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- LTE control plane (agenda item 6.2, Tue-Thu): chaired by Gert-Jan van Lieshout
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next meetings:





TSG RAN WG2 #65,

09.02. - 13.02.2009
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03.03. - 06.03.2009
Biarritz, France
Statistics/Executive Summary
TSG RAN WG2 #64bis was held in Ljubljana, Slovenia, co-located with RAN WG1 and WG4. The RAN WG2 meeting had 3 parallel sessions: LTE user plane (UP) Tue-Thu (see section 6.1 (except 6.1.4 and 6.1.5)/Annex A or R2-090787), LTE control plane (CP) Tue-Thu (see section 6.2/Annex B or R2-090807) and UTRA session Mon-Wed (see section 7). Common parts were treated Mon and Fri.
· 141 participants

· 856 Tdocs allocated with actual 763 available contributions.
· 40 incoming liaison statements (6 related to UTRA, 34 related to LTE/E-UTRA): 2 received during RAN2 #64bis, 2 of 6 UTRA LSs were not treated and will be resubmitted to RAN2 #65.
· 19 outgoing liaison statements (1 related to UTRA, 18 related to LTE)
· 13 email discussions scheduled after RAN2 #64bis
· Among 578 change requests (CRs) in total: 171 CRs (25+15 cat.A for UTRA, 131 for LTE) were agreed in principle.
In addition: TS 25.331 IMB (ex-DOB) CR R2-090578 was agreed (without voting).
· TS 25.331 REL-8 ASN.1 review: R2-090592
· TS 36.331 REL-8 ASN.1 review: R2-090851 (further email discussion planned, see [64b: 6] in Annex H)
Note:
The sequence in which the different topics appear in this report is related to the agenda of the meeting. However, the Tdocs do not necessarily appear in the sequence as they were treated in the meeting.

1
Opening of the meeting

TSG RAN WG2 chairman Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Samsung) opened the meeting RAN WG2 #64bis on Monday morning 12.01.2009 at 09:00 o'clock.

On behalf of the host European Friends of 3GPP (EF3) Markus Wimmer (Nokia Siemens Networks) welcomed the delegates to Ljubljana, Slovenia and explained organisational issues.
RAN WG2 meeting rooms:
Main RAN2 room:
Glass Hall (1st floor), planned for 180 participants, Mon-Fri

First ad hoc room:
Silver room (1st floor), for 50 participants, Mon-Wed
2nd ad hoc room:

Blue room (ground floor), for 80 people, Tue-Thu
Other RAN WGs:
same location:
RAN1: Grand Union Hall (ground floor)
RAN4: White Hall (1st floor)
1.1
Call for IPR

Gert-Jan van Lieshout (TSG RAN WG2 chairman) made the following call for IPRs and reminded the delegates of their obligations with respect to IPRs:
	The attention of the delegates of this Working Group is drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.
The delegates were asked to take note that they were hereby invited:

· to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the work of 3GPP.

· to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).


NOTE:
IPRs may be declared to the Director-General or Chairman of the SDO, but not to the RAN WG2 chairmen.
2
Agenda / Organisation
2.1
Approval of the agenda
R2-090001:
Proposed agenda for RAN2 #64bis, Ljubljana, Slovenia, 12.01.-16.01.2009
Samsung (RAN2 chairman)
Agenda
=>
Approved
Further comments from the RAN WG2 chairman:

-
Thanks for timely submission of documents.

-
Still some improvements needed with respect to completeness/correctness of information provided in ADN (automatic document numbering tool) Tdoc requests (some statistics were shown).
Schedule as it was finally carried out:
	Day
	Main RAN2 room
plenary & LTE CP
	1st ad hoc room
UTRA
	2nd ad hoc room
LTE UP

	Monday Morning before coffee break
	Joint LTE – UTRA:

AI 1 - 3

AI 5.1 LSin
	-
	-

	Monday Morning after coffee break
	Joint LTE:

AI 5.1 LSin

AI 5.2 Rapporteur's input 36.300
AI 5.3.1 LTE Security

AI 5.4.1 L1/2 ctrl RRC: General
	UTRA:
AI 7.1 LSin (UTRA only),
AI 2.2 DOB/IMB CR
	-

	Monday Afternoon
	Joint LTE:

AI 5.4.2 L1/2 ctrl RRC: L1

AI 5.4.3 L1/2 ctrl RRC: MAC

AI 5.4.4 L1/2 ctrl RRC: RLC

AI 5.4.5 L1/2 ctrl RRC: PDCP

AI 5.5 Other LTE General

AI 6.3 eNB measurements
	UTRA:
AI 7.4 REL-8 ASN.1 Review
	-

	Monday >18:00
	Joint LTE – UTRA:

AI 4 UMTS/LTE common aspects
	-
	-

	Tuesday
	LTE CP:

AI 6.2.1.1 – 6.2.1.4 LTE RRC
	UTRA:
AI 7.4 REL-8 ASN.1 Review

AI 7.2 REL-7 corrections (and earlier releases)

AI 7.3.6 Mobility between UMTS and LTE
AI 7.3.9 Support of UTRA HNB

AI 7.3.11 MIMO LCR, CPC LCR

7.3.10 Support for ANSS for LCS
	LTE UP:

AI 6.1.1.1 – 6.1.1.4 LTE MAC

	Wednesday
	LTE CP:

AI 6.2.1.4 – 6.2.1.6 LTE RRC
	UTRA:
AI 7.3.2 CS voice service over HSPA
AI 7.3.3 Enhanced UL for CELL_FACH State in FDD
AI 7.3.4 Enhanced UE DRX
AI 7.3.8 HS-DSCH Serving Cell Change Enhancements

AI 7.3.11 TEI8 (rest)
AI 7.5 LSout (UTRA only)
	LTE UP:

AI 6.1.1.4 – 6.1.1.9 LTE MAC

	Thursday
Thursday > 17:00
	LTE CP:

AI 6.2.1.7 – 6.2.1.8 LTE RRC
AI 6.2.2 Cell selection/reselection

Joint LTE:
AI 6.1.4 UE capabilities LTE
	-
	LTE UP:

AI 6.1.1.9 LTE MAC
AI 6.1.2 LTE RLC
AI 6.1.3 LTE PDCP
-

	Friday
	Joint LTE – UTRA:

AI 8 Leftovers from LTE CP/LTE UP sessions;

AI 9 Outgoing LTE liaisons
AI 6.1.5 Model of LTE L1
AI 10 AoB
	-
	-


Not treated agenda items (AI):
7.3.1 Improved L2 for UL
Agenda items without input documents:

6.1.2.1 RLC (36.322): Status
6.1.3.1 PDCP (36.323): Status
6.1.4.1 UE capabilities (36.306): Status
6.1.5.2 Model of the physical layer (36.302): Other
6.2.2 Cell selection & re-selection (36.304): Status
7.3.5 Enhanced CELL_FACH state in 1.28 Mcps TDD

7.3.7 HSPA VoIP to WCDMA/GSM CS continuity
2.2
Potential voting

Due to discussions at RAN#42 on RP-081130, and the necessity to conclude the discussion in order for the release 8 ASN.1 review to go ahead, the IMB CR to 25.331 must be concluded in RAN2#64bis. As a last resort we could go to a formal vote in RAN2.Whether to have a voting or not will be decided on Monday of the meeting and in case a voting is needed it will take place on Tuesday. Note that the concerning parties are strongly requested to come to an agreement before the RAN2 meeting thus making a vote unnecessary.

R2-090182:
Support for 3.84 Mcps MBSFN IMB operation
Ericsson
CR
25.331
B  REL-8 MBSFN-DOB
Monday main RAN2 session:

=>
Approach for handling ASN.1/ tabular is not objected so agreed. Detailed CR can be discussed in UMTS session. No voting needed.

UTRA session:

=>RAN2 technically endorses this CR. The list of affected specs may need to be revised since a number of them have already been approved in RAN42.

=>A revision will be presented at the main session for formal agreement in Tdoc R2-090578

Friday main session:

=>
CR was updated based on discussions in UMTS session with changes to the coversheet in R2-090578

R2-090578:
Support for 3.84 Mcps MBSFN IMB operation
Ericsson
CR
25.331
B  REL-8 MBSFN-DOB
=>
CR is agreed (i.e. it will be provided to RAN #43 as it is)
Note:
As this CR was coming back to RAN2 #64bis from RAN #42 this CR was exceptionally 

already agreed during this bis meeting and does not need to be resubmitted to RAN2 #65 

(in contrast to all other CRs which are just "agreed in principle" and require resubmission 

to RAN2 #65 for final agreement).




Although the CR is based on a different 25.331 version than the CR that was provided to 

RAN #42, we reused the CR number in this special case (normally CR numbers are not 

reused after a RAN plenary).
2.3.
Other

R2-090045:
RAN WG2 compendium v2.0
ETSI MCC
Info
This is a document that will be updated after each RAN plenary and it intends to be a guide for all RAN WG2 participants, especially newcomers, people who intend to contribute TDocs, rapporteurs, chairmen, hosts...

=> Noted
3
Minutes of the previous meeting/reporting from other meetings
Reporting from RAN #42:

· No Rel-9 work in RAN2, RAN3, RAN4 up to March 2009 RAN plenary

· Maturity bit signalling:

· RAN2 has to agree on “maturity bit signalling” as indicated in RP-081131. RP-081131 indicates that in LTE we should introduce 32 feature group maturity bits. 

· Chairman assumes we also need to introduce a few bits in UMTS (and GERAN WG in GERAN) although this last aspect was not considered in RAN. 

· Note that the definition of the groups will be discussed on the RAN email reflector and will at RAN#43 be added as a normative appendix to 331.

· The Maturity bit signalling should be discussed under section 4.3.of this agenda.
· If necessary, RAN2 might have a vote on inclusion of MBSFN IMB in the UMTS ASN.1 w.r.t. the principle of where to include the IE’s.
· New RAN2 WI/SI’s:



- Positioning support in LTE (RAN#46)


- Support of IMS emergency calls in LTE (RAN#45)
R2-090002:
Draft report of RAN2 #64, Prague, Czech Republic, 10.11.-14.11.2008
ETSI MCC Report
Comments to be provided until Thursday of the meeting
-
No comments received

=>
Agreed without changes in R2-090810

4
UMTS/LTE common aspects
Contributions submitted under this agenda item will be handled in a joint UMTS/LTE session. Documents should focus on Stage-2 aspects common for both UTRAN and E-UTRAN.

4.1
Inter-RAT mobility UMTS<->LTE
Note that stage-3 proposals specific for UMTS should be submitted under 7.3.6, and specific for LTE under  6.2.1.6.


=> Including outcome of email discussion [64_LTE_14] on Inter-RAT related UE capability signalling  [Ericsson]

Email Disc UE capability

R2-090217:
Summary of [64_LTE_14] Email discussion on Inter-RAT UE capability handling
Ericsson Report

R2-090218:
Size of E-UTRAN UE capabilities
Ericsson
Disc

-
So it seems possible to have a handover without any capabilities but it would run in totally unoptimised fashion if you have a voice call.

Capabilities over LTE

36.331:
-
GERAN (CM2, CM3, MSRAC) /UTRAN (INTER RAT HANDOVER INFO) capabilities can be obtained from the UE ?
- 
GERAN capabilities:


- eNB needs to be able to handle CS and PS capabilities separately (separate end points in the CN). So either


a) Split in CS and PS GERAN capabilities in different requests or


b) 1 request with CS and PS GERAN capabilities separately identifiable in response ?
-
Ericsson thinks that CM2/CM3 are sent as clear text in the CN.

-
NSN thinks that the eNB has to separate CM2, CM3. CM2 is fixed size, so CM2 and CM3 could be sent together in one OCTET STRING, but it seems strange forward to have 3 separate octet strings.

-
NSN thinks it would be useful to have different requests for CS and PS. Then depending on the network configuration, the eNB can ask what it needs.

-
Samsung thinks CM2/CM3 could be in one OCTET STRING.

-
ALU wonders why 2 separate requests is preferable ? NSN thinks it provides some more flexibility, e.g. if SRVCC is not used at all.

-
Samsung wonders if we agree that the UMTS capabilities are the full capabilities or the compact capabilities ? E.g. in GSM CS we have a bit indicating whether the UE is allowed to provide the compact capabilities or should provide the full capabilities ? Samsung agrees the difference is only for the early UMTS capabilities. Samsung assumes we don’t care so much about size so we don’t need to sent the compact capabilities.

-
QC wonders about the dynamic parameters in the INTER_RAT HANDOVER INFO. E.g. predefined configurations, START value.

-
TMO thinks we could decide not to use the predefined configurations. It is anyway almost not used today for UTRAN. Samsung thinks we might agree that there is no need for a UE to check any predefined configurations while being in E-UTRA.

-
QC thinks we could say that the UE in E-UTRAN does not need to provide any predefined configuration support.

LTE capabilities in other RAT’s


UE capabilities over GERAN/UTRAN radio

- 
Full LTE capabilities, nothing or something in the middle ?

-
Should refer to UE-EUTRA-Capability (as proposed in R2-090395 for UMTS) or should this be a separately defined message/procedure so that we can extend separately ?

-
NSN/Ericsson would prefer to sent the full capabilities.

-
Samsung thinks “no capabilities” is not possible due to security capabilities. So the simplest might be to sent the full capabilities. The only risk is if we want deviations in the future. But for now, Samsung is ok to send the full capabilities.

-
Vdf prefers to sent the full capabilities.

What IE to refer to ?

-
Samsung sees some benefits if we would have the same extendeability options in both LTE and UTRAN/GERAN. In LTE we have critical extension possibilities. If we would refer to “UE-EUTRA-Capability” IE directly, how is this handed ?

-
Samsung indicates that in UMTS we only had the non-critical extensions and it did cause some problems (some full capabilities cannot be avoided in compact format).

Security capabilities

-
Samsung wonders where the security capabilities are coming from ? Ericsson clarifies they are uploaded to the CN by NAS and then provided by the MME to the eNB at the handover.


S1AP-X2AP

-      Handover preparation (to target eNB, from source eNB or source RAT):


- Should refer to 10.2  HandoverPreparationInformation or InterNode-Message ?


- Ok to have UE capability a direct reference to LTE UEcap radio message ?

-
Samsung thinks the interNode-Message was introduced to only have 1 container in Application Protocols: 1 container and we define the message type. Now it seems that RAN3 is already referring to a specific contents rather than a general message. So maybe we should remove the InterNode-Message.


S1AP:

- UE capabilities (upload/download to MME):


- Refers to radio message but should be to 10.2 UE cap message ?


- Should refer to UERadioAccessCapabilityInformation or InterNode-Message ?

Handover command

S1 (send from target eNB to source eNB or source RAT):

- Should refer to 10.2 message HandoverCommand or InterNode-Message ?
UTRAN/GERAN radio

- Should refer to 10.2 handover command, RRCConnectionReconfiguration or DL-DCCH-Message ?
-
Ericsson thinks having a DL-DCCH-Message adds additional complexity

-
In UMTS the UMTS message indicates what RAT is providing the handover. So that should be clear.

-
Based on previous intra-LTE discussions we agreed on the DL-DCCH Message in the 10.2 handover command. This avoid the source-eNB to add the DL-DCCH header.

-
Samsung thinks if we choose source adapts to target, then also GERAN/UMTS should also sent the DL-DCCH-Message.

-
NSN agrees that if we want alignment and source adapts to target, it should also be DL-DCCH-Message for inter-RAT. 

-
Ericsson indicates that GERAN currently has a different reference.

Other

- 
Samsung wonders if a E-UTRA procedure is needed in 36.331 to clarify how the UE should provide the LTE capabilities in UTRAN/GERAN ? Ericsson assumes it is already specified in UMTS 25.331 and some additions might be needed to GERAN specifications, but there should be no need for common procedure in 36.331.

	Agreements: 
UE Capabilities over LTE

36.331:

1) GERAN (CM2, CM3, MSRAC)

2) UTRAN (INTER RAT HANDOVER INFO), not using compact format. Handling of dynamic configuration parts (START, predefined configurations) is FFS.

3) GERAN capabilities: Split in CS and PS GERAN capabilities in different requests

UE LTE capabilities sent other RAT’s


UE LTE capabilities over GERAN/UTRAN radio

- 
Full LTE capabilities in UTRAN, and ask GERAN to also handle full LTE capabilities in GERAN PS.

-
E-UTRAN should be able to handle the case when it does not get these AS UE capabilities

-
UTRAN/GERAN should refer to ”UE-EUTRA-Capability” IE from 36.331, contained in OCTET STRING. Might be reconsidered at next meeting if critical problems can be shown.
S1AP-X2AP

Handover preparation (to target eNB, from source eNB or source RAT):

-     Should refer to 10.2  HandoverPreparationInformation message

S1AP:

UE capabilities (upload/download to MME):


- Should refer to 10.2 UERadioAccessCapabilityInformation message 

Handover command

S1 (send from target eNB to source eNB or source RAT):

-     Should refer to 10.2 message HandoverCommand
UTRAN/GERAN radio

- 
Should refer to the DL-DCCH-Message
=>  Can remove the interNode message from 36.331


=> 
Should try to capture these agreements in a CR (see R2-090681) which is in principle agreed at this meeting and an LS to inform other groups about our status/decisions (RAN3/SA2/GERAN) in R2-090682

R2-090219:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
F

-
NSN thinks having the complete procedure in some spec is important and they would like to thank Thomas. However NSN would prefer to have some more time to check this. Eg. Do we need one signalling flow including four flows.

-
Ericsson thinks that probably it is better to exclude figures that have CN signalling from 36.300. It would mean we focus on the second 19.2.2.5.6. section.

=>
Will continue email discussion (EMAIL DISC) focussing on the second part of this CR with the aim of agreeing a CR at the next meeting. See email discussion [64b: 3] in Annex H.
R2-090396:
Inter-RAT UE Capability
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F

-
Vdf thinks that the field description in 6.2.2. for the inter-RAT handover should clarify that we do not use the compact capabilities. Samsung thinks 25.331 already clarifies that only if the compact capabilities are requested by the network the UE provides compact capabilities. In all other cases the UE should provide full capabilities.

-
Vdf wonders if we have enough spares for the RAT-Type now or change to a 4 bit field ? NSN thinks that 3 spares plus extension is quite a lot of extension possibilities.

=>
Samsung wonders if the TLV is included for the CM2/3 ? Maybe this should be clarified (discuss offline).

=>
Should also remove the inter-Node Message.

=>
UE capability enquiry message field description should be updated

=>
Should see update of this CR in R2-090681

R2-090681:
Inter-RAT UE Capability
=>
In principle agreed
Other

R2-090529:
CR to 36.300 on Inter-RAT data forwarding
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.300
F

=>
In principle agreed.  Motorola will include this in their 36.300 CR for the next meeting
R2-090538:
Dedicated priorities & Network Sharing
T-Mobile
?

-
Samsung thinks option 3 is ok. However Samsung wonders whether we really need additional clarifications. Is it not clear that cell reselection is based on broadcast carriers ? TMO thinks that maybe this is not perfectly clear.

-
Nokia thinks it is already clear from 36.304 but maybe it should be clarified even further. QC thinks that it would be sufficient to make implementations people aware of this.

=>
Will add a note in 25.304/36.304 to clarify that this is a “legal” network implementation. TMO will provide CR’s to the next meeting.

4.2
Home-(e)NB
Only stage-2 proposals will be discussed here. Note that stage-3 proposals specific for UMTS should be submitted under 7.3.9, and specific for LTE under 6.2.1/6.2.2.

R2-090099:
Handling of selected CSG cell
Panasonic
Disc

-
TMO clarifies there is no agreed UTRAN spec currently for CSG.

-
TMO clarifies that for LTE it has been that such a selected cell is treated as an acceptable cell but a TAU can be triggered.

-
Vdf thinks it is more logical to treat such a cell as suitable since that corresponds with doing TAU’s. So we don’t need any special NAS behaviour. So Vdf supports this proposal.

-
QC wonders whether both approach have any functional difference. Seems not: this is only modelling.

-
Vdf thinks that if we would consider it as acceptable cell and make no further changes, then we also have to indicate that the UE should not look/reselect to suitable cells when performing the TAU.

-
TMO thinks that if we treat it as a suitable cell, we still need to consider some barring status. So it is not as simple as indicated here. Vdf thinks this is already taken care of by the suitability criteria.

-
Samsung wonders what happens if the TAU is rejected ? TMO clarifies that then you do not add the CSG to the allowed CSG cell. So then it should be an acceptable cell only. Panasonic thinks that in case of rejection, the upper layer could indicate an empty selected CSG.

-
Nokia wonders what the problem is with the current specification ? Note that during the TAU the UE is in connected mode so mostly under network controlled mobility. 

-
Panasonic thinks that the proposal is easier extendable e.g. for hybrid access.

=>
Noted (nothing big seems to be broken with the current specification)

R2-090100:
CR on Handling of selected CSG cell
Panasonic
CR
?
?

=>
Noted without presentation (related to previous document)

R2-090101:
Backward and forward compatibility for inbound CSG handover
Panasonic
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
QC thinks this is already part of the specification. Today we do not e.g. specify that a Rel-8 UE should reject a handover to a home-eNB.

Proposal 2:

-
QC assumes that no new UE behaviour is required.

=>
We confirm that both proposals are in line with RAN2 understanding.

R2-090104:
Release Connection for Active UE perform CSG Manual Selection
Panasonic
Disc

-
TMO thinks this can be left to UE implementation.

-
ALU thinks there is a basic problem that there is nothing the UE can do to release the connection. Panasonic assumes existing NAS procedures would be used like deactivate EPS bearer. ALU thinks still this does not guarantee that the system will release the RRC conection.

-
TMO thinks an LTE/UMTS user might not be aware that he is in connected mode.

-
Nokia thinks maybe this could be left completely to UE implementation like the handling of a PLMN search. 

-
Motorola wonders whether manual selection will be tested by RAN5 ? TMO thinks there is already a place-holder for manual CSG selection in RAN5.

-
QC wonders why this needs to be specified.

=>
Noted (no real consensus whether something needs to be specified). Can discuss once more at the next meeting but otherwise it is left to UE implementation.
Not available/Too late

R2-090454
Consideration on CSG cell reselection
Huawei
Disc

=> Withdrawn

4.3
Other

Any other common issues. including proposals on Rel-8 maturity bit signalling.

R2-090560:
Feature Group Support indicators
NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
Disc
Proposal 4:

-
Ericsson thinks that not sending the feature group indicator IE only when implementing/supporting all features might not be the best solution. So Ericsson would like to agree on the text proposal except for this part. Nokia proposes to add “FFS if allowed to be omitted in other cases.” Ericsson thinks we can only have 1 behaviour if the IE is not present.

-
NSN wonders if there is any alternative behaviour possible for a Rel-8 UE ? Ericsson is happy to discuss offline.
	Agreements:

Proposal#1: Feature group support indicator IE is an optional IE. 

Proposal#2: Feature group support indicator IE is placed in the UE-EUTRA-Capability IE.

Proposal#3: The ASN.1 construct for the feature group support indicator IE is a bit string. 

Proposal#4: Include the normative annex as presented in section 2.4. of this document, but removing the paragraph about what it means if not included.

Proposal#5 (UTRA): Feature group support indicator IE is an optional IE. 

Proposal#6 (UTRA): Feature group support indicator IE is placed in the “UE multi-mode/multi-RAT capability” IE. How to include this is FFS (including number of required bits.

Proposal#7 (UTRA): The ASN.1 construct for the feature group support indicator IE is a bit string.

Proposal#8 (UTRA): Include a similar normative annex as presented in section 2.4. of this document, but only containing relevant features (i.e. UTRA to E-UTRA state transition features), with same comment as for proposal #4


R2-090561:
Feature Group Support Indicators
NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
CR
36.331
F
-
field description should talk about “bitstring”

=>
CR is in principle agreed with this one change in R2-090683
R2-090562:
Feature Group Support Indicators (Annex)
NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
CR
36.331
F
- 
Should remove the concerning paragraph on absence of this information

-
Editorial in first line of section (remove “in”).

-
ZTE wonders if we need to clarify the order of the bits (e.g. bit 1 corresponds to the LSB). Can think about it offline.

=>
Will see CR update in R2-090684
=>
Nokia will provide the corresponding CR for UMTS for the next meeting.

R2-090684:
Feature Group Support Indicators (Annex)
NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
CR
36.331
F
=>
In principle agreed

R2-090231:
Signalling support for feature group support indicators
Ericsson
Disc

-
Nokia wonders what this “actually taken into use” really means ? Ericsson clarifies that there is at least one UE vendor setting the bit to TRUE.

-
ALU wonders if this means that we should not define any “TRUE” values now. Ericsson thinks this could be another interpretation. Ericsson thinks anyway that bits can only be set to TRUE when there is networks to IOT with.

-
Motorola wonders if this invites for more than 32 bits, since the only bits we can be sure about we can redefine is the reserved bits. Ericsson assumes we will have more reserved bits than from the previous RAN baseline.

=>
RAN2 agrees that some redefinition might be possible/usefull but the actual timing of up to when to allow these redefinings is not really clear.

R2-090297:
Feature group support indicators
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm
Disc

=> Withdrawn
R2-090298:
Feature group support indicators
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm
CR 36.331
C

=> Withdrawn
5
LTE General

Under this agenda item we discuss Stage-2 issues, and also issues that are too general (e.g. impacting multiple protocols) or important (e.g. major impact on other groups) to be discussed in the CP / UP sessions separately.

5.1
Incoming LS to LTE
UMTS/LTE joint relevance

Home Node B related LSs

R2-090011:
LS on discovered issues due to linking of Cell ID and CSG ID


(C1-085500; to: RAN3, CT4; cc: RAN2, SA2; contact: Qualcomm)
CT1
REL-8
HNB-supp, LTE-L23 (HNB)


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=> Noted (already included in RAN2 specs)
R2-090023:
LS on architecture for HeNB


(R3-083572; to: CT1, CT4, RAN2, SA2, SA3, SA5; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN3
REL-8
LTE-L23


no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=> Noted (CR already included)
R2-090034:
LS on Preferential CSG Cell Selection


(S1-084239; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Vodafone)
SA1
REL-9
HNB-supp, LTE-L23 (HNB)


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

- 
Is Rel-9 so should defer after March ? Vdf thinks SA1 is finalising requirements so it would be good if we would reply.

-
Could reply that for Rel-8,  inter-freq a UE should prioritise CSG cells with matching identity, but for intra-freq the best cell principle applies. Can also indicate that hybrid access has not been studied and will do after March.

=>
Short reply in R2-090570
R2-090010:
LS on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection


(C1-085377; to: SA1; cc: RAN2; contact: Qualcomm)
CT1
REL-8
HNB-supp


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=> Noted (reply in R2-090033)

R2-090033:
Reply LS to C1-085377 = R2-090010 on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection


(S1-084231; to: CT1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
SA1
REL-8
HNB-supp


no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

-
QC thinks most of the issues are related to CT1 with very limited impact on RAN2.

-
TMO thinks that for Rel-8 it is clear that CSG selection is performed after PLMN selection and would assume that nothing needs to be done in CT1/RAN2.

-
Ericsson clarifies that from RAN2 point of view, the NAS selects the CSG and not the CSG cell.

-
Ericsson assumes manual CSG selection does not change the PLMN selection mode.

-
Current RAN2 specs have CSG selection after PLMN selection. So do we in Rel-8 need to support CSG selection across PLMN’s ?

-
TMO thinks that this is a too late requirement for Rel-8.

-
QC thinks there would not be so much impact on RAN2.

-
Motorola/Vdf agree with TMO

=>
Will sent a reply LS to SA1/CT1 indicating the current Rel-8 behaviour and indicating that we would prefer no more changes in this area for Rel-8 (e.g. avoid impacts on mobility behaviour). 

=>
Small reply LS in R2-090572

ETWS related LSs:

R2-090015:
Reply LS to S2-087344 = R2-086057 on Duplicate Detection for ETWS


(R1-081935; to: SA2, RAN2; cc: CT1, CT4, RAN3; contact: Ericsson)
GERAN2
REL-8
ETWS


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-
Huawei indicates that SA2 asks us for an access stratum solution.

-
All documents to this meeting seem to finalise the AS solution.

-
It seems there is a contradiction between detecting inter-RAT duplicates and having an AS based solution.

-
Ericsson thinks all cases except the inter-RAT case can be handled by AS solution. So does it mean whether we need something in addition in NAS. However nothing is broken if we keep the AS solution anyway. So we could just finalise the AS solution.

-
Same approach for UMTS and LTE

-
NTT DCM wonders about the aborting question ? What is the RAN2 part ? At least we have to consider that a UE can detect when segments from a new message are transmitted, but we already handle this.

=>
Sent an LS indicating that confirms happy to cooperate with GERAN. Indicate we plan to finalise the AS based solution, but realise that an additional NAS level mechanism might be required if inter-RAT duplicate detection is considered essential in R2-090573.
R2-090036:
Reply LS to GP-? on ETWS


(S3-081495; to: GERAN; cc: RAN2, RAN3, CT1; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
SA3
REL-8
ETWS

=>
Noted

SRVCC related LSs:

R2-090021:
Reply LS to S2-087342 = R2-086055 and S2-087343 = R2-086056 on Transparent container and QCI usage for SRVCC


(R3-083567; to: SA2; cc: RAN2; contact: NSN)
RAN3
REL-8
LTE-L23, SRVCC


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

-
So eNB shall be able to discriminate CS and PS GERAN capabilities because they have to be included in different containers.

=>
Noted
R2-090035:
Reply LS to R3-083567 = R2-090021 on question related to “policy to not perform “PS-PS” handovers in SRVCC”


(S2-088306; to: RAN3; cc: RAN2; contact: NSN)
SA2
REL-8
SAES-SRVCC

=> 
Noted

Inter-RAT mobility:

R2-090008:
Reply LS to R2-086968 on preventing inter-RAT HO for UE with SIM access


(S3-081589; to RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2, CT1, CT4; cc: -; contact: Huawei)
SA3
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
LS is not very conclusive for a capability based solution.

-
TMO thinks the minimum solution is a UE-based solution. Maybe additional mechanisms are needed. NSN has the same understanding. Network based solution would only be for malicious UE. 

-
Vdf wonders if we need a UE-based solution if we anyway have a network based solution.

-
NSN thinks that a network solution is not enough e.g. to prevent multiple retries. Ericsson is also fine to agree on a UE based solution in this meeting since it would clarify the context for a network based solution.

=>
We can agree in principle in this meeting on CR’s for a UE-based solution. Should inform other groups and consider network based solution as add-on in R2-090574
R2-090038:
Request for guidance on use of START in HO from E-UTRAN to UTRAN


(S3-081521; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
SA3
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
NSN indicates that the Inter-RAT handover Info that they propose (R2-090396) for sending the UMTS capabilities to UMTS does include a START value. So we could use the same approach.

-
QC wonders what the problem is ? There is no security problem, just an alignment problem ? NSN agrees with this understanding.

-
Question is whether the START value would always be correct, e.g. if the InterRAT handover info is just obtained from the MME which has already stored it for a long time ? Ericsson thinks the capabilities can come from the UMTS, then it would be a new value.

-
Huawei thinks that having the START would mean we would have to sent the UE capabilities more often then now. ALU has the same understanding.

-
ALU thinks there is no real problem so why change. QC agrees with this and thinks starting from “0” is simple.

-
If we always start from “zero”, what will be the value of the inter-RAT handover info (START value in there). Will have to discuss this. Samsung thinks that if we follow “source adapts to target”, the source should set the value to “zero”.

-
We first agreed that the eNB we will set the START value to zero in the Inter-RAT handover info when going from E-UTRAN to UMTS based on “source adapts to target” principle. However later it was commented that it is probably not a good solution to have an eNB touch a UMTS transparent IE. This is FFS.

=>
Will sent response LS that we see no strong reason to align E-UTRAN->UMTS handover to GERAN->UTRAN handover in this respect, and think starting always from zero is simpler. In R2-090575
R2-090013:
Reply-LS to S2-086392 = R2-084981 on Applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN


(GP-081804; to: RAN2, SA2, RAN3; cc: -; contact: NSN)
GERAN
REL-8
GELTE


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=>
Noted
R2-090016:
Response to LS R2-087404 on Harmonisation of the absolute priority cell reselection parameters


(GP-081958; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: NSN)
GERAN

REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=>
Noted (will inform GERAN delegates that we have no concerns)

Other
R2-090028:
LS on idle interval of LCR TDD for E-UTRAN cell monitoring


(R4-083323; to: RAN2, RAN3; cc: RAN1; contact: CATT)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-
QC wonders what scenario we talk about ? UMTS TDD to LTE TDD or also LTE FDD ? Datang clarifies the intention is for both.
=>
Noted: will be handled in UMTS session (Contribution available in UMTS session)

LTE relevance

LSs related to monitoring:

R2-090005:
LS on radio link monitoring


(R1-084566; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


not treated at RAN2 #64; no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

-
Note that RRC does not start/stop radio link monitoring, but just ignores indications in certain cases.
=> 
Noted
R2-090026:
Response LS to R1-084566 = R2-087117 on radio link monitoring


(R4-083298; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=>
Noted
Testing related LS:

R2-090007:
LS on Common Test Environment (TS 36.508)


(R5-085515; to: RAN1, RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN5
REL-8
LTE-L23

=>
Delegates can provide comments to Anil, and NTT DCM will provide response LS by Friday in R2-090651

Transmit power related LSs:

R2-090024:
Response LS to R2-085958 on Maximum allowed transmission power on the uplink


(R4-083041; to: RAN2, GERAN; cc: RAN1; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23

=>
Noted (already taken into account by RAN2)
R2-090025:
Response LS to R1-080616 = R2-080653 on E-UTRA UL Power Control


(R4-083264; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=> Noted (contribution available)
R2-090027:
LS on new definitions of maximum UE output powers


(R4-083317; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

-
TMO thinks 304/331 need to be updated. TMO will provide CR’s.

=>
Noted (will see CR’s later in CP-session)
Measurement related LSs:

R2-090040:
Response LS to R2-087431 on QoS measurements


(S5-082474; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Huawei)
SA5
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=>
Noted (contributions available on loss rate proposal)
R2-090017:
Response to LS R2-084901 on scope and reference for parameter “sameRefSignalsInNeighbour”


(R1-084672; to: RAN2; cc: RAN4; contact: Philips)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=> Noted
R2-090029:
Response to LS R2-084901 on scope and reference for parameter “sameRefSignalsInNeighbour”


(R4-083331; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: ; contact: Vodafone)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

- 
Ericsson thought we already agreed to also have the parameter for FDD. QC think we agreed to ask RAN4.

=>
Noted: Will not take any decisions w.r.t. this issue before a response from RAN4 is received.
Other LSs:

R2-090003:
LS on P_A value and L1 parameter range


(R1-084514; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Panasonic)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


not treated at RAN2 #64; RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?"

=>
Noted (already captured in RAN2 spec’s)
R2-090004:
LS on removing delta_offset^PUCCH for PUCCH formats 1/1a/1b


(R1-084517; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


not treated at RAN2 #64; no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=>
Noted (parameter already removed)
R2-090006:
LS on UE emission control


(R4-083197; to: RAN1; cc: RAN2; contact: Motorola)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


not treated at RAN2 #64; no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=> Noted
R2-090009:
LS on support of ACK/NACK repetition in Rel-8


(R1-084649; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Texas Instruments)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


not treated at RAN2 #64; no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=> Noted (all parts already covered or introduced by ASN1 review CR)
R2-090014:
LS on encoding of groups of PCI values


(R1-081933; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
GERAN2

REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-
NSN proposes to add the 3 values (84, 168, 252). It seems everybody can agree to this. NSN will bring contribution.

=>
Noted
R2-090018:
LS on dependency analyses on feature lists


(R1-084687; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=>
Noted
R2-090022:
Reply LS to S3-081505 = R2-086955 on E-UTRAN security related issues


(R3-083569; to: SA3, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
RAN3
REL-8
LTE-L23


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=>
Noted
R2-090037:
Reply LS to R2-085973? on maximum PDCP SDU size


(S3-081516; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: SA2, CT4; contact: Nokia)
SA3
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=> Noted; will sent reply based on discussion on corresponding papers in R2-090652
R2-090039:
LS on triggered HO events


(S5-082452; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Huawei)
SA5
REL-8
LTE-L23 (SON)


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-
Suggested response in R2-090568
=>
Will sent response LS in R2-090653
R2-090568:
Handover optimization
-
Ericsson would like some more time to analyse response.

-
Ericsson wonders what the requirements are ? Why is SA5 interested in the events ? Why does RAN5 not just count successful/failed handovers ? Huawei thinks SA5 would like to understand what is controleable.

-
Ericsson also notes that we have agreed a SI in RAN for handover optimisation. So is double work done in RAN and SA5 ? Huawei assumes that SA5 focuses on current RAN specifications whereas the RAN SI would study possible enhancements.

-
Ericsson thinks we can only indicate what we can configure from specification point of view. It will be difficult to go further.

-
Ericsson thinks the questions are quite basic. So Ericsson hopes there can be a lot of company internal communication to educate SA5.

=>
Can use the proposed responses as baseline, but should clarify that how the events are used is largely eNB implementation freedom.

=>
Offline discussion is invited to come to a response LS

Late incoming LS’s:

R2-090767:
Reply LS on Duplicate Detection for ETWS
=>
Noted
R2-090796:
Response LS on preamble group selection based on radio link condition
-
LG provided related document in R2-090801

=>
Noted
5.2
Rapporteur input to Stage-2 (36.300)

Input from rapporteur only, e.g. rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.

R2-090144:
CR to 36.300 on E-UTRAN Identities
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.300
F
-
ALU has a number of editorial comments, e.g. should use “code” instead of “identifier” in a number of places.

-
There is an error for the TPC-PUCCH-RNTI explanation.

-
ZTE wonders if the RA-RNTI should be mentioned ? NSN wonders about the level of detailed we have to consider. E.g. SI-RNTI ? NSN notes they will be listed in MAC. Will leave it the proposed level of detail.

=>
Will see an update in R2-090654
R2-090654:
CR to 36.300 on E-UTRAN Identities
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.300
F
=>
In principle agreed
5.3
Identified issues

5.3.1
Security

Contributions discussing security issues impacting both control plane and user plane should be submitted here.

R2-090225:
Preventing handover to EUTRA for UE with SIM
Ericsson
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
CATT wonders if a UE can be equipped with a SIM and a USIM at the same time ? TMO thinks we could indicate “no USIM” i.e. a UE not equipped with USIM.

Proposal 2:

-
Panasonic wonders what the benefit is of proposal 2 ? Ericsson admits that there is no benefit for Rel-8. ALU assumes that there might be other aspects to correct for Rel-9 anyway. So probably we should not look at proposal 2.

=>
Agree to proposal 1, with reformulation to “not equipped with USIM”.

R2-090226:
UE with SIM in EUTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
F

=>
To be updated based on discussion above (only second sentence remaining but to be updated) in R2-090657

R2-090657:
UE with SIM in EUTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
F

-
Ericsson is considering to come back on the second proposal from R2-090226 in the next meeting. Nokia assumes that we then also need a CR to 304 (e.g. suitable cell definition).
=>
Can try to see if update is possible to be agreed in R2-090812 => Updated in R2-090822
R2-090822:
UE with SIM in EUTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
F
=>
In principle agreed
R2-090227:
UE with SIM in EUTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.304
F

=> 
Can look at update in R2-090813; later considered not needed since in 36.304 we already have a condition of having a USIM shall not reselect to LTE. Can think if something should be added up to next meeting.


R2-090813 is withdrawn
R2-090228:
Padding of the SRB-ID for security input
Ericsson
CR
36.331
F

=>
CR is in principle agreed
5.4
L1/2 control in RRC

5.4.1
General

Contributions on general aspects related to the introduction/handling of L1, MAC, RLC and PDCP parameters in RRC.

R2-090108:
Various clarifications on initial values
Panasonic
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
Samsung agrees it would be good to have a default, but think it should be based on the default transmission mode.

-
Ericsson is fine to leave it as network error.

-
QC thinks that since this is generally assumed to be a network error, we should not place UE behaviour that we never intend to use.

-
Samsung thinks we do not necessarily have to consider this a network error.

-
ASN1 rapporteur indicates that parameter is proposed to be “OD” in the rapporteur CR which should be sufficient to indicate that the UE has no configuration.

=>
No further action; network should not trigger aperiodic CQI reporting before configuring.

Proposal 2:

-
RIM wonders what the problem is with the current description ? 

-
Samsung thinks Panasonic proposal is a more correct expression.

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3:

-
There are separate contributions on the inter-RAT case. Can discuss separately. So can focus on ON parameters in enable branches

-
Samsung thinks that we should restrict optionalities at to many different levels. Do we really need an optionality in enable branches ?

-
LG thinks there is no problem to have ON parameters in enable branches.

-
Panasonic thinks we have to clarify the case when the parent configuration is enabled, what the value is for the ON parameter. LG/Ericsson think it is clear that the short-DRX will be disabled until configured.

-
QC thinks that it is true that ON should always lead to clear UE behaviour.

-
Samsung thinks that if it is clear that “disable” means removing the complete configuration (there is contributions on this), then having a start value of “disable” is quite evident.

=>
No action now.

=>
Will see 36.331 CR introducing proposal 2 in R2-090658

R2-090658:
Default configuration for transmissionMode
Panasonic
CR
36.331
F
=>
CR is in principle agreed
R2-090154:
CR to 36.331 on RRC Parameters for MAC, RLC and PDCP
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F

-
NSN clarifies that PDCP is missing because ASN.1 review already addresses the necessary changes.

-
Ericsson wonders why we do not align timer names with RRC names ? It seems a “duration” is introduced for the timers. Maybe a flatter description is preferable. NSN is fine with aligning the names in principle. However for the longDRXOffset there might still be a mapping to do (1 parameter for which 2 values are derived).

=>
Will try to align timer names further

-
Ericsson wonders why we need so much clarification on the parameters if the names are now aligned ? So we could just have the reference in the field description. NSN thinks it would still be useful when reading RRC to have some short description. Ericsson would prefer to have the description only in 1 place.

-
LG thinks it might be good to have some clarification, but the consistency is a problem. E.g. for RLC there seem to be some problems.

=>
Avoid unnecessary clarifications and have the reference normally as main contents for the field description if the names are fully aligned

Other

-
How do we reference to other spec’s ? Agreement in ASN.1 review was to do as proposed here by NSN, i.e. spec number, ref and if needed a section/table.

=>
Will see update in R2-090659

R2-090659:
CR to 36.331 on RRC Parameters for MAC, RLC and PDCP
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F

=>
 In principle agreed
5.4.2
L1

Layer 1 parameter handling in RRC

R2-090046:
CR to 36.331 - Clarification on Configured PRACH Freq Offset
Nortel
CR
36.331
D

-
Samsung wonders why we need this clarification. Anyway the resulting range is still a part of the existing configuration. Nortel thinks otherwise invalid configurations could result. Samsung thinks this is a network error case.

-
Ericsson assumes that this is already visble from RAN1 spec ? Nortel agrees but wonders if this is really sufficient.

-
NSN has no objection to add this if there is a company that thinks this is relevant. 

-
LG wonders if “FS2” should really be used ? Replace by TDD. 

