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6.1
User plane

6.1.1
MAC (36.321)
6.1.1.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list
R2-086772
MAC Open Issues list
Ericsson
Disc

-
Asked if  " Whether 2 bits in DCI format 1/1A provides sufficient resource flexibility for UL ACK/NACKs;" should remain on the open issue list. 

-
Qualcomm indicate there is some discussion in RAN1

-
Samsung think it can be removed and wait for RAN1 to tell us if anything is needed
=>
Open issue" Whether 2 bits in DCI format 1/1A provides sufficient resource flexibility for UL ACK/NACKs;" can be closed.
R2-086770
Editorial corrections to MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0233)

-
NSN prefers to refer to RRC where possible rather than replace with upper layers

-
Motorola agrees with NSN. Qualcomm also agree

=>
Agree to use RRC where it refers to RRC as long no ambiguity is found offline. Other cases use upper layers.
=>
Other part of CR are agreeable

=>
Come back Thursday with a revision to change to RRC or identical CR is problem found offline. R2-087009 CR 233.

R2-087009
Editorial corrections to MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0233

-
NSN in 5.3.1 can the editor's note be removed instead of updated
=>
Editor's note in 5.3.1 to be removed. Revision agreed in R2-07067   CR 0233r1.
6.1.1.2
In principle agreed CRs
Only CR’s in principle agreed in RAN2#63bis
R2-086061
CR0129 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to PDU Format
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0129

-
revised in R2-086790
R2-086790
CR0129r1 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to PDU Format
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0129r1

-
only change compared to rev '-' is cover sheet (missing CR# on cover sheet)

=>
Agreed
R2-086062
CR0125 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to multiple BSRs
Ericsson, LG Electronics Inc, NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0125

-
revised in R2-086138
R2-086138
CR0125r1 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to Multiple BSR
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0125r1

Note:
R2-086138 is going beyond what was in principle agreed for R2-085798. In order to 
avoid confusion with the in principle agreed CR see R2-086799
-
withdrawn and revised back to agreed in principle CR in R2-086789
R2-086789
CR0125r2 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to Multiple BSR
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0125r2

-
unchanged from RAN2#63bis agreed in principle CR
=>
Agreed

R2-086063
CR0112 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to BCCH Reception procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0112
-
revised in R2-086788
R2-086788
CR0112r1 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to BCCH Reception procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0112r1

=>
Agreed
R2-086073
CR0105 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on PHR Periodic Timer Start
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0105
=>
Agreed
R2-086074
CR0106 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on PHR Reference
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.321
0106

-
revised into R2-086123
R2-086123
Proposed R1 of CR0106 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on PHR Reference
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.321
(0154)

=>
Agreed
R2-086075
CR0108 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on PHR Reporting Values
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0108

-
revised into R2-086087
R2-086087
Proposed R1 of CR0108 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on PHR Reporting Values
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0147)

-
Qualcomm prefer to refer to the ref number rather than the full spec number
=>
Reference to be corrected. Revision agreed in R2-087010 CR 108r2. 

R2-086076
CR0117 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on SR Clarifications and Repetitions
Ericsson, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.321
0117
-
revised into R2-086105
R2-086105
Proposed R1 of CR0117 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on on SR Clarifications and Repetitions
Ericsson, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
(0151)

-
Philips ask if the 'it is considered...' should be 'it shall be considered ...'

-
Qualcomm also suggest the third line should say 'UE shall'
-
NSN the MAC spec should 'indicate to RRC to release the PUCCH resources'

-
Nortel ask if TAT should also be stopped. Qualcomm think it does not matter if TAT is stopped or not as UE will still attempt to receive DL-SCH. Ericsson think timer should stay running and UE could still send uplink ACK/NACK. 

-
Nortel indicate that this means there are 2 conditions where the UE has no PUCCH resources (TAT expired and this new case). Ericsson indicate this is not the only cases where the UE has time alignment but no PUCCH.

=>
First 3 changes above to be made. Some further offline regarding the TAT timer. Revision in R2-087011 CR 0117r2. Come back Thursday
R2-087011
SR Clarifications and Repetitions
Ericsson, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0117r2

=>
Agreed
R2-086077
CR0122 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on Message 3 Definition
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.321
0122

=>
Agreed

R2-086124
CR 0100 to 36.321 on Correction to PHR
Huawei
CR
36.321
0100
-
revised into R2-086801 due to wrong CR number on cover sheet. Should be CR 110.

R2-086801
CR 0110 to 36.321 on Correction to PHR
Huawei
CR
36.321
0110

=>
Agreed
R2-086126
CR 0136 to 36.321 on Correction to UL HARQ Process for the transmission of Msg3
Huawei
CR
36.321
0136

=>
Agreed

R2-086142
CR 0107 to 36.321 Interactions between measurement gap and Msg3 transmission
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0107
-
NSN think the later discussion might impact this.
=>
Agreed. Later revised in R2-087019 CR 107r1 due to discussion of R2-086079. Come back Thursday
R2-087019
CR 0107 to 36.321 Interactions between measurement gap and Msg3 transmission
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0107r1

=>
Agreed
R2-086143
CR 0119 to 36.321 Correction and Clarification on TTI Bundling
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0119
=>
Agreed
R2-086167
Robustness of Buffer Status Reporting
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nortel
CR
36.321
0138

=>
Agreed
R2-086169
Clarification of DRX Active Time
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0120
-
revised in R2-086815
R2-086815
Clarification of DRX Active Time
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0120r1

-
Ericsson clarified a minor change compared to previous meeting to clarify active time is only related to DRX and a pointer to relevant section
=>
Agreed
R2-086782
Proposed R1 of CR0120 to 36.321 on Clarification of DRX Active Time
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0234)

-
Withdrawn

R2-086177
Text Proposal for Dedicated Preamble Assignment
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0121
-
revised in R2-086951


R2-086951
Text Proposal for Dedicated Preamble Assignment
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0121r1
-
Ericsson may need to be revised is changed for TDD preambles are agreed in later discussion

-
NSN think format of table in 7.3 doesn't use 3GPP style

=>
Table format to be fixed. Revision in R2-087012 CR 0121r2. Later agreed to include outcome of R2-086977. Come back Thursday
R2-087012
Text Proposal for Dedicated Preamble Assignment
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0121r2

=>
Reference to clause 7.3 to be updated and change on changes to be removed. Revision agreed in R2-087080 CR 0121r3.
R2-086179
Contention Resolution Timer
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0113
=> 
Agreed

R2-086232
Correction relating to equal priorities
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0109
=>
Agreed

R2-086269
CR0127 to 36.321 [Rel-8] RACH preambles labelling
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
0127

=>
Agreed. 
R2-086271
CR0128 to 36.321 [Rel-8] Addition of MAC padding in random access response
Qualcomm Europe, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0128
=>
Agreed. Later revised into R2-086374
R2-086433
Reflection of RAN1 LS on timing adjust
LG Electronics Inc, Alcaltel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei
CR
36.321
0126

=>
Agreed. Later withdrawn as merged into R2-086374 CR 0128r1
R2-086374
CR0128r1 to 36.321 [Rel-8] merging CR0126r0 and CR0128r0
Qualcomm Europe, LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0128r1

-
CRs merged as both affecting the same figure

=>
Agreed
R2-086285
CR0132 to 36.321 [Rel-8] on MAC BSR trigger
Motorola, Ericsson, LG, NSN, Qualcomm, Samsung
CR
36.321
0132
=>
Agreed

=>
Later agreed to be revised into R2-087085 CR 0132r1 to merge in changes from R2-086395
R2-086307
Bucket Size Parameter
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
0124
=>
Agreed

R2-086318
CQI/ SRS/PMI/RI transmission during active time
Panasonic, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
0130
=>
Agreed

R2-086393
Correction to reception of assignments and grants
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0115
=>
Agreed

R2-086432
PCH reception
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0114
=>
Agreed

R2-086435
NDI and Msg4 Carrying Contention Resolution ID
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0131
-
spelling of assignment is incorrect

=>
Spelling of assignment to be fixed. Revision agreed in R2-087013 CR 0131r1. 

R2-086481
Clarification about Restarting the Periodic BSR Timer
CATT
CR
36.321
0133
=>
Agreed
R2-086482
SPS occasions
CATT
CR
36.321
0137
-
related to email discussion [63bis_LTE_A03_CR].
-
no changes since the email agreement

-
CATT received some comment that last sentence in 5.11 to be reworded

-
Panasonic ask is the number of HARQ process for SPS will also be captured in 5.11. Reply is that it would be captured there if agreed later.

-
Ericsson type in 5.4.1
=>
Typo in 5.4.1 and last sentence in 5.11 to be revised in R2-087014 CR 0137r1. Come back Thursday.
R2-087014
SPS occasions
CATT
CR
36.321
0137r1

-
LG notice revision number is in wrong box
-
NSN indicate the table format is not in 3GPP style

=>
Two corrections above to be made. Revision in R2-087068 CR 0137r2. Come back Friday
R2-086506
Clarification on Padding value
Fujitsu
CR
36.321
0118
-
LG prefer to use ignore instead of disregard

-
Qualcomm suggest replacing Receiver with UE

=>
2 changes agreed. Revision agreed in R2-087015 CR 0118r1.

R2-086615
Correction to prevent wrong contention resolution by adaptive retransmission command
Samsung
CR
36.321
0123
-
Samsung clarified change compared to agreed in principle version. 'UL grant for new tx' replaced to conditions.

-
missing elements on the cover sheet

=>
Cover sheet to be fixed. Revision agreed in R2-087016 CR 0123r1

R2-086616
Correction on PHR triggering condition
Samsung
CR
36.321
0135
-
missing elements on the cover sheet

=>
Cover sheet to be fixed. Revision agreed in R2-087017 CR 0135r1

R2-086721
Correction on Contention Resolution
Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks and Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0116
=>
Agreed


R2-086798
Correction to RA procedure initiated by eNB PDCCH order
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.321
0134
=>
 Agreed
R2-086800
Clarification on BSR triggering
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
0111
=>
Not agreed. Changed is covered by that in R2-086285.

6.1.1.3
Dynamic scheduling

E.g. any issues w.r.t. dynamic scheduling for normal, half duplex, or UL bundling allocations ? E.g. TDD bundling details, multiplexing/demultiplexing description, 
=> Including email discussion outcome: interaction between UL HARQ and measurement gaps [NSN]
Measurement gap handling (open issue HU12)
R2-086078
Report of the email discussion on Uplink HARQ Operation and Measurement Gaps
Nokia Siemens Networks (Rapporteur)
Report
Report of email discussion [63bis_LTE_B08] 
-
noted
R2-086079
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on UL HARQ and Measurement Gaps
Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, ASUSTek, CATT, Ericsson, Fujitsu, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO INC., Panasonic, Qualcomm Europe, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
(0139)

-
Motorola ask why handling of gap affecting UL-SCH transmission and ACK/NACK feedback is different. Response that it is the agreed for a long time.
-
One change conflicts with R2-086142
=>
Agreed in R2-087018 CR 0139.
=>
Agreed that the conflicting change should be removed from R2-086142 (only second change would need left). R2-086142 revised in R2-087019 CR 107r1. 
Spatial multiplexing (open issue HD13)

R2-086560
MAC Open Issue HD13: DL HARQ process numbers for MIMO
Philips, NXP Semiconductors, ST Microelectronics
CR
36.321
(0217)

-
Ericsson ask is a translation function is needed. Why not have a common definition of HARQ process for both L1 and L2.

