3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 Meeting #65
Tdoc R2-091854
9 - 13 February, Athens, Greece

Agenda Item:
8.2

Source: 
Vice Chairman

Title: 
Report of E-UTRA user plane session
Document for:
Approval
6
LTE Stage 3

6.1
User plane

6.1.1
MAC (36.321)
6.1.1.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.

6.1.1.2
In principle agreed CRs
R2-090960
CR to 36.321 on BSR clarification
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0245
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090961
Freeing of reserved RNTIs
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0246
-
F

-
Nokia indicate there is one CR for this meeting that may clash. It goes a step further than this CR

=>
Revision to be prepared to merge in the alignment of FDD/TDD from R2-091327. Revised CR in R2-091629 CR 0246r1.
R2-091629
Freeing of reserved RNTIs
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0246
1
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091327
Aligning the RNTI table for TDD and FDD modes
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson
26.321
-
F
-
CATT think if RA-RNTI and C-RNTI share the same space then there could be a problem. Ericsson do not see a problem as eNB can only re-use a RNTI when it is sure it is freed
-
LG as is the note is needed. Samsung this the note is useful.

-
Huawei support the CR

-
Style of the note would need to be corrected. And also to be based on current spec

=>
Change to be merged into revision of CR 0246 (R2-090961)
R2-090962
Correction to MAC reset
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0247
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090963
Correction to Initialization of Prioritization
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0248
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090964
Local NACKing Optionality MAC CR
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
0249
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090965
Position of the Backoff Indicator sub-header
Infineon Technologies
CR
36.321
0250
-
F

-
LG think there is a mis-alignment of terms MAC header and MAC PDU header. Ericsson think the 2 terms are used interchangeably in the spec.
-
Ericsson think the CR is not complete as there is contradictory text elsewhere. This is fixed in a CR to this meeting but it should really be in this CR. 

=>
Agreed. Later agreed to revise it to merge in the changes from R2-091188. Revision in R2-091654 CR 250r1.
R2-091654
Position of the Backoff Indicator sub-header
Infineon Technologies, Huawei
CR
36.321
0250
1
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090966
Missing reserved bit setting
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0251
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090967
Expired TAT and PUSCH transmission
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
CR
36.321
0252
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090968
Expired TAT and HARQ feedback
Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
0253
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090969
Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0254
-
F

counter proposal CR in R2-091232
=>
Not agreed
R2-091232
Counter proposal to R2-090969 on Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
(0254)
tbd
F
-
Ericsson supports the intent but thinks there is now a duplication of text in many places. Propose to just flush the HARQ buffer and then elsewhere specify 'if flushed then consider the next transmission as a new transmission'.

-
NSN think this would also apply in the case that buffer is flushed after max retransmission - i.e. next transmission will be new irrespective of NDI.

-
Sunplus ask how this can happen. DOCOMO explain in handover case where PUCCH config is include in handover command and if random access does not success the PUCCH configuration would be released.
=>
To be revised to just include the flush of the HARQ buffer. Revision in R2-091630 CR 0254r1. 
=>
CR to be prepared by Ericsson to capture the requirements that it if buffer empty then consider the next transmission as a new transmission in R2-091631 CR 341. 
R2-091630
Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
0254
1
F
=>
Agreed
R2-091631
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc
36.321
0341
-
F

-
Sunplus think that " of the HARQ process corresponding to this TTI " should also be included in the if the HARQ buffer is empty condition.

-
Sunplus also ask if it should be clarified that UL grant address to T-C-RNTI should not be considered a new transmission. ASUSTeK think this should also be clarified. Samsung understanding of discussion of earlier ASUSTeK paper is that T-C-RNTI is always a retransmission so there should be no ambiguity.
-
DOCOMO think when the ASUSTeK was discussed it was agreed that grants to T-C-RNTI are always retransmissions but this CR now seems to contradict. Ericsson agree and something could be added.

-
Sunplus ask if we can remove the 'if this is the very first transmission..'. Samsung thing that due to a process being used for contention resolution and then being used for C-RNTI then it may be the first transmission but there could be data in the buffer (discussed in R2-091642). Ericsson agree and prefers to remove this.
=>
Revision to include " of this HARQ process " in the condition, and also to address the concern about T-C-RNTI. Revision in R2-091671 CR 0341r1. 
R2-091671
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc
36.321
0341
1
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090970
HARQ Feedback and Contention Resolution
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0255
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090971
Corrections to redundancy version control for system information
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0256
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090972
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0257
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090973
DRX and UL Retransmissions
Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson
CR
36.321
0258
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090974
Definition of DRX Short Cycle Timer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0259
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090975
Small corrections to RACH
Huawei
CR
36.321
0260
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090976
Processing of contention resolution message
Panasonic, Nokia Siemens Networks, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
0261
-
F

-
CATT think this is only for contention resolution my DL-SCH not for contention resolution by PDCCH. Panasonic think this is clear from the first sentence in the Annex. Samsung agree the text is clear. CATT main concern the title of the new section

-
Samsung think it would be better as an informative annex.
=>
Agreed
R2-090977
Corrections to power control and random access
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0262
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090978
Missing condition for unsuccessful reception of Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0263
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090979
Corrections relating to Random Access required inputs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0264
-
F

-
Samsung understand the max-allowed-preamble-power is the upper bound for preamble power and not only use for the case preamble group B exists. 
Ericsson think CR is correct because this is the only place that pmax is used by MAC, and would be provided by RRC is used by L1 for other purposes.

=>
Agreed. Later agreed to be revised to include the change from Pmax to Pcmax from R2-091138. Revision in R2-091668 CR 0264r1. 
R2-091668
Corrections relating to Random Access required inputs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0264
1
F

-
Ericsson asks why the RRC name was not used. Nokia explain there is no RRC name, the RRC parameter relates to one of the parameters used in the 36.101.
=>
Agreed
R2-090980
Bucket Parameter Update
Motorola
CR
36.321
0265
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090981
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc., HTC Corporation, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
0266
-
F

revised in R2-091486 to add co-sourcing company
R2-091486
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc., HTC Corporation, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Fujitsu, Motorola
CR
36.321
0266
1
F
=>
Agreed
R2-090982
SPS resource release on D-SR failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
0267
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090983
Configuration for DL Semi-Persistent Scheduling
Panasonic
CR
36.321
0268
-
F

-
Covered in CR in R2-090995
=>
Not agreed
R2-090984
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occassion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
0269
-
F

-
CR is same but received from offline comments for editorial suggestions.
=>
To be revised to correct UEs to UE's. Revision in R2-091632 CR 0269r1. Also minor change from R2-091263 merged into this CR. 
R2-091632
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occassion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
0269
1
F

=>
Revision to be produced with correct tdoc number on cover sheet. Revision is R2-091673 CR 0269r2 is agreed.
R2-090985
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0270
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090986
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
0271
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090987
Various clarifications/corrections to TS36.321
Panasonic
CR
36.321
0272
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090988
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
0273
-
F

=>
Revision to correct spelling of demultiplex. Revision in R2-091633 CR 0273r1 is agreed
R2-090989
Miscellaneous corrections to MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0274
-
F

=>
Agreed. Later revised to include SPS-C-RNTI change from R2-091360. Revision in R2-091659  CR 274r1 is agreed.
R2-090990
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
-
F

-
Huawei says the cover sheet refers to bundling but the change also impacts the non bundling case. ASUSTeK think there should be no clash between message 3 retransmission and non bundled retransmission. NSN agree with ASUSTeK understanding that there is no collision.
-
Huawei think collisions can occur because grant in RAR an a regular grant for UL on PDCCH. ASUSTeK think there is a note to cover this case and UE can just choose which one to follow. Huawei think this specifies behaviour for this case and no longer leaves it to UE implementation. NSN agree and therefore think 'if TTI bundling is configured' should be added

-
CATT say the CR relates to the clash between 2 HARQ processes but previous understanding is that there is only one HARQ process per TTI. ASUSTeK explain cover the msg3 process and the regular process.

-
Ericsson request some time to discuss offline as it is unclear of the precedence of the or and and.
=>
To be revised to include 'if TTI bundling is configured' and possible further clarifications as outcome from offline discussion.. Revision in R2-091634 CR 0275r1. 
R2-091634
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
1
F

-
LG think it would be clearer is there was a 3rd condition saying 'if this is a transmission from msg3 buffer'. Ericsson thing it is clear in the CR.