=>
CR is agreed in principle in R2-090660 with removing the word “NOTE” and replacing “FS2” by “TDD”,

=>
Principle from now on will be that we do not need to clarify parameter combinations that are illegal already from RAN1 spec.
R2-090194:
Neighbour Cell Configuration for Inter-frequency Reconsidered
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-
Samsung agrees the UE can measure better, but is the performance really significanty gained by this ? We will always have 4 subframes not used by MBSFN anyway. For TDD, 0/5 are always downlink. Samsung thinks RAN4 should evaluate.

-
Ericsson agrees that for FDD there seems no gain since we already have 4 subframes present. For TDD, Ericsson thinks maybe it would be usefull to know e.g. whether subframe 9 is DL. E.g. in case subframes 4 and 9 are UL.

-
CATT thinks that in general inter-freq measurement are more difficult than intra-freq, so if we introduced it for intra-freq, we should also have it for inter-freq. QC agrees with this reasoning. 

=>
Will sent short LS to RAN4 to ask their opinion for inter-freq for FDD and TDD in R2-090661
R2-090195:
Proposed CR to incorporate inter-frequency neighbourCellConfiguration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
F

=> Noted
R2-090244:
CQI configuration and DRX
InterDigital
Disc

-
Ericsson would prefer to keep the DRX periods as they are and ask RAN1 to adjust the table, and prefer to add 1 bit to the RAN1 parameter in order to support all offsets for each value. NSN has the same preference. 

-
CATT wonders if we should change the RAN1 parameter. CATT thinks an alternative would be to remove 32/64/128/256. Ericsson thinks the DRX values are already agreed so would prefer to work with that. It should be no problem to add 1 bit.

=>
Will sent LS to RAN1 asking them to include these DRX values and offset, by adding 1 bit to the parameter in R2-090662
R2-090486:
CR to 36.331 on L1 parameters ranges alignment
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR
36.331
F

=> revised before presentation in R2-090559

R2-090559
CR to 36.331 on L1 parameters ranges alignment
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Panasonic
CR
36.331


F
-
Samsung wonders why 98 is proposed and not 100 ? NSN clarifies that hopping cannot be done in 1 RB.

-
Ericsson wonders why we need such a huge range ? Are the current ranges not sufficient ? The RAN1 agreements do not necessarily imply the need for range changes. They also did not inform us that we need to change.

-
Panasonic assumes it would be good to have the full flexibility.

-
Samsung is ok with these values if many companies want this.

-
Ericsson has no strong objection.

=>
CR is in principle agreed.
5.4.3
MAC

MAC parameter handling in RRC. 

R2-090273:
Configuration of the Two-Intervals-SPS
CATT, CMCC
CR
36.331
F

-
Ericsson wonder whether really this optionality is required ? Also is really needed to be able to switch it of ?

-
NSN wonders if this could not be linked to the TDD UL/DL configuration: i.e. for some it is mandatory, for some it is never configured. At least MAC spec talks  now about “configured by upper layer”.

=>
CR is in principle agreed
R2-090409:
Corrections to dedicated TAT and SPS-Configuration
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
Noted (already covered)
R2-090131:
SPS Configuration
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson thinks the allocation/revoking should be clearly described in RRC, not implicitly in MAC. So Ericsson thinks this CR is not needed. Samsung agrees with Ericsson on the second proposed change. However is the first change not needed ?

=>
Change in 5.10 not needed

-
What about change to 5.3.1/5.4.1: NSN thinks a decent UE implementation would act this way, but it is not really needed to clarify this in the spec. Samsung also sees no big need for this clarification.

=>
Noted

R2-090151:
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.321 F

=>
Some update will be needed for the timers. Should have some offline discussion on how to best capture these timers.

=>
Ericsson thinks the RA_WINDOW_BEGIN/END are referenced in RAN1 spec’s. So we will keep this.

=>
Samsung indicates that not the proper RRC field name is used for the pathloss change parameter. Should be checked.

=>
Will see an update taking above comments into account in R2-090663

R2-090663:
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.321 F

-
It was confirmed that window begin/end have been removed from L1.

-
Changes over changes need to be removed

=>
In principle agreed with removing changes on changes in R2-090814
R2-090370:
HARQ RTT Timer and N/A Repetition in DRX
Research In Motion Limited
Disc

=> Update in R2-090569, should be discussed in 6.1.1.3.
R2-090506:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on combination of SPS and TTI bundling for TDD
CMCC
CR 36.331 F

-
Huawei has a contribution on his topic.

-
CATT supports this proposal for excluding from Rel-8.

-
NSN supports the proposal and thinks the complexity is not worth the gain.

-
QC supports this proposal. ZTE supports this proposal.

=>
CR is agreed in principle

R2-090128:
Clarification on MAC and SPS reconfigurations
HTC Corporation
CR
36.331
F

General:

- 
We have previously agreed not to make 3 bit fields optional.

Proposal 1:

-
Currently a UE in connected mode does not apply the TAT SIB2 value, i.e. it stays with the first SIB2/dedicated signalled value.

=>
Principle remains no optionality for fields up to 3 bits in size. So not agreed.

Proposal 2:

-
NTT DCM wondered whether it would be usefull to take the UL bundling part out of the UL-SCH configuration.

=>
Stay with current principle (same as proposal 1)

Proposal 3:

-
Samsung indicates that in general in the ASN1 review there was a discussion on whether we need to have procedure text for every IE. In the ASN1 review the consensus was that this is only needed if there is complex behaviour.

=>
Not needed

Proposal 4:

-
It is proposed to make it an enumerated with “enabled/disabled”.

-
HTC indicates that the description they propose is used in a number of cases.

-
Ericsson is fine to stay with Boolean

=>
Will see update CR for proposal 4 only in R2-090664

R2-090664:
Clarification on TTI bundling configuration
HTC Corporation
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed
5.4.4
RLC

RLC parameter handling in RRC. 

R2-090152:
CR to 36.322 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.322
F
-
For the timers the same change as for MAC will be required.

=>
Will see an update in R2-090665
R2-090665:
CR to 36.322 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.322
F
=>
CR is in principle agreed
5.4.5
PDCP

PDCP parameter handling in RRC.

MaxROHC

R2-090140:
Clarification on the UE capability: Maximum number of ROHC context sessions
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
-
Ericsson agrees the parameter should be per RB. However Ericsson wonders if the parameter is really needed. Could it not just be removed ? ALU wonders what this would mean ? Ericsson thinks that a compressor in the eNB would always use to use as small number of contexts as possible (by re-using contexts that are not used for some time).

-
Ericsson just proposes to remove the UE capability, not the MaxCID signaling.

-
In general the UE would never be required to support more ROHC contexts then it can support IP flows.

-
Samsung wonders what the gain is of removing the parameter. Ericsson indicates that normally we do not have parameters that have no gain. The question is whether it is important for a UE to get this value ? Samsung thinks it is nice for a UE implementation to be able to set a limit. QC would prefer to keep the UE capability. LG would also like to keep the parameter because it is nice for UE provisioning. Ericsson thinks that the ROHC context size is quite complex and thus it is not easy to derive a context size anyway. Anyway in ROHC it is possible for the decompressor to say it cannot handle more contexts.

=>
After coffee, it several companies would like some more time to check this. Also there was a request to have more time to check whether this is per RB or per UE.

=>
Outcome of offline discussion in R2-090831 (revision of R2-090142)
R2-090831:
Clarification on the Maximum number of ROHC context sessions parameter

Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
F
-
The formulation means that if you configure “10” it means you can have 10 contexts in UL and 10 in DL.

-
Text is still unclear if the UE capability is per RB or in total.

-
Nokia is hesitant to agree on a certain interpretation with no UMTS people around.

=>
Allow offline until next meeting
R2-090141:
Clarification on the Maximum number of ROHC context sessions parameter
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.306
F
not treated
R2-090142:
Clarification on the Maximum number of ROHC context sessions parameter
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
F
revised in R2-090831
R2-090047:
CR to 36.331 - Clarification of maxCID
Nortel
CR
36.331
F

not treated
Other

R2-090132:
Discard Timer and Handover Procedure
ASUSTeK
CR
36.323
F
-
LG thinks this has been discussed before and we agree to keep the discard timer running to ensure meeting QOS. Panasonic/Ericsson have the same understanding as LG.

=>
Not agreed; discard timer continues to run normally.

R2-090153:
CR to 36.323 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.323
F
=>
revised in R2-090543
R2-090543:
CR to 36.323 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, LG Electronics CR 36.323
F
-
Same change is required for the timer handling.

=>
Will see CR update in R2-090670
R2-090670:
CR to 36.323 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, LG Electronics CR 36.323
F
=>
Ericsson wonders if e.g. maxCID should not also be corrected ? LG thinks also profiles should be corrected. But in general no confusion is possible

=>
CR is in principle agreed with these two changes in R2-090811
5.5
Other

Any other Stage-2 issue, or issues that would be good to discuss commonly between CP and UP? Note that RAN2 decided to in general give priority to Stage-3 completion rather than Stage-2 perfection: near-term focus for 36.300 should be on correcting important  errors.

Stage-2 alignments to Stage-3

R2-090049:
CR to 36.300 - Clarification on RAPreambles
Nortel
CR
36.300
F

=>
CR is in principle agreed

R2-090082:
CR to 36.300 - MME in temporary UE identity
TeliaSonera
CR
36.300
?

-
ALU thinks that only the MMEC is included in the TMSI. So this should be corrected.

=>
CR is agreed in principle with changing MME to MMEC in R2-090672

R2-090440:
Format of PDCP PDU
Motorola
CR
36.300
F

-
LG wonders if it is possible to have a PDCP PDU with header only ?  Motorola thinks the control packets will be header only. LG thinks it is not possible to have header-only PDCP PDU’s. So should remove “header only” from the coversheet.

=>
With this one change to the coversheet, the CR is in principle agreed in R2-090674

R2-090441:
Consistent layer use
Motorola
CR
36.300
F

-
TMO thinks this type of corrections are not essential and there is no need to have this type of change and focus on Stage-3.

=>
Noted; not considered essential
R2-090442:
Data forwarding at HO
Motorola
CR
36.300
F

Proposal 1/2:

-
LG thinks this is too detailed for Stage-2.

Proposal 3:

-
ALU thinks proposal 3 is an additional optimisation which is not needed at this time (there will be a double end-marker received by the final target eNB). Motorola thinks the first target eNB can remove the first end-marker. ALU agrees but still considers this an optimisation.

-
Samsung wonders if this proposal 3 case is really a practical case considering that normally the eNB also needs to receive a measurement report.

=>
Noted (no support for this type of clarification)

R2-090444:
COUNT variable
Motorola
CR
36.300
F

-
QC/Ericsson in general thinks the CR is usefull.

-
Should add “in the same direction” to “on the same radio bearer”

=>
With this one change the CR is in principle agreed in R2-090675

R2-090445:
Corrections in section 10.1.2.3
Motorola
CR
36.300
F

=>
CR is in principle agreed.
=>
For the next meeting, Motorola is requested to bring only CR including R2-090674, R2-090675 and R2-090445. 

=> 
Confirm again that it is considered more important to finalise stage-3 then completely align the stage-2 to the stage-3 ! Small issues can be provided to rapporteur who can collect.
Other

R2-090156:
Data handling at RB release
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
Ericsson thinks it is fine to leave the sentence as is, and the rest can be left to implementation (e.g. PDCP handling). For DRB release, Ericsson assumes that there is no pending data when we release the RB. So Ericsson thinks no change is needed at all.

-
LG thinks that without further change the spec is inconsistent. Ericsson thinks that even with the current specification, a smart UE PDCP implementation will try to deliver as much as possible data to higher layers. Ericsson would prefer not to add a release procedure in PDCP.

-
Samsung thinks that a smart UE implementation will try to deliver as much as possible data to higher layers at release. So Samsung thinks the RLC re-establishment could be removed in RRC and still a smart UE implementation would do that.

-
QC supports proposal 1. Ericsson would also support proposal 1 as a second best alternative.

=>
Will go for proposal 1.
R2-090157:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Removal of useless RLC re-establishment at RB release
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

=>
CR is in principle agreed.
R2-090158:
Proposed CR to 36.323 on Actions at PDCP release
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.323
F

=>
Not treated after discussion above
R2-090159:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Data delivery at RB release
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331
F


=> Not treated after discussion above
R2-090166:
Discussion on RLC maximum number of retransmission
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
Ericsson thinks this can also happen in real networks and would prefer to keep this. Note also that we have functionally frozen Rel-8.

-
LG wonders how it can happen in real networks ? IDT thinks it can happen from residual HARQ (e.g. aggressive low HARQ retransmission number in combination with changing radio conditions).

-
Samsung tends to agree that the complexity we have is to large compared to gain, but Samsung needs to check further if we can really remove.

-
Ericsson thinks this provides additional robustness and we should only remove this if there is something functionally broken.

-
QC would prefer to keep the feature, although they have some concerns about complexity. However this was the result of long discussions so they are fine to keep it as it is.

-
NSN thinks it is to late to add/remove this type of functionality. Panasonic also prefers not to change

=>
Noted

R2-090167:
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Removal of RLC maximum number of retransmission
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
F

=>
Not agreed
R2-090168:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Removal of RLC maximum number of retransmission
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not agreed
R2-090196:
Proposed CR to specify maximum PDCP SDU size
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
F

-
LG wonders why the 40 bytes are added ? Nokia clarifies that the IPv6 length only indicates the payload size, not the IP header size.

-
QC thinks 64KB is too large and it will be a long time before we see this happening. QC would prefer 16KB or 32KB.

-
Samsung would prefer to use 8KB which enables re-use of the security configuration.

-
Ericsson thinks 8KB would be sufficient for Rel-8. 

-
LG would prefer 64KB.

-
Nokia thinks that especially for the higher category UE’s it makes sense to have higher values. Especially for the combination of a Rel-8 UE with future networks.

-
Panasonic thinks 16KB could be a nice compromise.

-
QC wonders if RAN5 would start to test the high size that we would agree. 

-
Ericsson thinks a Rel-8 UE would never need to support sizes larger than 8KB.

-
One way out could be to have a different SDU size per category but it also makes the complete solution more complex.

-
Samsung point out that for 1Gbps with 8KB packets it is 20 packets per TTI. For 64KB it is 4.5 packets per TTI. So it is not a huge difference.

-
Qasara support 8KB for Rel-8.

-
Agree on 8KB for all UE categories 

-
Ericsson proposes to support 8KB - 4 octets because the MAC-I is also ciphered. However the control plane is anyway not using the larger packets. 

-
QC agrees with the Ericsson proposal

=>
PDCP SDU limit for CP and UP will be 8192B – 4 octets.= 8188B

=>
Will see updated CR in R2-090676

R2-090676:
Proposed CR to specify maximum PDCP SDU size
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
F

=>
CR is in principle agreed
6
Long Term Evolution Stage 3

6.1
User plane

This agenda item was treated in a parallel ad hoc on Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday (see Annex A) and minutes were taken in a separate report which was agreed on Friday (see agenda item 8.2).
Only exception: section 6.1.4 which was treated in a joined CP/UP session on Thursday evening and 6.1.5 which was treated in the RAN2 plenary session on Friday:

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
Other

L2-buffer sizes

R2-090202:
Proposed CR to confirm tentative L2 buffer sizes
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.306
F
R2-090214:
Final values for L2 buffer sizes
Ericsson
CR
36.306
F

Discussion:

-
QC prefers the Nokia values.

-
Ericsson the values are a bit strange. E.g. “3434”. There was no real exact motivation.

-
Samsung is ok with both but prefers Nokia’s values. The rounding is anyway only cosmetic. However no strong opinion.

-
LG supports Ericsson’s values.

=>
CR in R2-090214 is in principle agreed. i.e. R2-090202 is not agreed.
Number of SDU’s per TTI

R2-090215:
L2 UE capability limitations
Ericsson, Nokia Corporation
Disc

noted
R2-090403:
Limitations on PDCP/RLC SDU into MAC TB processing
NXP, STMicroelectronics, Infineon, Philips
Disc

-
Panasonic wonders for proposal 2 what is the actual benefit ? Infineon does not supports this proposal really. It was only to allow potential higher number of SDU’s. Panasonic wonders if this proposal would required additional signalling ? Infineon confirms

-
Infineon claries the burst case: e.g. if there are 8 packets coming, if you have not overdimensioned your hardware completely, still not all 8 packets would be processed instantaneously. In addition the eNB can probably delay some of the ACK’s without harming the TCP performance. Infineon thinks there is no technical requirement to handle them in the same TTI.

-
Ericsson wonders if all the analysis is based on theoretical analysis and e.g. not on burst sizes actually seen e.g. in HSPA networks.

-
Ericsson thinks the intention of the function is to guide UE design, not to implement a network implementation. A network should be able to handle link adaptation optimally.

R2-090499:
Considerations on minimum number of PDCP SDUs per TTI Samsung, ETRI, Marvel
Disc

=> Update to R2-090680
R2-090680:
Considerations on minimum number of PDCP SDUs per TTI Samsung, ETRI, Marvel,
Disc

-
Ericsson wonders why the sourcing companies are proposing values lower than in the agreed R2-081476 ?  Ericsson thinks all UE designers have been aware of these values for a long time.

Discussion Downlink

1a) Do we still think a DL limit is needed ?

-
Ericsson wonders if this limitation cannot be removed altogether ? Infineon thinks that if we remove the requirement completely, then other sources (e.g. test houses) will require high numbers.

-
Nokia thinks the main motivation was to give some guidance for a UE implementation. However we have agreed this are minimum numbers. Nokia confirms we agreed there should not be a large network impact due to these limits. Nokia confirms they are a bit beneficial. Nokia thinks there values are quite reasonable.

-
NTT DCM thinks that if we do not test the limitations, there seems no value in specifying this. On the otherhand, UE vendors are asking for a guideline. So are these contributions not sufficient guideline and we do not specify anything further.

-
QC would like to specify values and is fine with the Ericsson/Nokia proposal.

-
Samsung shares the view of NTT DCM. Since now implementations have progressed already quite a lot, UE vendors will have already dimensioned their hardware. So Samsung thinks it is fine not to specify limits.

-
Panasonic shares the view of NTT DCM/Samsung. Fujitsu agrees with this view.

-
Nortel agrees with the Ericsson / Nokia / QC proposal

-
Nokia thinks it is too late / strange now to remove these limits. Since we have already agreed that we would have these limits Nokia would prefer not to come back to this decision.

-
Panasonic thinks that it is not easy to test this.

-
Ericsson would prefer not to have any limitation since then the scheduler has complete freedom. Alternatively Ericsson could accept the Ericsson/Nokia values.

-
Ericsson assumes that if we do not specify a limit, then a UE not supporting a used value then market/field trials will have to find out realistic values. All values seem to be based on theoretical analysis. Ericsson has seen quite big bursts in HSPA.

-
Ericsson/NSN would not like to agree on any values lower than in their proposal. Samsung would not like to agree to any value higher than in their contribution.

-
Infineon wonders how this peak-load aspect can be captured. Maybe it is better to not capture anything. If a UE vendor would provide a platform that is really worse than others, it would anyway loose in the market.

1b) If so, what would the limit be ?

-
Ericsson thinks we agreed on having a limit if this would mean no practical limit to the network scheduling, and thus higher values than R2-081476. For Ericsson it is important to stick to this agreement.

-
Infineon wonders if link adaptation also means skipping some TTI’s so no a continuous flow. Infineon wants to limit the artificial test case scenarios where continuously this high number of packets is received in each TTI.

-
Ericsson wonders if any company is really going to propose a test case. Ericsson thinks that this requirement should not be tested. Throughput is a valid measure but SDU’s per TTI is quite artificial. 

-
NTT DCM would prefer not to have LTE deployment delay caused by high SDU limits. NTT DCM is fine to get this out of field trials/early deployments.

-
If we argue this way, Nokia thinks we could agree on low values and then let the network find out if higher numbers can be supported. Samsung thinks we should trust UE vendors/market competition.

-
Ericsson repeats the proposal not to specify anything. Nokia is not very confortable with that and would not like to take that decision in this meeting. ALU is not very confortable with that: if you have 1 bad terminal you would have to lower the rate to all. Ericsson thikns that if it is only a few UE’s have this, then only these UE’s would have a bad performance. Ericsson thinks we could rely on the market to select.

-
QC would like to have some numbers.

Alternative 1:

- 
Ericsson proposes to have the values from R2-081476 in an informative annex. 

Alternative 2:

-
QC proposes to agree on a conservative set of value and then the UE can signal more in a separate capability. Ericsson not happy by the cause network complexity.

=>
Will continue tomorrow. Alternative 1 might be most realistic way forward.

=>
Compromise proposal made available in R2-090815

Discussion Uplink

2) 
Do we want something on UL ? Nokia proposes no limit, and that the UE in exceptional circumstances a UE would be allowed to pad eventhough it has data.

-
Ericsson thinks from specification point of view the UE should not pad but as long as this is only in exceptional cases, what can the network do.

-
Still Infineon would like to know what the figures would be for the UL ? Should the DL figures also be used as a guidance for the UL ? Ericsson assumes there is no fundamental difference between UL and DL. Ericsson thinks we could specify also informative UL values.

=>
Will not have normative limit specified for the UL.

R2-090815:
Downlink PDCP SDU limitation
Ericsson
CR
36.306
F
-
Reference should be to table A-1, not A-2.

=>
With this one change, the CR is in principle agreed in R2-090850

Other

R2-090290:
Max number of MAC SDUs
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Ericsson thinks that also for a transmitter it is very time consuming creating many RLC PDU’s per TTI. This is also true for the eNB. So from network point of view there is no real reason to have this. We already have a sentence indicating that implementations should optimise for 1 new RLC PDU per logical channel.

-
Panasonic supports the QC approach. One benefit would be to limit test cases. Nokia likes the idea of limiting, but share the Ericsson view that this is not really needed.

=>
As a guideline for implementation, a UE implementation can assume to get 1 new RLC PDU per logical channel in normal circumstances.

-
LG thinks that still many retransmission can occur since the status report might not come so frequently. LG thinks thus we anyway need a limit for the retransmissions, e.g. as proposed by QC.

-
Ericsson thinks that 10 cannot be the correct number. E.g. in case of 8 DRB’s you would not be able to sent retransmissions. So the number would have to be significantly higher.

-
Nokia wonders if we could specify in RLC that it should produce as few PDU’s as the protocol enables. 

-
RIM would like to see some limit.

=>
Noted; supporting companies should do extensive lobbying if some limit should be agreed. (not much support so far)

R2-090201:
Proposed CR to remove the sections on MBMS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.306
F

=>
In principle agreed.

R2-090453:
Various Corrections
Motorola
CR
36.306
D
=>
Category should be “F”
=>
CR is in principle agreed with this one change in R2-090808
R2-090565:
Proposed CR to update uplink transmit diversity (UE transmit antenna selection)
IPWireless CR
36.306
F
=>
Box for “other specs effected” should not be ticked; should be “N”
=>
CR is in principle agreed with this 1 change in R2-090809 
R2-090483:
Corrections on support of uplink transmit diversity
Samsung
CR
36.306
F

=> Not treated (already covered)
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.

R2-090236:
Reception of Simultaneous Physical Channels in Downlink
ALU CR 36.302
?
-
Samsung wonders why PDCCH is added to row 1 ? ALU assumes this row is correct.

=>
Samsung proposes to split row 1 into 2 rows:


a) PBCH


- for BCH


b) PDCCH + PDSCH 

- for BCCH on DL-SCH

-
In row 2, Samsung thinks the FFS can be removed.

-
Samsung assumes that row 5 is simulatuous reception of PBCH and DL-SCH.

-
Ericsson points out we have agreed parallel reception of BCCH on DL-SCH, with another DL-SCH reception in the same TTI. So 2 PDCCH+PDSCH, but only if one of the 2 is for BCCH.

=>
Email discussion trying to complete the table. See email discussion [64b: 7] in Annex H.
6.1.5.2
Other

No contributions.
6.2
Control plane

This agenda item was treated in a parallel ad hoc on Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday (see Annex B) and minutes were taken in a separate report which was agreed on Friday (see agenda item 8.1).
6.3
eNB measurements (36.314)

6.3.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.

R2-090372:
36.314 Open Issues
Huawei
?

=>
Noted

R2-090373:
36.314 Rapporteur Updates
Huawei
CR
36.314
F
=>
CR is in principle agreed

6.3.2
Other 
R2-090393:
Data Loss Measurements
Huawei
?

-
Ericsson wonders whether it makes sense to have 1 UL measurement and 2 DL measurements ? Could we not define one measurement also for DL ? 

-
Huawei indicates that in the DL we have the possibility to discriminate between discards before transmission and discards after partial transmission.

-
Huawei thinks that last time we were asked for a congestion counter (which is the discarding before transmission), whereas this time it is for air interface loss.

-
Ericsson thinks the resulting measurement turns out quite complex for the DL but agrees that in principle it could be done.

-
Huawei agrees that it would make sense to have a measurement that is comparable with the QOS characteristics.

-
Huawei clarifies that PELR current excludes congestion drops.

-
NSN would also prefer one way to measure. For the UL it seems quite simple. So NSN wonders if a simpler approach cannot be agreed for the DL preferably only measuring in one layer.

-
A PDCP SN for DL is not really possible in the eNB unless the UE measures it. So Ericsson thinks we could consider a UE measurement.

-
Huawei assumes that if we want a UE measurement, it would be many UE’s that need to report to get statistics and this in high load cell conditions.

-
Ericsson admits that having anything in DL in the UE it is too late for Rel-8. So maybe we could agree to only the measurement we have for now for the DL focussing on congestion, and consider enhancements for Rel-9.

=>
One possible response would be that we have the UL measurement in the eNB, but for Rel-8 have not further DL enhancements. But indicate that for DL maybe in the Rel-9 timeframe additional eNB and/or UE measurements could be considered. Further offline discussion invited.

Comeback on Friday:

-
After offline discussion, it seems we can agree on UL and DL measurements although some updates to the DL measurement might be needed at next meeting.

=>
Noted

R2-090371:
Packet Loss Rate Measurements
Huawei
CR
36.314
F B
=>
In principle agreed
7
UTRA/UTRAN
7.1
Incoming LSs on UTRA (all releases)
LSs related to Home Node B:

R2-090010
LS on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection


(C1-085377; to: SA1; cc: RAN2; contact: Qualcomm)
CT1
REL-8
HNB-supp


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=>Treated in common session
R2-090033
Reply LS to C1-085377 = R2-090010 on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection


(S1-084231; to: CT1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
SA1
REL-8
HNB-supp


no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=>Treated in common session
R2-090019
Reply LS to S5-081927 = R2-086059 on 3G HNB Management


(R3-083504; to: SA5; cc: SA2, RAN4, RAN2, Broadband Forum; contact: Vodafone)
RAN3
REL-8
HNB-supp


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=>Noted

R2-090020
LS on paging optimisation via allowed CSG list in paging message


(R3-083510; to: CT1; cc: SA2, RAN2; contact: NSN)
RAN3
REL-8
HNB-supp


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

-TMO asks if the assumption isn’t that UE always initiate a LAU if the UE enters a CSG cell. QC indicates it can be the case that it’s under the same CSG.

-Companies will clarify this with RAN3 colleagues

=>Noted

LSs related to Testing:

R2-090031
LS on Expected UE behaviour in PMM-CONNECTED Mode


(R5-085577; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: ; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN5
R99
TEI_Test


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-Nokia considers the RRC behaviour is clear. The UE shall send a SCR. Ericsson, agrees with this view and considers making behaviours consistent is a good thing

-RAN2 agrees that the RAN2 aspects are not ambiguous. UE shall send a SCR message.

=>Qualcomm will write a response LS in R2-090576
R2-090576
Draft Reply LS on Expected UE behaviour in PMM-CONNECTED Mode
Qualcomm Europe

-should be “draft”, source should be QC.

-Some rewording is suggested.

=>With the rewording, the LS is agreed in R2-090609 
R2-090032
LS on clarification on the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured


(R5-085579; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN5
REL-8
RANimp-UEConTestUplinkL2dataRates


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?, see draft reply LS in R2-090461
=>Treat with 7.3.1. 7.3.1 was not treated at this meeting.
Other LSs:

R2-090012
LS on Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS


(C1-085549; to: RAN2, SA2; cc: -; contact: Orange)
CT1
REL-8
ICSRA


IMS Centralized Service Control (ICSRA);


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?"

Postponed until we get a reply from SA2

=>The LS is postponed for the next meeting to give time to SA2 to reply

R2-090013
Reply-LS to S2-086392 = R2-084981 on Applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN


(GP-081804; to: RAN2, SA2, RAN3; cc: -; contact: NSN)
GERAN
REL-8
GELTE


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

=>Treated in common session
R2-090030
LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD)


(R5-085542; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
RAN5
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

=>Treat with 7.3.1. 7.3.1 was not treated at this meeting.
7.2
Release 7 corrections (and earlier releases)

REL-4:

R2-090359
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
F
REL-4

TEI4

=>CR is agreed in principle
R2-090360
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
A
REL-5

TEI4

=>Postponed to next meeting
R2-090362
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
A
REL-6

TEI4

=>Postponed to next meeting
R2-090363
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
A
REL-7

TEI4

=>Postponed to next meeting
R2-090364
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
A
REL-8

TEI4

=>Postponed to next meeting
Note:
Although the 4 cat.A CRs were simply postponed and not yet in principle agreed, they are supposed to be simply shadow CRs of the in principle agreed R2-90359 CR.
Therefore also Tdoc and CR numbers were allocated for them for RAN2 #65 as if they are in principle agreed.
REL-6:

R2-090193
UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
Ericsson
Disc
REL-6

TEI6

-Nokia and Huawei would prefer to have a consistent solution where only a note is added to the ASN.1 (alternative 2)

-Qualcomm is fine with alt. 1 for rel’6/7.

=>We agree with alternative 2 for rel’6/7/8.
R2-090180
UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
Ericsson
CR
25.331
F
REL-6

TEI6

-If agreed Rel-7/8 shadows are needed

-We need to use straight quotation marks in RRC.

=>The CR is agreed in principle. Rel’7 and 8 shadows need to be provided for the next meeting

R2-090181
UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
Ericsson
CR
25.331
F
REL-8

TEI8

=>Withdrawn

R2-090183
CN system information after PS HO
Ericsson, Infineon
CR
25.331
F
REL-6

TEI6

-ALU asks why the part on UE having no signalling connection was removed. Ericsson and Infineon considered it was clearer without the statement because the statement was related to a particular case of CS only. This can be discussed offline.

-T-Mobile indicates note 5 can be improved because “delay to PS domain” is already established thus won’t be delayed.

-We agree to make the notes more specific

=>The CR is revised in R2-090603
R2-090603
CN system information after PS HO
Ericsson, Infineon
CR
25.331
F
REL-6

TEI6 

=>The CR is agreed in principle


Note: No cat.A CRs needed for R2-090603 as corresponding changes will be covered by R2-090604.
R2-090184
CN system information after PS HO
Ericsson, Infineon
CR
25.331
F
REL-8

TEI7

=> The CR is revised in R2-090604
R2-090604
CN system information after PS HO
Ericsson, Infineon
CR
25.331
F
REL-8

TEI7

=>The CR is agreed in principle


Note: R2-090603 is addressing PS HO case and R2-090604 is addressing PS HO case plus DTM HO case which exists not in REL-6; as it is difficult to split both this combination of 2 cat.F CRs were used.

R2-090192
SI reporting and compressed mode
Ericsson
CR
25.321
F
REL-6
EDCH-L23

-Huawei considers the current text is clear enough as no new 2ms EDCH transmission can be made during a CM gap.

-Nokia considers the behaviour is already clear from 11.8.1.4 and 11.8.1.1.2. Actually, part of the sentence could rather be removed.

-Ericsson agrees the addition is more of a clarification and is redundant. Removing the entire bracket would be agreeable.

-We agree with removing the entire statement in brackets. Ericsson will show a revision in R2-090591
=>The CR is revised in R2-090591

 R2-090591
SI reporting and compressed mode
Ericsson
CR
25.321
F
REL-6
EDCH-L23 

-The “new” should not be in bold

=>With this change the CR is agreed in principle

R2-090239
Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH extrapolation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
F
REL-6
EDCH-L23

-If agreed Rel-7/8 shadows are needed

=>The CR is agreed in principle, rel’ 7/8 shadows will be provided at the next meeting

R2-090240
Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH interpolation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
F
REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

-If agreed Rel-8 shadow is needed

-Ericsson points out since the correction is the same as in R2-090239 there is no need for a different CR.

=>The CR is agreed in principle. A rel’8 shadow needs to be provided at the next meeting

R2-090551
Discussion on corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-Companies are invited to check this issue for the next meeting

-Ericsson would like to understand how this is aligning with LTE. Nokia considers the PS handover is handled differently from CS and this can be highlighted.

-Ericsson asks if CS HO security handling is affected. This shouldn’t be the case, the goal is to only correct PS HO.

-Nokia clarifies the PS HO in 331 is the same as the CS HO however this shouldn’t be the case as can be seen from other NW procedures. 

=>Noted

-We’ll have an email discussion to discuss the issue and the proposed solution by Nokia.

See email discussion [64b: 5] in Annex H.

R2-090552
Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
F

=>Postponed
R2-090553
Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
A

=>Postponed
R2-090554
Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
A

=>Postponed
REL-7:

R2-090051
Correction to the UE behaviour when entering URA_PCH state
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331
F
REL-7
RANimp-Enhstate

=>We agree in principle with the CR, a release 8 shadow needs to be provided at the next meeting 

R2-090237
Issues for clarification regarding Rel-7 DTX-DRX operation
Infineon Technologies
Disc
REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-On option d, qualcomm asks if the NB has enough information today to take the proper actions? Infineon agrees the NB would need further information for option d.

=>Noted

R2-090303
Condition to set the 'Security capability indication' flag
Infineon
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is agreed in principle for release 7. A shadow for R8 needs to be provided at the next meeting

R2-090331
Ciphering for intra-UTRAN Radio Bearer Setup - Rel 7
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F
REL-7

TEI7
=>We agree in principle with the CR.
R2-090332
Ciphering for intra-UTRAN Radio Bearer Setup - Rel 8
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F
REL-8

TEI7
-Category should be A

=>Postponed

R2-090333
CPC upon misconfiguration and failed hard handover
Qualcomm Europe
Disc
REL-7

RANimp-CPC

-Proposal 3: Infineon is concerned the DL DRX orders are not acknowledged by phy layer. Qualcomm considers all orders need to be acked (in 6a.1.1 of 25.214). This needs to be checked. 

=>We agree with proposal 3 (of R2-090237). This will be provided at the next meeting.

-Nokia considers part of proposal 1 is already specified (in case only DRX info is sent).

-Nokia considers that if DTX is sent without DRX, DRX should be de-activated because there is no other way to disable DRX only. Huawei agrees that DTX wo DRX should deactivate DRX.

-Qualcomm is concerned this may cause some issues with all the specific parameters (for example default SG for DTX cycle 2).

-If we agree with the proposal 1 in Infineon’s document, we would need to clarify in 331 that all DTX parameters are overwritten and UE doesn’t keep existing parameters (for example “default SG in DTX cycle 2”).

=>We agree with proposal 1 of R2-090237. The text will need to be revised. Infineon will provide a CR for proposal 1 at the next meeting.

-Nokia considers there are other ways to reconfigure UL DPCCH slot format and we can make the UE behaviour unspecified. Ericsson would like to check that it doesn’t disable existing mechanisms. There is a use case where in an ASU, if the new cell doesn’t support slot format 4, there is a case where it may be needed to send UL DPCCH slot format alone. This needs to be revisited at the next meeting.

=>Noted

R2-090527
Correction for E-TFC selection in 25.321(R7) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.321
F
REL-7
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

=>Revised in R2-090583
R2-090583
Correction for E-TFC selection in 25.321(R7) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.321
F
REL-7
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23
-Treat with 7.3.11

-Ericsson suggests some changes in the wording of the reasons for change. 

-Ericsson asks what is the meaning of “close to both the available and granted power”. TD-Tech clarifies its intention is to consider both powers.

-Ericsson asks what does it mean that “the transmission power shall minimise the granted power”. This can be discussed offline until the next meeting

=>The CR is postponed

R2-090528
Correction for E-TFC selection in 25.321(R8) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.321
A

REL-8
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

=>Revised in R2-090584
R2-090584
Correction for E-TFC selection in 25.321(R8) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.321
A

REL-8
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

-Treat with 7.3.11
=>The CR is postponed
R2-090533
Adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message in 25.331(R7) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.331
F
REL-7
?

=>Revised in R2-090585
R2-090585
Adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message in 25.331(R7) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.331
F
REL-7
?
-Treat with 7.3.11

-Ericsson does not consider the information is needed to be added. 

-Ericsson points out the spec version is correct. This should be based on 7.11.0. The extension should be labelled 7c0 instead of 7b0. Changes in the ASN.1 should include IEs before and after the change to show where to make the change.

-There is no issue with ASN.1 freezing. The change is backward compatible.

-NSN considers the condition should be specific to LCR TDD.

=>The CR is not agreed.
R2-090534
Adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message in 25.331(R8) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.331
?
REL-8
?

=>Revised in R2-090586
R2-090586
Adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message in 25.331(R8) for LCR TDD
TD-Tech
CR
25.331
?
REL-8
?

-Treat with 7.3.11

=>The CR is not agreed
7.3
Release 8

7.3.1
Improved L2 for uplink
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates, closed June 08)

Chairman’s note: no proposed ASN.1 change. The Agenda Item is de-prioritized.
Finally, there was no time to treat this agenda item.
Following documents were not treated:

R2-090286
Correction to RLC text for MAC i/is
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.322
F
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates

R2-090381
Clarification for the description of transmitting UM RLC entity
Huawei
CR
25.322

F
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates

R2-090461
Draft reply LS on clarification of the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured
Qualcomm Europe
REL-8
RANimp-UEConTestUplinkL2dataRates


reply to R5-085579 = R2-080032
7.3.2
CS voice service over HSPA
(RAN2 WI, RInImp8-CsHspa, closed March 08)

R2-090301
CS-HSPA information in RAB information to reconfigure
Infineon
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-090605
R2-090605
CS-HSPA information in RAB information to reconfigure
Infineon
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is agreed in principle

R2-090302
Concatenation/segmentation in case SN_Delivery parameter is configured
Infineon
CR
25.322
F

-Nokia would prefer to keep the text as it is. Infineon points out those sentences are requirements for the implementation hence the current subclause is not the most appropriate. “does not” and “shall not” have equivalent meaning but drafting rules indicate we should use a shall. Nokia indicates specifying the UL without the UL wouldn’t be consistent. One way would be to remove the DL behaviour completely. Samsung would agree a requirement needs to be added to the UL.

=>Offline discussion needed, CR revised in R2-090606
R2-090606
Concatenation/segmentation in case SN_Delivery parameter is configured
Infineon
CR
25.322
F

=>The CR is postponed to the next meeting

7.3.3
Enhanced Uplink for CELL_FACH State in FDD
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-UplinkEnhState, closed Dec. 08)

R2-090378
Addition of E-RNTI and H-RNTI in URA UPDATE CONFIRM message
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-Ericsson indicates the addition can be done with NCE.

-NSN indicates we would need the same change for URA update with CCCH

=>The CR is revised in R2-090607
R2-090607
Addition of E-RNTI and H-RNTI in URA UPDATE CONFIRM message
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is agreed in principle

R2-090379
Dynamic persistence level for common E-DCH
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-NSN agrees a clarification is needed to indicate which persistence level UE should use but it may be simpler to just set the persistence level to a common value. Qualcomm would think the existing persistence value would be enough. The existing procedures would already cover that. Huawei is concerned that may lead to very conservative values for the persistence value.

-Interdigital indicates the UE will still read SIB7. It will only avoid reading it when performing a random access for common edch. Huawei considers a clarification is needed to say which value the UE will use.

=>The CR is not agreed.
R2-090380
Omit measurement report before uplink data transmission in CELL_PCH state
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-Ericsson asks if the intention is to also not send the TVM. Huawei indicates only the “measurement report on RACH” would be sent. 

-NSN indicates the condition should be that UE will make a common EDCH transmission. Qualcomm agrees that NB may not configure CQI. Huawei indicates inner loop power control can still be used and thus measurement report isn’t required.

-NSN considers the UL transmission may be short and there wouldn’t be enough time for NB to get a good idea of UE condition

=>The CR is not agreed.

R2-090511
Explicit common E-DCH resource release before contention resolution
LG Electronics Inc.
?

=>Withdrawn

R2-090541
Clarification of ACK/NACK reporting for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH
Nokia Siemens Networks, InterDigital, Nokia Corporation
Disc
=>The CR is agreed in principle (this was not a discussion document but CR to 25.331 cat.F).
R2-090571
MAC CR on setting of initial grant value
Infineon
CR
25.321
F
-the choice of the section may not be good. We need to find a different place in the MAC to capture the setting of the serving grant.

-NSN indicates there is already a mention of the grant in 11.2.2a (RA procedure) and that may be sufficient. Infineon considers it is necessary to clarify the behaviour.

=>The CR is not agreed.
7.3.4
Enhanced UE DRX
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-DRX, closed Sep. 08)

R2-090238
Corrections for Enhanced UE DRX
InterDigital
CR
25.331
F

-Huawei is concerned with the new conditions the synchronization is not so strict between UE and out of sync could occur. Also when UE sends a confirm message, the timer can be started.

-Interdigital considers the state transition is known between UE and NW.

-Interdigital wants to be able to start DRX is UE doesn’t support common EDCH. This has been discussed in past meetings and it was agreed that UE that don’t support common EDCH cannot use DRX.

-NSN considers the statement can be placed in 8.5.48.

-This CR is not addressing the same issue as what was proposed by Qualcomm in an earlier meeting. Interdigital is trying to address DRX start/stop in relation to DL activity.

-Nokia agrees with the DL part but is concerned about how to stop DRX due to UL transmissions. 

-This can be discussed offline

=>The CR is revised in R2-090613
R2-090613
Corrections for Enhanced UE DRX
InterDigital, Ericsson, Nokia, NSN, Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is agreed in principle

R2-090241
T321 Timer Start Time Clarification
InterDigital
CR
25.331
F

-Qualcomm agrees with the intention, would like to see a different wording, propose to use “at the end of the HS-SCCH subframe addressed to this UE” instead as it is more consistent with RAN1 usage. Nokia would like to understand how important this precision is. Qualcomm considers having a precision is useful for the NW to know when to start DRX operation (and if it needs to be more/less conservative in starting the DRX).

-NSN considers this is useful.

=>With the rewording “at the end of the HS-SCCH subframe addressed to this UE” (instead of proposed change), the CR is agreed in principle

R2-090242
Clarification of Inter-Frequency/Inter-RAT Measurements in DRX
InterDigital
CR
25.331
F

-Nokia and Qualcomm agree with the principle but want the CR to not restrict UEs which may be able to perform measurement while monitoring the DL. The coversheet and the wording can be revised

=> The CR is postponed

R2-090243
SIB7 reading and DRX
InterDigital, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
F

-The intention of the CR is to avoid UE from reading SIB7 when in DRX cycle and validity timer expires. If UE needs to perform RA, it can then read SIB7.

=>We agree that SIB7 reading shouldn’t break the DRX cycle. Interdigital proposes that a similar mechanism as in common EDCH is used. Huawei is concerned if the SIB7 is only read when UE needs to access that will cause some delay for the access.

