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7.1.4
Stage-3 User Plane

Miscellaneous Corrections

R2-110108
Corrections to the Carrier Aggregation functionality in MAC
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
revised before presentation in R2-110505
R2-110505
Corrections to the Carrier Aggregation functionality in MAC
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
ASUSTeK thinks we could reconsider the definition of the Ci field (7th change). Ericsson would be fine either way. Samsung and NSN prefer what Ericsson has proposed.

-
HT mMobile wonders if the 3rd change would also be required for BSR. NSN clarifies that we do not have a new format for the BSR so it should be ok.

-
LGE points out that MAC CE for C-RNTI is limited to PCell and would like to clarify this in the note of 5.4.3.1. Mediatek and Ericsson think this is already clear.
-
Panasonic thinks that “and which MAC PDU data” is misleading. Ericsson would be fine with removing “data” if it helps.

-
LGE and Alcatel-Lucent think that no changes are needed to 5.4.3.1.

-
Fujitsu would like to avoid using “if extendedPHR is not configured” as this is an RRC parameter. Ericsson proposes to have “if extendedPHR is set to false” instead. Mediatek & Renesas prefer the way Ericsson has described it.

(
changes to the note in 5.4.3.1 are removed. SCell should be used in Figure 6.1.3.6a-1. Update in R2-110620 [CB Ericsson]
R2-110067
MAC control element to transport block mapping
Panasonic
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
LGE thinks that if we remove the text in the BSR section, there is no ambiguity. Ericsson prefers to keep both changes as proposed by Panasonic.
-
Renesas asks why we need to delete something in the BSR section. Panasonic clarifies that by moving it to LCP, it applies to both PHR and BSR.

(
will be included in R2-110620.
R2-110186
Miscellaneous corrections to TS 36.321 on Carrier Aggregation
Potevio
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
Changes in 5.4.6

-
Fujitsu would like to avoid referring to “simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH”. Nokia points out that it is used later in the specification.
-
Ericsson does not see the need for having any clarification.

(
not agreed.
Changes in 5.13

-
InterDigital does not think the change is required as PDCCH as PDCCH monitoring is already mentioned. LGE supports the change. NSN thinks this is more a UE internal behaviour. Ericsson agrees with InterDigital. LGE asks if we can then remove the transmit on UL-SCH part? CATT believes that the UL part is required to stop UL non-adaptive retransmissions.

(
not agreed.
Changes in 6.1.3.1

-
“RRC may configure extended sizes for BSR reporting by signalling extendedBSR-Sizes [8]” is not needed according to Ericsson.
(
not agreed apart from the spelling mistake

Changes in 6.1.3.6a and 6.1.3.8
(
MAC Rapporteur will check if there are some spelling mistakes left that need correction and the changes will be included in R2-110620
Changes in 6.1.3.7

(
not agreed.
R2-110350
Small corrections on CA
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
Changes in 5.4.2.1
-
Ericsson thinks that we will not have an HARQ entity if the UL is not configured so the change is not required.

(
change is agreed and will be included in R2-110620
Changes in 5.13

-
InterDigital does not think this is correct as this is supposed to refer to cross-carrier scheduling. Samsung would prefer keeping “scheduling”. Nokia agrees. LGE asks if “scheduling Serving Cell” needs to be defined. A definition can be worked out offline and included in R2-110620.
Changes in 6.1.3.8

(
will be included in R2-110620.

R2-110140
Corrections on PHR/Pcmax,c and activation/deactivation
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
Changes in 5.4.6

-
Panasonic thinks this should already be known at MAC. NSN agrees.

(
not agreed

Change in 5.13 (apart from timing aspects that will be discussed later)

-
CATT does not think this is required and might also conflict with DRX. Ericsson agrees.

Changes in 6.1.3.6a

(
already covered (and agreed) in previous discussions.
R2-110169
Clarifications of PHR MAC CE
New Postcom
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
issue 1 already covered, issue 2 will be discussed together with PCMAX discussion.