-
DOCOMO think the CR should show the change of the bullet indentation
=>
Revision to show change marks for the bullet indentation. Offline discussion on addition of the extra condition. Revision in R2-081851 CR 0275r2. 
R2-081851
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
2
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090991
TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, HTC Corportation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0276
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090992
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK, Ericsson, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0277
-
F

updated CR proposal in R2-091070
R2-091070
R1 of CR0277 (R2-090992) on Clarification of measurement gap in DRX
Nokia Siemens Networks, ASUSTeK, Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO INC., Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
(0277)
tbd
F
-
LG still have concern and have paper in R2-091378.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091378
DRX and Measurement gap
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
Samsung agree with the analysis but as previous agreed to address the issue we prefer to handling it more efficiently as proposed by LG.
-
Ericsson think it does not consider the case where SPS resources are allocated for background TCP traffic, the analysis is focussed on voice. Ericsson preference is to keep the agreed in principle CR. LG think result is the same even if different SPS periodicities are considered.

- 
LG think the previous CR is not needed. ASUSTeK think the previous CR is not optimising anything, it is just clarifying behaviour. 

-
CATT indicate discussion last year was that measurement gap is prioritised over on duration. So question is whether a special handling is needed for case of SPS resource in on duration. 
-
LG gave update from offline discussion. Proposal from offline is to reject the previous agreed in principle CR and discuss issue in release 9. DOCOMO are okay with the proposal but ask if we should remove other text referring to SPS configured assignment and measurement gaps. LG propose to address DOCOMO comment only the first change could be agreed but leave the second change out. LG withdraw suggestion and think nothing is needed. Ericsson think the existing text referring to SPS configured assignments and measurement gaps are still needed it is okay to not agree the CR but not to make further changes.
-
Huawei think the CR is needed. LG clarify that in theoretical cases the collision could occur but in practical cases it does not occur. Ericsson further clarify that even in the theoretical case of a collision the retransmission is just delayed and there is no critical consequence. NSN agree.
=>
Do not agree CR in R2-091070 and further discussion can be in release 9.

R2-090993
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0278
-
F

-
Huawei concerned that cover sheet says that the timing is clarified, but the changes go beyond this as it replaces serving cell change to handover.

-
LG think more discussion is needed whether this includes the re-establishment case.

-
Samsung think the motivation is to ensure new eNB has buffer information. Samsung think it has always referred to handover. Panasonic also think it refers to handover.

-
NSN would be happy to ensure it refers to re-establishment as well. 

-
Samsung think the regular BSR is triggered anyway in the re-establishment case. Also 'first uplink grant' is not really clear in the re-establishment case.

-
Ericsson think it is not really clear if all DRBs will be reported in the re-establishment case. LG think we previously agreed that the UE may include data for suspended DRBs.
-
Huawei reading of current text is that UE will trigger BSR after successful reconfiguration. Samsung think the RRC Connection Re-establishment message will trigger regular BSR as it is new data on SRB1.

-
Ericsson think that first UL RRC message will trigger BSR in both handover and re-establishment case. Question for Ericsson is if DRBs are resumed then is the data new and therefore triggers BSR.

-
LG think the offline discussion last meeting was that BSR would be triggered anyway, even without the sentence. Ericsson still think it is not clear if resumption of DRBs will trigger a BSR. LG think the RRC connection reconfiguration complete (for message that resumed the DRBs) will trigger the BSR.

=>
Proposal for way forward is to completely remove the trigger but offline discussion to check that the RRC message does trigger the BSR as desired. Revision of CR in R2-091635 CR 278r1.
R2-091635
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0278
1
F

-
LG also updated on offline discussion on whether data for resumed bearers is considered new: It was concluded that it does not matter if the data on the resumed bearers is considered as the UE will trigger the BSR due to the RRC response. And at the time the BSR is sent it will include all the information for the resumed bearers.

-
Ericsson also added that offline the understanding was that the BSR triggered for the RRC response message would already include the data for the resumed bearers.

=>
Agreed
R2-090994
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, SAMSUNG, Ericsson, Qualcomm
CR
36.321
0279
-
F

=>
To be revised to change MAC-SDU to MAC-SDUs. Revision in R2-091638 CR 0279r1 is agreed.
R2-090995
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0280
-
F

-
Huawei think paper R2-091388 might have a small clash regarding Pmax.
-
DoCoMo think the change on implicit release in uplink clashes with change in R2-090994
=>
To be revised to remove the clashing text in last paragraphs of 5.10.2. Revision in R2-091637 CR 0280r1

R2-091637
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0280
1
F

=>
To be revised again to include alignment to RRC name for prach-ConfigurationIndex in 7.6. Revision in R2-091651 CR 0280r2. 
R2-091651
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0280
2
F
=>
Agreed
R2-090996
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei
CR
36.321
0281
-
F

=>
 Agreed
R2-091068
Correction on MAC PDU subheader description
ETRI
CR
36.321
0282
-
F

-
CATT think the "(except...)" is not required as it is clear that DRX subheader corresponds to a zero bit payload. Ericsson agree it is not needed. CATT think either this should be taken out of 6.1.3.3 should be changed (where it says it corresponds to a zero bit payload).
=>
Revision to be prepared to remove the "(except...)". Revision in R2-091636 CR 0282r1 is agreed.
6.1.1.3
Dynamic scheduling

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 10] UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling (SunPlus)

Email discussion on HARQ process for TTI bundling
R2-091390
Report of [64b: 10] email discussion on HARQ process for TTI Bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 10]
-
Ericsson think comments to issue D5 were not captured. Ericsson think that clarifying which HARQ process an UL grant corresponds to is straight forward and can be infrerred from the current spec and so NDI comparison is possible and no need to do the flushing. Avoids 2 lost transport blocks which is the consequence of the flushing.
-
Samsung think there is not yet consensus and more offline is needed.

=>
Noted

R2-091437
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Samsung
Disc

-
Ericsson understand that this would permit the UE behaviour preferred by Ericsson but would prefer to have a single UE behaviour and so prefer to specify behaviour more clearly.
-
Samsung think the network should not really care about UE behaviour as it is only a problem about false uplink grant.

-
NSN understanding is that anyway eNBs will always use a fixed schedule for bundling and hence it is only the false uplink grants that need to be considered. Ericsson agree but think that it may not be desirable for UE implementation to discard to 2 TBs when a false UL grant occurs.

-
HTC ask if eNB is likely to shift the pattern. NSN agree it is possible but infrequent and eNB can take precautions when it shifts the pattern.

-
Sunplus think this is based on an assumption for which they have a different understanding - first if a grant received for an empty HARQ process is a new transmission, second if UL grant is not aligned it will flush one of the bundles.  Sunplus would like these things clarified. Ericsson think these things would not need to be clarified if we went the Samsung approach.
=>
Noted

R2-091438
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0334)
-
F
-
revised in R2-091506
R2-091506
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Samsung
CR
36.321
0334
-
R2-091094
Clarification of TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0288)
-
F

R2-091265
Clarification on the UL-SCH transmission for TTI bundling
CATT
CR
36.321
(0313)
-
F

=>
Not agreed as CATT now supporting sunplus CR in R2-091522
R2-091522
Clarification of TTI bundling
Sunplus

R2-091284
UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0319)
-
F

R2-091424
NDI consideration for TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0332)
-
F

Way forward for HARQ process and bundling

=>
Previous 6 CRs not treated. Offline discussion to conclude. 

Samsung provided update from offline discussion:
-
Some consensus that colliding uplink grant occurs quite rarely.

-
No consensus on a specific behaviour when a colliding grant is received. So it will be left to UE implementation.

-
Agreement to capture in the minutes but some companies would prefer to capture in the spec

Discussion

-
Ericsson thought there was agreement that UE would follow PDCCH but the process management would be up to UE implementation. Samsung think even this aspect was up to UE implementation and this was based on the logic that it is very rare. Sunplus agree with Samsung and can not agree to always follow PDCCH as there is no consensus how to follow PDCCH. Sunplus also prefer a not in the spec.

-
Ericsson think there was agreement that we don't want behaviour where the UE follows the very first grant it receives which might be in error and then eNB can't recover.

-
NSN thinks agreement was UE behaviour is unspecified and did not agree that UE will also follow PDCCH. So if a bundle is ongoing and a PDCCH collides then UE may not act on the PDCCH. Ericsson did not have this understanding of the discussion and so we don't have a consensus.

-
Samsung think we will not make consensus in rel 8 and it is acceptable to not specify as it is rare.
-
Qualcomm agree with Ericsson that UE will PDCCH.

-
Interdigital think UE can detect PDCCH error due to various parameters and then UE will ignore PDCCH. 

-
CATT think UE follows the PDCCH pattern.

-
Samsung think it talking about the first grant there is no issue and the UE will follow PDCCH. The question is about a colliding grant.

-
Nokia think that after max number of retransmissions of a bundle it should be clear that UE will follow PDCCHs that are not aligned. Ericsson think this could be very long time in some cases e.g. loose half of the processes for 100ms so it may not be a good solution.

