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6
LTE: Rel-11 and earlier releases

6.1
LTE Rel-10 and earlier release WIs

Including output of [81#31] [LTE/MAC] HARQ RTT Timer (Ericsson)
REL-10 WI LTE_CA-Core:
HARQ feedback on PHICH during glitch

a) Consider NACK, and leave the spec as it is.
b) Consider ACK, and change the spec.

- Introduce general gap handling?

R2-131216
On HARQ feedback during serving cell interruption
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
LG has different understanding of Observation 2 and 3. In this case, the UE will perform non-adaptive retransmission, and it is clear from the specification. Ericsson agrees that spec is clear in the case of Observation 3, but consider ACK is beneficial.

-
Panasonic has different understanding of Observation 1. In this case, the UE will not decode PHICH. Panasonic clarified that in RAN1 specification (36.213), the UE will decode the PHICH only if it transmits PUSCH.

-
NSN supports the proposal that the UE always consider ACK. ZTE think the glitch does not happen frequently. 
-
Chairman asked that for Case 1 whether the UE will set the HARQ_FEEDBACK according to the received PHICH. Ericsson clarified that in this case the UE will not receive PHICH. LG think at initialization the HARQ_FEEDBACK is set to NACK. Panasonic think that the HARQ_FEEDBACK is the previously stored value, so it is not always NACK. ZTE think when the UE initiates the transmission, the HARQ_FEEDBACK is always set to NACK.
=>
With the current specification, HARQ_FEEDBACK is set to NACK for adaptive retransmission for Case 1. For non-adaptive retransmission, HARQ_FEEDBACK is set to received PHICH.
=>
With the current specification, HARQ_FEEDBACK is set to NACK for adaptive retransmission for Case 2. For non-adaptive retransmission, HARQ_FEEDBACK is stored value.

=>
With the current specification, HARQ_FEEDBACK is set to NACK for Case 3.
-
ZTE wonders how we take the glitch into consideration in MAC specification. It is difficult for MAC to know when/whether glitch happens. Ericsson wants to have well-defined UE behavior. ZTE think if UE and eNB have different understanding, then it does not make sense. ZTE points out that the Ericsson proposal is not even testable. Panasonic think one way to solve this issue is PHY always gives ACK. Samsung think that PHY and MAC are closely related, and it is easy for MAC to know whether glitch happens in PHY. CATT think even PHY does not know whether glitch happens.
-
Huawei think we don’t need to discuss about Case 1 because PHICH is not overlapped with glitch. Ericsson think for Case 1 the MAC does not receive PHICH from PHY. Intel think for case 1 the MAC can receive PHICH from PHY. Renesas wants to clarify first whether glitch is invisible to MAC or not.

-
QC think the current spec. is clear, and the eNB is able to handle. 
-
Chairman think the current spec. is clear, and agree that Ericsson proposal may be useful enhancement for eNB. 

-
Ericsson point out that Case 3 is important. NSN think eNB can anyway control this case.
=>
Current spec is clear, and no enhancement is accepted for Rel-10 and Rel-11.
R2-131226
PHICH due to PCell Interruption
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-131059
Discussion on gap handling
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
=>
All documents are not treated as already covered by R2-131216.
R2-131221
CR on HARQ feedback during serving cell interruption
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-131222
CR on HARQ feedback during serving cell interruption
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
A
REL-11
LTE_CA-Core
R2-131060
Introducing general gap handling in MAC specification
Samsung
CR
36.321

F
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
R2-131061
Introducing general gap handling in MAC specification
Samsung
CR
36.321

A
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI10

=>
All CRs are not agreed.

Other
R2-131085
SCell activation time
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
Huawei point out that RAN4 send an LS to RAN2, and we should discuss after receiving the LS. NSN think in RAN2 we can decide whether we allow early CQI reporting, Activation, start of Deactivation Timer, SRS transmission and PDCCH monitoring. LG think the timing issue is usually discussed in RAN1. Samsung think RAN2 can confirm that early activation would be useful from scheduling and performance point of view. Renesas agree with the principle that early activation is useful.
-
Renesas think that Proposal 1 is conflict with RAN4 requirement (n+9). NSN clarified that it is better to avoid distinguishing the cases of intra-/inter-band and different measurement cycles in PHY and MAC specifications. 
-
LG ask if Deactivation Timer starts at n+8, but the UE is not possible for activation until n+24, then what UE shall do. NSN clarified that the minimum value of Deactivation Timer is 20ms. 