Issue 3

-
Ericsson thinks we already discussed this: the type is not required as this is controlled by something configured by the eNB. Samsung would like a clarification like “type 2 PH is only transmitted when simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH is configured” and have one picture only (the one with type 2). Ericsson does not think the clarification is required. Samsung is fine with having only one figure.

(
leave the text as it is. Not agreed.
R2-110214
Clarifications on PHR
Fujitsu
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
not agreed.

R2-110349
Collecting UE behaviors on activation/deactivation into the procedure part
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Samsung asks if something is needed for activation? LGE thinks that would be good to have.

-
Ericsson does not see the need for the change. CATT thinks this is now quite similar to DRX and therefore agrees with Ericsson. 

-
Huawei thinks we should not capture “the UE shall not monitor the PDCCH”. NSN clarifies that this is required to avoid false alarms. Renesas agrees but thinks monitor may not be the best wording, “react” maybe better. Ericsson points out that Annex A already includes statement related to what the UE should not do. Nokia and Panasonic would also prefer “react” as “not receive” is not something that can be tested.
(
change agreed, “receive” in “not receive any downlink assignments or uplink grants associated to the SCell “ to be changed to e.g. “react or process” and will be included in R2-110620.
R2-110362
TTI bundling for CA
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Renesas thinks this is not required (would even introduced un-intended behaviour). InterDigital thinks this is more like a signalling optimisation. LGE also sees some risks in introducing this.

(
not agreed.
R2-110366
Discussion on Extended Power Headroom MAC Control Element
ASUSTeK
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
not agreed, already covered by previous discussions.

R2-110367
Extended Power Headroom MAC Control Element
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
not agreed, already covered by previous discussions.

R2-110373
Correction on the Extended PHR MAC Control Element Reporting
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Samsung understands the motivation but does not think the proposed change clarifies. Ericsson does not think the change is required considering the clarification already agreed from R2-110505.
(
not agreed.

R2-110492
Clarification on BSR
Fujitsu
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
not agreed, already covered in previous discussions.
Activation/Deactivation Timing

R2-110216
Discussion on Timing of SCell Activation
Interdigital
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Alcatel-Lucent thinks that if the 8ms is kept at L1, there should be no problem. InterDigital thinks it is now unclear whether the actions are performed at MAC CE reception or at real activation. Alcatel-Lucent believes “in this TTI” which has been used in other specs should cover this and also thinks that the actions should take place at real activation. LGE has similar understanding as LGE.
-
Huawei wonders what drawback would there be in performing the actions at MAC CE reception.

-
NSN agrees with the intention but would prefer capturing it in the L1 specifications.

-
Renesas believes that RAN1 defines the 8ms as a maximum and do not think we should now preclude faster UE implementation. Nokia thinks that for activation 8ms is fixed but not for deactivation. For instance, no CQI reporting should take place before 8ms. Samsung agrees.

-
Ericsson sees some benefit in fixing the timing of the timers but not for PDCCH monitoring.

Proposal 1: There is no delay explicitly specified for SCell deactivation in TS 36.321;

-
Nokia thinks a maximum should be kept (currently in RAN1 specifications). Samsung, Panasonic and agrees. Ericsson and InterDigital think there is currently no delay specified.

(
to be handled in RAN1/RAN4.

Proposal 3: PHR is triggered in subframe n+8 by following the reception of the MAC Activation/Deactivation CE in subframe n

-
Ericsson & NSN agree with the proposal.

-
Panasonic & Renesas think this does not matter. InterDigital thinks the PHR should reflect the new power situation. Panasonic still thinks this is ok as long as the UE triggers the PHR when the activation takes place.

-
Samsung would prefer having a single behaviour and therefore agrees with the proposal. Mediatek, Alcatel-Lucent and LGE agrees with Samsung.

-
ZTE sees some benefits but also wonders why we should restrict UE behaviour.

-
Docomo also wonders what the benefit really is to fix it to 8.

