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1 Agenda

This is the proposed agenda as agreed:
· Agree on the approach:

· Address all reasons for the split of a capabilities. We can note what reasons were mentioned in our report to the plenary (Technical and/or IOT).
· Try to reach consensus on each capability. If there is no consensus, we will note the status of the support for each topic to the plenary.
· Focus on providing input for Rel-8 and Rel-9:
· For Rel-10
· Attempt to make tentative agreements for this meeting

· Do not take into account IOT reasons for splitting a capability because it is too early to predict the IOT opportunities today

· Agree on the allowed differences

· For agreements, see attached spreadsheet
2 Executive Summary

After extensive discussions, this RAN2 ad hoc agreed on whether many capabilities will be or will not need to be duplicated. Some capabilities however were left unresolved.

2.3 Open issues because of lack of agreement in the ad hoc
The RAN2 ad hoc was not able to agree on the following items:

	Release
	Feature
	Reason

	8
	Access Stratum Release 
	Some UE vendors want to split this IE.

Some network vendors do not want to split it.

Some technical issues were raised for and against splitting this IE.

	8
	FGI 30 (Handover between FDD and TDD)
	4 companies want to split this FGI. 

4 companies do not want to split this FGI.

	9
	intraFreqProximityIndication-r9
	Two companies objected to the split of these capabilities.

	9
	interFreqProximityIndication-r9
	

	9
	utran-ProximityIndication-r9
	


Table 2‑1 Open issues because of lack of agreement
The attached spreadsheet also includes a reference to the capabilities that were not agreed in RAN1, so far.
2.4 Open issues because of existing RAN decisions

The RAN2 ad hoc could not discuss the capabilities in Table 2‑2 because of an existing decision made at the plenary on how to set these capabilities, either in absolute or in relation to the support of other features. Table 2‑2 only includes the capabilities that some companies are interested in splitting.
	Release
	Feature
	Reason

	8
	FGI 3 (5bit RLC UM SN, 7bit PDCP SN)
	Rel 8: Can only be set to 1 if the UE has set FGI 7 to 1.
Rel 9: Set to Yes, if the UE supports VoLTE.

	8
	FGI 5 (Long DRX cycle, DRX command MAC control element)
	Rel 9: Set to Yes.

	8
	FGI 6 (Prioritised bit rate)
	Rel 9: Set to Yes.

	8
	FGI 7 (RLC UM)
	Rel 8: Can only be set to 0 if the UE does not support voice. 
Rel 9: Set to Yes, if the UE supports VoLTE.

	8
	FGI 8 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to UTRA CELL_DCH PS handover)
	Rel 8: Can only be set to 1 if the UE has set bit number 22 to 1
Rel 9: Set to Yes, if the UE supports UTRA.

	8
	FGI 13 (Inter-frequency handover (within FDD or TDD))
	Rel 8: Can only be set to 1 if the UE has set bit number 25 to 1
Rel 9: Set to Yes, unless the UE only supports band 13.

	8
	FGI 16 (non-ANR intra-freq/inter-freq/inter-RAT periodical meas reporting)
	Rel 8: No restrictions.
Rel 9: Set to Yes.

	8
	FGI 31 (Inter Frequency measurements and reporting within FDD or TDD for dual mode UEs)
	This is a newly defined FGI that splits some of the functionality of FGI 16 above.

Rel 9: No restrictions.

	8
	FGI 17 (ANR intra freq)
	Rel 8: Can only be set to 1 if the UE has set bit number 5 to 1.
Rel 9: Set to Yes.

	8
	FGI 18 (ANR inter freq)
	Rel 8: Can only be set to 1 if the UE has set bit number 5 and bit number 25 to 1.
Rel 9: Set to Yes, unless UE only supports band 13.

	8
	FGI 22 (UTRAN measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)
	Rel 8: No restrictions.
Rel 9: Set to Yes, if UE supports UTRA.

	8
	FGI 24 (1xRTT measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)
	Rel 8: No restrictions.
Rel 9: Set to Yes, if UE supports enhanced 1xRTT CSFB.

	8
	FGI 25 (Inter-frequency measurements and reporting in E-UTRA connected mode)
	Rel 8: No restrictions.
Rel 9: Set to Yes, unless UE only supports band 13.

	8
	FGI 26 (HRPD measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)
	Rel 8: No restrictions.
Rel 9: Set to Yes, if UE supports HRPD.

	9
	e-RedirectionGERAN-r9
	This is mandatory for Rel-9 UEs supporting CS Fallback to GERAN.


