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Statistics of TSG RAN WG3 meeting #69bis
· 88 participants

· 564 contributions

· 22 in-principle agreed CRs
· 33 incoming liaison statements

· 13 outgoing liaison statements
1
Opening of the meeting

The chairman opened the meeting at 09.00 on Monday, 11th of October. Hengxing Zhai (ZTE) welcomed the delegates to Xi'an on behalf of ZTE.
2
Approval of the Agenda
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-102554
	Agenda for RAN3#69bis, Xi'an, China
	Chairman
	Agenda
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. 
Decision: Approved
3
Approval of the minutes from previous meetings
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-102555
	RAN3#69 Meeting Report, Madrid, Spain
	MCC
	Report
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the MCC Secretary.
Decision: Approved
4
Reminder of IPR declaration

	The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.
The delegates were asked to take note that they were thereby invited:
- to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.
- to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs,e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).


5
Incoming LS
A summary of incoming liaison statements is given in Annex B. For corresponding outgoing liaison statements see Annex C.
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102557
	Inclusion of the “RRC Establishment Cause” in the “(RANAP) Initial UE message” (Source: CT1; To: RAN3, SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	IMS_EMER_GPRS_EPS
	Rel-9
	C1-103553
	Interdigital
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Catalina Mladin (Interdigital). CT1 asks RAN3 to add the “RRC Establishment Cause” to the “(RANAP) INITIAL UE MESSAGE” in the TS 25.413.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102573
	Reply LS on Inclusion of the “RRC Establishment Cause” in the “(RANAP) Initial UE message” (Source: SA2; To: CT1; Cc: RAN3, RAN2)
	IMS_EMER_GPRS_EPS
	Rel-9
	S2-104371
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Reininger (Huawei). SA2 does not see the need to include the RRC establishment Cause value into RANAP message.
-> offline: should we send our own liaison statement or shall we agree on SA2 views {Ina Widegren).

-> no action resulted from the offline discussion.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102558
	LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover (Source: GERAN2; To: CT1, CT4; Cc: RAN3, SA2)
	GELTE
	Rel-8
	GP-101459
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Reininger (Huawei). GERAN2 asks CT1/CT4 to introduce necessary changes to the MAP protocol in order to make it possible to include SPID from the old MSC to the new MSC during an inter-MSC handover.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102559
	LS on Enhancements of Iur-g interface (Source: GERAN; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN)
	eIurg-RAN3
	Rel-10
	GP-101660
	ZTE
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. Chairman explained the background of this LS. GERAN2 asks RAN3 to make satge-3 work on enhanced Iur-g interface. This request has already resulted in a new WI being approved in RAN#49; eIurg-RAN3.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102571
	Reply LS to on Enhancements of Iur-g interface (Source: RAN; To: GERAN, RAN3, GERAN2, RAN2; Cc: SA)
	eIurg-RAN3
	Rel-10
	RP-101016
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. This is a response to the LS from GERAN2 (R3-102559). RAN informs GERAN2 that a new WI has been approved for RAN3's work on eIurg. RAN3 is to start the work as soon as a stable stage-2 spec is provided by GERAN2.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102560
	Reply LS on intra-eNB energy saving solutions (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, RAN4)
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	R1-105092
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This LS contains RAN1's reply to RAN2's question on the feasibility of a few candidate intra-eNB energy saving solutions.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102561
	LS on eICIC progress in RAN1 (Source: RAN1; To: RAN, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	ECIC_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	R1-105094
	CMCC
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This LS is about RAN1's decision on eICIC (enhanced Intercell Interference Coordination):
· Macro-Femto: 

· Baseline

· No backhaul coordination (X2, S1)

· Reflects RAN3 status
· Time-domain/power setting solutions 

· Support for restricting RLM/RRM/CSI measurements at the Rel-10 UE to certain resources 

· Macro-Pico: 

· Extend Rel 8/9 backhaul based ICIC to include time domain component

· Baseline

· Coordination of almost blank subframes* 

· Support for restricting RLM/RRM/CSI measurements at the Rel-10 UE to certain resources 

· The gains with cell range expansion (CRE) are still FFS in RAN1 and RAN4 will not start working on CRE enablers unless gains are concluded by RAN1

· No additional support shall be assumed in Rel-10 for cell range expansion beyond what is already possible in Rel-8

Decision: Noted
	R3-102563
	Reply LS on Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs in CELL_FACH (Source: RAN2; To: RAN1, RAN3)
	Rel-8 RANimp
	Rel-8
	R2-104941
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). RAN2 asks RAN3 to introduce any necessary signalling to inform the NodeB of the UE ‘Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs’ when the UE is configured to receive HS-DSCH in the CELL_FACH state.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102567
	SRB only PS Handover (Source: RAN2; To: SA2, CT4; Cc: RAN3, RAN5)
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	R2-105231
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This LS informs the other groups that RAN2 has decided to remove the SRB only PS Handover from the TS 25.331 specification.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102572
	LS on GERAN and UTRAN handling of RFSP Index/SPID (Source: SA2; To: GERAN2, RAN3; Cc: CT1)
	TEI9
	Rel-8
	S2-104362
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). SA2 asks GERAN2 and RAN3 to document that the RFSP index sent to GERAN/UTRAN from the SGSN takes precedence over the RFSP index received from the MSC.

Giuseppe Catalano: There are two further CRs related to this LS in R3-102680 and R3-102681.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102574
	LS on PS handover failure during the SRVCC (Source: SA2; To: RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2)
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	S2-104424
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). SA2 asks RAN3 to check whether it is possible to proceed SRVCC handover steps in case PS handover fails at target RAT, and specify necessary mechanism to support this scenario if any required.
HT: There is also a CR related to this in R3-102969.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): We should get this issue clarified by RAN.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102576
	LS on new Study Item on Core Network Overload issues (Source: SA2; To: RAN2, RAN3, GERAN, GERAN2, CT1, CT4, SA3; Cc: SA, SA1)
	FS_CNO
	Rel-11
	S2-104444
	Vodafone
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone). SA2 asks RAN3 to note that they have launched a new Study Item on Core Network Overload issues.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): There is also a dicussion paper related to this in R3-102596.
Decision: Noted
6
Documents for immediate consideration
7
Organizational topics
7.1
Work plan and organisation
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102557
	TR 30.531 v.1.2.0 for information
	MCC
	Info
	30.531
	
	
	
	
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the MCC. This TR is updated to include the latest WIs, a few rapporteur name updates and a new section on internal TRs.
Decision: Noted
7.2
Future meeting dates and hosting

	Meeting
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	RAN WG3#70
	15 - 19 Nov 2010
	Jacksonville, USA
	The North American Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#50
	7 - 10 Dec 2010
	Istanbul, Turkey
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#70bis
	17 - 21 Jan 2011
	Dublin, Ireland
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#71
	21 - 25 Feb 2011
	Taipei, Taiwan
	HTC

	TSG RAN#51
	15 - 18 Mar 2011
	Kansas City, USA
	Sprint Nextel

	RAN WG3#72
	9 - 13 May 2011
	Kobe, Japan
	NTT DoCoMo
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General, protocol principles and issues
9
UTRAN Rel-8 and earlier releases
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102586
	Correction of Inter-system SRVCC
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (HiSilicon). This CR adds the description of the SRVCC operation during the SRNC relocation procedure in case of handover to GSM CS domain and DTM handover to GSM.
Jianxun Ai (ZTE): Does this problem exist also elsewhere? 

Dario Tonesi (NSN): I think this issue should be handled together with RANAP CRs (by NTT DoCoMo).

Philippe Godin (ALU): This issue is separate, it should be handled now.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102587
	Correction of Inter-system SRVCC
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (HiSilicon). This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102586.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102588
	Clarification on downlink power balancing
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (HiSilicon).This CR adds a note to clarify that “a specific request refers to DL POWER CONTROL REQUEST message or other NBAP messages with downlink power control request”.

Jiangsu Ai (ZTE): Is there a confusion with current text: "specific request" ?
Martin Warner (ALU): Is this a clarification? => Rel-10
Chenghock Ng (NEC): Do we need to clarify anything? What else it can be than "DL Power Control Request"?
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): What is the meaning of "specific request"?

-> Clarification: Specific request could be a request for power balancing using dedicated NSAP/ RNSAP signalling.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102589
	Clarification on downlink power balancing
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102588.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102590
	Clarification on downlink power balancing
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-102588.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102591
	Clarification on downlink power balancing
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR adds a note to clarify that “a specific request refers to DL POWER CONTROL REQUEST message or other RNSAP messages with downlink power control request”.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102592
	Clarification on downlink power balancing
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102591.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102593
	Clarification on downlink power balancing
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-102591.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102635
	Correction on the Functional Split Table of MOCN
	Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	F
	HNB_Arch
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This CR adds an “X” for HNB-GW of “MOCN Rerouting Function” in table 4.2-1.
Jurgen Schwarzbauer (NSN): NSN can agree on this.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102750
	Secondary Serving Cell Information
	ZTE
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	F
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by ZTE. This CR adds several parameters to the Secondary Serving Cell List IE since they are needed if multicell adjacent carrier operations are to be employed.

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): This change is not necessary.
Zheng Zhou (Huawei): Agrees with Ericsson.

Ai Jiangsu: Admittedly, this is an optimization; it can be discussed further in Rel-10.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102751
	Secondary Serving Cell Information
	ZTE
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	A
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102750.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102752
	Secondary Serving Cell Information
	ZTE
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	A
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-102750.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102828
	Clarification of use of RNC Id
	ip.access Ltd
	CR
	25.469
	 
	 
	F
	HNB
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Kit Kilgour (ip.access). This CR clarifies that HNB should use HNB-GW supplied RNC-Id in RANAP messages that involve RNC-Id.

- Should this be rather a stage-2 change (we don't specify in one protocol the things in another protocol.

- Should we cover handling of RNC-ID in U-RNTI?

- What release?

-> offline

Conclusion of the discussion: Stage-3 CR is withdrawn, the new stage-2 CR is in R3-103043.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-103043
	Clarification of use of RNC Id
	ip.access Ltd, Qualcomm Japan
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	F
	HNB
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Kit Kilgour (ip.access). This CR clarifies the HNB Register Accept message to show that the HNB uses HNB-GW supplied RNC-ID in RANAP and RRC messages that involve RNC-ID.
Decision: Agreed

	R3-102829
	Clarification of use of RNC Id
	ip.access Ltd
	CR
	25.469
	 
	 
	A
	HNB
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102828.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102830
	Clarification of HNB De-registration procedure
	Ip.access Ltd
	CR
	25.469
	 
	 
	F
	HNB
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Kit Kilgour (IP.Access). This CR clarifies that the SCTP connection is cleared after a HNB De-Registration.

Jurgen Schwarzbauer (NSN): Should 'Abort' or 'Shutdown' method to be used to tear down the SCTP connection?

KK: We do not have a strong position on this.

Zheng Zhou (Huawei): We do not need this clarification.

Martin Warner (ALU): The clarification is aleady there in the first part of the modified sentence.

-> specification seems to be clear enough on the fact that a deregistration will trigger a tear down of the related SCTP connection.

Minuted on request:

- specification is clear enough: a deregistration triggers also a tear down of the related SCTP connection (and corresponding IPSec tunnel).

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102831
	Clarification of HNB De-registration procedure
	Ip.access Ltd
	CR
	25.469
	 
	 
	A
	HNB
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102830.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102693
	Clarification on E-PUCH transmision power in enhanced CELL_FACH
	CATT
	CR
	25.435
	 
	 
	F
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-8
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102694
	Clarification on E-PUCH transmision power in enhanced CELL_FACH
	CATT
	CR
	25.435
	 
	 
	A
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-9
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102753
	HSUPA Independent Schedule for Cell Portion
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	RANimp-BFE
	
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102754
	Introduction of HSUPA Schedule for Cell portion Indepented
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	C
	RANimp-BFE
	Rel-8
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102755
	Introduction of HSUPA Schedule for Cell portion Indepented
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	A
	RANimp-BFE
	Rel-9
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102756
	Introduction of HSUPA Schedule for Cell portion Indepented
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	A
	RANimp-BFE
	Rel-10
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
10
E-UTRAN Rel-8
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102832
	Alignment of tabular with ASN.1 for S1 Setup message
	Ip.access Ltd
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	LTE
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-102971
	Alignment of tabular with ASN.1 for S1 Setup message
	Ip.access Ltd
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	LTE
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Kit Kilgour (IP.Access). This CR proposes to change the tabular order of CSG Id List and Default Paging DRX since they are different from the ASN.1.
Chairman: Since this is a clarification, it is better to agree in Rel-10.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): According to our working statements, it would be formally correct to change the ordering in the tabular.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Not clear if there is a problem.
-> offline discussion on whether to fix this either in tabular or in ASN.1. (Kit Kilgour)
-> revised in R3-102971 (for Rel-10)
- During the discussion it was clarified (and it is clearly written in the spec) that in case of IE order mismatch between tabular and ASN.1, precedence is given to ASN.1

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102833
	Alignment of tabular with ASN.1 for S1 Setup message
	Ip.access Ltd
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	A
	LTE
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102832.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102789
	Aspects of CS fallback handling during HO
	InterDigital
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn
11
UTRAN/E-UTRAN Rel-9
E-UTRAN

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102636
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103030
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103062
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR makes two proposals:
1. For the Handover Resource Allocation procedure, it is clarified that  “the eNB shall also consider the no roaming area nor  access resticion applies to the UE when the CS Fallback Indicator IE is set to “CS Fallback High Priority”.
2. The appropriate sections describing the usage of the Handover Restriction List IE are updated in a way that this IE is in general applied to any mobility scenario in ECM-CONNECTED state.
Philippe Godin (ALU) & Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): This flag (CSFB indicator) is not in the HO Request message.

Chairman: What about the corresponding change in 8.4.2.2

-> offline (check if the item in 8.4.2.2 related to CSFB handling is applicable).

-> Revised in R3-103030.
- CSF -> CCO in 9.2.1.22
- Need to add CCO to the abbreviations

-> agreed unseen in R3-103062.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102637
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103031
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103063
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR makes the same proposals as R3-102636, but for 36.423.
-> Revised in R3-103030

- CSF -> CCO

- Need to add CCO to the abbreviations

-> agreed unseen in R3-103063.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102825
	[DRAFT] Applicability of Handover restriction list for CSFB
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102972
	[DRAFT] Applicability of Handover restriction list for CSFB
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103064
	[DRAFT] Applicability of Handover restriction list for CSFB
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103107
	[DRAFT] Applicability of Handover restriction list for CSFB
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed

	R3-103108
	Applicability of Handover restriction list for CSFB
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103115
	Applicability of Handover restriction list for CSFB
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN).

Philippe Godin (ALU): Is it really possible to apply this to NACC and redirection?

Chenghock Ng (NEC): Action points are ambiqious.
-> reword the part about redirection.

-> reword actions (remove ambiquity)

-> revised in R3-102972
- simplify the description (focus only on the status quo after agreements above).
- attach the CRs we just agreed

-> revised in R3-103064

Osok Song: Rel-10 -> Rel-9; TEI10 -> TEI9

-> Agreed unseen in R3-103107, Final in R3-103108.

- Revised in R3-103115 since the final version has to have RAN3 as the source. NSN had provided the final LS in R3-103108 but with a wrong source (NSN).
Decision: Approved
	R3-102723
	NAS tx not necessary if E-RAB unknown at eNB
	Motorola, KDDI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (Motorola). This paper proposes that in case none of the E-RABs is known, the eNB can discard the NAS message.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102724
	NAS-PDU not sent to UE if E-RAB ID unknown during E-RAB Release cmd
	Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103018
	NAS-PDU not sent to UE if E-RAB ID unknown during E-RAB Release cmd
	Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Withdrawn


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (Motorola). This CR proposes that a NAS-PDU may be included in the E-RAB RELEASE COMMAND and that the NAS message is not sent via Uu if the E-RAB ID is unknown at the eNB.

Francesca Serravalle (NEC): During the last meeting it was clarified that the system can work without this kind of CR.
Osok Song (Qualcomm): I don't think any clarification is required.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Agrees with NEC and Qualcomm. No need for a change.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): No need for a change.
-> offline

-> This was not agreed.

It is common understanding that the standard allows both possibilities:

 1. NAS-PDU is sent over the radio when all RABs are unknown in the E-RAB release command message.
 2. NAS-PDU is NOT sent over the radio when all RABs are unknown in the E-RAB release command message.

Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102757
	CR for Description of Energy Saving
	CMCC, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This CR makes a minor addition to the description of X2-CP procedures.

Chairman: For Rel8/9 we should only agree critical changes; this is a clarification.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102758
	CR for Description of Energy Saving
	CMCC, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102973
	CR for Description of Energy Saving
	CMCC, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by . This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-102757.

Chenghock Ng (NEC): Change the version number in the coverpage (a->10).

-> agreed in principle in R3-102973.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102834
	SRVCC procedure in case of PS handover failure
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). SA2 has asked RAN3 to check whether SRVCC handover can proceed in case PS HO fails at target RAT and specify necessary mechanism in Rel-9 if needed. This paper claims that a successful call flow can also be applied for PS HO failure case. Target to Source Transparent Container IE from MSC has to be included in the HO Command. Moreover, both “CS and PS” and “CS only” should be indicated in the SRVCC HO indication IE even for PS HO capable UTRAN.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): What is the behaviour in case of intra-UMTS case?

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Is it not clear from Fig 1 when/where the failure happens?

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): What is the eNB behaviour?

Martin Israelsson (Ericson): Is this case (intra-UMTS) really a valid case? Maybe not applicable as SRVCC is only applicable to iRAT case.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Yes, SRVCC applies to inter-RAT cases. 
Osok Song (Qualcomm): Clarification on proposal 3 is also needed.

- Today in case of intra-UMTS relocation if one of the domains fails then the relocation fails. This also means that today the target RNC never builds an HO command for the UE where one domain fails and the other doesn't .

-> Clarification to RANAP may be necessary.

-> Clarification on proposal #3 (CR in 2837 below)

-> offline (include 2837 into this discussion).

-> postponed until next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102835
	Clarification on SRVCC procedure in case of PS handover failure
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102969
	Clarification on SRVCC procedure in case of PS handover failure
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103011
	Clarification on SRVCC procedure in case of PS handover failure
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This CR implements the first proposal by R3-102834.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102836
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on PS handover failure during the SRVCC (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2, GERAN2)
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: 

Decision: Postponed

	R3-102837
	Support of CS only SRVCC handover to UTRAN with PS handover support
	NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	C
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR implements the third proposal by R3-102834.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102858
	Handling of CDMA2000 HO Required Indication
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102962
	Handling of CDMA2000 HO Required Indication
	Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR changes "should" -> "shall".

Elena Voltona (Ericsson): Fine to have a 'shall' given that MME is a receiver (consistent with the decision made in Rel-8 for S1AP).
Dario Tonesi (NSN): This CR uses the old CR coverpage and the spec version.
-> agreed in principle.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102859
	Correction of GBR and MBR definition
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102978
	Correction of GBR and MBR definition
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). The coding of the bit rate is corrected to say that it refers to the bit rate at PDCP SDU level.
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): Should this be PDCP SDU or RLC SDU?

PG: This is just the case I am rying to clarify. It is unclear what the current definition refers to?
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Do we need a clarification in RAN3? Should we ask RAN2 to do it?
Osok Song (Qualcomm): I think this belongs to SA2.
Chenghock Ng (NEC): Agree with sending an LS to SA2.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): I think this issue belongs to RAN3, we should decide it. The MBR/SBR definition in the core network spec refers to 36.413.

Osok Song (Qualcomm): Should we rather clarifiy this in the stage-2 spec for QoS [23.107]
-> Revised in R3-102978

- added reference to 23.401.

-> offline check

-> LS to SA2/RAN2 in R3-102974.

-> The CR will be postponed until further notice from SA2.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-102974
	[DRAFT] LS on GBR and MBR definition (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103066
	[DRAFT] LS on GBR and MBR definition (To: SA2, RAN2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103109
	[DRAFT] LS on GBR and MBR definition (To: SA2; Cc: CT1, RAN2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed

	R3-103110
	LS on GBR and MBR definition (To: SA2; Cc: CT1, RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).

- RAN2 into To:

-> revised in R3-103066.

Osok Song: Cc: CT1, action to RAN2.
-> Cc: CT1, RAN2
-> agreed unseen in 3109, Final LS in 3110.

Decision: Approved
	R3-102871
	Correction of semantics description
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). The semantics description of some IEs erroneously contain a condition for inclusion (‘shall’) instead of a pure description, as customary in RAN3 specifications.

Martin Warner (ALU): There is a large numer of shall's and should's in the semactics description in existing specs.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Don't want to have duplication between procedural text and semantics description.

-> For Rel-10 only.

-> offline

-> more discussion is needed
Decision: Noted
	R3-102872
	Addtion of missing acronym definition
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.902
	 
	 
	F
	SON
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Wei Zhao (Ericsson). This CR adds definitions of DMP and CP into the TR.

Chairman: Wasn't this TR already closed?

Martin Israelsson (Erficsson): If the TR is not withdrawn then it is open for CRs.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Is this cat D?
Phiippe Godin (ALU): Coverpage needs update (no location info in the header).
-> Agreed in principle (with the updates to coverpage) 

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102927
	Correction of E-RAB Data Forwarding in HANDOVER COMMAND and DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING
	NEC, Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102975
	Correction of E-RAB Data Forwarding in HANDOVER COMMAND and DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING
	NEC, Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Francesca Serravalle (NEC). This CR clarifies that eNB should consider as a logical error only the case when both Transport Layer Address and GTP –TEID are missing for both DL and UL directions while a RAB id is contained in the list.
Philippe Godin (ALU):
- coverpage update is needed: cases 8-16 should be considered as logical errors, cases 4-7 are implementation dependent.

- change in 8.8.4 is not consistent with change in 8.4.1.4 (should be either both shalll or may).

-> offline

-> revised in R3-102975.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102728
	Max number of Cell IDs in Write Replace Warning msg
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Back (Motorola). This paper proposes that if possible, the max warning area list size should be reduced to avoid unnecessary requirements on the eNB HW, SW and S1AP transport delay.
Martin Warner (ALU): We have a related contribution in R3-102679 and we support this issue.
- is there a scaling issue related to EWTS?

- If there is a large area to warn, shouldn't we use list of TAIs instead of large numbers of cells.
- Is the problem applicable to macro, home, or both?

- Is there a difference between LTE and 3G ?

- If we need to add a change , should it be for Rel-9

-> Conclusion: no changes needed for LTE; discussion to continue for 3G

Decision: Noted
	R3-102679
	Scaling issues for SABP and ETWS.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). It is proposed that for HNBs the Broadcast domain Service Area may consist of more than one HNB.
Kit Kilgour (IP.Access): Support this paper. There is clearly a scaling issue to be solved.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): In UTRAN the core network side is not aware of cells, only of service areas (which may consist of several cells). But the cell broacast can be per cell.
HIdeaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): Operators could use TAI list instead of SAI.
Zhou Zheng (Huawei): How about scaling and macro cells?

Martin Warner (ALU): This scaling issue is related to home NBs, not to macros.

- Is there a difference between LTE and 3G?

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): We have not seen this problem, it is purely theoretical. The solution is a non-backwards compatible.
Michael Bach (Motorola): If there is a large area to warn, shouldn't we use list of TAI's instead of large number of cells.

Chairman: If we need to add a change, it would be for Rel-10.
-> offline

Decision: Noted
UTRAN

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102680
	RNC selection of SPID
	Telecom Italia
	CR
	25.401
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Giuseppe Catalano (Telecom Italia). This CR clarifies that in case different SPID values are received from the CS and PS domains, the RNC should use the value received from the PS domain.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): Can SPID be received from MSC?

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): Some rewording of theCR may be needed.

-> offline

- MSC cannot send SPID (CT4 specs say that in case VLR receives SPID [for MAP inter-working function with Diameter] it shall ignore it).
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-103016
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on GERAN and UTRAN handling of RFSP Index/SPID (To: CT4, SA2; Cc: GERAN2, CT1)
	Telecom Italia
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-103067
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on GERAN and UTRAN handling of RFSP Index/SPID (To: CT4, SA2; Cc: GERAN2, CT1)
	Telecom Italia
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed

	R3-103068
	Reply LS on GERAN and UTRAN handling of RFSP Index/SPID (To: CT4, SA2; Cc: GERAN2, CT1)
	RAN3
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Giuseppe Catalano (Telecom Italia).

- Attach the original LS from SA2 (given that CT4 was not copied)

-> Agreed unseen in R3-103067, Final LS in R3-103068.

Decision: Approved

	R3-102681
	RNC selection of SPID
	Telecom Italia
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Giuseppe Catalano (Telecom Italia). This CR makes the same proposals as R3-102680, but for 25.413.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102767
	Discussion on Signalling Connection for HNB to HNB Mobility
	Huawei, Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This paper proposes that the limit of establishing SCCP connection shall be loosened, to permit intra-GW mobility between HNBs with CN involvement.
Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): We have a related discussion paper in R3-102939.

Conclusion: It is possible to have HNB-to-HNB handling in Rel-9. No specification as to whether a single or two SCCP connections would be used  .
Decision: Noted
	R3-102939
	On Rel-9 HNB-to-HNB mobility
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). Currently 25.410 only mandates the setup of a new SCCP connection when one does not yet exist (c.f. [1] section 4.5.1.1.2). This may be interpreted as prohibiting a new SCCP connection, when one already exists for a given (UE, CN, RNC) triplet. This paper proposes that CN should always set up a second SCCP connection towards the HNB-GW when the target and source of relocation are HNBs under the same HNB-GW.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Why do we absolutely need to create a second SCTP connection to this scenario?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102768
	Clarification on the SCCP connection for intra-GW inter-HNB mobility
	Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103052
	Clarification on the SCCP connection for intra-GW inter-HNB mobility
	Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103078
	Clarification on the SCCP connection for intra-GW inter-HNB mobility
	Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou. This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102767.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102926
	PPI value for SABP in Iuh
	NEC
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102979
	PPI value for SABP in Iuh
	NEC
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC). The PPI value for SABP in the Iuh interface is still undefined. This CR adds value 31 to 25.467.
- No need for squared bracket

- Add reference to 25.419 (instead of abbreviation of SABP)

-> agreed unseen in R3-102979.

Decision: Agreed
12
ITU-R submission related topics
12.1
Carrier Aggregation WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102562
	LS on draft RAN1 CRs for Carrier Aggregation, Enhanced Downlink Multiple Antenna Transmission and Uplink Multiple Antenna Transmission Work Items (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4; Cc: RAN)
	LTE_CA, LTE_eDL_MIMO, LTE_UL_MIMO
	Rel-10
	R1-105099
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. This LS contains four draft RAN1 CRs; for information in RAN3.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102648
	CA impact on RAN3
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). This paper concludes that there is no impact on RAN3 with regard to CA WI.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102873
	Analysis of potential RAN3 impacts from the Carrier Aggregation WI
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This paper also concludes that there are no immediate impacts to RAN3 specifications, but some discussion is needed on the concept of cell.

- How to deal in RAN3 with DL-only carrier components?

A: same as today (keep the current concept of cell in RAN3)

Nai Kagawa (KDDI): In section 3.2.2, 2nd and 3rd bullets: What does the concept of a primary cell mean?

EV: Primary cell means that a cell is both uplink and downlink, a secondary cell can be either UL/DL, or DL only.

-> No RAN3 impact on a protocol level.

Decision: Noted
12.2
UL MIMO WI
12.3
DL MIMO WI
13.
H(e)NB mobility enhancements
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102941
	Reply LS to LS on the security on the direct interface between H(e)NBs (Source: SA3; To: RAN3)
	H(e)NB
	Rel-10
	S3-101121
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). SA3 has analysed the security of H(e)NBs with a direct connection and informs that while such security solution is possible, it requires changes to existing specifications and it is unlikely that such a solution can be standardised in the Release 10 time frame.

-> In Rel10, "direct communication" between H(e)NBs will have to be routed via a centralised security GW (if security is required).

Decision: Noted

13.1
RANAP-based solution
13.1.1
Stage-2 aspects / CELL_DCH
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102928
	Optimized HNB to HNB mobility in Cell-DCH – HNB-GW based solution
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP.Access, China Unicom, ZTE
	CR
	25.467
	101
	3
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted

	R3-103049
	Optimized HNB to HNB mobility in Cell-DCH – HNB-GW based solution
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP.Access, China Unicom, ZTE
	CR
	25.467
	101
	4
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Available


Discussion: This CR proposes a HNB-GW coordinated relocation procedure using existing RANAP procedures/messages without Iu UP state transfer between source and target HNBs.
Noted without presentation since there are no major changes to this document.

There is a response document in R3-102928, and detailed response document by Vivek Jha.
-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting

Decision: Noted
	R3-102955
	Response to R3-102928
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Resp
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper lists 13 points that need resolving before the proposal in R3-102928 is feasible.
Decision: Noted
13.1.2
Stage-2 aspects / CELL_FACH

Enhanced mobility in CELL_FACH
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102633
	Discussion on the Access Control for CELL_FACH Mobility
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This paper analyses the access control issue in the mobility between HNBs for UEs in cell_FACH state and proposes that:

1: The access control of non-CSG should be performed in the GW during the routing of Cell_UPDATE.

2: Because the action for Cell_FACH in cell reselection is unclear, a LS may be needed to trigger RAN2 to clarify.  

3: There is only intra-CSG HO support for CSG UEs in Rel-10. And the GW should verify it during the routing of Cell_UPDATE.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): I think this is out of scope, not to be standardised.
ZZ: These issues are part of the current WI.

Related to proposal 1:

- WID is not clear on whether optimized HNB-to-HNB mobility should be supported for non-CSG UEs. It was clarified that non-CSG capable UEs are in the scope of the WI.

-> solution: agree with Huawei proposal: GW to perform access control.

Related to proposal 2:

- Confusion with WID: work should focus on intra.

Isues & solutions common to all approach:

Issue#1: who performs access control for non-CSG UEs?

Issue#2: who verifies that it is an intra-CSG HO?

Issue#3: reselection to CSG is not defined for Cell_FACH
Chairman: We should send an LS to RAN2, asking why CELL_FACH is excluded from the WID

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Issue 3 is not valid.

-> offline

- Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Is issue #3 valid. If so, we need to send an LS to RAN2 and stop discussion on CELL_FACH (continue only on CELL_DCH).


-> With respect to CELL_FACH: LS to RAN2 in R3-103021.
- Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Clarify why we should not support non-CSG UEs for optimised HNB-to-HNB mobility.

Decision: Noted
	R3-103021
	[DRAFT] LS on Clarification for Cell_FACH mobility of CSG UEs (To: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103028
	[DRAFT] LS on Clarification for Cell_FACH mobility of CSG UEs (To: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-103029
	LS on Clarification for Cell_FACH mobility of CSG UEs (To: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to clarify if UE (CSG or non CSG) mobility in Cell_FACH between HNBs is possible or not from RAN2 point of view.

- Some editorials

- Edited by the Chairman on screen.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-103028.

-> Approved in R3-103029.
Decision: Approved
Not Treated:
	R3-102934
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	Appr
	 
	
	
	 
	
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102935
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.467
	105
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


URNTI Management

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102634
	Discussion on U-RNTI Management
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102930
	U-RNTI management over the Iuh interface
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102931
	U-RNTI management over the Iuh interface: Comparison of Solutions
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102949
	Response to R3-102931
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102932
	U-RNTI Management over the Iuh interface
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.467
	104
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.1.3
Stage-3 aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102929
	RANAP procedure clarification in the Optimized HNB to HNB mobility in Cell-DCH
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP.Access, China Unicom, ZTE
	CR
	25.413
	1079
	2
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). RAN3 technically endorsed CR to cover stage-2 aspects of RANAP based “Optimized HNB to HNB Mobility” solution during the RAN3#69 meeting (in R3-102496). A draft Stage-3 CR was also discussed and presented in R3-102516. This CR is re-submission of R3-102516 with some minor updates.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102936
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.469
	57
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102933
	U-RNTI Management over the Iuh interface
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.468
	31
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.2
HNBAP-based solution
13.2.1
Stage-2 aspects / CELL_DCH
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102819
	Benefit of exchanging neighbor lists (NLs) between HNB and HNB-GW
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This paper makes 5 proposals:
1: It is proposed to let the HNBs detect neighbors dynamically and communicate them to the HNB-GW and optionally notify the HMS.

2: The HNB location information contained in the HNB REGISTER REQUEST message should be explicitly allowed to contain information about adjacent HNBs and convey the PSC parameter as optional value.

3: HNBs should communicate parameters relevant for HNB-to-HNB mobility to the HNB-GW. At least the PSC value should be added to the HNB REGISTER REQUEST message.