-
Ericsson think the HARQ process id between L1 and L2 is not necessarily same as that sent over the air. 

-
Philips indicate there is nothing in RAN1 specs identifying the what the HARQ process id is. It is just 3 bits passed to L2.

-
Panasonic point out that 35.212 section 5.1.4.1.2 does specify 8 HARQ processes for DL FDD.

-
Samsung think first question is whether we model as 16 HARQ processes, or 8 HARQ process which can each handle 2 TBs. Ericsson RAN1 have modelled it as 8 HARQ processed and 16 soft buffer regions. RIM agree. Motorola agree

-
Ericsson think there is no need for MAC to refer to TBs or soft buffer regions.

=>
Not agreed. Little support to model behaviour in this way.
R2-086392
Number of HARQ processes for MIMO
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0198)

-
Samsung thinks there is a problem with NDI definition. New transmission is always a new TB, so can't say NDI is toggled for a existing TB.
-
Philips think if sticking with the model of 8 HARQ processes then it may be clearer to refer to TB number rather than TB.

-
Panasonic think it is just modelling and it is clear how to implement. 

-
Samsung prefer the Philips proposal.

-
Qualcomm prefer the Ericsson approach. NSN also. Interdigital also.

-
Interdigital suggest saying TB number just for the NDI bullet point. First sentence should add 'in this TTI'.

-
Philips think NDI bullet should be HARQ process number and NDI bullet.

=>
Offline discussion to address the NDI concern. Starting point is Ericsson proposal. Revision in R2-087020 CR  0198. Come back Friday
R2-087020
Number of HARQ processes for MIMO
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0198

TTI Bundling

R2-086080
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on TTI Bundling
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
(0140)

-
ZTE think SPS case is not addressed. Nokia think bundling does not affect 5.4.2.2

-
Ericsson ask why it is necessary to differentiate first and subsequent transmission of a bundle.

=>
Offline discussion to resolve. Come back Thursday

Update on Thursday

-
Offline concluded it should be addressed for the next meeting

R2-086173
TTI Bundling Configuration
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0165)

=>
Agreed in R2-087033 CR 0165. 

R2-086343
Maximum HARQ transmission number for TTI bundling
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0186)

-
NSN don't understand why this is necessary. MAC always uses the values configured from RRC

=>
Not agreed

R2-086346
Clarification of TTI bundles timing
Huawei
Disc

Proposal: The bundles for a certain UE can be started or scheduled at any uplink subframe.
-
NSN think this is the current behaviour (there are no limitations when bundles can start) so nothing needs to be captured
-
Ericsson agree with NSN

=>
Confirmed that this is the correct interpretation of the spec and nothing needs to be added.

R2-086144
Clarification on UE behaviour at TTI bundling configuration
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0158)

-
NSN ask if UE activates bundling. Response activates as soon as RRC message is received (with a constrained processing delay).

-
NSN ask if intra-cell handover can be used? ASUSTeK think this is not desirable as this will flush buffers.
-
Outcome of previous discussion on activation time was not to introduce anything new and use intra-cell handover for cases where synchronisation is necessary.

-
Qualcomm suggest UL processes could be suspended by sending ACK and then resuming after the max processing time. Ericsson agree this is possible and also think it is a rare case that bundling is changed within a cell.

-
Sunplus think SPS needs to be considered. Samsung agree there may be an issue if SPS is active while bundling is turned on/off. LG think this can easily be handled by deactivating SPS while bundling status is changed.

-
ASUSTeK think there is an issue as number of processes changed from 8 to 4 and NDI handling needs to be clarified.

=>
Not agreed. Offline discussion can continue as to whether something is needed. 
DL HARQ
R2-086345
RV setting
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0188)

-
RIM think the Current_IRV is an index and so it should be set to the index of the value received 

-
NSN think nothing is needed. Ericsson agree and think a UE that implements this wrong will never communicate with the network.

-
RIM think the current text is not correct as it sets Current_IRV to the index.

-
Panasonic think it rewording was previously agreed but lost somewhere.

=>
Second change should include 'index'. Offline discussion to conclude if anything needed. If needed the revised change will in R2-087035 CR 0239. Come back Thursday

=>
First change. Some text to explain what i denotes in the equation. Revised CR in R2-087034 CR 0188. Come back Thursday
R2-087034
RV setting
Huawei
CR
36.321
0188

-
Ericsson suggest to spell out floor, ceil, etc

=>
Agree changes suggested by Ericsson. Check whether part of the formula should be relevant for SI-x x>1. Revision in R2-087072 CR 0188r1. Come back Friday
R2-087035
RV setting
Huawei
CR
36.321
0239

=>
Agreed
R2-086477
RV Determination for BCCH
CATT
-
revised in R2-086986
R2-086986
RV Determination for BCCH
CATT

-
NSN think it is purely a RAN1 issue. Has it been discussed in RAN1?

=>
Noted. Proposed should be presented in RAN1
R2-086438
Avoidance of unwarranted DL HARQ transmission
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0202)
-
Hitachi as why same wording for TDD is not used for FDD i.e. UE ready to receive DL assignment as soon as feedback is sent. LG think this would be acceptable

-
NSN ask if there is current a requirement to process a UL grant before completing processing of a previous one.

-
Ericsson think in UL there is no issue as the process is linked to subframe

-
Ericsson think we should not specify the RTT as this depends on eNB. UE should be ready after feedback is sent.

-
CATT think TDD and FDD should be aligned.

-
Motorola ask why this is needed as it would be eNB error

-
Ericsson agree it is an eNB error case in which case normative UE requirement is not really needed. NSN agree, at most a note but not mandatory behaviour.

-
Motorola not happy with a note.

=>
Situation would only occur as a result of eNB error so UE behaviour would be implementation. Nothing to be added to spec for this case.
R2-086629
Clarification on DL assignment for Temporary C-RNTI
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0228)

-
RIM don't see a problem cause by this issue.

-
LG think it is valid issue. This is for message 4 and UE should not send ACK unless contention resolution is successful. Without this change the UE will always send ACK.NACK

-
NSN think in case of handover and re-establishment the UE does have C-RNTI and so with this change the message would be ignored.

=>
Not agreed
UL HARQ

R2-086097
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on Adaptive retransmissions with empty buffer
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0150)

-
Panasonic think the re-trans counter is incremented even when the retransmissions are suspended. NSN agree so cover sheet is not correct and the reason is not so strong.

=>
Not agreed

R2-086618
Clarifying UE behaviour when erroneous NDI is received
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0224)

-
Motorola think this is the 3rd time this has been seen and previous times it was not required.
-
RIM think it is not needed

-
NSN think it is not required. Ericsson think it is not essential.

=>
Not agreed

Late/not available

R2-086344
RV setting
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0187)

6.1.1.4
DRX handling
RTT timer for missed PDCCH (Open issue DR06)

R2-086347
Handling of HARQ RTT Timer during DRX
Huawei
Disc

-
Ericsson think should not really be an open issue. It is really just an optimisation
-
LG agree that there is nothing to solve. RIM agree

-
Interdigital think smart eNB can figure this out.

=>
Not agreed. Nothing to be resolved.
R2-086595
Discussion on the expiry of DRX Retransmission Timer
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
Not treated given discussion on R2-086347.

R2-086085
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on Measurement Gaps and DRX Timers
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0145)

-
Qualcomm ask how many inactivity values are short than a meas gap. NSN reply 4 or 5 values.

-
Ericsson support the intent but wonder if 3.1 is the correct place to specify.

-
LG think inactivity timer can be reconfigured when gaps are activated to ensure it is longer than the gap. Hence nothing to solve.

-
Interdigital ask is on duration time must also be set to a longer value.
-
Samsung think the DRX retransmission timer means there is an opportunity to send data to the UE.

-
RIM don't think there is a serious problem

-
Huawei support the CR

-
DoCoMo don't think it is crucial.  DRX retransmission timer gives another opportunity and a short DRX inactivity timer would normally also have a short DRX cycle. NSN think there is no link to the RTT/retransmission timer.

=>
Not agreed. Not sufficient support. Open issue (DR06) should be closed
Measurement gap handling

R2-086084
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on UL HARQ operation and Measurement Gaps in DRX
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0144)
-
Current understanding of spec is that the bullet " an uplink grant for a pending HARQ retransmission can occur; " requires the UE to be awake for all possible retrans opportunities, not just the next one. NSN would like a note to clarify this is the intented behaviour

-
RIM understand UE will wake up to receive for all possible retrans opportunities until max-retans is reached. Qualcomm agree with understanding and think the spec is clear.

=>
Note agreed
Other

R2-086172
Correction to HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0164)

=>
Come back Thursday after discussion of R2-087036.

=>
Not agreed

R2-086480 
More considerations on HARQ RTT Timer in DRX
CMCC, CATT, Huawei, RITT, ZTE

-
revised into R2-087187
R2-087187 
More considerations on HARQ RTT Timer in DRX
CMCC, CATT, Huawei, RITT, ZTE

-
Samsung ask if the current RTT timer was configurable by RRC would be a simpler solution. CMCC think the alternative 2 is still preferable.
-
Samsung think this is optimisation. 

-
Interdigital ask if there is anything that precludes the implementation only starting the time on sending a NACK. Some of the benefits could be achieved by implementation.

-
Ericsson think the gain is only when there are retransmissions with approx 10%. CMCC think it is needed so performance of TDD matches FDD. Ericsson think performance is difficult to compare as TDD has many occasion where DPCCH reception is not required.

-
Qualcomm think alternative 1 would be simple way forward. Qualcomm understand the behaviour of the 2 alternatives are identical - it is just a question of how they are captured.
=>
Offline discussion to conclude. 

=>
Will see a CR for alternative 1 in R2-087036. 
=>
Come back Thursday
R2-087036
Correction on the HARQ RTT Timer
CMCC, CATT, Huawei, RITT, ZTE
CR
36.321

-
Ericsson is still not convinced that there is any gain in the proposal.

-
Ericsson think the gain has not been shown but will not object to progress. Samsung agree.
-
Qualcomm thinks it is just alignment to the definition by setting the RTT timer to the RTT.