-
CATT think that the UE can not distinguish errors in the PDCCH.

-
NSN it would also be acceptable for the UE to always follow the PDCCH.

=>
Conclusion of discussion: Based on current understanding UE behaviour is not specified for the case if an uplink grant is indicated causing different TTI bundles to collide. This does not imply that a UE implementation can always ignore PDCCH in the case different TTI bundles collide
Minuted comments regarding the conclusion:

 -
Ericsson can accept the conclusion but expressed concern about UEs that never follow PDCCH in the colliding case, they think a UE should try to work out it the PDCCH makes sense and if so follow it (follow the PDCCH unless it is obvious that it is invalid).
-
DOCOMO share the same understanding as Ericsson. 

-
Motorola also agrees with Ericsson.

R2-091661
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, HTC Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0334
1

-
This document is a revision of R2-091506 covering those aspects that still should be considered following the conclusion of the offline discussion. 
-
Ericsson ask if this text is really needed given the earlier discussion. Ericsson recalls the intent was to prevent the UE following the PDCCH for retransmissions within a bundle but this is not the case now. NSN reply that compared to the version seen at last meeting it has been revised to take this into account.
-
Ericsson concerned with the sentence " For each of the following consecutive TTI_BUNDLE_SIZE-1 TTIs, the HARQ entity triggers retransmissions which shall be non-adaptive " as it may prevent the UE from following the PDCCH it if received one.

-
NSN think the existing text is not okay.

=>
Offline discussion to conclude on the need for the CR and if needed the final content. Revision in R2-091852 CR 0334r2. Come back Friday

R2-091852
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, HTC Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0334
2

Measurement gap handling

R2-091195
DL and UL measurement gap
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Ericsson think it is quite clear whether a measurement gap refers to UL or DL and asks if there is an example. Huawei point to the list of examples in the CR.

-
Ericsson also think this could loose the alignment with RRC where it refers to measurement gaps. And RAN4 is also aligning to use the terminology measurement gap.

-
NSN agree with Ericsson it should be clear today. NSN is concerned that the CR appears to decouple UL and DL. CATT also agree with NSN/Ericsson.

-
NSN understand when measurement gap is used in relation to DL it is 6ms and when used in relation to UL it is 6/7ms (depending on FDD/TDD case). 

=>
Common understanding is that when measurement gap is used by MAC spec in relation to DL it is 6 subframe and when used in relation to UL it is 6/7 subframe (depending on FDD/TDD case). 
=>
No support to further clarify measurement gap. 

=>
Noted
R2-091196
"MAC CR for
 DL and UL measurement gap"
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0302)
-
F

-
Not treated following conclusion of R2-091195.
R2-091702
LS reply on collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback
RAN1

-
RAN1 preference is that RAN2 specs handle the HARQ feedback for measurement gaps as L1 specs do not have awareness of measurement gaps. Also ask if MAC spec can capture transmission of SRS, CQI/PMI and RI during measurement gaps.

-
Panasonic thing this will make MAC aware of ACK/NACK repetitions. Ericsson think wording  can be found to avoid ACK/NACK repetition awareness in MAC.

-
NSN does not want MAC to have to be aware of ACK.NACK repetitions or CQI transmission in gaps, etc.

-
Ericsson think either RAN1 or RAN2 needs to change and RAN1 is 'more frozen'

-
Huawei support the Ericsson CR. Samsung think also solving it in RAN2 is preferable
-
NSN ok to address the HARQ feedback and measurement gap in MAC but strongly agains the second aspect of the LS on SRS, CQI/PMI and RI. Samsung think the collision with SRS, CQI/PMI and RI is already clear. Huawei clarify that RAN4 sped states 'UE shall not transmit during a gap' so all this should be clear. 

=>
Agreed to capture both issues in MAC specification. Proposal for HARQ feedback case is included in R2-091285. 

R2-091285
ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0320)
-
F

-
NSN ask if we want to cancel just one subframe for the colliding repetition or the whole ACK/NACK. Panasonic think just colliding subframes should be cancelled. Ericsson agree with Panasonic.

-
NSN think MAC is capturing L1 behaviour in MAC.

-
ZTE think that we have already agreed the entire repetition is cancelled. Ericsson think it was more an artefact of the way the current spec was worded than a previous agreement.

-
CATT support that non colliding repetitions should be transmitted.
-
Nokia ask why the cancelling of the whole transmission in the case the first repetition collides is changed. Ericsson think it does not go against decisions from last meeting.

-
CMCC support transmission of non colliding ACK/NACKs

-
NSN think it would be simpler to cancel the whole thing is any repetition collides. Ericsson think this is more complex for the UE as it needs to look ahead to see if a future repetition collides. Ericsson agrees from UE implementation perspective.

 =>
Offline discussion to conclude on desired behaviour (i.e. cancel whole feedback or just colliding subframes) and then agree on text. Also to find text for capturing the SRS/CQI/PMI/RI and measurement gap behaviour. Revision in R2-091639 CR 320. 
R2-091639
ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0320
-
F

-
NSN think in Annex A it should say uplink subframe. Ericsson ask if this makes a difference.

-
Huawei ask why an annex is added and why it is not in 5.3.2.2. NSN prefer an annex as it does not really belong to MAC. Huawei agree it is not nice but hiding in annex is not a good idea.
-
CATT agree with the CR. Concerned that this is also handled in L1 specs.

-
Samsung think it is UE that avoids transmission. 
=>
Agreed
BCCH
R2-091133
Correction relating to BCCH HARQ
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Network, Sunplus mMobile Inc
CR
36.321
(0293)
-
F

-
LG ask if SI window is specified in MAC specification. Nokia thinks it needs to be in 321 rather than 331.

-
Ericsson agree that something is needed as new transmission indication is not coming from lower layer but should not forbid, for example, combining across SI windows. Ericsson suggest it should say 'scheduling information from RRC'.

-
LG concern is that term SI window seems to exclude SI-1 which does not have an SI window. Nokia suggest that SI window could be replaced by 'scheduling information;

=>
Offline discussion to find wording to address concerns from LG and Ericsson. Revision in R2-091640 CR 0293. 

R2-091640
Correction relating to BCCH HARQ
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Network, Sunplus mMobile Inc
CR
36.321
0293
-
F

-
Samsung suggest 'according to' would be better than 'within'

=>
Revision to make the change suggested by Samsung. Revision in R2-091674 CR 0293r1 is agreed.
R2-091185
New transmission indication for BCCH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0296)
-
F

-
not treated as covered by discussion of R2-091133
R2-091087
Implicit RV Setting
InterDigital
CR
36.321
(0286)
-
F

-
CATT had a similar paper previously and concluded it was a RAN1 issue. Interdigital think RAN1 has determined the proper sequence but this does not result in the proper sequence.
-
Huawei clarify that the RAN1 LS that triggered the introduction of this text said the RV sequence increments irrespective of UL subframes or MBSFN.

-
Samsung think it makes some sense and it would be useful to specify which subframes are used. 

-
Ericsson would not like to initiate any change in RAN2 as the text comes fro RAN1.

=>
Not agreed
Random access related
R2-091126
NDI and grant in Message 2
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0292)
-
F

-
Huawei think this comes as a package with a CR to 36.213 which proposes to use C-RNTI for scrambling of message 3 (currently uses Temporary C-RNTI). Samsung think the 2 CRs are independent.

-
CATT think grant in msg 2 is only for msg 3 transmission. Nokia and Ericsson think that the grant in msg 2 can be used for normal UL-SCH transmission.

-
Ericsson ask why not use wording 'consider it has been toggled'. Nokia clarify it is for the retransmission so a fixed value is needed to work out if it is a retransmission. Ericsson think setting to fixed value does not work for the first transmission. Ericsson clarify that considering toggled is sufficient as the eNB knows the value used for the first transmission.

-
Ericsson think that for the issue in this CR then it is not needed to specify a value. Nokia still think toggled and set it to 0 is 'bullet proof'

-
Ericsson suggest it could be stated general that before a process has been used the value is considered zero. This could address the generic problem. Panasonic think the issue is specific to RAR as there is no NDI in the message (i.e. not a generic problem)

-
Samsung think the 

=>
To be revised to include 'and the UE considers the NDI to be toggled'. Revision in R2-091641 CR 0292. 
R2-091641
NDI and grant in Message 2
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0292
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091186
UL grant handling during RACH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0297)
-
F

-
Ericsson think that we haves agree that the random access procedure continues, and for the second change the spec is clear (in section 5.4.2.1). Given this Huawei think the current note is wrong as it says the grant in RAR has higher priority. Ericsson think if it is a new transmission then priority is given to random access.

-
Sunplus understanding of the note is that if UE continues process grant with C-RNTI then processing in 5.4.2.1 only considers the grant with C-RNTI.