Proposal 1: UE reads the default interference value before performing a RA 

-Ericsson indicates in this case NW would have to support common EDCH. Then Enh. DRX would be linked to common EDCH which is against agreement.

-Qualcomm points out this proposal is addressing UEs with legacy RA.

-Other methods could be to do the SIB7 reading only when accessing. Or the SIB7 reading could be multiplied to reduce the amount of DRX cycles being broken.

=>The CR is not agreed
7.3.5
Enhanced CELL_FACH state in 1.28 Mcps TDD
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD, closed Dec. 08)

No contributions.
7.3.6
Mobility between UMTS and LTE

Contributions related to UMTS Stage-3 aspects should be submitted here. Stage-2 aspects and Stage-3 issues common with LTE should be submitted under 4.1.

CRs:

R2-090395
Corrections for inter-RAT operation with E-UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

-Should this be merged in the general ASN.1 review CR? There were related corrections.

-We can merge these changes in the ASN.1 CR.

=>The CR is postponed

R2-090385
Discussion on E-UTRA target info in redirection information
Huawei
CR
25.331
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

-Huawei is concerned the UTRAN may not know about its neighbour EUTRAN Cell. T-Mobile considers the UTRAN cells will be informed through O&M.

-Nokia indicates if the EUTRAN cells are not included that will generate large delays in a successful redirection case.

-Nokia indicates the maximum size of EUTRAN freq is still TBD.

-Huawei asks why the GSM target cell info is optional and not mandatory. T-Mobile indicates it may be that the GSM target cell info was introduced later and couldn’t be made mandatory.

=>The CR is not agreed.

R2-090190
GSM continuous range of ARFCNs
Ericsson
Disc
REL-8
LTE-L23

-Nokia agrees it would be useful to extend the range but that can also be done by indicating a start and end of the range.

=>We agree to extend the current range.
R2-090191
Draft CR on GSM continuous range of ARFCNs
Ericsson
CR
25.331
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

-Nokia has a preference for being able to address the full range of values.

-We agree to have a stop value to indicate the last ARFCN.

-We can see a CR at the next meeting

=>The CR is postponed.

R2-090282
Support E-UTRAN Inter-RAT measurement by UTRA TDD UE
CATT
CR
25.331
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

-Nokia indicates it was agreed during the ASN.1 review to indicate the FDD/TDD frequencies together with an integer. This should be reflected in this CR.

-Ericsson points out the idle interval info is misplaced in the ASN.1. Some other editorial comments can be made offline

-We can see a revision of this CR at the next meeting. The ASN.1 needs to be aligned to the ASN.1 CR.

-Ericsson points out the parameter k can be clarified. CATT indicates the notation is currently used in FDD. Ericsson would like to see a note indicating what the k parameter corresponds to.

=>The CR is postponed to the next meeting.
Dedicated Priority validity

R2-090187
Option to expire dedicated priorities when entering IDLE
Ericsson
Disc
REL-8
LTE-L23

-Alcatel-Lucent asks if this would be useful for RLF only? Ericsson indicates in a normal case it would be possible to explicitly clear priorities but 2 RRC procedures would be required.

-Nokia supports the principle. Indicates that mechanisms could be added to indicate from UE to NW that dedicated priorities are used.

-T-Mobile indicates a decision was taken on Monday to not delete the dedicated priority info since it is under NW control. This proposal would contradict the decision. Nokia considers this proposal is slightly different as it still makes use of dedicated priorities within a cell.

-T-Mobile does not see the use case where a NW would want to set different priorities between PCH and Idle mode.

-Huawei indicates the same mechanism can be addressed by a special value of the T322 timer.

=>Noted

R2-090188
Expiring dedicated priorities when entering IDLE
Ericsson
CR
25.331
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-Telecom Italia considers the reason for change should be elaborated.

-During offline discussion it appeared the use case is not so frequent

=>The CR is not agreed
7.3.7
HSPA VoIP to WCDMA/GSM CS continuity
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-HSPAVoIP, 65%, March 09; WID in RP-080749)

No contributions.

CRs for introduction of this feature were postponed from RAN #42 to RAN #43, RAN2 will need to see CRs on updated version of the specification.

- There were 2 CRs for 25.331 which have not been provided to this meeting.
- The CRs will be provided at the next RAN2 meeting.
7.3.8
HS-DSCH Serving Cell Change Enhancements
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-HSDSCH, closed Dec. 08)

R2-090283
Editorial Improvements and Handling of Corner Conditions in Enhanced Serving Cell Change
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-Huawei agrees with the first proposal and believes the confusion will happen in other cases as well when 2 orders are sent from 2 different cells. Nokia considers this second case wouldn’t occur.

-Ericsson asks what the consequences of not having the CRs are. Qualcomm answers the UE may be confused if it ignores an RRC procedure and receives an order also.

-Nokia considers it would be a very rare case that the NW would rely on the order only.

-T-Mobile asks if that use case would also apply in case UE is at the border between legacy and new RNC.

-On the editorial corrections, nokia suggests to say “one entry” instead of “any entry’. 

-The first change can be broken into sub clauses to make it clearer.

=>Noted

R2-090284
Corrections to Enhanced Serving Cell Change
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-090611 with the editorial corrections only

R2-090611
Corrections to Enhanced Serving Cell Change
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

 -The formatting of the bulleting needs to be corrected.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in principle

R2-090384
Corrections to HS-DSCH cell change enhancements
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-Nokia points out this is an improvement but not an error. Qualcomm considers that the absence of continuity for MIMO is a correction.

-Ericsson considers the note about MIMO/DC-HSDPA is not needed. The co-existence is taken care of in the UE categories.

-Ericsson points out the activation time offset was already covered in ASN.1. This can be removed from the CR.

-The version of the MIMO parameters (r7/r8) can be decided at the plenary depending on the decision on CR introducing r8 version of MIMO.

-Category F is fine.

-Nokia considers the added parameters in the internal variable should be described (or a reference to the description should be provided in the paragraph).

=>The CR is postponed

R2-090555
Processed transactions initialisation upon SRB re-establishment
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
F
=>The CR is widthdrawn
7.3.9
Support of UTRA HNB
(RAN2 WI, HNB-supp, 80%, March 09, WID in RP-080752)

Correction CRs

R2-090054
Corrections to 25.331 on UTRA hNB Support
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-Check if ASN.1 corrections have been covered in ASN.1 review

-ASN.1 review is not taking a decision on this. RAN2 will need to decide on way forward while treating R2-090054. If we agree on this we need to note that the ASN.1 correction parts will need to be merged in the ASN.1 rapporteur CR. Related to 0223, 0912, 0911 and 0910 of ASN.1 review.

-Nokia indicates the added note in 8.6.2.4 is redundant. The UE behaviour is already unspecified. The note can be removed.

-Ericsson indicates the semantics of the CSG indicator belong more to the procedure section or 25.304. Huawei indicates this is aligned with 36.331. T-Mobile considers the second part on manual CSG selection isn’t needed. That part can be removed.

-Nokia would like to make sure this statement only applies to UEs support HNB.

-Ericsson would like to understand where is it explained what “accessing a cell” means. Ericsson indicates 36.331 has a different use of the semantics column. The WI code isn’t correct (should be HNB-supp). 

-Ericsson asks what is the UE behaviour is CSG ind is set to true and CSG id is not present. T-Mobile indicates this is an incorrect NW behaviour and shouldn’t be mentioned in the spec.

-The ASN.1-only corrections will be captured in the ASN.1 CR. The other parts of the CR can be kept separate.
=>We need to see a revision. Revised in R2-090592
R2-090592
Corrections to 25.331 on UTRA hNB Support
Huawei
CR
25.331
F
-Qualcomm considers the semantics of CSG-ind becomes hard to understand (only says “[4]).
-Ericsson suggests we specify the meaning of the presence of the IE. The requirements can be added to 304.

-The ASN.1 part already agreed in ASN.1 review needs to be removed

-There shouldn’t be changes on changes.

=>The CR is revised in R2-090608
R2-090608
CSG corrections
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is agreed in principle

R2-090178
Editorial correction to CSG PSC Split information
NEC
CR
25.331
F

-Correction already included in R2-090054
=>The CR is withdrawn

R2-090404
Corrections to manual CSG search
T-Mobile
CR
25.367
F

-Nokia considers a similar change may be need in the section on autonomous search. This can be integrated in a different Cr.

=>The CR is revised in R2-090593
R2-090593
Corrections to manual CSG search
T-Mobile
CR
25.367
F

-The changes on changes will be removed in the CR provided at the next meeting

=>The CR is agreed in principle
Introduction CRs

R2-090402
Baseline CR for CSG introduction
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
B

-T-Mobile proposes to discuss only UTRAN specific parts.

-Nokia considers the HSPA session needs to agree on the changes introduced in UTRAN specs.

-Vodafone indicates they submitted a CR.-Nokia prefers indicating the “strongest” cell rather than “highest ranked” because if UEs don’t have the parameters the cells cannot be ranked. 

-Telecom Italia is concerned there may be a different interpretation between different companies.

-Qualcomm would propose that we adopt what was agreed in LTE.

-Ericsson points out this CR doesn’t take into account the stage 2 agreement 

-Ericsson considers the note in 5.2.6.1.1 is not required. Telecom Italia would prefer to merge this note in the bullet above. T-Mobile considers this would not address UEs which do not implement autonomous search functions.

-Qualcomm would agree to remove the note. And add a statement that autonomous search function is as per UE implementation in 5.2.6.4.1. T-Mobile, Ericsson and Nokia consider autonomous is by definition “as per UE implementation”.

=>We agree to remove the note in 5.2.6.1.1.

-The definitions can be aligned with the LTE session.

=>We can see a revision in R2-090594
R2-090594
Baseline CR for CSG introduction
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
B

-T-Mobile indicates the CSG cell definition is aligned to the rel’8 version of 22.011.

-Nokia considers we shouldn’t separate the same/separate frequencies. T-Mobile points out this was an agreement from earlier meetings. Nokia considers this decision needs to be revisited. This can be done in the common session. T-Mobile points out we have agreed to have default values of the parameters thus UE should have stored those parameters.

-Nokia indicates the default parameters wouldn’t be available if the cells are not broadcast. Nokia points out this an open issue that needs to be solved.

-Some editorial corrections are needed.

-T-Mobile will submit another CR built on top of this “agreed in principle CR” to capture the LTE decision of this meeting. This CR will be submitted separately at the next meeting.

=>The CR is agreed in principle

R2-090189
CSG PSC Split Information
Ericsson
CR
25.304
F

-This proposal is not built on existing specification text.

-We agree to add the proposed sentence to the T-Mobile CR in R2-090594
=>The CR is merged into R2-090594
R2-090577
CR to 25.304 on HNB support
Vodafone
CR
25.304

-Change on definition: T-Mobile points out we agreed to align with the SA1 definition. The note is not part of the definition and should be removed.

-change on csg indicator: T-Mobile proposes to align with the exact LTE wording when agreed.

-addition of cause 25: T-Mobile propose to wait for CT1 to agree on this cause for UTRA.

-The changes (definition and csg indicator) will be incorporated in the T-Mobile CR revision.

=>The CR is withdrawn

Others

R2-090532
Discussion on synchronization scheme for 1.28Mcps TDD Home Node B AP device
TD-Tech
Disc

=>Moved to 7.3.11 TEI8 and WIs under responsibility of other groups

R2-090055
CR on CSG Support in 25.304
Huawei
CR
25.304
B

=>withdrawn
7.3.10
Support for Additional Navigation Satellite Systems (ANSS) for LCS
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-ANSS, closed Dec. 08)

R2-090175
Correction to Identification of GANSS SIBs via Scheduling Information
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

-Ericsson asks if the identification is replacing the r7 method or if it’s an extension. Qualcomm answers it’s an extension to the existing mechanism.

-Ericsson suggests some spare values should be added to the list of GANSS SIB Type in 10.3.8.18d. 8 spare values can be added.

-Ericsson indicates the ASN.1 is not aligned with 10.3.8.14.

=>We’ll see a revision in R2-090600
R2-090600
Correction to Identification of GANSS SIBs via Scheduling Information
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

-The changes are agreed and will be integrated in the ASN.1 CR

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-090176
Correction to GANSS additional assistance data request
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

-Check if ASN.1 corrections have been covered in ASN.1 review. They haven’t.

-the ganssAddADchoices syntax needs to be aligned to normal rules.

=>We’ll see a revision in R2-090601
R2-090601
Correction to GANSS additional assistance data request
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

-Integration into ASN.1 CR? No, it will be a stand alone CR

-Some change marks are missing in the ASN.1 changes. That needs to be incorporated in the CR to provide at the next meeting
=>The CR is agreed in principle
R2-090177
Removal of spare NULLs in ASN.1 of UE Positioning GANSS Auxiliary Info
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

-Check if ASN.1 corrections have been covered in ASN.1 review.
-The removal of spare NULLs was reviewed in ASN.1 issue 208. The removal is agreed in principle.

-The other corrections need to be looked at.

-The removal of spare NULLs will be integrated in the ASN.1 CR.

-Ericsson proposes that the other changes are added to the ASN.1 CR. We agree with this way forward

=>The CR is withdrawn
7.3.11
TEI8 and WIs under responsibility of other groups

Including contributions on WI/SI under responsibility of other groups.

RANimp-DCHSDPA (REL-8, RAN1, closed Dec.08):

Correction CRs

R2-090185
Activation/deactivation of secondary cell reception
Ericsson
Disc

=>We agree with the proposal to add a choice structure

R2-090186
Draft CR on activation/deactivation of secondary cell reception
Ericsson
CR
25.331
F

-There were some comments that the procedural parts would be impacted as well.

-Nokia propose to add a description about what should be the UE behaviour in case the IE is not included.

-We agree with the changes introduced in this CR

-Ericsson will integrate this CR in the ASN.1 review CR.

=>The CR is withdrawn

R2-090330
DC-HSDPA in Rel 8 restriction
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

-Nokia indicates different rasters should be considered. The formulation could be more general.

-Ericsson considers there is no need to specifically mention the details in 25.331. A reference to 25.306 or RAN4 specs could be done instead. Huawei considers we have already defined what adjacent frequencies mean. That could be referred to in this section. For forward compatibility reason, Ericsson would prefer to have a general statement that refers to the capability table in 25.306.

-Ericsson asks what the assumption is made by UE vendors to design a receiver BW. UEs may have to account for carriers which are >5Mhz apart. This is not within RAN2 scope and can be checked with RAN1/4.

=>The CR is withdrawn

R2-090382
Clarification for the function of HSDPA scheduler
Huawei
CR
25.321
F

-The wording needs to be revised

=>The CR is revised in R2-090614
R2-090614
Clarification for the function of HSDPA scheduler
Huawei
CR
25.321
F

-The formatting needs to be corrected

-“its” should be “it(s)”

=>With these changes we agree with the CR in principle

R2-090383
Corrections to Dual Cell HSDPA operation
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-Ericsson considers change 3 (the sentence about adjacent frequency can be removed) and 4 are not needed

-Section 13.4.8o: the conditions for clearing variables should be consistent with H_RNTI. This would mean change in 13.4.8od is not needed as well.

-There may be some changes needed in clause 8. Huawei will check.

-Need to check that ASN.1 is consistent with tabular (Multi cell operation / Multi cell support)

=>The CR is postponed (a revision will be provided at the next meeting).
RANimp-MIMOLCR (REL-8, RAN1, 60%, May 2009):

R2-090305
25.331CR_r1_Rel8_Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
F

=>Revised in R2-090580
R2-090580
25.331CR_r1_Rel8_Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-090597
R2-090597
25.331CR_r1_Rel8_Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
F

-The version indicator for MIMO-FDD should remain Rel-7.

-The CR can be handled separately from the rest of the ASN.1. The changes are quite separate from the rest of the ASN.1 corrections.

-The ASU message is not updated with the r8 version of the MIMO IE. This creates an inconsistency.

-ZTE would propose to update the ASU message as well.

=>With this change, the CR is agreed in principle.
R2-090366
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, TD-TECH, ZTE
CR
25.308
B

-The formatting of the bullets needs to be corrected

=>The CR is agreed in principle

R2-090431
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
WG Chairman
CR
?
?

=>Withdrawn

R2-090433
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
?
?

=>Revised in R2-090587
R2-090587
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.306
B
RANimp-MIMOLCR
-WI code is incorrect on CR cover (should be RANimp-MIMOLCR)

-Why are UE categories 19/20 impacted?

-CATT is concerned UE would now have to support more than 1 TBS table

-The added table has been copied over another table. Some rows are missing

=>The CR is revised in R2-090595
R2-090595
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.306
B
RANimp-MIMOLCR
=>Tdoc not available, topic postponed to the next meeting
R2-090434
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
?
?

=>Revised in R2-090588
R2-090588
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.321
B
RANimp-MIMOLCR
-CATT considers other changes are needed to indicate which UE category uses which TBS table. This should be aligned to the 25.306 CR.

-Ericsson indicates is MIMO is used with MAC-ehs it then cannot be used with Multi Carrier. TD-Tech agrees.

=>The CR is revised in R2-090596
R2-090596
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.321
B
RANimp-MIMOLCR
=>Tdoc not available, topic postponed to the next meeting
RANimp-LCRCPC (REL-8, RAN1, 70%, March 09):

R2-090304
25.331CR_r1_Rel8_Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
F

=>Revised in R2-090579
R2-090579
25.331CR_r1_Rel8_Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-090598
R2-090598
25.331CR_r1_Rel8_Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
F

 -Ericsson is concerned many bits are used for UE capability indication in RRC Cntn Rqust. ZTE agrees to remove the DRX operation but would like to keep the SPS support indication.

-The CR can be handled separately from the rest of the ASN.1 CR. 

=>The CR is revised in R2-090610
R2-090610
25.331CR_r1_Rel8_Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
F

- The CR can be handled separately from the rest of the ASN.1 CR. 

=>The CR is agreed in principle
R2-090367
Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, TD-TECH, ZTE
CR
25.321
B

=>The CR is postponed to the next meeting
R2-090435
Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
?
?

- Not available, therefore withdrawn

R2-090436
Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.306
B
RANimp-LCRCPC
=>Revised in R2-090589
R2-090589
Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.306
B
RANimp-LCRCPC
-Not available, therefore withdrawn
R2-090437
Further Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.308
B

=>Revised in R2-090590
R2-090590
Further Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
?
?

-The figure is not correctly referenced. 

-B2 needs to be used in the bullets

-The HS-SCCH-less name should be changed to “semi persistent”.

=>The CR is revised in R2-090599
R2-090599
Further Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
?
?

 =>Tdoc not available, topic postponed to the next meeting
R2-090438
Further Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
?
?

-Not available therefore withdrawn
R2-090448
Impact analysis on the RRC specification for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
Disc

-Not available

R2-090581
Impact analysis on the RRC specification for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
Disc

-Ericsson points out none of the proposed changes have been reviewed in the ASN.1 review session and are not part of the activity as of now.

=>Noted

TEI8 (REL-8) - ETWS:

R2-090179
ETWS primary notification in CELL_DCH and CELL_FACH
Ericsson
Disc

-Huawei would support alternative 4

=>Noted

R2-090375
Transmission of ETWS PRIMARY NOTIFICATION WITH SECURITY
Huawei
Disc

-Proposal1: Ericsson indicates UE stores information about security requirement from higher layers. This is out of the scope of RAN2. DoCoMo agrees upper layers of UE already know about security requirement

-Proposal 6: Is it a realistic use case to not transmit the security in CELL_DCH? This can be checked offline. If the change is needed that can be done at the same time as when the procedural text is provided

-Huawei would prefer to use the DCCH when UE has a dedicated H_RNTI. Ericsson is concerned that using a dedicated message would result in a large overhead and would prefer to use only 1 message. Ericsson would like to resort to DCCH usage only for UEs in CELL_DCH state.

-The difference between the Huawei and Ericsson proposals are in step 3 of procedure 4 (R2-090179). Huawei would prefer using the DCCH message.

-Ericsson understands the concern of monitoring CCCH is that assumes UEs would have to monitor 3 H_RNTI. 

=>We agree to progress the work assuming procedure 4 of R2-090179 with the difference that it is FFS whether CCCH or DCCH is used in step 3 (valid for CELL_PCH and CELL_FACH state when HS-DSCH reception is configured)

=>Noted
TEI8 (REL-8):
R2-090285
Corrections to UE Measurement Capability on frequency adjacent to intra-frequency
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
F

-The correction related to the “Inter-frequency cell info list” should be aligned to decision made in ASN.1 review issue 0120. This decision was revised and it was agreed to correct the ASN.1 as per this CR.

-The proposal about replacing “adjacent frequency measurements without compressed mode” is principally agreed as per ASN.1 review issue 0126. To be merged in ASN.1 rapporteur CR.

-The correction of the IE name in ASN.1 (removal of “ext”) is covered by medium priority issue of ASN.1 CR.

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-090374
Seamless RRC State transition from Enhanced CELL_FACH to CELL_DCH
Huawei
Disc

-Nokia asks if the assumption that scheduling needs to be stopped on HS-SCCH type 1 is correct or any work around can be found?

-NSN indicates nothing prevents the NB to keep on scheduling to the UE until RL setup message is tx. Ericsson agrees

=>Noted

R2-090376
Clarification on DTX impact on internal measurement
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-090602
R2-090602
Clarification on DTX impact on internal measurement
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-This is a discussion document.

-Interdigital understands that L3 is solely based on L1 measurements. If L1 reports only once to L3, L3 will base its trigger on that only report.

-Qualcomm considers that the scaling due to DTX may be excessive and an upper limit may be needed. Ericsson indicates a similar problem was seen for LTE and it was addressed in LTE because the DRX cycles are much larger. In CPC the cycles are much shorter and thus less of an issue is expected. Qualcomm indicates this depends on how the measurements are used.

-Huawei intends to have a correction for release 7.

-Nokia considers the procedure is already clear. Huawei considers it is not clear for the L3.

-Ericsson considers this is clear from 25.133 already.

=>noted

R2-090377
Addition of E-RGCH Combination Info in SRNS RELOCATION INFO
Huawei
CR
25.331
F

-Ericsson points out this issue only occurs in the ue not involved procedure which isn’t used very often. Huawei considers this procedure will be used.

-Huawei intends to have a CR for release 6/7/8. 

-NSN would like to see a thorough analysis justifying why a release 6 correction is needed.

-Further offline discussion is needed.

=>The CR is postponed

The following documents were not treated:

R2-090540
Four corrections in 25.321
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
CR
25.321
F
1.28 Mcps TDD Home NodeB (May 2009)
R2-090532
Discussion on synchronization scheme for 1.28Mcps TDD Home Node B AP device
TD-Tech
Disc
Unknown WI:

R2-090334
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
REL-8

E-DCH-L23

=>Revised in R2-090556
R2-090556
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
REL-8

E-DCH-L23

-Qualcomm doesn’t see much benefits with the proposal. Qualcomm is concerned about signalling overhead (signalling separate grant per resource), management of the resources which have hight grants associated (in case of varying load and sharing with resources allocated to CELL_DCH UEs), interference issues for UEs located at cell edge and given a large grant. Ericsson agrees; would prefer to keep the grant allocation on a request/response model which is based on other quantities (buffer, power headroom). Huawei shares these concerns.
=>Noted.
The following documents were not treated:

R2-090335
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource in 25.302
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.302
?
REL-8
?

revised in R2-090557

R2-090557
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource in 25.302
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.302
C

not treated
R2-090336
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource in 25.321
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.321
?
REL-8
?

revised in R2-090549
R2-090549
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource in 25.321
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
25.321
C

not treated

R2-090337
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource in 25.331
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
?
REL-8
?


revised in R2-090550
R2-090550
Individual initial serving grants per Common E-DCH Resource in 25.331
NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
25.331
C

not treated
R2-090387
General default configuration for CELL_FACH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
?
REL-8

?

=>The CR is revised in R2-090612
R2-090612
General default configuration for CELL_FACH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
?
REL-8

?

-Huawei considers the default configuration assuming common EDCH would be more useful.

-Huawei considers the combination of combinations should be handled from the first introduction rather than later on.

-Ericsson considers that we should prepare for having more than one default configuration for cell fach.

-Ericsson considers SRB4 should also be considered. NSN considers that can be sent later.

-One possibility would be to introduce in release 8 the signalling framework and then fill it up later.

-A revision needs to be seen at the next meeting

-We will have an email agreement to review the signalling framework CR (not the detail of any default configuration). Deadline is January 23rd. Led by NSN. See email discussion [64b: 4] in Annex H.
=>The CR will be revised in R2-090615 (this will be the output of the email agreement)

7.4
Release 8 ASN.1 Review Activity

Including input for all reviewers and organizational aspects

R2-090197
UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues list
Ericsson
Report
-There are some issues on which we are making decisions for which the main session would need to be informed. We are taking these decisions in principle here and will highlight those to the main session. If there are some issues raised there we will need a decision from the group. 

-This can be handled through an email discussion or a report depending on when it is available 

-We will go through the come backs through this meeting at regular intervals. 

-Ericsson will prepare a CR with the agreed corrections and will circulate it asap.

-Ericsson will incorporate all priority 1 and 2 issues for March. Priority 3 is best effort.

-Open issues are listed in R2-090582
=>Noted

Note: R2-090197 => R2-090567 => R2-090582 (only remaining open issues are shown)

R2-090582
UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues list
Ericsson
Report (of ASN.1 Review Session)
-Issue 120: We agree with proposal made in R2-090285
-Issue 122/155: The issue can be left to the next meeting when we can make a decision about where to insert CSoHS parameters.

-Issue 148: Not strictly needed for ASN.1 freeze. No need to include the NCE in the ASN.1 CR for now. Companies can come back at the next meeting if needed.

-Issue 406: We go forward with (0..15) to make sure we have some margin in the future.

=>Noted
7.5
Outgoing LS and email discussions for UTRA/UTRAN
Agreed LS:

· R2-090609
Reply LS on Expected UE behaviour in PMM-CONNECTED Mode
Email Discussions:

· Email agreement of signalling framework CR to capture the general default configuration for CELL_FACH. Led by NSN. Deadline is January 23rd. Final document to be provided in R2-090615.
See email discussion [64b: 4] in Annex H.
· Email discussion on corrections for PS handover to UTRAN (R2-090551), Led by Nokia. Deadline is submission deadline for RAN2 #65.
See email discussion [64b: 5] in Annex H.
8
Left-overs

Handled on Friday in the RAN2 plenary.
8.1
LTE Control Plane session

CP-session report

R2-090807:
Control-Plane session report
-
Due to double usage of Tdoc number, R2-090774 is withdrawn and instead R2-090820 is allocated to QC

=>
Approved

Discussion

1.  TTT and DRX (related to 6.2.1.4: R2-090063 & R2-090075)
-
There as an offline discussion with RAN2 and RAN4. RAN4 indicated that in their simulations it does not really matter if UE reports immediately or delays reporting until the next on-duration. So there should not be any big harm.

-
There was also discussion on whether this should also be applied for periodic reporting.

=>
Assumed direction is that for both event based and periodic reporting it is ok to either report at TTT/periodic timer expiry immediately or delay the reporting until the next non-DRX occasion. This approach should be verified in a joint RAN2/4 email discussion on RAN2 reflector up to next RAN2 meeting [EMAIL Nokia]
-
ZTE wonders if this means no additional sample after TTT ? Offline discussion thought no gain, but can be discussed in email.

-
Samsung wonders if this means we need to change the MAC spec to forbid certain UL traffic in UL in non-DRX ? Nokia assumes this can be captured in RRC.

=>
Email discussion can discuss the complete topic of TTT/periodic timer and DRX, but we should realise it is late in Rel-8. Should also discuss whether this is to be captured in RAN2 or RAN4 specifications. Ideally the email discussion would produce a CR.


See email discussion [64b: 1] in Annex H.

36.331 CRs

R2-090801:
Set of values for the parameter messagePowerOffsetGroupB
=>
CR is in principle agreed

R2-090769:
SRS common configuration

-
CHOICE construct is missing (instead of the SEQUENCE)

=>
With this one change the CR is agreed in R2-090819
R2-090750:
Correction to sib-MappingInfo in SIB1
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR 36.331
F

-
CATT wonders why we need the special handling for this case ? The different between a spare and not definining a value is getting a general ASN1 error. In case of a ASN1 error the UE would discard the whole SIB1.

=>
In principle agreed.

R2-090771:
System Information and 3 hour validity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331  F
=>
In principle agreed.

R2-090753:
CR to paging reception for ETWS capable UEs in RRC_CONNECTED Huawei CR 36.331 F


=> Updated before presentation in R2-090805

R2-090805:
CR to paging reception for ETWS capable UEs in RRC_CONNECTED Huawei CR 36.331 F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090756:
Validity time for ETWS message Id and Sequence No
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
F
=>
In principle agreed

R2-090755:
Reception of ETWS secondary notification
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F
=>
In principle agreed
R2-090806:
Disc doc for CSG related items in 36.331
Qualcomm Europe
Disc
=>
CR is in principle agreed
R2-090758:
CR for HNB Name
Huawei
CR
36.331
F
=>
FFS’s on coversheet should be removed

=>
Should be a “-“ between hnb and Name

=>
Name should be in italics in procedure text

=>
CR is in principle agreed with these 3 changes in R2-090821
R2-090760:
CR to TS 36.331 on definition of P-Max
=> 
Proposal is acceptable but will be included in R2-090732
R2-090732:
RRC ASN1 rapporteur CR

=>
SchedulingRequest-Configuration has setup/disable mixed. Should be reversed.

-
Coversheet should be update but can be done later

=>
With this one change the CR is agreed as basis for further work in R2-090851

R2-090772:
HO to EUTRA and delta configuration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR 36.331
F
=>
Conditions HO and HO-MP seem identical in RRCConnectionReconfiguration.

=>
CR is in principle agreed with merging these 2 conditions in R2-090830

R2-090763:
Timers and constants values used during handover to E-UTRA
Panasonic
Disc
-
Ericsson wonders if it is clear that these values are used only until the UE reads SIB2 ? Panasonic thinks this is the same as intra-LTE handover. 

-
Ericsson thinks N310 would better be “2” ? Panasonic assumes this are typical values. NTT DCM is fine with the values. They area aligned to 36.508 test values.

=>
CR is in principle agreed

R2-090764:
Inter-RAT Security Clarification  Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.331 F
=>
In principle agreed

R2-090765:
CR to 36.331 on consistent naming of 1xRTT identifiers
Huawei
CR
36.331
F
=>
In principle agreed

R2-090773:
Inter-Node AS Signalling
NEC
CR
36.331
F
=>
In principle agreed; will be used as basis for the email discussion


See email discussion [64b: 8] in Annex H.

R2-090774:
RRC processing delay
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F
=>
Revoked due to double usage; Replaced by R2-090820
R2-090820:
RRC processing delay
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F
=>
CR is in principle agreed
R2-090797:
UE behaviour when inapplicable fields are received
Qualcomm Europe
Disc
=>
In offline discussion decided to be included in ASN1 rapporteur CR.

R2-090798:
Corrections on the use of 'not applicable' in field descriptions
Ericsson CR 36.331 F
-
ALU would prefer to capture this rule somewhere about when to add this “continue to use” and when not. Can be handled at next meeting.

-
Note that this document does not change all “not applicable” to “not present”

-
NSN notices that some of the conditions have been removed by other CR’s so there will be some merging problems.

-
Samsung thinks this could have been addressed by a general statement like for “ON” but has no strong opinion. Qasara agrees. 

-
Also the current proposal seems incorrect e.g. for RLC-AM where the UE should continue. Ericsson clarified that this is already disabled at a higher level.

-
Infineon would prefer to think about this until the next meeting. LG would also like more time.

=>
Email discussion about this aspect, how to capture “not applicable” (general sentence or identify specific cases), and in case of specific cases, which cases.


See email discussion [64b: 9] in Annex H.

-
Panasonic thinks it would be interesting to think if a generic approach could be possible.
36.304 CRs

R2-090655:
CR to TS 36.304 on definition of P-Max
=>
In principle agreed
R2-090736:
Dedicated priorities – CATT

-
TMO thinks the text could be simplified a bit (i.e. UE has no priority for the current frequency).  CATT think that if we have this formulation, it is not clear that the UE has dedicated priorities for other frequencies/RAT’s.

=>
Will see update in R2-090823 with slight simplification
R2-090823:
Handling of Priority of Camping Frequency
CATT, T-mobile

CR
36.304
F
=>
CR is in principle agreed
R2-090742:
Reestablishment at acceptable cell for emergency call
Panasonic

Proposal 1:

-
Why does UE apply common priorities for camped in any cell state ? To keep the UE on the best cell.

-
NTT DCM wonders how the ping-pong is avoided if we put the sentence in UTRAN/GERAN ? Panasonic thinks if we add this sentence to all RAT specifications, this overwrites other priorities.  NTT DCM wonders if there is no contradiction with applying the common priorities.

=>
Will add “regardless of any received common priorities,” to the sentence on “if the UE supports CS voice services, the UE should select an acceptable cell of any supported RAT which provides access to the CS domain”
-
RIM wonders where this “CSFB not applicable” is captured ? Panasonic thinks it is clear the UE shall not start a MO emergency call.  CSFB can only be initiated if the UE would first establish a connection, but we cannot sent a service request in limited service state.

=>
Will see update 36.304 CR in R2-090817

Proposal 3/4: 

-
Wil ask UMTS/GERAN spec’s to also include the same behaviour (apply common priorities, select CS voice service RAT)

=>
Will see LS in R2-090818

R2-090817:
Emergency call in camped on any cell state in LTE Rel8
=>
In principle agreed
R2-090800:
Corrections to 36.304
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, T-Mobile
CR 36.304
F
-
TMO wonders if we still need to talk about Tbarred ?

=>
Remove the mentioning of “Tbarred” and just indicate 300s. (in 2 places)

=>
With this change the CR is in principle agreed in R2-090832

R2-090802:
Correction to implementation of CR0009 to 36.304
T-Mobile
CR
36.304
F
-
Vdf is not happy about the sentence if the strongest cell is a macro cell. Motorola likes to keep the sentence.  TMO explains that the “at least” is mainly to cover the multiple CSG case.

-
Nokia thinks anyway the sentence is just “may”. So this is anyway may behaviour.

=>
Remove the sentence “. If the strongest cell of a given frequency is a non-CSG cell the search on this frequency may be aborted and no CSG ID from this frequency shall be reported to NAS” 

-
Samsung assumes that the IFRI should be considered if the strongest cell is a macro.

-
Vdf wonders if we area really going to perform a TAU even if the cell is already suitable. TMO assumes this is the expected behaviour.

=>
Also remove “belonging to that CSG ID, attempt to camp normally on that cell.”
=>
In principle agreed with these 2 changes in R2-090824 

R2-090803:
Proposed CR to 36.304 on Update of Figure 4.1-1 Overall Idle Mode Process
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.304
F
=>
Should not show changes on change.

=>
In principle agreed with this one change in R2-090854
R2-090804:
UE Behaviour on Registration Failure to CSG
Vodafone
CR
36.304
F
=>
We should indicate the old figure and the new figure. Coversheet should not tick the network box
=>
With these 2 changes the CR is in principle agreed in R2-090826
8.2
LTE User plane session

UP-session report

R2-090787:
User-Plane session report

=>
Approved
Discussion

R2-090694:
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson CR
36.321
F

-
Original tdoc R2-090207

-
Discuss logical channels that can use T-C-RNTI on Friday with CP session, i.e. can msg4 sent with T-C-RNTI carry DCCH and DTCH as well as CCCH.
-
Ericsson thinks that currently it is according to RRC not possible to sent DCCH in Msg4 because SRB1 is suspended. So no DCCH/DTCH in Msg4. Ericsson does see some benefits of having DCCH there as well. Ericsson is also ok with the current status.

-
Also the Panasonic CR on contention resolution id location makes it impossible to have both CCCH and DCCH in Msg4 (agreed in this meeting).

-
RIM indicates that some RNTI’s transmission could have no logical channels presence but only MAC CE’s. Is that sufficient clear in the table i.e. logical channel presence is optional?

=>
In principle agreed

R2-090369:
Consideration of DRX and SPS Alignment
Research In Motion Limited
Disc

-
Offline discussion (RIM) of proposal that "The UE only detects the UL and DL SPS activation/reconfiguration/release during a DRX On-duration. "

-
In offline discussion several companies supported this proposal but other companies expressed concerns.

-
Ericsson thinks the battery saving is already possible with the current functionality (network can decide to align to DRX).

-
Ericsson thinks the false alarm is sufficiently addressed.

-
RIM it also reduces some configuration possibilities which are harmfull for battery life. Ericsson thinks that anyway it is under network control.

=>
Discussion will continue offline up to next meeting.
R2-090343:
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO CR 36.322 F

=>
As result of offline discussion update in R2-090827
R2-090827:
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO CR 36.322 F

=>
“Second change” has no changes. Can delete the section.

=>
CR is in principle agreed with this change in R2-090829

CRs:

R2-090713:
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occasion collide Samsung CR 36.321 F

=>
CR is agreed in principle

R2-090714:
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, NSN CR 36.321
F
=>
In principle agreed
R2-090717:
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
F
-
What about reserved bits. They should always be ignored by the receiver and thus never lead to a discarding.

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090720:
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR
=>
In principle agreed
R2-090721:
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F
=>
Updated in R2-090825

R2-090825:
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090776:
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson, Motorola CR 36.322
F
=>
In principle agreed

R2-090726:
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei Technologies CR 36.322 F
=>
In principle agreed

R2-090785:
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090779:
Correction to data available for transmission after handover Motorola/Samsung
CR
-
Nokia thinks it would be nice to be clear that the status report does not necessarily need to be received. Add “if received” to the status report.

-
Replace “to be” with “as” and correct “successfully”.

=>
CR is in principle agreed with these changes in R2-090828

R2-080783:
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
- 
This is an updated version of R2-090696. R2-090696 is no longer in principle agreed

=>
In principle agreed
RRC TPs:

R2-090709:
RRC TP on SPS implicit release values
Qualcomm

-
Should say e4 and e8.

=>
noted; QC will provide a corresponding CR for the next meeting
9
Liaison and output to other groups

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64_LTE_16] on review of 36.509 [Ericsson]

Discussed in CP-session

To: RAN1

R2-090662:
CQI configuration and DRX
=> Approved in R2-090731

To: RAN3, GERAN, SA2

R2-090682:
Status on UE capability handling
=>
Samsung wonders about point l. We already indicate the target RAT Type. So what is missing ? Point “l” should be handled by RAN2. Change point “l” to indicate that this is something RAN2 still needs to do.

=>
NSN wonders about “k” ? NSN thinks it would be better if they refer to “DL-DCCH-Message IE including a RRC connection reconfiguration message.”

=>
We will not attach R2-090681

=>
Remove the sentences related to feedback / no feedback requested.

=>
With these 4 changes the LS is agreed in R2-090761

Discussed in closing joint LTE CP/UP session

To: SA1

R2-090570:
Rel-9 CSG selection

=>
LS is agreed in R2-090835
To: SA1, CT1

R2-090572:
Interaction between PLMN and CSG selection

=> 
Remove “across 3GPP groups”

=>
Last sentence before action should be more precise, and we should ask in action if ok.

=>
Action should ask SA1 if currently specified PLMN/CSG selection principles can remain

=>
Will see update in R2-090836 => Updated in R2-090844

R2-090844:
Interaction between PLMN and CSG selection

-
QC wonder if an SA1 reply requiring more than the strongest cell would be possible in RAN2. Companies should strongly lobby not to get such a reply.

=>
Replace last sentence of “action” by “ask SA1 to take note of the decision indicated in the last paragraph.”

=>
With that change the LS is agreed in R2-090852
To: SA2, GERAN2, CT1; Cc: CT4, RAN3

R2-090573:
ETWS duplication detection

-
Last paragraph should be rephrased to “because it allows most extensive duplicate avoidance” and not combining.

=>
With this one change the LS is agreed in R2-090842

To: SA3, SA1, CT1

R2-090754:
Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN (with/without security)

=>
LS is agreed in R2-090837

To: SA3, RAN3, GERAN2, CT1, CT4
R2-090574:
Preventing inter-RAT HO for UE with SIM

=>
Change “regardless” to “in addition”

=>
Last part of bullet 2 should be removed

=>
With these two changes the LS is agreed R2-090845

To: SA3

R2-090575:
Handling of START at E-UTRAN to UTRAN handover

-
There is a double “in case” in bullet 2.

-
Solution 2 probably works if GERAN never provides UTRAN capabilities to LTE. UTRAN could set the START value to zero when providing the UTRAN capabilities to LTE, and a UE providing UTRAN capabilities in LTE could also always set it to zero.

-
Samsung asks if we have a “decision” or a “preference”. So far we have a decision.

=>
Change “prefers solution 2” to “has decided for option 2”

-
NSN clarifies that our decision that the eNB sets the value to 0 is not really a good solution. The eNB should not have to touch a transparent container.

=>
Update “HO” to “handover”

=>
Split the last paragraph before “action” in 2 separate sentences each one question

=>
With these 2 changes the LS is agreed in R2-090853

To: SA5; Cc: RAN1, RAN4

R2-090651:
Response to common test environment TS 36.508

=>
LS is approved in R2-090834

To: SA3, CT1, SA2, CT4

R2-090652:
Max PDCP SDU size

-
Ericsson assumes that anyway SA3 will remove the length with a max length of 32 bits. So RAN2 does not need to take a position on that.

=>
Will replace last paragraph before “action” completely by indicating that “However RAN2 cannot exclude that larger sizes could potentially be supported in later releases, but no conclusion is presently available”.

=>
With this change the LS is agreed in R2-090847

To: SA5

R2-090653:
Triggered HO events

-
Ericsson indicates that A4, A5 are dependant on feature group support. Add “support for A4, A4 depends on UE capability”. Add “other measurements are then used for inter-freq purposes”.

=>
LS is agreed with these change in R2-090833

To: RAN4

R2-090661:
Benefit of inter-freq neighbourCellConfiguration

=>
Should indicate that a response before/during RAN2#65 is appreciated since this impacts ASN.1.

=>
Add “significantly” before “benefit”

-
Ericson thinks we could indicate that for FDD we assume we already have 4 subframes, but maybe there is more benefit for TDD ? Will not add more detail, but leave to RAN4

=>
LS is agreed in R2-090840

To: GERAN, GERAN2

R2-090737:
Dedicated priority handling if selected carrier has no priority

-
ACTION should add “GERAN2”.

=>
Vdf prefers not to introduce the terminology CRP. 

-
for LTE, R2-090823; No UMTS doc

=>
Will only attach the LTE one and indicate we plan to have a similar one for UMTS.

=>
With these changes, the LS is agreed in R2-090839 => Later revised in R2-090848 due to formatting reasons.

To: RAN1

R2-090691:
ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps

-
Ericsson thinks the LS is not really clear on what we want from RAN1. Should indicate more clearly the concern on RAN1 cancelling one or more of the later ACK/NACK’s due to the measurement gap.