-
CMCC can accept this alternative 1.
=>
Agreed
R2-086483
Correction on the HARQ RTT Timer
CMCC, CATT, Huawei, RITT, ZTE
CR
36.321
(0205)

-
RIM think the language in MAC does not normally say UL HARQ is sent. Should be aligned to current wording
-
Samsung think we should go with option 1 as it has fewer impacts to MAC spec

-
NSN agree option 1 looks preferable.

=>
Come back Thursday after discussion of R2-087036.

=>
Not agreed

R2-086484
Correction on the definition of the PDCCH-subframe
CATT
CR
36.321
(0206)

-
revised to R2-086961
R2-086961
Correction on the definition of the PDCCH-subframe
CATT
CR
36.321
206

=>
Agreed
R2-086520
Clarification on DRX
HTC Corporation
Disc

-
revised into R2-086989
R2-086989
Correction to DRX
HTC 
CR
36.321

-
Outcome of discussion of R2-086533 in main session to be treated in UP session
=>
Agreed
R2-086532
Clarification on “PDCCH indicates a new transmission” for DRX
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
Disc

-
Qualcomm think a Samsung CR was agreed that that uses 'new transmission' (R2-086615). Qualcomm think the paper is motivated because MAC does not know what a 'new transmission' is, however we have agreed other CRs that use the phrase 'new transmission'
-
NSN agree with Qualcomm and think a reference could be provided to the relevant section

-
Sunplus think there is no wording about new transmission for downlink.

-
Ericsson think it is clear already.

-
NSN suggest clarifying in 5.3.1

=>
Offline discussion to find acceptable wording to clarify the behaviour. Revised CR to be prepared in R2-087037 Cr 0232. Come back Thursday.

R2-087037
Clarification on “PDCCH indicates a new transmission” for DRX
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0232

-
Ericsson still think it is clear already and has proposed a simpler alternative that could be sufficient
-
NSN think the CR is required. The Ericsson alternative is not clear.
-
Ericsson can agree to the CR for progress
-
Ericsson think it is not necessary to say 'indicate', could say 'this is a transmission'

=>
Deleted 'else' should be kept and the 'indicate's are removed. Revision in R2-087073 CR 0232r1. Come back Friday.
R2-086534
Clarification of 'PDCCH indicates a new transmission' for the DRX operation
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
(0214)

-
not treated following discussion of R2-086532
R2-086764
Correction on DRX Short Cycle Timer
CMCC
CR
36.321
(0232)

-
NSN think it is not needed and if we do have it the relationship to RRC should be specified
-
Ericsson clarify the short cycle timer is a multiple of short DRX cycle which is unit of subframes

-
Samsung think something is needed

-
NSN think it is clear in both MAC and RRC that it is number of subframes

=>
Note agreed. People can check RRC offline to see if it is clear that the value is in subframes.

6.1.1.5
Random Access procedure

=> Including email discussion outcome: TDD PRACH dedicated preamble signalling [ZTE]
=> Including email discussion outcome: TDD PRACH resource selection [NSN]
PRACH selection for TDD (Open issue RA20)
R2-086233
Report on [63bis_LTE_B10] TDD PRACH resource selection
Nokia
Report
Report of email discussion [63bis_LTE_B10]

-
Ericsson ask if any option were supported by companies other than the proponent. Reply No

-
Qualcomm think the issue should be address in rel-8

-
CMCC agree it should be addressed

=>
Agree to address in release 8

-
IPWireless concerned with 4 as it relies in uniform arrival distribution. Nokia agree with this concern.
-
NSN prefer option 1 or 2

-
Huawei think that option 4 has better capacity than option 2.

-
Qualcomm withdraws proposal and supports option 2.

-
CATT think option 5 has similar performance to option 2 in many cases.

-
CMCC feel there is little different between option 2 and 5. To make progress then okay to go with option 2

=>
Option 2 is agreed. CR to be prepared in R2-087021 CR 0238. Come back Thursday
R2-087021
TDD PRACH resource selection
Nokia
CR
36.321
0238

=>
Withdrawn as content merged into R2-087012.
R2-086351
TDD PRACH resource selection
Huawei
Disc

R2-086352
CR on TDD PRACH resource selection
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0191)

R2-086485
Selection of TDD PRACH
CATT
Disc

R2-086486
Selection of TDD PRACH
CATT
CR
36.321
(0207)

R2-086716
TDD PRACH Resource Selection
Motorola
Disc

-
Previous 5 documents not treated - covered by discussion of R2-086233.
TDD dedicated preambles

R2-086159
email discussion summary of TDD PRACH dedicated preamble
ZTE
Report
Report of email discussion [63bis_LTE_B09]

=>
Proposals1-5 agreed.

R2-086977
CR for Dedicated Preamble Assignment 
ZTE,Ericsson,Nokia, CMCC
-
based on in principle agreed 36.321 CR 121 from last meeting with agreements from email discussion

=>
Agree to merge new changes into R2-087012 CR 121r2. 
Power control

R2-086396
Corrections to power control and random access
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0201)

-
revised in R2-087101
R2-087101
Corrections to power control and random access
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0201
=>
Agreed
R2-086547
CR Offset parameter in PRACH power control
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0215)

-
not treated as covered by R2-086396
Other

R2-086568
Radio-link criterion for preamble group selection

Texas Instruments
-
NSN think it is a RAN1 issue how the parameters are used.
-
TI clarify it was not presented in RAN1 this time.

-
NSN would be okay with the proposal rather than waiting for an LS

=>
Agree use of the parameters as described in contribution and send LS to RAN1 asking them to confirm the decision.

=>
For RRC the values are still FFS and ask RAN1 to provide the values.

=>
CR to MAC to be prepared in R2-087038 CR 0240. Come back Thursday
=>
LS in R2-087039 (TI). Come back Friday

R2-087038
Radio-link criterion for preamble group selection
Texas Instruments
CR
26.321
0240

-
Ericsson think some names are changed. It is necessary to change names in RRC? TI yes the names should be aligned
-
Ericsson ask where the 'maximum allowed transmission power Pmax' comes from.  Parameter is sent in RRC (SIB1) and used in both MAC and L1
=>
Name for parameter should be revised (to be concluded offline). Revision in R2-087069 CR 240r1. Come back Friday

R2-086137
Proposed CR to 36.321 Correction to RACH procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0157)

-
Samsung support.
-
Ericsson have some concern about moving the delete T-C-RNTI.

-
docomo think 'either' in 5.1.5 should be moved to before C-RNTI

-
Qualcomm think the delete T-C-RNTI should not be changed as nothing is broken.

-
Nortel think the wording should be different for discarding after resolution is lost and when T-C-RNTI has become C-RNTI after successful contention resolution.

=>
Change to be made in 5.1.5. T-C-RNTI change not included. Revised CR to be prepared in R2-087040 CR 0157. Come back Thursday

=>
Nortel comment can be discussed offline.
R2-087040
Proposed CR to 36.321 Correction to RACH procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0157

-
Coversheet is not correct (refers to T312)

-
Highlights should be removed
=>
Two corrections above needed. Revision agreed in R2-087070 CR 0157r1. 
R2-086152
Definition of Contention Resolution Timer
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0161)

-
Ericsson think nothing is wrong with current text

-
Ericsson think only change required would be to replace UL message with msg3

=>
Not agreed

R2-086182
Correction to starting of TA timer
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0168)

=>
Agreed in R2-087041 CR 0168
R2-086251
Temporary C-RNTI allocation w.r.t. UE transmit antenna selection
IPWireless, NextWave Wireless
Disc

-
NSN think it is an eNB implmentation issue that doesn't need to be captured in MAC. Quaclomm agree

=>
Noted

R2-086252
Correction on Temporary C-RNTI allocation w.r.t. UE transmit antenna selection
IPWireless, NextWave Wireless
CR
36.321
(0171)

-
not treated given discussion of R2-086251
R2-086303
PDCCH order and Time Alignment Timer
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0176)

-
NSN ask how the eNB can keep the UE synchronised. The eNB will have to wait to until TAT is expired before sending the order

-
docomo agree it should be able to send PDCCH order while TAT is running

-
ASUSTeK think MAC CE can be used

-
Ericsson think eNB decide what to measure UL timing on and may prefer to use UL preambles.

=>
Not agreed

R2-086348
Corrections to Random Access Procedure
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0189)

-
NSN think 4th change to stop timer is not needed can be left out. Huawei think it speeds up retry.
-
sunplus think the timer is already stopped when the PDU is successfully decoded

-
Ericsson think the 'else (i.e. it ' is not necessary)

-
Qualcomm think the part proposed to be in [] can just be deleted. Ericsson think it can not just be removed as parameters are used in L1 specs

=> 
First change required. Some change required for the parameters in brackets and offline discussion to conclude the approach to use. Revised CR in R2-087042 CR 0189. Come back Thursday

R2-087042
Corrections to Random Access Procedure
Huawei
CR
36.321
0189

-
Ericsson ok with CR
=>
Agreed

R2-086350
CR on Handling of TA during RA procedure
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0190)

-
Ericsson ask when the abort occurs other than when MAC is reset in which case TAT will be stopped as well.

-
Qualcomm think it is not needed as spec require TAT to be stopped when contention resolution is not successful. Huawei think it could be aborted before message 3.

=>
Not agreed

R2-086441
RACH Triggering
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
-
Clarified that LG think scenario 1 is already clear and hence nothing proposed. Only scenario 2 is discussed

-
Ericsson think it is nice to network if the UE initiates a random access. It covers the case the eNB thinks the UE is in sync when it is not.
-
Qualcomm think the random access will be initiated (i.e. behaviour 2.2). 

-
Ericsson think it is a MAC initiated procedure

-
Panasonic agree the random access is desirable behaviour but think it is not clear. Samsung agree with Panasonic that it is not clear. LG agree something is needed to clarify. NSN also think it is not clear.

-
Qualcomm think 'prior to any transmission' is clear it includes UL-SCH. 

-
Qualcomm think a UE receiving DL-SCH while TAT is expired might also trigger it which is not desired so some clarification is required. Ericsson ask why the random access would not be triggered in this case.
-
DoCoMo also ask if behaviour 1.1 is intended behaviour. 

-
NSN have a CR to clarify the behaviour 1.2 (no feedback if TAT is expired)

=>
Offline discussion to conclude what is required. Come back Thursday.
Update of offline

-
Proposed solution is



DL grant and no sync -> no ACK and no random access



UL grant and no sync ->
 no random access

-
Qualcomm think this is the opposite of that currently in 5.2. NSN think the DL case is not clear today but for the uplink case it is different from the current spec. Qualcomm why delay the random access until the eNB send PDCCH order. NSN this will be a contention free access

-
Panasonic think the eNB will not detect this very quickly, and the case is caused because a TA command is missed.