-
Ericsson clarify that today the source of the grant does not cause prioritisation but if there is data in the msg 3 then transmission if prioritised.

-
Samsung has always assume that initial transmission and retransmission colliding then initial transmission is prioritised. In which case second point is not needed.
=>
Not agreed
R2-091216
UL grant misuse after contention resolution
ASUSTeK
Disc
-
Ericsson think today an UL grant for T-CRNTI is always for a retransmission so what is the change for proposal 1. ASUSTeK think this is not clear today, it is possible to be considered a new transmission.
-
NSN ask if the problem disappears is a new C-RNTI is given to the UE after contention resolution succeeds. ASUSTeK indicate the issue is only for UEs that continue to use T-C-RNTI.

-
CATT understand that UE with C-RNTI will not monitor T-CRNTI during the CR timer and so problem doesn't occur. ASUSTeK think UE with C-RNTI still monitor's PDCCH with T-CRNTI for message 3 adaptive retransmission. ASUSTeK also think the probability is not low.

-
Samsung wants to check groups understanding. RAN2 understanding is that UE with C-RNTI doing contention based RA with still monitor PDCCH with T-CRNTI for adaptive retransmission of msg3.

 -
Ericsson add that it also only if an initial access and re-establishment are triggered at the same time and collide.
-
NSN think the problem is very infrequent and the eNB has means to address the issue. Motorola agree.

-
Ericsson agree. Sunplus ask how the eNB can change the C-RNTI  in connection setup case.
-
Ericsson also think the consequence should be understood. It is only some interference with UL transmissions that HARQ will recover from.

-
ASUSTeK think it will occur if 2 problems are performing initial access.

-
Samsung think in some cases the msg3 transmission is completed by CR timer is still running and asks UE behaviour. Ericsson think all grants to T-CRNTI are retransmissions. Even if UE interpreted it as new transmission then UE would start new transmission of content of msg 3 buffer. DOCOMO agree with current spec but the proposal to add clarification that grants when HARQ buffer is empty is a new transmission. 
-
LG indicate that the UE can know that PDCCH with NDI=1 must be for the winning UE (based on previous Nokia CR)

=>
Noted
R2-091217
CR to 36.321 on UL grant misuse after contention resolution
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0304)
-
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-091216
R2-091114
NDI handling after random access procedure
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0289)
-
F

-
ASUSTeK support the CR

-
Panasonic also support.

=>
Agreed in R2-091642 CR 0289
Other

R2-091263
Correction on NDI comparision in DL transmission
CATT
CR
36.321
(0311)
-
F

-
Ericsson ask is spatial multiplexing is supported for SPS? CATT reply only 1 TB per TTI is possible for spatial multiplexing. Ericsson change 1 is not needed but support change 2.
=>
Proposal 1 is not needed. Changes for proposal 2 are minor and can be captured in R2-091632 CR 269r1 (Samsung) but only the removal for the '(s)' not the introduction of the '(s)'
R2-091264
Clarification on the soft buffer processing
CATT
CR
36.321
(0312)
-
F

-
NSN think nothing is needed. Panasonic think this is an issue of UE implementation and also the same asin HSDPA so nothing needs to be changed. Qualcomm agree.
-
Panasonic think it is up to UE to implement sensible and also it is a 'UE may'

=>
Not agreed

R2-091071
Proposed CR to 36.321 on UE behaviour at CURRENT_TX_NB reaches maximum value
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0283)
-
F

-
Ericsson ask it this handles max number of transmissions is 1. NSN do no see the problem with the current spec.

-
ASUSTeK support the CR. Sunplus also. Qualcomm has some sympathy but could address Ericsson concern. Samsung think it is good to clarify.
-
HTC support the intention.

-
Problem with CR is that the check is only in the retransmission but it needed also for the new transmission case. LG proposal would be to have it in both places.

-
Ericsson suggest keeping current text and then stating shall 'then'.

-
Motorola think it is already sufficiently case.

=>
Revision of the CR to revise the first line of current text with a simple 'shall then' (to be finalised offline). Revision in R2-091643 CR 0283. 
R2-091643
Proposed CR to 36.321 on UE behaviour at CURRENT_TX_NB reaches maximum value
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0283
-
F

-
Ericsson worries that this suggests the order does not matter in other sections where it is not clarified.

-
NSN support the CR and we should not repeat the discussion.
=>
Revision to move the " after performing above actions " to the beginning of the sentence and swap then and shall.  Revision in R2-091675 CR 283r1 is agreed.
-
Ericsson request it to be minuted that the CR is really not needed as it should be obvious that a UE should not abort before even the first transmission opportunity.
Late/withdrawn

R2-091358
Correction to TTI bundling
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0321)
-
F

withdrawn
R2-091379
TTI bundling
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

withdrawn
6.1.1.4
DRX handling
=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 13] HARQ RTT Timer for ACK/NACK repetition in DRX for TDD (CMCC)

R2-091419
Summary of email discussion [64b:13] HARQ RTT Timer for ACK/NACK repetition in DRX for TDD
CMCC
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 13]
-
CMCC also updated status of offline this meeting and discussion in RAN1. RAN1 understanding is that eNB does not need to wait for final repeat of ACK/NACK
-
Following discussion CMCC is fine to not introduce the change.

=>
Noted

=>
No further action needed.

R2-091361
DL HARQ buffer management during DRX operation
Panasonic
Disc

-
NSN ask what would need to be captured in the spec. Panasonic agree it is difficult to capture in spec and would be happy to capture in the minutes. NSN ask if after a long period of inactivity the UE can flush the buffers. Panasonic confirm this. NSN think this is acceptable.

-
Ericsson is not sure what can be minuted. Panasonic think it could say after a long time of inactivity the UE could flush the buffer.

-
Motorola think there are already statements when the UE flushes the buffer. Panasonic says that flushing is only based on NDI and we think some more relaxation is required.

-
Huawei think this is a discussion about an implementation and the important think for implementation is whether UE can pass the test.
-
DoCoMo think we can trust the UE to have a sensible implementation to flush buffers after a sensible length of time.  

-
Panasonic think it would be up to implementation and UE anyway needs to pass all tests.

-
Samsung think if we minute it, it could be useful to avoid RAN5 developing unusual test case.

-
Ericsson is not happy to minute that UE is permitted to do this. All we can minute is the consequence.

-
Panasonic think HARQ protocol operation is not affected as the UE will still store all HARQ information so if it has flushed the buffer and received a retransmission it can still decode (but without soft combining with previous transmissions). Interdigitial think it might be interpreted as an error case as UE will see a non toggled NDI but have nothing in its buffer.

=>
Noted
R2-091086
Reporting During DRX
InterDigital
CR
36.321
(0285)
-
F
-
Ericsson think it should say 'on PUCCH'

-
CATT think it is not essential. 

-
NSN support the change. Panasonic also ok to include but it should also state 'SRS'

=>
Revision to include " on PUCCH and/or SRS transmissions ". Revision in R2-091645 CR 0285 is agreed.

R2-091254
proposed CR to 36.321 [rel-8] on corrections to the definition of DRX timers
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0310)
-
F

-
Interdigital think 'expects a new transmission' is strange, the UE expects the possibility of a new transmission. 
-
Ericsson think the definitions section should avoid UE behaviours in the timer definitions. Motorola think it is not different from other timers definitions.
-
CATT think the first change may cause UE implementation to think UE only expects new transmission during inactivity timer running.
=>
Not agreed

R2-091384
CR to 36.321 on the use of the Long DRX Cycle and the Short DRX Cycle
ITRI
CR
36.321
(0329)
-
F

-
NSN think this is just an optimisation of pseudo code that is note required. 
-
Ericsson agrees with NSN. Huawei also agree.

-
Sunplus think the behaviour is not clear after configuration of DRX. Ericsson think when the UE is configured with DRX then the UE uses long DRX and short is only used after the DRX inactivity timer expires. Ericsson think this is clear. Sunplus think long DRX is only used when inactivity timer expires or short DRX timer expires.
-
LG think this issue is clear and has been discussed before. Motorola think the CR does not actually address the issue of DRX to use when the DRX is configured.

=>
Not agreed


Late/withdrawn
R2-091187
Correction on DRX
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0298)
-
F

withdrawn
6.1.1.5
Random Access procedure

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 11] RAN1/RAN2 spec conflict re TA setting at random access  (Samsung)

R2-091113
Email discussion report: [64b: 11] RAN1/RAN2 spec conflict regarding TA setting at random access
Samsung
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 11]
=>
Noted

=>
No further action required
R2-091115
Dedicated preamble handling after random access failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0290)
-
F

-
ASUSTeK support the intent but has an alternative wording.
-
DOCOMO asked why the paper mentions switching from dedicated to random preamble and asks if we have this switching. Samsung this is supported today. DOCOMO understand for handover the preamble is valid until T304 expiry, and for PDCCH order the RRC resets MAC when max preamble transmission is reached. Ericsson also under this
-
Samsung agree with DOCOMO and Ericsson understanding. Coversheet is misleading.