-
Ericsson asks what if UE sends SRS before n+8. NSN does not see any problem in this case.
=>
RAN2 agree in principle that some UE behavior (e.g. Activation, SRS transmission and PDCCH monitoring) is performed earlier than n+24+X.

R2-131228
PUCCH due to PCell Interruption
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
IDT think we have discussed this issue before, and concluded that eNB should be able to receive HARQ ACK for MAC PDU containing Activation/Deactivation MAC CE. LG think there is no requirement to send HARQ feedback first in the current specification. Samsung think the specification should ensure that HARQ feedback is sent for Activation/Deactivation MAC CE. Panasonic agrees.
-
LG wants to send LS to RAN4 to say that HARQ feedback is sent for MAC CE before PCell interruption. Ericsson think it is RAN4 requirement and up to RAN4 decision. 

=>
RAN2 confirms that the UE has to send HARQ feedback for MAC CE.
REL-10 LTE-L23, TEI10:
HARQ RTT Timer

1. Confirm that there is no difference between DRX and non-DRX case in processing of the same or new TB for the same HARQ process within HARQ RTT Timer value.
2. Confirm that there is no difference between MIMO and non-MIMO case in processing of the same or new TB for the same HARQ process within HARQ RTT Timer value.
3. Confirm that HARQ RTT Timer definition relates only the DRX related behaviour. Thus, from the current MAC specification point of view, there is no requirement for the minimum DL HARQ RTT.
4. Which are the current performance requirements for DL HARQ (re-)transmission processing for same and new TBs for the same HARQ process?

- a) The UE is always required to process the same TB irrespective of HARQ RTT Timer when in active time due to other reasons.

- b) The UE is required to process the same TB starting from the subframe in which the HARQ feedback is transmitted by the UE on PUCCH.

- c) The UE is required to process the same TB only after N subframes have elapsed, where N corresponds to HARQ RTT timer.

- d) The UE is required to process the same TB only after 2 subframes have elapsed.
R2-131203
Summary of email discussion [81#31] [LTE/MAC] HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson
Report
result of email discussion [81#31]
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
Proposal 1
-
ZTE think HARQ RTT Timer value is only configured when DRX is configured. CATT think non-DRX case means that the UE without DRX configuration, and the Proposal 1 tries to confirm that whether UE without DRX configuration is able to process the TB until the HARQ RTT Timer value. Huawei think there is difference in monitoring PDCCH and processing TB.
-
ZTE think HARQ RTT Timer is used for UE power saving, and it is strange the eNB schedule something while the timer is running. Ericsson clarified that the Proposal 1 is the case when the UE is in Active Time due to other reason.
=>
RAN2 confirm that there is no difference between DRX and non-DRX case in processing of the same or new TB for the same HARQ process within HARQ RTT Timer value when the UE is in Active Time due to other reason.
Proposal 2

=>
RAN2 confirm that there is no difference between MIMO and non-MIMO case in processing of the same or new TB for the same HARQ process within HARQ RTT Timer value when the UE is in Active Time due to other reason.
Proposal 3

=>
RAN2 confirm that HARQ RTT Timer definition relates only the DRX related behaviour.
Proposal 4

-
Chairman propose to choose between option a and option c. Huawei think option b is also possible because it is natural consequence of HARQ operation. QC agrees as specified in RAN1 specification. Samsung think we have to make common understanding about when the UE can process the TB. 
-
Chairman think we should go for loose requirement, i.e. option c, considering the UEs already in the market.

=>
Up to Rel-11, the UE requirement for processing TB for non-MIMO case is unclear, and we assume that some UEs are not able to process TB for the same HARQ process within HARQ RTT Timer value.

-
Huawei think if we assume that UEs are not able to process TB within HARQ RTT Timer value, then there is a conflict with the previous agreement of UE in MIMO case, i.e. the UE is able to process TB within HARQ RTT Timer value. Intel clarified that the previous agreement for MIMO case is for new TB in the same HARQ process.
R2-131254
HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
-
QC think changing the definition make the agreement in Proposal 4 of R2-131203 invisible, so wants to keep the original text. LG think we can remove HARQ RTT Timer from the definition section. ZTE think keep it as it is better. Chairman agrees.
-
DOCOMO wants to add a NOTE to clarify that UE restarts HARQ RTT Timer when the second TB is received while the HARQ RTT Timer is running.

