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5.3
MAC (36.321)
5.3.0
In principle agreed CRs
R2-092774
Correction on HARQ feedback transmission
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0342
-
F

-
Ericsson ok with CR but points out the problem is due to earlier removal of some general text in the time alignment section.

=>
Agreed

R2-092775
Clarification on the DL assignment/UL grant reception in SPS
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0343
-
F

-
Ericsson think the consequence are not fully correct. There would not be a problem in all cases. Also impact analysis for eNB implemented change but UE not can be improved.

=>
Revision to include improved impact analysis and consequences. Revision in R2-093430 CR 0343r1 is agreed.
R2-092776
PHR timer handling after handover
Samsung
CR
36.321
0344
-
F

-
Ericsson think for the consequences could be improved to clarify the problem only occurs in certain cases. 

-
NSN think that if eNB implements the CR but UE doesn't there is a risk that reporting is disabled at handover.

=>
Revision to include improved impact analysis and consequences. Revision in R2-093431 CR 0344r1 is agreed

R2-092777
L and F fields description
LG Electronics Inc., CATT
CR
36.321
0345
-
F

-
Ericsson does not see where there is any ambiguity, is there anywhere where it could be inferred that L/F fields can be used for fixed size MAC CEs. 

=>
Revision to improve the impact analysis and allow offline discussion. Revision in R2-093432 CR 0345r1. Come back Friday.

R2-092778
MAC PDU for Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0346
-
F

-
Ericsson ask if there is a use case of BO only in the RAR. Samsung agree it is a rare case but assume it was always considered a possibility. 
-
Samsung think it might occur in narrow band systems. 

-
Motorola understand the use case is that there is so much contention the eNB can not detect any preambles reliably.

-
Ericsson think consequences should be improved.

-
Impact analysis also in wrong location on cover sheet.

=> 
Revision to be prepared with improved impact analysis and consequences. Narrow scope to describe only the specific case that is impacted. Revision in R2-093433 CR 0346r1. Come back Friday [Samsung]
R2-092779
MAC Error handling
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0347
-
F

-
Ericsson summary of change should not refer to tdoc numbers. Only ME box should be ticked.

-
Ericsson ask is all transmission send on configured DL assignment are scrambled with SPS-C-RNTI. Motorola confirm this is true. Ericsson think given this understanding the current text in 5.11 is sufficient.

-
Samsung think in most cases when it says received with RNTI it is referring to the assignment or grant. Ericsson think the formulation in this text is a little different from other places in the spec.

-
NSN think the clarification leaves no room for mis-interpretation and prefer to have it

=>
Revision to improve the cover sheet following comment from Ericsson. Reason for change must not rely on reference to a tdoc. Revision in R2-093434 CR 0347r1

R2-093434
MAC Error handling
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0347r1
-
F

=>
Table line to be deleted and added to make the revision marks show up

=>
Revision in R2-093448 CR 0347r2 is agreed.

R2-092780
Correction on SR cancellation
Ericsson, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks, Panasonic
CR
36.321
0348
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-092781
Correction to RETX_BSR_TIMER
LG Electronics Inc. Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Alcatel-Lucent, CATT, Sunplus mMobile Inc. Panasonic
CR
36.321
0349
-
F

-
Ericsson think the consequences are insufficient. Propose it should be clear that it is only one additional BSR.
=>
Revision to improve the consequences. Revision in R2-093435 CR 0349r1 is agreed.

R2-092782
CR to 36.321 on UL SPS Implicit Release
Qualcomm Europe, Sunplus mMobile Inc., HTC, Panasonic, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, LGE Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0350
-
F
-
Ericsson think there is no out of sync case if neither UE nor eNB implement the CR. The consequences should describe the problem that occurs if the CR is not agreed.

-
Ericsson also think 'not the intended behaviour' is not a good reason for change, and think reason 1 is not correct.

-
Ericsson think the CR is probably not needed as it is only the case that UE is configured with zero HARQ retransmission that the problem occurs.

-
RIM ask if SPS occasion clashes with measurement gap, would it be counted. Ericsson confirm it would be counted as UE processes the grant but doesn't perform the transmission.