4: It is proposed to introduce enhancements to enable the HNB-GW to inform HNBs about potential neighboring nodes. This information exchange should be conveyed in a new HNBAP message conveying HNB update information.

5: It is proposed that HNBs should be able to optionally indicate in HNB REGISTER REQUEST that they are supporting the enhanced HNB mobility procedure.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102820
	Introduction of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility procedures using HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102819. This CR is a natural heir of R3-102533.
Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Is the solution ensuring no interruption in the U-plane?

-> revised and merged with R3-102966 into R3-103003. (Note: R3-103003 was never made available).
Decision: Revised
	R3-102966
	Enhanced registration procedure for supporting HNB to HNB mobility using HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Jurgen Schwarzbauer (NSN). This CR adds stage 2 descriptions to describe intra HNB GW, inter HNB mobility procedure via HNBAP in a way that is transparent to the HNB GW.
Vivek Jha (NEC):

- Is NL provided by HMS superceded by GW?

- How dynamic is the NL info?

JS: The new NL functionality is essential for the HNBAP solution (otherwise HNB will not be able to select whether to use the optimised mobility or not). Will add functionality to GW.
VJ: How do you downselect from the hundreds of HNB reports to the 20s that are neighbours of a specific HNB?

A: The list reported by the HNB initially is used as a starting point.

-> revised and merged with R3-102820 into R3-103003. (Note: R3-103003 was never made available).
-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
13.2.2
Stage-2 aspects / CELL_FACH
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102925
	HNBAP based management of U-RNTI for HNB to HNB Cell Fach mobility
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.2.3
Stage-3 aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102821
	Enhanced neighbor relationship establishment for HNB-to-HNB mobility based on HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.469
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR enhances the HNB Registration procedure and adds procedure for updating the information of registered HNBs regarding neighbourship relations.
-> revised and merged with R3-102967 into R3-103004.

Decision: Revised
	R3-102967
	Support of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility in HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.469
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103004
	Support of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility in HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.469
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR enhances the HNB Registration procedure and adds procedures for Context Retrieve, Relocation, Relocation Commit and Relocation Complete.

-> revised and merged with R3-102821 into R3-103004.

-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102822
	IuUP enhancements to support HNBAP based enhanced HNB to HNB mobility
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.415
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). To support HNB to HNB HO signalling for Cell DCH and Cell FACH mobility, in a way transparent to the HNB GW, additional messages are needed in HNBAP. These messages are very similar to the procedures already used in RNSAP and RANAP.

Decision: Noted
13.3
RNSAP-based solution
13.3.1
Stage-2 aspects / CELL_DCH
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102769
	Performance analyze for soft handover between HNBs
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This contribution analyzes the performance for soft handover and concludes:

1: The soft handover procedure can be finished while UE move across the SHO area for typically deployment scenarios.

2: The inter RLs delay for current direct interface solutions can meet the SHO requirements.
Kit Kilgour (ip.access): the numbers given in this paper for Home NBs are probably underestimates, based on the numbers we see from existing networks.

Decision: Noted
	R3-103026
	Introduction of HNB to HNB mobility procedure using direct interface
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	98
	3
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: This is the stage-2 CR, previously presented as R3-102535 in RAN3#69.

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm) regarding stage-2 CR: 

- The Active Set Update should be coming from the source HNB not from the drift HNB

- There is no quarantee that the commit message arrives to the target HNB before the UE completes RRC reconfiguration. 

-> issue with 4.1-y: NEC believes that currently SeGW for HNB does not have routing function (we are sending an LS to SA3 related to this point). This view is not shared by ALU, NSN, Huawei and Qualcomm.
-> There is no description on U-Plane handling

-> How is data volume/location reporting handled?
Related to all solutions, it is understood that HOs should not cause audible interruptions.

Decision: Postponed

13.3.2
Stage-2 aspects / CELL_FACH
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102673
	URNTI management within the HNB RAN
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102674
	Issues related to Cell FACH support for HNB Handover.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102675
	Cell FACH support for HNB Handover
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102676
	Introduction of Cell_Update procedure.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	99
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102677
	Introduction of HNB to HNB Cell_FACH mobility procedure using direct interface.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	100
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.3.3
Stage-3 aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102671
	Text Proposal for HRNSAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103027
	Text Proposal for HRNSAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). The direct interface between HNBs requires a new protocol specification for the messages exchanged directly between HNBs, HRNSAP. This contribution is a text proposal for HRNSAP.
- Missing Relocation Cancel message.

-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102672
	Additional messages to support HNB-HNB HO in HNBAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	55
	3
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). To support HNB to HNB HO via direct interface additional messages are needed in HNBAP to provide access control information and TNL values.
Vivek Jha (NEC): Any UE-specific procedure between HNB and GW is handled via Context ID. This CR proposes a new method.  Why is this the case?
-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
Not Treated:
	R3-102678
	Additional messages to support CELL_FACH mobility in HNBAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	56
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.4
LTE - Solutions for optimized (H)eNB-to-HeNB mobility
13.4.1
Requirements & scope of the work
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102874
	HeNB Mobility Enhancements  Scenarios
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This discussion paper makes two proposals:

1: Direct X2 interface between (H)eNBs may be deployed in the scenarios where X2 based mobility was already agreed to be allowed; X2-GW functionality at the HeNB-GW may be adopted depending on specific deployment requirements, i.e. for dimensioning reasons.

2: In line with the current understanding of the HeNB GW scope, no further standardization efforts are required regarding the X2 GW functionality.
Decision: Noted

	R3-102839
	Use case of direct X2 based (H)eNB-HeNB mobility
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Takeshi Okamoto (NTT DoCoMo). This paper concludes that:

- direct X2 without via SeGW may be defined only for HeNB to HeNB mobility.

- direct X2 via SeGW should be defined both HeNB to HeNB mobility and eNB-HeNB mobility.

it should not be allowed to use “direct X2 via SeGW” and “direct X2 without via SeGW” at the same time. Therefore it is proposed that further examination of direct X2 based HeNB mobility should take into account of only above cases.
Decision: Noted

	R3-102896
	Requirement of Enhanced Inter-HeNB mobility 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper makes two proposals:

1: Exclude the scenario of open HeNB or eNB into closed/hybrid cell from the WID but to allow the closed/hybrid cell into eNB or open HeNB. 

2: Agree on the following stage 2 text and corresponding CR in tdoc R3-102899 which summarizes all HeNB-HeNB mobility:

Mobility between two HeNBs may be supported via X2 handover if both are directly connected to the same MME or the same HeNB GW and only in the following use cases:


- target cell is either hybrid or closed and source cell is either hybrid or closed and they have same CSG ID,


- or the target cell is open.

Mobility between an HeNB and an open eNB cell may be supported via the X2 handover if the HeNB cell is open and connected to the same MME as the eNB.

Osok Song (Qualcomm): Alternative TP in: "X2-based HO between HeNB is allowed when there is no access control needed."

Decision: Noted

-> Agreement to cover closed/hybrid HeNB to open access HeNB.

13.4.2
HeNB to HeNB mobility
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


13.4.2.1
Stage-2 aspects

Two main dimensions:

1. HeNB-to-HeNB vs Macro-to-HeNB

2. direct vs GW

Focus on HeNB-to-HeNB:
-> WA: standardize only the direct interface in Rel-10
Yes: Ericsson, Qualcomm, ALU, Hitachi, NTT DoCoMo, AT&T, KDDI, ip.access, DT
No: Samsung

CB:
- Stage-2 solution on HeNB-to-HeNB solution in R3-103005 (Qualcomm)

- LS to SA3 on [R3-103005] in R3-103006. (ALU)

AI: next meeting to discuss possible stage-3 issues, if any

For Macro-to-HeNB:

- Continue to discuss mobility enhancements via direct interface between HeNB and Macro (regardless of the presence of HeNB GW) ?
Yes: NTT DoCoMo, AT&T, CMCC

No: Vodafone, DT, Orange

-> No X2 between HeNB and Macro in Rel-10;
Because of time constraints, the work in Rel-10 will be focused on HeNB-to-HeNB. Further discussions on eNB-to-HeNB mobility enhancements are postponed to Rel-11 (interested companies invited to open a dedicated WI)

AI: At the next meeting, do we want to continue the discussion in Rel-10 on HO termination at HeNB GW?
	R3-103005
	Stage 2 for the X2 based mobility enhancement between HeNBs
	Qualcomm Incorporated, NTT DOCOMO, Ericsson, Hitachi, Inter Digital, NEC, Vodafone, Samsung, Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI, ETRI, Motorola, Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (Qualcomm).
Chairman: Should this document be approved as a baseline?

Osok Song & Gino Masini would like to have this in-principle agreed

-> Agreed as baseline.

Decision: Noted

	R3-103006
	[DRAFT] Response LS on the security on the direct interface between H(e)NBs (To: SA3)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103085
	[DRAFT] Response LS on the security on the direct interface between H(e)NBs (To: SA3)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-103111
	Response LS on the security on the direct interface between H(e)NBs (To: SA3)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).

Gino Masini (Ericsson): I thought that the decision was to inform SA3 about our decisions - Question 1 is unnecessary.

-> Revised in R3-103085, final LS in R3-103111.
Decision: Approved
General / requirements
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102778
	X2 usage for HeNB mobility enhancement
	Samsung, Motorola, ZTE, CATT, New Postcom, LG Electronics, InterDigital
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). Thsi CR proposes to add the description of X2 usage for HeNB mobility enhancement in the following cases:
•
Between an eNB that does not have closed/hybrid cells and an open access HeNB;

•
Between two open access HeNBs;

•
Between two closed/hybrid HeNBs only if they have the same CSG ID 

•
From closed/hybrid (H)eNB to open access HeNB;
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102898
	Introduction for Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility Architecture 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102899
	Introduction of Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility Function 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


**********************************************************************************

Possible TPs for Stage-2: 

### 1.

Mobility between two HeNBs may be supported via X2 handover if both are directly connected to the same MME and only in the following cases.

- target cell is either hybrid or closed and source cell is either hybrid or closed and they have same CSG ID;
- or the target cell is open

### 2.

X2-based HO between HeNBs is allowed when no access control is needed

### 3.

This version of the specification does not support X2 connectivity of HeNBs, except in the following cases:

· Between two open access HeNBs

· Between two closed / hybrid HeNBs only if they have been the same CSG ID

· From closed / hybrid HeNB to open access HeNB;

Issues in presence of HeNB GW / MME pool requirements
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102838
	Applicable network architecture for X2 based HeNB mobility
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102738
	Discussion on MME Pool Requirements for HeNB GW
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	 
	 


Issues in presence of HeNB GW / X2 setup &ANR
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102823
	X2 mobility aspects with HeNB-GW proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 Revised

	R3-103000
	X2 mobility aspects with HeNB-GW proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102824
	X2 mobility via HeNB GW proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102597
	X2 setup between macro eNB and HeNB-GW
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102786
	Consideration on X2 setup for HeNB mobility enhancement
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102706
	Open issues in X2 setup procedure between HeNBs
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102854
	X2 Management with a HeNB-GW
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102612
	Issues on X2-based mobility for HeNBs from ANR perspective
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


Issues in presence of HeNB GW / Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102704
	Discussion on routing X2AP messages with X2-GW
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102705
	Add the function of routing X2AP message to HeNB-GW
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102775
	X2 Setup between GW and HeNB
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102780
	X2 HO routing and identification issue
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


HO termination at HeNB GW
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102777
	X2 Handover termination at the HeNB GW
	Samsung, Alcatel-Lucent, CATT, CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102779
	HeNB GW functionality to terminate X2 handover procedure
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102897
	Optimized Solution for Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102947
	Response to R3-102897/102777
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102900
	Introduction of Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility Procedures
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.4.2.2
Stage-3 aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102707
	Add a new cause value for X2 setup failure
	CATT
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh-core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102631
	Analysis on the X2 setup between HeNB and (H)eNB based on X2GW
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.4.3
eNB to HeNB mobility
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


13.4.3.1
Stage-2 aspects

General aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102632
	Discussion on the Mobility Enhancement between HeNB and eNB
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


13.4.3.2
Stage-3 aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


13.5
Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102901
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). Today the configuration solutions that exist require operator dependent tedious configuration efforts and are limited by the 503 values of PCI range.  It is therefore proposed to design a standardized and automated solution to solve efficiently this problem in release 10.

Proposal 1: it is proposed to standardize a method for self-configuring the Global eNB ID of newly detected cells.

Proposal 2: it is proposed to agree preferably on a network solution than a radio solution.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): two solutions; 1st  is based on operator's contributions.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102903
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	734
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR modified 36.413 so that the Global eNB ID of the target neighbour cell is received by the source eNB through incoming handovers within the UE History Information IE.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): How reliable is this method. Can you rely on the presence of this information?

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Does not like the name "Parent eNB"

AK: But you do not have this info in the beginning, when you do the HO for the first time.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102875
	Addressing of HeNBs
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). The paper makes 4 conclusions:
1: PCI range split is a 3GPP agreed mechanism, not something proprietary.

2: PCI range split is anyway necessary to implement for legacy reasons.

3: using PCI range split does not introduce extra configuration efforts.

4: UE based solutions do not appear attractive. Network based solutions should only be considered once PCI range split is proven not feasible, as it is already specified by 3GPP for legacy reasons. Hence PCI range split should be considered the working assumption to distinguish between open mode HeNB and eNBs.
Herve Bonneville (Mitsubishi): How many sets of different PCI splits would be needed in a typical deployment ?

GM: It depends on the deployment.

-> This solution is based on PCI split.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102611
	Solutions to HeNB addressing issue
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by New Postcom. Three proposals are made:
1: Network-based solution should be considered as way forward for differentiating MeNBs and open-mode HeNBs.
2: CN-based solution should not be considered as the solution to the HeNB addressing issue.
3: The proposed cell identity based method is adopted as the solution to the HeNB addressing issue.
-> This solution is based on Cell ID split.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102805
	Clarification to ANR Operation
	Samsung, NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-103056
	Clarification to ANR Operation
	Samsung, NEC, NTT DOCOMO Inc., New Postcom, LG Electronics, Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, Mitsubishi Electric, ZTE, KDDI, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103089
	Clarification to ANR Operation
	Samsung, NEC, NTT DOCOMO Inc., New Postcom, LG Electronics, Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, Mitsubishi Electric, ZTE, KDDI, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). The current description of the ANR function does not clarify how the eNB performing ANR can tell the open mode HeNB from the macro eNB.
LX: Our position is the same as Ericsson's.

Philippe Godin (ALU): It think this issue was already discussed earlier and agreed that it would be a Rel-10 issue.

-> This solution is based on PCI split.

-> Revised in R3-103056.

Osok Song (Qualcomm): Add "configuration" after PCI and EGCI.

- minor editorials

-> Agreed unseen in R3-103089.

Decision: Agreed unseen
Not Treated:
	R3-102902
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	 


****************************************

In light of the decision to move HeNB - Macro mobility optimization to Rel-11: the above discussion is now in the context of TEI10.

Three solutions on the table:

1. PCI split

2. Cell ID split

3. Piggybacking in UE history info

1 and 2 are always possible (network configuration issue).

1 was the method adopted in the standard for close / hybrid.

-> offline (Samsung)
- Why we should not recommend the method to use for open, if this is the case for close/hybrid.

- If we do recommmed a method, agree on a stage-2 CR

- What release?

-> Stage-2 proposal in R3-103056.
14.
Relays WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102564
	Response LS to R2-104233_S3-100901 on enhancing AS security (Source: RAN2; To: SA3; Cc: RAN3, SA5)
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-105204
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). RAN2 informs SA3 about the status of AS integrity protection; S1-AP and X2-AP messages are not integrity protected at the moment.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102568
	LS on RN testing (Source: RAN2; To: RAN; Cc: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4, RAN5)
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-105247
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). RAN2 asks RAN for guidance on what kind of requirements and tests an RN will be required to fulfil.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102578
	LS on Relay Node Security (Source: SA; To: SA3; Cc: RAN, RAN2, RAN3, CT, CT1, CT4)
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	SP-100627
	Vodafone
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. This LS contains guidance on the continuation of Relay Node Security work.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102940
	LS on How to differentiate RN and UE (Source: SA3; To: CT4; Cc: SA2, RAN2, RAN3)
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	S3-101107
	CMCC
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). SA3 would like to inform CT4 about how to securely distinguish between an RN and a UE. During RN attach procedure, the donor eNB needs to be informed by the MME if a particular RN has a subscription which belongs to an RN subscription or a UE subscription in order for Donor eNB to know if it is authorised to pass S1-AP traffic to the RN, MME can obtain the corresponding information from the HSS. The preferred method is an indication (e.g. subscription type, certain APNs used only by RNs, etc) that can be added in the subscription profile in the HSS related to the USIM(s) in the RN. Then the MME can get the indication from the HSS and send it to the Donor eNB in a S1-AP message. This is aligned with the startup procedures defined by RAN3.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102956
	Progress on relay node security (Source: SA3; To: RAN2, RAN3, CT1, CT4, CT6; Cc: SA2)
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	S3-101105
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Simone Redana (NSN). This LS gives an update on the progress of relay node security in SA3.