=>
Should see an update with some improved wording in R2-090841
R2-090841:
ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps

=>
LS is agreed in R2-090855

To: RAN1

R2-090718:
Draft LS to RAN1 on Changing P-RNTI value

=>
LS is agreed in R2-090843

To: RAN1

R2-090786:
Draft LS to RAN1 on ACK to UL SPS explicit release – RIM

=>
Will add “without delaying other work” to the one but last sentence before actions
=>
With this change the LS is agreed in R2-090849
To: GERAN

R2-090818:
Alignment of any cell camping state behaviour

=>
LS is agreed in R2-090838
To: RAN5
R2-090816:
Reply LS on Special Conformance Testing Functions for UE (TS 36.509)
=>
LS is agreed in R2-090846

10
Any other business
Rel-9 Home(e)NB

SA2 plans to obtain a good overview on the H(e)NB area w.r.t. release-9 contents (realistic functionality) and architecture. For this purpose, it would be appreciated if interested RAN2/RAN3 delegates would be present on Monday February 16 starting around noon until Tuesday February 17 until 4pm (in Budapest, Hungary).

Meeting schedule 2009/2010:
	MEETING
	DATES
	LOCATION
	HOST

	RAN2 #64bis *1
	12 Jan – 16 Jan 2009
	Ljubljana, Slovenia
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN2 #65      *3
	09 Feb – 13 Feb 2009
	Athens, Greece
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN #43
	03 March – 06 March 2009
	Biarritz, France
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN2 #65bis *3
	23 March – 27 March 2009
	Seoul, Korea
	LG Electronics

	RAN2 #66      *2
	04 May – 08 May 2009
	San Francisco, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN #44
	26 May – 29 May 2009
	Oranjestad, Aruba
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN2 #66bis *1
	29 June – 03 July 2009
	Los Angeles, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN2 #67      *3
	24 Aug – 28 Aug 2009
	Shenzhen, China
	Huawei

	RAN #45
	15 Sep – 18 Sep 2009
	Seville, Spain
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN2 #67bis *2
	12 Oct – 16 Oct 2009
	Miyazaki, Japan
	?

	RAN2 #68      *3
	09 Nov – 13 Nov 2009
	?, Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #46
	01 Dec – 04 Dec 2009
	?, China
	?

	RAN2 #68bis *?
	18 Jan – 22 Jan 2010 (tbc)
	?
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3) (tbc)


*1: RAN1, RAN2, RAN4

*2: RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4
*3: RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4, RAN5
*4: RAN1, RAN2, RAN3

*5: RAN1, RAN2
For plans for email discussions after RAN2 #64bis see Annex H.
11
Closing of the meeting

The TSG RAN WG2 chairman Gert-Jan van Lieshout thanked the delegates for participating and contributing to RAN WG2 meeting #64bis. He thanked EF3 for hosting this meeting and closed the meeting on Friday January 16th, 2009 at about 16:45 o'clock.

Annex A:
Report of LTE user plane session (AI 6.1)

For convenience the summary R2-090787 of the LTE user plane session (agenda item 6.1) is copied into this annex. 

Note: The report of this session was already agreed separately under agenda item 8.2.

Additional information is added in italic notes or indicated in red text.

Note:
Although agenda item 5.7.1 belongs to the LTE General section 5 (i.e. therefore considered to be of interest for 

UP and CP participants) it was treated in the LTE CP session only.

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.

R2-090205
Miscellaneous corrections to MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
-
NSN concern that change 4 could require UE to monitor PDCCH all the time, even during DTX. Ericsson thinks the changed text relates to grant processing, not PDCCH monitoring

-
Huawei think reason for change 4 is not clear

=>
Agreed in principle. Reason for change for bullet 4 can be improved for version submitted to next meeting.

=>
Confirmed that the CR does not require the UE to monitor PDCCH all the time.

=>
Later agreed to be revised to include the merge in agreed changes from R2-090245. Revision in R2-090722 agreed in principle.

6.1.1.2
Dynamic scheduling

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64_LTE_15] on TTI bundling specification [NSN]

TTI bundling

R2-090145
Report of the email discussion on TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks
Report.


related to email discussion [64_LTE_15]
=>
Noted

R2-090146
CR to 36.321 on TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
F.

-
Ericsson think change 5.4.2.1 is not always correct e.g. if max retransmission reached in middle of bundle. Samsung agree the 'always' is misleading.

-
Sunplus think the detail procedure also need clarification. Samsung and Ericsson prefer it to be just in the introductory part.

- 
Ericsson propose change in 5.4.2.1 to include 'consecutive'

-
Motorola concerned about not including requirements in detail procedure just because it is complex to capture.

=>
Revision to be prepared to remove always and include consecutive. Revision in R2-090685.
R2-090685
CR to 36.321 on TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Changes is yellow in 5.4.2.1 are proposed to be taken out as a problem has been identified.

-
Ericsson think the yellow text reflects current intent of the spec. 

-
Qualcomm can agree the text but it should not be used as a basis to object to future agreements.

=>
Revision to remove the yellow changes and take out change to note at end of 5.4.2.1. Revision in R2-090782 agreed in principle.
R2-090390
Discussion on UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
Disc.

-
LG think the HARQ id is tied to the time the UE received the UL grant. Hence they think all HARQ process ids (0-7) can be used. Sunplus think this would require the UE to maintain more than 4 HARQ processes. LG think this does not require more than 4 HARQ processes to be used at same time.

-
Ericsson think HARQ process id is a UE implementation issue as it is not seen on the radio.

-
Sunplus think ACK to NACK error can cause conflict with HARQ processes.

-
HTC agree think it should be clear between UE and network which process is used.

-
Samsung do not understand how NDI can be mis-interpreted

-
Ericsson think that once the first transmission is established then timing is established and UE can figure out the relationship. Sunplus think in the case of ACK to NACK error there is a collision and the UE behaviour should be clarified.

-
NSN think there is something further to clarify to cover some error cases

-
Samsung think the current behaviour is not fully clear and needs further analysis.

=>
Offline discussion with aim to reach common understanding of current spec behaviour and determine what may need to be added to spec to make it clear. Sunplus to lead. 

After offline discussion

-
Update from Sunplus: Most companies would prefer fixed pattern but some companies still have concern and would like to think further.

-
CR prepared in R2-090724 for fixed pattern.

=>
Email discussion until the next meeting. CR in R2-090724 can be discussed as part of this discussion. Rapporteur Sunplus. Deadline Friday before submission deadline.
See email discussion [64b: 10] in Annex H.
R2-090724
Clarification on HARQ process for TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated after update of offline.

R2-090391
Clarification on HARQ process for TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-090390.
R2-090460
Clarification on HARQ process for dynamic TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-090390.
R2-090143
CR to HARQ process and subframe association in TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

=>
Not agreed
R2-090053
Issues of TTI bundling
HTC Corportation
CR
36.321
F
Disc
Is actually a discussion document and not a CR.
Proposal 1

-
Ericsson think this is not an issue. It is stated that bundling does not apply to msg 3. Hence retransmission of msg 3 is after 8ms. Samsung agree and nothing need to be clarified

=>
Not needed

Proposal 2

-
Samsung think the timing of the feedback is clear so there is no need for UE to decode other TTIs. Ericsson agree.

=>
Not needed

Proposal 3

-
Ericsson think the proposal is not essential as eNB can avoid this case.

-
Samsung would like to discuss offline to confirm current behaviour.

-
Ericsson think UE should follow the PDCCH always. Panasonic think current behaviour is that UE will ignore the grant. Ericsson think this current behaviour may be lost in the earlier NSN CR (R2-090146)

=>
Offline discussion to conclude. HTC. 

Proposal 4

-
Ericsson think it is clear that adaptive retransmission are not allowed in a bundle and hence nothing is needed. HTC think this is not clear, proposal is to add 'only'.

-
Samsung this it is worthwhile to add such clarification.

-
Ericsson think if something is added it should be very clear such as 'shall be non-adaptive'

=>
Offline discussion to find appropriate wording to make this clear. Result to be included in revision of R2-090146.

Proposal 5

-
Ericsson think this is clear from the timing in the RAN1 specs.

-
LG think something is needed and is included in the NSN CR.

-
CATT share Ericsson view. 

-
Huawei think this is needed if dynamic pattern is need.

=>
Not needed given the NSN CR (R2-090146)

Proposals 6/7

=>
To be discussed in offline discussion of Sunplus paper (R2-090390)

=>
CR not agreed R2-090053 is noted
After offline discussion of proposal 3

-
Update from HTC: Dependent on outcome of email discussion of R2-090390 so can't be concluded now.

R2-090138
CR to 36.321 on TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated given discussion of R2-090053
R2-090133
Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK
Disc.

-
Ericsson ask when a bundle transmission and msg transmission can occur. ASUSTeK reply it is uplink data arrival when bundling is configured. Panasonic ask why UE would do random access if it have an uplink grant.

-
Sunplus think this can occur. Samsung agree this can occur but think current understanding is that new transmission always prioritises retransmission. ASUSTeK concern is the clash of msg retx and bundle retx

-
Huawei agree it is a problem and support the proposals.

-
CATT think the collision can also occur in the non bundling case. ASUSTeK explain case of collision between retransmissions can not occur 

-
Ericsson ask if problem occurs when UE has D-SR resource. ASUSTeK response that is doesn't occur.

-
NSN agree it can occur but not convinced that it needs to be specified.

-
Ericsson agree it can occur but is rare as normally UE will have D-SR resource so not convinced anything is needed.

-
CATT support that something is needed to make the spec clear.

-
Panasonic asks what happens after this event has occurred as eNB is not aware of the situation. ASUSTeK clarify that only 1 subframe is overridden by msg3 but after that bundle retransmission can continue. Panasonic think eNB will incorrectly combine the overridden subframe. Panasonic think it may not be a big harm.

-
Qualcomm agree that some clarification is needed. 

=>
Some clarification of behaviour for this case is needed

Proposal 1 - clarified that the proposal is that only the one subframe of the bundle is overridden with the msg 3 transmission.

-
CATT asked why not just cancel the whole bundle. ASUSTeK think just cancelling the subframe is simpler as aligned to measurement gap. Sunplus agree with CATT that whole bundle should be cancelled.

-
Samsung think this is rare cases so we should go with simpler. 

-
NSN think it is simpler not to cancel the whole bundle (i.e. before the msg3 arrives)

=>
Offline discussion to conclude the desired behaviour for this case and how to capture in the spec.

Proposal 2

-
Samsung think the eNB will send both feedbacks (for bundle and msg3). Up to UE implementation how to handle.

-
Ericsson agree that it is up to UE how to handle.

-
NSN explain that nothing may be needed if proposal 1 is fixed as proposed by them.

=>
Included in offline discussion. Depending on outcome nothing may be needed.

After offline discussion:

-
Update from ASUSTeK: Proposal 1 could be agreed with some revision.

-
CR prepared in R2-090723
R2-090723
Proposed CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090134
Proposed CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated given discussion of R2-090133
UL out of sync

R2-090149
CR to 36.321 on Expired TAT and PUSCH transmission
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
ZTE think should not exclude possibility to send random access if UE has new data. NSN think this is covered in scheduling request section.

-
NSN clarified intention is that only when TAT is running the UE will receive and process UL grants. Ericsson thinks the condition is not in the correct place - maybe it should still process the grant (e.g. increment counter) but just not transmit. Panasonic point out that everything is initialised at TAT expiry so transmission can't continue afterwards. Ericsson agree.

-
ASUSTeK ask what happens for grant for msg 3. Ericsson explain for msg 3 case the TAT will be running due to processing of RAR. Samsung think it need to be clarified. Ericsson the grant processing section is only applied after RAR response is processed.

=>
Spelling error to be fixed in 5.4.1

=> 
Revision to fix spelling error and conclude if anything needed to clarify the random access case. Revision in R2-090686.
R2-090686
CR to 36.321 on Expired TAT and PUSCH transmission
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090150
CR to 36.321 on Expired TAT and HARQ feedback
Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
F

-
ZTE think PUCCH resources are released so nothing can be sent. NSN think it is still valid as not possible to release resources not yet allocated (because they are allocated in a later grant).

-
NSN clarify the main use case is connection release when TAT is expired and eNB does not want to trigger random access.

=>
Revision to align timer name with RRC. Revision in R2-090687 agreed in principle.
R2-090210
Preventing HARQ feedback when UL is out of synch
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated as covered by R2-090150
R2-090321
Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think it is ambiguous. Suggest 'when timer stops' so actions are only at the moment that it is stopped.

-
Samsung suggest it is better in the random access contention resolution section. Samsung ok but may look again after random access discussions.

-
Huawei think it can only be stopped by random access and for random access the re-attempt is considered a first transmission so change is not needed. LG think current spec does not result in msg 3 buffer flush so it is needed

=>
Revision to say 'stops' instead of 'is stopped'. Revision in R2-090688 agreed in principle.

R2-090348
The indication of the expiration of TAT
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
LG comment that local NACK is proposed to be removed by some other papers.

-
Ericsson think it is new feature so not need to be discussed.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090261
Correction to Handling of grant during out of sync
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Interdigital think it is clear that when TAT has expired there is no UL-SCH transmission so there can only RA-RNTI

-
Sunplus this it is made clear by the earlier NSN CR where clarified that UL grant only processed when TAT running.

-
Panasonic agree it is not needed.

-
Huawei support the change. 

- 
NSN think there is nothing to be clarified. Motorola agree it is not needed. 

=>
Not agreed
DL HARQ

R2-090247
Corrections to HARQ operation
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Interdigital do not see how the 'else' helps.

-
Ericsson think there is no confusion with the current text. 

-
NSN agree nothing is needed

-
Huawei think the second change is needed to align with terminology used elsewhere

- 
Huawei confirm first change has not functional change.

-
Samsung this it is beneficial to have the second change. LG agree.

=> 
Not agreed

R2-090320
HARQ Feedback and Contention Resolution
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think the current text is correct as the contention resolution is not successful when the data is not successfully decoded.

-
NSN agree with Ericsson that the CR is already reflected in the spec.

-
Samsung agree it is common understand that ACK not sent until contention successful. Suggest adding 'yet'

=>
Revision to state 'not yet successful' in the current condition and not include the proposed new condition. Revision in R2-090690 agreed in principle.

R2-090417
The collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback in ACK/NACK repetition
CATT
Disc.

Proposal 1

-
NSN think current behaviour in the MAC spec is that the whole ACK/NACK is cancelled.  CATT think current behaviour is not based on ACK/NACK repetition and would mean that MAC would have to be aware of ACK/NACK repetition. 

-
NSN do not see much benefit in the UE just sending some of the ACK/NACK subframes.

-
Sunplus understanding that current spec is that only if the first TTI of the ACK/NACK collides with a gap then the whole ACK/NACK is cancelled.

-
Samsung this first question is whether MAC is aware of ACK/NACK repetition. Panasonic understand MAC is not aware of the repetition and if only part of the ACK/NACK is sent then it just affects reliability.

-
Samsung clarify that is first subframe collides then no ACK/NACK is given to lower layers so whole ACK/NACK is cancelled. In other cases the ACK/NACK is given to lower layers.

=>
Samsung statement above is common understanding of current behaviour.

-
DOCOMO think there is little gain in transmitting parts of the ACK/NACK.

-
Nokia think that good eNB should not schedule cases where subsequence subframes of the ACK/NACK collide with the gap. CATT think eNB is allowed to do this.

-
LG think that there is text in MAC that implies the MAC knows about L1 transmission timing of ACK/NACK. Samsung think MAC only sees timing of first subframe.

=>
Nothing needs to be added to RAN2 specs for this issue.

=>
Send LS to RAN1 to describe the current MAC behaviour that L1 may be requested to send ACK/NACK but repetition of the ACK/NACK may collide with a gap. Request them to look at issue and take any actions in their specs as found necessary. CATT to draft LS in R2-090691. Come back Friday

R2-090418
The collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090417.

R2-090492
NDI handling after random access procedure
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think the last sentence covers the first case and so the change is not needed. Samsung think the last sentence is covering a different case.

-
Nokia agree with LG. Panasonic explain that if UE disregards NDI received with Temp-C-RNTI then the next received transmission is with C-RNTI then it is considered a first transmission.
=>
Not agreed.
R2-090319
HARQ buffer clarification
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think there is only one place where UL HARQ buffer is introduced and this should be fixed (MAC reset section). DL terminology is consistent. 

=>
Not agreed

UL HARQ

R2-090211
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson clarify the problem occurs from 1 missed PDCCH which is 1e-2

-
Samsung have proposed similar behaviour previously

-
Motorola ask the probability. Ericsson reply it is combination of missed PDCCH plus eNB deciding to start new transmission instead of retransmitting.

-
NSN add that if the retransmission does not contain TB size it can not be used anyway.

=>
Not agreed

Other

R2-090212
Corrections to redundancy version control for system information
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Nokia agree it is needed. Suggest a simpler wording

=>
To be revised with simpler wording. Revision in R2-090693.

R2-090693
Corrections to redundancy version control for system information
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090207
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F.

-
CATT ask about DTCH for Temporary C-RNTI. Ericsson believe there is nothing that excludes this

-
RIM ask about DCCH for SPS-C-RNTI. Ericsson think there is nothing to preclude DCCH sent in SPS resource.

-
Ericsson understand that T-C-RNTI MAC PDU could also contain DCCH/DTCH. Samsung point out that DTCH is not possible even for re-establishment as traffic channels are not resumed. 

-
ASUSTeK point out that that SRB1 is only re-established after reception of the RRC Connection Re-establishment message.

-
LG think it is complex to capture usage of all RNTIs and prefer to keep current text in 4.5.2

-
Samsung support the proposal. CATT agree.

-
LG suggest adding PDCCH order to the 'usage' column. Ericsson this is sufficient.

=>
Discuss logical channels that can use T-C-RNTI on Friday with CP session.

=>
Revision to spell out transport and logical channel in full. Revision in R2-090694. Come back Friday.

6.1.1.3
DRX handling
R2-090148
CR to 36.321 on DRX and UL Retransmissions
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson suggest 'and there is data in the HARQ buffer' instead of the 'ie'. Agree with the intent.

-
Sunplus agree with suggestion from Ericsson.

-
CATT ask if UE need to wake up for possible grant even when in DRX until max retransmissions has been reached. Ericsson this is correct understanding.

=>
Wording to be revised along the lines suggested by Ericsson. Revision in R2-090695. 

R2-090695
CR to 36.321 on DRX and UL Retransmissions
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090120
Active time for a pending HARQ retransmission
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
Ericsson think current behaviour is that the UE must receive at all possible opportunities.

-
RIM agree with Ericsson.

=>
Noted

R2-090121
CR to 36.321 on Active time for a pending HARQ retransmission
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090120
R2-090091
DL HARQ buffer management during DRX
Panasonic
Disc

-
RIM think that in some cases the buffer can not be flushed. Panasonic think that only when all timers are not running would the buffers be flushed.

-
Ericsson think that DRX could have very short values and so first transmission in on duration is not always new - i.e. retransmission in an in duration. Panasonic reply what is the use of the retransmission timer is eNB tries to schedule retransmission in the on duration.

-
Ericsson think it would make some configurations impossible. Also coupling DRX and NDI add complexity. Panasonic think current spec has complexity as NDI values have to be kept for a long time.

-
NSN agree with Ericsson that it could limit configuration with very short DRX.

-
SK think only new transmission in on duration is harsh restriction

=>
Noted

R2-090122
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
replaced by R2-090666
R2-090666 
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
RIM can not see the problem. ASUSTeK clarify that the aim is that measurement gaps do not influence DRX timers. 

-
Ericsson agree there may be an issue but not a strong opinion that it should be fixed.

-
Samsung think the problem is not very big but is very easily solved. Can support the proposal.

-
DoCoMo agree with intended behaviour. Change needed.

=>
Change is needed. Offline discussion to finalise the text. Revision in R2-090696. 

R2-090696
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN remind that timer should be aligned

-
Nokia concerned there is now a new DRX pattern when there is a configured DL assignment which is not agreed. NSN point out there are 3 new lines (starting 'if a DL assignment ...') and would like time to check until Friday.

=>
Revision to align the timer naming to RRC. Revision in R2-090783 agreed in principle.

R2-090135
Correction on DRX due to Spatial Multiplexing
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
CATT think nothing is wrong with current spec.

-
NSN think it is not essential. Ericsson agree.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090162
Proposed CR to 36.321 on Definition of DRX Short Cycle Timer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think it is not essential. Nothing is broken and implementation should not be based on this definition section.

=>
Change to remove all text from the definition after the 'short DRX cycle' and remove UE shall requirement from definition. Revision in R2-090697 agreed in principle.

R2-090345
Clarification on the first occasion for using the Long/Short DRX Cycle
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think this was discussed before and concluded nothing was needed as the UE anyway has to send the RRC reconfiguration complete message. Conclusion that nothing needed.

-
Ericsson agree

=>
Not agreed

R2-090488
PUCCH and SRS transmission during active time
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Panasonic support the change

-
Ericsson think this was extensively discussed. Conclusion that PDCCH should be processed fast enough so this is not needed.

-
Interdigital has some sympathy for the proposal but agree it was discussed and concluded only to be the last subframe. Also they think there is a problem with the last sentence existing note.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090569
HARQ RTT Timer and N/A Repetition in DRX
Research In Motion Limited
Disc.

-
NSN think that when repetition is configured it does not require the eNB to wait for all repeats before all the repeats. This CR would preclude this. Ericsson agree.

-
RIM assume when it is configure the UE is in poor radio condition so eNB should not make decision before all repeats received. NSN explain that eNB may schedule again without waiting for complete ACK/NACK reception.

-
Samsung has sympathy to the intention and think it may be useful. Samsung think the simplest solution is a configurable RTT timer.

-
CATT think that power saving is important in this case as UE is transmitting at high power.

-
Ericsson think the proposal is based on an assumption of a particular eNB behaviour. There is nothing in RAN1 spec that says UE does not decode DPCCH in this case.

-
CMCC checked with RAN1 colleagues and they indicated that retransmission should be based on final ACK/NACK.

-
RIM think it is useful to send LS to RAN1. Ericsson think we should not send an LS as there is no agreement in RAN2 on the gain. RIM explain that in some cases the retransmission is delayed by up to 26ms. 

-
Panasonic this there is benefit and way for is to make it configurable.

-
Nokia think we should get confirmation from RAN1. Do not want configurable parameter.

=>
Offline discussion (RIM). Discussion to include RAN1 people. 

After offline discussion

-
Update from CMCC: After checking with RAN1 people the common understanding is that timing is based on last ACK/NACK. Compromise CR (R2-090730) has been prepared which keeps the changes for TDD only. One company still thinks the changes are not needed. Several companies support it at least for TDD.

-
Ericsson add that the RAN1 spec does not require the eNB to use the last one, it can decode and use earlier ones. 

-
NSN agree with Ericsson understanding of RAN1 spec and would like more time

-
CATT agree the intention of the CR. ZTE support for TDD. Huawei, Surplus also.

=>
Email discussion of proposal for TDD. Rapporteur CMCC. See email discussion [64b: 13] in Annex H.
R2-090730
HARQ RTT Timer  and N/A repetition in DRX for TDD
Research In Motion CMCC
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following update of offline discussion.Postponed to email discussion [64b: 13].
6.1.1.4
Random Access procedure
Resource selection

R2-090252
Corrections to Random Access Resource selection
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think the first change is not needed as it is clear given the RRC spec. Ericsson also think other changes are not needed.

-
Huawei think the 'next available subframe' is not sufficient.

-
Nokia agree with Ericsson re first change. Nortel also.

-
Samsung think second change is needed. CATT agree. Nokia okay with change. LG think it should not be in 5.1.2.

-
Ericsson ask what is the gain in the additional restriction as it makes a fast UE wait longer.

-
Samsung clarified the delay referred to is that between RAR and retransmission.

-
Ericsson can't understand why we would force the UE to wait longer than necessary

=>
Change 1 and 3 not needed

=>
Offline discussion of change 2 to allow checking with RAN1 colleagues (Huawei). 

After offline discussion

-
Update from Huawei: Previously sent LS to RAN1 on typical RACH procedure delay. Reply was R2-081420. Concluded that delay would be captured in RAN1 and is now captured theirre. As consequence proposal 2 is required.

-
Ericsson still don't see need that it is essential but can agree to make change referring to RAN1 spec. 

-
The CR for proposal 2 will be submitted to next meeting.

R2-090310
Clarification on random access resource selection
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson thing the 'next available subframe' is already clear.

=>
Not agreed
Contention resolution

R2-090048
CR to 36.321 - Clarifications on Contention Resolution Failure
Nortel
CR
36.321
F

-
Nokia think the CR looses the fact that TAT is only stopped if it is taken from the RAR

-
Huawei think for uplink data arrival case and UE has no uplink resource the timer is already running and in this case it should not be stopped. 

-
Ericsson agree it is a change to the behaviour. Also the intent to to collect TAT starting/stopping/etc in once sub clause.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090137
Perfection to Contention Resolution
Potevio
CR
36.321
F

-
ZTE think the CR is useful and should also be added to the non-contention based procedure.

-
LG think spec is already clear as it states 'consider the procedure successfully completed'

-
Panasonic agree spec is clear today

=>
Not agreed

R2-090250
An issue on contention resolution
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Nokia ask if this means the UE will only terminate contention resolution when the timer stops. Huawei reply this is not the case.

-
Samsung ask why eNB send the 2 PDUs separately. Huawei think it was discussed before and concluded that it is possible to send contention resolution and message separately.

-
Qualcomm ask if a smart eNB could avoid the problem. ZTE think it is an optimisation for a rare case.

-
Huawei think this needs to be solved as previous agreement was that they could be sent separately.

-
Samsung this it is up to eNB to handle.

=>
Noted

R2-090251
Corrections to contention resolution
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
replaced by R2-090692
R2-090692
Corrections to contention resolution
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090250
R2-090253
Small corrections to RACH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
LG and Nokia think first change is incorrect as it includes message 3 transmission. Huawei think if it is intended to cover message 3 then further change may be needed.

-
LG think second change is needed but could be worded more simply. 

-
Ericsson think the current behaviour may not be in line with intent if RRC processing is slow MAC may have sent one further preamble.

-
Nokia think changes 2 and 3 are needed

-
Samsung think that for change 3 it is not yet capture in RRC that RRC Connection Re-establishment is triggered. So too early to discuss. Huawei think T312 was removed. Samsung agree that although T312 is removed the RRC Connection Re-establishment is not triggered following random access failure. Ericsson confirmed that it is already captured in RRC.

=>
Revision to include only changed 2 and 3 and use the correct styles. Revision in R2-090698.
R2-090698
Small corrections to RACH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agree in principle

R2-090300
Endless RACH attempts in case of Contention Resolution failure
Infineon
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090253
R2-090322
Alignment with the decision on RA procedure by PDCCH order
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090253
R2-090086
CR on Processing of contention resolution message
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson suggest the wording 'When checking if contention resolution is successful then the UE checks the MAC header structures below'

-
Panasonic clarified the agreement from the previous meeting that it should be informative.

=>
Revision to include the wording proposed by Ericsson. Revision in R2-090700. 

R2-090700
CR on Processing of contention resolution message
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle

Other

R2-090204
Corrections to power control and random access
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Huawei consider that the parameter is provided directly from RRC to L1. 

-
Motorola think it makes sense that this is in MAC

-
NSN point out the name needs updating 

=>
Revision to be prepared with updated parameter name. Revision in R2-090701 agreed in principle

R2-090323
Missing condition for unsuccessful reception of Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung support that something is needed.

-
Motorola think nothing is needed and a note inserted above would suffice.

-
Samsung think it is possible that RAR contains only back-off indicator. Suggest a wording if 'all received RAR do not contain 'matched RA preamble identifier'. Ericsson suggest 'if non of the RAR contain a matched RA preamble identifier'

=>
Revision to include wording suggested by Samsung or Ericsson to be finalised offline. Revision in R2-090702. 

R2-090702
Missing condition for unsuccessful reception of Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agree in principle

R2-090338
Measurement gap and the feedback for Msg4
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung think eNB is responsible to schedule so collision does not occur.

-
LG think there is no need to specify anything further

-
CATT think it is possible that the feedback for message 4 could collide with a measurement gap.

-
Samsung clarify that the contention resolution is complete by the UL grant so the feedback is not related to contention resolution. 

-
Ericsson ask if measurement gaps apply before the UE receives the RRC Re-establishment. Samsung understand that gaps are stopped during the re-establishment procedure. Ericsson think given this then nothing is needed

-
CATT think in the DL data arrival case the msg 4 can be a DL assignment. Samsung think that contention is resolved by the DL assignment and the following feedback is not related to contention resolution.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090389
Editorial corrections relating to RACH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Only changed in 5.1.1. discussed

-
Ericsson support the CR and suggest other parameters (Pmax and DELTA_PREAMBLE_MSG3) should be groups in the 'if preamble group B exists' section.

=>
Revision to add the parameters as suggested by Ericsson and align the parameter naming. Title to be made more appropriate. Revision in R2-090703. 

R2-090703
Editorial corrections relating to RACH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090491
Clarification on random access precedure
Samsung
Disc

-
Samsung think it may not be clear for all companies that C-RNTI CE is not included if dedicated preamble is used.

-
ASUSTeK agree with observation 1. 

-
Ericsson think the spec text is clear already, but it is dangerous to start capturing in a table.

-
Huawei think spec if very clear for observation 1. 

-
Ericsson agree with both observations although msg3 may not be built if the UE chooses to prioritise a gap over random access preamble - if preamble is transmitted then msg 3 will be built. Only for contention bases cases.

-
Qualcomm agree with Ericsson

=>
Observation 1 of the document is confirmed

=>
It is confirmed that the UE uses the UL grant received in the random access response also for the case of PDCCH order triggered random access

=>
Noted

R2-090539
Managing Dedicated Preamble Resources
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090253
Withdrawn/not available

R2-090490
NDI handling after random access procedure
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

withdrawn

6.1.1.5
QoS
R2-090265
Correction to Initialization of Prioritization
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F
-
Qualcomm support the change

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090423
Bucket Parameter Update
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
Qualcomm support the change

-
Interdigital suggest using the same wording for the bucket size and the increment

-
LG indicate PBR is kbyte/s. There is no mention of TTI in the RRC spec. Interdigital think the CR is correct in this respect

=>
Revision to align the wording for the 2 case (bucket size and increment). Revision in R2-090704 agreed in principle.
6.1.1.6
UL Information for scheduler
BSR reporting

R2-090118
Discussion on Truncated BSR
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
CATT think the current specification is clear

-
ZTE think proposal 1 is valid but proposal 2 is a very rare situation

-
NSN think proposal 1 is already clear

=>
Proposal 1 not needed as already clear

-
Panasonic think it is not required to specify such detail as in proposal 2. LG share the view - it can be implementation issue and eNB will not just rely on the truncated BSR. Qualcomm think nothing is needed.

=>
Noted

R2-090119
CR to 36.321 on Truncated BSR
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090118
R2-090123
CR to 36.321 on BSR clarification
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
ASUSTeK clarified the previous CR had used the wrong wording.

-
Qualcomm support the CR

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090259
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think it was discussed previously and agreed to be kept

-
Samsung think a final decision was not made previously. LG indicate last time the decision was postponed because the suspension issue was not concluded.

-
Ericsson ask if the sentence is clear when the BSR is triggered. Think it is important to have the trigger when the DRBs are resumed. Samsung think the BSR will be triggered anyway as it will be triggered when random access is completed. LG think it will be triggered anyway.

-
Ericsson agree the sentence could be removed without impact. Maybe it should be revised to say when DRBs are resumed the data is considered as new data. Samsung think this may be useful think it is a slightly different issue.

-
NSN think the intent was to ensure that the new eNB has all info for scheduling as in HSUPA. Would be okay to go with Ericsson

-
Qualcomm would like to keep current text or go with Ericsson suggestion. LG think this would be new functionality. NSN do not consider it is new functionality.

=>
There is support to correct the functionality

=>
Offline discussion to conclude how this should be worded. Revision in R2-090705. 

R2-090705
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung think the RRC re-establishment case is new and not ready to agree.

-
Ericsson ask where the first UL grant comes from after HO? Original intent was to trigger an BSR and SR is necessary. Samsung think handover complete triggers regular BSR/SR/random access. Ericsson agree in which case bullet is not needed.

=>
" or RRC connection re-establishment " to be removed. Revision in R2-090784 agree in principle

R2-090493
Correction to the BSR triggers
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated given discussion of R2-090259
R2-090308
Clarification to the start of PERIODIC_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think the timer should be triggered and timer restarted every time. Panasonic agree

-
ZTE think it is a waste of UE resources. NSN clarify that the periodic does not force the UE to send BSR if the UE has no resources - the only consequence is padding BSR will be sent instead of periodic BSR so there is no difference

-
Qualcomm think nothing is broken

=> 
Not agreed

R2-090482
Proposed CR to stop a periodic BSR timer when buffer is empty
ETRI
CR
36.321
F

-
Intention is the same as R2-090308.

-
ZTE state the period BSR timer is introduced because the UE has data.

-
LG think the proposal doesn nto need to be discussed as the ZTE proposal was not agreed

=>
Not agreed
R2-090307
Clarification to the start of  RETX_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
revised in R2-090699
R2-090699
Clarification to the start of  RETX_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think RETX_BSR_TIMER is to protect against deadlock and so it should be kept running when a BSR is sent. ZTE think when UE receives UL grant and sends BSR this means deadlock between UE and eNB doesn't happen.

-
CATT has contribution. Starting timer is not changed compared to current spec and stopping is same this proposal

-
Ericsson clarify that periodic timer is always configured but can be infinity. This means the retransmission timer can not be used. ZTE think periodic timer is optional. In this case, it is not necessary to configure the periodic timer so the problem doesn’t exist

-
Qualcomm can not see what is broken.

-
ZTE think the current specification has two defects: 1 when periodic BSR timer is configured, eNB always send ul Grant to UE and the retransmission timer can not be used, but could cause more times of no useful RETX_BSR_TIMER restarting. 2 if periodic BSR timer is not configured and only retx_bsr_timer is running when BSR is lost, user data will be a long delay for transferring because retx_bsr_timer is a long timer. 

-
ZTE think this CR has 3 merits:1. if periodic bsr timer is configured , this can avoid more times of unuseful retx_bsr_timer restart; 2.in current specification, retx_bsr_timer is longer than periodic_bsr_timer. This cr can avoid this limit configuration. 3、because retx_bsr_timer can be configured to any value, when only retx_bsr_timer is running and configured to a short timer, deadlock situation is resolved quickly and user data can be transferred to eNB in time.
-
ZTE explain the intent is to not keep the retransmission timer running to reduce UE processing. It is only started when necessary

-
Ericsson think it was agreed when it was introduce that the timer would correspond to the time since last received grant and it is started when grant is received. It should be running all the time. Also do not see why the 2 timers are linked. .ZTE think RETX_BSR_TIMER is introduced not to prevent that BSR is lost, retx_BSR_TIMER is introduced to let Enb know ue has available data to transfer when deadlock happens. Because the deadlock rarely happens, retx_BSR_TIMER is not needed to restart when ue sends BSR every time. At current specification, retx_bsr_timer is longer than periodic_bsr_timer. This CR can avoid this limit and retx_bsr_timer can configures any value
-
CATT think the retransmission timer was added for robustness.

-
NSN think it is implementation to avoid a timer running all the timer. ZTE explain the CR's intention is not to avoid a timer running all the time, but to prevent retx_bsr_timer restarting more times and to make configuration flexible about two timers and to transfer use data in time when only retx_bsr_timer is running and configures a short timer. 
=>
Not agreed

R2-090347
Correction on the RETX_BSR_TIMER
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090699
R2-090309
Clarification to RETX_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think this introduced a possible deadlock as the retransmission BSR timer may not be started if not UL grant received. Qualcomm agree.

-
Ericsson agree that the proposed change breaks the reliability mechanism.

-
ZTE think the CR does not reduce the reliability as the SR is already triggered and is pending until UL grant is received. 

-
Huawei think in normal case there is no unnecessary BSR triggered 

=>
Not agreed

R2-090264
Correction to Indication of triggered BSR
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think this was discussed based on NSN CR and it was not agreed to modify. It is UE implement cancelling the BSR. LG think it has not yet been resolved

-
Qualcomm ask if the current paragraph on cancelling BSR should be kept. LG clarified that BSR remains triggered if the last paragraph is taken out.

-
Ericsson think the proposal adds nothing over the current text. LG think the current text contain conflicting text.

-
Ericsson think the change goes beyond the intent. LG agree the timer handling should not be changed.

-
Huawei think this can be left to UE implementation. Panasonic agree that current text is fine.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090503
CR On BSR triggering
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Suggested wording is 'all logical channels which belong to a LGC'

-
LG is okay with the current text. Huawei also think nothing is needed. Ericsson okay with current text or the suggested wording.

=> 
Not agreed 

R2-090124
Clarification on BSR and PHR transmission
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think it changed the agreed behaviour, and the second change would trigger an SR when the UE has resource.

-
Samsung think the problem is a very rare case as very small TBs will not be used. Don't think additional mechanism is needed.

-
HTC ask if the new transmission can not include BSR what can the UE do. Samsung think even for small TB it is possible to include BSR.

=>
Not agreed
BSR report content

R2-090272
Correction to contents of BSR
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think if the LCG is not configured then eNB will ignore it and it does not matter what value is sent. Ericsson agree.

-
Qualcomm support the proposal it is good for the UE to know what to do.

-
LG agree eNB will ignore but still not clear what UE should do. There should be guidance, could say it is UE implementation.

-
Ericsson think it is already implied that UE will report zero.

-
Qualcomm propose to say they can be set to any value, similar to padding.

-
Nortel agree with Ericsson that it is already implied it is set to zero and prefer this.

=>
Not agreed

=>
Common understanding of the first sentence of the paragraph is that the fields are set to zero.

PHR reporting

R2-090340
Consideration about PHR
CATT
Disc

-
Ericsson think this is new functionality of padding PHR. Would prioritisation of logical channels and MAC CEs also need to be changed? CATT agree this would be needed

-
NSN have sympathy but this it should be considered for release 9. Even if added it may not be used that frequently.

-
Qualcomm think it is a new feature. Also the padding BSR was felt to be free and ended up complex.

=>
Noted

R2-090342
Correction on PHR
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090340.

R2-090263
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

=>
Add 'start or' to the prohibit timer bullet
=>
To be revised to include merge in the agreed change from R2-090421. Revision in R2-090706
R2-090706
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc., HTC Corporation, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090421
PHR corrections
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung think it address same issue as R2-090263.

-
NSN think the 'last transmission of the PHR' change is needed and could be merged into the previous CR.

=>
'last transmission of the PHR' change to be merged into the revision of R2-090263
R2-090052
Clarification of PHR
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
LG support the CR. NSN also support

=>
Changes 2 and 3 to be merged into the revision of the LG CR in R2-090706
R2-090083
Clarification on PHR
Fujitsu
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN clarify that when a configuration change occurs a PHR is triggered but it should not start/re-start the periodic PHR timer. Ericsson agree and the CR would change the intent.

-
Nortel think if the periodic PHR timer value is changed then it would make sense to restart the timer.

-
LG has different understand and think the timer must be restarted. Surprised by Ericsson and NSN view.

=>
CR nNot agreed

=>
Offline discussion to understand the existing and intended behaviour. 

After offline discussion

-
Update from NSN: The conclusion of the offline was captured in R2-090706
R2-090266
Correction to PHR configuration
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed to be merge changes into the revision of the LG CR in R2-090706
R2-090489
Corrections on PHR
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Only first change discussed.

-
Related to the offline discussion from R2-090083. 

-
NSN clarify the original intent to was to keep the PHR transmission at regular times rather than changing it, so eNB knows when to expect the PHR.

=>
Not agreed
SR

R2-090085
Clarification on UL-SCH resource availability
Fujitsu
CR
36.321
F

-
ZTE support the intention. 

-
Fujitsu clarify the intent is also to cover the SPS case

-
LG think the current spec is clear and it means alt 2 from the cover sheet of the CR.

-
Sasmung also think alt 2 is the current spec and it is sufficient. 

-
Samsung clarify the final sentence of the section in the existing spec does not address SPS. The wording should be aligned with first condition to say 'is no resource is available for transmission'

-
NSN think the 2 alternative do not make a big difference as the eNB sees the UL transmissions and the SR. Prefer not to change. For the final sentence the UL SPS activation is also a new transmission so it covers the SPS case.

=>
Not agreed
6.1.1.7
MAC PDU format
R2-090084
Clarification on setting of LCG ID field for short BSR
Fujitsu
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think it is not required.

-
Ericsson agree it is not needed given that the value is anyway zero.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090087
MAC PDU subheaders corresponding to Padding
Panasonic
Disc.

-
NSN ask if the 2 byte padding has to be considered as there is 2 byte padding BSR.

-
NSN support the proposals. 

-
Samsung ask if it is already allowed to insert a padding subheader as the first subheader. Panasonic explain that there is currently some freedom where to place this.

-
ZTE support the proposals

-
Samsung thinks the proposal are already allowed in UE implementation. Panasonic explain that proposal 1 is allowed but eNB may not always do this, and proposal 1 is not allowed.

-
Ericsson ask whether the concern is the UE receiver or transmitter. Panasonic explain that proposal 1 is related to receiver side complexity and proposal 2 is for transmitter side. Ericsson do not see the receiver side complexity. Panasonic see receiver side is not such a big issue but nice to fix it.

-
LG support proposal 1 and 2  in downlink but not uplink - UE should have flexibility in uplink

-
Ericsson don't see why this should be different for uplink and downlink

-
Motorola would like more time.

=>
Offline discussion to progress further.
After offline discussion

-
Update from Panasonic: Proposal can be agreed so CR (R2-090088) should be presented.

R2-090088
CR on MAC PDU subheaders corresponding to Padding
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

=>
To be revised to ensure it is on the latest version of the spec. Revision to be submitted to next meeting.

R2-090155
Correction on MAC PDU subheader description
ETRI
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung agree this is correct

-
CATT think nothing is needed if you just consider a zero bit payload.

-
LG support

-
Ericsson think it is not really needed, but not a strong view

-
Huawei support the change

=>
Agreed to also include agreed change from R2-090500. Revised CR in R2-090707
R2-090707 was agreed in principle (without further presentation).
R2-090246
Corrections to MAC CE and Backoff Parameter values
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Only changes 1 and 3 discussed

-
Ericsson see not problem with the existing back-off parameter table

-
Huawei think index 0 will never be used so why keep it. Ericsson think it may be used in a future release. NSN agree.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090324
Missing reserved bit setting
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090502
CR On Backoff table
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson ask if they are reserved but UE required to set them to 960 then there is conflict between this requirement and the general error handling. Option would be to just set to 960.

-
LG think prefer that the PDU is discarded is a reserved value is set.

=>
Treat input on general error handling before coming back to this CR. 

=> 
Topic to be considered atas part of error handling for 'common' PDUs for next meeting, i.e. CR is postponed.
R2-090299
Position of the Backoff Indicator sub-header
Infineon
CR
36.321
F.

-
LG think this should be the last sub header. Ericsson think it was discussed before and could not agree on the position.

-
Samsung have not strong opinion but would like it clear.

-
Huawei think this was agreed at the previous meeting.

-
Sunplus think it does not make much different as if it is the first subheader the UE needs to check all subheaders for its preamble. Sunplus think last is preferable.

-
Samsung think if it is required to be the last subheader there may be issues if we extend in the future. Prefer the first subheader

-
Huawei indicate it was agreed to be the first subheader in meeting #61 (R2-080948). LG think this did not agree the exact position.