=>
We will keep the definition of HARQ RTT Timer as it is.
=>
[CBF] Offline discussion for capturing the intention of “UE in MIMO case restarts HARQ RTT Timer when the second TB is received while the HARQ RTT Timer is running” in the MAC specification. (R2-131501 Ericsson, for this meeting not necessary to produce REL-11 cat.A for R2-131501 as it will be a pure shadow CR.)
R2-131255
HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson
CR
36.321
A
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI10

=>
Not agreed.
Other

R2-131173
DRX and DL SPS
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
Disc
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10

-
Samsung think most eNB will schedule DL SPS during On Duration, but also ok with Alt-3. But Samsung is not happy with Alt-2. NSN think Alt-3 is already discussed in Rel-8 discussion. RIM point out that this was discussed in RAN2#65, and Alt-1 is enough. LG also think that DL SPS and On Duration is aligned, and Alt1 should be enough. LG think even if DL SPS and On Duration are not aligned, the DL SPS retransmission can be transmitted at next On Duration. CATT point out that the UE shall process DL SPS only in Active Time. AsusTek point out that R2-091481 already discussed the same issue, and there was a common understanding that the UE can process DL SPS outside of Active Time. RIM clarified that UE may choose to process DL SPS outside of Active Time, but there is no requirement. 
-
Renesas think if companies think Alt-1 is enough, it should be captured in MAC specification. 

=>
Alt-1 is enough.

6.2
WI: Carrier Aggregation Enhancements
(LTE_CA_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: March 11, closed: Mar.13, WID: RP-121999)

WI was closed at RAN-59. Only corrections, if any, expected.
EPDCCH monitoring

Need to address EPDCCH monitoring behavior in MAC spec.?

a) No, it is duplication between RAN1 and RAN2 specification.
b) Yes, it is conflict between RAN1 and RAN2 specification, and need to change MAC specification.

- For DRX case, how to clarify?

- Do we need to consider non-DRX case as well?
R2-131084
DRX operation for EPDCCH monitoring
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, CATT
Disc
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=>
Noted
R2-131270
PDCCH monitoring behaviour with EPDCCH in Rel-11
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
36.321
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=>
Noted
R2-131064
EPDCCH on SCell and half-duplex UE
Samsung
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
[Moved from 6.10.2 to 6.2]
=>
Noted
Discussion

-
Samsung think sensible eNB will not configure such configuration. NSN think RAN1 already captures this in their specification, and wants to change MAC. ZTE agrees with NSN. Huawei think there is a conflict between RAN1 and RAN2 specifications, and wants to align those specifications. AsusTek, LG, CATT agree to change the MAC specification. Ericsson think RAN1 spec is clear, and we don’t need to change MAC specification.

=>
Agree to change MAC specification to be aligned with RAN1 specification.
-
Ericsson wants to change the definition section of PDCCH, “EPDCCH (in subframes when configured”. Huawei agrees. ZTE agrees.

-
If EPDCCH subframe is in MBSFN subframe, the UE will monitor PDCCH. Intel think autonomous fallback to PDCCH is not supported in RAN1. 
=>
Check with RAN1, and comeback at the next meeting for how to align the MAC specification with RAN1 specification.
R2-131378
DRX operation for half-duplexing UEs in TDD
Intel Corporation
Disc
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=>
The document is not treated as already covered by discussion below R2-131064.
R2-131083
Clarification on EPDCCH monitoring
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, CATT
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core

R2-131272
Draft CR to 36 321 for PDCCH monitoring behaviour with EPDCCH in Rel-11
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
R2-131312
Clarification on EPDCCH monitor
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
[Moved from 6.10.2 to 6.2]
R2-131383
DRX operation for half-duplexing UEs in TDD
Intel Corporation
CR
36.321

B
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core

=>
All CRs are not agreed.
Downlink reception type combinations for PDSCH on SCell and PDCCH order on another SCell
R2-131393
Correction to downlink reception type combinations for UEs supporting multiple TAGs
Samsung
CR
36.302
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=>
Withdrawn
R2-131014
Correction on downlink reception type combinations for UEs supporting multiple TAGs
CATT
CR
36.302
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
revised in R2-131524
R2-131524
Correction on downlink reception type combinations for UEs supporting multiple TAGs
CATT, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.302
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
-
LG support. Ericsson support.
=>
Agreed in principle.

Other

R2-131013
Clarification on the PDCCH-subframe definition for TDD UE
CATT, ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
D
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
-
LG support. LG propose to change “otherwise” with full condition, i.e. “if UE is not capable of simultaneous reception and transmission in the aggregated cells”. AsusTek wants to keep “otherwise” to cover other case e.g. non-CA case.
=>
Category should be changed to F.