Philippe Godin: Why for solution 7/9 an interdependency between AS level and Ipsec is created?

-> Group notes the the progress of SA3 (i.e. no comment at this time). We will wait for further determination of SA3 on this matter.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102957
	LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (Source: SA3; To: RAN3; Cc:SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	S3-101119
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This LS gives an update on the progress of the work in SA3 regarding the RN start-up procedure security.

Decision: Noted
14.1
O&M requirements
PGW location and addressing requirements for O&M traffic
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102917
	O&M and addressing Requirements 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper proposes that:

-
all P-GW functions are necessarily embedded in the Denb,

-
that none can be external, 

-
and that a separate IP address can be allocated to the O&M which can be routable or non-routable.
Steven Xu (Motorola): What does 'separate' mean?

-> offline

Decision: Noted
	R3-102918
	P-GW function embedded in Denb and addressing requirements
	Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103039
	P-GW function embedded in Denb and addressing requirements
	Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103095
	P-GW function embedded in Denb and addressing requirements
	Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Missing 'M' in 'O&...'
Chenghock Ng (NEC): Wrong version number.

Yan Wang (Huawei): Remove 's' from allocates.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-103095.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102737
	PDN connection for RN’s OAM Traffic
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hua mary Chion (ZTE). This paper proposes that an external PGW could be selected for RN’s OAM traffic if RN provides the requested APN.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): This proposal would mandate SS in the DeNB.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Would this proposal be phase 1 or phase 2.

HC: It would apply to both.

-> As already decided: no external PGW for phase-2 (PGW is in the DeNB); clarification to be added to the ALU CR.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102682
	Consideration on O&M requirement
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). CATT makes the following proposals:
1: To avoid the unnecessary complexity incurred by introducing the S5/S8 to DeNB, the PGW outside DeNB shall not be selected for RN.

2: if necessary, RN is allowed to establish multiple PDN connections concurrently through local PGW function integrated in DeNB.

3: To be aligned with present mechanism, one Un bearer is not allowed to be shared by RN’s EPS bearers from different PDN connections.

4: If the S1AP/X2AP traffic flows and OAM traffic flows belong to different PDN connections, the S1AP/X2AP traffic flows and OAM traffic flows is not allowed to share the same RN’s EPS Bearer.

5: If the S1AP/X2AP traffic flows and OAM traffic flows share the same PDN connection, the traffic flow with similar QoS requirement is allowed to share the same RN’s EPS Bearer.
Steven Xu (Motorola): Why there is a need for multiple PDN connections? One PDN connection can be used for all traffic.

Decision: Noted
Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102759
	Discussion on OAM architecture
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper proposes that the security gateway should be added before relay OAM entity in the architecture.
- initial access in phase 1 is auhthorised by HLR.

-> Offline:

- How do we restrict UE access to O&M?
-> LS to SA5 in R3-103054
Decision: Noted
	R3-103054
	LS on OAM issues of RN initial attachment (To: SA3; Cc: SA5)
	CMCC
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC).

Noted, Issue should be raised directly in SA3.

Decision: Noted

Not Treated:
	R3-102760
	CR  for RN OAM architecture
	CMCC
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 


14.2
RN initial attachment
GW selection
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102684
	Impact on GW selection by different phases of RN startup procedure
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CMCC). This paper makes two proposals
Proposal 1: RN should provide necessary indication in RRC message only during Phase II.

Proposal 2: DeNB should send RN indication to MME (explicitly or implicitly), to assist the MME to choose proper SGW/PGW.
Yan Wang (Huawei): Does this proposal allow two-stage

- Status quo already includes proposal 1, the novel part is proposal 2.

Agreement: It is understood that MME needs to differentiate between step1 and step2.

Open Issue: what method to use to differentiate?

May relate to RAN2 decision on how to carry the "RN indication" during RRC establishment. If RRC establishment cause is used, then DeNB can forward it to the initial UE message and there is no need for extra IE.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102598
	GW selection for RN
	Motorola, Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This paper analyses the options for PGW/SGW selection:

Proposal 1: DeNB provide the IP address of the R-GW to MME via S1 message, then MME uses this IP address as the SGW/PGW Identity.

Proposal 2: add an indication in the subscription profile to indicate whether MME need to select the R-GW.

Proposal 3: send LS to SA/CT for their opinion.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102907
	GW Selection for Relay
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). Qualcomm slightly prefers the DNS approach.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102649
	The GW selection for RN
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). Thsi paper makes two proposals:
1: A common default PDN subscription context can be used in HSS for RN’s first PDN connection in scenario 1.

2: Use DNS based approach as the baseline for Relay’s GW selection.
- GW selection in Phase 1 is the same as today (no special changes needed). Should be added as a clarification to the CR on the initial attachment.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102806
	Consideration on PDN-GW selection of the RN
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Isman Bazar (NSN). This paper makes two proposals:
1: A specific or dedicated APN is used by the RN during the initial attach process to select an appropriate PDN-GW and establish a PDN connection to the PDN hosting the OAM system.

2: The option 2 is proposed as the S-/P-GW selection method for RN.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102876
	Static GW Selection for Relay Nodes
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This paper proposes that RAN3 should adopt the static GW selection.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102919
	Solution for P-GW selection in relay
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper makes two proposals:
1: It is proposed to select the solution called LIPA approach which is the simplest and the more flexible.
2: it is proposed to discuss what is the most suitable message to send over S1 the IP P-GW address between the S1 Setup or the Initial UE Message.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102599
	GW selection for RN
	Motorola, Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102908
	GW selection for relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 


***********************************************************************************************

Three possible mechanisms for GW selection (in phase II):
1. Fixed: Ericsson

2. DeNB -based: Motorola, NSN, ALU, Orange, Samsung

3. DNS-based: Qualcomm, Huawei

WA:

- The MME needs to have some indication to differenciate between phase I and phase II.
- GW selection is based on approach 2.

RN verification (HSS -> MME -> DeNB)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102761
	Discussion on Issue about RN Confirmation
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). RAN3 should choose one solution as the confirmation of RN identity from CN to DeNB:
1. New IE

2. SPID

Decision: Noted
	R3-102653
	Remaining Issues on RN Indication
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). Huawei analyses the pros and cons of two alternative solutions for the issue of providing the RN verification result to the MME and the DeNB, proposes to use the SPID based solution.

- Preference for SPID approach, i.e., standardize a (recommended) SPID value as "relay"

Decision: Noted
	R3-102683
	Discussion on how DeNB identifies the RN from CN
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). CATT proposes that the MME informs DeNB about RN access via GTPv2-C message.
Decision: Noted
**************************************************

-> RN verification is based on a new IE in S1 signalling (downlink).
Signaling of MME support of Relays to the eNB
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102615
	Advertisement of MME’s support of Relays
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: The handling of stage-3 contributions was postponed to RAN3#70.

Decision: Postponed
Other RN startup enhancements

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102734
	Two-Phrase RN Start-up Procedure
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102791
	Aspects of Phased RN Startup
	InterDigital
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102840
	DeNB cell measurements during RN attach
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 


**********************************************************************

Stage-2 updates to the initial attachment (Yan Wang)

- Add clarification that in Phase 1, GW selection is the same as today (no special changes required, special APN, ...)
- GW selection mechanism in phase II; it can be actual text in our stage-2 or a reference to SA2 (which we would have to liaise).
- RN verification

- E-CGI configuration

14.3
RN detachment procedure
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102841
	TA configuration for relays
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., New Postcom, LG Electronics, Qualcomm Incorporated, Mitsubishi Electric, Alcatel-Lucent, NEC, Huawei, CMCC, CATT, KDDI, Telecom Italia
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo).

This paper discussed deployment scenarios and S1 paging handling in case where TA of the RN and the DeNB is different. In conclusion, the following proposals are made:

1:
Different TA assignment between the RN and the DeNB should be allowed.

2:
The DeNB performs the S1 eNB Configuration Update procedure in RN detach, if the TA list supported by the DeNB is modified.
Steven Xu (Motorola): What happens if DeNB MME does not support the new TA?

A: In LTE, RAN provides supported TAs; CN complies.

-> principle agreed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102650
	Add X2 eNB Configuration Update procedure in RN attachment
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102998
	eNB Configuration Update procedure in RN startup and detach procedure
	Huawei, NTT DOCOMO, INC. Ericsson, CMCC, New Postcom
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103096
	eNB Configuration Update procedure in RN startup and detach procedure
	Huawei, NTT DOCOMO, INC. Ericsson, CMCC, New Postcom ZTE, Motorola, Fujitsu, Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This CR adds the eNB Configuration Update procedures in RN startup.
- remove FFS

- discuss whether you need "shall", "should", or "may"

- Add the release part.

-> revise and combine with R3-102841 into R3-102998.

-> Revised in R3-103096.
Decision: Agreed
14.4
Issues related to non UE-associated messages
14.4.1
S1 related
General

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102657
	S1 non UE associated msg handling
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). Huawei proposes that:
1.
All the non-UE associated S1AP procedures are terminated at DeNB.

2.
Upon reception of an S1 non-UE-dedicated message from a MME, the DeNB may trigger corresponding S1 non-UE-dedicated procedure(s) to the RN(s), if more than one RN are involved then the DeNB may wait and aggregate the response messages from all involved RNs before respond to the MME. 

3.
Upon reception of an S1 non-UE-dedicated RESET message from a RN, the DeNB may trigger associated S1 non-UE-dedicated procedure(s) to the MME(s), if more than one MME are involved then the DeNB does not need to wait and aggregate the response messages from all involved MMEs before respond to the RN.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Agrees with way forward points 1&2, different view on number 3.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102920
	Non UE associated S1 message handling in Relay system
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). ALU gives the following proposals for discussion:
1: the field “Reporting Cell Identifier” present in the in the RIM application container can be employed by the DeNB to decide whether or not to forward and to which RN.

2: When OTDOA positioning method is employed, the assistance data on OTDOA cells delivery from RN to the E-SMLC needs to be aggregated at DeNB.

3: The DeNB shall wait for all Reset Acknowledge Responses before sending the final Reset Acknowledge message to the node originator of the Reset (i.e. MME or RN).

4: A new “List of  Overloaded GUMMEIs” is added to the Overload Start and Stop messages.

5: The DeNB simply relays the Paging messages to its subordinates RNs.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102658
	S1 non UE associated msg handling
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102999
	S1 non UE associated msg handling
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei)..

Decision: Agreed

****************************************************************************************
It is agreed that as a general principle:

1.
All the non-UE associated S1AP procedures are terminated at DeNB.

2.
Upon reception of an S1 non-UE-dedicated message from a MME, the DeNB may trigger corresponding S1 non-UE-dedicated procedure(s) to the RN(s), if more than one RN are involved then the DeNB may wait and aggregate the response messages from all involved RNs before respond to the MME. 

It is FFS that:

1.
Reset (RN -> DeNB)

2.
S1 Setup Response (DeNB -> RN)

3.
Overload Start (DeNB -> RN)

4.
MME Direct Information Transfer (DeNB -> RN)

5.
Paging (DeNB -> RN)
MME Overload

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102937
	Handling of MME Overload in a RN deployment
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Francesca Serravalle (NEC). This paper makes two proposals:
•
overload messages are forwarded by the DeNB to the RN

•
add a new optional IE in S1AP overload related messages so that RN is able to identify the affected RRC connection request.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102601
	MME Overload handling in relay deployment
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This contribution, we analyses the overload control for relay system. Its proposals are:

1: When all MMEs that the DeNB connects to are overloaded, the DeNB forwards the Overload Start/Stop message to RNs.

If only some MMEs are overload, and RAN3 prefer an optimization, our proposals are:

2: RN decides whether reject the RRC connection establishment request from UE.

3: RAN3 adopt Alternative 2a, or Alternative 2b.

Motorola slightly prefers Alternative 2b.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102938
	Adding MMEC to Overload related messages
	NEC
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 


Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102685
	Handling of the MME Direct Information Transfer message
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This paper discusses on how to handle the MME Direct Information Transfer message at DeNB, and proposes:
1: DeNB is required to forward the MME Direct Information Transfer message to the initiating RN.

2: It is proposed to adopt the HeNB alike option to solve the routing issue for the MME Direct Information Transfer message.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102582
	Discussion on GUMMEI handling in S1 Setup Response
	New Postcom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yihua Jiang (New Postcom). This paper proposes that:

- From the standpoints of RN functionality and the impacted functions with GUMMEI provision, it is concluded that it is not needed to signal all the GUMMEIs supported by DeNB to the RN. We can only fill the GUMMEIs supported by DeNB in S1 SETUP RESPONSE message but not concern how many of them are included.

- RN shall not compare the GUMMEI provided by some procedures with the GUMMEIs DeNB supported.
Decision: Noted
14.4.2
X2 related
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102585
	Non-UE associated S1/X2 procedure handling in DeNB
	New Postcom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102609
	Discussion on non-UE Dedicated X2-AP Messages Handling
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


14.5
Issues related to non UE-associated messages
14.5.1
ECGI configuration
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102842
	Way forward on RN E-CGI configuration
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Fujitsu, Panasonic, KDDI, Motorola, Samsung, Alcatel-Lucent, Telecom Italia, ZTE, Qualcomm Incorporated, Orange, NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This paper looks into solutions for the RN E-CGI configuration, and proposes that RN E-CGIs should be configured by DeNB and assigned to the RN via RRC or S1 setup procedure. The DeNB may be assisted by its OAM in selecting the RN E-CGI values.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102877
	Relay Node ECGI Configuration 
	Ericsson, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102996
	Relay Node ECGI Configuration 
	Ericsson, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). The paper claims that the eNB functionality support in relay nodes shall be configured via OAM as for regular eNBs, and in particular that the ECGIs of cells served by RNs shall be configured via RN OAM. Furthermore, existing X2 setup procedures suffice to inform DeNB about the assigned ECGI. The paper proposes that:

1: RN cell ECGIs are configured by RN OAM.

2: RN shall inform DeNB about assigned ECGIs of RN cells as part of the X2 Setup during RN Startup. If the RN starts one or more additional cells after initial start-up, it shall inform its DeNB of their assigned ECGI(s) through the eNB Configuration Update procedure.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102922
	Configuration of E-CGI and radio parameters for Relay Operation
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper makes three proposals:
1: it is proposed that Denb allocates the ECGI(s) of the RN cells for all RNs as part of the common procedure S1/X2 setup procedure.

2: in case of RN re-assignment to another Denb (nomadic move or failure case) it is proposed that the S1/X2 eNb Configuration Update procedure be used for the RNs’ E-CGI(s) re-allocation process.

3: send an LS to RAN2 to propose to RAN2 to reuse also our S1/X2 configuration messages over Un interface to configure their radio (semi-static) parameters (instead of defining any new RRC message for that).
Decision: Noted
	R3-102584
	ECGI configuration for RN
	New Postcom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yihua Jiang (New Postcom).

New Postcom supports the O&M -based solution.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102618
	ECGI Configuration for Cells under RN
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Weidong Gao (Potevio). Potevio proposes:

1: PLMN id and CI for a cell under RN should be configured by RN NMS.

2: RAN3 to decide if Option 1.1 or Option 1.2 of Approach I should be used.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102735
	DeNB based ECGI configuration
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hua mary Chion (ZTE). ZTE proposes that the ECGI of RN should be configured by DeNB via S1 signaling.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102790
	Configuration of Relay ECGI
	InterDigital
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Catalina Mladin (Interdigital). Interdigital proposes:
Proposal 1: If RN and DeNB OAM coordination for ECGI is small, then the OAM based solution, option 1, is preferred.

Proposal 2.1: If DeNB based solution is selected, then RRC based indication (Option 5a) is preferred.