-
Huawei think the UE could switch from contention free to contention based if there is a new request for RACH. So clarification is useful

-
Motorola can support the change

=>
Final wording to be concluded offline (either worded as in Samsung or ASUSTeK paper). Revision in R2-091646 CR 0290. 

R2-091646
Dedicated preamble handling after random access failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
0290
-
F

=>
To be revised to ensure revisin marks are correct. Revision in R2-091677 CR 0290r1 is agreed
R2-091239
Clarification on Random Access Procedure
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0308)
-
F

Change 2:
-
Samsung agree with wording from the ASUSTeK paper.

-
Huawei think it will not apply when the random access is successful. Samsung agree this should also be addressed. Ericsson clarify this is already in the spec.

-
Huawei think the usage of italics makes it unclear if it only refers to info from RRC or also for PDCCH order.

-
LG think that it is specified in RRC that the MAC configuration is released. Samsung agree but think it is better to capture in MAC spec.

-
Ericsson think it should be made clear that it does refer to dedicated preamble given in PDCCH order. Maybe appropriate to go into CR 995.

-
LG think there is no problem with UE using dedicated preamble at MAC reset. Samsung think if it is kept and random access is initiated then the dedicated preamble would be used.

=>
To be covered in revision of R2-091115.

Change 1:

-
LG have similar proposal but happy with ASUSTeK proposal.
-
Samsung think it is not necessary to add 'and is not 000' as the condition is elsewhere (5.1.1.2). Apart from the terminology alignment the current spec is fine.

-
DOCOMO this it is necessary to include the condition in all cases as dedicated preamble is not defined to exclude this case.

-
Ericsson suggest that saying "if the random access preamble was not selected by UE MAC " and the '(i.e. ...)' is not needed.

-
Current wording is a bit inconsistent today. LG think other places should be fixed to make the wording consistent. Ericsson think at least one location can't be changed without consequences. LG think the second part of 5.1.2 also needs to be fixed in the same way.

=>
Revision to include wording suggested by Ericsson and also change any other places where the same correction is required. Revision in R2-091647 CR 0308. 
R2-091647
Clarification on Random Access Procedure
ASUSTeK, ITRI, LG Electronics Inc., NTT DoCoMo Inc., Samsung
CR
36.321
0308
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091359
Correction to RACH
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0322)
-
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-091239
R2-091183
Correction on Contention Resolution
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0294)
-
F
-
CATT ask in which use cases the UL grant with SPS-CRNTI might resolve contention. Huawei think it could be the case when SR is not configured and there is a service using SPS ongoing. CATT think SR will be configured if SPS is used.
-
DOCOMO agree with CATT and think SR will be set up if SPS is used. So it is nice to have rather than needed.

-
NSN think it is not needed in release 8 and can live without it.

-
ASUSTeK think it is good to have this flexibility.

-
LG think it is modification of feature. LG think that in some cases SPS-CRNTI should not be considered as contention resolution. HTC also support the proposal

-
Huawei think it does not add UE complexity.

-
Ericsson does not have a strong view but think current spec if not broken

=>
Not agreed

R2-091192
Definition for Contention Resolution Timer
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0300)
-
F

-
ASUSTeK think this is good to have and could also be done elsewhere in the spec. Huawei agree.

-
NSN think consequence should be improved.

-
Samsung think this is good to have and support it.

-
Ericsson ask if the change really motivate a category F.
-
LG concerned that msg3 definition is 'UL transmission', not 'UL message '. Huawei agree this could be changed.

-
Ericsson concerned about making the change elsewhere in the spec. Huawei think it would be appropriate in for example 5.1.2 and it is confusing to not use the definition in all cases

=>
Revision to be prepared to also change msg3 definition to 'UL message' and also use it elsewhere in the spec where appropriate. Revision in R2-091648 CR 0300. 
R2-091648
Definition for Contention Resolution Timer
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
0300
-
F

-
LG generally support the CR, but think the msg3 definition is over specified. The " submitted from upper layer and associated with the UE Contention Resolution Identity," is not needed. Huawei can agree

-
Ericsson can not accept the CR with the sentence removed and in general think the CR is not needed. Ericsson also think the definition must include "transmitted".
=>
To be revised to include the word 'transmitted' in the definition. Revision in R2-091853 CR 0300r1 is agreed.
R2-091266
Clarification on the CR timer
CATT
CR
36.321
(0314)
-
F

-
Huawei support the proposal
-
ZTE ask if it means some UL subframes are also 'active time'. Reply is yes.

-
LG asks if it impacts FDD. CATT think it is only in half duplex case. LG think that with the definition of PDCCH subframe there is no impact to FDD.

-
Ericsson point out that RRC does state values in PDCCH subframes or subframes and hence we should ensure we are aligned.

=>
Definition of contention resolution timer should be subframes (not PDCCH subframes) in order to have a definition appropriate for FDD and TDD. Flag this conclusion CP session on Friday.

=>
CR agreed in R2-091649 CR 314.

R2-091197
PRACH selection must use prach-ConfigurationIndex
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0303)
-
F
-
CATT agree with the CR

=>
CR agreed in R2-091650  CR 0303
R2-091388
Corrections on PRACH transmission power
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0330)
-
F

-
Change 1 not needed so only change 2 presented
-
NSN asked if RRC name needs to be changed as well. RRC should use Pemax and MAC should use Pcmax.
=>
To avoid changes on changes, the change for issue 2 will be included in earlier Nokia CR (R2-090979 CR 0097). 
R2-091389
Management of HARQ buffer when CR failure
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0331)
-
F
-
Not treated as covered in R2-091232 CR 254r1.
6.1.1.6
QoS
R2-091085
Bcket initialization
InterDigital
CR
36.321
(0284)
-
F

-
Motorola would support this if the Motorola CR is not agreed.
-
Huawei think Bj initialisation at MAC reset is not needed and support the CR

-
Ericsson do not see it as necessary in release 8 and would not like it agreed. LG agreed

=>
Not agreed
R2-091448
Bucket Parameter update upon MAC Reset
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0336)
- 
F

-
Nokia think there is not a long delay to fill the bucket before the UE can transmit, and thinks the it was discussed previously. Motorola concern is that logical channels are served by strict priority until the bucket is full. LG think this is not the case.

-
Ericsson think initialisation to zero was agreed previously. Qualcomm agree.

-
Ericsson agree that at initialisation after handover there is a brief period when there is not protection against starvation. Motorola think it is not a big change.

-
Qualcomm think in the VoIP case there is no impact.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091267
Indication of transmit opportunity to upper layer
CATT
CR
36.321
(0315)
-
F

-
Ericsson has some sympathy but think it is not really needed for release 8.
=>
Not agreed

R2-091445
Logical Channel Prioritization
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0335)
-
F

-
Qualcomm think this has been discussed before and is covered by the 'UE maximises transmission of data' so CR is not needed
-
Ericsson think it was discussed before and it could be specified in a very detailed way and only a guideline could be agreed. There is flexibility in the UE implementation. Nokia agreed and prefer to stay with what it has.

-
Huawei think it is an implementation.

=>
Not agreed

6.1.1.7
UL Information for scheduler
BSR

R2-091218
Clarification on RETX_BSR_TIMER
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0305)
-
F

-
CATT ask in which case does a logical channel does not respond to a LGC. ASUSTeK think it is possible.

-
Ericsson think the change is correct, but suggest inserting the text after the 'if available for transmission'

-
Samsung think it is technically correct does think it is not essential as the cases when a logical channel is not associated to a LGC such as voice the timer will not expire

-
Qualcomm support the change. Nokia also agree.

=>
To be revised to say " data available for transmission for any of the logical channels which belong to a LCG ". Revision in R2-091652 CR 305 is agreed
R2-091229
Clarification to BSR transmission
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0306)
-
F

-
NSN think this has been discussed before and concluded it is infrequent and if it does occur then eNB can ignore the SR if it knows it has just given a grant. So do not support the CR.
-
Ericsson agree with NSN and thing the text 'subsequent' is very unclear.

-
ZTE think it is not efficient to rely on the eNB to ignore the SR

-
LG think there is no issue and no need to optimise.

=>
Not agreed


R2-091268
Correction on BSR
CATT
CR
36.321
(0316)
-
F

-
LG support the change.