=>
Revision to improve the consequences and remove reason for change 1. Revision in R2-093436 CR 0350r1. Come back Friday
5.3.1
Dynamic scheduling
R2-092830
Proposed CR to 36.321 on corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, NTT Docomo, Sunplus mMobile, HTC Corporation, Samsung, Qualcomm Europe, Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, CATT
CR
36.321
(0351)
-
F

-
Ericsson think we should not have one for MAC just because we have a collective CR for RRC.

-
Samsung thing the CR will reduce work in the future in case other companies come back with similar changes in future meetings.

-
Interdigital think the changes may not all be essential but some are useful.

-
Ericsson think the non-essential ones should be removed from the CR.

=>
Offline discussion to add consequences if not approved for each change. Revision in R2-093437 CR 0351. 
=>
Later also agreed to merge in changes from R2-093041 and R2-092873

Update from offline discussion from Ericsson:

-
Change 1 - still one company with strong opinion to keep it.


-
ALU expressed support for change 1. ALU explain the consequences if not approved are that UE implementation may set the RV incorrectly. Suggest checking with companies not present.


-
Interdigital ask what could be misinterpreted in the existing text. ALU think the mapping is not explicit, but not opposing remove from the CR if there si no support from other companies. 
-
Change 2 - more discussion required


-
Ericsson explain in normative text SPS-C-RNTI is deprioritised. Note gives flexibility to the UE the case RA-RNTI and C-RNTI are received at the same time. Ericsson think there is no conflict. There would be no impact to eNB if the UE is implemented in either way.


-
Sunplus is not sure if there is any possibility that UL SPS resource and random access will exist. Collision never occurs. Hence the SPS-C-RNTI should be removed from the note.


-
Samsung think SPS resource will be configured with D-SR but can't exclude the case that it is not configured.


-
Interdigital thinks the issue if do we want to keep the implementation flexibility to ignore the grant in randon access response and follow the SPS-C-RNTI. Think the flexibility is not required. Ericsson think flexibility has no impact on eNB so it can be kept


-
NSN support removing the SPS-C-RNTI from the note. Most UE implementations would follow the normative text.

-
Change 3 - okay to keep change

-
Change 4 - okay to keep change

-
Change 5 - not needed

-
Change 6 - okay to keep change

-
Change 7 - more discussion required
-
Change 8 - okay to delete to note but not add the reference

=>
Change 5 will be removed from the revision of the CR

=>
Changes 3, 4, 6, 8 can be considered further and consequences if not approved to be developed.

=>
Change 1 the consequences if not approved will be developed (ALU) and opinion on necessity of the change from non present co-signer's to be requested.
=>
Change 2 the consequences if not approved will be developed. Offline discussion on the need for the change to continue.

=>
Change 7 offline discussion to continue.

=>
Revision of the CR will be developed based on above agreements. 
R2-093437
Proposed CR to 36.321 on corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, NTT Docomo, Sunplus mMobile, HTC Corporation, Samsung, Qualcomm Europe, Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, CATT
CR
36.321
0351
-
F
-
ALU explain the consequence for change 1 being that we don't currently specify the starting point for the sequence (it could start from 0 or 1) but it would be clear if we have the table. Ericsson think the variable is initialised to 0. ALU think the starting point is not clear. Ericsson think it difficult that a UE when setting the index to zero will use RV 1 which is the last in the sequence. NSN think change 1 is nice to have as it leaves no room for misinterpretation. Ericsson would object to this change.
-
Ericsson find it hard to accept change 2 in the CR.

=>
Continued discussion of change 1. Separate CR can be seen this meeting if progress in the offline discussion.

=>
Continued discussion of change 2. Separate CR can be seen this meeting if progress in the offline discussion.
=>
One change for IE twoIntervalConfig missed and needs to be added.
=>
Revision to fix the IE twoIntervalConfig in R2-093447 CR 0351r1. Come back Friday

UL HARQ

R2-092834
Correction to an error in UL HARQ Modelling
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0353)
-
F

-
RIM thinks the UE knows the HARQ process without any ambiguity. ASUSTeK think the behaviour is clear but it is a modelling issue.