-
Sunplus ask if the first subheader is back off then does it check other subheaders. Ericsson reply yes and it is clear.

=>
Agree to have only one back off sub header

=>
Back off sub header position is fixed

=>
Agreement the back off is the first sub header

=>
Agreed in principle.

R2-090306
Clarification to LCID
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think this is a detail that does not need to be visible in MAC spec. It is clear in the RRC. NSN agree.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090457
Reserved bit in the timing advance MAC CE
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090324
R2-090344
Clarification of MAC PDU structure
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
Qualcomm ask if we can never have variable length MAC CE in the future. CATT think this does not preclude adding them in the future

-
Ericsson think first change is not essential as the spec is not incorrect. LG agree. CATT agree nothing wrong with current spec, just want to improve the reading.

-
Samsung think the case removed by the second change can happen and change is not needed.
=>
Not agreed

R2-090500
Clarification on MAC PDU format
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Only first change discussed.

-
Ericsson prefer to stay with the current text

=>
In section 6.1.2 the 'it follows that' is removed. This change to be included in the revision of R2-090155 (R2-090707).
6.1.1.8
Semi-persistent scheduling 
SPS issues like e.g. need for implicit deactivation for DL, SPS in combination with bundling for TDD ?

UL implicit release

R2-090267
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
RIM agree with the intent that gaps are excluded but think proposed text may have other consequences. NSN agree with RIM comment - should be clear that is only refers to counting for SPS release.

-
Samsung think the count can be incremented unnecessarily. With current spec a non transmitted empty BSR is not counted.

-
Ericsson think if the gap collides with initial transmission then eNB can schedule a subsequent opportunity to transmit. NSN think this is UL release so does not see why eNB would schedule again.

-
Samsung think empty BSR can not be sent when configure grant collides with gap bt will be sent in a non adaptive retransmission. LG think counting only applies to new uplink transmission.

-
Ericsson now agree

=>
Agree with intent. Revision required to make it clear this just refers to counting for implicit SPS release. Revision in R2-090708. 

R2-090708
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
revised in R2-090785.

R2-090785
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090289
Configuration of SPS implicit release
Qualcomm Europe
Disc.

-
replaced by R2-090741
R2-090741
Configuration of SPS implicit release
Qualcomm Europe, Hitachi 
Disc

-
Nokia concern about the infinite value due to false activation. 

-
Qualcomm think it is better to adds the values than to find we need them later

-
RIM ask in what cases the 4,6,8 would be useful. Qualcomm think the maximum of 3 is not longer enough (3x640ms for maximum SPS period). 

-
Nortel support the proposal. 

-
Samsung this current values are too restrictive and more values are useful.

-
Interdigital think some more are useful but not infinity

-
Ericsson don't want to add too many more value. RIM agree

-
Ericsson share Nokia concern about adding infinity. Panasonic also.

=>
Infinity will not be added.

=>
Agree to add 2 more finite value.

=>
Value to be added are 4, 8

=>
RRC TP to be prepared in R2-090709. Discuss on Friday how to include in RRC CR. Comeback Friday.

UL explicit release

R2-090368
ACK for UL SPS Explicit Release
Research In Motion Limited
CR
36.321
F.

-
LG ask if there is any impact in RAN1 specs. RIM reply there is discussion of this in RAN1 as well

-
CATT agree with the intent but think it is RAN1 final decision. 

-
Qualcomm also think we should wait for RAN1.

-
Panasonic think RAN1 is not discussing ACK for UL, they are waiting for indication that we want it in the uplink.

-
Nokia think we have to wait for RAN1.

-
DOCOMO think eNB can detect by seeing if there is uplink transmission. RIM reply that it allows faster reallocation of the resource. Interdigital think it is difficult to eNB to be certain and so it would be useful

-
Nokia support the idea in general but depends on complexity in RAN1

-
Motorola think the gain is small, if any. And a new feature.

-
Samsung it is useful in uplink also id complexity if acceptable. Panasonic agree.
-
Ericsson think it is not so useful.

=>
Offline discussion to progress.
After offline discussion.

-
Update from RIM: Some companies still have concerns. More companies supporting if a simples approach can be found. Proposed way forward is to send a LS to RAN1

-
Motorola think this is a new feature and think gain is limited.

-
NSN support it and has been discussed for a long time.

=>
R2-090368 not agreed. Send RAN1 LS to say that there is some support in RAN2 for ACK to UL release and to ask if it is possible to be supported in RAN1 specs. Should be agreed mby March RAN at latest if it is to be added. LS in R2-090786. Come back Friday

SPS retransmission after release

R2-090287
SPS retransmission when no SPS grant is stored
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Panasonic this retransmission for SPS is a normal dynamic retransmission to not clear why it should be ignored. It would require new UE behaviour. RIM share the same view.

-
Qualcomm think that if the DPCCH for deactivation is lost then in a subsequent retransmission the UE does not have the information to retransmit.

-
Panasonic think that as long as SPS has once been activated then it should follow the dynamic grants. In case it has never been activated it is obvious UE can do nothing. Ericsson agree.

=>
Noted

R2-090288
CR on SPS retransmission when no SPS grant is stored
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090287
R2-090325
UL SPS release and retransmission management
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
LG clarify that compared to R2-090287 this is focussed on non adaptive retransmission

-
Panasonic does not see the problem to finish the retransmission even though the resource for the initial transmission is released. Huawei agree with the Panasonic view.

-
CATT can't see any reason for proposal 1.

=>
Noted

R2-090326
UL SPS release and retransmission management
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090326
Other

R2-090494
SPS resource release on D-SR failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
ASUSTeK support the CR. 

-
LG think it is strange for MAC to request RRC - it should indicate to RRC. NSN clarify that we already have this 'request RRC to release...' text. Ericsson clarify current text is 'notify RRC'

-
Nortel think RRC allocated the resources and so RRC should release them. Ericsson agree with the intent and think current text may benefit from clarification.

-
LG point out that RRC spec already refers to 'notification from MAC'. 

-
Nortel think the current wording suggest that MAC has released the resources and RRC is just being informed. NSN think there is no room for confusing

=>
Confirmed that it is RRC releasing the resources.

=>
Reword the 2 bullets to say "notify RRC to release PUCCH/SRS"

=>
Revision with rewording. Revision in R2-090710 agreed in principle
R2-090260
Correction to Handing of SPS-C-RNTI
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Panasonic ask why it is considered lower priority at the note implies it is UE implementation which one to follow. LG infer the prioritisation from the else clause in the procedure text

-
ASUSTeK ask in what situation this may occur. LG think UE may start random access if D-SR is not configured.

-
Huawei think this is optimisation for a corner case.

-
Panasonic understand the UE can choose and there is no priority order.

-
Samsung think there is no string need to enB to give both grants in same TTI.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090090
Configuration for DL Semi-Persistent Scheduling
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

=>
Revision to align parameter names with RRC and section number/spec version to be corrected. Revision in R2-090711 agreed in principle.

R2-090270
Correction to monitoring of PDCCH
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Nokia think it is not needed as UE should only be configured for SPS during the on duration of DRX. RIM share the same understanding

-
LG think the on duration is aligned to the downlink timing. RIM think the grant will be 4ms prior to the on duration.

-
Samsung think the typical case is that the configure resource will follow 4ms after the on duration. Samsung assumption is that SPS DL assignment and SPS UL grant would both be in on duration. DoCoMo have same view as Samsung so the CR is not needed. 

-
LG ask if the assumption that SPS-C-RNTI is only sent in the on duration. Samsung agree for activation (for retransmission it may be elsewhere)
-
Ericsson think it is eNB decision to send UL activation at any time during active time. If not sent in on duration then it is a conscious decision not to be able to override initial transmission.

-
LG ask if it is common understanding that DRX and SPS will have same period. Samsung reply this is typical.

-
RIM think DRX could be less than SPS. Samsung think typical case they are aligned but are independent.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090369
Consideration of DRX and SPS Alignment
Research In Motion Limited
Disc.

-
Nokia think this is unnecessary extension to DRX. UL SPS should be activated during the on duration.

-
RIM suggest to focus on proposal 2 as proposal 1 not considered given discussion of R2-090270. Samsung think that proposal 1 could be changed so that UL SPS activation is only checked during on duration. Nokia would support proposal with this change.

-
Ericsson think eNB should be able to active/deactive any time during active time.

-
Nokia clarify that the proposal is only activation/reconfiguration but deactivation could be any time in active time.

-
LG ask what is the UE benefit. Nokia reply that SPS does not define a second DRX pattern.

-
Huawei support the proposals with change to proposal 1. 

-
Samsung think it is a good proposal

-
CATT think it limits scheduling flexibility to always align DRX and SPS.

-
Panasonic think it is okay to agree with the proposal

-
Ericsson think this will prevent the eNB from adjusting the SPS timing, it is fixed by DRX offset. It takes away previous agreed functionality

=>
Clarified proposal is "The UE only detects the UL and DL SPS activation/reconfiguration/release during a DRX On-duration. "

=>
Offline discussion of clarified proposal to conclude. Come back Friday.
R2-090495
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occasion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
LG support proposal 1 but have an alternative wording for proposal 2 in R2-090536
-
Ericsson support proposal 1 but suggest wording 'if DL assignment has been indicated to the HARQ entity'

=>
Revision including proposal 1 with rewording suggested by Ericsson

=>
Offline discussion whether to include proposal 2 or merge the changes from R2-090536. Revision in R2-090713.

R2-090713
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occasion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090536
Clarification on HARQ sharing between C-RNTI and SPS-C-RNTI
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung support the proposed wording but the reason for change is unclear

-
ASUSTeK also agree that this makes behaviour clear.

-
Ericsson understood the previous text and wonders what is the advantage of the LG text. Nokia agree.

=>
Discussion offline (see R2-090495); finally CR R2-090536 was not agreed.
R2-090255
SPS in combination with TTI bundling
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Not treated following decision of main session
R2-090256
CR on SPS in combination with TTI bundling
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated following decision of main session

6.1.1.9
Other
TA maintenance

R2-090546
Handling uplink transmission timing
Samsung
Disc.

-
Ericsson indicate the document was available late and not checked with RAN1 colleagues. NSN agree.

=>
Email discussion of paper. Rapporteur Samsung (SK). Deadline Friday before submission deadline. See email discussion [64b: 11] in Annex H.
R2-090125
Clarification on Maintenance of Uplink Time Alignment
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

Proposal 1
-
Ericsson for issue 1 there is no need to expire the timer and asks why there is a problem to let it run. HTC think it was agreed the UE considers the uplink unsynchronised when PDCCH order is received. Ericsson think PDCCH order could be used to 'poll' when it is not necessarily out of sync.

-
Samsung think eNB has freedom to send PDCCH order regardless of sync status so nothing is broken.

-
DoCoMo also think there are cases where PDCCH order is sent when UE in sync and it should not expire the timer.

=>
Proposal 1 not agreed

Proposal 2

-
Ericsson agrees that it can happen that msg 3 buffer gets flushed but it is a rare case. HTC think it is HARQ buffer that gets flushed. Ericsson agreed it is HARQ buffer but still nothing is needed

-
HTC think it should be captured that when TAT expired the random access is failed. Ericsson think there is no need for this as the random access will be reattempted and so procedure will not fail.

=>
Proposal 2 not agreed

=>
CR not agreed 

R2-090257
When to start Time Alignment Timer
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Ericsson think that when eNB send TA Command then it is assumed the current timing is acceptable. So current behaviour is correct.

-
Ericsson clarify that if the UE had just gone out of sync when it receives the TA command then the adjustment in the TA Command is acceptable. Also there is no reason for UE to discard the current TA when TAT expires.

-
LG that even when TAT is not running DL reception is performed.

=>
Noted

R2-090258
CR on Time Alignment Timer
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090257
R2-090262
Correction to handling of TAT value
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think the TAT should not be restarted to avoid UE considering it is in sync when timer should have expired.

-
Samsung think clarification is needed. ASUSTeK agree.

-
Ericsson okay to clarify the new value is used from next time it is restarted (e.g. next TA MAC CE). LG think eNB will anyway give new TA value long before it expires.

-
HTC have input where it is proposed the new value applied next time it is restarted.

=>
Not agreed
MAC reset/reconfig

R2-090127
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration and MAC reset
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F.

Timer

-
Nokia need more time to consider

-
Samsung and LG think it is good to have same behaviour for all timers. LG think even if configuration is applied immediately then it is still unclear what to do with a timer

Short DRX

-
Samsung think this behaviour is already implied so change is not required. 

-
NSN think it is required to cope with deactivation of short DRX when timer is running.

-
LG think this has been discussed before and nothing is needed

Uplink/downlink SPS

-
Samsung agree with intent but think details do not need to be specified. Also SPS is not frequently reconfigured. 

-
NSN think what is written is obvious.

=>
CR not agreed.

=>
Email discussion to conclude how timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC. Focus on timer values likely to be reconfigured. Aim to produce CR for next meeting. Rapporteur Ericsson (Magnus). See email discussion [64b: 12] in Annex H.
R2-090208
Correction to MAC reset
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
HTC agree the intention. Propose to remove the editor's note. Ericsson clarify already removed by another paper.

-
LG ask why flush HARQ buffers is removed. Ericsson think this is covered by 5.2 (TAT expiry)

-
Interdigital suggest removing 'very'

=>
Agreed in principle

PDCCH order

R2-090392
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson ask if include in clause on random access initiation may be better.

=>
Revision with text moved to clause on random access. Revision in R2-090714.
R2-090714
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday

Local NACK

R2-090291
Local NACKing Optionality
Qualcomm Europe, Nokia, NSN
Disc.

-
Huawei think as it is optional is can just be kept

-
LG support the removal. HTC also. Ericsson also okay with removal.

=>
Agreed to remove local NACK
R2-090292
Local NACKing Optionality MAC CR
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090293
Local NACKing Optionality RLC CR
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
F

-
Also text in 4.3.2 should be removed

=>
Revision to also remove the part in 4.3.2. Revision in R2-090715 agreed in principle. 

R2-090163
Proposed CR to 36.321 on UE behaviour at CURRENT_TX_NB reaches maximum value
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Only first issue considered

-
Ericsson think the UE should also check for maximum number of transmission also when transmission are not generated.

-
Ericsson think it is not correct to move the check in to the " To generate a transmission, the HARQ process shall " branch. 

=>
Not agreed. 

=>
Confirmed that the check should be performed after increment of the counter and after any necessary transmission.

=>
A proposal can be brought to next meeting is if clarification is found to be necessary.
Error handling

R2-090443
Error Handling in MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

=>
Proposal agreed

R2-090271
MAC Error Handling
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Motorola has similar proposal. Differences are small.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090455
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
F
-
LG asked what happens is a not configured LCID is used. DOCOMO clarify this should be considered invalid, aligned with RLC

-
Ericsson concerned about discarding whole PDU, particularly for random access response. LG think it is always simpler to discard whole PDU.

-
NSN think random access response may be talking to UEs of different releases so exception may be needed for this. 

-
LG ask is reserved value if different from a reserved bit.

-
Ericsson UE should ignore reserved bits.

=>
Behaviour is agreed for 'dedicated' MAC PDUs - wording for 'dedicated' PDUs to be concluded offline (e.g. refer to RNTIs). Revision in R2-090717. 

=>
Behaviour for common MAC PDUs to be discussed next meeting.

R2-090717
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday

Other

R2-090206
Freeing of reserved RNTIs
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F.

-
CATT think the second change is an optimisation and may cause error cases. Ericsson think it is more a robustness issue to avoid false alarms. CATT think the error cases come from the RA-RNTIs and other RNTIs sharing the same space. Ericsson think in correct UE implementation should not be a problem

-
Samsung support 

-
NSN support and also suggest moving P-RNTI to be further from SI-RNTI. Ericsson agree

-
Nokia ask if there are problems with the sharing. Ericsson reply that eNB will never assign overlapping RA-RNTIs and C-RNTIs in same cell (i.e. C-RNTIs corresponding to the PRACHs configured in the cell can not be used)

=>
Agreed in principle

=>
Send LS to RAN1 attaching agreed in principle CR and asking RAN1 opinion on also moving the P-RNTI to be further from SI-RNTI. LS in R2-090718 (Ericsson) . Come back Friday

R2-090089
Various clarifications/corrections to TS36.321
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

-
Huawei support all the changes

-
Sunplus suggest for change 1 the note can just be removed as it is clear from the procedure.

-
DoCoMo think the note was referring to the case that non-adaptive retransmission were suspended by the ACK.

-
NSN explain the intent was to cover both measurement gap case and also the UE has a full buffer but an ACK feedback so the retransmission can not be sent.. Panasonic think these cases are clear in the procedure so note can be removed.

=>
Revision to remove RV in last sentence of the changed definition, and for change 1 to remove the entire note. Revision in R2-090719 agreed in principle

R2-090126
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Interdigital think multiplexing includes requesting RLC PDUs.

-
Ericsson think the proposal is verbose and abiguous. It is also similar to a previous Ericsson paper which was not agreed

-
NSN has no strong opinion for 5.3.3 but 5.4.3.2 conflicts with required in other parts of the spec.

-
LG think mux/demux is very clear so suggest voiding the empty sections.

-
Ericsson suggest 1 line sentence 'mux/demux according the MAC PDU definitions'

=>
Revision to include simple one line sentence as suggested by Ericsson. Revision in R2-090720. 

R2-090720
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR

-
Come back Friday
R2-090147
CR to 36.321 on Timer Definitions
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson prefer a more concise clarification.

=> CR not agreed.

=> R2-090248 to be used as a basis for a clarification of MAC timers
R2-090248
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson support the proposal. LG also

-
LG editorial comment (space missing) in first page.

-
CATT think reset is used (5.9 'stop and reset all timers')

-
ZTE think the note should be in a more general spec that would cover all specs. 

-
NSN ok with this CR.

-
Samsung ask if it is worth clarifying that stopping and starting always starts from initial values. LG think using current value would be 'continue'.

=>
Revision to remove 'and reset' from section 5.9, correct editorial, add to note 'timers are always started or restarted from 0/initial value' (to be finalised offline). Revision in R2-0980721. 

R2-090721
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday

R2-090318
Proposed CR on MAC Architecture Model
ETRI
CR
36.321
F

-
LG does not want to describe the UTRAN side MAC architecture

-
Samsung think it is useful but could also be in an Annex.

-
Ericsson think it is not essential, given the stage 2 and already having a function list

-
ETRI think it is useful for UE side.

-
LG think it is not necessary but RLC/PDCP do have it.

-
NSN prefer an informative annex. Panasonic also prefer an informative annex

=>
Agree to add UE side model - just figure without descriptions of functions.

=>
Use model from ETRI paper as baseline 

=>
Offline discussion until next meeting to finalise CR.

R2-090496
Adding MAC architecture
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090318
R2-090245
Editorial corrections to 36.321
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
changes in 3.1 and change 7 are covered elsewhere

-
Panasonic ask why there is a RACH transport channel. Ericsson agree not needed. 

=>
Change 8 and also similar change in 5.3.2.2.to be merged into an update MAC rapporteur's CR in R2-090722
The following 4 Tdocs were not treated:
R2-090327
Small corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F
R2-090388
Correction relating to BCCH Haerq
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Sunplus Mobile
CR
36.321
F

R2-090458
Correction for section 6.1.3.6
Motorola
CR
36.321
D

R2-090542
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.321
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

Late/not available

R2-090115
Clarification of transparent MAC behaviour for BCCH and PCCH
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

R2-090209
TTI vs subframe in MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

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
Other
Large SDUs

R2-090105
Supporting RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
Panasonic
Disc
-
Motorola prefer alt 2 and first change is also not required

-
Sunplus ask why it is necessary to capture in the spec. Panasonic clarified that SA2 informed that we are required to support larger than 2047 size SDUs.

-
Nokia have 3rd alternative.

-
LG agree with sunplus and consider it totally implementation. Nokia want to prevent false interpretation that SDUs>2037 required segmentation. DoCoMo agree with Nokia and think it should be specified to be at the end of the data field. Ericsson agree something that it is needed but it should be clear there is only one way to do it. CATT agree

-
Huawei, Qualcomm, think nothing is needed

-
LG think current spec requires length field for all PDUs/segements so it is not possible to have >2047 size PDUs/segments. Nokia point out a length is not included for the last data field. DoCoMo agree with Nokia

=>
One bullet "an RLC SDU or RLC SDU segment larger than 2047 octets can only be mapped to the end of the Data field " in 6.2.2.2. Revision in R2-090725 agreed in principle.

R2-090106
Supporting RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
Panasonic
CR
36.322
F

R2-090198
Proposed CR to clarify the handling of large SDUs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.322
F

-
not treated given the discussion of R2-090105.
Status reporting

R2-090213
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson
CR
36.322
F

-
Clarified that there is no intention to change behaviour

-
Motorola point out this would require an implementation where UE would have to store things rather than act immediately. Agree it is worth clarifying

-
LG agree the problem exists.

=>
Agree that the problem should be address

=>
Offline to conclude how to resolve. 

After offline

-
CR prepared in R2-090776
R2-090776
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson, Motorola
CR
36.322
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090343
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
F.

-
LG think current spec is clear other than changing 'further' to 'new'

-
Sunplus think change in 5.2.2.1 is not needed. Agree with intent of change in 5.2.2.3 but wording should be modified.

-
Ericsson support the CR as it is.

-
Samsung think change in 5.2.2.3 can have some side effect. Samsung agree it is not broken but inefficient

-
CATT think the change in 5.2.2.1 is just about generation of new transmission so should not refer to re-transmission. 

-
Panasonic support 1/3 and have no strong view on change 2

-
LG think it is changing the functionality. LG think there is no need to restrict to only set the poll on the last PDU

=>
Offline discussion (Motorola). Come back Friday


See R2-090827/R2-090829 on Friday in AI 8.2.
R2-090351
Correction of T_poll_retransmit expiry
CATT, ASUSTeK
CR
36.322
F

=>
To be considered in the offline discussion with R2-090343
=> CRs R2-090351 not agreed
R2-090497
Correction to last PDU polling trigger
Samsung
CR
36.322
F

-
DoCoMo ask if this is really an implementation issue. Samsung this transmission buffer and retransmission buffer is understood to be RLC buffer.

-
LG think setting poll bit doesn't have cost so not harm with current behaviour. 

-
Qualcomm agree with intent but think it should be left to implementation. Ericsson agree.

-
Nokia suggets a note saying that if 'PDCP PDUs are available for transmission then RLC buffer should not go empty'

=>
Confirmed that this is the expected behaviour but no need to capture in the spec as it is a UE implementation issue.

=>
CR not agreed.

R2-090498
UE behaviour when T_poll_retransmit expires
Samsung
CR
36.322
F

-
LG ask if all PDUs are acknowledge there is nothing in the buffer to retransmit. 
-
Qualcomm think it is related to the offline.

-
Ericsson this is independent from offline but it is only an optimisation. Samsung think the spec is broken as it requires UE to do something impossible.  Nokia think the situation never happens.

-
DoCoMo think it is functional change. If it were agreed it would be desirable to keep the old behaviour and permit the new behaviour as an option.

=>
Not agreed

Other

R2-090165
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Removal of RLC retransmission based on Local NACK
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090291
R2-090254
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
F

-
Ericsson think it was meant to relate to reordering so prefer to keep it.

-
Nokia is happy with CR but wonder if UM should be mentioned

=>
CR to be revised to correctly cover UM. Revision in R2-090726.
R2-090726
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090268
Correction to Delivery of PDU
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.322
F

-
CATT new sentence starting 'When the...' is not correct. LG agree with the comment and suggest adding extra case. Ericsson think this part of the CR is not needed and other parts are not really essential.

-
Samsung agree it is correct but think it is already clear. Samsung think it is useful.

-
Nokia think it is not needed.

=>
Revision to be prepared to included only the first change (i.e. new sentence not required). Revision in R2-090727 agreed in principle

R2-090269
Correction to Pending state
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.322
F

-
Motorola think there is a difference between 'pending' and 'considered'

-
Samsung think 'has not been considered'. Interdigital agree and suggest 'is currently considered'.

-
Ericsson think the CR changes behaviour.

-
LG think pending needs clarification.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090294
Clarification on SO, SOstart, and SOend fields
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Ericsson support 0 based. Motorola, Panasonic, DoCoMo, Nokia, CATT

-
Qualcomm think RAN5 is a major concern and multiple test cases have assumed this.

-
DoCoMo think it originally starting from 0 and changed last meeting

-
LG opposed to proposal 1 as it affects implementation

-
Ericsson think the decision last time was arbitrary and now there are some reasons.

=>
Agree proposal 1

R2-090295
CR on SO, SOstart, and SOend fields (0-based)
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
F

-
still some (i.e. numbering starts at 1) still exist

=>
Revision to remove the 'i.e.'. Revision in R2-090728 agreed in principle

R2-090296
CR on SO, SOstart, and SOend fields (1-based)
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
F

-
not treated following agreement of R2-090294
R2-090341
Miscellaneous corrections to RLC specification
Motorola
CR
36.322
F

-
CATT thinks in 5.1 there should be an initial value for VR(UX) set to zero.

-
LG think it doesn't matter what the initial value of VR(UX) is. It is set T-reordering is started and set to the CR(UX) is set relevant sequence number

=>
Agreed and also agreed to include merge in the change from R2-090450. Revision in R2-090729 agreed in principle. 

R2-090350
Correction of reassembling UM RLC SDUs
CATT
CR
36.322
F

-
LG think behaviour is not changed by this CR and not necessary

-
Nokia support the CR

-
Samsung think it is not needed. DoCoMo agree.

-
Samsung think the implementation can avoid the unnecessary operation.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090450
Correction in section 7.3
Motorola
CR
36.322
D

=>
Agreed to merge change into revision of R2-090341 (R2-090729)
Late/not available

R2-090505
Handling error condition in RLC
Samsung
CR
36.322
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
Other
R2-090164
Proposed CR to 36.323 on PDCP discard indication
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.323
F

-
Qualcomm ask if the behaviour is observable externally. LG think not observable

-
Ericsson think not impact behaviour only UE implementation. Motorola agree.

=>
Not agreed
R2-090200
Proposed CR with correction on PDCP function of maintaining SNs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
F

-
Ericsson think the 'also' could be removed. 

-
Qualcomm agree the intent and propos 2 sentences one form UM and AM. Ericsson also agree.

=>
Revision to remove rest of sentence after " maintenance of PDCP SNs ". Revision in R2-090777 agreed in principle

R2-090249
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.323
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.323
F

-
Motorola have input on direction and proposes to reference the SA3 spec. LG think we should reference the SA3 spec. ALU think no change is needed as SA3 will align to us.

-
eNB definition should be consistent across all spec. NSN confirm the correction definition is E-UTRAN node B so change is correct.

=>
Direction change is removed.

=>
Change in 4.3.2 is removed

=>
Revision with two changes above removed. Revision in R2-090778 agreed in principle.

R2-090447
Setting of the DIRECTION parameter
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

=>
Agreed and also agreed to merge in change from R2-090446. Revision in R2-090781 agreed in principle

R2-090339
Correction to data available for transmission after handover
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

-
Samsung have an input with same intent. 

=>
Not agreed
R2-090487
Corrections on BSR reporting and transmission/ retransmission after an Handover
Samsung
CR
36.323
F

-
Motorola agree with intent but it assumes there is always a PDCP status report.

-
Ericsson not clear that anything needs to be fixed.

-
Qualcomm think the cumulative retransmission should be captured but not about PDUs confirmed by lower layers.

-
Ericsson prefer the Motorola CR but not clear why the only is removed as it is needed for back to back handovers without data.

-
Nokia think neither CR is accurate but suggest some additional wording.

=>
Agreed that something is needed. Offline discussion to conclude how to word the final CR (based on Motorola or Samsung CR). Revision in R2-090779 (Motorola/Samsung). 

R2-090779
Correction to data available for transmission after handover
Motorola/Samsung
CR
36.323
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090353
Minor issues on PDCP
CATT
CR
36.323
F

-
Ericsson think the change in 5.5.3

=>
Change 1 changed to just say " Each RB (i.e. DRB and SRB, except for SRB0) is associated with one PDCP entity "

=>
Change 4 not needed

=> 
Revision to address the 2 bullets above. Revision in R2-090780 agreed in principle

R2-090354
Discussion on the PDCP PDU buffer
CATT
Disc

-
Ericsson think it is clear from the text in 4.5. Samsung agree with Ericsson and beyond that it is implementation. Interdigital agree and also PDCP may not immediately deliver PDUs to lower layers. 

-
Interdigital expect that there can be implementation delay between the steps of the procedure so current spec does not require immediate delivery. Ericsson agree.

=>
Noted

R2-090355
Proposed CR to 36.323 on the PDCP PDU buffer
CATT
CR
36.323
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090354
R2-090446
Clarification: separate and independent ciphering and integrity algorithms
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

=> 
Change to be included in revision of R2-090447 (R2-090781)
R2-090449
Triggering of the PDCP Status Report
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090249.
Late/not available

R2-090504
Data Available for transmission in PDCP
Samsung
CR
36.323
F

withdrawn
6.1.4
UE capabilities (36.306)
Note: This agenda item 6.1.4 was treated on Thu >17:00 in a joint LTE session, see therefore main report.
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
Other
L2 buffer sizes

R2-090214
Final values for L2 buffer sizes
Ericsson
CR
36.306
F

R2-090202
Proposed CR to confirm tentative L2 buffer sizes
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
F

L2 processing limitations

R2-090403
Limitations on PDCP/RLC SDU into MAC TB processing
NXP, STMicroelectronics, Infineon, Philips
Disc

R2-090290
Max number of MAC SDUs
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

R2-090215
L2 UE capability limitations
Ericsson, Nokia Corporation
Disc

R2-090499
Considerations on minimum number of PDCP SDUs per TTI
Samsung, ETRI, Marvel
Disc

Other

R2-090201
Proposed CR to remove the sections on MBMS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
F

R2-090453
Various Corrections
Motorola
CR
36.306
D

R2-090565
Proposed CR to update uplink transmit diversity (UE transmit antenna selection)
IPWireless
CR
36.306
F
R2-090483
Corrections on support of uplink transmit diversity
Samsung
CR
36.306
F

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.

R2-090236
Reception of Simultaneous Physical Channels in Downlink
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
?
6.1.5.2
Other

No contributions.
Come back on Friday
CRs:

R2-090713
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occasion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

R2-090714
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

R2-090717
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

R2-090720
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR

R2-090721
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

R2-090776
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson, Motorola
CR
36.322
F

R2-090726
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
F

R2-090785
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

R2-090779
Correction to data available for transmission after handover
Motorola/Samsung
CR

RRC TPs:

R2-090709
RRC TP on SPS implicit release values
Qualcomm
Issues:

R2-090694
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Original tdoc R2-090207
-
Discuss logical channels that can use T-C-RNTI on Friday with CP session, i.e. can msg4 sent with T-C-RNTI carry DCCH and DTCH as well as CCCH.

R2-090369
Consideration of DRX and SPS Alignment
Research In Motion Limited
Disc

-
Offline discussion (RIM) of proposal that "The UE only detects the UL and DL SPS activation/reconfiguration/release during a DRX On-duration. "

R2-090343
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
F

-
Offline discussion (Motorola)
Liaisons:

R2-090691
Draft LS to RAN1 on ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps
CATT

R2-090718
Draft LS to RAN1 on Changing P-RNTI value
Ericsson

R2-090786
Draft LS to RAN1 on ACK to UL SPS explicit release
RIM

Email discussions:

Email discussion on UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling (related to R2-090390). CR in R2-090724 can be discussed as part of this discussion. Rapporteur Sunplus. Deadline Friday before submission deadline.
See email discussion [64b: 10] in Annex H.
Email discussion on RAN1/RAN2 spec conflict re TA setting at random access (related to R2-090546). Rapporteur Samsung (SK). Deadline Friday before submission deadline.

See email discussion [64b: 11] in Annex H.
Email discussion to conclude how timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC (related to R2-090127). Focus on timer values likely to be reconfigured. Aim to produce CR for next meeting. Rapporteur Ericsson (Magnus). Deadline Friday before submission deadline.

See email discussion [64b: 12] in Annex H.
Email discussion on HARQ RTT Timer for ACK/NACK repetition in DRX for TDD (related to R2-090569). CR is contained in R2-090730. Rapporteur CMCC.

See email discussion [64b: 13] in Annex H.
Tdocs not allocated

R2-090788-795 not allocated

R2-090689, R2-090712, R2-090716 withdrawn

Annex B:
Report of LTE control plane session (AI 6.2)

For convenience the summary R2-090807 of the LTE control plane session (agenda item 6.2) is copied into this annex. 

Note: The report of this session was already agreed separately under agenda item 8.1.

Additional information is added in italic notes or indicated in red text.

6.2
Control plane

6.2.1
RRC (36.331)

6.2.1.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.

R2-090537:
E-UTRA RRC main issues
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Report
=> Noted
6.2.1.2
ASN.1 review

=> Including status reporting on ASN1 review activities [64_LTE_17] [Samsung]. 

CR’s correcting small errors found during the ASN.1 review can be submitted under this agenda item. CR’s on issues requiring more discussion should be submitted under their functional area below.

ASN.1 review outcome

R2-090169:
Report of ASN1 review [64_LTE_17]
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Report


related to email discussion

=>
Noted

R2-090172:
Review issue list of ASN.1 review [64_LTE_17]
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Report


related to email discussion

	Agreements:

1
It seems appropriate to also move P-Max to the section on Radio Resources (note that the IE is already included in RadioResourceConfigCommon)

2
It seems appropriate to also move AdditionalSpectrumEmission to the section on Radio Resources or Mobility control

3
It seems appropriate to also move CDMA2000-DedicatedInfo and CDMA2000-RAND to the section on Other

4
Resolve issue 169, 171 in accordance with the indicated approach.


=> 
Will be included in Rapporteurs CR

R2-090170:
Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications resulting from ASN.1 review [64_LTE_17] Rapporteur (Samsung)
CR
36.331
F

-
Some comments were already received which are mainly editorial.
-
One comment received concerned a mistake in the updated CR for the leaving condition, since the leaving is when one of the conditions is met and not only when both are no longer met.

-
Ericsson wonders why for the cqi-ReportingModeAperiodic the need is set to “OD” ? This is the mechanism to disable.

=>
Will see an update by Friday including comments received so far and potential of discussions.
How to continue:

-
In order to facilitate easy tracking of further updates by delegates all further changes should be highlighted.

- 
Update at the end of this meeting in R2-090732.

- 
How/when to include remaining issues that were agreed (“<TBD>”) ? Rapporteur will provide a version by the 23rd of January which should include all required changes, and updated review issue list.

-
Of course new issues can be brought to RAN2#65 by company contributions.

Withdrawn

R2-090525
On reporting the supported E-UTRAN bands by the UE
Nokia Corporation
Disc

R2-090530
Proposed CR on reporting the supported E-UTRAN bands by the UE
Nokia Corporation CR 36.331
F

R2-090510:
To add band indicator for UTRAN carrier
ZTE
CR
36.331
F
6.2.1.3
Connection control
Issues w.r.t. connection establishment/release, re-establishment, mobility or reconfiguration. 

Connection establishment

R2-090314:
Configuration failure in RRC establishment/re-establishment
ZTE
CR
36.331
F C
-
Panasonic assumes that a UE would ignore these messages if it cannot comply based on generic error handling. Samsung thinks this is not about not-supported extensions but about not being able to comply with a configuration signalled by the eNB.

-
Samsung indicates that we discussed before how much we want to specify UE behaviour for erroneous network configuration. At least then the assumption was connection establishment and re-establishment would signal a more basic configuration which should be no problem to be supported by UE’s. QC has the same understanding; so the UE behaviour is currently undefined for these cases.

-
If we would specify something, QC would prefer behaviour aligned with reconfiguration.

-
ZTE thinks their contribution shows these procedures have basically the same functionality as the reconfiguration procedure. Samsung thinks that having the same IE’s does not mean that the configuration can be equally complex (e.g. network does not have UE capability in connection setup case). ZTE thinks their proposal is the same as for reconfiguration failure without security activated.

-
QC wonders if there is a real problem with leaving the UE behaviour undefined ?

-
Panasonic thinks that when the UE cannot comply, one implementation would be that the UE ignores the message. Then we have timers that will bring the UE to IDLE.

-
Infineon thinks it would be cleaner to have behaviour when this case can happen. The ZTE proposals seem quite simple. Qasara agrees with Infineon.

-
Panasonic thinks we can leave it to UE implementation since it is network error. Nokia agrees with Panasonic/QC.  LG thinks having the existing timers is sufficient.

=>
Noted (not that much support); can allow one more meeting for offline lobbying.

R2-090274:
Removal of T302, T303, T305 Checking at Connection Establishment
CATT, CMCC, NTT DoCoMo
Disc

-
NSN wonders whether there is something wrong in the current specification ? Nothing is wrong, but CATT thinks the check is unnecessary. So the whole thing is UE internal modelling.

-
NSN thinks it is cleaner to keep the checking in AS so that the complete picture is in AS.

-
Ericsson agrees with NSN. Samsung has the same opinion and thinks we should keep the interface simple so no shared function.

=>
Noted
R2-090275:
CR to 36.331 on Removal of T302, T303, T305 Checking at Connection Establishment CATT, CMCC, NTT DoCoMo
CR
36.331
F

=>
Noted (related to previous document)
Connection re-establishment

R2-090095:
Clarification for UE based mobility behaviour during RRC connection re-establishment Panasonic Disc

=>
Updated in R2-090679
R2-090679:
Clarification for UE based mobility behaviour during RRC connection re-establishment Panasonic Disc

-
Nokia wonders if there is any point where we start reselection while in connected mode ? If not, is there any real change proposed in behaviour ? Panasonic thinks this is just for clarification.

-
Nokia thinks the behaviour in IDLE mode is already clear from 36.304. QC agrees

-
Samsung wonders if proposal 1 should not be captured separately ? Nokia thinks this is also clear since the UE is in RRC CONNECTED and does not perform reselection.

=>
Proposals are correct but assumed to already be sufficiently described in the spec

R2-090096:
CR for Clarification for UE based mobility behaviour during RRC connection re-establishment Panasonic
CR
36.331
F

=>
Noted (related to previous document)

R2-090516:
Deactivation, releasing or removal of unknown configuration
NTT DOCOMO
Disc

-
It was stated that it was clear that proposal 2 is the current behaviour.

-
QC wonders about proposal 2, why is the focus on the removal case and not the addition case. NTT DCM assumes there would be no problem for the addition case as long as the UE receives the same setup command.

-
Nokia thinks proposal 2 is in line with specified behaviour. But maybe we should clarify.

-
Panasonic sees no problem with the removal case, but the modifying something the UE does not have is a problem. NTT DCM clarifies they would do a new bearer setup. Panasonic wonders about delta signalling. 

-
Qasara indicates we have certain fields which are mandatory at setup but should not be present at modification. So the repeated message will cause a problem. ALU agrees. So if we have a problem we should make a more robust solution.

-
Qasara woud prefer solution 1.

-
Note that the assumption is that we would not have a prepared configuration in other eNB’s during a reconfiguration from the source eNB, so any RLF moving the UE to another eNB would lead to a transition to IDLE.

-
Samsung wonders whether we need something better for intra-eNB case: i.e. the eNB could always reject the re-establishment when he is not sure about the UE configuration.

-
There seem to be 2 solutions:


a) Do nothing (eNB should reject the re-establishment in case of doubt)


b) Including the TI (uses last 2 bits for re-establihsment)

-
For the DRB to release these seems to be no problem. However other cases would have to be checked carefully.

-
NTT DCM wonders about the measurement configuration. Qasara thinks at least 5.7.3. is not relevant.

-
ALU would prefer not to use the last 2 bits. ALU is open for other solutions up to the next meeting.

=>
Noted; can check whether solutions are possible which do not use the last 2 bits up to the next meeting, otherwise we stick to only having a).

R2-090130:
Clarification on cell barred in RRC connected mode
HTC Corporation CR 36.331
F

-
TMO thinks that a UE in connected mode does not check the barring status. UE is under network control.

=>
Noted
Radio Link failure detection
R2-090416:
RLF detection
Huawei
Disc

Proposal 2:
-
Ericsson would prefer to have smaller values, and not 50 and 100. Note that we have a long averaging period. Will take the NSN range from R2-090074

Proposal 3:

-
Nokia explains that they do not propose 20ms for N311 because the UE goes out of DRX. Ericsson thinks N311 could also be motivated to be smaller because you would like to get back insync asap

Proposal 4:

-
Motorola wonders what it really means. E.g. out of sync are continued to be counted after a long period of no indications ? Huawei confirms this is their intention i.e. we continue counting across gaps.

-
Motorola was assuming consecutive means without gaps in the middle. Nokia has the same understanding as Huawei is proposing.

-
Samsung’s understanding of UMTS (where the same phrasing is used) is that it is in line with Motorola’s understanding.

-
QC has the same understanding as Huawe/Nokia.

-
Nokia thought the same behaviour in UMTS was as Huawei is proposing. 

-
After offline discussions, the understanding is that the counter is not reset in case of gaps.  Ericsson thinks this is also the UTRAN solution. Motorola is fine as long as we do not optimise this further e.g. a max duration during which not to reset.
	Agreements:

Proposal 1: The editor note for T310 can be removed from TS 36.331.

Proposal 2: Define the value range of N311 to {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10}.

Proposal 3: Define the value range of N310 to {1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 10, 20 }.

Proposal 4: Add note to clarify the meaning of consecutive used for RLF detection.

Proposal 5: Unify the wording format of “out-of-sync” and “in-sync”.


R2-090414:
Corrections to RLF detection
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=> Should see update in R2-090735

R2-090735:
Corrections to RLF detection
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090074:
Value Range for N3XX
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
F

=> Noted without presentation Not treated
R2-090484:
Corrections on n310 and n311 value ranges
Samsung
CR
36.331
F

=> Noted without presentation Not treated
Release

R2-090276:
Indication of Dedicated Priority
CATT
CR
36.331
F

-
TMO wonders if the UE would not anyway follow the information broadcast in the target cell. CATT is addressing the case where dedicated priorities are present in the release message but not for the target cell e.g. indicated in the redirection info.

-
Nokia thinks even if we do not specify this, networks will do this. So Nokia sees no strong reason to clarify this.

-
NTT DCM wonders if we have any case of a UE with dedicated priorities camping on a cell for which it does not have a dedicated priorities ?  What should the UE do if there is no suitable cell on the frequencies for which the UE has priorities ? TMO assumes such cells would still be suitable. We only have a constraint that the UE should not measure on these frequencies.

-
According to TMO assumes that if the UE is camping on a cell for which it has no priority then it should consider this cell as the lowest priority.

-
Samsung wonders if there is really a realistic case.

-
QC thinks that cell selection might have to go to a carrier for which there is no priority. But is this also true for cell reselection ?

=>
Cell reselection should not reselect to carriers without a dedicated priority. Cell selection should consider all carriers and could end up at a carrier for which the UE has no dedicated priority.

-
CATT thinks we could specify that the UE removes all dedicated priorities before cell selection. TMO thinks this would seriously limit the applicability.

-
The CATT contribution solves the going to IDLE case, but not the case of a coverage hole. 