Proposal 2.2: RAN3 should further discuss issues related to the synchronization of the assigned ECGI, with RN OAM and DeNB OAM, once it has been determined by DeNB and signaled to relay.
Decision: Noted
************************************
Two solutions on the table:

1. O&M-based: Ericsson, Huawei, NSN, New Postcom, Potevio, CATT

2. DeNB-based: NTT DoCoMo, Fujitsu, Panasonic, KDDI, Motorola, Samsung, Alcatel-Lucent, Telecom Italia, ZTE, Qualcomm, Orange, NEC, Interdigital

- radio resources is not a real issue as we are talking about initial attachment

- DeNB solution will touch O&M. The main difference between the two solutions is how:


- How info circulates between the following network nodes: RN OAM - RN - DeNB - DeNB OAM


- Level of coordination between RN OAM - DeNB OAM (=-> and hence multi-vendor support)

- It was already agreed that list of DeNB IDs will have to be present in RN OAM (in that sense O&M-based approach is consistent with this approach). Where the RN O&M gets the list of DeNB IDs is FFS (from DeNB O&M, RN scan, ...)
- Does RN OAM need to know RN EGCI?

14.5.2
Handling of neighbouring info and choice of HO type

HO type determination
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102602
	Offline report on Neighboring cell handling and HO Type determination
	Motorola, New Postcom, CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This paper reports the results of offline discussions and proposes that RAN3 agreed the CR in R3-102603.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102603
	Clarify the criteria for S1 HO and X2 HO related to Relay
	Motorola, New Postcom, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103002
	Clarify the criteria for S1 HO and X2 HO related to Relay
	Motorola, New Postcom, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This CR clarifies the criteria for X2 HO determination in Section 10.1.2.1.1, and the S1 HO determination in Section 19.2.2.5.

Philippe Godin (ALU): This CR can be seen as status quo, will be used as starting point for further discussion.

-> discussion to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102808
	HO type determination
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Isman Bazar (NSN). This paper makes five proposals:
1: The DeNB to communicate to the RN the GUMMEI of the MME selected for each relayed UE.

2: RAN3 to decide to include an IE that indicates the GUMMEI of the selected MME in the Initial Context Setup Request S1 message sent from the DeNB to the RN. 

3: The RN has to be informed about the supported MME pools (i.e. the GU Group ID list) of the neighbor.

4: The DeNB to use an eNB configuration update message to forward to the RN the GU group ID list of all the MME pools supported by the neighbor. 

5: eNB configuration update messages to contain information regarding only one node when used to forward to the RN the availability of X2 between the DeNB and the neighbor eNB and the GU Group ID list of the neighbor eNB.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102910
	HO type determination with relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). This paper proposes that the DeNB advertises neighbour eNB cells to the RN via e.g. eNB Configuration Update only if
(a) an X2 interface is established between the DeNB and the neighbour eNB AND 
(b) the MME pool serving the DeNB/RN is the same or a subset of the MME pool serving the neighbour eNB.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102878
	DeNB Proxying of Inbound Non-UE Associated X2 Messages 
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This paper proposes to send an extra 
- If the neighbour is already known, then a Configuration Update message

Yan Wang: 

Decision: Noted
	R3-102736
	How RN learns the X2 availability between DeNB and Neigbour eNB
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hua mary Chion (ZTE). In this proposal DeNB informs RN about X2 availability and other mobility parameters.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102583
	Neighbour relationship handling for handover type decision
	New Postcom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yihua Jiang (New Postcom).

Decision: Noted
	R3-102923
	Choice of Handover Type by Relay Node
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper makes four proposals:
1: it is proposed that an RN needs not be informed of all Denb neighbours but Denb will only provide information to RN as far as RN needs i.e. as far as RN neighbourhood as known from the Denb.

2: enhance the Configuration Update message with the “no X2” flag included in a Neighbour Information IE.

3: enhance the eNB Configuration Update message to also signal the “HO Type” from Denb to RN within a Neighbour Information IE. 

4: RN doesn’t need to know all RN (and Denb) neighbours’ lists of Gu Group IDs: this is centralized and checked by Denb which simplifies the RN.
-> Difference to NSN proposal: DeNB signals the type of HO per neighbour (not per UE).

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102691
	GUMMEI information for handover type determination
	CATT
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 


**********************************

Stage-2 (revision of R3-102603) in R3-103002.

Two high-level solutions (to be continued offline):

1. Send to RN the list of GUMMEIs supporter by RN's neighbour and the selected GUMMEI per served UE

2. S1 HO when DeNB MME pool is subset of neighbor MME pool; otherwise you send X2 or S1 per neighbour

Other ANR considerations
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102809
	RN neighbor discovery
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102604
	X2 setup between DeNB and eNB
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102605
	Add TAI for neighbour cell in X2 Setup procedure and eNB Configuration Update procedure
	Motorola
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102807
	X2 TNL address discovery issues of the RN
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102853
	Neighbour Discovery by a Relay Node
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102610
	Discussion on Handling of Neighbour Relation in Relays
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102686
	ANR handling for RN
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102600
	Clean up on S1 related text in C-Plane Handling section
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102659
	S1 handover routing toward RN
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102687
	Self-configuration handling for RN
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102688
	MME addressing during X2 HO
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102689
	X2 connectivity information for RN
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102690
	X2 connectivity information for RN
	CATT
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102921
	Further consideration for intra-DeNB handover for RN
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 


14.6
Others

TNL issues
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102651
	TNL address mapping
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102652
	TNL address mapping
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102607
	Transport layer address handling for S1 message and X2 message in DeNB
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102654
	Relay Node Un Signalling Transport Support
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102655
	Signalling Transport for Relay Node Support
	Huawei
	CR
	36.412
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102656
	Signalling Transport for Relay Node Support
	Huawei
	CR
	36.422
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 


MLB for Relays
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102810
	Discussion of Mobile Load Balancing for Relay
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102911
	Mobility Load Balancing in case of relay nodes
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102906
	Automatic PCI Selection at Relay Nodes
	Qualcomm Incorporated, NTT DOCOMO, Inc.
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102606
	No NNSF function in RN
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102924
	GTP handling for control plane messages
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102692
	How to map UE EPS bearers to Un bearers
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102909
	Un Bearer Management with Configurable Uu-Un Bearer Mapping
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


********************

	R3-103082
	Report of offline discussion on relay stage 2 issues
	NTT DOCOMO, Inc.
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo).

During the offline discussion, the following issues were agreed:

1:
With regards to the S1 Reset message, the DeNB need not to wait for RN acknowledgement. Local handling is sufficient.

2:
The RN ignores Served GUMMEIs IE in the S1 Setup Response message.

3:
List of GUMMEI is included in the Overload Start message from the DeNB to the RN.

4:
The DeNB generates S1 paging messages based on the TAI list. Full TA list is forwarded or only filtered TA list is implementation dependent.

5:
CR on non UE S1 message handling was agreed in principle (R3-102999). 

6:
With regards to RN E-CGI configuration, working assumption is OAM based-solution, and LS to SA5 is sent to ask if it is fulfill the requirement regarding multi-vendor co-ordination.

7:
CR on stage-2 updates to initial attachment is agreed in principle (R3-103080).

8:
LS on GW selection during RN startup is agreed (R3-103081).

The followings are action items for the next meeting.

1:
Whether Source Cell Identifier in the RAN information request PDU can be used for the MME Direct Information Transfer routing at MME needs to be clarified.

2:
Neighbor cell handling and HO type determination.

Agreements (in the main meeting):

Non UE S1 message handling:

- With regards to the S1 Reset message, the DeNB needs not to wait for RN acknowledgement. Local handling is sufficient.

- The RN ignores Served GUMMEIs IE in the S1 Setup Response message.
- List of GUMMEI is included in the Overload Start message from the DeNB to the RN.
- The DeNB sends S1 paging messages to relevant RNs based on the TAI list. Whether the  full TA list or only filtered TA list is forwarded is implementation dependent.
Open Issue: Routing of MME Direct Transfer down to RN
- Stage-2 CR in R3-102999, agreed in principle.

E-GCI configuration:
Working assumption is to go for the OAM based solution.
LS to SA5 in R3-103076.

-> agreed in R3-103090; final LS in R3-103091.

GW Selection

LS to SA2 in R3-103080

Decision: Agreed

	R3-103076
	[DRAFT] LS on RN E-GCI Configuration by O&M (To: SA5)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103090
	[DRAFT] LS on RN E-GCI Configuration by O&M (To: SA5)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Agreed

	R3-103091
	LS on RN E-GCI Configuration by O&M (To: SA5)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).

Gino Masini (Ericsson): editorials

Yan Wang (Huawei): Remove 'However' from the beginning of the second paragraph.

Chairman: Add RAN2 into Cc:

-> agreed in R3-103090, final LS in R3-103091

Decision: Approved

	R3-103080
	[DRAFT] LS on RN S/P GW selection during startup procedure (To: SA2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103092
	[DRAFT] LS on RN S/P GW selection during startup procedure (To: SA2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Agreed

	R3-103093
	LS on RN S/P GW selection during startup procedure (To: SA2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei).

- Add "and" between SGW and PGW in phasse 1

Decision: Approved

	R3-103081
	Stage-2 updates to RN initial attachment
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300 
	 
	 
	 B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103094
	Stage-2 updates to RN initial attachment
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300 
	 
	 
	 B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103112
	Stage-2 updates to RN initial attachment
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300 
	 
	 
	 B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei).

- add ‘and’ between SGW and PGW in phase I

- RN cells’ ECGIs are configured by RN OAM

- Move ‘The RN is preconfigured with information about which cells (DeNBs) it is allowed to access. The RN cells’ ECGIs are configured by RN OAM.’ to startup phase

-> Revision in R3-103094

- keep the sentence ‘The RN is preconfigured with information about which cells (DeNBs) it is allowed to access.’

-> Revision in R3-103112, Agreed in principle
Decision: Agreed

15.
HSPA topics
15.1
UTRAN ANR WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102741
	The way forward issues for UTRAN ANR
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE).

Decision: Noted
	R3-102749
	Proposed TS on ANR for UTRAN
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102993
	Proposed skeleton TS for UTRAN ANR
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103024
	Proposed skeleton TS for UTRAN ANR
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE). This paper contains a skeleton proposal for TS 25.484.
Chairman: the contents section is very different from the actual contents.

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): The title of section 4 does not look correct.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Section 4 looks more like a TR than a TS - Huawei would prefer the TS to be structured according to the table of contents.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Prefers to have the contents to be according to ToC

Chairman: Is this TS going to support only ANR, or to collect also more general topics? -
PR: Huawei prefers to limit the TS to this WI only.

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): The title does not match the title in the WI description. Prefers to use the title from the WI description.

Chairman: I gather that the group also prefers to have the structure according to contents.
MN: Why do we need a stage-2 desciption document?

Dino Flore (Qualcomm): For UTRAN there is not an overall stage-2 description document (such as there is for LTE). The current document will capture all ANR stage-2 work, including RAN2 and RAN3. Therefore the skeleton should be send to RAN2 in an LS.
Chairman: The skeleton should be a basic one only, subsections and contents should be based on later contributions.

-> The itle of TS should be the same as stated in the WID.
-> Base the structure of the TS on TOC, but remove 4 and 5 and the subsections below 6 and 7. (Start with the official TS template. )

-> Revised in R3-102993, LS to RAN2 on skeleton TS in R3-102994 (ZTE).
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): We need inter/intra-RAT as a subsection.

-> Further revised in R3-103024.

-> Agreed as v. 0.0.0

Decision: Noted
	R3-102994
	[DRAFT] LS on UTRAN ANR TS (To: RAN2)
	ZTE
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103025
	[DRAFT] LS on UTRAN ANR TS (To: RAN2)
	ZTE
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-103071
	LS on UTRAN ANR TS (To: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE). This is the LS to RAN2, informing them about the new TS.

Decision: Approved

	R3-102827
	Scope of RAN3 work for Inter-RNS ANR
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN). This paper makes three proposals:
1: Neighbour Relation Detecion method is based on UE support and no need to introduce other detection method does not require UE support for Inter-RNS ANR. 

2: Subject for Inter-RNS ANR procedure is neighbouring cells over an RNC boader and one cell belongs to SRNS for a UE and another cell belong to neighbouring RNC of the SRNC. The RAN3 protocol supports are only introduced for the subject.

3: Function updates the detected missing neighbouring information in neighbouring RNC is on hold until   WI completion but this should be worked after essential changes are agreed to be introduced into Rel10 or Rel11 specs.
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): How does the RNC knows that a cell is on the border.

Chairman: RNC knows its own cells and all other cells belong to other RNCs and thus are on the border.

PG: Is it so that the SRNC does not care about neighbours of neighbours? Why do you want to introduce symmetrical  neighbour relations?
MN: This is an optimization; steps 1 and 2 are more important.

Decision: Noted
15.1.1
Stage-2 aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102739
	ANRF for UTRAN
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


15.1.2
Stage-3 aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:
	R3-102740
	Intra-UTRAN ANR with Iur
	ZTE
	 
	25.423
	 
	 
	B
	ANR_UTRAN
	Rel-10
	 


15.2
Iur-g enhancements WI
15.2.1
Stage-2 aspects
15.2.2
Stage-3 aspects
15.3
Four carrier HSDPA WI (RAN1)

	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102570
	Reply LS on 4C-HSDPA capabilities (Source: RAN4; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN1, RAN3)
	4C_HSDPA
	Rel-10
	R4-103179
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). RAN4 confirms the current working assumptions of RAN2 on 4C-HSDPA.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102879
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	F
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102991
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	F
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson).

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102880
	Secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change for 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). This paper makes two proposals:
1: Remove the Secondary Serving HS-DSCH RL Continue IE.
2: Remove the mapping rules based on ordinal number from 25.423 and 25.433. Include procedure text to allow that the complete secondary serving HS-DSCH configuration can be provided in the HS-DSCH FDD Secondary Serving Information IE at Intra Node B Secondary Serving HS-DSCH Radio Link Change in the RL Reconfiguration procedures.

Zheng Zhou (Huawei): This tdoc does not explain how "remove" takes place.

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): The list in proposal 1 is not complete.
-> The two proposals are agreed

Decision: Noted
	R3-102881
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	F
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102992
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	F
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson).

Decision: Agreed
15.4
1.28Mcps TDD Multi-carrier HSUPA WI (RAN1)
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102616
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TD Tech
	CR
	25.427
	 
	 
	B
	MC-HSUPA-LCR
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102995
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TD Tech
	CR
	25.427
	 
	 
	B
	MC-HSUPA-LCR
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Chen Fan (TD Tech). 
Ying Zhang (CATT):

- In 5.1.1a, improve wording in the second bullet.

- Clauses affected lists two non-affected sections.

CF: Can revise the wording "the" -> "one".

Zheng Zhou (Huawei):

- Do we have a concept of "secondary E-DCH" ?

- Lots of specs in the affected specs section - they also need CRs.

- TDD tagging in 6.2.4.16
-> Revised in R3-102995.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102695
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA to RNSAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	B
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102985
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA to RNSAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	B
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). Revised in R3-102985.
Chen Fan (TD Tech): Structure of 9.2.3.xxx and 9.2.3.yyy: should MAC-d Flow and UARFCN IEs be at the same level or not?

Martin Warner (ALU): 9.2.3.zzz  - should this be made extensible

-> Structure of 9.2.3.xxx and 9.2.3.yyy (placement of the MAC-D Flow IE)

-> make 9.2.3.zzz extensible agreed. 

-> consistent naming in specs

-> Email discussion on the open parts until next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102696
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA to NBAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	B
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102986
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA to NBAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	B
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). Revised in R3-102986.

Martin Warner (ALU): Why 3 different additions into the RSI section?

YZ: There are three different capabilities.

Chen Fan (TD Tech): why SNPL Carrier Group Indicator in E-DCH TDD Information LCR in section 9.2.3.49a?

- structure of 9.2.3.xx1 and 9.2.3.xx3 (placement of the MAC-D Flow IE)

- consistent naming in specs

-> Email discussion on the open parts until next meeting.
Decision: Postponed
15.5
“RF Pattern Matching Technologies” WI (RAN2)
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102802
	Periodic Reporting for CellID Positioning Method and clarification of  reporting of CellID measurements.
	Polaris Wireless
	CR
	26.453
	 
	 
	C
	LCS_UMTS_RFPMT-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103017
	Periodic Reporting for CellID Positioning Method and clarification of  reporting of CellID measurements.
	Polaris Wireless, AT&T, T-Mobile USA, Thales Alenia, TruePosition
	CR
	26.453
	 
	 
	C
	LCS_UMTS_RFPMT-Core
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Norman Shaw (Polaris Wireless). Currently reporting is only for active cells. The proposal is to add reporting for detected cells as well.