Table 2‑2 Open issues because of an existing RAN decision

2.5 Agreed to be split for FDD and TDD by the ad hoc
	Release
	Feature/FGI
	Reason

	8
	FGI 4 (Short DRX cycle)
	

	8
	FGI 9 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to GERAN GSM_Dedicated handover)
	IOT

	8
	FGI 10 ( EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to GERAN (Packet_) Idle by Cell Change Order)
	IOT

	8
	FGI 11 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to CDMA2000 1xRTT CS Active handover)
	IOT

	8
	FGI 12 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to CDMA2000 HRPD Active handover)
	IOT

	8
	FGI 15 ( Measurement reporting event: Event B1 – Neighbour > threshold)
	IOT

	8
	FGI 19 (ANR inter RAT)
	IOT

	8
	FGI 23 (GERAN measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)
	IOT

	8
	FGI 27 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to UTRA CELL_DCH CS handover)
	

	8
	InterRAT-PS-HO-ToGERAN
	IOT

	9
	e-RedirectionUTRA-r9
	

	9
	e-CSFB-1XRTT-r9
	

	9
	e-CSFB-ConcPS-Mob1XRTT-r9
	

	9
	intraFreqSI-AcquisitionForHO-r9
	IOT

	9
	interFreqSI-AcquisitionForHO-r9
	IOT

	9
	utran-SI-AcquisitionForHO-r9
	IOT

	10
	FGI 111 (Measurement reporting trigger Event A6)
	CA may not be implemented in both modes

	10
	FGI 112 (SCell addition within the Handover to EUTRA procedure)
	CA may be supported only in a mode

	10
	e-CSFB-dual-1XRTT-r10
	

	10
	e-RedirectionUTRA-TDD-r10
	


Table 2‑3 Capabilities agreed to be split
The attached spreadsheet also includes a reference to the capabilities that RAN1 agreed to split, so far.
2.6 Agreed NOT to be split for FDD and TDD by the ad hoc
	Release
	Feature/FGI
	Reason

	8
	PDCP: supportedROHC-Profiles
	

	8
	PDCP: maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions
	

	8
	interFreqNeedForGaps (Need for Gaps for Inter-Frequency measurements)
	

	8
	interRAT-NeedForGaps (Need for Gaps for Inter-RAT measurements)
	

	8
	FGI 14 (Events A4 Neighbour > threshold, A5 Serving < threshold1 & Neighbour > threshold2)
	

	8
	FGI 20 (If FGI7, 5x AM DRB + 3x UM DRB)
	

	8
	SupportedBandListUTRA-FDD Bands
	Already per band

	8
	SupportedBandListUTRA-TDD128 Bands 
	Already per band

	8
	SupportedBandListUTRA-TDD384 Bands
	Already per band

	8
	SupportedBandListUTRA-TDD768 Bands
	Already per band

	8
	SupportedBandListGERAN Bands 
	Already per band

	8
	SupportedBandListHRPD
	

	8
	Per HRPD Band: tx-ConfigHRPD 
	

	8
	Per HRPD Band: rx-ConfigHRPD
	

	8
	SupportedBandList1XRTT
	

	8
	Per 1xRTT Band: tx-Config1XRTT
	

	8
	Per 1xRTT Band: rx-Config1XRTT
	

	9
	dtm-r9
	

	9
	deviceType-r9
	

	9
	rach-Report-r9 
	

	10
	interFreqNeedForGaps 
	

	10
	interRAT-NeedForGaps 
	

	10
	FGI 114 (Reporting of both UTRA CPICH RSCP and Ec/N0 in a Measurement Report)
	

	10
	loggedMeasurementsIdle-r10
	

	10
	standaloneGNSS-Location-r10 
	


Table 2‑4 Capabilities agreed to be kept common
The attached spreadsheet also includes a reference to the capabilities that RAN1 agreed not to split, so far.
3 Capturing the above agreements

At the end of the session, the RAN2 ad hoc discussed how to capture the above agreements, and suggests the following:
· For Rel-8/9:
· Treat as highest priority

· RAN2 to provide Rel-9 CR (Cat F) + Rel-10 Pure Shadow (Cat A) CRs, with the agreed split in the ad hoc
· RAN2 should consider merging the shadow of the Rel-8 CR which introduced FGIs 31 with the resulting CRs from this effort

· RAN2 should consider merging the Rel-9 CR which introduced the 4 new FGIs for ANR with the resulting CRs from this effort

· For Rel-10:
· Have a tentative Rel-10 CR with the agreed split in the ad hoc
· Provide 36.331 and 36.306 CRs

· Capture whether the capability may be different for FDD vs TDD in 36.331, in the UE-EUTRA-Capability field descriptions table, by adding a column as shown below. This column will have either "Yes" or "No" to indicate that the capability may be, or respectively maybe not, different.