-
Samsung asks if it would be agreeable to have only one behaviour (activation, PHR trigger, sCellDeactivationTimer, PDCCH monitoring) with either exactly n+8 or at the latest n+8. Ericsson points out that for PDCCH monitoring and CQI measurements, we should not preclude good UE implementation. Samsung prefers to have one common, simple behaviour.
(
agreed.

Proposal 4: sCellDeactivationTimer is started in subframe n+8 following the reception of the MAC Activation/Deactivation CE in subframe n.

(
agreed

Proposal 5: PDCCH monitoring for both uplink and downlink DCIs for a SCell is first started in subframe n+8 following the reception of the MAC Activation/Deactivation CE in subframe n;

-
NSN thinks this only applies to the activation of a deactivated SCell.
-
Renesas does not see the need for this. Docomo agrees.

-
Samsung asks what would be the benefit to allow it earlier as it reduces power consumption and false alarms ? Ericsson believes this is required for re-activation. Mediatek and RIM also agrees.
-
Ericsson thinks that if we fix it for real activation, we then end up with two different behaviours for activation and re-activation.

-
Docomo does not understand why it makes it simpler to fix it to n+8 as a UE can always make it simpler.
-
Nokia points out that in Xian we did discuss this issue and agreed that the UE is not required to monitor beforehand but can do it.

-
Samsung still thinks the false alarm issue is still a valid one.

-
RIM thinks it would be enough to state that from n+8, the UE shall monitor PDCCH.

(
from n+8, the UE shall monitor PDCCH for both uplink and downlink DCIs for a SCell that is activated
SRS reports are first started from subframe n+8.
(
agreed.

CQI reports are first started from subframe n+8 at the earliest.

(
agreed

CQI measurements start in subframe n+8 at the latest.
-
Renesas thinks there is no harm in allowing the UE to measure.
-
ZTE thinks this contradict the agreement on not measuring a deactivated SCell. Panasonic disagrees, we have only agreed not to report anything.
(
agreed.

State of the SCell changes in subframe n+8?

-
InterDigital thinks the trigger for all the actions should be the activation.

(
agreed (inline with other agreements on the timing)

Agreements:
Following the reception of the MAC Activation/Deactivation CE in subframe n:

1)
PHR is triggered in subframe n+8

2)
sCellDeactivationTimer is started in subframe n+8
3) 
from n+8, the UE shall monitor PDCCH for both uplink and downlink DCIs for a SCell that is activated
4)
SRS reports can be started in subframe n+8
5)
CQI reports are first started in subframe n+8 at the earliest

6) 
CQI measurements start in subframe n+8 at the latest

R2-110217
SCell Activation Timing CR to 36.321
interdigital
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
NSN points out that in 36.213 already contains something related to the timing. Ericsson and InterDigital sees no conflict with what is in 36.213.

(
will be updated in R2-110621 to capture the above agreements [CB InterDigital]
R2-110346
SCell activation/deactivation and PHR
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-

R2-110351
SCell activation/deactivation and PHR
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321


F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
already covered by previous discussion.
Re-activation/Re-deactivation
Do we always trigger PHR and leave the possible occurrence of gaps up to UE implementation (as already agreed) or take some specific measures e.g. to avoid gaps and PHR?

R2-110066
Reactivation of SCells
Panasonic
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
ZTE wonders if activating an already activated cell would also create gaps. Panasonic comments that all actions are performed.
-
LGE asks if there would be gaps in PDCCH monitoring. Panasonic thinks there would not be any. InterDigital thinks it boils down to the trigger: MAC CE reception or state change.
R2-110075
Discussion on Reactivation and redeactivation
Samsung, Fujitsu, Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics Inc., MediaTek
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
NewPostcom agrees.
Discussion: 
do we need to change anything in the specification?

-
NSN and Ericsson agree with the Panasonic proposal.
-
ZTE asks what the behaviour is for SRS/CQI at reactivation. Panasonic believes there is no interruption. 

sCellDeactivationTimer is not started at reactivation?

-
Samsung and InterDigital would like not restart

-
Ericsson and Renesas would like to keep the specification as it is.

(
keep the specification as it is i.e. restart timer always at n+8.
PHR is not triggered at reactivation?