-
Qualcomm ask the benefit compared to what we have now? NSN it is to not start a contention based procedure

-
Motorola think the current text is only meant to refer to UL-SCH, not intended to be PUCCH
-
Samsung think it is an error case and would like to just choose the simplest approach

-
Qualcomm think the proposed DL behaviour is acceptable and no change needed for UL behaviour.

-
NSN think it is really an error case for eNB to send UL grant when TAT has expired

=>
Desired behaviour for DL case is "DL assignment and no sync -> no ACK and no random access"

=>
CR for DL case to be prepared in R2-087079 CR 0142.

=>
For UL grant case no change to the current spec (i.e. UE will initiate random access based on section 5.2)
R2-086082
TAT and RACH procedure
NSN
CR
36.321
(0142)
-
Clarifies that SR is the only trigger for random access - corresponds to behaviour 1.2 and 2.3 of paper R2-086441
=>
Offline discussion together with R2-086441
R2-087079
TAT and RACH procedure
NSN
CR
36.321
0142

-
Qualcomm suggest wording 'prior to any UL-SCH transmission'
-
docomo ask if any clarification that ACK must not be sent. NSN think this is covered by physical layer which prevents transmission without TA. Ericsson think there is something. Qualcomm think it would not hurt to add the requirement in MAC as well.
-
Motorola ask why the 'only' is added. LG think it is not needed. NSN is to prevent the UE acting on this part when sending UL feedback for DL transmission but is okay to remove it.

=>
Remove 'only'. Change wording as proposed by Qualcomm. Revision agreed in R2-087081 CR 0142r1.
=>
Offline checking regarding physical layer preventing ACK to be sent. Can be addressed next meeting if any problem found.
R2-086443
Proposed CR to RACH Triggering
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0203)
R2-086530
Resume PUCCH and SRS transmission after RA procedure
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0213)

-
withdrawn

R2-086596
HARQ operation after completion of RA procedure
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0221)

R2-086631
Consideration on contention resolution
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0230)

Late/not available

R2-086349
Handling of TA during RA procedure
Huawei
Disc



6.1.1.6
QoS
R2-086710
Bucket Parameter Update
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0231)
-
Interdigital agree the solution but think the wording can be improved to cover RLC PDU segments as well. NSN think MAC SDU would be appropriate wording. LG suggest 'total size of MAC SDUs'

-
NSN ask if this changes the meaning of PBR.

-
Qualcomm have some concern about changing the PBR because the effective PBR is smaller than the configured PBR. LG to remove the headers makes it very complex.

-
Samsung agree it would be preferable to exclude header but it would be very complex to the change is acceptable.

=>
Revise wording to say 'total size of MAC SDUs'. Revision agreed in R2-087083 CR 0231

R2-086304
Handling RLC STATUS PDU during scheduling
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0177)

-
Qualcomm do not think the details are necessary. They are guidelines not intended to list all possibilities.
-
RLC already has a restriction about partial Status reports, so it is not needed.

-
Ericsson think they are guidelines for UE implementation and nothing prevents the UE from making a good implementation. Motorola understanding is aligned with Ericsson

=>
Not agreed
6.1.1.7
UL Information for scheduler
Any issues remaining e.g. related to BSR/BHR reporting, ….
Timing of SR trigger w.r.t. current" TTI" (Open Issue SR03)
R2-086561
MAC Open Issue SR03: Timing of SR trigger w.r.t. current" TTI"
Philips
CR
36.321
(0218)
-
Ericsson think that the second aspect is no longer an issue. Been discussed before and concluded not needed
-
Ericsson clarify the issue has been open for a year

-
Samsung are happy to clarify but proposed text is not clear.

-
NSN prefer to leave this issue to be addressed by UE implementation.

-
Qualcomm happy to close the open issue without taking any action

=>
Not agreed. Open issue can be closed
BSR triggering

R2-086090
Clarification of BSR
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0149)

-
NSN think nothing is gained by differentiating pending and triggered BSR

-
Ericsson agree it serves no purpose to differentiate

-
Samsung ask if pending is clear in the final paragraph. Ericsson think it is self explanatory and there are no other actions specified as in the SR case
-
LG ask why pending is clarified for SR case but not for this case

-
Samsung agree the 'pending' could be removed

=>
Not agreed

R2-086799
CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to Multiple BSR going beyond what was in principle agreed for R2-085798
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321

R2-086799 is a counter proposal to the in principle agreed CR R2-086789.

-
Ericsson think it is important to keep the aspect of the grant for transmission in this TTI. 

-
Ericsson think there is nothing wrong with current wording - it does not needed or bring clarify. First 2 small changes in para starting " If the Buffer Status reporting " are correct.

-
Sunplus think something is required for last paragraph for pending BSR as it is never cancelled. HTC agree and suggest replace pending by triggered.
=>
Not agreed

R2-086170
BSR format for reporting empty buffers
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0162)
-
NSN ok to agree for progress
-
Samsung ok with the CR

=>
Change 'A pending BSR' to 'all triggered BSRs'.  In final sentence should say 'all triggered BSRs'. Fix editorial to " PERIODIC BSR TIMER ". Replace 'a' with 'at least one'. Revision in R2-087084 CR 0162. Come back Friday
R2-086092
BSR Triggering with Semi-Persistent Scheduling
HTC Corporation
Disc
36.321
-
LG think it was proposed some meetings ago and not agreed, and there are no new argument. NSN agree.

=>
Noted

R2-086353
Corrections to BSR
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0192)

=>
First change agreed to be merged into R2-087084 CR 0162.
R2-086395
Correction to the BSR triggering
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0200)

-
Samsung think 'a logical channel group' should be changed to 'any logical channel group

-
LG suggest ' for a logical channel which belongs to a LCG'

=>
Proposed wording from LG agreed. Offline to finalise the wording. Agree to merge the changes into a revision of agreed CR R2-086285 CR 0132. Revision in R2-087085 CR 0132r1. Come back Friday
BSR format

R2-086086
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on BSR Mapping
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0146)

-
Ericsson prefer not to change the table. NSN think the changes go together.

-
Ericsson think it is clear to have an index in the table. 

-
LG think the spec is clear

-
NSN comment we agreed similar change to PHR

=>
Not agreed
PHR triggering

R2-086089
Clarification of PHR
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0148)

R2-086487
Consideration about PHR
CATT
Disc



R2-086488
Correction on PHR
CATT
CR
36.321
(0208)

SR
R2-086150
SR transmission and DRX
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0159)

Late/not available
R2-086804
LCG configuration and BSR handling
Motorola
Disc

R2-086805
LCG configuration and BSR handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0235)
6.1.1.8
MAC PDU format

=> Including email discussion outcome: handling of R fields in MAC [QC]
R bits 

R2-086275
Report on email discussion [63bis_LTE_B11] Handling of R fields in MAC
Qualcomm Europe

Report of email discussion [63bis_LTE_B11] 
-
noted

R2-086276
Proposed CR to 36.321 Setting reserved bits to zero
Qualcomm Europe, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0175)

-
outcome of email discussion

=>
Agreed in R2-087022 CR 0175.


R2-086107
Clarification of RAR parameters
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0152)

Other

R2-086319
CR on Processing of contention resolution message
Panasonic, Nokia Siemens Network
CR
36.321
(0180)

R2-086320
MAC PDU subheaders corresponding to Padding
Panasonic, Fujitsu
Disc

R2-086321
CR on MAC PDU subheaders corresponding to Padding
Panasonic, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
(0181)

R2-086489
Clarification of MAC PDU structure
CATT
CR
36.321
(0209)

R2-086617
Correction on MAC PDU subheader description
ETRI
CR
36.321
(0223) 
R2-086151
Clarification on LCID
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0160)

6.1.1.9
Semi-persistent scheduling

Issues related to SPS, e.g. deactivation of SPS, DL HARQ process id’s, …
Initial transmission/measurement gap handling (open issue SP01)

R2-086265
Measurement gaps and SPS
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Samsung ask how likely that initial SPS and meas gap collide. Network can avoid the situation in many cases. 
-
Clarified that the current behaviour is that SPS assignments are generated even during measurement gaps (i.e. option 1) for both UL and DL.
-
Proposal is option 1 for UL and option 2 (no SPS assignment generated during a gap) for DL.

-
Motorola ask what would happen is the UE did implement option 1. Panasonic explain that with option 1 the UE processes the grant.

-
Ericsson indicate that with option 2 the eNB can continue retransmission of an ongoing transmission on the HARQ process after the gap. Not possible with option 1.
-
Ericsson think current spec is ambiguous - it would not be clear is the UE leaves the soft buffer untouched or not.

-
Samsung think it is a corner case that is being address.

-
Huawei prefer option 1. 

=>
For DL agree to option 2

-
LG think option 2 is also needed for the UL.

-
For UL, Ericsson think the current spec is clear and the behaviour is option 1.

-
Nokia prefer option 1 including the clarifying note in the TP.
=>
For UL agree to option 1
R2-086267
Proposed CR to 36.321 Measurement gaps and SPS
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
(0174)

-
NSN support the proposal for the DL. For UL the note is okay but not essential

-
Ericsson support the proposal for the DL. UL note not necessary

-
Motorola think DL change is not needed.

-
Samsung think the note is not necessary.
=>
Agreed in R2-087023 CR 0174
Explicit release (open issue SP02)
R2-086322
Explicit release of semi-persistent resources
Panasonic
Disc

-
Ericsson think the agreement on the exact bits used is RAN1 issue. Panasonic agree and RAN2 can decide on SPS-CRNTI usage and NDI bit setting.

-
Samsung support the proposal.

=>
Explicit release is sent using SPS-CRNTI
=>
NDI flag set to zero

=>
Fixed values PDCCH field used to indicate release and RAN1 responsible to agree fixed values.

R2-086323
CR on Explicit release of semi-persistent resources
Panasonic
CR
36.321
(0182)

-
Panasonic indicate that CR can not be finalised without RAN1 part

-
Qualcomm suggest that modelling should be 'if phy indicates it may be a release and MAC sees NDI=0 then release'

-
Modelling in the Nokia CR is that phy layer would also check the NDI value for this particular case. Ericsson see no harm if L1 check NDI=0 in this case. Panasonic agree regarding the NDI aspect but think it would be nice if MAC could detect release rather than L1.

-
Nokia indicate their CR just cays 'if the PDCCH content indicates release' but does not say which layer actually checks.
=>
Not agreed
R2-086581
Explicit release of semi-persistent scheduling for UL
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-
not treated, covered by earlier documents

R2-086584
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on Explicit release of SPS for UL
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0220)
-
Panasonic think the check 'if the PDCCH content indicates release' is not clear as MAC does not have all content of the PDCCH.

