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Discussion and Decision

1
Introduction
Intention with this contribution is to discuss and try concluding in RAN2 whether any additional clarification is needed in the RRC specification related to the order of execution of steps in the procedural description.
2
Discussion
The current specification allows the network to remove and add same measurement configuration or DRB in the same RRC Connection Reconfiguration message but, this requires UE to execute the configuration in the order as specified in the procedural description. 

RAN2#62 discussed and agreed (contribution R2-082318 “Placement of the measurement identities IE’s”) to change the order in procedural description as well as placement of IE’s according to order at which IE’s should be processed (Measurement Object IE’s prior to ReportingConfiguration IE’s until finally processing Measurement Identities IE’s).

Although most likely UE implementation will comply with the order as specified in the TS 36.331 it is not unlikely that lack of clear guidance may lead into implementation freedom that for some cases may result in errors.
When it comes to measurement configuration there is currently no limitation on the network to remove and add e.g. same measId in one RRC message. Although maximum number of measurement identities, measurement objects and reporting configurations as defined in section 6.4 is limited to 32 and, in most cases allows for the network to remove one and add each type (without having to re-use entry of the list), it is not unlikely that network may use certain identities for specific measurement types. It may also happen that different network vendors use same identities but for different measurement types leading to reconfiguration at handover i.e. remove/add same measurement ID. For this case, single RRC Connection Reconfiguration message is sufficient to execute complete reconfiguration as long as UE applies the rule of executing configuration according to the order provided in the specification.
It is therefore proposed for RAN2 to discuss benefits of adding a clarifying note in section 5.5.2 stating that the network may delete and add the same measurement identity in one message, as the UE should execute actions according to the order of steps as specified in the procedural description of included subclauses.

Regarding Radio Resource Configuration (5.3.10), as per procedural description, section 5.3.10.2 specifies release of radio bearers according to received drb-ToReleaseList. The following section 5.3.10.3 allows for DRB addition or modification. This also means that in principle network can release and add same drb-Identity in the single RRC Connection Reconfiguration. No problem will arise as long as companies have the same understanding i.e. procedural description determines the order of configuration execution and preceeds over order of IE’s in ASN.1 (order of IE’s in ASN.1 is reverse i.e. drb-ToReleaseList is placed after drb-ToAddModList ).Thus, it is proposed to discuss in RAN2 whether any additional clarification is needed on the removal/addition of “same” DRB’s. 
4
Conclusion
This contribution proposes to discuss in RAN2 whether it is sufficiently clear that UE should follow the order given in procedural description when executing configuration.
In particular, it is proposed to discuss benefits of adding a clarifying note in section 5.5.2 stating that the network may delete and add the same measurement identity in one message.
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