· Allow a one week email discussion in order to give companies the time to review the resulting CRs.
	UE-EUTRA-Capability field descriptions
	FDD/TDD allowed differences

	...
	...

	interRAT-NeedForGaps

Indicates need for DL measurement gaps when operating on the E‑UTRA band given by the entry in bandListEUTRA or on the E-UTRA band combination given by the entry in bandCombinationListEUTRA and measuring on the inter-RAT band given by the entry in the interRAT-BandList.
	NO

	interRAT-PS-HO-ToGERAN

Indicates whether the UE supports inter-RAT PS handover to GERAN or not.
	YES

	intraFreqProximityIndication

Indicates whether the UE supports proximity indication for intra-frequency E-UTRAN CSG member cells.
	...

	intraFreqSI-AcquisitionForHO

Indicates whether the UE supports, upon configuration of si-RequestForHO by the network, acquisition and reporting of relevant information using autonomous gaps by reading the SI from a neighbouring intra-frequency cell.
	NO

	loggedMeasurementsIdle

Indicates whether the UE supports logged measurements in Idle mode.
	NO

	  supportedROHC-Profiles
	YES

	maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions

Set to the maximum number of concurrently active ROHC contexts supported by the UE, excluding context sessions that leave all headers uncompressed. cs2 corresponds with 2 (context sessions), cs4 corresponds with 4 and so on. The network ignores this field if the UE supports none of the ROHC profiles in supportedROHC-Profiles.
	YES

	...
	...


4 Raw meeting notes
<< The tracked changes were made after the closure of the ad hoc session.>>

<< The attached spreadsheet supercedes this section, in case of any discrepancies between the two.>>
The RAN2 ad hoc discussed the following items:
· AccessStratumRelease:
· ENUMERATED { rel8, rel9, rel10, + spares ...}
· Reasons: IOT
· Clearwire: Having a different releases for the same mode might have a big impact on RAN5

· Nokia: Not sure what can be the problem. With the new signalling, this information will be available for RAN5. RAN2 has agreed to be able to have different releases for different RATs a while ago.

· Nokia: We should also study what kind of implications on emergency calling or other features, from splitting the release. 

· CATT: If we have different releases in FDD vs TDD, would the UE be able to use different ASN.1 from different specifications? ALU: We will have to analyze that very carefully especially for handovers. 

· CMCC: From Rel-9 new features have been optional or FGIs. The mandatory features are common. Even if there is difference from implementation or testing, we can decouple some of the features using the capabilities, but this is not enough to justify different releases.

· NSN: Same concern as ALU: Is it only IOT reason? What about handovers, full configurations (that start from Rel-8)? Example: Rel-10 FDD to Rel-9 TDD, and you have to remove the full configuration of Rel-10 in the Rel-9. ALU: This could be made to work, but need further thinking.

· Samsung: It will be better for the solution to have the same release.

· 
· Conclusion: No agreement
· ue-Category INTEGER (1..5), 
· Not discussed.
·  pdcp-Parameters PDCP-Parameters, 
· supportedROHC-Profiles { bitmap of profilex 001..104}

· maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions ENUMERATED {…} DEFAULT cs16,
· Nokia: There might be IOT issues, but we could agree for this one

· Conclusion: no need
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· rf-Parameters RF-Parameters, 
· measParameters MeasParameters, 
· Need for Gaps for Inter-Frequency measurements

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· Need for Gaps for Inter-RAT measurements

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI3 (5bit RLC UM SN, 7bit PDCP SN) & FGI7 (RLC UM) 
· Clearwire: General discussion on VoLTE: Is VoLTE support common to FDD and TDD? Does it depend on the mode?

· NSN: It could be both: A radio layer or upper layer issue. 

· Qualcomm: It could be different per mode

· Even though the support of VoLTE could be per mode, the FGIs are not required to be different / split.
· Note already ties this FGI and and FGI 7 to VoLTE

· Discussion on VoLTE is coming back to the RAN2 
· Intel: Both FGI 3 and FGI 7 are not needed to be split.
· Issue: Whether VoLTE is per mode? 

· RAN to address, based on company contributions
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI4 (Short DRX cycle) 
· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI5 (Long DRX cycle, DRX command MAC control element) 
· Reasons: Technical, Plenary earlier decision.
· This FGI was set to 1 in Rel-9

· Majority of companies want a split

· Clearwire: There may be a need to split it in Rel-8. But, how would we capture such an agreement in Table B of the Annex? Would we introduce a new column per mode ?