-
Ericsson think the condition should be moved to the NDI=0 part

=>
Not agreed. 
=>
Offline discussion to finalise the modelling between L1/L2 and how to capture in the spec. CR to be prepared also to include decisions from R2-086322 in R2-087024 CR 0220 , Nokia/NSN. Come back Thursday

Update on Thursday

-
Nokia explain 3 options from offline discussion


1
Explicit release ACK for DL [7]


2
Explicit release ACK for DL and Implicit release for DL with fixed value [5]


3
Implicit release for DL with fixed value [3]

-
Qualcomm propose agreeing explicit release CR and discussing reliability (ACK or implicit release next meeting) 

=>
Agreed to option 1 at this meeting. Discuss addition of implicit release at next meeting.
R2-087024
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on Explicit release of SPS for UL
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0220
-
Qualcomm suggest clarifying generating a positive ACK for this HARQ process.

-
Samsung think it is unclear as there is no associated HARQ process. Samsung wonders if the HARQ process id in PDCCH will mean anything.

-
Ericsson think it could be generated by lower layers. Ericsson think the condition for deactivation will be detected by lower layers and so lower layers can generate ACK. Panasonic think RAN1 are treating this as normal PDCCH assignment.
-
Samsung think CR is ok and can be fixed net meeting if necessary.
=>
Agreed. Come back at next meeting is any modelling aspects need to be addressed
R2-086175
Remaining issues in Semi Persistent Scheduling
Ericsson
Disc

-
Section 2.3 only
-
not treated, covered by earlier documents

R2-086247
Semi-persistent Scheduling open issues
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
Disc

-
Section 2.2 only 

-
not treated, covered by earlier documents

R2-086582
Missing details of semi-persistent scheduling for DL
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc



-
Section 2.2 only

-
Only proposal 4 discussed as other aspects treated by earlier documents

-
Ericsson think there is some discussion in RAN1 regarding feedback for activation. But feedback for deactivation as discussed here is independent.
-
Clarified proposal 4 is just for release of DL-SPS resources. Qualcomm, Panasonic, Ericsson  suppport for DL direction.

-
ALU think it is not necessary as an implicit release can be defined

-
HTC have alternative proposal to ACK using a MAC CE.

-
Samsung ask if there is impact on MAC. Reply that after release MAC will have to instruct L1 to send ACK. Ericsson think it could be modelled in L1 as well. Samsung think it is not a MAC issue.
-
Motorola ask what happens if the UE receives DL data (with C-RNTI) in the same TTI. 
=>
Agree we will have some kind of ACK for DL SPS release
=>
Agree to use L1 feedback. Send LS to RAN1 to indicate that we would like to see feedback. RAN1 should decide whether it is sent using the SPS or dynamic resource. 

=>
LS to also include details about the decision taken for document R2-086322.

=>
LS in R2-087025, Panasonic. Come back Friday
=>
Agree to merge the conclusion into the R2-087024 CR 0220.

R2-086091
SPS release issues
HTC Corporation
Disc
36.321


-
Ericsson think this will require 2 PDCCHs to release. The PDCCH release would have an implicit grant for the reply.
-
RIM, Panasonic have concern how the implicit grant would work.

=> 
Not agreed
Implicit release

R2-086263
Proposed CR to 36.321 SPS implicit release on UL
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
(0173)

-
UL-implicit-release should be italic
-
Ericsson have a CR in R2-086178 which includes this as one change. Main functional different is whether the parameter is configurable or fixed.

-
NSN think it can be fixed to 2. Motorola, Samsung, RIM think fixed value is sufficient

-
Qualcomm think is must be configurable.
-
Ericsson think that jitter in arrival rate of packets might cause some not used resources so 2 may be too small. Samsung think 2 is enough

-
Ericsson example is a packet that is early and sent using a dynamic grant and the next packet is late so that gives 2 un-used SPS resources

=>
Agree to configurable parameter with very limited set of values (2 and 3 only)

-
NSN suggest wording should be 'padding BSR then padding'

-
Samsung prefer Ericsson.

=>
Wording of CR to be finalised offline including method to refer to RRC parameters. Revision of CR in R2-087027 CR 0173. Come back Thursday
-
Qualcomm want to be able to disable the implicit release. 

-
Ericsson, Interdigitial, Nokia think it is not needed.

=>
Revision of RRC TP in R2-087028 with values 2 and 3. Offline discussion if infinity also added. Come back Friday

R2-087027
Proposed CR to 36.321 SPS implicit release on UL
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
0173

=>
'UL' should not be in the CR (it was never in the original spec). Revision agreed in R2-087082 CR 0173r1.
R2-086582
Missing details of semi-persistent scheduling for DL
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc



-
Section 2.3 only. 
-
Samsung think the implicit release of DL SPS is needed.

-
Qualcomm think it was discussed (Kanas City) and concluded not needed. NSN clarified the Kansas outcome was FFS.
-
ALU also think it is necessary to handle false activation and UEs will send NACK. eNB can not detect this case and the interference will continue. For false modification the eNB can detect. Support the proposal

-
ZTE think explicit release can be used.

-
Motorola, Panasonic think it is not needed. False activation is now sufficiently low.

-
Samsung think RAN1 analysis assumes there is some recovery to release the resource in case of false activation

-
Huawei, RIM support.
-
Ericsson think this is more robust and think it is useful.
-
docomo - would we not need the feedback for the explicit release if we have this? 

-
Samsung would be happy with implicit release and no ACK for the explicit release.  Interdigital think ACK is still needed to allow quick reassignment of resources. ALU agree with Samsung

=>
Offline discussion. Come back Thursday (Nokia, Jussi)

Update on Thursday

-
See R2-086584
Activation
R2-086358
Corrections to SPS activation failure
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0195)

-
CATT ask if intention is to increase SPS activation reliability.

-
CATT support the intention for activation but think it is not useful for modification.
-
Ericsson wonder if this is different from normal dynamic scheduling. 

-
Qualcomm is proposing the same think in R2-086258. Re-transmissions with SPS-C-RNTI should only be allowed when the UE has an SPS resource activated.

-
Ericsson think it is similar to dynamic case where UE missed the initial transmission and re-tx does not give all info necessary. Panasonic explain there is a case there the re-tx has all the information and this generate ACK/NACK but eNB will not be aware of the missed activation.

=> 
Not needed. Offline discussion and may come back if concluded if something is needed.

Update of offline discussion

-
Summary provided by Huawei: 6 companies involved. Proposal for UL is withdrawn. Proposal for DL is needed although 1 company felt it is not needed.

-
Ericsson think there is no need.

=>
Continue offline and can bring back next meeting if there is some agreement offline.

R2-086490
The Reliability of SPS activation
CATT
Disc

=>
Not treated. Discussed offline with R2-086358
HARQ process association to SFN

R2-086622
SPS HARQ process linking
Samsung, Research In Mortion
Disc

-
CATT prefer the floor function (as in the CR)
-
Nokia support the proposal (as in CR)

-
ALU think a simpler solution is possible - to just cycle through the HARQ process ids

=>
Agreed to principle of this approach

R2-086623
Linking HARQ process ID with the SPS resource
Samsung, Research In Motion
CR
36.321
(0225)

-
Ericsson agree the approach but prefer to spell out the mod and floor functions - more consistent with other usage in MAC

-
Ericsson ask whether to place in HARQ or SPS section.

-
Motorola ask if the formula works in the case of TDD with changing period? Samsung reply this only relates to DL and the changing periodicity

=>
Change so mod and floor are spelt out. Phrase 'where the downlink SPS resource is configured' to be reworded (e.g. change to 'where the SPS resource recurs') . Revision in R2-087029 CR 0225. Come back Thursday
R2-087029
Linking HARQ process ID with the SPS resource
Samsung, Research In Motion
CR
36.321
0225r1
-
Ericsson think the N sps processes can be aligned to the RRC name introduced earlier in the week
=>
Parameter name to be aligned. Revision agreed in R2-087074 CR 0225r2
R2-086175
Remaining issues in Semi Persistent Scheduling
Ericsson
Disc

-
Section 2.1 only

-
not presented as ok with the Samsung proposal

R2-086247
Semi-persistent Scheduling open issues
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
Disc

-
Section 2.3 only

-
2 alternatives. 1 to cycle through from lowest and second solution to cycle through from the signalled HARQ id at activation. ALU preference is the second of the 2 options.

-
Samsung thing the second option is not in line with previous agreement and RAN1 consider the HARQ process id as vCRC

-
Samsung agree there is little difference in performance but requires changing other things in RAN1

-
CATT think the proposal is less robust, e.g in case of a missed SPS modification.

=>
Proposal in 2.3 not agreed

R2-086493
Consideration of SFN Rolling Over in SPS
CATT
Disc

-
Only proposal 2 considered (proposal 1 already covered)
-
RIM think it is a rare case. 

-
Ericsson point out that 30 ms period is not available in FDD or TDD (i.e. case in figure 2 does not exist). CATT think it is a common issue for FDD and TDD.

-
Samsung think it is rare. Only impact is occasionally a process has less time for retransmission. Not needed.

=>
Not agreed

R2-086582
Missing details of semi-persistent scheduling for DL
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc



-
Section 2.1 only

-
not treated, covered by earlier discussion
Other
R2-086175
Remaining issues in Semi Persistent Scheduling
Ericsson
Disc

-
remaining issues in sections 2.3
Proposal 4: The UE always considers the NDI in the first received PDCCH assignment/grant on the UE’s C-RNTI in a process configured for SPS as a new transmission, independent on the NDI value used for SPS.

-
Samsung think nothing is needed if we consider NDI is independent for SPS-RNTI and C-RNTI

-
Samsung think it is more logical to have separate NDI for SPS and dynamic. Ericsson do not see a case where C-RNTI is used for a HARQ process previously used for SPS where it does not mean new transmission.

-
Samsung have related paper in R2-086621
=>
Proposal is agreed

Proposal 5: Any assigned SPS resources shall be released when the time alignment timer expires.
-
RIM ask why the eNB would let the TAT expire when there is an SPS resource. Ericsson reply the case is that UE looses the TA command.

-
Panasonic support the proposal

-
Ericsson clarify that the proposal is that resource is deactivated (remains configured) . After TAT expiry RRC must reconfigure PUCCH so RRC procedure needed anyway.

-
ZTE ask is it could result in de-sync where eNB doesn't know that resource. Ericsson think there is no problem.

-
LG think it is an unusual case. 

=>
Agreed that SPS is de-activated at TAT expiry 
R2-086621
NDI per type of C-RNTI
Samsung
Disc



-
Qualcomm think this comes from HARQ process sharing between SPS and dynamic scheduling - should consider first whether to keep sharing in rel 8
-
Motorola prefer the Ericsson approach

-
RIM think Ericsson approach is simpler

-
Sunplus think Ericsson approach is preferable - for SPS UE does not need to maintain NDI.

-
LG prefer Samsung approach.

-
docomo initially preferred the Samsung approach but also ok with Ericsson CR.