-
NSN also support. Huawei also

=>
Agreed in R2-091653 CR 316.
PHR

R2-091093
Clarification of PHR
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0287)
-
F

-
NSN think it is not needed as it makes no change to the meaning. LG agree
-
Ericsson don't think it is needed

=>
Not agreed
SR

R2-091240
Cancellation of Scheduling Request
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0309)
-
F

-
CATT think this is an implementation issue and if the parameters are configured correctly it will not occur.
-
Huawei think it is not essential for the completion of release 8.

-
AUSTeK think it is not good to leave this to UE implementation.

-
Qualcomm also thing this can be left to UE implementation.

-
Motorola don't think it is necessary.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091363
Small clarification on UL-SCH resource availability for SR
NEC
CR
36.321
(0325)
-
F

-
LG think the sentence is needed as the SR should be kept as a grant for retransmission should not cancel the SR.
-
Fujitsu suggest replacing grant with available.

-
ZTE think the it makes no difference to delete the condition or replace grant with available.

-
Panasonic think add 'new' in the first condition could resolve the issue. NSN agree it could be ok but prefers to keep a minimal change as proposed.

-
Ericsson ask what would the change mean is there is an SPS resource. 

-
Huawei think the current text is okay as soon as resources have been grant the SR is not needed any more.

=>
Not agreed

Late/withdrawn

R2-091365
Correction to Power Headroom MAC control element
NEC
CR
36.321
(0326)
-
F
withdrawn
6.1.1.8
MAC PDU format

R2-091188
Corrections on RAR header
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0299)
-
F

-
Ericsson think the changes are in line with the previous infineon CR, but it seems to suggest that there was a previous agreement prior to the Infineon CR, but willnot object.
-
LG support but think 'at least' should be removed and 'fields' should be kept.

=>
Changes agreed with comment from LG and move 'if any' to after the 'MAC RAR'. Change will be included in revision of R2-090965 CR 250. Revision will be R2-091654 CR 250r1. 

R2-091362
MAC PDU subheader corresponding to padding
Panasonic, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
(0324)
-
F
-
Ericsson suggest removing 'always'

-
NSN think UL case should be clarified as 2 byte padding is only included after possible addition of padding BSR. Panasonic agree and can include it. LG think it is a different issue and should be a separate CR.

=>
Revised to remove the 'always' . Revision in R2-091655 CR 0324 is agreed.
6.1.1.9
Semi-persistent scheduling 
Ack for UL SPS explicit release 

R2-091324
Acknowledgement for explicit UL SPS release
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

R2-091325
ACK for UL SPS release
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
-
-
F
R2-091483
ACK for UL SPS Explicit Release
RIM
CR
36.321
(0339)
-
F

-
Previous 3 documents not treated based on understanding of RAN1 discussion that ACK for UL SPS release will not be added.
SPS and DRX

R2-091481
Consideration of DRX and SPS Alignment
RIM
Disc

-
Panasonic think the benefit of proposal 2 is not clear from power consumption point of view. RIM think eNB can still send the deactivation during the on duration.
-
Ericsson could not identify anything that it broken. Prefer to do nothing, even add a note is not needed.
-
CATT understand the benefit is in lower false alarm and think RAN1 understanding that false alarm is low enough.

-
Nokia also agree that proposal 3 is not a good way forward at this time but think a note (proposal 1) could be a way forward at this time.

-
Panasonic think that even if the configured DL assignment is not part of active time the UE does receive it. Samsung agree and think the only question is when UE looks at PDCCH.

-
Nokia think even if UE wakes up to receive configured DL assignment then UE will not start retransmission timer.

-
Samsung agree that current spec seems to say that UE does not process configured DL assignment when outside active time, but this was not intended to impact SPS.

-
Motorola it is also written that in 5.7 UE monitors that the UE is allowed to monitor in other intervals than active time.

-
Ericsson agree with Samsung. And UE is always allowed to monitor outside active time. Ericsson agree that highlighted text suggests this there is not real problem in practice because eNB will align the on duration.
-
Panasonic think it should be clear what UE is required to do even if it is allowed to do more. Sunplus shares Nokia view that UE only monitors PDCCH during active time. NSN agree and point out that 'monitor PDCCH' only relates to active time and random access.

-
Samsung ask if for UL case the UE processes configured grants outside active time. Nokia think DL and UL have the same behaviour. Samsung ask if UL grant or UL grant reception is in active time. Nokia respond that UL grant reception should be in active time is there is such an UL grant.

-
Ericsson surprised by the understanding that UL grants are only during active. UE will process configured UL grants outside of active time, monitor PDCCH for potential adaptive retransmission 'outside of active time'  but not monitor PDCCH for new transmission. Motorola does not fully agree with this as the potential retransmission is defined as part of active time.

-
Panasonic clarify for LD UE will not monitor for potential retransmission if configured assignment is outside active time.
-
Samsung agree if is most efficient to align active time and DRX on duration, but DRX could come before the SPS activation. NSN think it works fine if DRX and SPS are aligned. What we have now is enough.

-
Samsung think the intended behaviour is not clear. NSN don't care about the UE behaviour as the eNB will anyway align SPS and DRX. Ericsson agree with NSN. Ericsson think it does not matter if the UE processes the grant outside of the active time as eNB will not used this.

-
Ericsson think that for DL outside active time the UE behaviour is not specified (i.e. UE is not mandated to receive the PDCCH or process the configured DL assignment but an implementation may choose to do so). Ericsson desired behaviour is that UE would monitor configured DL assignment also outside active time but would not push for it for release 8. Nortel would support this even for release 8
=>
Common RAN2 understanding: For UL case the behaviour is clear in spec today

=>
Common RAN2 understanding: For DL outside active time and other mandated PDCCH monitoring (e.g. random access ) the UE behaviour is not specified (i.e. UE is not mandated to receive the PDCCH or process the configured DL assignment but an implementation may choose to do so)
=>
No need to change spec.

R2-091482
Alignment of DRX and SPS
RIM
CR
36.321
(0338)
-
F

R2-091381
Discussion on DL SPS operation in the DRX
ITRI
Disc

R2-091382
CR to 36.321 on DL SPS operation in the DRX
ITRI
CR
36.321
(0327)
-
F

R2-091383
CR to 36.321 on DL SPS operation in the On Duration of DRX
ITRI
CR
36.321
(0328)
-
F

-
Previous 4 documents not treated following discussion of R2-091481
Other

R2-091194
Correction relating to ACK for DL SPS release
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0301)
-
F

-
Sunplus think the eNB implementation can avoid the collision.

-
Samsung think CR may not be needed depending on outcome of offline on ACK/NACK and measurement gap. 

-
DOCOMO think it should be handled together with offline as ACK/NACK repetition is also appropriate for this feedback.

=>
To be discussed as part of offline discussion on gaps and ACK/NACK repetition. 

=>
After offline it was confirmed it is covered by the new infomrative annex and the CR is not needed.

R2-091455
SPS activation with DCI format 2/2A
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0337)
-
F

-
Panasonic think this is already clear on this point but no strong opinion.

-
Samsung withdraw if it is already clear in RAN1.

=>
Not agreed
6.1.1.10
Other
=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 12] How timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC [Ericsson]

Timers/counters
R2-091281
Report of email discussion - [64b:12] How timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC
Ericsson
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 12]
=>
Noted

R2-091282
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration of timers
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0317)
-
F

-
NSN support the CR

=>
Not agreed

R2-091283
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration of timers and counters
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0318)
-
F

-
LG support the CR. Huawei also agree.

-
NSN okay with the CR but think initialise is sufficient as MAC never re-initialises.
-
LG think what is reconfigured is the maximum value rather than the counter.

=>
Revision to take into account comments from NSN and LG. Revision in R2-091656 CR 0318. 
R2-091656
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration of timers and counters
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0318
-
F

-
DOCOMO suggest saying 'when the counter is initialised'.
=>
Revision to make the change suggested by DOCOMO. Revision in R2-091676 CR 318r1 is agreed
Other
R2-091116
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.321
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0291)
-
F

-
revised into
R2-091504
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.321
Samsung
CR
36.321
0291
-
F

-
LG think the second change is not fully correct. Samsung ok to either leave it or make it a more complete definition. Ericsson the details should not be defined in the definition part.

=> Change 1 not needed as covered already

Change 2: 
-
CATT wonder why a similar change to change 2 is not made to other DRX timer definitions. Motorola agree after not agree to change other definitions earlier.

=>
Change 2 not agreed

Change 3:

=>
Change 3 not agreed

Change 4:

-
Huawei think the spec if not wrong. 

-
CATT agree with Huawei

=>
Change 4 not agreed

Change 5:
=>
Change 5 not needed

Change 6:
-
CATT can agree this change.
-
Nokia ask in which cases this change occurs. Samsung is considering UL SPS
-
Sunplus support the change

-
Panasonic support change.