· Nokia: We can split the FGI and then set the bit to 1 in both modes in the table

· CMCC: Why is this feature needed to be split? From CMCC's point of view, there is no need for splitting.

· Huawei: Prefers not to split.

· Clearwire: We do not need to have this discussion. It should be a plenary decision. 

· NSN: There is no need for this dicussion, because we agreed that we will split all the FGI table of 32 bits, then, the rule will say that both bits need to be set.

· This will be part of the FGI 32bits that duplicated.
· Nokia: Companies can bring a contribution at the plenary to raise the question that maybe companies did not consider the question of dual mode UEs when deciding on turning bits to 1.

· Renesas: Agrees with Nokia.

· CMCC: No need

· ALU: we should focus on the ASN.1
· Mediatek: What is technical? Nokia: Technical is different implementation
· Conclusion: This will be part of the FGI split anyway.

· No agreement in RAN2 on the need/no need.

· We will note the opinions in RAN2, and let the plenary decide.
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI6 (Prioritised bit rate) 
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI 7
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI8 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to UTRA CELL_DCH PS handover)
· Reason: IOT

· Clearwire: Is that FDD and TDD WCDMA as a target? 

· Conclusion: This is mandatory if the UE supports UTRA. Plenary to decide.
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI9 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to GERAN GSM_Dedicated handover)

· Reason: IOT

· Conclusion: Need

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI10 ( EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to GERAN (Packet_) Idle by Cell Change Order)

· Reason: IOT

· Conclusion: Need

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI11 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to CDMA2000 1xRTT CS Active handover)

· Reason: IOT

· Conclusion: Need

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI12 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to CDMA2000 HRPD Active handover)

· Reason: IOT

· Conclusion: Need

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI13 (Inter-frequency handover (within FDD or TDD))
· In Rel-9, this bit is set to Yes, unless the UE only supports band 13.

· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI14 (Events A4 Neighbour > threshold, A5 Serving < threshold1 & Neighbour > threshold2)

· Conclusion: No need by consensus.

· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI15 ( Measurement reporting event: Event B1 – Neighbour > threshold)

· Reason: IOT

· Conclusion: Need

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI16 (non-ANR intra-freq/inter-freq/inter-RAT periodical meas reporting) 
· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI17 (ANR intra freq) 
· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI18 (ANR inter freq) 
· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI19 (ANR inter RAT) 
· Reason: IOT

· Conclusion: Need

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI20 (If FGI7, 5x AM DRB + 3x UM DRB)

· Conclusion: No need
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI22 (UTRAN measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)

· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI23 (GERAN measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)

· Reason: IOT

· Conclusion: Need

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI24 (1xRTT measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)

· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI25 (Inter-frequency measurements and reporting in E-UTRA connected mode) 
· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI26 (HRPD measurements, reporting and measurement reporting event B2 in E-UTRA connected mode)

· To the plenary
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· FGI27 (EUTRA RRC_CONNECTED to UTRA CELL_DCH CS handover)

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI30 (Handover between FDD and TDD) 
· Broadcom, Qualcomm: The handover can be needed for one way. The IOT may be done for only one way.

· Samsung: No strong opinion

· Intel: Inclined to split it, for IOT and phased deployments

· Renesas: Inclined to split as well

· NSN: In eDDA, UE vendors wanted to be in connected mode for quite a long time. 

· Qualcomm: The network can redirect the UE.
· NSN: This is FGI, so we are only considering IOT.

· Clearwire: Strongly against splitting it. Clearwire will provide an IOT opportunity. RAN5 test cases assume bidirectional handovers. Are we undoing a mandatory feature?

· Broadcom: Clearwire IOT will only cover the Clearwire bands. The allow may need to IOT for other bands as well.

· Huawei: Maybe related per band. If only Clearwire provides such test cases, then, we don't need to split to one way handover.
· CMCC: We don't see the use case for one way handover. We support bidirectional handover.
· Conclusion: No agreement

· SupportedBandListUTRA-FDD
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· SupportedBandListUTRA-TDD128
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· SupportedBandListUTRA-TDD384
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· SupportedBandListUTRA-TDD768
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· SupportedBandListGERAN
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· InterRAT-PS-HO-ToGERAN
· Reasons: IOT

· NSN: Why is this needed. Samsung: Handover to GERAN might not be implemented at all in one mode.

· In principle, different stacks may need to be required different operator needs.

· NSN: What is the use case ? It is possible one operator demands handover to CDMA, while another operator requires handover to GSM.

· Intel: This is needed.