-
8 companies favour

-
12 companies not in favour

(
keep the specification as it is for now i.e. trigger PHR always at n+8.
CQI during reactivation (between MAC CE reception and n+8)?

(
no interruption

PDCCH monitoring during reactivation (between MAC CE reception and n+8)?

(
no interruption
Check offline if changes are required to 36.321 to capture the above behaviour and if so, will be included in R2-110621.
R2-110205
Clarification on CC Reactivation
CATT
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110106
Behavior at SCell activation
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110212
Handling of UE deactivation timer
Fujitsu
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-110470
Discussion on Restarting Deactivation Timer at SCell Reactivation
ITRI
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
all 4 documents not discussed as already covered by previous discussions
CQI and Activation

After activation, the UE may not have a valid CQI measurement to base the report on.

R2-110382
CQI reporting at activation
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

→ Skip issue 3
-
Samsung thinks that for TDD, 4ms is not enough.

-
New Postcom think we could just leave it up to UE implementation. NSN thinks that minimum requirements are needed for the eNB.

(
noted.
R2-110113
CQI Reporting at Activation
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
noted, no questions.
R2-110344
SCell activation and CSI
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
noted, no questions.
Discussion: 
do we have OOR reporting or not reporting at all and for how long?

-
InterDigital would prefer OOR from n+8. HT mMobile agrees.

-
Samsung mentions that in RAN1 specifications, it is already mentioned that the report is omitted if no valid measurements are available and we should therefore be careful with possible changes. NSN thinks the RAN1 mechanism addresses another case. CATT agrees and it eases eNB decoding. Panasonic is fine with agreeing OOR but would like to leave the final decision to RAN1.

-
LGE thinks that if no requirements are set, the eNB cannot distinguish between those OOR and real OOR.

-
Ericsson suggests sending an LS with a possible suggestion. NSN agrees. Renesas would like the LS to state that it is an agreement from RAN2 viewpoint.

-
Samsung worries about generalizing this behaviour. NSN thinks it should be possible to restrict this to activation.

-
CATT points out that the problem also occurs for deactivation. Chairman invites contributions to the next meeting on this topic.

(
send LS to RAN1 saying that RAN2 has agreed to report CQI with some fixed value e.g. OOR when there are no valid CQI measurements after activation, to indicate to the eNB that no valid measurements are available.

Agreements

1)
after activation, report CQI with some fixed value e.g. OOR when there are no valid CQI measurements, to indicate to the eNB that no valid measurements are available.

Timing

-
Docomo would prefer having some timing requirements.

-
InterDigital also thinks a maximum is needed but this should not preclude earlier transmission of valid measurements.

-
Ericsson thinks this is a RAN1/RAN4 issue.

(
RAN1/4 issue so indicate that RAN2 expects some requirements to be set.

(
Outgoing LS to RAN1/RAN4 in R2-110622 [CB NSN]
R2-110203
CQI Reporting at Activation
CATT
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

→ DRX part only
-
Renesas asks if this is only for CA or TEI10 in general.
-
NSN thinks this has already been discussed in the context of Rel-8 and the UE should make sure that measurements are ready. Docomo agrees (on-duration is fixed so UE must wake up).

-
Samsung believes proposal 1 is Release 8 behaviour.

(
Noted (check offline Rel-8 behaviour).
R2-110105
When to start CQI reporting after SCell activation
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110149
Discussion on SCell activation/deactivation and CQI reporting
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110232
Discussion on CQI Report Timing for Activated Scell
MediaTek
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110260
CQI report after activation
ZTE, CATR, Potevio
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-110296
CQI measurement and reporting on SCell activation
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110371
CQI report at SCell Activation
ITRI
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110167
CQI reporting upon SCell Activation
New Postcom
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
all 7 documents not discussed as already covered by previous discussions
PHR Calculation

R2-110068
Power reduction for virtual PHR
Panasonic
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

Does it mean that PCMAX is always fixed and known to eNB for virtual PHR?