=>
If the UE, which is configured with dedicated priorities, ends up at a carrier due to cell selection for which it does not have a dedicated priority, it shall assume this carrier has the lowest priority (lower than any configurable priority).

-
QC thinks this should be captured in 36.304. TMO agrees. We should also have a similar change in UTRAN, and an LS to GERAN

=>
Will see CR for 36.304 in R2-090736 [CB CATT Frid]
=>
Will see LS in R2-090737

-
Should see a separate CR 36.331 for the renaming issue in R2-090738

R2-090738:
Indication of Dedicated Priority
CATT
CR
36.331
F

=> In principle agreed
R2-090067:
Capturing RRC behaviour regarding NAS local release
Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331
F

-
LG wonders why we barr at all for this case ? QC does not really remember. 

-
ALU wonders whether NAS specifications really indicate this ? QC indicates that for AKA failure, NAS spec indicates that the cell should be barred. But for other cases the NAS spec’s do not say this.

-
Huawei wonders if we should not work with cause values and RRC takes action depending on the cause value.

=>
We allow some more time for checking; QC made a document for explanation in R2-090766

R2-090766:
RRC behavior upon NAS release indication
-
Huawei wonders again if we should not have a cause value for the modelling ? Then we would have to change NAS spec. It would be just a local cause value. It would mean adding to cause value. QC thinks that the spec is sufficiently clear with their proposal.

-
Ericsson wonders what happens if we do not have the cause value ?

=>
In principle agreed
Security

R2-090065:
AS re-keying in case of inter-cell handover
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Huawei think this has been discussed, and decided we do not need to support rekeying for inter-cell cases. QC thinks what is new is the security requirement from SA3 and the DRX argument.

-
NTT DCM assumes the source-eNB will reject the context modification. NTT DCM indicates that RAN3 does also not support a response from the next eNB. NSN thinks the source could sent the context response message after the handover.

-
ALU agrees with Huawei. We have discussed the earlier and agreed we would not have this. ALU indicates that there is only 1 specific case for this key change on the fly so it is not very frequent. We should avoid new complexity.

-
NTT DCM agrees with ALU: nothing is broken with the current spec. It would be much simpler if SA3 removes this sentence in their specs.

=>
We will not support inter-cell key change, i.e. no possibility to change the parent key at an inter-cell handover.

R2-090514:
Security configuration
NTT DOCOMO
Disc

-
NTT DCM thinks now that KeyChangeIndicator in re-establishment is not needed. Note also that the eNB can detect whether the UE executed the security reconfiguration or not based on the MAC-I. So the detailed proposals are no longer proposed.

-
Focus is on the table

-
ZTE indicates that inter-cell handover should never indicate “changed” in the KeyChangeIndicator based on the previous discussion.
	Parameter
	SMC
	Inter-RAT HO
	Intra-LTE HO
	Re-establishment

	integrityProtAlgorithm
	MP
	MP
	OP (Need ON)
	N/A

	cipheringAlgorithm
	MP
	MP
	OP (Need ON)
	N/A

	keyChangeIndicator
	N/A
	N/A
	MP 
	N/A

	nextHopChainingCount
	N/A
	N/A
	MP
	MP

	nas-SecurityParamToEUTRA
	N/A
	MP
	N/A
	N/A


-
NSN wonders if it is really clear for the eNB whether the UE executed the security or not from the MAC-I ? QC thinks that a target eNB that has the old context and receives a re-establishment from a UE that executed the reconfiguration will just handle this UE as an unknown UE.

-
Ericsson wonders about the SMC and the need for a KeyChangeIndicator there ?  NSN thinks that immediately after Inter-RAT handover, the MME decides whether to use the cached or mapped key. We should support this possibility. ALU thinks that it is clear when the UE went to IDLE in the middle, NAS will synchronise the keys before the AS SMC is executed.

-
NSN wonders what happens if the MME did not receive the “NAS SMC complete” ? NTT DCM assumes the MME should not trigger the AS SMC yet. NSN wonders if CT1 has really agreed these restrictions. NSN thinks CT1 is still discussing e.g. how many contexts the UE needs to have. NSN thinks it is safer to have more message including this, making the system more robust. ALU thinks it does not make the system more robust. If we specify the eKSI, then we need to specify additional UE behaviour.

-
ALU thinks that if there is a mismatch in the eKSI, then we would have to specify the UE behaviour what it should do.

-
NTT DCM agrees with ALU. More error handling new issues like how many contexts to store in the UE.  

-
NSN thinks that having a 4 bit KeyChangeIndicator has more future proofness.

=>
Table above reflects current RAN2 agreement. Ofcourse if SA3/CT1 input is received in the next meeting on the contrary we can reconsider.
R2-090558
1-bit KeyChangeIndicator vs 4bit eKSI 
Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
=>
Noted; might revisit based on SA3 input.
R2-090399:
Security Clean up - Alt1
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F

=>
Should be aligned to above decisions, e.g. no eKSI but KeyChangeIndicator

=>
Should group the algorithms in one IE.

-
ALU wonders if the restructuring is really necessary ? Could this not have been done by some conditions ? NSN thinks the proposed structure makes the different cases more clear e.g. not having the mandatory parts for cases where they are not applicable.

-
Ericsson wonders if we should really move the keNB* ? Then the list of cell identities will have to be provided twice ?

=>
CATT prefers to keep the keNB* at the current location.

-
CATT would prefer to keep the current structure as long as we don’t have input from SA3.

=>
CATT thinks 5.3.1.2 is not changed by this document so can be removed.

=>
Will introduce a “reserved value” as first enum for integrityProtAlgorithm.
=>
Will see update CR in R2-090740
R2-090740:
Security Clean up - Alt1
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F

-
ZTE wonders if the Keu-eNB* should be optional in the key-eNodeB-Star since it is not needed for S1. NSN thinks the source could just always include it. The target eNB will know when to discard it. ZTE where this will be reflected ? It should be clear from 33.401. 

=>
In principle agreed
The following 3 Tdocs were not treated after discussions above:
R2-090400:
Security Clean up – Alt2
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F

=>
Noted without presentation based on the above discussion
R2-090420:
Security parameters in SecurityConfiguration
Huawei
Disc

=>
Noted without presentation based on the above discussion
R2-090425:
CR for security parameters in SecurityConfiguration
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
Noted without presentation based on the above discussion
R2-090112:
Reestablishment at acceptable cell for emergency call
Panasonic
Disc


=> Updated in R2-090734

R2-090734:
Reestablishment at acceptable cell for emergency call
Panasonic
Disc

Proposal 0:

-
NEC assumes that since you are not attached on an acceptable cell, CSFB is not applicable. For CSFB a combined attach needs to be executed.

-
TMO wonder how this works ? 

-
ALU assumes that for CSFB you need to initiate some message like service request. You cannot do this while in an acceptable cell.

-
NSN wonders if we talk about CSFB to 2G/3G (RRC reconfiguration) or CDMA2000 (RRC connection release) ? NSN thinks it is clear that CSFB to 2G/3G is not applicable because you need to have security first.

-
A UE should camp on CS-supporting RAT while in any cell camping state. Panasonic thinks this would anyway just be a temporary camping on LTE.

=>
A Rel-8 UE should never initiate an emergency call on an acceptable LTE cell.

=>
CSFB is not applicable in an acceptable cell.

-
NSN assumes anyway a Rel-8 LTE network would just reject a connection request with emergency cause. QC assumes this is only applicable for an acceptable cell, i.e. in a suitable cell a Rel-8 LTE eNB would accept an emergency call and apply CSFB. NSN agrees this is a network decision.

-
TMO wonders how the eNB knows. At least after the eNB gets the context the eNB could redirect.
-
Panasonic wonders if a CS supporting UE will never camp on an acceptable LTE cell ? E.g. if there is no CS supporting RAT around ? It seems to be clear that there is nothing the Rel-8 UE can do there.  NEC thinks according to the current spec the UE would camp eventhough it can do nothing.

Proposal 3

-
First question is whether the priorities are applicable in camped on any cell state ? TMO assumes at least common priorities are applicable. NTT DCM assumed that finding a suitable cell is the highest priority for the UE. NTT DCM was assuming that no other priorities were applicable.

-
QC wonders what if the CS supporting RAT is CDMA-2000.

=>
Priorities are not applicable in “any cell selection state”. The UE should try to find a suitable cell as highest priority. The UE does not apply cell reselection in this state. Note that this does not mean the UE discards the dedicated priorities.

=>
Question is on “camped in any cell state”: e.g. should the common priorities apply but not the dedicated  ? NEC points out that this is relevant for the UMTS/GERAN spec’s only.


-
NEC confirms we might have overlooked that there could be a contradiction between the priorities and the “no camping rule”. NEC sees this should be corrected. NEC prefers solution 2. Solution 1 cannot be used because it is based on the assumption that CSFB is possible.

-
Infineon thinks it is quite obvious that we would not apply the dedicated priorities. Also for common priorities it is not obvious that it is usefull to apply them.

	Agreements:

1) A Rel-8 UE should never initiate an emergency call on an acceptable LTE cell.

2) CSFB is not applicable in an acceptable cell.

3) FFS whether priorities/what priorities are applicable in “camped in any cell state”


=> 
Will see a CR for 36.304 for aspects 1) and 2) in R2-090742. Can see if offline progress on issue 3) is possible. [CB Frid]
R2-090069:
Activation of security
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F

-
The note was already updated in R2-090170.

=>
Noted


R2-090229:
Correction to Field description of keyChangeIndicator
Ericsson
CR
36.331
F

-
ALU indicates “associated” is present in several places. ALU wonders if this change is really needed ?

-
NTT DCM is fine with the proposal, but thinks it could be intergrated in the NSN security CR.

=>
Will be included in R2-090740

R2-090313:
To remove seuritymodefailure message
ZTE
CR
36.331
F C
-
Huawei thinks this is a very rare case. 

-
QC thinks that also in the proposed solution the man in the middle problem is not solved since the man in the middle can change the MAC-I.

-
Ericsson thinks it is to late for this type of changes. We probably also have to echo back the UL SN if we remove the response message.

-
Qasara thinks that anyway we have the reconfiguration response message.

-
Chairman/Ericsson think it is to late for this type of change. Nothing is broken in the current spec.

=>
Noted
Counter check

R2-090439:
Correction to Counter Check
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

-
Samsung thinks we should have normative behaviour, not a note.

=>
Noted

R2-090050:
Correction to the Counter Check procedure
Broadcom Corporation, Samsung
CR 36.331
F

-
Ericsson wonders what the UE signals if all the DRB’s pass the counter check ? It is possible to have zero entries in the response.
=>
In principle agreed
Other

R2-090515:
Intra-cell handover at bearer establishment
NTT DOCOMO
Disc

-
Panasonic wonders if the intra-cell can be combined with NAS message establishing NAS bearer, the handover complete will assume that the NAS message is delivered. However if the handover complete cannot be delivered, also the NAS message needs to be reverted ? NTT DCM assumes so.

-
QC wonders why this problem is specific to intra-cell handover ? Note that we only have reverting in the handover case.

-
NSN wonders what the consequence is if we do not allow this ? NTT DCM assumes that then the first reconfiguration might not result in an optimal confguration for the new bearer and a second reconfiguration is required.

-
Ericsson wonders how often this is really required to be used ? E.g. Ericsson assumes that in many cases we do not need to reconfigure DRX at RB establishment. So Ericsson is not sure this is very important. CATT agrees with Ericsson that in many cases a strict sync is not needed.

=>
Noted (no support)
R2-090523:
NAS Dedicated Information Size
NEC
CR
36.331
F

=>
Updated in R2-090668

R2-090668:
NAS Dedicated Information Size
NEC
CR
36.331
F

-
ALU was wondering why the first version was indicating a much higher number ? NEC clarifies they made a mistake because the quoted length concerned a NASlist rather than a NASmessage.

-
ALU thinks the figure in the CT1 LS was just tentative. If we want a size we should wait until after the next CT1 meaning.

-
QC wonders how much bits we gain by this ? Qasara clarified that unbounded will result in 3 bit less overhead if the size < 128B, and gain 6 bits additional overhead if 128< size <16384. This assuming a 1024B potential limit.
-
ZTE thinks that at least theoretically 11*max size would be larger than the 8KB we agreed yesterday.

-
NSN would prefer not to set a limit based on a non-definite limit

-
NEC thinks from an implementation point of view it would be good to have the limits.

=>
Will not agree on a limit now. Could do some offline lobbying and if clear opinion can revisit at next meeting.

R2-090113:
Need code for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon in HO command
Panasonic
Disc

=> 
Revised before presentation in R2-090566

R2-090566
Need code for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon in HO command
Panasonic
Disc
-
Note that although there is a short time of ConfigCommon misalignment, the UE will not use the sounding RS since it is disabled.

-
Samsung wonders if nothing goes wrong if the UE has the wrong common SRS-ConfigCommon in relation to the UL PUSCH transmission ? Question is whether the UE takes into account the SRS-ConfigCommon even its SRS is disabled ?

-
CATT thinks the common config is only 9 bits.

-
Ericsson wonders if parts of the control region are also allocated for sounding ?

-
Panasonic agrees with the concerning of Samsung and the UE has to be aware of the commonConfig in target cell. So the parameter should be “OD”. Ericsson is hesitant to add 9 bits.

=>
Offline discussion report R2-090768

R2-090768:
Report of offline discussion on need code for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon in HO command
-
Motorola thinks likely the sounding configuration is different across cells. So they think option 1  is ok. If you don’t signal it it means the UE does not have it for a short duration of time. Panasonic checked that you need to have the SoundingRS-ConfigCommon in order to have the PUSCH working.

-
If we have need ON and a disable, it means 2 bits overhead for 9 bits.

-
Ericsson repeats that handover command is size critical.

-
Main options seems to be 


a) Need OD


b) Need ON + setup/release

-
Can think about it ones more. Choice between a) and b) seems mainly drive by how often you think neighbouring cells have the same configuration.

-
Nokia thinks typically the configuration is the same.

=>
Will tentatively agree on option B and see CR for that in R2-090769 [CB Frid]
R2-090173:
Radio resource configuration related issues
Samsung
CR
36.331
F

Section 2.1:

-
QC has no concern on the philosophy but thinks some rewording might be needed on the text (for the remaining sentence). Some offline is allowed.

=>
Agree on the philosophy but can still discuss detailed wording

Section 2.2:

=>
Proposals are agreed

Section 3.1


Proposal 1: 


-  QC wonders if we have a case of “disable” without releasing the configuration ? Samsung thinks in all these cases we do release the configuration.


=> Agreed


Proposal 2:


-   QC wonders why we change again ?  Samsung has no strong opinion but this is the last moment in time we can do this. NSN has a slight preference to change to OR. CATT supports this change.


=> Agreed


Proposal 3:


-   QC thinks suspend/resume was deliberately chosen since activate/deactivate could lead implementers to think you throw away some configuration. NSN prefer suspend/resume. NSN thinks we also use this in 3G. Huawei would prefer to keep suspend/resume. Ericsson thinks suspend/resume is clearer


=> Not agreed


Proposal 4:


-  Samsung clarifies that the handover message can configure measurement gaps, but still the SFN might be required before actually being able to apply the measurement gaps. NTT DCM confirms this view. The statements related to deactivation at handover only applies to gaps configure before the handover


=>  Agreed

How to handle ?

=>
Rapporteur thinks it is difficult to handle this separately. Will be included in ASN.1 rapporteur CR provided by the end of this meeting (R2-090732)

R2-090426:
TTT value range
Huawei
Disc

-
Ericsson thinks the motivation for 800/200 is a bit unclear. E.g. 512 could be used.  So Ericsson would like to remove 200, 800, and introduce 512, 1024.

-
Nokia thinks keeping 100ms is better since many simulation assumptions used 50ms

-
Nokia would like to check the removing of the 200ms

=>
We remove 200 (to be confirmed), 800 from the proposal. Keep 100ms. And add 512 in addition.
R2-090427:
Correction of TTT value range
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
Will see updated CR in R2-090743
R2-090743:
Correction of TTT value range
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090477:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on barred time - 300s vs max 300s
LG Electronics Inc.
CR 36.331
F

=> revised in R2-090547

R2-090547:
Proposed CR to 36.331 Barred time at local release
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331
F
-
Qasara wonders whether this paper should not also add the Tbarred in SIB1 ? LG is proposing this in R2-090548

-
QC wonders if this proposal means you have to signal theTbarred even if the cell is not barred ? If so it seems better to have a proposal in which we only signal the timer when the cell is barred.

-
Nokia thinks Tbarred does not need to be configurable. TMO agrees.

=>
Not agreed (no support)

R2-090139:
Modification to range of LogicalChannelIdentity for DRB
Potevio
CR
36.331
F

- 
ALU indicates this was discussed before and we decided to keep it as it is. Ericsson shares this view: we agreed to support max 8 DRB’s.

-
QC wonders whether then the maxDRB is wrong ? Ericsson clarifies we also discussed this and decided to leave it aligned with the NAS specs.

=>
Noted (small inconsistency is conscious decision)

R2-090415:
Corrections to Connected mode mobility
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed

R2-090160:
Clarification of SRB0
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

=> 
Noted (can look at CR in R2-090161)

R2-090161:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Clarification of SRB0
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

-
Nokia thinks the CR does not change any real behaviour. Nokia does not think the changes are really needed (SRB0 release is not handled that explicitly).

-
Also QC thinks this CR is not really essential

-
Ericsson has the same opinion.

=>
Noted (nothing broken in current text)

R2-090171:
Clarification for SMC and RRC Connection Reconfiguration as parallel procedures
Nortel
C 36.331
F

-
QC thinks there is already a note in the PDCP specification addressing this.

-
Samsung thinks in 5.3.1.1 this is already quite clear. Nortel thinks the current text is not sufficient.

-
NSN thinks current specification is sufficiently clear. QC thinks nothing is needed in addition. Only the security activation is specific and already addressed in PDCP.

-
Huawei thinks it would be good to clarify this. Ericsson sees no reason for a clarification. 

-
CATT indicates that anyway we might have to say something in 11.2

=>
We agree that it is an allowed case to multiplex SMC and reconfiguration in one TTI as indicated here, but specification is considered sufficiently clear on this already.

=>
Not agreed (might have something special in 11.2. if there are separate performance requirements)

R2-090411:
CR for discussion on field name for common and dedicated IE
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

-
CATT supports this proposal.

-
Panasonic thinks this document covers everything from R2-090107

=>
CR is in principle agreed

R2-090412:
Discussion on field name for common and dedicated IE
Huawei
Disc

=>
Noted (already covered)

R2-090107:
Correction to UE actions upon PUCCH/ SRS release request
Panasonic
CR
? 

=>
Noted (already covered by R2-090411)

R2-090136:
Clarification to sending RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message
Potevio
CR 36.331 F

- 
Panasonic thinks we should have 1 behaviour for the procedure and not destinghuish different cases. Ericsson agrees with this view. NSN also agrees.

=>
Not agreed
Not available/Too late/withdrawn

R2-090076
References of ciphering and integrity protection algorithms
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
F

R2-090078
High, Medium and Low priority capability signaling in 36.331
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
B
R2-090079
Discussion paper on High, Medium and Low priority capability signaling in 36.331
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm Europe
Disc

R2-090174
CR on Release Connection for Active UE perform CSG Manual Selection
Panasonic
CR 36.331
F

R2-090221
Use of SameRefSignalsInNeighbor parameter
Ericsson
CR
36.331
F

R2-090430
CR to 36.331 on choice introduction  for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon
Huawei
CR 36.331 F

=> Withdrawn
R2-090432
Choice introduction  for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon
Huawei
Disc

=>
Withdrawn
6.2.1.4
Measurements
Including measurements for SON-ANR

TTT in DRX

R2-090063:
Time To Trigger handling in case of DRX
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F

-
Ericsson would prefer to only have 1 behaviour so either on timer expiry or on next on-duration.  QC sees no strong relation with the on-duration which is DRX not DTX. So the only reason to allow delay is related to UE measurement performance.

-
Nokia wonders whether we should really mandate one measurement sample after TTT. Will this not delay the reporting ? IDT has the same concern. Motorola agrees.

-
Samsung wonders what we need to meet TTT ? At least two samples that are TTT apart ? Nokia thinks that for connected mode there is no such requirement yet. Given that we do not specify when the UE takes the measurement samples, it seems complex to mandate the UE to take a sample.

-
NTT DCM is fine with the QC proposal and thinks it is inline with RAN4 status. However we could check offline. This for both aspects (additional sample + freedom to sent report).

Open:


a) Require additional sample after TTT


b) Have freedom to trigger report immediately or at next on duration

Require additional sample after TTT

-
QC thinks that if we do not mandate the measurement sample after TTT, then QC would like to freedom in reporting.

-
Samsung thinks we should have more time to check the RAN4 status.

-
Ericsson thinks triggering on TTT expiry was already excluded in RAN4. QC would like to understand why.

=>
Noted (wait for RAN4 status; might come back) [CB Frid]
R2-090075:
DRX and TTT handling
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
F

-
When the RAN4 stuation becomes more clear, we should also select the cases where some freedom in reporting would potentially be allowed.
=>
Noted (wait for RAN4); please discuss offline
What cases should be addressed ?


- event triggered reporting 
ok ?


- first periodic report

?


- next periodic report
?


- expiry of T321

?


- leaving condition

ok ?

SON

R2-090068:
Report CGI before T321 expiry and UE null reporting
Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331
F

Changes to 5.5.4.1:

-
The triggering part is already covered by R2-090170.

-
Ericsson assumes also an update should be made to 7.3 ?

-
Only thing missing in ASN1 CR seems to be the stopping of the timer when you sent a report before T321 expiry when you have collected all information.

=>
ASN.1 rapporteur should add stopping T321 timer in case of early report, and make corresponding change to 7.3

Changes to 5.5.5.:

-
Panasonic think we should have at least have the mandatory parameters then we can sent the report. If you do not have all mandatory parameters you should not include the GCI. This seems to be quite obvious: you only include the IE’s that you can “fill”.

=>
Should indicate “if at least the global cell id is obtained, include the GCI IE”

=>
Will see updated CR for change in 5.5.5. in R2-090746

R2-090746:
Report CGI before T321 expiry and UE null reporting
Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331
F

-
Expiry on expiry in 7.3 will be added by ASN.1 rapporteur.

=>
Indentation of the bullet 4> is incorrect

=>
With this one editorial change the CR is in principle agreed in R2-090770
R2-090464:
UE actions related to T321
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F Disc
=>
Noted (can be discussed offline as part of R2-090746)
R2-090465:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on UE actions related to T321
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331
F

=>
Noted (can be discussed offline as part of R2-090746)

R2-090073:
Maximum search time for inter-RAT cells in case of reportStrongestCellsForSON
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
C

-
T321 issue is already covered by previous documents.

-
Huawei wonders what happens if there is no neighbouring cell. Then the UE will continue cell search for a long time. So why not specify that the UE performs one cell search ?

-
Main reason why Nokia is proposing a long value is that it might take quite some time for a UE to find these cells. Nokia is fine as long as there is a limit.

-
Huawei thought this was an “on-demand” measurement i.e. UE tries once. Then there is no need for a timer.

=>
ReportStrongestCell for SON is not applicable to GERAN

=>
Second problem seems to be how this works with the first report which is sent when “some results are available” ? Maybe NOTE1 in 5.5.4.1 needs some updating

-
Would it not be equally good to have a network release the measurement ? Samsung wonders how we handle GERAN ? We don’t have MeasforSON for GERAN, so there anyway the network needs to stop explicitly ?

-
QC points out that these measurements require measurement gaps. So a network would not leave these gaps for no reason.

=>
Not agreed (no support)

R2-090519:
S-measure handling for reportCGI
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.331
F

-
NTT DCM indicates that probably this should also apply to “reportStrongestCellsforSON”.

-
QC/Huawei think was already agreed before.  Ericsson supports the proposal

-
NTT DCM wonders if this only a signalling optimisation, since if you set a lower s-measure, the UE would also perform other measurements.

-
Nokia thinks the network could disable other measurement if that is really a problem.

-
ReportStrongestCell for SON should use normal measurement gaps. So Nokia would prefer to use the s-measure normally.

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090316:
Clarification on  measResult IE
ZTE
CR
36.331
F

-
LG supports the proposal

-
Chairman wonders if there is really a problem to report it for this case. Why not report the cell quality also for that case ?

-
Nokia wonders why not sent the cell quality also for that case ? 

-
Samsung thinks this has been discussed in the past and then we did not see a reason to do something special.

-
Nokia thinks it is easier to keep it as it is (optionality increases complexity).

-
NTT DCM is fine with the current specification.

=>
Not agreed
Other

R2-090513:
L3 filtering for path loss measurements
NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331 F
-
The default in 9.2.4. is e.g. used for RACH access before receiving any dedicated configuration.

=>
CR is in principle agreed
R2-090064:
Layer 3 filtering in case of DRX
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F

-
Motorola thinks the network can always turn off the L3 filtering. So is this really needed ? QC points out that the DRX situation is dynamic. Nokia wonders what the problem is with the filtering ? It does not delay the reporting since it does not delay the time when samples are taken into account. Nokia assumes some more discussion with RAN4 would be required. QC would avoid taking old samples into account which would delay the reporting in case of a sudden change.

-
Ericsson wonders about intermediate states (UE going in /out of DRX): when does the UE apply/not apply filtering. QC agrees this is quite complex but thinks this is a result of the RAN4 agreements.

-
Ericsson thinks using low values in general could solve this. They would try to avoid to make the UE “trigger happy”.

-
Nokia thinks we should see simulation results that there is a problem before taking any action, and preferably first discussed in RAN4. 

=>
Not agreed
R2-090520:
Measurement configuration clean up
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.331
F

-
Panasonic is happy about the cleanup.

-
Panasonic wonder if for E-UTRAN we can use the default fc4 for the quantity configuration. For other RAT’s this seems required. Chairman thinks that even if we have a default in the ASN.1 still it needs to be sent.

-
Samsung notices that we now talk about “update to the signalled value”. 

-
ZTE wonders about “reset the TTT” ? Does that mean it is started ? Why not stop ? NTT DCM thinks since the measurement id is removed there is no TTT running anymore. So no real problem.

-
Samsung indicates that “reset” is probably better suitable for the “associated information”.

-
NTT DCM assumes there is no large conflict with the ASN.1 rapporteur CR. NTT DCM assumes that all changes to the rapporteur CR’s 5.5.2 and 5.5.3 can be undone. Rapporteur will check and if everything covered remove these changes in these sections from the ASN1 review CR

=>
In principle agreed.
R2-090424:
Clarification regarding the measurement reporting procedure
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090485:
Corrections on s-Measure
Samsung
CR
36.331
F

-
QC wonders if we should talk about “disable” or e.g. “release” ?

-
Ericsson wonders if we need a disable ? We could just set the lowest value ? Huawei points out that the procedure text has an “if s-measure is included”.

=>
CR is agreed in principle

R2-090512:
Correction on CDMA measurement result IE
Samsung
CR
36.331
F

-
Huawei thinks the pilotphase & strength is only for 1x. So some updating is needed.

-
NSN agrees with Huawei. PilotPnPhase is applicable for SRVCC (so item 2 should not be done)

=>
Can see update in R2-090747

R2-090747:
Correction on CDMA measurement result IE
Samsung
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090531:
Alignment of measurement quantities for UTRA
NTT DOCOMO, CATT
CR
36.331
F

-
Samsung wonders for the UTRA case we have the option of reporting both RSCP and Ec/N0 ? Currently it is only one of the two.

=>
CR is in principle agreed
R2-090277:
Clarification of Measurement Reporting
CATT
CR
36.331
F

Proposal 1:

-
CATT thinks it would be good to list this for UL transmissions.

=>
Agreed

Proposal 2:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3:

-
Nokia thinks the wording should be improved (UE does not know if a measurement is for ICIC). 

-
Samsung wonders whether the note is really needed. There are also other cases e.g. where we did not manage to get the GCI.

=>
Not agreed

=>
Will see update CR including proposal 1 & 2 in R2-090748

R2-090748:
Clarification of Measurement Reporting
CATT
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed
R2-090315:
Clarification on measurement procedure related to T321
ZTE
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated (Already covered by earlier discussions.)

R2-090468:
Removal of cellIndex from IEs used for listing cells
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F Disc
Proposal 1:

-
Panasonic thinks the cellIndex cannot be removed. E.g. the cellstoRemove list is also based on cellIndex.

-
QC thinks cellIndex allows replacement without removal.

-
ZTE wonders what you do with cells with the same cellIdentity on different frequencies. Would be another object.

-
Ericsson thinks we have a working solution and this solution reduces the number of bits e.g. in case of replacements so no reason to change. QC/Panasonic agrees.

=>
Not agreed

Proposal 2:

-
LG points out that cellIndex is a bit confusing.

=>
Not agree (no support)

Proposal 3:

=> Not discussed since related to proposal 1.

=> Noted
R2-090469:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Removal of cellIndex from IEs used for listing cells
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated without presentation (related to previous document)

R2-090470:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Simplification of MeasGapConfig
LG Electronics Inc.
CR 36.331
F

-
Almost all changes are taken into account already by ASN1 rapporteur CR except for the renumbering.

=>
ASN.1 rapporteur is asked to also include the renumbering of the gap patterns. CR will be merged into R2-090732.
R2-090471:
Correction on Quantity Configuration
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F Disc
Proposal 1:

-
NTT DCM indicates that we agreed yesterday that the quanity config should always be present. This is covered in the NTT DCM CR so no need for this.

=>
Noted

Proposal 2:

=>
Noted (already covered by NTT DCM CR)

Proposal 3:

-
Samsung indicates this was discussed when this was introduced. Network can configure all RAT’s initially and then there is no problem.

=>
Not needed

Proposal 4:

-
Nokia thinks it is a bit more clearer.

=>
Proposal 4 will be included by ASN.1 rapporteur.

R2-090472:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Correction on Quantity Configuration
LG Electronics Inc.
CR

=>
Not treated (covered by discussion on previous document)

R2-090428:
Clarification of inter-f/RAT measurement during handover
Huawei
Disc

=>
Not treated (already covered in previous discussions)
R2-090429:
Correction of inter-fRAT measurement during handover
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated (already covered in previous discussions)
R2-090466:
On the removal of the entry within the VarMeasurementReports
LG Electronics Inc.
CR 36.331
F Disc
- 
Panasonic assumes we need no change.

-
It was clarified that we stop reporting at report-amount also for event based reporting, but keep the entry in the VarMeasurementReports in order to prevent that the report is immediately triggered again by the same cell.

-
Samsung clarifies that the periodic report timers is only restarted  when you have not reached reportAmount for both periodic and event based reporting.

=>
Noted: report amount is used for both event and periodic. No change seems needed.

R2-090467:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Removal of the entry within the VarMeasurementReports
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated (already covered)
R2-090473:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Removal of applicable cell concept for CGI reporting
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

-
QC wonders what is broken with the current specification ? Huawei thinks it is correct that applicable cell is not used for CGI. However the change is incorrect ?

-
Nokia thinks there is no big problem with the current text and it is quite nice to keep the consistency.

=>
Not agreed
6.2.1.5
Broadcast

Including System information, MBMS and ETWS.
UL/DL BW spares

R2-090223:
The behaviour of Rel-8 UE when one of the two spare values is received for dl-Bandwidt Ericsson Disc

=>
Noted
R2-090397:
Spare values in DL and UL Bandwidth in MIB and SIB2
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F
-
Ericsson thinks that if we define the spares, we still have all mechanisms as provided by the existing values. So it should only offer more possibilities ? NSN agrees but thinks these additional possibilities do not seem needed. i.e. makes the extension mechanism more complex.

-
NSN assumes that when the UE receives the value anyway: ASN.1 violation, Generic error handing, ignore message so “essential system information missing”. So a UE will not camp on this cell.

-
Motorola wonders if we could use the codepoints in the future (DL BW) ? NSN thinks for Rel-8 UE the codepoint is lost. You could use it in later releases and rely on the generic error handling by the Rel-8 UE’s.

-
Ericsson wonders why UL and DL are handled differently ? NSN has no strong opinion. They thought that anyway for the UL there seems to be this behaviour.

=>
Noted
R2-090346:
Forward Compatability of DL Bandwidth and UL Bandwidth
Motorola
Disc



=>
Noted
R2-090394:
DL Bandwidth spares
Huawei
?

=>
Noted
R2-090518:
Spare value handling for DL and UL bandwidth
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.331
F

-
Ericsson wonders why it is important to know even/odd ? NTT DCM clarifies that the SCH/P-BCH is on the centre 6 or 7 RB’s.

-
Motorola wonders why 15Mhz is reasonable value ? NTT DCM assumes that BW’s are extended in the future. However NTT DCM is also fine with 5Mhz.

=>
Not agreed
Options:

A) Specify defaults [8]


A1: 20 & 5 (DL)


A2: 5 & 5 (DL)


A3: 20 & 15/5 (DL)

B) Not define default [9]


B1:
remove spares for DL and provoke ASN1 error. Usage results in “essential info missing”



and thus barring the cell


B2:
keep the DL spares but indicate that in Rel-8 they should be interpreted as “essential info 
missing”

Discussion:

-
NSN thinks if we would define defaults, it seems like a lottery. Ericsson agrees that the future it is not very clear but we know that we will increase BW. Ericsson thinks we also have 2 clear examples (8 and 20)

-
Ericsson thinks we could have a bit in MIB/SIB1/SIB2 indicating that Rel-8 UE’s should go away. Why did we remove the “reserved for future use” then ?

-
Qasara thinks barring with a spare seems a simple solution. Qasara thinks that the existing BW could be used for backward compatibility in future releases with different BW’s. So such a cell would broadcast 2 BW’s.

-
Huawei thinks it would be a lottery.

=>
Only usage for default seems to be that we have Rel-8 UE’s working with a different BW than Rel-9 UE’s in the same cell. The proposals that prefer default would reduce the additional bits to be added with 1 bit since the spares could handle 2 new values for a Rel-9 UE. 

-
Huawei thinks that a future release could indicate the BW in a later SIB. QC thinks this would burden future releases. Huawei sees no big drawback.

-
Motorola clarifies that a lot of the common channel structure depends on the BW. So if the UE has the wrong BW and no precautions are taken, there is not much the UE can do.

-
CATT thinks if we define values, it might be a burden for RAN1.

-
NTT DCM thinks we could introduce extended barring IE’s so that a Rel-8 UE’s cannot access the cell (barred) but Rel-9 UE’s are still allowed.

-
Vdf wonders if it would not be better to set the value to the lowest value ?  Ericsson thinks this would reduce the scheduling possibilities to quite a small area.

=>
After offline discussion:


-
Two possibilities for DL BW:
a) Rel-8 go away







b) new BW (save 1 bit)


-
There are other possiblities to make the UE move away (e.g. SCH change)


-
Potential compromise could be removing the spares.


=>
Remove both spares for the DL

For the UL:

-
CATT points out that for TDD the UL BW will never be sent ? This is the RAN2 understanding.

-
Ericsson would be fine to remove the spare also for UL. Motorola agrees.

=>
Remove both spares for UL as well.

=>
Will see update of R2-090397 in R2-090749

R2-090749:
Spare values in DL and UL Bandwidth in MIB and SIB2
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
F
=>
In principle agreed

The following 4 Tdocs were not treated:
R2-090401:
UE behaviour when a spare value is received for dl-Bandwidth
Ericsson
CR 36.331 F

=>
Noted without presentation
R2-090349:
CR for Forward Compatability of DL Bandwidth and UL Bandwidth - Option 1
Motorola CR 36.331


F

=>
Noted without presentation
R2-090352:
CR for Forward Compatability of DL Bandwidth and UL Bandwidth - Option 2
Motorola CR 36.331 F

=>
Noted without presentation
R2-090386:
DL Bandwidth Spares
Huawei
CR
36.331
F
=>
Noted without presentation
Essential info missing

R2-090102:
Clarification for essential SIB missing
Panasonic
Disc
-
Qasara wonder what the value is of the word “assumes” ? Samsung clarifies it was already removed.

-
Should update the sentence to:

1>
the UE is unable to acquire the MasterInformationBlock, the SystemInformationBlockType1 or the SystemInformationBlockType2
=>
ASN.1 rapporteur is asked to update the sentence as indicated above
R2-090103:
CR on Clarification for essential SIB missing
Panasonic
CR
36.331

 F

=> Not treated without presentation (already covered)
R2-090480:
Proposed CR to 36.331 Removal of network action in essential system information missing section
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

=> Not treated without presentation (already covered)
Other

R2-090109:
Issues in handling optional IE upon absence in GERAN NCL
Panasonic
Disc

-
QC wonders if 36.304 should explain actions on absence ? Panasonic thinks 304 already defines behaviour when priority is not set. So no change to 304.

=>
Intention is agreed
R2-090110:
Issues in handling optional IE upon absence in GERAN NCL
Panasonic
CR 36.331 F

-
QC woud like to have the field description indicate that the behaviour on absence is specified in 304. 

-
Vdf wonders if this could not be addressed by putting these frequencies in a different group ? CATT thinks the Panasonic proposal brings more consistency across RAT’s.

-
Samsung thinks that since there are 2 IE’s, you cannot solve it with a specific order.

=>
CR is in principle agreed.

R2-090203:
Correction to sib-MappingInfo in SIB1
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR 36.331
F

-
Samsung agrees that the generic error handling does not address the case of a list. In UMTS we had generic error handling for a list. We could e.g. indicate that we discard that element from the list.

-
It is a bit unclear how this SIB extension would be handled by generic error handling ? I.e. is it a mandatory IE with an unknown value, or an unknown protocol extension. Should check if the generic error handling is sufficiently clear.

-
Samsung thinks the sentence should be a bit more clear. The UE should act on all information except this mapping option. Can have some offline activity to improve the text

=>
Will see update in R2-090750 [CB Frid]
R2-090116:
Neighbour cell TDD configuration for inter-frequency cases
Qualcomm Europe
Disc
-
QC proposes to add this aspect to the LS we sent to RAN4.

-
Samsung wonders what synchronous means in this case ? DL timing sync ? Yes: the same requirement as for TDD intra-freq. Samsug wonders if there is any gain: anyway the UE would have to obtain the DL timing from SCH. CATT has the same understanding as Samsung.

-
QC wonders if the timing is obtained for measurement purposes only (i.e. even without mobility to the cell). Samsung thinks so: the cell search procedure will result in identifying the cell and make the UE aware of the cell timing.

-
QC agrees that it is difficult to define “all cells on the carrier”. What does that really mean ?

-
QC’s main concern was related to the frame timing but that does not seem relevant anymore.

=>
Noted

R2-090405:
Correction of Need tags in System Information Block Type 8
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
F

=> Updated in R2-090677


R2-090677:
Correction of Need tags in System Information Block Type 8
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
F

-
Huawei agrees some clarification is needed, but thinks a different clarification might be better. The indicated parameters are mainly for the single-receiver (system time/window). So they think the field description could indicate the parameters are mandatory for a single receiver.

-
NSN thinks the problem is related to OD and stopping the “associated functionality”. ALU sees no problem with that. ALU thinks change of the field description is sufficient.

-
Motorola suggests “depending on UE capability, mobility to CDMA might not be possible without this information” in the field description.

-
Samsung wonder if the problem that OD means discontinuing NAS functionality. NSN is fine with either way of clarifying.

=>
Will add some clarification in the field description related to these two fields. Detailed wording can be discussed offline. Other changes seem ok.

=>
Will see update in R2-090751

R2-090751:
Correction of Need tags in System Information Block Type 8
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed

R2-090232:
Acquisition of SI-messages in TDD
IPWireless
Disc
=> Updated before presentation in R2-090564
R2-090564:
Acquisition of SI-messages in TDD
IPWireless
Disc

-
Motorola indicates the SI-window length can be up to 40ms. Motorola thinks this should be sufficient for TDD. QC agrees with this view. RAN1 indicate that we will need 20/40ms windows to allow for 8 retransmissions.

-
IPW thinks using longer windows is possible but introduces some restrictions for TDD systems.

-
Ericsson thinks as long as we use a value of a multiple of 10ms, we have the same effective window size of all SI-messages.

=>
Noted (no support)

R2-090233:
CR on Acquisition of SI-messages in TDD
IPWireless
CR
36.331
F C
=>
Not agreed (same topic as previous document)

R2-090060:
CR to 36.331-UE Actions on Receiving Paging Message
Vodafone
CR
36.331
F

-
Vdf wonders e.g. in the current text if both indications are present, does the UE read immediately, and again after the modification period ?

-
Huawei points out that the text proposal includes the case of receiving both indicators twice.

-
Ericsson thinks current text is fine. The branches are not excluding each other. Motorola agrees. Also note that this is an extremely rare case.

-
LG thinks current text is fine.

-
Samsung wonders if we also acquire SIB10/11 if we read system scheduling information. So then it would be sufficiently to only sent the system-change indication.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090062:
CR to 36.331-NAS information in System Information
Vodafone
CR
36.331
F

=>
Removal is agreed; shall be included in the ASN.1 rapporteur CR (R2-090732).

R2-090072:
System Information and 3 hour validity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331  F

-
TMO wonders how many hours of standby we gain if we accept this. Nokia is not concerned about power consumption but about unnecessary reading.

-
Panasonic assumes this is “may” behaviour ? Nokia agrees.

-
Huawei wonders if this also applies to ETWS ? Nokia has a separate paper on this.

-
Qasara wondes what is meant by “continuously” or “without interruption” ? Nokia clarifies that what is meant that the UE has followed the system information changes without the possibility to miss any change indication in a modification period. So e.g. if the UE looses service for a short time, this would already cause the UE to reread.

-
Infineon wonders if the UE needs to monitor continuously ? Is it not enough to reread the value tag just before the 3 hour timer expires ? If it is still the same the UE does not need to read the SI-messages ? Nokia agrees this is also a valid approach.

-
Main concern from Nokia is that RAN5 does not specify a stupid test case that the UE reads SI every 3 hours eventhough it has continuously monitored SI-change paging information.

-
Motorola is ok with the intention but think some rewording is needed.

=>
Will try offline to capture this aspect. Will see updated text proposal in R2-090752

R2-090752:
System Information and 3 hour validity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331  F

-
Qasara wonders about the part that are 24 hours valid ? There is another CR that adds this “unless explicitly specified otherwise”.

-
Ericsson wonders if this requires the system to wrap around the value tag in the same order ? Nokia thinks it does not impact that.

-
Samsung wonders if “checked” is sufficient clear. Samsung proposes rephrasing to “since it successfully confirmed its validity”.

=>
Intention is still agreed but will do one more attempt to improve the text in R2-090771 [CB Frid]
R2-090501:
Restriction on Modification Period
Fujitsu
CR
36.331
F

-
QC thinks this is a network error case and think no UE behaviour should be specified. 

-
Panasonic thinks there might be a possibility to extend the SFN in the future. So maybe it is good to define this behaviour for Rel-8 UE’s.

-
Ericsson thinks we have discussed this already and decided to leave this.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090548:
Proposed CR to 36.331 Addition of t-barred in SIB1
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331
F
=>
Not treated (already covered)

R2-090311:
Clarification on system information update
ZTE
CR
36.331
F

-
Nokia thinks the current specification does not disallow this behaviour. So does the added not give any additional information ?

-
QC assumes that on first entry of the cell, the UE anyway needs to obtain the system information. If this is a returning entry, then the UE anyway needs to check the value tag. So when does the scenario happen that ZTE is describing ?