· Conclusion: Needed
· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· SupportedBandListHRPD,

· tx-ConfigHRPD 

· rx-ConfigHRPD 

· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· SupportedBandList1XRTT,

· tx-Config1XRTT

· rx-Config1XRTT

· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· interRAT-ParametersGERAN-v920 IRAT-ParametersGERAN-v920,

· dtm-r9 

· Nokia: For IOT reasons, we may need to split these capabilities

· Panasonic: dtm is not related to inter-RAT mobility. It is just whether dtm is supported in GERAN.

· Nokia, even if we split the structure, then the plenary may ask to set the dtm-r9 consistently
· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· e-RedirectionGERAN-r9 
· Panasonic: This is mandatory for Rel-9 UEs supporting CS Fallback to GERAN.Left for the plenary 
· Conclusion: Defer to the plenary because of existing RAN decisions 
· interRAT-ParametersUTRA-v920 

· e-RedirectionUTRA-r9
· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· interRAT-ParametersCDMA2000-v920 IRAT-ParametersCDMA2000-1XRTT-v920 OPTIONAL,

·  e-CSFB-1XRTT-r9 

·  e-CSFB-ConcPS-Mob1XRTT-r9 

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· deviceType-r9 ENUMERATED {noBenFromBatConsumpOpt} OPTIONAL,

· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· csg-ProximityIndicationParameters-r9 CSG-ProximityIndicationParameters-r9,

·  intraFreqProximityIndication-r9 

·  interFreqProximityIndication-r9 

·  utran-ProximityIndication-r9 
· Intel, Renesas and Nokia agree with Samsung, for IOT reasons

· Ericsson: Should be mode agnostic.

· Samsung: Whether in FDD (or TDD), can the UE report the proximity of a CSG (whether it is FDD or TDD)? 

· NSN: The mode of the CSG cell is not an issue. The decision is made based on a fingerprint. Whether the UE is in FDD or TDD, the proximity indication function may be different. Refer to Samsung.

· Samsung: Technically, there may be no difference. But, the IOT decision may be complex and may depend on the supported mode. A capability bit refers to the support and IOT. So, IOT is a factor.
· No technical reasons to split, IOT issues were mentioned.
· NSN and Ericsson object to the split.

· Agreement: No agreement.
· Conclusion: No agreement
· neighCellSI-AcquisitionParameters-r9
·  intraFreqSI-AcquisitionForHO-r9 

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
·  interFreqSI-AcquisitionForHO-r9 

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
·  utran-SI-AcquisitionForHO-r9 
· Nokia: Technical reasons related to the gaps

· Ericsson: 
· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· son-Parameters-r9 SON-Parameters-r9,

· rach-Report-r9 

· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· Rel-9 FGIs:
· 4 ANR FGIs:

· Need, following FGI 19 decision.
	· For Rel-10, We will concentrate on technical reasons first. 

· Future decisions to split can be considered later

· Duplicate FGI or not:

· Duplicate FGIs based at least on RAN1 input


· Need for Gaps per bandCombinationListEUTRA-r10 BandCombinationListEUTRA-r10
· Inter-Freq

· Inter-RAT

· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI111 Measurement reporting trigger Event A6
· Samsung: CA may not be implemented in both modes, QC: IOT

· NSN: What if CA is supported in both? QC: Then it becomes an IOT issue

· Clearwire: How is event A6 handled between modes? Ericsson: It is like inter-frequency. 
· Huawei: No need to discuss Rel-10 now, as IOT opportunities are not know now.

· Qualcomm: 

· Clearwire: We can have this discussion from the technical point of view, but, IOT opportunities may not be known.

· CMCC: Let us postpone the Rel-10 discussion. 

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI112 SCell addition within the Handover to EUTRA procedure
· Reasons: IOT and Technical

· Conclusion: Need
· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· FGI114 Reporting of both UTRA CPICH RSCP and Ec/N0 in a Measurement Report

· e-CSFB-dual-1XRTT-r10 
· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· ue-BasedNetwPerfMeasParameters-r10 UE-BasedNetwPerfMeasParameters-r10 OPTIONAL,

·  loggedMeasurementsIdle-r10 

·  standaloneGNSS-Location-r10
· 1- Agree Need -> ASN.1 -> Plenary 

· 2- No ASN.1 -> If there is a need later, NC will be needed at a later release.

· Samsung: We can say No need for now, as we can discount the IOT issues.

· So, no need for technical reasons.

· Conclusion: Agree NOT to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
· interRAT-ParametersUTRA-TDD-v1020 

·  e-RedirectionUTRA-TDD-r10 

· Conclusion: Agree to split this capability for FDD and TDD 