- RNC does not "detect" cells. Some rewording is needed to the corresponding sentence.

- Will the removed sentence cause backward compatibility issues?

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102803
	Inclusion of IMSI/IMEI in PCAP Discussion
	Polaris Wireless
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LCS_UMTS_RFPMT-Core
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Norman Shaw (Polaris Wireless). The current PCAP requirements do not provide any information as to the UE identity.  However, there are several reasons why it would be beneficial for the SMLC to have some identifier. The proposal is to include IMSI/IMEI info into PCAP.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Currently, in regular scenarios RNC is not allowed to know IMEI (the proposal would expose it to RNC).

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): For emergency purposes IMEI may be exposed to the RNC.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102804
	IRAT measurements for enhanced positioning capabilities Discussion
	Polaris Wireless
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LCS_UMTS_RFPMT-Core
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Norman Shaw (Polaris Wireless). This document demonstrates the improved location performance when including Inter-RAT measurements in the RFPM method of location.  It is believed that these improvements are sufficiently compelling that there should be a modification of the current stage 2 and 3 requirements so that Inter-RAT measurements are an optionally available measurement within the CellID (and hence RFPM) position method.
NSN: Activation of inter-freq/RAT measurements is "expensive"

NS: The understanding is that this is an optional feature especially important in emergency applications.

NSN: Activation of inter-freq/RAT measurements may impact the link budget and cause call drops (during emergency services).

Vince Spatafora (AT&T): These claims should be verified.

Decision: Postponed
-> Email discussion to be started on the reflector until next meeting by Polaris Wireless on pattern matching.
15.6
MU-MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD WI (RAN1)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102617
	Discussion on standalone midamble channel in MU-MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TD Tech
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Chen Fan (TD Tech). The following proposals have been agreed in the RAN1#61 meeting:
- The special default midamble allocation scheme shall be introduced in CELL_DCH and CELL_FACH state to allow up to 4 different UEs use the same channelization codes and different midamble shifts for both HS-DSCH and E-DCH. 

- The periodic standalone midamble shall be introduced as an optional configuration.

Based on the agreements, the corresponding RAN3 impact is discussed in this contribution.
Ying Zhang (CATT): Our understanding on previous agreements in RAN1 is different. RAN1 has not agreed the CELL_FACH parts, at least not yet.

Chairman: If this is not yet agreed in RAN1, then we should not agree on these CRs yet.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102697
	Impact analysis on RAN3 specifications for MU-MIMO
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). In this contribution, the impacts on RAN3 specification when introducing MU-MIMO were discussed and some proposals on the principles for implementing MU-MIMO in NBAP/RNSAP and User plane specifications are given.
Chen Fan (TD Tech): TD Tech has different proposals for proposals 2, 3, 4 and 5. Especially in 2, Td Tech thinks that MU_MIMO should be activated on a cell level, not on frequency level since most other related features are also on cell level.

YZ: Maybe we should take this discussion to RAN1?

CF: RAN1 has no formal discussion on this topic.

-> The related CRs will go to email disucssion.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102698
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to RNSAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	B
	MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102698
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to RNSAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	B
	MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102699
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to NBAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	B
	MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102699
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to NBAP
	CATT
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	B
	MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102700
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to CTCH of Iur user plane
	CATT
	CR
	25.425
	 
	 
	B
	MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102701
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to CTCH of Iub user plane
	CATT
	CR
	25.435
	 
	 
	B
	MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
	Rel-10
	 


15.7
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-103047
	Session Report, HSPA topics
	Vice Chairman
	Info
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	notedRevised

	R3-103024
	Proposed skeleton TS for UTRAN ANR
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by the Vice Chairman.

The following CRs were in principle agreed:

•
R3-102991, Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change, RNSAP CR 

•
R3-102992, Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change, NBAP CR 

For 1.28Mcps TDD Multi-carrier HSUPA and MU-MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD, email discussions will be started on the reflector until next meeting (goal: comeup with agreeable CRs)

Offline discussion on an agreeable TP for the stage-2 TS on UTRAN ANR.

Decision: Noted

16.

SON enhancements WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102577
	LS on Access Delay estimation for RACH Optimization (Source: SA5; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3)
	LTE-SON-OAM_SO
	Rel-10
	S5-102476
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Wei Zhao (Ericsson). SA5 asks RAN2's opinion on whether Access Probability or Access Delay Probability would be a better target for RACH optimization.

Decision: Noted
16.1
MRO enhancements

General on inter-RAT aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102843
	Analysis on inter-RAT ping pong handover
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion:
Decision: Noted without presentation
Not Treated:
	R3-102762
	Discussion on Inter-RAT MRO Issue
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102798
	Inter-RAT MRO: Too late HO and unnecessary HO
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


16.1.1.
Enhancement of RLF report framework
16.1.1.1
Intra-LTE aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-103036
	Analysis of Rel9 MRO
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103042
	Analysis of Rel9 MRO
	Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This document outlines the MRO functionality in Rel9. At the moment, the RLF report is available for 2 of the 6 cases defined in stage-2. By allowing RLF report from idle, we can enable the use of the RLF report in the remaining scenarios. The time information needed for detection of too early / wrong cell HO is measured based on reception of messages, sending time of which is not precisely defined.
-> Sections 2-4 are agreed; rapporteur to add them to the internal TR.

Decision: Noted

	R3-103038
	Way forward for RLF reporting in Rel-10
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This paper contains extension proposals for Rel-10. The following information (in addition to the already defined data in Rel-9) should be reported in the RLF report from the UE after RRC connection setup:

•
E-CGI of the last cell that served the UE (where the RLF happened);

•
E-CGI of the cell that served the UE before the HO to the last cell; 

Open issues:

1. Timer information to be reported in case we extend teh Rel-9 RLF framework
2. Rel-9-Rel-10 compatibility (avoid using multiple RLF indications (in the network) for the same failure event

3. Applicability of RLF reporting to the cases of HO failure

Decision: Noted

Not Treated:

	R3-102811
	Time information to be reported in the UE-originated RLF reporting in case of RRC connection setup
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102718
	eNB behaviour for generation of RLF INDICATION
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102721
	RLF report from idle
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102771
	Time Interval Definition in RLF Report
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102772
	Overall flow for MRO evaluation in Rel-10
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102944
	Response to R3-102772
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102783
	RLF reporting in case of HO failure
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102710
	Content extension of RLF report for MRO
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102742
	 The supplement of the UE-originated RLF reporting
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102796
	Cost/benefits of Rel-10 extension of RLF report for intra-LTE MRO
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102812
	[DRAFT] Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection setup
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-103034
	Intra-LTE MRO evolution
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R3-103035
	TP for TR 3.023
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R3-103084
	Simple solution for Too late handover
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


************************************

Two entensions to the RLF framework being discussed:

1. Extension to the successful re-establishment case (only need correction to existing procedures)


a. Extend it to the case of HO failure (not only  RLF failure), item 3 below


b. Extend it with a timer (used for the unsuccessful case)

2. Extension to the non-succesful case after the UE goes to idle 


a. There is common understanding that for this case a timer will have to be reported


b. FFS if there is a meaningful extension without a timer

Result of offline discussions:

A. TP for internal TR / background info on Rel-9 RLF framework: R3-103042


-> Sections 2-4 are agreed; rapporteur to add them to the internal TR.

B. Rel-10 extension proposals analysed

Open issues:

1. Timer information to be reported incase we extend teh Rel-9 RLF framework

2. Rel-9-Rel-10 compatibility (avoid using multiple RLF indications (in the network) for the same failure event

3. Applicability of RLF reporting to the cases of HO failure

With respect to open issue #1, options are:

A. Start timer at the successful completion of the last handover and stop it at RLF (NSN, Huawei)
B. Start timer at  the initialization of the last handover procedure and stop it at RLF (Samsung)
CATT supports A but with the adition of a flag from the UE that timer 304 expired.

ALU see no need for a timer.

Ericsson would like to have more time to study what is the appropriate timer and how to use it.
With respect to open issue #2: Need to look at solutions that solve the backwards compatibility.
-> Offline discussion:

- Way forward proposal in R3-103102

- Paper to explain the handling of multiple RLF indication R3-103097

- LS to RAN2 in R3-103103

	R3-103102
	Way forward for RLF reporting in Rel-10
	Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Huawei, CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN).

Decision: Noted

	R3-103103
	[DRAFT] Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection (To: RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, Ericsson, Huawei, CATT
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN)
- Apart from the second timer, working assumption to extend the RLF framework as described in the LS

-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting (open issues are PCI, timer, ...)
Decision: Postponed
	R3-103097
	Handling of multiple RLF indications
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted 


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei).

Decision: Noted
16.1.1.2
Inter-RAT aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102882
	Inter-RAT MRO – Detection of too early inter-RAT handover with no RLF
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Wei Zhao (Ericsson). Three proposals are made:
1) Approve one of the presented technical solutions for detection of too early IRAT HO with no RLF

2) Approve a measurement configuration field should be piggybacked into the Handover Preparation  procedure to enable UEs to continue measuring E-UTRAN cells after successful IRAT HO.

3) Approve one of the presented signaling solutions for detection of too early IRAT HO with no RLF and to investigate the possible extensions other groups may need to provide for the chosen solution.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102713
	IRAT too late
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper discusses the requirements for the solution for Inter-RAT too late detection. Several proposals are made:
1:
The validity time of the RLF report should be similar to logged mode MDT.

2:
The RLF report survives transitions between idle and active mode.

3:
Extend the possibility to send RLF report to the incoming Inter RAT handover

4:
Define a new S1 message for carrying the RLF indication

5:
Include TAI in the RLF report to enable routing in case eNBs are not served by the same MME.

6:
Use the physical identity to identify the cell where the UE successfully reconnects in another RAT.

7:
Include the frequency and the RAT type of the cell where the UE manages to connect after the failure.

8:
Use failure as stop criterion for 1st timer

9:
Define a second timer, where the start criterion is the RLF and the stop criterion is successful RRC re-establishment or successful RRC establishment in the same RAT or in another RAT.

10:
Define a third timer, where the start criterion is the RLF and the stop criterion is the transmission of the RLF report.

11:
Extend the current RLF indication to include the second timer, the third timer, the PCI, frequency, and RAT type of the cell where the UE reconnects after failure

The paper further suggest to:
- Capture RAN2 relevant issues in an LS for RAN2 

- Capture the agreements in TR 3.023
Decision: Noted
	R3-102813
	Avoiding unnecessary handovers in inter-RAT environment
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach NSN). This contribution proposes that in order to avoid unnecessary inter-RAT mobility, cells on different RATs exchange mobility (active and idle) settings. The proposed solution is also reflected in corresponding stage-2 CR. Similar mechanism shall be defined in 3G and GERAN.
Decision: Noted

Not Treated:

	R3-102714
	Text proposal for 3.023 on IRAT too Late
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102715
	Draft LS for IRAT too late
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102814
	Information needed to avoid unnecessary handovers in inter-RAT environment
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	 


******************************************

Progress on Inter-RAT MRO

High priority scenarios:


- Too late HOs


- unnecessary HO (i.e. too early HO without RLF)
Requirement: no over-the-air support in UTRA.

Two (complementary) new functionalities proposed:

1. Detection and reporting of failure events ("too late" and "unnecessary")

A. "Too late"


- Reporting upon returning to EUTRAN (extension to RLF framework; needs to invove RAN2)


- Final decision and LS to RAN2 to be sent together with intra-RAT RLF


B. "Unnecessary"



- Detection



- Extra info needs to be signalled to UTRAN during HO preparation so that UTRAN can instruct the UE to continue some specific measurements (RAN3 change)




- Detection that the HO was unnecessary is done at teh target side



- Reporting the decision


- Extra signalling from UTRAN to EUTRAN (RAN3)




- Alternatively the UE history information could be enhanced to report the decision of the target (RAN3)
2. Exchange of mobility parameters between RATs ("unnecessary")?

Open Issues:

- Reporting the decision

- Whether it should be extended to GERAN

16.1.2
UE history information

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102719
	Active mode Inter RAT Ping-Pong
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103001
	Active mode Inter RAT Ping-Pong
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). Huawei believes that the scenarios for inter-RAT ping-pong is slightly different for inter-RAT mobility. UE history can be reused for inter-RAT ping-pong detection, but in order to detect ping-pong with GERAN, this requires that we introduce some from of UE history for GERAN. Moreover, it is important that the cause value of the handover is propagated in the UE history. Four proposals are made:
1: Use UE history to detect ping pong between RAT in active mode

2: RAN3 to discuss the need for a UE history solution for GERAN

3: Exchange relative changes of the source cell threshold with neighbour cells in other RATs

4: Include HO cause to the UE history

Huawei also proposes to include the text in the annex to R3.023.

Decision: Noted
16.1.3
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:

	R3-102844
	Consideration on Too Early HO and HO Too Wrong Cell scenarios
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102716
	Rapid HO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102717
	Text proposal for 3.023 on Rapid HO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102797
	Handover optimisation using periodic UE measurements
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102613
	Measurement framework support for detection of short-stay problems
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102614
	Detection method for the short-stay problems
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102747
	MRO enhancement for idle mode ping-pong problem
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102748
	Cell reselection parameters negotiation
	ZTE
	Appr
	36.423
	 
	 
	B
	SON
	Rel-10
	 


16.2
MLB enhancements
16.2.1
Enhancements to the Resource Reporting procedure

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102792
	Introduction of partial failure in Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.423
	382
	2
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103077
	Introduction of partial failure in Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.423
	382
	3
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). The Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure is enhanced with partial success reporting in the RESOURCE STATUS RESPONSE message. The change is made backwards compatible by introducing a new IE in the RESOURCE STATUS REQUEST message indicating that partial success is allowed, and by using IE extension mechanisms for the new IEs.
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): What is the behaviour in case of multivendor environment?

-> need also to clarify the handling in case of relays

-> To continue at the next meeting

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102744
	The enhancement of the load information interaction procedure
	ZTE
	 
	36.423
	 
	 
	B
	SON
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). Because of the variability of the load information, the requirements of load information may be changed at different time. It is unnecessary to initiate a new load reporting request and allocate one new measurement ID for one new requirement when only the cell list to report or the reporting characteristic is modified.When the network condition tends to be stable, it is also redundant for the periodical load reporting. It is better to extend load reporting to the event based trigger.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102743
	The Enhancement of the Radio Load Information Interaction
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 


16.2.2
Enhancements to information exchange between neighbours

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102815
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Vodafone
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This document presents the problem related to the reliability of the UL. In brief, due to the information missing at the congested cell the load balancing action may result in blocked or handicapped UL connection, which in turn will decrease the overall quality of the session. It is proposed:

1. To agree on the relevance of the problem and discuss possible solutions.

2. If no better option is proposed, to agree that the parameters proposed in chapter ‎2.2 of this paper are to be exchanged between eNBs. 

Decision: Noted
	R3-102745
	The additional information for UL MLB
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This paper proposes that the original eNB should acquire the power parameter of RACH procedure to make the UE balanced to target cell successfully.
Note: See the response paper in R3-102948.

-> proposal to send LS to RAN1 in R3-103083.
Decision: Noted
	R3-103083
	[DRAFT] LS on UL Mobility Load Balancing utilising UL TPC parameters
	NTT DoCoMo
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Agreed

	R3-103105
	LS on UL Mobility Load Balancing utilising UL TPC parameters
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). In this LS RAN3 asks RAN1 to evaluate the benefits of exchanging UL TPC parameters between eNBs for UL MLB.

Decision: Approved

	R3-102948
	Response to R3-102815/102745
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103037
	Response to R3-102815/102745
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., KDDI
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This paper claims that the benefit of exchanging UL TPC and RA preamble transmisson parameters seems unclear in practice. Two proposals are made:
1: Convincing usage and benefit in practice should be provided. Quantitative analysis on how much gain can be achieved should also be provided. To evaluate quantitave gain, the following is also proposed:

2: The need to send an LS to RAN1 for their consultant on this matter should also be discussed.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102763
	Discussion on Further MLB Enhancement
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper makes two proposals:
1: Solution is needed for MLB target cell determination.

2: The alternative 2 is proposed as the solution for MLB enhancement.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102764
	CR for Further MLB Enhancement
	CMCC
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This CR proposes to modify a Note so that it allows the transfer of neighbour’s neighbours cell information to source cell before MLB target cell choice.