-
InterDigital thinks power management related additional backoff is a bit different from A-MPR and may not be fixed to zero. Ericsson thinks it is reasonable to assume zero for virtual PHR. NSN agrees. Alcatel-Lucent thinks proposal 1 is at least valid for SCell. Qualcomm also assumes that zero is reasonable. Samsung believes that since back off is related to real transmission only, we can fix it to zero for virtual PHR. Renesas also thinks we can assume zero.
-
Motorola does not think this is obvious that it needs to be fixed for virtual PHR. Panasonic thinks the information still is given for the real PHR.

(
assume that power management related additional backoff is set to zero for virtual PHR and send LS to RAN1/RAN4 in R2-110623 [CB Panasonic]
PCMAX Reporting
Currently PCMAX is always reported. When is PCMAX useless and do we need to reduce overhead in such cases?.

R2-110109
Pcmax,c reporting
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-


R2-110112
Simplification of the Power Headroom Reporting
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
NSN wonders if it should not be “at most one” since there may not be any transmission on PCell.
-
Ericsson wonders if the interpretation of the RAN4 LS is not erroneous. Huawei does not think so. Mediatek thinks there is only PCMAX for PCell. InterDigital believes this is still under discussion in RAN4. Ericsson agrees. 
R2-110139
Pcmax.c signalling optimisation
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
HTC worries what happens if the previous PHR is lost. 
R2-110347
Pcmax,c inclusion for PH used with virtual format
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-


Discussion: 

1) when is PCMAX known to eNB and do we need to reduce overhead in such cases?

2) do we need to reduce overhead further e.g. for PCell (as proposed by Huawei and Mediatek, for Virtual PHR (as proposed by Ericsson, InterDigital, Mediatek, Nokia and NSN) or when PCMAX is identical to previous one (as proposed by Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia and NSN)?

Do we need to send information that is known to the eNB?

-
Panasonic agrees with LGE. Motorola also. HT mMobile do not think we need any optimisation. Qualcomm & HTC agree.
-
CATT would like to avoid useless reporting to eNB. Ericsson agrees and do not see this as an optimisation. Mediatek agrees. New Postcom, Samsung, RIM, Nokia, and Alcatel-Lucent agree.
-
Huawei worries that RAN4 may still change the calculation. 

-
Motorola does not see any issue with the overhead and thinks it is simpler for the UE to report PCmax always.

For virtual PHR, do we report PCmax?

-
not report: 10

-
report: 6

(
agree not to report PCmax for virtual PHR, V bit will therefore indicate PCmax presence.

For PCell, do we agree that if RAN1/RAN4 concludes that PCmax is always the same for type 1 and type 2 for the PCell, then we only report one PCmax?

(
agree that if RAN1/RAN4 concludes that PCmax is always the same for type 1 and type 2 for the PCell, then we only report one PCmax (ask in LS R2-110623)

Do we use the knowledge of previous PHR (inside the MAC CE) to reduce the overhead?

-
Renesas thinks this can also be used.

-
Nokia points out that if this is agreed, regardless of what RAN1/RAN4 agrees for the previous point, this remains valid.
-
Mediatek does not think this is required in addition. Ericsson & Panasonic share this view. Huawei would like to avoid this optimisation to leave one R bit unused.

-
New Postcom supports the proposal.

-
LGE & Motorola see some complexity in this.

Agreements:
1)
not report PCmax for virtual PHR i.e. V bit indicates PCmax presence

2)
if RAN1/RAN4 concludes that PCmax for the PCell is always the same for type 1 and type 2, only one PCmax will be reported for PCell
Will see related changes in R2-110624 [CB Ericsson]
R2-110110
Pcmax,c reporting
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110219
Pcmax,c Existence in PHR
Interdigital
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110240
Remaining Issues on Pcmax Reporting
MediaTek
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110241
Discussion on Pcmaxc reporting and PHR trigger
ZTE
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110375
Remaining issues on PHR/ PCMAX,c triggering and reporting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110213:
Finalisation of PCMAX optimisation
Fujitsu
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-110378
CR for 36.321 on PHR/PCMAX,c triggering and reporting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
all 7 documents not discussed as already covered by previous discussions
Scheduling Request
Was left open at the previous meeting

R2-110170
SR handling in CA case
New Postcom
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
NSN thinks this has already been discussed. For proposal 1, SR is not triggered so not needed. For Proposal 2, NSN does not see any problem with delaying the SR.