-
Samsung think it is desirable from modelling point of view but there is no room for misunderstanding. So it is not essential.

-
NSN agree with Samsung. Too late for such changes.

-
Ericsson agree with NSN and Sasmung, and think that it might even be incorrect at the NDI is not toggled.

=>
Not agreed
Random access related
R2-092847
Clarification on receiving two grants for RA-RNTI and C-RNTI
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0359)
-
F

R2-092985
Clarification on simultaneous reception of RA-RNTI and C-RNTI
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0370)
-
F

-
Both CRs discussed together
-
NSN think it is a useful clarification to have.

-
CATT think the paragraph describe the behaviour in one TTI and thus is not essential. CATT understanding is that if UE receives both grants in a single TTI it select which one to choose. Ericsson think if the grants are in the same TTI then there is no conflict, so only conflict is when the transmissions are in the same TTI

-
Qualcomm are happy with the CR.

-
Interdigital think it would be a strange interpretation to consider the case the grants are in te same TTI so not essential.

-
Huawei think knowing the history it is difficult to misinterpret the text but without the history it might be difficult to interpret. Hence welcome the note

-
Ericsson think it would be better to word it as 'grant in random access response'

=>
Revision to include the rewording suggested by Ericsson both on the cover sheet and in the CR. Revision of R2-092895 in R2-093438 CR 0370. 
=>
R2-092847 is not agreed.
R2-093438
Clarification on simultaneous reception of RA-RNTI and C-RNTI
Samsung
CR
36.321
0370
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-092848
Collision of two grants for RA-RNTI and C-RNTI
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
Samsung indicate it was previously agreed that msg3 retransmission has priority over a retransmission within a bundle. ASUSTeK clarify there proposal is that msg3 new or retransmission is always prioritised over bundle new or retransmission.

-
Ericsson ask how the HARQ process interact in this case and also ask the benefit. ASUSTeK think the benefit is that both transmission can occur, and when UE receives both grants for same TTI then it can use 2 HARQ processes.

-
Motorola think this is an efficiency improvement and not in the scope of rel-8. Ericsson agree. Ericsson ask how frequent is occur and think it is not worthwhile for release 8.

=>  Noted
R2-092849
CR on Collision of two grants for RA-RNTI and C-RNTI
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0360)
-
F

-
Not treated following the discussion of R2-092848.
R2-092981
Uplink grant by temporary C-RNTI: discussion
Samsung
Disc

-
NSN agree it is a corner case but think it is worth fixing. Prefer the change in R2-092983 where the condition is removed as it is already covered elsewhere.

-
ASUSTeK agree it should be corrected in R8 and prefer the solution 4 (in R2-092983). Sunplus also support this solution 4.

-
Ericsson ask if it is impossible for the eNB to detect this. Concerned that the change could introduce other unexpected consequences. Samsung think eNB can not know if the loosing UE is doing something unexpected.

-
Motorola think can not rely on the eNB detecting this and handling it. However, not convinced that solution 4 is not breaking something else. Prefer solution 3.
-
Ericsson ask the real consequences of this. Samsung explain that 1st NAS message could be delayed worst case 64ms (largest value of contention resolution timer). Agree the consequence is not that severe.

-
Ericsson think it is a late change to UE behaviour for a rare case where worst case is a 64ms delay.

=>
Offline discussion. Come back Friday [Samsung]

R2-092982
Correction to Uplink grant by temporary C-RNTI
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0368)
-
F

R2-092983
Correction to Uplink grant by temporary C-RNTI
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0369)
-
F

-
not treated following conclusion of R2-092981.
R2-092984
NDI handling with temporary C-RNTI in consideration: discussion
Samsung
Disc

-
CATT point out an error in the last case. the UE behaviour would be 'UE generates a new transmission'
-
CATT prefer to address the problem and prefer solution 2.

-
Ericsson think it could be fixed and could agree to solution 2.

-
NSN think the change is not required. Qualcomm agree the CR is not required. NSN think the scenario that motivates the change is very unlikely.