-> Change: 'could' -> 'may'

- Support: Samsung, CATT

- ALU proposed an alternative formulation.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102816
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes (stage-2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Vodafone
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	 


16.2.3
Enhancements to the load reporting mechanism
16.2.3.1
Intra-LTE aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102720
	Events for MLB
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). The benefit of using the event triggered reporting is that we can reduce the signalling in the system. The difficult part is to define which events are useful and should be specified. Seven proposals are made
1: To define the event when a PRB metric falls below a certain threshold, and that a report is triggered when all PRB metrics fall below the respective threshold

2: To define the event when the change since last reported value is larger than a threshold, and that a report is triggered when the change in one or more PRB metrics are is larger than the threshold.

3: That the HW and S1 TNL triggers a measurement report when any of these metrics transits a threshold, for example transits between “HighLoad” to “Overload” (or the opposite direction)

4: To define an absolute threshold event for Capacity Value, where uplink and downlink both rise above respective threshold

5: To define an event for Capacity Value, where the change since last report exceeds respective threshold in at least one of uplink or downlink.

6: Introducing a periodicity for when absolute threshold events are reported during the time they are triggered

7: Introducing a periodicity for when relative threshold events are reported during the time they are not triggered.

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): This is a very complex approach, not supporting.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): OK for us.

-> no agreement.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102851
	Rel-10 enhancements for intra-LTE cell load reporting.
	Kyocera Corp
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	

	R3-102852
	Rel-10 enhancements for intra-LTE cell load reporting.
	Kyocera Corp
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	C
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	


16.2.3.2
Inter-RAT aspects

Event-trigger & multi-cell reporting
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102793
	Benefits of event-triggered and multi-cell inter-RAT cell load reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). Five proposals are made:
1: Inter-RAT cell load reporting is extended to carry load information for multiple cells in Rel-10. 

2: Event-triggered inter-RAT cell load reporting is standardised in Rel-10. 

3: Two triggering thresholds are used for event triggered reporting (providing three-codepoint granularity: low load, medium load, high load).

4: RAN3 discusses and agrees that O&M of the reporting RAT configures the conditions for cell load state change (cell load thresholds, hysteresis and time-to-trigger values). 

5: Multi-cell and event-triggered reporting modes are standardised by means of new dedicated SON Transfer applications. 
- iRAT signalling us more expensive than X2 signalling

- Threshold to trigger the reporting is proprietary (i.e., up to the target cell to decide when it has available capacity to offer)

- it is understood tha the method is not assumed to work in real-time (with low latency)

-> Agreement to add event-trigger & Multi-cell iRAT cell load reporting

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102794
	Inter-RAT cell load reporting for multiple cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	732
	1
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102795
	Event-triggered inter-RAT cell load reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	733
	1
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	 


Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102711
	Inter-RAT MLB scenario and parameters coordination
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). This paper discusses inter-RAT MLB scenarios and analyzes the necessity of parameters negotiation. In order to avoid improper parameter setting resulting in the mobility problem, the mobility settings should be negotiated between two cells.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102845
	Offloading action based on redirection procedure
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This paper makes two proposals:
1: Offloading action based on redirection procedure should be regarded as another function for inter-RAT MLB.

2: A soluction for redirection carrier selection utilizing cell accessibility information as shown below should be defined in Rel-10.

-
cellBarrd

-
cellReservedForOperatorUse

-
Access Class Barring status

It is FFS whether the cell accessibility information itself or a list of selected redirection carrier is exchanged between RATs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102846
	Offloading action based on redirection procedure
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). Although the current standard supports load balancing action based on handovers for inter RAT scenario, offloading action based on redirection function needs to be supported to improve UE connection expericence.

Two proposals:

1. Make it clear in stage-2 that you can offload traffic using release with redirection

2. Exchange cell access parameters (cell barred, cell reserved for operator use, access class barring status) between RATs

Decision: Noted
16.2.4
Others
16.3
CCO
16.4
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:

	R3-102912
	Mobility Robustness Optimization for HeNB
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102913
	OAM requirements for configuraiton of ranges of HO parameters for MRO
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103048
	OAM requirements for configuraiton of ranges of HO parameters for MRO
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Withdrawn

	R3-102943
	Response to R3-102913
	Huawei
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	
	 

	R3-103051
	OAM requirements for configuration of ranges of HO parameters for MRO
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Telecom Italia, Orange
	Disc
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


17. 
E-MBMS enhacements WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102983
	Reply LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (Source: SA2; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2)
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	S2-105035
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). SA2 Response: there is no requirement on MBR > GBR.
-> RAN3 agreed not to continue the work on MBR > GBR, therefore R3-102647 and R3-102731 are noted.
Decision: Noted

	R3-102565
	Considerations on counting for MBMS activation (Source: RAN2; To: RAN3, SA2)
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-105226
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). RAN2 wants to know if the two assumptions below are correct:

1) By some means, the eNB may receive an indication from the MCE that it should count for the purpose of allowing the MCE to decide upon potential activation of a certain service on an MBSFN area, and that this counting may potentially be initiated even before any session of that service has started.

2) Based upon counting in the eNB (or multiple eNB's), the eNB will be told (by the MCE) whether to provide the concerned service in an MBSFN area or not
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): We have a contribution related to this in R3-102886 -> does not believe that RAN2 assumptions are correct.
- Accuracy of UE counting: 

- May lead to wrong information for admission control.

- Relative also to scenario activation / deactivation


- Can MCE take decision on activation?

- Idle UE counting?


- RAN2 discussion / decision: No discussion in RAN3.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102886
	Requirements UE Counting
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). According to Ericsson, RAN3 can not confirm that the assumptions made by RAN2 are correct.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102640
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on MBMS Reception Status Counting (To: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102970
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on Consideration on counting for MBMS activation (To: RAN2; Cc: SA2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103023
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on Consideration on counting for MBMS activation (To: RAN2; Cc: SA2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103104
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on Consideration on counting for MBMS activation (To: RAN2; Cc: SA2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-103113
	Reply LS on Consideration on counting for MBMS activation (To: RAN2; Cc: SA2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei).

Phillippe Godin (ALU): The technical content of the reponse 1 is not correct.

-> Response to question 1 shall be updated according to our agreement on counting.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Response assumption 2: only activation is agreed - deactivation is FFS.

-> Revised in R3-103023.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): "...certain service on an MBSFN area"; should the counting be per service or per session?
-> offline, check if there is a link with the ARP - can we converge on this?

-> Revised in R3-103104

Agreed, final LS in R3-103113.

Decision: Approved

	R3-103033
	eMBMS Session Report
	Vice Chairman
	Info
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion:.Presented by the Vice Chairman.

Agreements:

1)
MBR>GBR

According to SA2 decision (LS R3-102983), RAN3 agreed to not continue the work on MBR > GBR.

2)
Status Report


Two scenarios were discussed:


-
1. Service not started from BMSC i.e MCE has not received Session Start (Counting may be provided to BMSC by OAM)


-
2. Service already started from BMSC


RAN3 has agreement on the following aspects:


-
CAC in MCE is independent of counting for rel-10, it is  relying on radio Resource


-
MCE can take the decision to active service in case of scenario 2.


-
Focus on option B for scenario 2 (R3-103008): Introduction of MCE initiated SESSION START REQUEST procedure


-
Counting (Status Report is) terminated in MCE (no signaling to report the counting result to the BMSC)


-
How to report counting: Agreement for a new message/procedure (Huawei to provide CR and contact companies per email discussion on detail) 


The following CRs where agreed:


•
None

3)
ARP


No agreements
Decision: Noted

17.1 
Status Reporting

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102787
	Introduction of MCE initiated SESSION START and SESSION STOP procedures
	Orange SA
	Disc, Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103008
	Introduction of MCE initiated SESSION START and SESSION STOP procedures
	Orange SA
	Disc, Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Serban Purge (Orange). This proposal shows the benefits of introducing the MCE initiated MBMS SESSION START / STOP REQUEST procedures.

It is proposed to:

1: It is proposed to enable the MCE to triggers MBMS session activation / deactivation requests

2: It is proposed to discuss and agree the principle solution for introducing the MCE initiated MBMS SESSION STAR / STOP REQUEST procedures.

- Focus on option B only to limit CN impacts.

Scenario:


- service not start from BMSC: Option A, Option B, or OAM


- service already started from BMSC: Option B

Option B covers all scenarios and count unicast also.
Definition of session? Based on same or different TMGI.

Counting per service and Activation and Deactivation per service

Decision: Noted

	R3-102580
	Discussion on MBMS Status Report
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Peng Zhang (New Postcom). In this paper New Postcom proposes:

1:  To use the above mentioned, on demand, report strategy on M2.

2:  Introducing new messages for counting request and response on M2.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102608
	Deactivate and Activate the MBMS service based on the reception status report
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This paper makes several proposals:
1: the M2 procedures to count/activate/deactivate a specific MBMS Service is independent of the MBMS session control procedure. It does not affect the MBMS context information in the eNB.  
2: a new M3 Counting Request procedure is required for CN to indicate the applicability of the counting requirement for a service. 
3: If the CN want to use the reception status to determine whether use the MBMS service, the CN shall first initiate the Counting Request procedure before the MBMS Session Start procedure. Otherwise, the CN initiate the MBMS Session Start procedure first. 

4: From the MCE’s perspective, the initial state for the MBMS service is set as below: 

•
If the MCE first receive the Counting Request message, the initial state is set to “Deactivated”.

•
If the MCE first receive the MBMS Session Start Request message, the initial state is set to “Activated”. 

Decision: Noted
	R3-102644
	MBMS Reception Status Counting
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This contribution proposes that: 

1: MBMS reception status counting is terminated in the MCE.

2: MBMS reception status counting is triggered by MBSM SCHEDULING INFORMATION message or a new message, e.g. MBMS STATUS COUNTING REQUEST.

3: Counting duration is indicated to the eNBs.

4: After counting duration, the corresponding counting procedure is stopped and the counting result is reported to the MCE.

5: It is not necessary to inform to the corresponding CN/MME for the deactivated service.

6: MCE should remove the MBMS service from MBMS SCHEDULING INFORMATION message and send the message to all eNBs upon deciding to deactivate the service.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102702
	The counting procedure in M2 interface
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by CATT. This paper makes two proposals:
1: A new counting request procedure is our preference. And MBMS scheduling information procedure can be considered if the counting request for non-ongoing service is achieved with a simple solution.

2: ENB sends counting report once following one counting request from MCE at the end of the statistic period and a new Class 2 elementary procedure can be used as counting report procedure.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102730　
	Consideration on Counting statistics
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE). This paper proposes that the counting report from eNB to MCE includes the number of UE in RRC_CONNECTED mode during the counting.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102732　
	MBMS counting procedure
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE).Three proposals are made:
1:  MCE can configure one or more counting procedures for its eNBs by one M2 message.

2:  eNB should report once counting result at the end of each counting procedure to MCE.

3:  Several new M2 messages should be introduced for initiating multiple counting procedures, reporting counting result and stopping counting procedure.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102904
	MBMS Status Report Solution over M2 interface
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	B
	LTE_MBMS
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Phlippe Godin (ALU). This paper makes three proposals:
1: Add one indicator in the MBMS SESSION START REQUEST for the operator to require some service to report the reception status of this service when this service session starts up.

2: Add one indicator in the MBMS SESSION UPDATE REQUEST for the operator to require some service to report the reception status of this service during an ongoing service session.

3: One M2AP class 1 procedure, which is “MBMS RECEPTION STATUS REPORT” and “MBMS RECEPTION STATUS REPORT RESPONSE”, is defined for transporting the MBMS service reception status information from the eNB to the MCE.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102916
	On using unicast bearer for MBMS
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-102968
	On using unicast bearer for MBMS
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). This paper makes five proposals:
Proposal 1 [RAN3]: Each eNode B should make a separate estimate of the number of interested UEs, and forward the result to the MCE.

Proposal 2 [RAN3]: RAN3 should discuss whether the information available to the MBMS GW in case of deactivation is sufficient and whether any interaction with core-network entities should be triggered.

Proposal 3 [RAN3]: The counting probability factor, if included in the design, should be set by the eNode B.

Proposal 4 [RAN2]: Introduce a mechanism for counting at RRC connection establishment.

Proposal 5 [RAN2]: Allow interested UEs to request an RRC connection specifically for counting, based on a probability factor, as was done in UMTS.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102645
	MBMS Reception Status Counting
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102646
	MBMS Reception Status Counting
	Huawei
	CR
	36.443
	 
	 
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102883
	Considerations UE Counting
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102885
	[DRAFT] LS on admission control using additional RAN specific information
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102905
	Introduction of Status Report function over M2 interface
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.443
	28
	1
	B
	LTE_MBMS
	Rel-10
	


*******************************

Idle UE counting? To make efficient the counting:


- RAN2 discussion / decision: No discussion in RAN3

Counting per Service and Activation and Deactivation per Service.

Scenario:


- 1. Service not started from BMSC i.e., MCE has not received Session Start (Counting may be provided to BMSC by OAM)


- 2. Service already started from BMSC

Accuracy of UE counting?


- May lead to wrong information for admission control


- CAC in MCE is independent of counting for REl-10 rely on radio resource


- Relative also to scenario activation/deactivation


- Can MCE take decision on activation/deactivation?



- Yes, MCE can decide to activate the service in case of scenario 2



- Deactivation on counting is FFS (Need more clarification)



- Failure indication may be sent to the MME at reception of the session start (ARP, failed CAC, ...)


- Questions related to Option B:



- When Option B may fail the Session Start, over M3 like Rel-9?





- APR may be one





- CAC





- ...

Focus on Option B: Introduction of MCE initiated Session Start Request procedure
As a consequence:
- Counting terminated in MCE (to signaling to report the counting result to the BMSC)
- Difference between Rel-9 and Rel-10:


- Rel-9; response is starting the service.


- Rel-10; the MCE may decide to trigger the service later
- MCE decide to activate / deactivate (FFS) the service and then eNB joint multicast based on MCE decision

- If session failed at the beginning the MCE can only be restarted by the BMSC

Stage-2 CR to capture agreement (and FFS?) in R3-103022 (Orange)

- TP Deactivation “based on the counting results for the corresponding MBMS service(s)”

- Clarify if activation is per service or kept per session?

- Check RAN3 impact on RAN2 CR for counting of multiple service

- Keep the clarification on within “MBSFN(s) area”

- Rev in R3-103079


- Typo “serssions”


- Check for counting of multiple services in RAN3 message how to report (per service, aggregate) FFS may be needed first point


- Same TP for Deactivation “based …”
When to start counting?
- Based on CN request UMTS like (may be applicable only to scenario 2)

- Report in the scheduling infomration

- New message to start counting

- MBMS Session Start
How to report counting?

- New message / procedure

-> Huawei to provide CR and contact companies per email discussion in detail
Other Issues:

- Reporting mode (on demand or periodic, etc)
- Parallel transaction for counting (if multiple service occurs, should we allow multiple sending?)
- Class of the new procedure

- Standardise counting mechanism, relative RAN3?

- RAN3 may need more reporting information than RAN3 proviides

- Do we need ro report the number of UEs in the RRC_CONNECTED mode during the counting?


- introduce probality factor (in R3-102916)
	R3-103022
	Introduction of MCE initiated MBMS Session Start Request
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Huawei, Orange SA
	CR
	 36.300
	 
	 
	 B
	MBMS_LTE-enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103079
	Introduction of MCE initiated MBMS Session Start Request
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Huawei, Orange SA
	CR
	 36.300
	 
	 
	 B
	MBMS_LTE-enh
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Serban Purge (Orange). It has been agreed during the meeting to enable the MCE to perform counting for MBMS service(s) and to initiate the activation of MBMS Session(s). Therefore, the aforementioned agreements have to be captured in the specifications.

Nathan Tenny (Qualcomm): In 15.1.1; Add "based on the counting results for the corresponding MBMS service(s)" also to the first added bullet.

-> agreed.

Steven Xu (Motorola): The counting should be per session.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Not sure if there is any difference on whether counting is based on sessions or services.

-> needs clarification.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Do we need "within MBSFN areas" in the second new bullet in 15.1.1 ?
NT: It should be kept.

MD: Check from RAN2 if FFS is needed with counting of multiple services.

-> agreed

-> Revised in R3-103079.

Decision: Agreed
17.2
ARP

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102581
	Issues on MBMS Pre-emption
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Peng Zhang (New Postcom). This paper proposes:

1: Introducing ARP Parameter into QoS IE of MBMS service. 