-
LGE favours proposal 2.

-
Ericsson sees a benefit for retransmission but not for initial transmission.

-
Samsung & CATT this should be checked together with RAN1.

-
Huawei believes this is a corner case and there is no need to change the specification.

-
NSN thinks we should first agree whether this is something important.

(
not agreed for now (check with RAN1 if this is something feasible anyway).
DRX Impacts

R2-110204
Relationship between SCell Deactivation and Active Time
CATT
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
ZTE wonders what the benefit is. CATT thinks it makes the specification clearer. ZTE does not think the proposal changes anything for the UE behaviour as we deactivate SCell and flush the HARQ buffers. Ericsson agrees.

-
Samsung and HT mMobile think this is a valid scenario to discuss.

-
Panasonic does not think the change is required.
-
InterDigital points out that since in most cases, the PCell would be active, this would not have any effect on active time.

(
not agreed.

R2-110277
Clarification on SCell deactivation
ETRI
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
covered by previous discussion, not agreed.
Miscellaneous
R2-110071
Discussion on parallel progress of random access and UL/DL data transfer
Samsung


Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Panasonic wonders what parallel RACH and PUCCH refers to msg1 or msg3? Samsung included both. Panasonic points out that power control for PRACH and PUCCH are separate.

-
Samsung’s preference is alt.3. NSN also since this is a corner case.

(
agree to leave it up to UE implementation whether to perform parallel operation of random access and UL/DL SCH data transfer or choose one of the procedures, i.e. no changes to the specification.
MIMO

R2-110262
Disabled TB issue w.r.t. UL MIMO
ZTE, CATR, CATT, New Postcom
Disc
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
-
Nokia thinks that whether ACK or NACK is sent is eNB implementation and do not see any problem as PDCCH will always override PHICH. Ericsson also do not see any issue as ACK is sent from L1, not what is received from PHICH per-se. Panasonic agrees. Huawei thinks something should be clarified in L1.

(
not agreed (clarifications if needed should be discussed in RAN1).
R2-110263
CR on Disabled TB issue
ZTE, CATR, CATT, New Postcom
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
Should be LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

(
not agreed.
R2-110376
Clarification on maximum number of uplink grants when uplink spatial multiplexing is configured
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core
-
Ericsson thinks the current text is fine as it refers to the MAC, not UE as a whole.

(
not agreed.

R2-110368
NDI handling for transmission mode change
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
Should be LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

-
Panasonic thinks that during RRC reconfiguration the UE behaviour is not specified and that due to HARQ buffer size change it may not be easy to continue anyway. A sensible eNB should therefore first finish pending retransmissions. Alcatel-Lucent agrees with Panasonic. ASUSTeK believes it should be possible to continue with retransmissions.
-
NSN thinks this is not required.

(
not agreed.
Non-CA Related

R2-110392
Aperiodic SRS reporting when considering DRX
HT mMobile Inc.
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Nokia thinks that because it starts inactivity timer, the UE will be awake for a while. HT mMobile thinks it is always possible to have short value for the timer.

-
Huawei asks what an aperiodic SRS outside active time would be used for? Panasonic also wonders since outside of active time, the UE cannot be scheduled anyway. HT mMobile thinks this is needed for UL.
-
Alcatel-Lucent asks why limiting this to aperiodic SRS?

-
InterDigital thinks that the eNB can always ensure that the UE is in active time.

-
Ericsson has some sympathy for the proposal and would like to think about it.

-
NSN does not see a strong need.

(
not agreed (can come back at the next meeting if large support).


R2-110393
Clarification for SRS reporting
HT mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
not agreed.
Not Available

R2-110482
PHR Reporting
Motorola Solutions
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
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