-
Ericsson think contention rate maximum is a few % and half of these UEs would suffer the problem. Samsung think the likelihood is less then this as it only occurs if the eNB sends an adaptive retransmission. 

-
NSN add that it only occurs if eNB does not give D-SR and it only occurs if the HARQ process for msg3 is same as one 'ongoing' in the UE. 

=>
Offline discussion. Come back Friday [Samsung]. Tdoc for CR can be requested is progress offline.

5.3.2
DRX handling
No contribution.
5.3.3
Random Access procedure
R2-092850
Discussion on flushing the HARQ buffer used for Msg3
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
NSN think in MAC spec the HARQ entity and random access are in different subclauses so the sequence if not as described in the paper. NSN think it is a UE implementation issue. ASUSTeK agree but think it makes the implementation clear.

-
Samsung think the flush will be quicker than building a MAC PDU. So no problem in most cases.

-
Ericsson agree with NSN that this is a UE implementation issue.

=>
Noted

R2-092851
CR for Clarification on flushing the HARQ buffer used for Msg3
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0361)
-
F

-
No treated following discussion of R2-092850.
R2-092872
CR to random access procedure
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0362)
-
F

-
CATT think nothing is broken and the CR is not needed
-
Ericsson agree with the understanding that Temp-C-RNTI should not to be validated for the contention free case but as it is not used for contention free access then the spec should be clear.

-
HTC think the error handling for common PDUs is not specified and it should be made clear it is not validated in the contention free case.

-
Motorola think if there is not a requirement to do something then UE should not do it. Think nothing broken and nothing is needed.

-
Huawei think the behaviour is obvious and nothing is needed.

-
Samsung think we doesn't need to care about network error cases. Ericsson think it is not covering a network error case, the eNB can send anything in this field and UE should ignore.

-
HTC concern is that UE may apply the error checking on Temp-C-RNTI even in this case. 

=>
Common understanding of the group is that the UE ignores the Temp-C-RNTI field in the case of contention free access as it is not used.

=>
Not agreed.
R2-092935
TAT in not successful RA procedure
Huawei
Disc

-
HTC think there is no problem as the RAR of the second random access will include a TA value which is correct. 

-
Samsung think it is a real problem as the UE will not take the TA from the RAR of the second random access procedure as the TAT from the first random access is running. However, can't see any case that the random access procedure will be interrupted and restarted.

-
NSN think it is an option in the spec to abort an ongoing random access procedure and we should not include normative behaviour to cover this optional behaviour described in a note. Ericsson agree with NSN and think it is implementations responsibility to clean up the aborted random access procedure.

-
Motorola agree it is an implementation issue. Also think the first TA is not a wrong TA so the probability of having a wrong TA is low. Huawei explain the problem occurs if the first aborted random access was contention based and the UE was the loosing UE, so TA was not for the UE.

-
Samsung think the intent is to allow flexibility if e.g. UE receives PDCCH order when random access is ongoing. But if the PDCCH order is for a randomly selected preamble then UE probably will not abort.

-
Sunplus think either random access TA could be for the wrong UE.

-
CATT think it is a problem to address. eNB can not do anything to handle it.

-
Samsung think UE implementation will not abort in this case. 

=>
Noted
R2-092936
36.321 CR - TAT in not successful RA procedure
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0364)
-
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-092935
R2-093041
Correction on the name of two parameters
CATT
CR
36.321
(0371)
-
F

-
Ericsson okay with the CR but the consequence should be honest saying MAC/RRC will be misaligned. In future the change should be made at same time in both specs.
-
It could be dangerous to starting adding text regarding presence or absence of RRC IEs in MAC spec

-
NSN agree and thin a sufficient change would be to remove the square brackets.

-
Ericsson think that it is stated in RRC that presence means enabled. Hence we can use the RRC parameter name and refer to enable/disabled.

=>
Revision to refer to enable/disable and to improve consequences if not approved. Also check with latest version of RRC that the change is aligned. Change to be merged into revision of R2-092837 in R2-093437.

R2-093148
Clarification on PRACH resource selection
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0372)
-
F
-
Ericsson think it is clear already as UE must comply both L1 and MAC specs. Is anything more needed.