-
Huawei think Samsung approach is simpler. 

=>
Not agreed

R2-086178
Corrections to semi-persistent scheduling
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0166)

-
Changes in 5.2 and 5.3.1 (first 2 new bullets) and 5.4.1 (first 2 new bullets)

-
Change in 5.2 should be reworded to make it clear it is SPS deactivation (use same wording as for other SPS deactivation)
-
Qualcomm asks what 'SPS resources has occured' means. Ericsson explain it mains any configured grant/assignment or anything sent on PDCCH

=> 
Revision to clarify the 2 bullets above in R2-087030 CR 0166. Come back Thursday

R2-087030
Corrections to semi-persistent scheduling
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0166

-
Qualcomm would like consistent 'is toggled' and 'has been toggled'
=>
Align the wording for toggled. Revision agreed R2-087075 CR 0166r1.

R2-086247
Semi-persistent Scheduling open issues
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
Disc

-
remaining issues (proposal 1)
Proposal 1: To inform RAN1 that the 1-bit aperiodic CQI field in the UL grant can be reserved for virtual CRC extension.

-
Ericsson think it is useful to be able to request CQI for SPS. NSN agree. Nortel agree.

-
ALU think CQI can be requested with dynamic grant, and then affecting all UL SPS transmission of that UE.

-
docomo also wonder how this will be used as this is only at activation of SPS. Ericsson understand that the setting of the bit will request CQI at every UL SPS transmission. Samsung ask why a periodic CQI could not be activated. 
-
Qualcomm support ALU.

-
docomo wonder if another option would be that CQI for SPS could be configured in RRC. Ericsson don't want to use RRC messages to turn CQI on and off.

-
Samsung support to use it for vCRC

-
Nortel do not support the RRC option.

-
Options:



Use as vCRC [6]



Use as CQI bit [5]

=> 
Agree to keep the possibility to use it for original purpose (not vCRC). RAN1 to be informed in LS R2-07025   previously assigned to Panasonic
R2-086258
Rules for SPS HARQ process sharing
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
ALU prefer to maintain the sharing of HARQ process.

-
docomo prefer to keep process sharing

=>
No change to status of process sharing

R2-086261
Proposed CR to 36.321 Rules for SPS HARQ process sharing
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
(0172)

-
not treated covered by earlier discussion
R2-086354
SPS retransmission resource on UL
Huawei
Disc

Proposal: The configured resource can only be reconfigured by a PDCCH scrambled by SPS C-RNTI with NDI equal to 0; and the UE generate a SPS new transmission according to the configured resource.
-
noted
R2-086355
CR on SPS retransmission resource on UL
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0193)

-
Ericsson clarify current behaviour. The configured grant is only stored at SPS activation/re-activation. The stored grant is different and used for non adaptive retransmissions. It should be clear that stored and configured grants are different things.
=>
Not agreed

R2-086356
SPS resource modification
Huawei
Disc

Proposal: SPS resource modification only occurs on the SPS timing for both UL and DL.
-
NSN think the eNB can detect the problem and nothing is needed.

=>
Noted

R2-086357
CR on SPS resource modification
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0194)

-
not treated following discussion of R2-086456
R2-086492
Correction on SPS PDCCH
CATT
CR
36.321
(0210)
-
not treated. Discussed offline 

R2-086494
Correction to the coexist of SPS-RNTI and SI-RNTI or RA-RNTI
CATT
CR
36.321
(0211)
-
Ericsson think SPS-C-RNTI should actually say 'semi persistent scheduling C-RNTI'
-
Change to editor's note is not required

-
Difficult to interpret " C-RNTI or SPS C-RNTI and SI-RNTI, P-RNTI "

-
Title, coversheet, and change are not aligned

-
Samsung ask if it is really clear is C-RNTI, SI-RNTI and P-RNTI are required simultaneously.. Ericsson think P-RNTI does not need to be mentioned.

=> 
To be revised to address above points in R2-087032 CR 0211. Come back Thursday

R2-087032
Correction to the coexist of SPS-RNTI and SI-RNTI or RA-RNTI
CATT
CR
36.321
0211

-
Qualcomm would like capital letters and '-' in semi persistent scheduling

=>
To be revised to address point above. Revision agreed in R2-087076 CR 0211r1
R2-086558
Number of reserved HARQ processes for DL SPS and related signalling aspects
Research In Motion Limited
Disc

-
Proposal 2: Confirm that a UE can be configured with zero or one SPS assignment.

=>
Confirm understanding of proposal 2 is correct.
R2-086559
Detection Time of Uplink SPS Activation/Reconfiguration Signalling
Research In Motion Limited
CR
36.321
(0216)
-
docomo think the proposal makes sense and support the intent but think the conditions could be reworded

-
Ericsson think the proposal assumes an eNB behaviour. e.g. it may be the intent to start the SPS immediately which would be precluded

-
Samsung agree with docomo and think it is beneficial to reduce false alarm. Conditions could be clearer is referring to UE buffer status.

-
sunplus think this will not help with power saving

-
Qualcomm think the vCRC is sufficient to handle false activation. Samsung think it is beneficial to reduce false alarm as much as possible. Samsung think if this is agreed it would be sufficient. 
-
Ericsson is not convinced it is required.

-
Panasonic ask how does the mechanism work if other data is being transmitted at the same time.

-
CATT ask what happens if periodic BSR is configured

-
NSN share the Ericsson view that it is not needed - at least for R8

=>
Not agreed.

R2-086582
Missing details of semi-persistent scheduling for DL
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc



-
Section 2.4 only

Proposal 6: When the UE receives a persistent (first) transmission without PDCCH, the RV is assumed to be RV=0.
-
Samsung think this is the intended current behaviour

-
Motorola think the RV sequence is already clear. Ericsson agree - even if it is checked by L1 is can be passed to MAC as normal.

-
Samsung ask if it is clear for SPS initial transmission. Ericsson think this is clear with the configured assignment.

-
Panasonic clarify that RV is not given to MAC for the DL case.

=>
Correct understanding but nothing needed to clarify the spec.

R2-086583
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on DL SPS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0219)

-
not treated, covered by previous discussion
R2-086597
HARQ operation for SPS
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0222)

-
not treated, covered by previous discus
6.1.1.10
RRC configurable parameters
User plane related RRC parameter aspects should be discussed under this agenda item
No contributions.
6.1.1.11
Other
E.g. Priority of MAC Control elements,….
Priority of MAC CEs vs SRBs, RBs (open issue LP05)

R2-086180
Priotitization of MAC control elements
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0167)

-
ASUSTeK support the CR

-
NSN think in most case the UL grant at handover will be big enough for BSR and first UL DCCH message, so an explicit rule and complexity is not needed. Ericsson think this will require larger TB, and corresponding extra re-tx. Ericsson concerned about delay to the handover completion and path switch. Motorola don't think it will result in significant increase in re-tx. RIM agree is doesn't necessarily increase latency.

-
docomo agree with NSN comment, and strict BSR prio > DCCH is enough

-
Ericsson ask why it is easier to send the first message after handover compared to initial access? Samsung respond that the handover complete can be segmented if necessary, but is dedicated preamble is used then eNB can use a bigger grant. NSN think for handover the target can have some information about the UE channel conditions
-
docomo think that UEs that have been handed over are in better conditions than in worst case initial access
-
docomo think the concern is only for the contention based handover. Ericsson concern is increased delay for contention free case.
=>
Agreed prioritisation as follow: C-RNTI > [first UL DCCH after HO] > BSR > PHR >  logical channel prio. Offline discussion to conclude is first UL DCCH after HO is needed. Outcome of offline to be captured in R2-087026 CR 0167. Come back Thursday
R2-087026
Priotitization of MAC control elements
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0167
-
Samsung think it would be clearer if UL CCCH is higher priority than all MAC CEs, not just BSR. 
-
LG ask why we don't just have a list if components in prio order.

=>
To be revised to have a list, details to be worked offline. Revision in R2-087077 CR 0167r1. Come back Friday

R2-086305
Priority of Power Headroom Report
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0178)

R2-086324
Priority handling of MAC Control Elements
Panasonic
Disc

R2-086625
On priorities of MAC CEs
Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

R2-086626
Correction on priority handling on MAC CEs and DCCH MAC SDUs
Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks,Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
(0226)

-
previous 4 documents not treated. Covered by discussion of R2-086180
R2-086136
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to Multiplexing for BSR
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0156)

-
Samsung support

-
Ericsson think it depends on discussion whether BSR due to suspended DRBs can be triggered during re-establishment. If not CCCH is the only think that can be sent.

-
LG explain the issue is caused by a BSR triggered by the CCCH to be transmitted. Ericsson think the BSR is cancelled as it can the grant can contain all the data for transmission

-
Ericsson explain the modelling is that CCCH data triggers BSR which triggers SR procedure which trigger random access.
-
Samsung think there is an issue in re-establishment case as suspended data can trigger a BSR

-
Ericsson clarify that the CCCH there is a default LCG and so it does trigger BSR.

-
Samsung think alternative approach is to forbid suspended DRBs to trigger BSR.

=>
Agree CCCH prio > BSR

=>
Will be capture is the CR together with the conclusion from R2-0086180 offline discussion (R2-087026 Cr 167).

Error handling

R2-086134
Error Handling in MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

Timing advance

R2-086359
Correction to Time Alignment Timer
Huawei
CR
36.321
(0196)

R2-086389
Clarifications to Maintenance of Time Alignment
Nortel, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.321
(0197)

R2-086525
Clarification on Maintenance of Uplink Time Alignment
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0212)

R2-086083
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on PUCCH and SRS resource release upon TAT expiry
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0143)

Other

R2-086081
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] on MAC Timers
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0141)

R2-086135
Proposed CR to 36.321 [Rel-8] Correction to cell change
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0155)

R2-086171
Freeing of reserved RNTIs
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0163)

R2-086189
C-RNTI usage alignment between TDD and FDD
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0169)

R2-086237
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0170)

R2-086309
Local NACKing Optionality
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm Europe
Disc

R2-086310
Local NACKing Optionality MAC CR
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
(0179)

R2-086311
Local NACKing Optionality RLC CR
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
(0045)

R2-086325
Various clarifications/corrections to TS36.321
Panasonic
CR
36.321
(0183)

R2-086394
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0199)

R2-086447
Small corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0204)

R2-086628
Adding MAC architecture
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0227)

R2-086630
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.321
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0229)
6.1.2
RLC (36.322)

6.1.2.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list
No contributions.
6.1.2.2
Other
Retransmission counter

R2-086117
Counting PDU / PDU Segment Retransmissions
InterDigital
Disc

-
discussed together with R2-086639
R2-086639
Counting RLC Retransmissions
Motorola
Disc

-
Nokia ask if any of the 3 TP are in line with the first previous agreement. Motorola think all three are in line with the first point. Nokia think all 3 initialise when a NACK is received and not when a PDU is retransmitted. Motorola clarify the first agreement should have been when a PDU is 'considered for retransmission.'

