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1 Introduction

During the ASN.1 review session in RAN2#88 there were some identified issues left unresolved as companies required more time to check. It was agreed to discuss these issues and to fix if needed via a CR to RAN2#89. 
2 Discussion

2.1 REL-12 features to be included in the Target Cell Pre-configuration signalling.
	Company
	Comment

	Qualcomm
	Every feature by default should be included in ESCC unless there is a technical reason otherwise. For some features, eg. DCH enhancements, it does not make sense and was explicitly agreed to be not included.

	Nokia Networks
	Traditionally we have been indeed including features (which makes sense into include) into the eSCC pre-configuration structure, so in that sense we do not have any concerns with continuing in the same way. It is merely a question to UE vendors on whether a support for eSCC and a feature X would automatically yield support for that feature in the eSCC pre-configuration. 



	Ericsson
	We agree that features should be included in the Target Cell pre-configuration by default, and only be excluded when agreed by RAN2 i.e as was done for DCH Enhancements.

	Huawei
	Some technical thinking from our side, for target cell pre-configuration, we see some use case for E-DCH decoupling and DPCCH2 when there is a best cell change from small cell to macro cell, and second DRX could also be considered since as long as both UE and network supports, this pre-configuration is just an earlier configuration which will take effect when the pre-configured cell becomes the best cell; for radio links without DPCH/F-DPCH, since the use case is for cells which are not in the active set, so technically there is no need to include this in. In general, we share similar view as above.


Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss on per REL-12 feature basis whether they should be included in the Target Cell pre-configuration.

.
2.2 If the mismatch between the tabular and ASN.1 (as highlighted in Issue 163) needs to be corrected
.

	Company
	Comment

	Qualcomm
	We prefer to correct tabular to align with ASN.1

	Nokia Networks
	It seems that it is easier and more straightforward to align tabular to ASN.1, otherwise no strong opinion.



	Ericsson
	We also prefer to align the Tabular with ASN.1.

	Huawei
	We also think it is a reasonable way to align to ASN.1.




Proposal 2: The Tabular description in 10.3.6.91 is aligned with the corresponding ASN.1.

2.3 If the CHOICE for tdd768 in DL-CCTrCh-r7 (as highlighted in Issue 309) is needed in the Active Setup Update message.
.

	Company
	Comment

	Qualcomm
	No strong opinion

	Nokia Networks
	For the issue #309, our preference is not to create the ASU specific version of the DL-DPCH-Info and to keep ASN.1 a bit more consistent.

	Ericsson
	Given that this misalignment between the Tabular and ASN.1 has existed since REL-7, then we think we should not fix it now. It can be clarified in the tabular that the CHOICE for TDD 768 is not applicable in the case of Active Set Update.

	Huawei
	We checked with CATT and TD-tech, both of them didn’t show clear opinion, seems to us they don’t care. In that sense, we don’t think there is a need to include this in ASU message.


Proposal 3: That the Signalling in the Active Set Update message does not allow the CHOICE for TDD mode tdd768. The proposal from Qualcomm during the ASN.1 review be considered as possible solution.
2.4 Whether the UL-CommonTransChInfo-r12 should be included in the REL-12 Critical Extension for SRNCRelocationInfo (as highlighted in Issue 125)?
	Company
	Comment

	Qualcomm
	For spec correctness, by default, features should be included in SNRS relocation unless there is a reason otherwise. However, it seems that this message has not included many features for other previous releases so the principle is broken in that sense. Overall, no strong opinion from our side; It seems mostly a network vendors’ call.

	Nokia Networks
	Our general view is that if a feature could be run over Iur, then exclusion of the corresponding information from SRNC relocation info sounds a bit obscure. We might have indeed excluded some features in the past, reasons for which should be better understood so as not to repeat blindly doing things in the same way.

	Ericsson
	We agree that unless otherwise agreed by RAN2, that features should by default be included in the SRNS relocation message.

	Huawei
	Technically DCH enhancements can work over Iur, i.e. cross RNC case, in that sense, it seems this could also be included in SRNS relocation, though no strong opinion from our side.


Proposal 4: RAN2 to discuss on per REL-12 feature basis whether they should be included in the SRNS Relocation message.

3 Conclusion

Based on the discussion in section 2, the following proposals are made:

Proposal 1: RAN2 to discuss on per REL-12 feature basis whether they should be included in the Target Cell pre-configuration.

Proposal 2: The Tabular description in 10.3.6.91 is aligned with the corresponding ASN.1.

Proposal 3: That the Signalling in the Active Set Update message does not allow the CHOICE for TDD mode tdd768. The proposal from Qualcomm during the ASN.1 review be considered as possible solution.

Proposal 4: RAN2 to discuss on per REL-12 feature basis whether they should be included in the SRNS Relocation message.
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