-
Huawei think for the PDCCH order case the RAN1 spec specifies exactly which subframe to use, but MAC suggests something different. But think the CR is not sufficient to address this.

-
Huawei proposes a change in RAN1 but it was not agreed but could consider again if RAN2 concluded there was a problem

-
Huawei think for TDD this is a problem as UE can select across the time domain but RAN1 spec requires using the first subframe.

-
Ericsson think implementations can work this out.

-
CATT agree something is needed and think the RAN1 discussion is ongoing offline and prefer to fix this in RAN1.

=>
Offline discussion and to include RAN1 delegates. Come back Friday [Huawei]
5.3.4
QoS
No contribution.
5.3.5
UL Information for scheduler
R2-092846
Clarification on retxBSR-Timer
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0358)
-
F

-
Ericsson think there are no consequences if we do not do this change. ASUSTeK agree but suggest including it in another CR affecting the same section.

-
Motorola think the result of the change is zero. Even if merged in another CR the impact analysis and consequences are needed.

=>
Not agreed

R2-092873
CR to PHR
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0363)
-
F
-
CATT support the CR
-
Qualcomm think the CR is not essential as it can be managed by UE implementation

-
NSN support the CR as it aligned with the BSR section.

-
Motorola also support the CR as same terminology has been used elsewhere.

-
Samsung okay with the CR.

=>
Change to be merged into revision of R2-092837 in R2-093437.

5.3.6
MAC PDU format
R2-093293
MAC padding
Motorola
Disc
-
revised into R2-093407

R2-093407
MAC padding
Motorola
Disc

-
Ericsson think it can be addressed by saying 'when one/two byte padding is used' (i.e. if in the final PDU there is one/two byte padding). 
-
Motorola think the examples show that there can be cases where there are one/two bytes in the final MAC PDU but they are not at the beginning, but the current spec says it is not allowed. Ericsson think this would not be a valid PDU. Motorola think if this is not allowed then there is a bigger problem as UE can not construct a valid PDU.

-
Motorola think these cases are the reason for saying if padding is not possible at the end then it is at the beginning.

Update from coffee break discussion from Motorola
-
Companies generally agreed that zero and one byte padding at the end are allowed (except one company).

-
Motorola CR is too elaborate to be accepted bay many companies

-
Possible was forward would be to say 'padding at the end except when it can not be included at the end'

-
Samsung would like to make decision this meeting and would be okay with either CR. Both are technically correct.

-
Ericsson preference to work offline today on a CR, with as few changes as possible.  Not ready to agree with either CR.

=>
Offline discussion to work on a CR. Outcome to be captured in a revision of R2-093294 in R2-093439 CR 0376. Come back Friday

R2-093294
CR for MAC padding
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0376)
-
F
-
Not treated following discussion of R2-092407

R2-093162
Discussion on Padding
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

R2-093165
Proposed CR to 36.321 on Correction to Padding
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0373)
-
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-092407
5.3.7
Semi-persistent scheduling
No contribution.
5.3.8
Other
TA maintenance

R2-092979
Duplicate reception of TA command: discussion
Samsung
Disc

-
Samsung think many eNB implementations move the uplink timing to be at the beginning of the timing window with a quite small margin.

-
Motorola concerned there could be other MAC CE where there is an issue. Samsung think the TA command is the only case that causes a problem.

-
Samsung think there are other cases where the duplicate detection would be useful.

R2-092980
Correction to duplicate reception of TA command
Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0367)
-
F

-
Ericsson ask why the new condition is not placed higher up before there is a check that the data is successfully decoded. Currently the text does not apply to BCCH reception. Samsung would like to consider if this approach is okay.

-
Motorola wondering if it should be left to UE implementation to work out if this ACK->NACK error has occurred. Samsung thinks a UE following the spec can not avoid acting on the TA command as the UE behaviour is clear.

=>
Final wording to be resolved considering Ericsson proposal. Revision in R2-093440 CR 067. Come back Friday.