=>
Impact analysis should be provided.

=>
Agreed in principle with above changes.
6.9
WI: Other Rel-11 WIs/SIs

Corrections to LTE Rel-11 WIs other than the ones listed explicitly above.
R2-131015
Clarification on EPDCCH reception in MBSFN subframes
CATT
CR
36.302
F

REL-11
LTE_enh_dl_ctrl-Core
=>
Impact analysis should be provided.

=>
Agreed in principle with above changes.
6.10
WI: TEI11

6.10.2
WI: TEI11 – User Plane

LTE TEI11 UP corrections not related to any WI as well as TEI11 corrections to recently added TEI11 functionality
DRX retransmission:

Definition of DRX Retransmission Timer

R2-131256
Clarification of drx-RetransmissionTimer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
Panasonic agrees with the intention but wording should be improved.

=>
Not agreed
R2-131081
Correction to the definition of drxRetransmissionTimer (Alternative 1)
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
Samsung think Alt-1 would be better. LG prefer Alt-1, and want to change “until” with “waiting for”. NSN think “waiting for” is same as “expected”. Samsung prefer to remove the last part of the text “over which ….”. IDT wants to add “within Active Time” or “monitoring PDCCH”.

=>
Go for Alt-1 approach.

=>
Agree to change the definition “Specifies the maximum number of consecutive PDCCH-subframe(s) until a DL retransmission is received.”
=>
Agreed in principle with the above changed definition in R2-131502 (AsusTek).
R2-131082
Correction to the definition of drxRetransmissionTimer (Alternative 2)
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

-
CATT think “all PDCCH” is misleading. AsusTek clarify that the old “consecutive PDCCH-subframe” is not really consecutive, and wants to clarify it in the added text.

=>
Not agreed
Stop condition of DRX Retransmission Timer

In the last meeting, we agreed that UE is required to process a second TB for retransmission for the same HARQ process while the HARQ RTT Timer is running due to the first TB and the UE is in active time due to other reasons for MIMO and DRX case.
Do we want to keep the UE in Active Time by not stopping drx-RetransmissionTimer until all TBs are successfully received for MIMO and DRX case?

R2-131096
Considerations on drx-retransmission timer
Pantech
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
NSN think if we change the timer operation there would be backward compatibility issue, thus would prefer not to change. Pantech point out that we agreed at the last meeting to change the HARQ RTT Timer operation for MIMO case. Samsung agrees. NSN think the change of HARQ RTT Timer for MIMO case has no backward compatibility issue. LG agree with NSN that change of HARQ RTT Timer is more like a clarification. AsusTek think the proposal is to extend the Active Time for the second TB, and there should be no backward compatibility issue. NSN think if Active Time is extended there may be impact on CQI/SRS transmission. Panasonic agrees. Ericsson agree with the intention, but wants to keep the backward compatibility. Samsung think we need more time to evaluate the backward compatibility issue and comeback at the next meeting.

=>
Evaluate the gain and the backward compatibility issue with the proposal and comeback at the next meeting.

R2-131067
MIMO operation and DRX operation on HARQ retransmission
Samsung
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131230
DRX Retransmission Timer for MIMO
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
=>
All documents are not treated as already covered by R2-131096.
R2-131097
Change of operation on drx-retransmission timer
Pantech
CR
36.321


C
related to R2-131096
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131068
Correcting drx-RetransmissionTimer operation to prevent early stop in case of MIMO transmission
Samsung
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

=>
All CRs are not agreed.
CSI/SRS transmission by n-4 evaluation rule

Meaning of ‘receive’ in MAC specification

a) received by PHY

b) received by MAC

R2-131277
Interpretation of received time point in MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
36.321

REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
Samsung agree to the intention, but hesitant to change the RAR because the text was there from Rel-8. Huawei think there would be no misinterpretation. Acer agree with the intention, and clarification is nice to have. Pansonic and Ericsson think RAR reception is clear from the test spec. 

=>
No clarification is needed for RAR. The intention is “If no PDCCH with RA-RNTI is received in the lower layer within the RA Response window”.

-
NSN think for MAC CE the timing is specified in RAN1. Intel think for DRX MAC CE should be the time when the PHY receives PDSCH including DRX MAC CE.