-
ZTE thinks about the case where the UE enters the cell and read the value tag and it is not change, but the UE is not able to read paging information indicating to the UE that the system value tag will be changed.

-
Note that even a UE in IDLE mode can check any paging for the system information change notification, so the time that he cannot check in the current modification period when entering is very small.

-
Ericsson thinks it is sufficient with the current text.

=>
Not agreed (already sufficiently clear)

R2-090317:
Redundant signaling overhead on MSAP
ZTE
CR
36.331
F

=>
Updated in R2-090733
R2-090733:
Redundant signaling overhead on MSAP
ZTE
CR
36.331
F

-
NSN understands that the main gain of the proposal is to limit signalling. However NSN assumes that there will always be at most 1 24-bitmap.

-
Also NSN wonders how proposal 2 would be enforced ? Could be captured in future access link specifications.

-
Motorola wonders whether proposal 1 means that in different overlapping MBSFN areas you only have 1 subframe allocation ? ZTE confirms. Motorola thinks this is not a reasonable restriction. ZTE thinks that still multiple patterns could be configured, but the only restriction is that the have the same subframe pattern.

-
The proposal seems to allow only 3 subframes allocation to MBSFN every 40ms. This is only valid for R2-090317.

-
Ericsson thinks anyway the allocation is to restrictive: Ericsson thinks having only 1 bitmap is to limited. Ericsson thinks the gain is very limited.

-
NSN wonders if there would not be cases where we want a fourframe allocation for relay and a 1 frame allocation for MBSFN.

-
QC thinks combinig all allocations in one allocation is not always best solution, since sometimes the UE might only want to target one allocation.

=>
Not agreed (very limited support)
ETWS: Paging reception in connected mode

R2-090406:
Paging reception for ETWS capable UEs in RRC_CONNECTED
Huawei
Disc

=> 
Noted

R2-090356:
Monitoring of Paging for ETWS indications in Connected Mode
Motorola
Disc
-
Qasara wonders what happens when SIB10 is not broadcast, the scheduling information is not present. So the UE only knows the delta after having seen SIB10 ? Motorola clarifies an ETWS network would always broadcast the sib10maxperiodicity.

Discussion:

-
Panasonic prefers option2 from the Motorola proposal since it has no new behaviour. They are also fine with option3.

-
NTT DCM wonders whether option3 is the current behaviour or anything in addition ? Motorola assumes no additional behaviour if the UE already reads the paging sufficiently frequent.

-
NTT DCM strongly prefers option1. They think battery consumption is not an issue since it is very likely that there is a paging occasion close to the on-duration. Furthermore it is always better if the indication is faster than 4s. IDT support this view. Huawei agrees. Ericsson also prefers option 1.

-
Motorola wonders if the 4s requirement is not a strict requirement that will be tested ?  NTT DCM thinks the 4s is a requirement but it is always better to be faster. Motorola thinks also in option 2 you can be faster. Motorola wonders what about a 2.56 paging cycle ? You might not be able to meet the 4s delay.

-
Is there not a drawback that an ETWS UE will always do this, even if in a non-ETWS network ? So far not seen as a very serious drawback

=>
Go for option 1.

R2-090407:
CR to paging reception for ETWS capable UEs in RRC_CONNECTED
Huawei
CR 36.331 F

-
Panasonic wonders whether the UE is still allowed to omit receiving paging in the same modification period if it received one succesfull paging ? So it seems this is not applicable for an ETWS UE.

-
QC thinks maybe this requirement should be placed with the other system information change paging checking.

=>
Offline activity to see if the text proposal can be improved in R2-090753 [CB Frid]
R2-090357:
CR for Monitoring of Paging for ETWS indications in Connected Mode
Motorola
CR 36.331 F

=>
Not agreed
ETWS: Other

R2-090094:
Remaining issues on ETWS mechanism
Panasonic
Disc
Proposal 1:

-
QC wonders what the intention is ? E.g. will this be reflected in the specification. QC agrees with this proposal but thinks it is erroneous network implementation. 

-
LG thinks this should be captured in the specification. When you receives ETWS indication, it will start to listen to ETWS immediately. 

-
Is it clear that the UE shall flush the SIB1 buffer every 80ms ? 

-
Samsung thinks it is clear from 5.2.1.2

-
Ericsson thinks it is quite clear but is not against a clarification. Could add a constraint on the network

-
ZTE thinks it is clear.

=>
Proposal is correct but assumed already sufficiently clear.

Proposal 2:

-
Samsung wonders why we would add an additional UE requirement ?  Panasonic is thinking about the case of separate paging for SIB10 and SIB11.

-
Other case is when no SI-message is received in window.

=>
This are considered smart implementation aspects: not need to specify in more detail.

Proposal 3:

-
Samsung points out that so far we have nothing specified that the UE on receiving a second notification in the same modification period should not start acquisition from scratch.

-
QC wonders if this is specific to ETWS ? It seems also possible for other SI-messages ? Samsung thinks for the other cases there should be no paging in the next modification period when the UE start acquiring the SI-messages.

-
Panasonic agrees this can also be considered implementation issue.

=>
Not agreed.

=>
Noted

R2-090235:
Avoiding Frequent Reception of ETWS SIB
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

=>
Updated in R2-090744, CR in R2-090745

R2-090745:
Avoiding Frequent Reception of ETWS SIB
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

-
LG clarifies that they assume when all segments of the SIB11 are received, the UE stops acquiring additional segments even if it sees additional ETWS notifications.

-
NSN wonders if this is a frequent occurrence ?

-
Samsung thinks this is not testeable.

-
QC wonders if it is in general clear whether the UE does not monitor paging when trying to acquire system information ?  LG thinks the UE shall start from scratch. Ericsson thinks the UE has to monitor paging. However should not be a problem for the typical case because we first page during a modification period and then we have a modification period for obtaining the SIB’s.

-
Note that even for ETWS, although the UE will reread SIB1 on a next paging, he will not discard the collected segments so far unless there is a change of message. LG thinks that when all segments are collected, the UE will forward the segments to higher layers and then the UE will start again. Samsung thinks we don’t discard currently when we forward.

-
Motorola wonders if there is no UE power concern if this ETWS paging is done for e.g. 1 hour. NTT DCM thinks this is a very infrequent event so it should be no problem. Also the paging is not repeated for a very long time, but only during some initial period.

=>
Not agreed (no support).
R2-090744:
Avoiding Frequent Reception of ETWS SIB
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F Disc
=>
Noted (same issue)
R2-090092:
Validity of ETWS notification
Panasonic
Disc
Proposal 1:

=>
Everybody agrees with this assumption but should check with CT1.

Proposal 2:

=>
We agreed before that the duplicate detection at AS will only work intra-RAT.

Proposal 3:

=>
Already agreed to sent LS and proposal 1&2 above should be included (R2-090573)

Proposal 4/5:

-
QC wonders how the security information would be handled in this case ? Is the security related to a UE subscription and UE should only read ETWS in home-PLMN ?

-
What about the case that security is not used ?

=>
Can ask SA3 how the security works and whether it is usefull for a UE to receive ETWS e.g. outside the home-PLMN or on an acceptable cell ? 

=>
Sent separate LS to SA3/SA1/CT1 on how this is supposed to work in R2-090754
R2-090093:
CR on Validity of ETWS notification
Panasonic
CR
36.331
F

=>
Noted (related to previous discussion)

R2-090535:
Validity time for ETWS message Id and Sequence No
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-
Qasara wonders whether the SN/MsgId is common or separate for SIB10/11 ? NSN assumes separate

-
An alternative would be to only specify a number per SIB, and not have a time. Qasara thinks that if you change PLMN, anyway we have to specify how long you store the entries from the previous PLMN.

-
QC thinks the 3 hours is quite fine.

-
NTT DCM wonders why not a “shall” requirement ? NSN would like to avoid a test case.

=>
The UE should store the entries per PLMN for SIB10 & SIB11 for 3 hours.
=>
Will see CR in R2-090756 also including the conclusions from R2-090422 [CB Frid]
R2-090061:
CR to 36.331-UE Actions on Receiving SIB11
Vodafone
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed

R2-090066:
Reception of ETWS secondary notification
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F

-
LG wonders how this works in inter-eNB case ? NTT DCM agrees that this can only be applicable within one cell. NTT DCM thinks this is already clear in 5.2.2.4.

-
Samsung thinks it would be better to reflect this as a network constraint in the SIB11 section

=>
Will see updated CR which clarifies this but only within the scope of a cell in R2-090755 [CB Frid]
R2-090422:
Receiving window for ETWS message duplicate detection
Huawei
Disc

-
NSN understands the proposal as the UE checking up to at least 4 stored values when receiving Msg-Id/SN.

-
NSN thinks maybe a lower number than 4 would be sufficient ?

-
Qasara wonders if we need a restriction on the number of PLMN’s the UE should store the list for ? Huawei thinks this can be left to implementation

-
Samsung wonders if the number is a “should” ? 

-
NTT DCM thinks maybe a lower number is better since it allows the network to re-use the same number again.

=>
It should be clear that the number is a “shall” requirement, and the time a “should” requirement.

=>
So overall requirement for identity storing for duplicate detecting is that the UE should store  during 3 hours per PLMN per SIB for 2 entries.

R2-090234:
Validity of ETWS SIB
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

=>
CR is in principle agreed
CSG: PCI range validity

R2-090329:
Disc doc for CSG related items in 36.331
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
Motorola wonders why we talk about future releases. TMO has the same concern. QC is also fine with specifying e.g. “if the IE is present in a cell which has the CSG-indicator not set, the UE shall ignore the CSG identity”.

-
Motorola thinks hydbrid/open access is Rel-9, so why do we not remove the CSG-indicator. Vdf thinks this was discussed in the last meeting and then we agreed on the currently solution and indicated this to other groups.

-
NTT DCM would also like to remove the CSG-indicator. For hybrid access in Rel-9, you could a different CSG identity (i.e. first CSG-Id absent so Rel-8 UE thinks not hybrid cell, and second CSG Id present for Rel-9 UE’s). NSN supports the NTT DCM view.

-
Vdf want the Rel-9 eNB not to cause problems to Rel-8 UE’s. Vdf does not like to use different CSG id’s for hybrid and closed cells. Vdf is not happy this is discussed again. TIM would also like to stick to the previous agreement.

-
Panasonic thinks that since we have currently no clear id on the functionality, Panasonic would prefer to remove the indicator. 

-
IDT would prefer to keep the bit. Samsung prefers to keep this bit.

-
TMO is fine both ways. Huawei would like to keep the previous agreement.

-
Ericsson thinks is enough to remove the “otherwise the IE is absent”. 

=>
We remove the “otherwise the IE is absent”

Proposal 2:

-
QC thinks this is obvious because otherwise a CSG only carrier cannot use all id’s.  Motorola thinks an easier solution might be conditional presence for mixed carriers.

=>
Agreed but already included in rapporteur CR.

Proposal 3:

-
Rapporteur thinks this is handled in the rapporteur CR.

-
Motorola thinks the proposal in R2-090170 might not be complete (e.g. carrier frequency).

=>  Text in R2-090170 related to proposals 2 & 3 from R2-090329 should be removed

=>
Will see update of R2-090328 in CR format addressing proposal 1 from R2-090329 but with agreed changes, addressing proposal 2 from R2-090329 and addressing proposal 3 from R2-090329 but in the field description like proposed in R2-090358, with additions related to the frequency and 3 hours not valid if otherwise specified.

=>
Clarify the range is valid for the primary PLMN only

=>
Should be clear that it is optional for the UE to use this information.

=>
Should clarify in 36.331 what the primary PLMN is (e.g. in SIB1 field description)

=>
We will see update of CR R2-090328 in R2-090757

R2-090757:
Disc doc for CSG related items in 36.331
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

=>
Vdf would like to keep the value 84 as well in the range. Can still keep 2 spares

-
TMO thinks the text about “no UE requirements” is not needed. QC agrees it is unusual to have this type of text. Nokia thinks the sentence can be removed as long as there is no explicitly formulated UE requirement on rcept.

=>
Remove the sentence

-
Nokia thinks this “last received” should be clarified. 

=>
Can remove the “If absent, the last”. So “The received csg applies if ….”

=>
Field description of PciRange should be updated

=>
Will see an update in R2-090806 [CB Frid]
R2-090358:
CSG PCI Range Validity
Motorola
Disc

-
QC thinks the frequency aspect is missing. Motorola agrees. 

-
Samsung thinks we should also remove the general 3 hours: we need a disclaimer that the 3 hours is only valid unless something else is specified.

-
Qasara wonders if we could have a multiple-PLMN home-eNB ? So mapping would be valid for all PLMN’s the Home-eNB belongs to. Huawei assumed that it would only be valid to the primary PLMN. QC prefers “primary PLMN”

=>
Conclusions from this document included in R2-090329 output (see R2-090757)
R2-090328:
CR for CSG related items in 36.331
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F

=>
Noted (already covered) Was revised in R2-090757
R2-090451:
CR for CSG-PCI-range
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated (already covered)
R2-090361:
CR for CSG PCI Range Validity
Motorola
CR
36.331
F

=> Not treated (already covered)
CSG: Other

R2-090517:
Removal of CSG indication
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated (already covered)

R2-090545:
Correction on csg-Indication
Samsung
CR
36.331
F
-
TMO thinks we never agreed open/closed ? Is it consistent with the UMTS approach ? TMO further thinks this is editorial.

-
Assen thinks this is what we agreed for Rel-8 without using “open” “closed”

-
Nokia thinks this does not need to be explicitly indicated. Nokia thinks the current text is sufficient. In 36.304 we can have a small clarification that the UE only checks the CSG identity if the CSG-indication is set to true.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090452:
CR for HNB Name
Huawei
CR
36.331
F
-
TMO wonders if it should be CSGname instead of homeNBname ? Huawei is ok to keep it as it is for now. Anyway it is clear that “id” is no longer used so the change is ok for now.

-
NTT DCM wonders why we need the optionality bit ? Huawei thinks about future extensions.

-
Huawei thinks that only when the user has given a name, SIB9 has to be sent. Otherwise the CSG cell does not need to include a name.

=>
The name should follow ASN.1 conventions

=>
Some textual updates to 5.2.2.16, e.g. merge in one line

=>
Need code should be “OR” ?

=>
Instead of “if present” we should say “if included”

-
NSN wonders if now a CSG cell could not broadcast a HomeNB name. QC thinks e.g. if we change the length of the name, the first IE should be optional. You would have to include 2 names for Rel-8 UE support, but then you do not need to make it optional. Motorola thinks we could keep it mandatory.

=>
Will see update based on above comments in R2-090758 [CB Frid]
R2-090462:
Additional delivery of NAS system information
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F Disc
-
TMO wonders what a non-CSG UE would do with the csg-identity ?  At least the UE should not camp on such a cell ? TMO thinks the CSG list is given to the AS, and from then on the NAS is no longer involved. CSG identities are only provided at manual search.

-
TMO wonders why all PLMN’s should be given to higher layers. Should only be given when requested by NAS for PLMN search.

-
ASN.1 rapporteur indicates the same comment was made in the ASN.1 review and forwarding PLMN’s was included in R2-090170. TMO assumes that NAS does not expect to get this information continuously. Nokia agrees.

=>
Noted. PLMN forwarding should also be removed from ASN.1 rapporteur CR R2-090170

R2-090463:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Additional delivery of NAS system information
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331
F

=>
Noted (already discussed)

R2-090669:
PCI range coding NSN
-
Samsung cannot remember anything about rangeSense from the LS ?

-
NSN indicates that this is the coding in GERAN. TMO wonders if this is already agreed or presented recently in GERAN ? NSN thinks it is agreed already. Huawei assumes it is clearer to specify the values directly.

-
Ericsson thinks the rangesense is not needed and only the new values should be included

-
TMO wonders if we add these values, is 20/25 still needed ? QC indicates only 1 spare is remaining given that we also have 504.

-
QC proposes to remove close-by values, and have a result which still has 2 or 3 spares.

-
TMO wonders if this is aligned with UTRAN ?  Should make sure the same values are introduced in UTRAN

=>
Result of offline exercise will be included in R2-090757

R2-090656:
CR to TS 36.331 on definition of P-Max
-
Nokia assumes that there will be a change in 36.304. TMO has separate CR.

=>
CATT thinks we should also add a reference for this Pumax to 36.101.

=>
Can have some offline discussion on the detailed wording
=>
Will see update in R2-090760 [CB Frid]
Not available/Too late/withdrawn

R2-090456:
CR for Qoffsetcsg (36.331)
Huawei
CR
36.331
F


=> withdrawn

R2-090365
Measurement Bandwidth
Motorola
CR
36.331
F

6.2.1.6
Inter-RAT Mobility
Contributions discussing Inter-RAT mobility (procedures, signalling, security, ….) should be submitted under this agenda item.

HO to EUTRAN: Resource signalling
R2-090081:
HO to EUTRA and delta configuration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR 36.331
F

-
Although expressing some concerns during the ASN.1 review, Panasonic is now ok with the proposal.

=>
Condition for the mobilityControlnfo seems no longer correct for the intra-LTE case. Can indicate mandatory at inter-RAT handover and intra-LTE handover, otherwise not applicable.

-
Nokia assumes that physicalConfigDedicated is now “ON” for all cases since there is a default configuration already in all cases.

=>
Cover page should be update to reflect this part

=>
Corresponding changes should be removed in the ASN.1 rapporteur CR i.e. changes to “Misc” condition.

-
Samsung points out that there was a discussion in the ASN.1 review whether e.g. also inclusion of RadioResourceConfigDedicated should be conditional because some of its subIE’s are conditional. For the moment rapporteur proposes not to do this.

=>
Will see update in R2-090762

R2-090762:
HO to EUTRA and delta configuration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR 36.331
F

=>
In the RRCConnectionReconfguration, 2 conditions can be merged

=>
Last condition in RRCConnectionReconfiguration seems incorrect. We only have the MobilityControl in handovers.

=>
Align HO to handover in condition table

=>
Will see update in R2-090772 [CB Frid]
R2-090220:
Default configuration at inter-RAT HO to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated (already covered)
Other

R2-090097:
Timers and constants values used during handover to E-UTRA
Panasonic
Disc

-
Huawei wonders for how long this would really be a problem ? It would e.g. required at least 200ms for the L1 to produce any information ?

-
QC thinks the UE could wait for SIB2 before starting the re-establishment ? UE would not delay the handover.

-
Nokia thinks the time that the UE does not have these parameters should be very short. So maybe we can live without specifying this ?

-
NTT DCM thinks the Panasonic proposal is probably quite sensible. Radio link quality could go down before the UE can receive SIB2.

-
CATT wonders if we go this way, what values does the UE use immediately after the intra-LTE handover ? Panasonic assumes the values configured at that point in time (i.e. no change to the current operation).

-
Samsung wonders why not the same approach for intra-LTE. Panasonic sees no problem with using the values from the previous cell. Ericsson agrees with Panasonic.

-
Ericsson thinks one could argue that we already have this “essential information missing” case. However Ericsson is fine with default values, but we should not make the values optional in SIB2.

-
QC/Motorola think this is self correcting: UE cannot read SIB2 and would consider the cell barred. Note that this behaviour is only specified for when T311 is running.

-
Could be specified in procedure description of inter-RAT handover or in section 9.

-
Ericsson thinks we can agree easily on values because they are only used temporarily. Value can be discussed offline.

=>
We agree with principle, and will see CR proposal in R2-090763 [CB Frid]
R2-090098:
CR for Timers and constants values used during handover to E-UTRA
Panasonic
CR 36.331
F

=>
Noted (already covered)

R2-090230:
Removing activation of ciphering
Ericsson
CR
36.331
F

-
ALU supports this change.

-
Ericsson thinks SA3 has agreed that the NULL algorithm is not agreed. NSN thought you can use for ciphering, but not for integrity. ALU agrees. However still the text does not add anything.

-
Samsung thought the text was there to clarify we always activate security from the start.

-
Ericsson is ok to keep the text, but then we should also list integrity protection. 

-
Ericsson thinks we should never activate ciphering, because it would already be running in the source RAT.  Is it really so that ciphering is already activated in GERAN/UTRAN before having the handover ? ALU thinks maybe the situation for GERAN might be different.

=>
Postponed Noted (can think more about this)

R2-090278:
Clarifications on Mobility from E-UTRAN to GERAN with CCO
CATT
CR
36.331
F

-
TMO supports this view but thinks an update of the figure is not essential. It is anyway optional from ASN.1 already. Nokia has the same comment. 

=>
Change will be included in the ASN.1 rapporteur CR (R2-090732)

R2-090398:
Inter-RAT Security Clarification
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331 F

-
HTC thinks in the interRAT handover to EUTRA this IE is mandatory. So no need to check the presence. 

=>
NTT DCM thinks the change should not be made to 5.3.5.4 but in the inter-RAT section, and before the keys are derived.

-
nas-SecurityParameterFromEUTRA is RAT specific (e.g. does not exist for CDMA). Maybe this should be clarified. Samsung assumes then the IE should be conditional IE. NTT DCM thinks this is already handled by the security CR from NSN based on the Monday discussion. NSN clarifies that this aspect is not handled there. (only addresses mobility to EUTRA)/

=>
Inclusion of the IE nas-SecurityParamFromEUTRA should be conditional based on RAT type in the ASN.1.

=>
Will see update in R2-090764 [CB Frid]
R2-090129:
Clarification on security configuration for inter RAT handover to E-UTRA
HTC Corporation CR 36.331
F

=>
Not treated (already covered by previous discussions)

R2-090408:
CR to 36.331 on consistent naming of 1xRTT identifiers
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
Vdf thinks there are more cases.

-
ASN.1 rapporteur indicates we have also agreed to move the RAT types to the end of the names. ASN.1 rapporteur notes that already some renamings are done.

=>
Please check if there is conflicts with ASN.1 rapporteur CR

=>
Will see update in R2-090765 [CB Frid]
6.2.1.7
AS container handling

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64_LTE_12] on improvements to inter-node-AS signalling [NEC]

Email disc: Inter-Node AS signalling
R2-090521:
Email discussion summary [64_LTE_12] Inter-Node AS Signaling
NEC
Report

-
Samsung wonders what the general scope is of the section. E.g. the measurement configuration is part of AS configuration but not covered. So is the intention to only have parts where there is a condition ?

-
Ericsson thinks the intention is to capture the presence of all optional IE’s. The measurement configuration seems to be forgotten.

=>
Noted

R2-090522:
Inter-Node AS Signalling
NEC
CR
36.331
F

=>
Updated in R2-090667

R2-090667:
Inter-Node AS Signalling
NEC
CR
36.331
F

=>
NSN indicates that the table for SecurityConfiguration is no longer needed due to R2-090740 since the IE’s are mandatory. Ericsson agrees.

=>
Measurement is missing


=>
Have to check if the table is still correct after all the ASN1 changes from this meeting

=>
NEC will try to provide an updated CR which can then be used as input of the email discussion in R2-090773 [CB Frid]
=>
NEC will provide an update table to the next meeting [Email NEC]

See email discussion [64b: 8] in Annex H.
Other

R2-090224:
Removal of Inter-RAT message
Ericsson
CR
36.331
F

-
We have already removed the InterNode-message

-
NSN is fine with the CR

-
NEC thinks the motivation is a bit confusing.

-
NEC wonders where the container is specified. 

-
Ericsson indicates that if we go this way, 36.413 will refer to the containers (e.g. targetRNC to sourceRNC or targetBSS to sourceBSS…). Then we have to define directly to the corresponding GERAN/UTRAN radio message.

=>
CR is in principle agreed
6.2.1.8
Other

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64_LTE_13] on UE RRC processing times [QC]

Email Disc: Processing delay

R2-090070:
Email discussion summary on [64_LTE_13] RRC processing delay
Qualcomm Europe Report


related to email discussion [64_LTE_13]

-
It was asked why the delay between the UL grant and the connection setup complete is not reflected in the analysis ? Indeed maybe the delay analysis is not completely correct (miss 3ms)

-
TMO thinks we should meet the 100ms requirement. TMO also shares the concerns of NTT DCM and CMCC.

=> 
Noted
R2-090071:
RRC processing delay
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
F

=>
QC thinks maybe the figure would be better updated to reflect that it is general for any procedure (e.g. request / response)

-
ZTE thinks it should be clear that it is the delay between receiving the request up to the UE receiving the UL grant. I.e. not the eNB transmitting the request. QC thinks this is already clear.

=>
Will see small update in R2-090774 [CB Frid]
R2-090508:
Value “N” in the RRC processing delay requirement
Panasonic, Qualcomm Europe, Fujitsu, NEC, Samsung
Disc

=>
Updated in R2-090678
R2-090678:
Value “N” in the RRC processing delay requirement
Panasonic, Qualcomm Europe, Fujitsu, NEC, Samsung. LG
Disc

-
TMO thinks the values are not challenging enough and to close to the 100ms overall setup delay. TMO proposes 10ms replacing the 15ms cases (only the combined would remain 20ms). Vdf supports this.
-
NTT DCM is fine with the indicated values. Under typical scenarios this will still result in 100ms overall setup delay and they do not want to push behond reasonable. 10ms seems not feasible.

-
Infineon wonders about SMC+ConnectionReconf is 20, whereas the separate components would result 25ms. Is there really a gain in implementation possible ? QC points out that this is a collective views of different companies. Infineon sees no technical reason to have it faster. Infineon thinks that due to the interleaving with the security, it could even be more challenging.

-
What is the delay for a combined reconfiguration procedure ? E.g. measurement + handover + RB setup ? QC thinks we don’t need to specify. 

-
LG confirms that 15ms is the lowest value that is acceptable for their modem.

-
Ericsson thinks 10ms for single procedure should be achievable.

-
Nortel wonders how it works in the handover case ? Is the processing delay experience before the UE goes to the target cell ? QC thinks in this case the situation is a bit different. RAN4 defines the handover execution time including processing time (with reference to us) and interruption time. RAN4 includes uncertainty times for synchronisation and RACH access times for handover.

-
Nortel wonders if the assumption is that the UE stays fully operational while RRC processing (i.e. interruption time is realy only the interruption time). Samsung assumes so (we have no contraints specified).

-
Infineon thinks that 10ms is too challenging for implementation in the next years. 

-
Nokia thinks the values in this document are reasonable. Nokia could accept the 15ms times, but might be able to accept 10ms (needs checking).

-
The proposed values seems to meet the 100ms in typical (low load) deployments. TMO thinks this might push operators to need a shorter S1 delay.

-
NTT DCM thinks if he was a user, he would prefer a 10E cheaper phone than 5ms less delay. TMO thinks the 10E is probably not correct.

-
QC wonders about achievable S1 delay values ? TMO assumes 8-12ms as one-way delay. This is also due to encryption on the S1 interface.

-
CATT thinks anyway the 100ms is not testeable since it does not take any retransmissions into account. So we should just focus on the UE processing delay.

-
QC thinks we are already in late stage so we should realise that basic design of UE’s is already done. Having very tight requirements would mean some UE vendors might have to reconsider their basics which would result in delayed UE availability.

-
Infineon wonders if we could now agree on these values, and maybe in later release have smaller figures. For UMTS the same path was followed: smaller values in Rel-5. 

-
For the sake of progress, TMO is fine to agree to this. So then we should also be willing to consider smaller values in future release e.g. based on field trials. ALU is fine with this.

-
ALU points out that if we have voice calls with going to IDLE (RLF) then the 100ms is quite important.

-
Vdf hopes that UE vendors really allow improvements for future releases.

-
What about combined reconfigure procedures (e.g. measurement + RB modification) ?

=>
Leave combined procedures unspecified

-
Can think if more delay requirements need to be specified e.g. for handover with measurement/RB reconfiguration.
=> 
Agree to these values for Rel-8. Will be included in R2-090774

R2-090509:
Clarifications on RRC processing delay
CMCC
Disc

-
CATT supports this paper.

-
Hauwei wonders if this means we would select a specific TDD scenario and only specify for that ? CMCC thinks suitable configurations can be selected to test this.

-
Ericsson wonders why the processing time cannot be the minimum time up to the grant even in TDD. Ofcourse if there is no opportunity to sent a UL grant at the first TTI, then it can only be sent later.

-
Nokia/chair think in both FDD/TDD this delay would be the minimum delay up to a potential UL grant. Nokia points out we have the same aspect in FDD with DRX.

=>
Noted; probably no real difference between FDD and TDD in this respect (should anyway have CR text if further discussion is required)
Handling of “Not applicable”
R2-090117:
UE behaviour when inapplicable fields are received
Qualcomm Europe
Disc CR
36.331
F
-
Samsung wonders if this is really needed. NSN indicates we agreed that we would not specify to much UE behaviour for network errors.

-
QC thinks the “not applicable” wording is not 100% clear. Huawei agrees with this. 

-
Ericsson wonders if we still use “not needed” ?

-
NSN thinks we could replace “not applicable “ by “the network should not include this IE”

-
Infineon thinks we could say “other the UE ignores”. Infineon wonders if not in all cases we could specify the UE continues with the current values. 

-
NTT DCM thinks we could add definition in 3.1, “E-UTRA should not include this value”

-
Infineon thinks it is easy to ignore. Would mean you have to identify all cases where you have to ignore. NTT DCM thinks we should also have no test cases for this ignore.

-
Samsung hopes that this does not mean that we end up with a lot of cases with UE behaviour undefined. Samsung would prefer to state: replace “not applicable” by “should not be included by the network”

=>
Nokia thinks it woud be ok with “otherwise the field is not present”

=>
Will see update CR in R2-090797 [CB Frid]
R2-090222:
Corrections on the use of 'not applicable' in field descriptions
Ericsson CR 36.331
F

-
Ericsson clarifies the text proposal is based on the ASN.1 rapporteur CR because the proposal is to merge this in.

-
Ericsson intends to address the normal case of absence, and just want to make sure that there is no change in the configuration then. So no conflict with QC CR.

-
Samsung thinks the current formulation seems to indicate both cases (i.e. presence and absence).

-
Huawei thinks there is only 1 case where there is a real risk of confusion. This is related to the PDCP discard timer. However Huawei thinks that people should also understand the functionality. E.g. when securityalgorithms are not allowed to be included, ofcourse you continue to use the existing values.

-
Samsung thinks in 6.1 we could indicate that the UE continuous with existing values if the IE is not allowed to be included. Or “no change in concerning functionality”.

=>
Will add behaviour for those cases where absence due to “not applicable” is not clear.

-
Huawei proposes to have a general principle that in case of these absences the UE continuous to use the existing functionality. Then we only need to identify the cases where this is not applicable.

-
ALU thinks the Ericsson proposal so that it is also clear in what cases there is no configuration present

=>
Offline activity to identity relevant cases based on R2-090222 and R2-090419

=> 
Will see updated CR in R2-090798 [CB Frid]
R2-090419:
Addition of need codes for ‘not appicable’
Huawei
CR
36.331
F

=>
Not treated (will be handled offline)
Other

R2-090199:
Clarification to RRC level padding at PCCH and BCCH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed

R2-090080:
Spare usage on BCCH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
F

-
Ericsson wonders what the main intention is ?

-
There does not seem to be a behavioural difference. In case of synax error the UE ignores the message. But also if a non-comprehended value is received and no default is specified, the UE ignores the message.

-
Still Nokia thinks removing the spares is clearer.

-
Question was raised whether “a default defined” in 5.7.3 means an ASN.1 default or a procedural default.

-
CATT wonders about the extension marker ? Nokia had a separate CR for the SIB-Type.
=>
CR is in principle agreed.

R2-090114:
Error handling on common channels, redux
Qualcomm Europe
Disc CR
36.331
F
-
QC indicates that anyway an update would be required for the “assumes it is unable to require”.

-
ALU wonders how the CR helps UE’s ? QC thinks so far the UE should continuously ignore the message. QC is also fine with only minuting this.

-
ZTE wonders what if a UE succeeded in receiving MIB/SIB1/2. Should the UE not stay ?

-
Nokia wonders if this is really helpful. Maybe we can leave this to common sense implementations. QC wonders if this behaviour is then already allowed by the spec ? Nokia assumes so. If we really want to define all cases where the UE should not “hang” on an invalid network, it could cost a lot of specification work.

-
Ericsson thinks this can be left to UE implementation. 

-
TMO assumes that anyway after some time AS would inform NAS that there is no service on the current PLMN after which NAS would start PLMN search. 

=>
Acknowledge that a sensible UE will somehow prevent it gets hooked up for ever to a misbehaving network/cell.

=>
Not agreed: identifying these cases will be left to UE implementation
R2-090279:
Corrections on Scaling Factor Values of Qhyst
CATT
CR
36.331
F

-
TMO supports the change but wonders if also the 0dB can go. 0dB should be kept if e.g. only medium or only high is scaled.

=>
In principle agreed

R2-090280:
Optionality of srsMaxUppts
CATT
CR
36.331
F

=>
In principle agreed

R2-090474:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Clarification on conditional presence of discardTimer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
F

-
The complete IE is only for DRB’s. So we should not make statements for individual sub-IE’s.

-
Nokia sees no big need.

=>
Noted
6.2.2
Cell selection & re-selection (36.304)

6.2.2.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contribution.
6.2.2.2
Other
Non-CSG

R2-090077:
Corrections to 36.304
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.304
F

=> revised before presentation in R2-090563
R2-090563
Corrections to 36.304
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, T-Mobile
CR
36.304
F
- 
36.304 Rapporteur indicates that currently this CR does not yet reflect renamings that will be the result of 36.331 ASN.1 CR.

=>
Vdf agrees that it needs to be clarified what is a CSG cell, but would like to indicate “CSG indicator in SIB1 is set to TRUE”. Samsung proposes to clarify this in the definition section

=>
Sentence in suitability criteria can just talk about “CSG cell”

=>
Clarify a bit the first sentence in 5.2.4, and also indicate it somewhere else.

-
CATT wonders if the 5.2.4. sentence is also valid for inter-RAT cell reselection. Nokia confirms.

=>
ZTE indicates that for CDMA, we define the priority per bandclass. Sentence will be updated.

=> 
Please change title of 5.2.3.2 to singular.

=>
Will see update in R2-090800 [CB Frid]
R2-090281:
Corrections on Scaling Rules of Qhyst
CATT
CR
36.304
F

-
the wording should be “add x to y”

=>
Agreed with this change; will be included in R2-090800

R2-090410:
Consideration on some use cases of barred cell
Huawei
Disc

-
TMO would prefer not to do this to keep 36.304 in line with 25.304. TMO assumes it is anyway clear already.

-
ZTE wonder if the 3 cases are different. E.g. in case 2 the 300s timer might not apply ?

-
Huawei thinks there is an inconsistency now which should be avoided.

-
Nokia clarifies that 304 has two cases of barred: The cell is barred, and the cell is “treated as barred”. Nokia would prefer to clarify in 304 somewhere that for the additional cases in 36.331 is treated as barred. TMO thinks it is enough if 331 indicates that the cells is treated as barred.

=>
36,331 Rapporteur will add “is treated as barred” for the indicated 2 cases to the ASN.1 CR.
R2-090413:
CR to 36.304 on consideration on some use cases of barred cell
Huawei
CR
36.304
F

=>
Noted (already covered)

R2-090476:
Proposed CR to 36.304 on Clarification on NAS system information forwarding
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.304
F

-
TMO sees no reason for change.

-
Ericsson thinks this is a beneficial clarification.

-
The proposed change is a modelling change only: it would not be AS checking whether something is changed, but NAS should check.

-
Nokia thinks we should try to keep 36.304 and 25.304 aligned. Since this is only modelling it might be better not to have this.

=>
Noted (maybe a CR to 36.331 so that the TAC is only forwarded if changed is needed)

R2-090478:
Proposed CR to 36.304 on Clarification on T_barred
LG Electronics Inc.
CR 36.304 F

-
TMO is fine to not have a configurable Tbarred. LG thinks we should then somewhere clarify what the value is of Tbarred. Orange is fine with fixed value and have 300s. TMO agrees.

=>
Will indicate in 36.304 that Tbarred has a fixed value of 300s.

=>
Will include in R2-090800 a statement that Tbarred has a value of 300s.

-
Samsung wonders what we do with the 300s in RRC ? Leave it for now.
CSG: Manual selection
R2-090544:
Correction to implementation of CR0009 to 36.304
T-Mobile
CR
36.304
F
-
QC wonders about the “all cells on frequency”. QC thinks it should talk about “strongest cell” aligned with PLMN selection. 

-
The manual selection should only return CSG’s that the UE is allowed to camp on. TMO indicates that we would ignore cells for CSG’s we are not allowed on. QC indicates that if the second best cell is a macro cell, then other lower quality cells are not allowed for camping.

-
TIM thinks we should do more than only reporting the strongest cell. Vdf supports this view.

-
Motorola wonders if it is realy usefull to select a weak cell.

-
QC assumes that after manual selection, the UE will stay on the selected CSG and perform a TAU on any of the cells belonging to the CSG. TMO would assume reselection to a better quality macro cell would happen, but the TAU would be aborted.

-
SA1 specifies that the manual search should consider “available cells”. So are this cells in which the UE is allowed to stay camped, or also other cells ?

-
Nokia assumes that anyway this is procedure is not used often. E.g. this is only used on initial adding the CSG to the whitelist.

-
Motorola assumes we should only select cells we actually can make use of.

-
Possibility could be to set a limit to S-criteria and x-dB below the strongest cell ?

=>
Offline discussion on what cells should be considered in the manual search.

=>
Second paragraph needs an update w.r.t. suitable cell (first attempt may be on acceptable cell).

Vdf wonders if we need to report the RAT type as well ?  

-
Nokia wonders what NAS would do with this information ? For display purposes. Can be left to UE implementation.

Vdf wonders if stored information could be used.

-
Also considered part of implementation.

-
Nokia indicates that for PLMN search we indicate this. For alignment we could indicate this also for CSG search.

=>
Will see update in R2-090802 [CB Frid]
R2-090056:
Manual CSG Selection
Vodafone
CR
36.304
F

=>
Revised in R2-090673

R2-090673:
Manual CSG Selection
Vodafone
CR
36.304
F

What if NAS indicates failure to register on the selected CSG ? 

-
TMO assumes that cells belonging to that CSG are then considered non-suitable and the UE tries to find a suitable cell.

-
QC sees no reason for additional specification: UE can resume normal cell reselection.

=>
Note agreed
R2-090481:
Proposed CR to 36.304 on Update of Figure 4.1-1 Overall Idle Mode Process
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.304
F

-
TMO thinks this change is not necessary. 

-
QC wonders if there is any functional change ? LG thinks this does not introduce any change in functionality.

-
NSN thinks this is ok.

=>
Will update the figure with a separate box. 

=>
Some updates need to be made to the figure e.g. CSGids are only handled inside the box. Might also try to reflect that CSG selection is within a PLMN

=>
Similar change request should be made for 25.304

=>
The introduced sentence should be reworded.

=>
Will see updated CR in R2-090803 [CB Frid]
CSG: Other

R2-090057:
Reporting of CSG id to NAS
Vodafone
CR
36.304
F

-
First current sentence in 6.1 seems to cover this reporting. However it is not very specific.

-
CSG id is reported during manual search, and during cell selection/reselection to suitable cell.

-
Vdf wonders if it should be clarifies that the CSG-Id is only reported if the cell is suitable, not if the cell is acceptable ? 

-
Nokia wonders what NAS does with this CSG-Id ? It is assumed that this is only for display purposes. It is probably true that you do not want to display this for an acceptable cell. QC thinks NAS can filter this (NAS knows a cell is acceptable).

-
CATT indicates that the location the sentence is put in is strange.

=>
Noted (seems no strong need to have this in AS)

R2-090059:
UE Behaviour on Registration Failure to CSG
Vodafone
CR
36.304
F

-
If we accept this change, also figure 5.2.2.-1 should be updated.

-
TMO clarifies that cause #25 rejects the registration on a CSG. As a result, the UE will not put the CSG in the whitelist and the cell stays acceptable.

-
Vdf thinks that for this case, there is no reason for the UE to leave the PLMN. So the UE should still stick to the PLMN.

=>
Agree with intention but figure should also be updated.

-
TMO will capture these changes for 25.304 as well in their general 25.304 CR.

=>
Will see update in R2-090804 [CB Frid]
R2-090312:
Clarification on implicit priority between allowed CSG cell
ZTE, T-Mobile
CR
36.304
F

-
QC wonders if this means that if starbucks is on one frequency, and McDonalds on the other frequency, and I’m allowed in both, does the UE need to do “joint-ranking across frequencies” ? QC would prefer to keep this implementation dependant.

-
Nokia thinks reselection to CSG on different frequency i.e. from non-CSG to CSG but also from CSG to CSG.

-
TMO would assume that even intra-freq there is no normal reselection between 2 allowed CSG cell. E.g. for UMTS the neighbour cells would not be configured in the NCL.

-
Motorola thinks maybe there are also user preferences

-
QC thinks that for LTE, intra-freq probably normal cell reselection could be used. But not inter-frequency.

-
Motorola/TMO think this can be left to UE implementation in Rel-8.

=>
Nokia indicates that this means we should update the title of 5.2.4.8.1. to “cell reselection to CSG cell”.
-
TMO thinks cell reselection inbetween cells from the same CSG could be normal cell reselection, but reselection to a new CSG would be autonomous.

-
QC agrees with TMO about the behaviour within a certain CSG, but thinks that normal cell reselection applies for all allowed CSG’s on the same frequency. Nokia thinks this is not possible: it would require reading BCCH before knowing the cell is acceptable. Nokia clarifies normal cell reselection evaluation is done before reading BCCH.

=>
Will have email discussion on:


- cell reselection to CSG cell 



- different if coming from CSG cell or macro cell ?



- different if going to the same CSG or different CSG


- cell reselection from CSG cell



- different for going to other CSG cell or macro cell



- different for going to same CSG or different CSG


- Is there a difference between same frequency/different frequency, e.g. how to handle 
  priority 


- Can discuss both UMTS and LTE (ofcourse as far as makes sense, align)


=> think about how to best capture in 5.2.4.8 [EMAIL QC]


See email discussion [64b: 2] in Annex H.
R2-090507:
Suitable CSG Cell Clarification
Samsung
CR
36.304
?

=> Updated in R2-090775
R2-090775:
Suitable CSG Cell Clarification
Samsung
CR
36.304
?

-
QC thinks the cover page should be updated, e.g. not listing hybrid mode. So probably good to simplify

-
In table 4.2-1, the manual search should look for CSG’s and not for CSG cells.

-
TMO will capture this in their general CR to 25.304.