-
LG think that retransmissions are not frequent so we should go for the simplest which is TP 1. Second preference is TP 3
-
docomo think TP1 counts retransmission too many times. TP2 is preferable but TP3 is also acceptable. Panasonic have same view

-
Ericsson small preference for TP3 but TP2 also acceptable

-
Samsung think there is little difference so simplest TP is desirable which is TP1

-
Nokia prefer TP3 if 'it' can be clarified. Motorola clarify it refers to whatever is considered for retransmission.

-
Qualcomm prefer TP3

=>
Agree TP3. Some rewording to clarify what 'it' in first line is referring too.

R2-086641
Counting RLC Retransmissions
Motorola
CR
36.322
(0057)

=>
To be revised to clarify the 'it' in line with agreement from R2-086639. Revision in R2-087043 CR 0057. Come back Thursday
R2-087043
Counting RLC Retransmissions
Motorola
CR
36.322
0057

=>
Agreed
Other

R2-086064
Handling of a Poll in a duplicated PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
-
discussed together with R2-086064
R2-086065
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Handling of a Poll in a duplicated PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
(0041)
-
Motorola proposed to clarify that the duplicate with poll set with original is still in reordering process then the poll in the duplicate should be discarded. This is the intent in the discussion paper but ambiguous in the CR

-
Samsung think only one status report will be triggered

-
Ericsson we are discussing an extremely rare case and consequence in one extra status report. But CR is acceptable if it can be resolved quickly

-
Nokia think it is a rare case but no strong opinion.
=>
Offline discussion to finalise the wording of the CR. Revision in R2-087044 CR 0041. Comeback Thursday
R2-087044
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Handling of a Poll in a duplicated PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
0041

-
Some problems identified offline

=>
Withdrawn and may be seen again next meeting
R2-086225
Proposed CR for aligning the construction of partial Status PDUs with intended operation
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DOCOMO, Inc., Samsung
CR
36.322
(0043)
-
LG think additional text such as 'increasing SN of bytes in AMD PDU' instead of simply 'increasing SN order'. Nokia think the current text does not address this either. DoCoMo think it would be clearer to have this clarification
-
Interdigital think the 'up to the point where' is not clear. 

-
Nokia clarify the intent is that the constructed Status report can be truncated mid SN.

=>
Revision to include clarification from LG in R2-087045 CR 0043. Come back Thursday
R2-087045
Proposed CR for aligning the construction of partial Status PDUs with intended operation
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DOCOMO, Inc., Samsung
CR
36.322
0043

=>
Agreed
R2-086226
Proposed CR on starting T_status_prohibit after sending a partial Status PDU
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.322
(0044)
-
LG concerned about differentiating between normal and partial status PDU.

-
Interdigital think it is a good idea to only start status prohibit for a normal status PDU, but suggest an alternative wording.

-
Ericsson share LG concern. Prefer not to agree to the CR. Panasonic agree. Motorola

=>
Not agreed

R2-086312
Error Handling in RLC
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
(0046)

-
docomo think the current text is general and just says 'if there are invalid values' 
-
Qualcomm would also be ok to leave  to implementation

-
Ericsson think the 5.5.1 proposal are all covered by general statement. Change in 6.2.2.5 is needed

-
LG think it is not necessary to specify details but think it would be useful to add 'invalid format' to the general statement. Samsung think there is not really a difference betwen invalid values and invalid format

=>
Only change in 6.2.2.5 is required. Revision agreed in R2-087046 CR 0046.

R2-086360
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.322
Huawei
CR
36.322
(0047)

-
LG think change 3 and 4 are not needed as no change in meaning. Some state variable are missing but probably whole list could be removed.
-
Ericsson support removing list of state variables, and editorial changes are not necessary. So only first change is necessary. Nokia agree apart from section 6.1.1 which think is correct.

-
Nokia think current text about all AM state variable is not correct.

-
Nokia think the state variables needs some clean up.

=>
Change 1 agreed. For change 4 in 6.1.1. agree to remove the final part of sentence after 'portion of AMD PDU'. For change 5 some offline discussion to clean up the section. Revision in R2-087047 CR 0047. Come back Thursday
R2-087047
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.322
Huawei
CR
36.322
0047

=>
Agreed
R2-086399
Correction to Segment Offset fields
Ericsson
CR
36.322
(0048)

-
LG think the it should start from 1 not 0.

-
Nokia think starting from 0 is more in line with 'offset'. 

-
Samsung think starting from 1 is in line with LI

=>
Agree to start from 1. Also update 'byte segement' in definitions section. Revision agreed in R2-087048 CR 0048. 

R2-086497
Correction to the description of the delivery of RLC SDU
CATT
CR
36.322
(0049)

-
Samsung think 'in sequence' is okay. 
-
LG think the problem is valid, and PDCP uses 'in order'

-
Motorola think 'in sequence' is correct. CATT think that in UM there will be gaps and so 'in ascending' order is correct.

-
Nokia have preference for the change

-
LG propose 'in increasing order of RLC SN'. CATT prefer 'in ascending order' as in the CR.

-
Samsung think the changes in 4.4 are not necessary as it is very general

=>
Changes in 4.4 not needed. Final wording to be discussed offline. Revision in R2-087049 CR 0049. Come back Thursday

R2-087049
Correction to the description of the delivery of RLC SDU
CATT
CR
36.322
(0049)

=>
Agreed

R2-086498
Minor issues on RLC
CATT
CR
36.322
(0050)

-
LG does not see any problem with current text of 3rd change. 

-
Nokia think the 3rd change is correct.

-
Samsung think 3rd change is not needed. Qualcomm agree

=>
Only change 1 agreed. Revision agreed in R2-087050 Cr 0050
R2-086500
Clarification of Triggering Conditions for T_reordering
CATT
Disc

-
docomo think the behaviour on starting T_reordering was discussed at length before and the behaviour is intentional. LG agree
=>
noted

R2-086502
Correction to Triggering Conditions for T_reordering
CATT
CR
36.322
(0051)

-
not treated following discussion of 
.zip" \o "C:\DATA\3GPP\RAN2\Docs\R2-08500

.zip" 

R2-086500

R2-086592
Clarification on considering VT(S)-1 for retransmission
ASUSTeK
CR
36.322
(0052)

-
Samsung think the intention is correct. Propose a simpler change to just remove the 'new'

-
LG agree with Samsung proposal to remove the new

-
Ericsson think this addressing an extremely rare case but would be ok with the Samsung proposal.

-
Nokia support the CR and would be happy with the text as proposal. Not sure about the modified proposal

=>
Agree to have a CR to address the problem. Offline discussion to conclude the wording. Revision in R2-087051 CR 0052. Come back Thursday

R2-087051
Clarification on considering VT(S)-1 for retransmission
ASUSTeK
CR
36.322

-
Nokia think the condition that no RLC PDU can be for transmitted is strange when the next line is consider for transmission.
-
Samsung agrees with Nokia concern but think the CR is acceptable

-
Motorola also share the concern and this the original is preferable.

-
docomo think we should be clear so the original is preferable.

-
LG think it is rare and could agree to this CR but not prepared to agree the original. 

-
Ericsson think it is an optimisation for a rare case so ok not to do anything.

=>
Not agreed

R2-086594
A new trigger to initiate STATUS reporting
ASUSTeK
CR
36.322
(0053)

=>
Not agreed

R2-086598
The setting of VR(X)
ASUSTeK
CR
36.322
(0054)

-
Panasonic think the current operation works so change is not required.
-
LG think there is nothing wrong but it does simplify the spec and support the CR. 

-
Nokia support

=>
Agreed in R2-087052 Cr 0054.

R2-086633
Adding RLC TM operation
Samsung
CR
36.322
(0055)

-
LG prefers 'submit to lower layers'
=>
Change to 'submit to lower layers'. Revision agreed in R2-087053 CR 0055.

R2-086635
Removing a redundant text on VT(A) setting
Samsung
CR
36.322
(0056)

-
LG support the CR

=>
Agreed in R2-087054 CR 0056.

R2-086818
RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
Panasonic Disc
6.1.3
PDCP (36.323)

6.1.3.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list
R2-086067
PDCP Open Issues
LG Electronics Inc. (Rapporteur)
Info
-
noted
6.1.3.2
In principle agreed CRs
Only CR’s in principle agreed in RAN2#63bis
R2-086125
CR 0039 to 36.323 on Correction to PDCP functional view
Huawei
CR
36.323
0039

-
Motorola indicate there are later contributions that edit the same figure.

=>
Agreed

R2-086236
Clarification with regards to the PDCP state variables
Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson
CR
36.323
0038

=>
Agreed

R2-086314
PDCP “in-sequence delivery and duplicate elimination” always on
Ericsson, Infineon, LG Electronics Inc., Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.323
0040

=>
Agreed
6.1.3.3
Other
R2-086066
Proposed CR to 36.323 on Processing of PDCP SDU received from upper layer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.323
(0041)

-
Motorola think it should be processed as soon as received from upper layers to start the discard timer. Also the wording allow out of sequence processing

-
Interdigital suggest timer is started as soon as received but other processing is not essential at reception. LG would agree to this

-
Ericsson think nothing is essentila but ok with the wording suggested by interdigital

-
Motorola think important the rewording ensure in order processing

=>
To be revised in line with Interdigital suggestion and ensuring in order processing. Revision in R2-087055 CR 0041. Come back Thursday

R2-087055
Proposed CR to 36.323 on Processing of PDCP SDU received from upper layer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.323
0041

=>
Agreed

R2-086106
Error in AM receive window behaviour
Infineon
CR
36.323
(0042)

-
LG wonder this occurs in a real situation.
-
NSN agree it is very common but see no reason not to fix it. Ericsson agree. Motorola agree

=>
Agreed in R2-087056 Cr 0042

R2-086116
PDCP Behaviour at Reestablishment for RLC UM
InterDigital
Disc

-
LG have proposal on same section and similar issue.
-
discussed with R2-086131
=>
 Noted
R2-086131
Discussion on SDU discard timer operation
LG Electronics Inc., CATT
Disc

-
revised in R2-086944 (addition of company only)

R2-086944 
Discussion on SDU discard timer operation
LG Electronics Inc., CATT, Nortel
Disc

-
Motorola think it is possible for UM for the PDCP to give PDU to RLC and then discard it. There would be nothing wrong with that. Interdigital think it would not be permitted to discard.
-
Motorola think current spec gives flexibility to implmentation.

-
NSN think it is an implementation that does not need to be addresses. It would not impact external behaviour. Infineon, Ericsson, Qualcomm agree.

-
Interdigital think if we do nothing the user is mis-informed that the PDCP PDU can only be built at TFC selection. 