R2-131282
Draft CR to 36 321 for Interpretation of received time point in MAC - Alt 1
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

R2-131285
Draft CR to 36 321 for Interpretation of received time point in MAC - Alt 2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

=>
All CRs are not agreed.
Does n-4 evaluation rule apply to DRX Timers?
R2-131204
Further issues on removing optionality of CSI/SRS transmission during transient state
Panasonic
Disc
36.321
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
Proposal 1

-
Renesas agree with the intention, but the DRX related timers are already covered by UL grant/DL assignment. Panasonic think that if we strictly follow the text, the UE acts only on UL grant/DL assignment. Ericsson, Huawei, LG agree with Renesas. LG think there are more triggers for UE to be in Active Time. Panasonic think if companies interpret that UL grant/DL assignment covers all the triggers, then we don’t need to include DRX command MAC CE as well. Samsung has sympathy to Panasonic.

-
Samsung propose to remove specific trigger to make the UE in Active Time, and just have generic condition such as “if the UE would not be in Active Time evaluated at subframe n-4”. Ericsson think UL grant/DL assignment are important, and want to have the text such as “if the UE would not be in Active Time evaluated at subframe n-4 (including UL grant/DL assignment received until and including n-4)”. LG agree with Samsung’s proposal. Huawei wants to keep the UL grant/DL assignment. 

-
LG think UL grant/DL assignment can be received by EPDCCH, and in this case the same rule as DRX command MAC CE can apply. Samsung agrees. 

-
Panasonic think that we can go with n-5 approach. CATT think current timing for TAC is n-6 and why not go for n-6 approach. Ericsson think the processing time for PDCCH/EPDCCH is 4 subframes, and for MAC CE is 5 or 6 subframes. Panasonic n-5 requirement for MAC CE is already there from Rel-8 (NOTE in DRX section implies this). 

-
Ericsson think if we go for n-5 approach, UL and DL would be assymetrical. ZTE think the UE behavior is anyway predictable. Ericsson think n-4 is normal case, and n-5 approach would degrade the performance.

=>
Agree to have generic condition “if the UE would not be in Active Time evaluated at subframe n-5 (including UL grant/DL assignment and DRX command MAC CE received until and including n-5)”.

=>
[CBF] Offline discussion for providing the text with generic condition (Panasonic). The CR will be provided in R2-131503.
R2-131206
Further issues on removing optionality of CSI/SRS transmission during transient state
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

=>
Not agreed.
Does n-4 evaluation rule apply to DRX Command MAC CE?

R2-131385
DRX Command MAC CE handling for CSI/SRS transmission
Intel Corporation
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131065
CSI/SRS transmission and DRX MAC CE reception
Samsung
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131088
CSI and SRS reporting at DRX
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131017
Discussion on DRX Command MAC CE
CATT
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

=>
All documents are not treated as already covered by R2-131204.
R2-131392
DRX Command MAC CE handling for CSI/SRS transmission
Intel Corporation
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

R2-131066
Correction to CSI/SRS transmission and DRX MAC CE reception
Samsung
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131313
DRX command MAC CE in transient period
Huawei, HiSilicon,Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131089
CSI and SRS reporting at DRX
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131018
Clarification on DRX Command MAC CE - alt1
CATT
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

R2-131019
Clarification on DRX Command MAC CE-alt2
CATT
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
=>
All CRs are not agreed.
Other

R2-130945
Correction of MAC reset
ZTE
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

-
Broadcom ask what if the UE connects to other cell. ZTE clarified that the proposal is to decouple dedicated process and broadcast process when MAC is reset. Samsung think flushing the buffer is correct behaviour. AsusTek think that the DL process does not consider broadcast process. ZTE think broadcast process is a DL process without feedback.

=>
No support, and the CR is not agreed.

Withdrawn

R2-130986
HARQ RTT Timer restart
Sequans
Disc
36.321
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

withdrawn
Summary of the UP ad hoc meeting

Agreed in principle CRs
R2-131013
Clarification on the PDCCH-subframe definition for TDD UE
CATT, ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
D
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
R2-131015
Clarification on EPDCCH reception in MBSFN subframes
CATT
CR
36.302
F

REL-11
LTE_enh_dl_ctrl-Core
R2-131502
Correction to the definition of drxRetransmissionTimer
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131524
Correction on downlink reception type combinations for UEs supporting multiple TAGs
CATT, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.302
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
E-mail discussion for the next meeting

None
Comeback at the next meeting
Early activation of SCell (related to R2-131085)

DRX operation for EPDCCH monitoring (related to R2-131084)

Stop condition of DRX Retransmission Timer (related to R2-131096)
Comeback on Friday

R2-131501
HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
R2-131503
Further issues on removing optionality of CSI/SRS transmission during transient state
Panasonic
Disc
36.321
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
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