-
Ericsson think the original intent of the sentence was to insure the UE receives DL control signalling and UL transmission was not covered at all. Ericsson ask if it is really needed.

-
Huawei think if agreed it could clash with the sentence that CQI etc shall not be reported.

-
Motorola ask if the sentence only covered the case the UE is in active time. Samsung think it refers to inside/outside active time.

=>
After some offline discussion it was concluded that the proposed changed is not the best way to address the issue so change is withdrawn.
=>
CR is not agreed.
R2-091184
Corrections on uplink Time Alignment
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0295)
-
F

-
LG presented a similar proposal last meeting and it was clarified that HARQ buffer always refers to UL, and for DL it is soft buffer.

=>
Not agreed
R2-091231
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
(0307)
-
F

replaced by

R2-091644
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
0307
-
F

-
LG point out the text is not made with revision marks.
-
Huawei think the figure is useful but think RACH is not a transport channel. Samsung tend to agree but it is listed as a transport channel.

-
Ericsson think the note is not correct. Title of the functional could just add 'UL only'

-
Ericsson ask why 2 DCCH and DTCH logical channels are shown. ETRI okay to just show 1.

=>
Revision to use revision marks and address the 2 comments by Ericsson. ME box should be ticked. Revision in R2-091658 CR 0307r1. 
R2-091658
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
0307
1
F

-
replaced by R2-091672 (to used word 2003)

R2-091672
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
0307
2
F

-
Ericsson think the HARQ feedback is still covered but by the control box.
=>
Revision to remove change marks from cover sheet. Revision in R2-091678 CR 0307r3 is agreed

R2-091360
Small corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0323)
-
F

-
Interdigital as why there is a double shall. It could be reworded with a single shall.
-
CATT think change 3 has already been addressed by a previous document.

-
Huawei think the UE shall is not needed as the current spec is clear. LG think it is strange not to have the 'UE shall'

-
CATT think only the SPS C-RNTI change is needed.

-
Ericsson share the view that the current spec can not be mis-interpreted.

-
LG think the first change is import as there is currently no subject of the procedure. It needs to identify who performs the procedure. 

=>
Only the last change is needed for SPS C-RNTI. This change to be included into the misc corrections CR 274. Revision of that CR is R2-01659   CR 274r1.
R2-091427
CR On Backoff table
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0333)
-
F
-
Huawei think UE will treat reserved code points as invalid so the note contradicts this.
-
Samsung think the decision in the last meeting was only for 'dedicated' PDUs

-
Nokia ask why we don't just put 960 into the table.

-
Ericsson think we still have resolved the error handling for 'common' PDUs. Huawei agree. Samsung wonder what else needs to be covered for common PDU error handling other than this case. Ericsson think there are MAC-PDUs with reserved bits in the header.
=>
Offline discussion to try to conclude error handling for 'common' PDUs. Samsung to lead offline. 
Update from offline discussion

-
Update from Samsung: Concluded something will be needed in 5.11 but not yet concluded what is needed. Irrespective of that discussion the CR can be agreed. 

=>
Offline discussion on 5.11 to continue. Comeback Friday

=>
CR to be revised to remove the word 'note' so the sentence is normative. Revision R2-091679 CR 0333 is agreed
6.1.2
RLC (36.322)

6.1.2.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.

6.1.2.2
In principle agreed CRs

R2-090997
CR to 36.322 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
0058
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090998
Local NACKing in UE
Qualcomm Europe, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.322
0059
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090999
Supporting RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
Panasonic
CR
36.322
0060
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091000
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei
CR
36.322
0061
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091001
Correction to Delivery of PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
0062
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091002
Issues with SO, SOstart, and SOend fields
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
0063
-
F

-
Nokia think CR cover sheet needs to be complete
=>
Revision to update the cover sheet. Revision in R2-091662 CR 0063r1 is agreed.
R2-091003
Miscellaneous corrections to RLC specification
Motorola
CR
36.322
0064
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091004
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson, Motorola
CR
36.322
0065
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091005
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
0066
-
F

=>
Agreed
6.1.2.3
Other
Polling
R2-091270
About poll trigger issue
CATT
CR
36.322
(0075)
-
F

-
Interdigital think the sentence only refers to the incrementing VT(S) and not to the transmission of the PDU/segment. Ericsson have same understanding.
-
Nokia think that incrementing is done when delivering to lower layer (5.1.3.1.1) and then it implies that polling is set after delivering to lower layers.

-
DOCOMO explain the intent of the sentence was to say that the text is to be considered after incrementing. However, agree with CATT that is could imply the whole section is only performed when VT(S) is incremented, but prefer LG CR.

-
Huawei think the CR is reasonable.

-
Qualcomm agree with the change but prefer the LG wording.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091072
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Clarification on Polling procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
(0067)
-
F

-
Samsung this can be seem as a contradiction as commented by Nokia for previous paper.
-
DoCoMo suggest a wording like 'functions performed considering that VT(S) has been incremented'

-
Samsung prefer to just remove the sentence as it has now additional information. DOCOMO does not agree as it is important to ensure that the value used is the one after incrementing. LG agree there is a meaning.

=>
Final wording to be concluded offline. Revision in R2-091663 CR 0067. 

R2-091663
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Clarification on Polling procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
0067
-
F

-
Ericsson think the (i.e. ...) should removed and the content of the parenthesis become part of the sentence.
=>
Revision to include the Ericsson comment. Revision in R2-091680 CR 067r1 is agreed.

R2-091073
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Every Poll_PDU PDUs and Every Poll_Byte bytes triggers
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
(0068)
-
F

-
DOCOMO support the CR.
=>
Agreed in R2-091664 CR 0068

R2-091117
UE behaviour when T_poll_retransmit expires
Samsung, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.322
(0069)
-
F

-
ZTE think current spec is okay and this is UE implementation issue. Even if it has been acked the UE can keep the PDU in its transmission buffer.
-
LG thinks transmitter always keeps PDU for VT(S)-1 in buffer so it can always be transmitted. For LTE the poll bit can only be set for PDU with VT(S)-1 . UMTS had more flexibility. Samsung does not remember we have concluded this and for UMTS think the UE does not always need to keep PDU with VT(S)-1.

-
Qualcomm thin the 'else' part can be UE implementation.

-
Ericsson support the intention and would be fine with UE sending PDU with VT(S)-1 or PDU with the lowest CN.

-
Nokia think mandating the UE to always hold on to VT(S)-1 would be a be new requirement and UE should be allowed to send VT(S)-1 or another PDU. 

-
LG think holding on to VT(S)-1 would not be a new requirement.

-
Huawei support the CR.

-
CATT think it is an implementation issue. 

-
Nokia think implementation freedom think that UE should be allowed to discard VT(S)-1 when acknowledged. Motorola think the spec today implies UE has to keep VT(S)-1 and the CR is an optimisation.

-
Ericsson think it makes UE implementation easier and has no consequence on the eNB. 

-
Samsung think the requirement, if any, to keep VT(S)-1 is very hidden. Also an implementation that keeps VT(S)-1 would not need to change.

-
DOCOMO think it was not hidden and was required but CR allows UE freedom and has no harm.

-
LG think if we go this way there should not be any prioritisation on which PDU is retransmitted. Qualcomm agree

=>  Revision to just add " or consider for retransmission any AMD PDU which has not been positively acknowledged" to the current text. Revision in R2-091665 CR 0069. 
R2-091665
UE behaviour when T_poll_retransmit expires
Samsung, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.322
0069
1
F

=>
Agreed
Status report

R2-091201
CR for 36.322 on RLC Retx
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
(0072)
-
F

-
Nokia asks what other interpretation could be for issue 2. Qualcomm reply a UE could queue a PDU for retransmission more than once.

-
LG think the changes are an implementation issue and not need. Huawei agree it is implementation and not needed.

-
Ericsson agree it is implementation and current spec is okay. Maybe the 3rd one could be specified. LG think buffer manage is always implementation and does need to be specified.

-
DOCOMO think the 3rd change to send with lowest SN is already required (6.2.2.2)

-
Qualcomm is okay if the word consider gives some implementation flexibility.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091435
Handling error condition in RLC
Samsung
CR
36.322
(0078)
-
F

-
LG think it is already clear that STATUS report with invalid values is discard so it is not needed. 
-
Huawei think it is a very rare case and not needed.

-
Samsung think if it is common that SN outside valid range is considered invalid then happy to leave it to that section.