-
Nokia ask if the AM mode changes are acceptable - additions for AM are useful.

-
Motorola have a paper regarding the AM interaction between RLC and PDCP.

-
Infineon think it may be useful to discuss discarding the PDU but not stopping the timer. LG assume that timer stop and discard are the same condition.

-
Interdigital think it would be strange to cover AM but not UM

-
Ericsson think this is all about implementation, not specification

-
NSN think important aspect is to discard PDU when timer expires - rest is implementation.

=>
Noted. Offline (LG) discussion can continue to discuss whether something is needed.
R2-086132
Proposed CR to 36.323 on Discard Timer operation
LG Electronics Inc., CATT
CR
36.323
(0043)

-
revised in R2-086945 (addition of company only)

R2-086946
Proposed CR to 36.323 on Discard Timer operation
LG Electronics Inc., CATT, Nortrel
CR
-
not treated given discussion of R2-086131
R2-086133
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Indication of SDU transmission in UM RLC
LG Electronics Inc., CATT
CR
36.322
(0042)

- 
revised in R2-086946 (addition of company only)

R2-086946
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Indication of SDU transmission in UM RLC
LG Electronics Inc., CATT
CR
36.322
(0042)

-
RLC CR related to discussion paper R2-086131
-
not treated given discussion of R2-086131
R2-086227
Proposed CR on PDCP entity establishment
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
(0046)

-
LG ask is there is establishment section in RLC or MAC. 
-
Ericsson think UE behaviour is not affected by these changes. It duplicates requirements and adds to maintenance

=>
Not agreed


R2-086228
Proposed CR on the described scope of Last_Submitted_PDCP_RX_SN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
(0047)

-
LG agree with intention but think text can be simplified.

=>
Text to be simplified 'For PDCP entities for DRB mapped to RLC-AM...'. Frst proposed sentence not needed. Revision agreed in R2-087057 CR 0047. 

R2-086229
Proposed CR to move DIRECTION from parameters provided by upper layer
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
(0048)

-
Ericsson support the change. There is typo - should be 'inputs'

-
Samsung think it is UE implementation of RRC/PDCP interface. Ericsson this the intent is not to specify interaction but to list parameters that are needed from outside PDCP.

-
LG think nothing is broken with current text. Qualcomm agree nothing is broken and it is not testable behaviour.

-
Nortel support the CR

=>
Typo to be corrected. Revision agreed in R2-087058 CR 0048.
R2-086313
Clarification on COUNT
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.323
(0049)

-
NSN think COUNT wrap is not permitted. Ericsson think it was discussed previously and think that COUNT wrap is permitted but it is eNB responsibility to ensure the same COUNT is not reused with the same key
-
NSN think this is very unlikely 

-
Samsung think the wrap should not be allowed and eNB should take some action

-
Ericsson think it is unlikely that wrap will occur during the life of the bearer.

-
Infineon ask if the implementation should any take this into account. So it is technically correct.

=>
Agree to add a note to clarify the case. 
=>
Change to be merged into revision of agreed CR R2-086314 CR 0040. Revision in R2-087059 CR 0040r1
R2-087059 
PDCP “in-sequence delivery and duplicate elimination” always on
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.323
0040r1

-
LG think the note should be in a general section

-
Ericsson think this is the only location where this is relevant.

-
Ericsson think the problem is just when the COUNT wraps at the same time as handover and the consequence of incorrect implementation is just some delayed delivery of data. So it is not essential.

-
LG suggest section 5.6 and/or 5.7. Qualcomm think the wrapping and comparison is not relevant to that section
-
LG suggest 6.3.5. Qualcomm think it is not suitable for same reason as before.

=>
Not agreed. R2-086314 CR 0040 remains agreed.

=>
Agreed to move note to 6.3.5, and changes no longer clash with CR 0040. Change in R2-087078 CR 0049.
R2-087078
Clarification on COUNT
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.323
0049

=>
Agreed

R2-086361
Correction to PDCP procedure for SRB
Huawei
CR
36.323
(0050)
-
Interdigital think it is not clear that this is needed
-
Nokia think it is assumed PDCP is re-established before RLC and so it is useful.

-
Infineon think it is useful and the RLC PDUs may be out of sequence

-
LG agree but think it should be aligned to DRB sections. Propose the discard due to RLC re-establishment is moved to the first bullet.

=>
Text moved to first bullet. Revision agreed in R2-087060 CR 0050. 

R2-086363
Bitmap setting of PDCP status report
Huawei
Disc

-
Interdigital think the status report is still useful in the proposal 1. LG think proposal 1 is not correct.
-
Ericsson think the status report should be sent in the proposal 1 case. Qualcomm agreed

-
Samsung support proposal 2
-
LG explain the intent of spec is that 'missing means gaps in received PDUs and also the first not received PDU.

-
Panasonic support clarification

=>
Proposal 1 not agreed. 

=>
Proposal 2 agreed

R2-086364
CR on Bitmap setting of PDCP status report
Huawei
CR
36.323
(0051)

-
proposal 2 from R2-086363 corresponds to deletion in 5.3.1
-
Samsung think just this deletion is not fully correct

=>
Not agreed

R2-086634
Corrections to PDCP STATUS REPORT
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0061)

-
revised to R2-086828
R2-086828
Corrections to PDCP STATUS REPORT
Samsung
CR
36.323
0061

-
First change covers agreed proposal 1 from R2-086363
-
Ericsson support
-
LG think the 2nd change is not necessary. Clarification in 6.3.10 would be preferable. Ericsson think it is useful clarification.

-
LG think the first change should be reworded 'if there is at least 1 out of sequence PDCP SDU'

=>
First change agreed with rewording from LG. Revision agreed in R2-087061 CR 0061. 

=>
Offline discussion to conclude on second change. Come back Thursday
Update of offline discussion

-
Samsung now agree that the 2nd change is not required
=>
Second change not agreed
R2-086503
Processing of SDU and PDU, when handover occurs
CATT
CR
36.323
(0053)

-
Interdigital and LG comment it is an implementation issue
=>
Not agreed

R2-086504
Correction to PDCP functional view
CATT
CR
36.323
(0054)

-
Motorola have a paper on the same topic R2-086554
-
LG think that no change is needed as the figure is just informative.

=>
Not agreed to change the figure

=>
For section 4.4 change just remove last part of sentence after ROHC protocol. Also remove next bullet.

=>
Revision agreed in R2-087062 CR 0054.

R2-086554
Proposed CR on PDCP structure
Motorola
CR
36.323
(0059)

-
LG first changes removes a little redundancy but not essential. LG think second change is not essential, more of an implementation issue.
-
Motorola think we have modelling section and they should be specified.

-
Ericsson agree with LG

=>
Not agreed
R2-086505
Miscellaneous PDCP corrections
CATT
CR
36.323
(0055)

-
Motorola in section 4.4 second change is not correct as there is no such function for UM

=>
Changes in 3.2 and 5.6 agreed. Revision agreed in R2-0877063 CR 0055

R2-086551
Proposed CR on BEARER security parameter
Motorola
CR
36.323
(0056)

-
Qualcomm understand the change to 8 bits in SA3 is not yet agreed

-
NSN think it is specified in latest SA3 spec.

-
LG think RRC needs to be changed. Motorola explain the issue is taking the value signalled by RRC and creating an 8 bit value.
=>
Offline discussion to conclude. Revision in R2-087064 CR 0056. Come back Friday
R2-086552
Proposed CR for error handling
Motorola
CR
36.323
(0057)

-
LG agree with intention. Propose to use a wording identical to RLC. 

-
Motorola think it is more than just values but it is intended to invalid formats.

=>
Agree to align text to RLC and remove both complete editor's notes.

=> 
Revision agreed in R2-087065 CR 0057

R2-086553
Proposed CR on identification of upper and lower layers
Motorola
CR
36.323
(0058)

-
Ericsson ask if there is any reference to upper/lower where it is not clear. Motorola think that is true for other specs but MAC/RLC have this text.

-
Nokia saw no specific need to define upper layers.
-
LG agree with Nokia

=>
Not agreed

R2-086587
Proposed CR to 36.323 on Correction to PDCP Control PDU description
LG Electronics Inc., ETRI
CR
36.323
(0060)

=>
Agreed in R2-087066 CR 0060.

R2-086643
Data available for transmission after handover
Motorola
CR
36.323
(0062)

R2-086644
PDCP behavior upon RLC indication of successful deliver
Motorola
Disc
R2-086646
PDCP behavior upon RLC indication of successful delivery
Motorola
CR
36.323
(0063)
Late/not available

R2-086362
Indications for PDCP re-establishment
Huawei
Disc

6.1.4
UE capabilities (36.306)

6.1.4.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list
No contributions.
6.1.4.2
Other

R2-086129
Limitations on PDCP/RLC SDU into MAC TB processing
NXP, Infineon, Philips
Disc

R2-086308
Max number of MAC SDUs
Qualcomm Europe
Disc
R2-086795
L2 UE capability limitations
Ericsson, Nokia Corporation
R2-086230
Proposed CR to remove the sections on MBMS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
(0005)
R2-086555
Editorial Corrections
Motorola
CR
36.306
(0006)

R2-087031
Proposed CR to UL transmit diversity 
IPWireless
CR
36.306
Late/not available/withdrawn
R2-086400
L2 UE capability limitations
Ericsson
Disc

withdrawn
R2-086163
PDCP SDU limitation
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

withdrawn

6.1.5
Model of the physical layer (36.302)

6.1.5.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only. E.g. open issue list
R2-086211
Reception of Simultaneous Physical Channels in Downlink
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
(0001)
6.1.5.2
Other

No contributions.
Come back on Friday

CRs:

R2-087068
SPS occasions
CATT
CR
36.321
0137r2

R2-087020
Number of HARQ processes for MIMO
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0198

R2-087072
RV setting
Huawei
CR
36.321
0188r1

R2-087037
Clarification on “PDCCH indicates a new transmission” for DRX
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0232r1

R2-087069
Radio-link criterion for preamble group selection
Texas Instruments
CR
26.321
0240r1

R2-086170
BSR format for reporting empty buffers
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0162
R2-087085
MAC BSR trigger

Ericsson
CR
36.321
0132r1

R2-087077
Priotitization of MAC control elements
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0167r1

R2-087064
Proposed CR on BEARER security parameter
Motorola
CR
36.323
0056

RRC TPs:

R2-087028
RRC TP on Paramater values for UL SPS implicit release
Qualcomm

Issues:

Liaisons:

R2-087039
Draft LS to RAN1 on Radio link criteion for preamble group selection
TI

R2-087025
Draft LS to RAN1 on Feedback for DL SPS release
Panasonic
Email discussions:

None

tdocs not allocated

R2-087087 - R2-087100

R2-087071 (allocated to Nokia but not used)