=>
Changes are agreeable and will be included in R2-090800
Withdrawn

R2-090058
Cell Reselection to CSG cell
Vodafone
CR
36.304
F

R2-090459
CR for CSG cell reselection (36.304)
Huawei
CR
36.304
F
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	RAN2 Tdoc
	title
(incoming LS, to, from, contact)
	source
	WI
	RAN2 action requested
	status
	final LS answer
	additional comments

	R2-090003
	LS on P_A value and L1 parameter range (R1-084514; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Panasonic)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	as R2-087111 not treated at RAN2 #64;

already covered in RAN2 spec

	R2-090004
	LS on removing delta_offset^PUCCH for PUCCH formats 1/1a/1b (R1-084517; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	as R2-087113 not treated at RAN2 #64;

already covered last meeting

	R2-090005
	LS on radio link monitoring (R1-084566; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	as R2-087117 not treated at RAN2 #64

	R2-090006
	LS on UE emission control (R4-083197; to: RAN1; cc: RAN2; contact: Motorola)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	as R2-087118 not treated at RAN2 #64

	R2-090007
	LS on Common Test Environment (TS 36.508) (R5-085515; to: RAN1, RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN5
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	R2-090834
	as R2-087284not treated at RAN2 #64

	R2-090008
	Reply LS to R2-086968 on preventing inter-RAT HO for UE with SIM access (S3-081589; to RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2, CT1, CT4; cc: -; contact: Huawei)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	R2-090845
	as R2-087373 not treated at RAN2 #64

	R2-090009
	LS on support of ACK/NACK repetition in Rel-8 (R1-084649; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Texas Instruments)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	as R2-087397 not treated at RAN2 #64;
already covered in 36.331 ASN.1 review

	R2-090010
	LS on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection (C1-085377; to: SA1; cc: RAN2; contact: Qualcomm)
	CT1
	HNB-supp
	no
	noted
	no
	see also R2-090033

	R2-090011
	LS on discovered issues due to linking of Cell ID and CSG ID (C1-085500; to: RAN3, CT4; cc: RAN2, SA2; contact: Qualcomm)
	CT1
	HNB-supp, LTE-L23 (HNB)
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090012
	LS on Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS (C1-085549; to: RAN2, SA2; cc: -; contact: Orange)
	CT1
	ICSRA
	yes
	noted
	postponed
	ICSRA: IMS Centralized Service Control;
LSout postponed to wait for SA2 answer

	R2-090013
	Reply-LS to S2-086392 = R2-084981 on Applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN (GP-081804; to: RAN2, SA2, RAN3; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	GERAN
	GELTE
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090014
	LS on encoding of groups of PCI values (R1-081933; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	GERAN2
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	CR will be prepared

	R2-090015
	Reply LS to S2-087344 = R2-086057 on Duplicate Detection for ETWS (R1-081935; to: SA2, RAN2; cc: CT1, CT4, RAN3; contact: Ericsson)
	GERAN2
	ETWS
	yes
	noted
	R2-090842
	

	R2-090016
	Response to LS R2-087404 on Harmonisation of the absolute priority cell reselection parameters (GP-081958; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	GERAN
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	RAN2 has no concerns

	R2-090017
	Response to LS R2-084901 on scope and reference for parameter “sameRefSignalsInNeighbour” (R1-084672; to: RAN2; cc: RAN4; contact: Philips)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090018
	LS on dependency analyses on feature lists (R1-084687; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090019
	Reply LS to S5-081927 = R2-086059 on 3G HNB Management (R3-083504; to: SA5; cc: SA2, RAN4, RAN2, Broadband Forum; contact: Vodafone)
	RAN3
	HNB-supp
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090020
	LS on paging optimisation via allowed CSG list in paging message (R3-083510; to: CT1; cc: SA2, RAN2; contact: NSN)
	RAN3
	HNB-supp
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090021
	Reply LS to S2-087342 = R2-086055 and S2-087343 = R2-086056 on Transparent container and QCI usage for SRVCC (R3-083567; to: SA2; cc: RAN2; contact: NSN)
	RAN3
	LTE-L23, SRVCC
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090022
	Reply LS to S3-081505 = R2-086955 on E-UTRAN security related issues (R3-083569; to: SA3, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	RAN3
	LTE-L23
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090023
	LS on architecture for HeNB (R3-083572; to: CT1, CT4, RAN2, SA2, SA3, SA5; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN3
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	36.300 CR was already introduced

	R2-090024
	Response LS to R2-085958 on Maximum allowed transmission power on the uplink (R4-083041; to: RAN2, GERAN; cc: RAN1; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090025
	Response LS to R1-080616 = R2-080653 on E-UTRA UL Power Control (R4-083264; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090026
	Response LS to R1-084566 = R2-087117 on radio link monitoring (R4-083298; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090027
	LS on new definitions of maximum UE output powers (R4-083317; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	CR in CP session

	R2-090028
	LS on idle interval of LCR TDD for E-UTRAN cell monitoring (R4-083323; to: RAN2, RAN3; cc: RAN1; contact: CATT)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	CR in UTRA session

	R2-090029
	Response to LS R2-084901 on scope and reference for parameter “sameRefSignalsInNeighbour” (R4-083331; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: ; contact: Vodafone)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	We will wait for RAN4 response

	R2-090030
	LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD) (R5-085542; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN5
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates
	yes
	not treated
	?
	

	R2-090031
	LS on Expected UE behaviour in PMM-CONNECTED Mode (R5-085577; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: ; contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN5
	TEI_Test
	yes
	noted
	R2-090609
	

	R2-090032
	LS on clarification on the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured (R5-085579; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN5
	RANimp-UEConTestUplinkL2dataRates
	yes
	not treated
	?
	

	R2-090033
	Reply LS to C1-085377 = R2-090010 on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection (S1-084231; to: CT1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
	SA1
	HNB-supp
	not explicitly
	noted
	R2-090852
	

	R2-090034
	LS on Preferential CSG Cell Selection (S1-084239; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Vodafone)
	SA1
	HNB-supp, LTE-L23 (HNB)
	yes
	noted
	R2-090835
	

	R2-090035
	Reply LS to R3-083567 = R2-090021 on question related to “policy to not perform “PS-PS” handovers in SRVCC” (S2-088306; to: RAN3; cc: RAN2; contact: NSN)
	SA2
	SAES-SRVCC
	no
	noted
	no
	SRVCC: Single Radio Voice Call Continuity

	R2-090036
	Reply LS to GP-? on ETWS (S3-081495; to: GERAN; cc: RAN2, RAN3, CT1; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	SA3
	ETWS
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090037
	Reply LS to R2-085973? on maximum PDCP SDU size (S3-081516; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: SA2, CT4; contact: Nokia)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	R2-090847
	

	R2-090038
	Request for guidance on use of START in HO from E-UTRAN to UTRAN (S3-081521; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	R2-090853
	

	R2-090039
	LS on triggered HO events (S5-082452; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Huawei)
	SA5
	LTE-L23 (SON)
	yes
	noted
	R2-090833
	related Tdoc R2-080568

	R2-090040
	Response LS to R2-087431 on QoS measurements (S5-082474; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Huawei)
	SA5
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	corresponding inputs are available

	R2-090767
	Reply LS to GP-081935 = R2-090015 on Duplicate Detection for ETWS (S2-090723; to: GERAN2, RAN2, CT1; cc: CT4, RAN3; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	SA2
	ETWS
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090796
	Response LS to R2-087402 on preamble group selection based on radio link condition (R1-090494; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Texas Instruments)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	CR provided in R2-090801


no:



Although RAN2 action was requested no LS answer was sent.
postponed:
LS answer was postponed to next RAN2 meeting (note: incoming LS will not be presented again at the next meeting and involved parties are requested to submit proposal for draft outgoing LS answer to next meeting).

Summary:
· In total: 40 LSs received for RAN2 #64bis: 34 related to LTE/E-UTRA, 6 related to UTRA

· 7 of the 40 are resubmissions from RAN2 #64:

· R2-090003 = R2-087111 = R1-084514

· R2-090004 = R2-087113 = R1-084517

· R2-090005 = R2-087117 = R1-084566

· R2-090006 = R2-087118 = R4-083197

· R2-090007 = R2-087284 = R5-085515

· R2-090008 = R2-087373 = S3-081589

· R2-090009 = R2-087397 = R1-084649
· 38 noted; 2 not treated which will be resubmitted to RAN2 #65:

· R2-090030 = R5-085542

· R2-090032 = R5-085579

· 2 of the 40 incoming LSs were received during the RAN2 #64bis meeting:

· R2-090767 = S2-090723

· R2-090796 = R1-090494

Incoming LSs for which the LS answer was postponed so far:

RAN2 #64:

R2-087401
LS on Special Conformance Testing Functions for UE (TS 36.509) (R5-085540; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Rohde & Schwarz)
RAN5

Now answered:

R2-087401 (R5-085540): answered in R2-090846

RAN2 #63bis:

R2-084976
Response LS to R2-084823 on HSPA Rel-8 Feature Dependencies (RP-080748; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia)
RAN
RAN2 #63:

R2-083821
LS reply to R2-082899 on CSG cell identification (R1-082762; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN1
R2-084612
LS on connected mode mobility support for 3G Home NodeBs (R3-082244; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN3

RAN2 #62bis:

R2-083065
Reply LS to C1-081422 = R2-082064 and R2-082041 on E-UTRAN Identifiers (R3-081534; to: RAN2, CT1, CT4, SA2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
RAN3

R2-083072
LS reply to R2-081368 on Load balancing signalling on QCI (R3-081607; to: RAN2, SA2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
RAN3

RAN2 #62:
R2-082063
Reply LS to S3-080229 = R2-081918 and R2-082036 on outstanding NAS messages (C1-081386; to: SA3, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
CT1

R2-082086
Reply LS to R2-081380 on inter-MME load balancing, Attach/TAU/Service Request procedures and corresponding RRC/S1 connection establishment procedures (S2-083171; to: 



RAN2; cc: RAN3, CT1, SA3; contact: NSN)
SA2
R2-082088
LS Request for Evaluation Framework Link Level Data (S4-080256; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
SA4
R2-082096
LS on AS and NAS message protection (S3-080502; to: RAN2; cc: CT1; contact: NSN)
SA3
R2-082099
Reply LS on "outstanding NAS messages from RAN2 (R2-082036) and CT1 (C1-081386=R2-082063) (S3-080525; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: -; contact: NSN)
SA3

RAN2 #61bis:
R2-081404
LS on Decision of MBMS and LCS in SAE Rel8 Scope Discussions (SP-080223; to: SA2, RAN1, RAN2, RAN3; cc: SA1, GERAN2; contact: NTT)
SA
R2-081413
Reply LS to R2-075478 on CSG related mobility (stage 2 text) (GP-080417; to: SA1, RAN2; cc: SA2, RAN3, RAN4, RAN1; contact: NSN)
GERAN
R2-081428
LS on Measurements for self optimisation of cell selection/reselection parameters (R3-080565; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NEC)
RAN3
R2-081921
LS on CS Fallback (S2-081993; to: RAN2, RAN3, CT1, CT4; cc: -; contact: NTT)
SA2
R2-082024
Reply LS to R3-080543 = GP-080283 on applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN (G2-080228; to: SA2, RAN3, RAN2; cc: GERAN, CT1; contact: 




Ericsson)
GERAN2

RAN2 #61:
R2-080649 (R1-075105) Reply to RAN2 LS on signaling for DL data arrival (LS was actually already presented at #60bis)
R2-080655 (R3-072408) LS on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery (LS was actually already presented at #60bis)
R2-080673 (R3-072403) LS on Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function (LS was actually already presented at #60bis)
R2-081326 (R1-081103) Reply LS to R2-075467 on Uplink Coverage for LTE
Annex F:
Outgoing liaison statements of TSG RAN WG2 #64bis
Only final outgoing LSs are listed here.
	final LS Tdoc
	title
	to
	cc
	contact
	reply to
	release
	WI
	comments

	R2-090609
	Expected UE behaviour in PMM-CONNECTED Mode
	RAN5, CT1
	-
	Qualcomm
	R5-085577 = R2-090031
	R99
	TEI_Test
	

	R2-090731
	Additional values of wideband CQI/PMI period
	RAN1
	-
	Interdigital
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090244

	R2-090761
	UE Capability handling and container handling
	SA2, GERAN, RAN3
	-
	Ericsson
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090218

	R2-090833
	Triggered HO events
	SA5
	RAN3
	Huawei
	S5-082452 = R2-090039
	REL-8
	LTE-L23 (SON)
	

	R2-090834
	Common Test Environment (TS 36.508)
	RAN5
	RAN1, RAN4
	NTT DOCOMO
	R5-085515 = R2-090007
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	

	R2-090835
	Preferential CSG Cell Selection
	SA1
	-
	Vodafone
	S1-084239 = R2-090034
	REL-9
	HNB-supp, LTE-L23 (HNB)
	

	R2-090837
	Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN
	SA1, SA3, CT1
	-
	Panasonic
	-
	REL-8
	ETWS
	drafted in connection with R2-090092

	R2-090840
	TDD/MBSFN subframe information about inter-frequency neighbour cells
	RAN4
	-
	Nokia
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090194

	R2-090842
	Duplicate Detection for ETWS
	SA2, GERAN2, CT1
	CT4, RAN3
	Ericsson
	GP-081935= R2-090015
	REL-8
	ETWS
	

	R2-090843
	Updated RNTI value ranges
	RAN1
	-
	Ericsson
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090206

	R2-090845
	Preventing inter-RAT HO for UE with SIM access
	SA3, RAN3, GERAN2, CT1, CT4
	-
	Huawei
	S3-081589 = R2-090008
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	

	R2-090846
	Special Conformance Testing Functions for UE (TS 36.509)
	RAN5
	-
	Ericsson
	R5-085540 = R2-087401
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	

	R2-090847
	Maximum PDCP SDU size
	SA3
	CT1
	Nokia
	S3-081516 = R2-090037
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	

	R2-090848
	Cell reselection on a frequency without a valid dedicated priority
	GERAN, GERAN2
	-
	T-Mobile
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090276

	R2-090849
	ACK for explicit uplink SPS release
	RAN1
	-
	RIM
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090368

	R2-090852
	Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection
	SA1, CT1
	-
	T-Mobile
	S1-084231 = R2-090033,
C1-085377 = R2-090010
	REL-8
	HNB-supp
	

	R2-090853
	Request for guidance on use of START in HO from E-UTRAN to UTRAN
	SA3, SA2, GERAN
	CT1
	NSN
	S3-081521 = R2-090038
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	

	R2-090855
	Collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback
	RAN1
	-
	CATT
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090417

	R2-090856
	Alignment of any cell camping state behaviour
	GERAN, GERAN2
	-
	Panasonic
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-090817


Summary:
In total 19 outgoing LSs of RAN2 #64bis:
18 related to LTE/E-UTRA and 1 related to UTRA.
Annex G:
List of in principle agreed CRs of RAN2 #64bis
Among 578 CRs submitted to RAN2 #64bis these 171 CRs (25 +15 cat.A for UTRA, 131 for LTE) were in principle agreed:

· 1 in principle agreed CR to 25.304
· 1 in principle agreed CRs to 25.306 (+4 cat.A CRs)
· 1 in principle agreed CRs to 25.308
· 4 in principle agreed CRs to 25.321 (+5 cat.A CRs)
· 17 in principle agreed CRs to 25.331 (+6 cat.A CRs)
· 1 in principle agreed CRs to 25.367
· 8 in principle agreed CRs to 36.300 (note: 4 of them will be submitted in 1 CR to RAN2 #65)
· 7 in principle agreed CR to 36.304
· 5 in principle agreed CR to 36.306

· 2 in principle agreed CR to 36.314
· 39 in principle agreed CRs to 36.321
· 9 in principle agreed CR to 36.322
· 7 in principle agreed CRs to 36.323
· 55 in principle agreed CR to 36.331

Note:
All in principle agreed CRs of RAN WG2 #64bis have to be resubmitted to RAN WG2 #65 apart from CRs merged into other CRs.


Subtracting these 3 CRs (merged into another 36.300 CR) in total 168 CRs are resubmitted to RAN WG2 #65.

The following table includes already RAN2 #65 Tdoc numbers and CR numbers allocated for RAN2 #65 for all 168 in principle agreed CRs that will be submitted to RAN2 #65.

	RAN2 #65 Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Spec
	CR #
	rev
	cat
	Release
	SI/WI
	RAN2 #64bis Tdoc
	comment

	R2-090900
	Baseline CR for CSG introduction
	T-Mobile
	25.304
	0186
	-
	B
	REL-8
	HNB-supp
	R2-090594
	 

	R2-090901
	Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
	CATT
	25.306
	0209
	-
	F
	REL-4
	TEI4
	R2-090359
	 

	R2-090902
	Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
	CATT
	25.306
	0210
	-
	A
	REL-5
	TEI4
	R2-090360
	 

	R2-090903
	Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
	CATT
	25.306
	0211
	-
	A
	REL-6
	TEI4
	R2-090362
	 

	R2-090904
	Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
	CATT
	25.306
	0212
	-
	A
	REL-7
	TEI4
	R2-090363
	 

	R2-090905
	Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
	CATT
	25.306
	0213
	-
	A
	REL-8
	TEI4
	R2-090364
	 

	R2-090906
	Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
	CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, TD-TECH, ZTE
	25.308
	0054
	-
	B
	REL-8
	RANimp-MIMOLCR
	R2-090366
	 

	R2-090907
	Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH extrapolation
	Infineon Technologies
	25.321
	0480
	-
	F
	REL-6
	EDCH-L23
	R2-090239
	 

	R2-090908
	Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH extrapolation
	Infineon Technologies
	25.321
	0481
	-
	A
	REL-7
	EDCH-L23
	R2-090239
	 

	R2-090909
	Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH extrapolation
	Infineon Technologies
	25.321
	0482
	-
	A
	REL-8
	EDCH-L23
	R2-090239
	 

	R2-090910
	SI reporting and compressed mode
	Ericsson
	25.321
	0483
	-
	F
	REL-6
	EDCH-L23
	R2-090591
	 

	R2-090911
	SI reporting and compressed mode
	Ericsson
	25.321
	0484
	-
	A
	REL-7
	EDCH-L23
	R2-090591
	 

	R2-090912
	SI reporting and compressed mode
	Ericsson
	25.321
	0485
	-
	A
	REL-8
	EDCH-L23
	R2-090591
	 

	R2-090913
	Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH interpolation
	Infineon Technologies
	25.321
	0486
	-
	F
	REL-7
	RANimp-16QamUplink
	R2-090240
	 

	R2-090914
	Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH interpolation
	Infineon Technologies
	25.321
	0487
	-
	A
	REL-8
	RANimp-16QamUplink
	R2-090240
	 

	R2-090915
	Clarification for the function of HSDPA scheduler
	Huawei
	25.321
	0488
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	R2-090614
	 

	R2-090917
	UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
	Ericsson
	25.331
	3533
	-
	F
	REL-6
	TEI6
	R2-090180
	 

	R2-090918
	UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
	Ericsson
	25.331
	3534
	-
	A
	REL-7
	TEI6
	R2-090180
	 

	R2-090919
	UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
	Ericsson
	25.331
	3535
	-
	A
	REL-8
	TEI6
	R2-090180
	 

	R2-090920
	CN system information after PS HO
	Ericsson, Infineon
	25.331
	3536
	-
	F
	REL-6
	TEI6
	R2-090603
	note: instead of cat.A CRs a REL-7 cat.F CR + cat.A REL-8 CR is provided

	R2-090921
	CN system information after PS HO
	Ericsson, Infineon
	25.331
	3537
	-
	F
	REL-7
	TEI7
	R2-090604
	 

	R2-090922
	CN system information after PS HO
	Ericsson, Infineon
	25.331
	3538
	-
	A
	REL-8
	TEI7
	R2-090604
	 

	R2-090923
	Correction to the UE behaviour when entering URA_PCH state
	Broadcom Corporation
	25.331
	3539
	-
	F
	REL-7
	RANimp-Enhstate
	R2-090051
	 

	R2-090924
	Correction to the UE behaviour when entering URA_PCH state
	Broadcom Corporation
	25.331
	3540
	-
	A
	REL-8
	RANimp-Enhstate
	R2-090051
	 

	R2-090925
	Condition to set the 'Security capability indication' flag
	Infineon Technologies
	25.331
	3541
	-
	F
	REL-7
	TEI7
	R2-090303
	 

	R2-090926
	Condition to set the 'Security capability indication' flag
	Infineon Technologies
	25.331
	3542
	-
	A
	REL-8
	TEI7
	R2-090303
	 

	R2-090927
	Ciphering for intra-UTRAN Radio Bearer Setup - Rel 7
	Qualcomm Europe
	25.331
	3543
	-
	F
	REL-7
	TEI7
	R2-090331
	 

	R2-090928
	Ciphering for intra-UTRAN Radio Bearer Setup - Rel 7
	Qualcomm Europe
	25.331
	3544
	-
	A
	REL-8
	TEI7
	R2-090331
	 

	R2-090929
	T321 Timer Start Time Clarification
	InterDigital
	25.331
	3545
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RANimp-DRX
	R2-090241
	 

	R2-090930
	Clarification of ACK/NACK reporting for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH
	Nokia Siemens Networks, InterDigital, Nokia Corporation
	25.331
	3546
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	R2-090541
	 

	R2-090931
	Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATT, TD Tech
	25.331
	3547
	-
	B
	REL-8
	RANimp-MIMOLCR
	R2-090597
	 

	R2-090932
	Correction to GANSS additional assistance data request
	Qualcomm Europe
	25.331
	3548
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RANimp-ANSS
	R2-090601
	 

	R2-090933
	CS-HSPA information in RAB information to reconfigure
	Infineon Technologies
	25.331
	3549
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RInImp8-CsHspa
	R2-090605
	 

	R2-090934
	Addition of E-RNTI and H-RNTI in URA UPDATE CONFIRM message
	Huawei
	25.331
	3550
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	R2-090607
	 

	R2-090935
	CSG corrections
	Huawei
	25.331
	3551
	-
	F
	REL-8
	HNB-supp
	R2-090608
	 

	R2-090936
	Introduction of Continuous Connectivity for packet data users for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATT, TD Tech
	25.331
	3552
	-
	B
	REL-8
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	R2-090610
	 

	R2-090937
	Corrections to Enhanced Serving Cell Change
	Qualcomm Europe
	25.331
	3553
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RANimp-HSDSCH
	R2-090611
	 

	R2-090938
	Corrections for Enhanced UE DRX
	InterDigital, Ericsson, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Network, Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm
	25.331
	3554
	-
	F
	REL-8
	RANimp-DRX
	R2-090613
	 

	R2-090939
	General default configuration for CELL_FACH
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	25.331
	3555
	-
	B
	REL-8
	TEI8
	R2-090615
	 

	R2-090940
	Corrections to manual CSG search
	T-Mobile
	25.367
	0001
	-
	F
	REL-8
	HNB-supp
	R2-090593
	 

	R2-090941
	CR to 36.300 - Clarification on RAPreambles
	Nortel
	36.300
	0061
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090049
	 

	R2-090942
	CR to 36.300 on E-UTRAN Identities
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.300
	0062
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090654
	 

	R2-090943
	CR to 36.300 - MME in temporary UE identity
	TeliaSonera
	36.300
	0063
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090672
	 

	R2-090944
	UE with SIM in EUTRA
	Ericsson
	36.300
	0064
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090822
	 

	R2-090945
	Collected 36.300 corrections
	Motorola
	36.300
	0065
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090445, R2-090529, R2-090674, R2-090675
	 

	R2-090946
	CR to 36.304 on correction of definition of Pmax
	T-Mobile
	36.304
	0045
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090655
	 

	R2-090947
	Reestablishment at acceptable cell for emergency call
	Panasonic
	36.304
	0046
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090817
	 

	R2-090948
	Handling of Priority of Camping Frequency
	CATT, T-Mobile
	36.304
	0047
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090823
	 

	R2-090949
	Correction to implementation of CR0009 to 36.304
	T-Mobile
	36.304
	0048
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090824
	 

	R2-090950
	UE Behaviour on Registration Failure to CSG
	Vodafone
	36.304
	0049
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090826
	 

	R2-090951
	Corrections to 36.304
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, T-Mobile
	36.304
	0050
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090832
	 

	R2-090952
	CR to 36.304 on Update of Figure 4.1-1 Overall Idle Mode Process
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.304
	0051
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090854
	 

	R2-090953
	CR to remove the sections on MBMS
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.306
	0007
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090201
	 

	R2-090954
	Final values for L2 buffer sizes
	Ericsson
	36.306
	0008
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090214
	 

	R2-090955
	Various Corrections
	Motorola
	36.306
	0009
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090808
	 

	R2-090956
	CR to update uplink transmit diversity (UE transmit antenna selection)
	IPWireless
	36.306
	0010
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090809
	 

	R2-090957
	Downlink PDCP SDU limitation
	Ericsson
	36.306
	0011
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090850
	 

	R2-090958
	Packet Loss Rate Measurements
	Huawei
	36.314
	0001
	-
	B
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090371
	cat.B not allowed for closed WIs

	R2-090959
	36.314 Rapporteur Updates
	Huawei
	36.314
	0002
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090373
	 

	R2-090960
	CR to 36.321 on BSR clarification
	ASUSTeK
	36.321
	0245
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090123
	 

	R2-090961
	Freeing of reserved RNTIs
	Ericsson
	36.321
	0246
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090206
	 

	R2-090962
	Correction to MAC reset
	Ericsson
	36.321
	0247
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090208
	 

	R2-090963
	Correction to Initialization of Prioritization
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.321
	0248
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090265
	 

	R2-090964
	Local NACKing Optionality MAC CR
	Qualcomm Europe
	36.321
	0249
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090292
	 

	R2-090965
	Position of the Backoff Indicator sub-header
	Infineon Technologies
	36.321
	0250
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090299
	 

	R2-090966
	Missing reserved bit setting
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.321
	0251
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090324
	 

	R2-090967
	Expired TAT and PUSCH transmission
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
	36.321
	0252
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090686
	 

	R2-090968
	Expired TAT and HARQ feedback
	Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO INC.
	36.321
	0253
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090687
	 

	R2-090969
	Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.321
	0254
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090688
	 

	R2-090970
	HARQ Feedback and Contention Resolution
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.321
	0255
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090690
	 

	R2-090971
	Corrections to redundancy version control for system information
	Ericsson
	36.321
	0256
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090693
	 

	R2-090972
	Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
	Ericsson
	36.321
	0257
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090694
	 

	R2-090973
	DRX and UL Retransmissions
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson
	36.321
	0258
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090695
	 

	R2-090974
	Definition of DRX Short Cycle Timer
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.321
	0259
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090697
	 

	R2-090975
	Small corrections to RACH
	Huawei
	36.321
	0260
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090698
	 

	R2-090976
	Processing of contention resolution message
	Panasonic, Nokia Siemens Networks, Fujitsu
	36.321
	0261
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090700
	 

	R2-090977
	Corrections to power control and random access
	Ericsson
	36.321
	0262
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090701
	 

	R2-090978
	Missing condition for unsuccessful reception of Msg2
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.321
	0263
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090702
	 

	R2-090979
	Corrections relating to Random Access required inputs
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.321
	0264
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090703
	 

	R2-090980
	Bucket Parameter Update
	Motorola
	36.321
	0265
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090704
	 

	R2-090981
	Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
	LG Electronics Inc., HTC Corporation, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Fujitsu
	36.321
	0266
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090706
	 

	R2-090982
	SPS resource release on D-SR failure
	Samsung
	36.321
	0267
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090710
	 

	R2-090983
	Configuration for DL Semi-Persistent Scheduling
	Panasonic
	36.321
	0268
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090711
	 

	R2-090984
	NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occassion collide
	Samsung
	36.321
	0269
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090713
	 

	R2-090985
	Correction relating to PDCCH order
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.321
	0270
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090714
	 

	R2-090986
	Error Handling
	Motorola
	36.321
	0271
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090717
	 

	R2-090987
	Various clarifications/corrections to TS36.321
	Panasonic
	36.321
	0272
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090719
	 

	R2-090988
	Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
	HTC Corporation
	36.321
	0273
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090720
	 

	R2-090989
	Miscellaneous corrections to MAC
	Ericsson
	36.321
	0274
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090722
	 

	R2-090990
	CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
	ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
	36.321
	0275
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090723
	 

	R2-090991
	TTI Bundling
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, HTC Corportation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
	36.321
	0276
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090782
	 

	R2-090992
	CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
	ASUSTeK, Ericsson, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
	36.321
	0277
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090783
	 

	R2-090993
	Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
	LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	36.321
	0278
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090784
	 

	R2-090994
	Correction to Release of SPS
	LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, SAMSUNG, Ericsson, Qualcomm
	36.321
	0279
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090785
	 

	R2-090995
	CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	36.321
	0280
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090814
	 

	R2-090996
	Clarification of MAC Timer status
	Huawei
	36.321
	0281
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090825
	 

	R2-090997
	CR to 36.322 on RRC Parameters
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO
	36.322
	0058
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090665
	 

	R2-090998
	Local NACKing in UE
	Qualcomm Europe, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.322
	0059
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090715
	 

	R2-090999
	Supporting RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
	Panasonic
	36.322
	0060
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090725
	 

	R2-091000
	CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
	Huawei
	36.322
	0061
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090726
	 

	R2-091001
	Correction to Delivery of PDU
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.322
	0062
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090727
	 

	R2-091002
	Issues with SO, SOstart, and SOend fields
	Qualcomm Europe
	36.322
	0063
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090728
	 

	R2-091003
	Miscellaneous corrections to RLC specification
	Motorola
	36.322
	0064
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090729
	 

	R2-091004
	Correction to status reporting triggering condition
	Ericsson, Motorola
	36.322
	0065
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090776
	 

	R2-091005
	Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
	Motorola, NTT DOCOMO
	36.322
	0066
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090829
	 

	R2-091006
	CR to specify maximum PDCP SDU size
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.323
	0064
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090676
	 

	R2-091007
	CR with correction on PDCP function of maintaining SNs
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.323
	0065
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090777
	 

	R2-091008
	Miscellaneous corrections to 36.323
	Huawei
	36.323
	0066
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090778
	 

	R2-091009
	Minor issues on PDCP
	CATT
	36.323
	0067
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090780
	 

	R2-091010
	Security related corrections
	Motorola
	36.323
	0068
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090781
	 

	R2-091011
	CR to 36.323 on RRC Parameters
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, LG Electronics
	36.323
	0069
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090811
	 

	R2-091012
	Corrections on BSR reporting and transmission/ retransmission after an Handover
	Motorola, Samsung
	36.323
	0070
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090828
	 

	R2-091013
	Correction to the Counter Check procedure
	Broadcom Corporation, Samsung
	36.331
	0007
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090050
	 

	R2-091014
	CR to 36.331-UE Actions on Receiving SIB11
	Vodafone
	36.331
	0008
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090061
	 

	R2-091015
	Spare usage on BCCH
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.331
	0009
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090080
	 

	R2-091016
	Issues in handling optional IE upon absence in GERAN NCL
	Panasonic
	36.331
	0010
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090110
	 

	R2-091017
	CR to 36.331 on Removal of useless RLC re-establishment at RB release
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.331
	0011
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090157
	 

	R2-091018
	Clarification to RRC level padding at PCCH and BCCH
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.331
	0012
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090199
	 

	R2-091019
	Removal of Inter-RAT message
	Ericsson
	36.331
	0013
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090224
	 

	R2-091020
	Padding of the SRB-ID for security input
	Ericsson
	36.331
	0014
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090228
	 

	R2-091021
	Validity of ETWS SIB
	LG Electronics Inc.
	36.331
	0015
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090234
	 

	R2-091022
	Configuration of the Two-Intervals-SPS
	CATT, CMCC
	36.331
	0016
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090273
	 

	R2-091023
	Corrections on Scaling Factor Values of Qhyst
	CATT
	36.331
	0017
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090279
	 

	R2-091024
	Optionality of srsMaxUppts
	CATT
	36.331
	0018
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090280
	 

	R2-091025
	CR for discussion on field name for common and dedicated IE
	Huawei
	36.331
	0019
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090411
	 

	R2-091026
	Corrections to Connected mode mobility
	Huawei
	36.331
	0020
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090415
	 

	R2-091027
	Clarification regarding the measurement reporting procedure
	Huawei
	36.331
	0021
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090424
	 

	R2-091028
	Corrections on s-Measure
	Samsung
	36.331
	0022
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090485
	 

	R2-091029
	Proposed CR to 36.331 on combination of SPS and TTI bundling for TDD
	CMCC
	36.331
	0023
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090506
	 

	R2-091030
	L3 filtering for path loss measurements
	NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Corporation
	36.331
	0024
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090513
	 

	R2-091031
	S-measure handling for reportCGI
	NTT DOCOMO
	36.331
	0025
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090519
	 

	R2-091032
	Measurement configuration clean up
	NTT DOCOMO
	36.331
	0026
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090520
	 

	R2-091033
	Alignment of measurement quantities for UTRA
	NTT DOCOMO, CATT
	36.331
	0027
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090531
	 

	R2-091034
	CR to 36.331 on L1 parameters ranges alignment
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Panasonic
	36.331
	0028
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090559
	 

	R2-091035
	Default configuration for transmissionMode
	Panasonic
	36.331
	0029
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090658
	 

	R2-091036
	CR to 36.331 on RRC Parameters for MAC, RLC and PDCP
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	36.331
	0030
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090659
	 

	R2-091037
	CR to 36.331 - Clarification on Configured PRACH Freq Offset
	Nortel
	36.331
	0031
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090660
	changed from cat.D to cat.F in RAN2 #65

	R2-091038
	Clarification on TTI bundling configuration
	HTC Corporation
	36.331
	0032
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090664
	 

	R2-091039
	Inter-RAT UE Capability
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	36.331
	0033
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090681
	 

	R2-091040
	Feature Group Support Indicators
	Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
	36.331
	0034
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090683
	 

	R2-091041
	Feature Group Support Indicators (Annex)
	Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
	36.331
	0035
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090684
	 

	R2-091042
	Corrections to RLF detection
	Huawei
	36.331
	0036
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090735
	 

	R2-091043
	Indication of Dedicated Priority
	CATT
	36.331
	0037
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090738
	 

	R2-091044
	Security Clean up - Alt1
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	36.331
	0038
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090740
	 

	R2-091045
	Correction of TTT value range
	Huawei
	36.331
	0039
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090743
	 

	R2-091046
	Correction on CDMA measurement result IE
	Samsung
	36.331
	0040
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090747
	 

	R2-091047
	Clarification of Measurement Reporting
	CATT
	36.331
	0041
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090748
	 

	R2-091048
	Spare values in DL and UL Bandwidth in MIB and SIB2
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	36.331
	0042
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090749
	 

	R2-091049
	Correction to sib-MappingInfo in SIB1
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.331
	0043
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090750
	 

	R2-091050
	Clarifications to System Information Block Type 8
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.331
	0044
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090751
	 

	R2-091051
	Reception of ETWS secondary notification
	Qualcomm Europe
	36.331
	0045
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090755
	 

	R2-091052
	Validity time for ETWS message Id and Sequence No
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.331
	0046
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090756
	 

	R2-091053
	CR for Timers and constants values used during handover to E-UTRA
	Panasonic
	36.331
	0047
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090763
	 

	R2-091054
	Inter-RAT Security Clarification
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	36.331
	0048
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090764
	 

	R2-091055
	CR to 36.331 on consistent naming of 1xRTT identifiers
	Huawei
	36.331
	0049
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090765
	 

	R2-091056
	Capturing RRC behavior regarding NAS local release
	Qualcomm Europe
	36.331
	0050
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090766
	 

	R2-091057
	Report CGI before T321 expiry and UE null reporting
	Qualcomm Europe
	36.331
	0051
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090770
	 

	R2-091058
	System Information and 3 hour validity
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.331
	0052
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090771
	 

	R2-091059
	Inter-Node AS Signalling
	NEC
	36.331
	0053
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090773
	 

	R2-091060
	Set of values for the parameter "messagePowerOffsetGroupB"
	LG Electronics Inc., Texas Instruments
	36.331
	0054
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090801
	 

	R2-091061
	CR to paging reception for ETWS capable UEs in RRC_CONNECTED
	Huawei
	36.331
	0055
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090805
	 

	R2-091062
	CR for CSG related items in 36.331
	Qualcomm Europe
	36.331
	0056
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090806
	 

	R2-091063
	Need code for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon in HO command
	Panasonic
	36.331
	0057
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090819
	 

	R2-091064
	RRC processing delay
	Qualcomm Europe
	36.331
	0058
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090820
	 

	R2-091065
	CR for HNB Name
	Huawei
	36.331
	0059
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090821
	 

	R2-091066
	HO to EUTRA and delta configuration
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.331
	0060
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090830
	 

	R2-091067
	Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications resulting from ASN.1 review
	Rapporteur (Samsung)
	36.331
	0061
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090851
	 

	R2-091068
	Correction on MAC PDU subheader description
	ETRI
	36.321
	0282
	-
	F
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	R2-090707
	 


Annex H:
RAN WG2 meeting #64bis post processing

Email discussions/approvals
Rapporteur companies are requested to kick-off email discussions as soon as possible via the RAN2 email reflector. Important: In the beginning of the subject of each email the corresponding identifier [...] of the email discussion has to be used in order to allow sorting of the different email discussions.

Joint RAN2/RAN4 email discussion:

identifier:


[64b: 1]
topic:



TTT and DRX (time to trigger & discontinuous reception)





Based on offline discussion between RAN2 & RAN4 delegates, a way forward might be:






-
In case of event reporting, allow the triggering of the report to take place at TTT, or at the 





next on-duration after that.





-
In case of periodic reporting, allow the triggering of the report to take place at periodic 






timer expiry or at the next on-duration after that.





In the email discussion, the following issues should be discussed:






1)
Is the above the best way forward or are there better alternatives?






2)
What issues are there to be resolved with the above way forward and how to resolve 






them?






3)
Do we need to mandate anything w.r.t. taking an additional sample after TTT to verify that 





the condition is really me during a time TTT?






4)
Where to best capture the conclusions (e.g. RAN2 or RAN4 spec’s)

related to:

R2-090063, R2-090075
rapporteur:

Nokia

output:


Email discussion summary (and ideally CR if possible/needed) for RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Jarkko Koskela (Nokia) on 22.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091122 (draft 36.331 CR 






included).
Joint LTE/UMTS email discussion

identifier:


[64b: 2]
topic:



CSG related cell reselection details





-
Cell reselection to CSG cell:







-
different if coming from CSG cell or macro cell?








-
different if going to the same CSG or different CSG






-
Cell reselection from CSG cell:







-
different for going to other CSG cell or macro cell








-
different for going to same CSG or different CSG






-
Is there a difference between same frequency/different frequency, e.g. how to handle 






priority?





-
Can discuss both UMTS and LTE (as far as it makes sense, align).





-
Think about how to best capture in 5.2.4.8 (in 36.304).
related to:

R2-090312
rapporteur:

Qualcomm

output:


Email discussion summary and (if possible) 36.304 CR for RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Rajat Prakash (Qualcomm) on 21.01.2009.





Email discussion summary will be provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091211.
identifier:


[64b: 3]
topic:



Inter-RAT UE capability transfer
related to:

R2-080219, second part; CR on 36.300 on AS signalling
rapporteur:

Ericsson

output:


Try to come to a good quality/complete 36.300 CR for RAN2 #65
deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Tomas Hedberg (Ericsson) on 25.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091289 (will be updated in R2-





091511).
UMTS email discussion

identifier:


[64b: 4]
topic:



General default configuration for CELL_FACH






Email agreement of signalling framework CR to capture the general default configuration for 




CELL_FACH.

related to:

R2-090612
rapporteur:

NSN
output:


CR to 25.331 REL-8 to be provided in R2-090615.

deadline:


23.01.2009

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Markus Wimmer (NSN) on 19.01.2009.





Final CR R2-090615 was provided on 23.01.2009 and it is in principle agreed.
identifier:


[64b: 5]
topic:



Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
related to:

R2-090551, R2-090552, R2-090553, R2-090554
rapporteur:

Nokia
output:


CR to 25.331 REL-8 to be provided to RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Submission deadline of RAN2 #65.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Brian Martin (Nokia) on 19.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091332 (25.331 CR planned).
LTE email discussions

identifier:


[64b: 6]
topic:



CR to 36.331
related to:

R2-090851 (in principle agreed CR is provided to RAN #65 in R2-091067)
rapporteur:

36.331 rapporteur (Samsung)

output:


CR to 36.331 REL-8 to be provided to RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Complete version to be provided by rapporteur no later than 23rd of January.





Comments until 29th of January (no new issues to be raised).





Final CR to be provided by rapporteur before RAN2#65 submission deadline.

conclusion:

(RRC and ASN.1 open issues list were provided by Himke van der Velde (Samsung) on 





20.01.2009.)





Email discussion was kicked off by Himke van der Velde (Samsung) on 25.01.2009.





Result of the email discussion is provided in CR to 36.331 in R2-091485.
identifier:


[64b: 7]
topic:



Parallel reception in LTE:





Try to come to a correct description of parallel reception requirements (e.g. update of the 





table in section 8.2 of 36.302).





Might even consider if a different format is more relevant/useful for LTE to capture parallel 




reception requirements for a UE.
related to:

R2-090236
rapporteur:

Alcatel-Lucent

output:


36.302 CR for RAN2 #65
deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Antonella Faniuolo (Alcatel-Lucent) on 20.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091275 decribing a proposed 





change to 36.302.
identifier:


[64b: 8]
topic:



Inter-Node AS signalling






Discussion on potential improvements of table in R2-090773.
related to:

R2-090667, R2-090773
rapporteur:

NEC
output:


36.331 REL-8 CR for RAN2 #65.
deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Stuart Findley (NEC) on 26.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091355 (update of in principle 





agreed 36.331 CR R2-090773 of RAN2 #64bis will be directly included in R2-091059 which 




was originally supposed to be just a resubmission of R2-090773).
identifier:


[64b: 9]
topic:



Discussion “not applicable”.





Handling of fields that are currently described as "not applicable" in TS36.331, for the case 




when the field is not received.





(general sentence or identify specific cases)
related to:

R2-090798, R2-090222
rapporteur:

Ericsson
output:


CR to 36.331 REL-8 to be provided to RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Ghyslain Pelletier (Ericsson) on 21.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091293 (corresponding 36.331 




modifications are summarized in the annex of this Tdoc).
identifier:


[64b: 10]
topic:



UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling
related to:

R2-090390, CR in R2-090724
rapporteur:

Sunplus
output:


email discussion summary and potential CR to 36.321 REL-8 to be provided to RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Chunli Wu (Sunplus) on 20.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091390 (corresponding 36.321 




modifications are summarized in the annex of this Tdoc).
identifier:


[64b: 11]
topic:



RAN1/RAN2 specification conflict regarding TA setting at random access






What behaviour do we want and where to capture it?

related to:

R2-090546
rapporteur:

Samsung
output:


email discussion summary to be provided to RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by "SK" Soenghun Kim (Samsung) on 22.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091113.
identifier:


[64b: 12]
topic:



How timers should be handled when MAC timer values are reconfigured by RRC.





Focus on timer values likely to be reconfigured.
related to:

R2-090127
rapporteur:

Ericsson
output:


36.321 REL-8 CR to be provided to RAN2 #65.

deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Henrik Enbuske (Ericsson) on 23.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091281 and a corresponding 





36.321 CR is provided in R2-091282.
identifier:


[64b: 13]
topic:



HARQ RTT Timer for ACK/NACK repetition in DRX needed for TDD or not
related to:

R2-090569, 36.321 CR in R2-090730
rapporteur:

CMCC

output:


36.321 REL-8 CR to be provided to RAN2 #65 (if needed).

deadline:


Friday before the submission deadline of RAN2 #65, i.e. 30.01.2009.
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Zhenping Hu (China Mobile) on 21.01.2009.





Email discussion summary is provided to RAN2 #65 in R2-091419 (corresponding 36.321 




change is indicated in the annex of this Tdoc).
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