R2-093180
Correction on timeAlignmentTimer validity in MAC
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
(0374)
-
F

-
Ericsson agree there is some ambiguity as it is not clear if the sentence applies to the RRC parameter or the MAC timer. Suggest a wording 'the time alignment is only valid...'. Sunplus think it is already covered in the previous text but doesn't have a strong opinion.
-
Motorola think the Ericsson proposal is okay although may not be needed.

-
NSN think the Ericsson proposal does not help and prefer removing the sentence.

=>
Agreed in R2-093441 CR 0374

5.4
RLC (36.322)
5.4.1
In principle agreed CRs
R2-092783
Reset of T_poll_retransmission
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
0080
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-092784
RLC functions
LG Electronics Inc., Fujitsu
CR
36.322
0081
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-092785
Correction to handling of reserved field
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
0082
-
F
=>
Yellow highlighting should be removed and reference to MAC PDU in impact analysis to be corrected to RLC PDU.. Revision in R2-093442 CR 0082r1 is agreed
5.4.2
Other

R2-092875
Correction to condition for stopping t-Reordering in AM mode
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.322
(0083)
-
F
-
Motorola support the change

-
ASUSTeK also support

=>
Agreed in R2-093443 CR 0083. 
5.5
PDCP (36.323)
5.5.1
In principle agreed CRs
R2-092786
PDCP Status Report
LG Electronics Inc., Huawei
CR
36.323
0078
-
F

-
Ericsson would like an improvement in the impact analysis and consequences. In particular it should make clear that this relates to an optional feature in the UE. Even if they are reported in the status report then likely the eNB will not have them to resend.

=>
Coversheet to be improved to give the genuine consequences. Revision in R2-093444 CR 0078r1 is agreed.

R2-092787
Correction to PDCP PDU submission condition in lower layer re-establishment
ZTE
CR
36.323
0079
-
F
-
Impact analysis says there is no issue if the UE does not implement.
=>
Only ME box ticked on coversheet. Impact analysis should be updated to indicate it is a UE only change so no interoperability issues. Revision in R2-093445 CR 0079r1 is agreed. 
5.5.2
Other

R2-093042
Minor correction and clarification to 36.323
CATT
CR
36.323
(0080)
-
F
-
Ericsson think the CR is not essential. MBMS situation is clear and it is clear that the ROHC channel belongs to the PDCP entity.

-
Motorola is okay with the changes.

-
Nokia also think the changes improve the spec. Huawei also.

-
Ericsson think if we write an honest consequences then it will be clear the CR is not needed.

=>
Change 4 is already covered in another CR. For other changes a revision to be prepared with improved consequences for each change. Revision in R2-093446 CR 0080. Come back Friday. 

Come back on Friday

CRs:

R2-093432
L and F fields description
LG Electronics Inc., CATT
CR
36.321
0345r1
-
F

R2-093433
MAC PDU for Msg2
LG Electronics Inc. [Samsung]
CR
36.321
0346r1
-
F 

R2-093436
CR to 36.321 on UL SPS Implicit Release
Qualcomm Europe, Sunplus mMobile Inc., HTC, Panasonic, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, LGE Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0350r1
-
F

R2-093447
Proposed CR to 36.321 on corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, NTT Docomo, Sunplus mMobile, HTC Corporation, Samsung, Qualcomm Europe, Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, CATT
CR
36.321
0351r1
-
F

R2-093439
CR for MAC padding
Motorola
CR
36.321
0376
-
F

R2-093440
Correction to duplicate reception of TA command
Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0367
-
F

R2-093446
Minor correction and clarification to 36.323
CATT
CR
36.323
0080
-
F
RRC TPs:

none
Issues:

R2-092981
Uplink grant by temporary C-RNTI: discussion
Samsung
Disc

-
Offline discussion to conclude need for a CR and if so which approach to take (R2-092982 or R2-092983)
R2-092984
NDI handling with temporary C-RNTI in consideration: discussion
Samsung
Disc

-
Offline discussion to conclude need for a CR

R2-093148
Clarification on PRACH resource selection
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0372)
-
F

-
Offline discussion and to include RAN1 delegates [Huawei]
Liaisons:

none
Email discussions:

none
tdocs not allocated

R2-093450 - R2-093459
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