

Section 4.1

=> Proposed rewording agreed

Section 4.2

=> TP in section 4.2 agreed

Section 5

=>
 Proposed rewording agreed

Agreements

-
Agreements above and from tdoc R2-082556 to be included in CR 0004 in R2-082830 (come back Fri)

-
Coordinate regarding the CR on the priorities from earlier in the week

R2-082554  Summary of paging paper email discussion Rapporteur (Nokia Corporation)  

-
Motorola not convinced by the assumption about the distribution of user across the DRX cycle lengths.
-
Nokia the problem depends on how much the UE specific DRX is used. If used a lot then the problem can occur. 

-
DoCoMo increasing N is not a good solution. Previously it was agreed that paging traffic should be equally distributed even in the case of UE specific DRX cycle.

-
Qualcomm support the proposal. CATT also support

-
CATT spare value should be added. Nokia Nb should have spare values. Spare values not useable in system information.

-
ZTE nB could be defined separately from T

Agreements

-
Principle agreed

-
nB value range to be increased to 8 values

-    To be merged into revision of paging CR on 36.304
-
RRC TP with the increased value range agreed

5.2.2.2 Technically endorsed CR’s from last meeting

Technically endorsed CR’s shall be submitted here for technical approval.

R2-082557  Paging subframe allocation Rapporteur (Nokia Corporation)  
-
FDD paging occasion for 1 per frame to be checked

-
Need to discuss handling of emergency calls in release 8 spec. Future discussion
Agreements

-
Revision also including part from R2-082554 in CR 0003 R2-082831 (come back tomorrow)

5.2.2.3 Cell reselection

Measurement rules – Any updates needed? AOB -  Details of parameters to be signalled (e.g. Thresh values signalled as delta to Qrxlevmin?). Does Qrxlevmin need to be provided for UTRA and E-UTRA frequencies? Contributions related to UMTS->LTE should be submitted under 4.9/UMTS session.

R2-082170  PLMN selection ping-pong control Ericsson 
-
T-Mobile prefer identical wording in 36.304 to UMTS 25.304

-
Nokia agree the functionality is needed. But is a separate parameter needed.

Agreements

-
Agreed with revised wording in CR 0005 in R2-082823 (no need to come back)

-
RRC TP is agreed.

R2-082208  Cell reselection to an equal priority layer HUAWEI  
-
T-Mobile assume ranking is only of equal priority frequencies (lower ones not considered)

-
Nokia we should try to understand the use case for equal priority E-UTRA frequencies and then conclude the best behaviour.

Proposal 1: Define separated measurement parameters (i.e. Snonintrasearch_equal and Snonintrasearch_lower), for equal and lower priority layers.
Proposal 2: Set a threshold (i.e. Threshx,equal) for cell reselection towards the best cell of equal priority frequency 
=> Noted. Further discussion offline.
R2-082321  Country Border Issue in EUTRAN Vodafone
-
Nokia agree it needs to be solved. Do black lists address the problem. VF the NCC permitted is effectively a black list but maps to a range of black listed cells.

-
T-Mobile think there is a more fundamental issue at border regions. For connected mode avoiding measurements is not always the best approach, e.g. may want to be able to handover the UE to another carrier.

-
Nokia operators in county borders need to do coordinated PCI planning. Alternative would be to allow current black listing to indicate a list/range of black listed PCIs. 
=> Noted. Further discussion offline to come with more complete solution in future if found necessary.

R2-082531  CR to add CDMA Treselection to 36.304 Nortel, Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Motorola, Nokia Siemens Networks, Verizon   

-
Agreed as CR 0002 in R2-082829 

Late:

R2-082629  reselection correction Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks      

5.2.2.4 Speed Dependant Cell Reselection

Details of parameters to be signalled (e.g. individual parameters per speed or scaling factors).

5.2.2.5 Other
Come back Friday
TPs
R2-082752 Text proposal to clarify the usage of RadioResouceConfiguration , NSN
R2-082824 Text proposal for system information scheduling, DoCoMo

R2-082745 Text proposal on removing UE id/random id bit from RRC COnnection Request, Motorola

R2-082755 LTE measurement control: Simultaneous reporting of RSRP and RSRQ ,Ericsson
R2-082756 Measurement related actions upon inter-frequency handover , Nokia,NSN, Ericsson

R2-082757 Corrections to measurements Motorola
R2-082821 Introducing procedure specification for triggering of events other than A3 Samsung     

R2-082825 Procedural text for Measurement gap configuration in TS 36.331 Ericsson, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks

CRs

R2-082828 Draft CR to 36.300 on AS-NAS interaction, ALU 
R2-082830 CR 0004 to 36.304 on Cell reselection, Nokia
R2-082831 CR 0003 to 36.304 on paging, Nokia

Issues

1 - Separate AC control for TAU (update from DoCoMo)
2 - R2-082161 Proposal 6. How to specify inter-layer interactions at handover?
3 - R2-082233 Proposal 2  Can T304 control the end time 

4 - R2-082391 Change of RLC mode during handover 
Liasons

R2-082738, to RAN1 on system info scheduling, DoCoMo

R2-082742, to RAN1, on parallel reception of control and unicast, (Samsung?)

R2-082746, to CT1, on revering MMEC value, Motorola (whether to send depends on outcome of offline)

R2-082751, to CT1, NAS re-establishment behaviour, DoCoMo

R2-082839, to CT1, on AS-NAS interaction

For Jeorn:

Tdoc 2840 not used
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