-
DOCOMO think the actions are only defined if the SN is within the window and agree that SN outside the range can be handled as erroneous PDU.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091375
CR to 36.322 on clarification of setting ACK_SN
ASUSTeK
CR
36.322
(0077)
-
F

-
Huawei think the current spec if already clear. LG agree. Ericsson also agree and CR is not needed,
=>
Not agreed
Other
R2-091189
Corrections on Timer handling
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
(0070)
-
F

-
Ericsson think nothing is broken and CR is not needed. Huawei want to be consistent with MAC spec.

-
DOCOMO think it would be nice to align with MAC but the spec is not broken and we can live without it.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091269
Minor issues on RLC
CATT
CR
36.322
(0074)
-
F
-
Ericsson think the first 2 changes are not needed and the last change is wrong.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091286
Definition of RETX_COUNT missing
Ericsson
CR
36.322
(0076)
-
F

-
Motorola think it does not reflect the counter is per PDU. Ericsson think it could say there is 'one per PDU'. LG think it is one per PDU that needs to be retransmitted.
-
Qualcomm agree but ask if initialisation is needed as the procedure text always initialises it.

=>
To be revised to take into account Motorola and LG comment (add '1 per PDU that needs to be retransmitted') and remove the initialisation. Revision in R2-091666 CR 0076. 
R2-091666
Definition of RETX_COUNT missing
Ericsson
CR
36.322
0076
-
F

=>
Agreed
Late/withdrawn

R2-091463
Various corrections to 36.322
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.322
(0079)
-
F
R2-091193
Handling of the Max Retransmission Reached Indication
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
(0071)
-
F

withdrawn
R2-091203
CR for 36.322 on RLC PDU bit order
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
(0073)
-
F

withdrawn
6.1.3
PDCP (36.323)

6.1.3.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.

6.1.3.2
In principle agreed CRs

R2-091006
CR to specify maximum PDCP SDU size
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
0064
-
F

=> Agreed
R2-091007
CR with correction on PDCP function of maintaining SNs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
0065
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091008
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.323
Huawei
CR
36.323
0066
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091009
Minor issues on PDCP
CATT
CR
36.323
0067
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091010
Security related corrections
Motorola
CR
36.323
0068
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091011
CR to 36.323 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, LG Electronics
CR
36.323
0069
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091012
Corrections on BSR reporting and transmission/ retransmission after an Handover
Motorola, Samsung
CR
36.323
0070
-
F

=>
To be revised to update the cover sheet. Revision in R2-091667 CR 0070r1 is agreed.
6.1.3.3
Other

R2-091429
Corrections on data available for transmission - DISC
Samsung
Disc

=>
Noted
R2-091430
Corrections on data available for transmission - CR1
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0074)
-
F

-
Interdigital ask why it is necessary to say in the source cell. Samsung think it could be interpreted as target cell and these SDUs were never submitted in the target cell so it does not make sense.

-
Ericsson think that PDCP should avoid taking about source/target cell, the re-establishment could be the on the same cell. 
-
Ericsson point out the wording before the re-establishment is already present at the beginning of the sentence.

-
LG think there is no problem with the current. 

-
Qualcomm prefer wording the other CR. Nokia also prefer the other CR.

-
Ericsson there is not a problem and so no risk of wrong implementation. Prefer to do nothing.. Interdigital agree.

-
Samsung want to highlight the problem is not the first BSR after the re-establishment but with a subsequent BSR.

-
LG think that maybe a change from 'corresponding PDUs' to 'corresponding PDU' might address the issue. Samsung think the problem comes from the previously triggered a re-establishment but this condition is always true.

-
DOCOMO think everyone understands the desired behaviour but it would be nice to clarify for other readers and other CR is preferable.

-
Nokia think it may have been better is RLC indicates cumulatively the successfully delivered SDUs.

=>
Not agreed
R2-091431
Corrections on data available for transmission - CR2
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0075)
-
F

-
Ericsson think an identical proposal was discussed last meeting (tdoc R2-090487) and it was not agreed.
-
Nokia think everyone has the same understanding of the intent. However it does forget about the PDCP status report.

-
Ericsson think it is not correct to reference 5.2.1.1 and is worried that this change would introduce an error.

-
LG still don't see any problem and the change is not correct as 5.2.1.1 only considers AM. The CR is not correct.

=>
Not agreed
R2-091433
PDCP Control PDU as Data Available for transmission in PDCP
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0077)
-
F

-
Qualcomm think the existing text is clear and no change is needed. 

-
LG support the intent of the CR but has some concern on the wording. Ericsson also support the intent.

-
Huawei think the two kinds of PDUs do not need to be mentioned.

-
Ericsson suggests a simple sentence saying 'The size of control PDUs not yet submitted to lower layers are always included ....'

=> 
To be revised with a wording along the lines of that suggested by Ericsson. Revision in R2-091669 CR 0077. 

R2-091669
PDCP Control PDU as Data Available for transmission in PDCP
Samsung
CR
36.323
0077
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091190
Corrections on PDCP services and functions
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.323
(0071)
-
F

-
DOCOMO ask why SRBs are added for duplicate detection. Huawei think it may not have been the intention but this is the way that it works.
-
Motorola think there is a differencing between duplicate elimination and duplicate discarded. Also the function relate to RLC-AM regardless of DRB or SRB. LG think the duplicate elimination is not used for SRB.

-
Samsung think it is nice to tidy the list of functions but not essential at this stage. Also share LG that reordering is not used for SRBs.

=>
Revision to be prepared to just correct the reference. Revision in R2-091670 CR 0071 is agreed.

R2-091191
Corrections on PDCP status report
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.323
(0072)
-
F

-
Ericsson ask if any of the changes are necessary. Samsung thing the first change is necessary.
-
LG think they are not needed. 'Data' is not needed as the first condition is 'if PDCP status report' is configured by upper layers. Ericsson also think it is already clear in 6.2.6

=>
Not agreed
R2-091271
Minor issues on PDCP
CATT
CR
36.323
(0073)
-
F

-
LG think the CR is not correct. The PDCP entity has one instance that could have multiple profiles. Ericsson agree.
-
CATT agree to comment from LG but still think 'instance' is not clear as this is the only occurrence of instance. Samsung think instance is used as a general term.

-
LG think instance could be replaced with 'protocol' (as used in UMTS). Ericsson think the sentence is needed and the figure only has a single box so the sentence is linked to the figure.

-
Huawei think that that one instance can have more than one profile and nothing is needed.

-
RAN chairman reminds that we should focus in corrections.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091432
General PDCP Corrections
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0076)
-
F

=>
Correction to reference in 6.3.4 to be included in R2-091670 CR 0071. 
6.1.4
UE capabilities (36.306)

6.1.4.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.

6.1.4.2
In principle agreed CRs

R2-090953
CR to remove the sections on MBMS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
0007
-
F

R2-090954
Final values for L2 buffer sizes
Ericsson
CR
36.306
0008
-
F

R2-090955
Various Corrections
Motorola
CR
36.306
0009
-
F

R2-090956
CR to update uplink transmit diversity (UE transmit antenna selection)
IPWireless
CR
36.306
0010
-
F

R2-090957
Downlink PDCP SDU limitation
Ericsson
CR
36.306
0011
-
F

6.1.4.3
Other

R2-091459
Thoughts on UE capability for RoHC
Nokia Corporation
CR
36.306
(0014)
-
F
-
moved to 5.4.5 (common session)
6.1.5
Model of the physical layer (36.302)

6.1.5.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.

6.1.5.2
Other

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 7] Parallel reception in LTE (ALU)

R2-091275
email discussion report [64b: 7] Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent
Report


rlated to email discussion [64b: 7]
R2-091277
Proposed CR on Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
(0002)
-
F

-
revised in R2-091490
R2-091490
Proposed CR on Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Qasara
CR
36.302
0002
-
F
R2-091443
Removal of MBMS from 36.302
Samsung
CR
36.302
(0003)
-
F
R2-091487
Correction of out-of-date information
Samsung
CR
36.302
(0004)
-
F
Come back on Friday
Incoming LS seen by UP session

R2-091702
LS reply on collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback
RAN1

CRs:

R2-091671
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc
36.321
0341
1
F

R2-081851
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
2
F

R2-091852
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, HTC Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0334
2

RRC TPs:

none
Issues:

R2-091649
Clarification on the CR timer
CATT
CR
36.321
0314
-
F

-
This CR was agreed.

-
It was also agree necessary to flag it to the CP session so ensure that the RRC parameter definition is aligned (i.e. that the contention resolution timer is in units of 'subframes', not 'PDCCH subframes')
Offline discussion on error handling for 'common' MAC PDUs.

-
If the discussion is not concluded by Friday then the proposal is to have an email discussion.

Liaisons:

none
Email discussions:

none
tdocs not allocated

R2-091855 - R2-091860
tdocs allocated then withdrawn

R2-091657
R2-091660