2: Whether to perform a pre-emption and whether to pre-empt inter-MCH are implementation issues.

3: Pre-emption could be MBSFN area wide. 

4: Introducing a MBMS SESSION RELEASE INDICATION procedure.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): Huawei has a similar paper.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Release Indication message - The new counting agreement challenges this need.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102641
	Support of ARP Pre-emption
	Huawei, CATT, CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This contribution discusses the MBMS session pre-emption function in LTE. It makes 5 proposals:

1: Define same MBMS ARP parameters with CN specifications e.g. TS 29.274. How the MCE supports the feature in R10 is left to implementation.

2: ARP should be indicated in MBMS SESSION START REQUEST message on M3AP.

3: The pre-emption granularity of MBMS ARP should be MBSFN area.

4: It is not necessary to inform the MME about the pre-empted MBMS session.

5: MCE could stop scheduling sessions in MBMS SCHEDULING INFORMATION upon which are pre-empted.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102642
	Support of ARP Pre-emption
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). According to the MBMS Work Item Description, the Allocation and Retention Priority (ARP) and pre-emption function for MBMS E-RABs should be supported in Release-10.
-> remove: "lower ARP value" -> "ARP"
-> to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102884
	Considerations about ARP and UE counting
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). If RAN3 agrees that UE Counting information should be used during admission control, Ericsson proposes:

1: A ‘not pre-emptable’ session is not included in the pre-emption process. Once admitted, a ‘not pre-emptable’ session is kept until the MCE receives the MBMS Session Stop message.

2: The Pre-emption Vulnerability may be changed using the MBMS Session Update message.

3: When sessions are pre-empted, this should be done according to the ‘Priority Level’ but UE Counting results and scheduling information may also be taken into consideration.

Decision: Noted

Not Treated:

	R3-102643
	Support of ARP Pre-emption
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	 
	 
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	


17.3 
MBR>GBR

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102647
	MBMS procedure for MBR greater than GBR
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: 

Noted without presentation.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102731
	Consideration on MBR larger than GBR
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion:.

Noted without presentation.

Decision: Noted
17.4 
TEI10

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102733
	CR for MBMS User Data flow synchronisation
	ZTE
	CR
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Not Treated


Discussion: Shall be submitted as TEI10 in RAn3#70
Decision: Not Treated
18.
M2M (RAN2)
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102575
	LS on Release 10 NIMTC Conclusion (Source: SA2; To: GERAN, GERAN2, CT1, CT4, SA1, SA3, SA5, RAN2, RAN3)
	NIMTC
	Rel-10
	S2-104432
	Samsung
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. SA2 asks CT1, CT4, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN and GERAN2 to consider the mechanisms proposed in the conclusions of NIMTC (see the attached TR).
Decision: Noted
	R3-103032
	Reply LS on Clarification for Iu Flex usage with MTC devices (Source: SA2; To: RAN3; Cc: CT4, RAN2)
	NIMTC
	Rel-10
	S2-105133
	Samsung
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Chaegwon Lim (Samsung). This LS contains SA2's responses to the questions sent form RAN3 earlier during this meeting (in R3-103015).
Decision: Noted

	R3-103058
	Reply LS on Release 10 NIMTC Conclusions (Source: RAN2; To: SA1, SA2, CT1; Cc: RAN3, GERAN2)
	NIMTC
	Rel-10
	R2-105994
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). This LS summarizes the conclusions which RAN2 made on SA2's requirements and contains a list of open issues which SA2 and CT1 are asked to answer.
Decision: Noted

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102660
	Way forward for overload control of MTC Devices
	Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This paper makes 3 proposals:
1: Keep the NAS level indicator independence of AS level indicator, RAN node does not need to pass the AS level indicator to the CN node.

2: For LTE, add ‘M2M indication’ in S1 SETUP RESPONSE and MME CONFIGURATION UPDATE messages to inform eNB that this is a dedicated MME node for MTC. No normative impacts on UMTS.

3: For both LTE and UMTS, extending the exiting the overload mechanism to support the CN triggered ACB or RCR for MTC devices.
The related CRs are R3-102661, R3-102662, R3-102663.
Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): About proposals 2&3: Is this a network configuration issue? Why S1 setup/configuration is needed to inform eNB that this is a dedicated MME node for MTC (instead of O&M configuration)?

Huawei: Yes, it can be achieved via confuguration. This is an alternative proposal. Huawei will be OK with the O&M approach too.

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Note that the dedicated CN node applies only to UMTS.
Q: Why SA2 decided not to rely on Iu flex instead?

Discussion on whether to send an LS to SA2 asking about their intentions regarding MTC.

-> LS to SA2 on NIMTC WI (Huawei) in R3-103010.

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): RAN2 just agreed to add an "MTC indicator" in RRC connection setup establishment.

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): RAN2 just agreed to keep RAN MTC-agnostic. RAN2 also agreed to add a new "low priority indication" in RRC connection request.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): RAN2's decision is not enough.

Ning Yang (CMCC): We believe that RAN2 decision was to add this indicator only to RRC connection complete.

Yan Wang (Huawei): We believe that there is no agreement in RAN2 yet, only assumptions.

RAN2 agreed:
1. to keep RAN MTC-agnostic

2. to add a new "low priority indication" in RRC

3. to liaise SA2 on the above and asked if enough (rapporteur will make sure that RAN2 is copied)

Decision: Noted
	R3-103010
	[DRAFT] LS on Clarification for Iu Flex usage with MTC devices (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103014
	[DRAFT] LS on Clarification for Iu Flex usage with MTC devices (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-103015
	LS on Clarification for Iu Flex usage with MTC devices (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Reininger (Huawei). In this LS RAN3 asks SA2 to clarify why does Iu Flex may not be applicable to MTC devices. Providing some background on the decision taken by SA2 will be appreciated by RAN3. RAN3 will also appreciate some clarification on E-UTRAN Iu-Flex applicability for MTC devices.
-> Revised and agreed in R3-103014, final LS in R3-103015
Decision: Approved
	R3-102669
	MTC Overload Considerations
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper makes 3 proposls:
1: Re-use the existing overload control procedure to support MTC overload signalling.

2: Use a MTC overload indicator in the overload control procedure to signal that overload protection methods should be initiated in RAN.

3: For HNB network, the HNB-GW only initially sends overload control procedure to the HNBs with registered MTC devices.

- Is MTC Overload appicable to H(e)NB ?
Decision: Noted
	R3-102703
	Discussion on MTC Overload Indication
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This paper makes 3 proposals:
1: RAN3 take it as an working assumption that PLMN types mentioned in UEs that reselect from other PLMNs (PLMN type) shall include "MTC Devices that are not on their HPLMN or a PLMN in the (U)SIM's preferred PLMNs list", "MTC Devices that are not on their HPLMN or an Equivalent HPLMN" and "MTC Devices that are not on their HPLMN".

2: For the subcategory "UEs that reselect from other PLMNs (PLMN type) ", different PLMN types shall be indicated in the overload indication respectively.

3: For both UMTS and LTE systems, RAN3 to discuss and decide whether to reuse the existing procedure with necessary modifications or to define a new procedure for MTC overload control.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102887
	Overload management for low priority accesses
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC-RAN
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This paper makes two conclusions:
1: From the analysis of currently available RRC establishment causes, it appears no existing code point covers the need of low priority accesses as CN Overload Management, at least for E-UTRAN, builds upon the possibility to differentiate RRC connection attempts based on establishment causes.

2: If a new RRC establishment cause is introduced, no impact is foreseen for UTRAN. Regarding E-UTRAN it is necessary to modify the Overload Start procedure to also cover the new code point and also add it to the RRC Establishment Cause IE.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102964
	Rejection of Connections towards a congested CN Node for UMTS and LTE
	Vodafone
	Disc
	
	 
	 
	
	M2M
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone).

AK: This is the same as Huawei's proposal without the last use case.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102661
	Introduce overload control mechanism for MTC Devices
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	B
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102662
	Dedicated CN node for MTC Device
	Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102663
	A method to avoid CN overload due to Machine-Type Communications
	Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102667
	Introduction of MTC overload protection
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102668
	Introduction of MTC Overload support
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102860
	Introduction of MTC Overload Support
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	B
	NIMTC
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102861
	Introduction of MTC Overload Support
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	MIMTC
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102888
	Enhancement of Overload management for low priority accesses
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	NIMTC-RAN
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102965
	Rejection of Connections towards a congested CN Node
	Vodafone
	CR
	36.413
	
	
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	


***********************************************

Agreements:

1. to re-use the existing Overload Control procedure to handle MTC overload (both LTE and UMTS)
2. MTC overload action in case of roaming devices is out of scope of RAN3

Open Issues (for the next meeting):

1. Given the current RAN2 decision (the new MTC-agnostic cause value), it is not clear what changes are needed in both UMTS and LTE to the Overload Control procedure to handle MTC overload?

19.
Enhanced ICIC WI (RAN1)
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-103055
	LS on time-domain extension of Rel 8/9 backhaul-based ICIC for Macro-Pico scenario (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	LTE_eICIC
	Rel-10
	S2-104432
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). RAN1 asks RAN3 to define the necessary X2AP signalling as outlined in the LS.

Decision: Noted

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-103057
	Initial thought on RAN3 impact from eICIC
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, AT&T, NTT DoCoMo, KDDI, InterDigital
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103060
	Initial thought on RAN3 impact from eICIC
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, AT&T, NTT DoCoMo, KDDI, InterDigital, CMCC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (Qualcomm). This paper provides an initial thought and analysis about the RAN3 impact and works from eICIC.
Decision: Noted

Not Treated:

	R3-102817
	On TDM eICIC Coordination for Macro+Pico Cases
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	 

	R3-102946
	Response to R3-102817
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Not Available 

	R3-102774
	X2 update for eICIC
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ECIC_LTE
	Rel-10
	Not Available 

	R3-102773
	Addition of eICIC information to LOAD INFORMATION message
	Samsung
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	B
	ECIC_LTE
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103007
	Addition of eICIC information to LOAD INFORMATION message
	Samsung
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	B
	ECIC_LTE
	Rel-10
	


20.
TEI10
eMPS
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102847
	Prioritised handling of MPS session in S1-AP PAGING message
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102980
	Prioritised handling of MPS session in S1-AP PAGING message
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103098
	Prioritised handling of MPS session in S1-AP PAGING message
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCOMo). This CR adds a new Paging Priority IE to the S1-AP PAGING message.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Why 3 values instead of e.g. 15 values?
Vince Spatafora (AT&T): Would prefer more than 3.

-> way forward: 8
Elena Voltolina: Rapporteur to allocate protocol id values.

-> agreed unseen in R3-103098.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102639
	Prioirity handling for eMPS Paging
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This CR makes two changes:

1. As agreed in RAN3#69 and SA2#80, in order to support priority paging for MPS terminating sessions in case of congestion, it is necessay to add a new Cause IE in the S1AP PAGING message.

2. In SA2#80, two stage 2 CRs on priority call handling for CS fallback were agreed in S2-104415 and S2-104181. When the MME determines that the CSFB request requires priority handling based on the UE’s MPS CS Priority, for both mobile originated and mobile terminated CSFB, the MME shall provide priority indication, i.e. “CSFB High Priority”, when requesting the eNB to execute the CSFB priority procedure. The eNB should handle the paging message with priority and also prioritize the subsequent CS fallback procedure to GERAN/UTRAN or 1xRTT.
- Not clear what is the special treatment in case of "CSFB high priority indication". What is the eNB behaviour?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102865
	Paging priority indication over S1 for eMPS
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). At last RAN3 meeting, it was agreed to introduce a paging priority indicator over S1 interface. At the same time, SA2 agreed several CRs on the same topic covering several use cases which complete the solution. In this paper the SA2 solutions are reviewed with the expected RAN3 actions.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102801
	Priority handling of MT calls from LTE into UMTS via eMPS using CSFB
	AT&T
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vince Spatafora (AT&T).

Decision: Noted

*********************

- Preference to have a new ARP-style (service agnostic) IE for the priority indication.

- check status of RAN2 discussion on CSFB

-> LS to SA2 in R3-102981 (Cc: RAN2) (ALU)
	R3-102981
	[DRAFT] LS on Paging Priority indication over S1 for eMPS  (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103100
	[DRAFT] LS on Paging Priority indication over S1 for eMPS  (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-103101
	LS on Paging Priority indication over S1 for eMPS  (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). 

update attachment

- remove" [CHECK]

=>Update attachment

=> remove "n ARP-like definition (Allocation Retention Priority) which consists of’"
-> Agreed unseen in R3-103100, final LS in R3-103101
Decision: Approved
Not Treated:

	R3-102850
	[DRAFT] LS on prioritised handling of IMS signalling in S1-AP PAGING message
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102866
	Paging priority indication over S1 for MPS
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	 
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102867
	[DRAFT] LSout on Paging priority indication over S1 for eMPS
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	 


20.1
LTE-only enhancements
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102942
	Reply LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE (Source: SA3; To: RAN3)
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10
	S3-101129
	Deutsche Telekom
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andreas Neubacher (DT). SA3 makes the following conclusions:

· there is a need to allow transfer of multiple IP addresses per eNB, and to indicate the purpose of the address

· it makes sense to allow both options; star and mesh topology

· it is necessary to inform both source and target eNB of an X2 setup request about their X2 peer’s IP addresses in advance to the actual logical X2 interface establishment.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102818
	Enhancement of the IP address exchange mechanism for ANR purposes
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	C
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102982
	Enhancement of the IP address exchange mechanism for ANR purposes
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	C
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). In this CR the TNL configuration of the eNB that initialises the ANR action is added to the SON Configuration Transfer message. The information should be present only if the message is a request for the other eNB’s TNL information. Also, the scope of addresses exchanged before the X2 is set up is broadened.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): 

- Align with LS terminology

- The text in the beginning of 9.2.2.x should be made more specific.
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Need procedural text for optimal IEs (slim down the corresponding semantics descriptions; focus on what it means).

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Need to be more specific: be more clear than "special address", "some configuration", and 3GPP compliant (e.g., IPsec -> NDS)
EV: Check if there are issues with the Interface Address Extension IE.
-> offline, to be revised in R3-102982.

Presented by Andreas Neubacher (Deutsche Telekom)
- What is the number of allowed IP addresses ?

-> continue discussion at the next meeting

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102848
	Prioritised handling of IMS signalling in S1-AP PAGING message
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 


Discussion: This paper claims that priority indication for IMS signalling should be introduced in the S1-AP PAGING message.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102849
	Prioritised handling of IMS signalling in S1-AP PAGING message
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 


Discussion: This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102848.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102862
	Handling Service-Based RAT restrictions and operator preferences 
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102959
	Handling Service-Based RAT restrictions and operator preferences 
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange, Vodafone
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper claims that it is beneficial to make the eNB aware of the restrictions of supporting of some LTE services/RAB combinations on another RAT (e.g. 3G) before handing over mobiles. Moreover, it is beneficial to make the eNB aware of operator preferences to handle some services/RAB combinations on specific RATs. This issue can be solved by a simple Service Handover IE. It then remains implementation dependent on how the eNB manages this indication in combination with other SON features.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): The same problems could be solved by using SPID, maybe even better. But this would be at the UE -level, rather than RAB -level.

Philippe Reininger (ALU): SPID and HO restriction lists could be used in alternative 

Nai Kagawa (KDDI): Why is the CDMA case precluded?

Giuseppe Catalano (Telecom Italia): 

- SRV_HO is not widely used in 3G.

- Discussion need to be based on actual use cases. What are the advantages of SRV_HO and SPID/HO restrictions.

Francesca Serravalle (NEC): HO restrictions are appicable to roaming agreements.

-> Discussion to be continued at RAN3#70.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102638
	Clarification on definition of MMEC
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102984
	Clarification on definition of MMEC
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). There is an inconsistency between the definitions of MMEC in 36.413 and 23.003. This CR proposes to fix this by mobifying the definition in 36.413.
Francesca Serravalle (NEC): MME pools cannot overlap, needs rewording.

MD: Maybe we could use "MME pool area"

-> some rewording may be required, offline. 
-> New revision in R3-102984.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102785
	Clarification for the X2 setup procedure
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This CR adds a bullet to subclause 22.3.2.3, describing that the neighbour relation information need to be included when the eNB provides the relevant configuration information to the candidate eNB.
Hakon Helmers (ALU): Do we need a stage-3 CR too?

Haijing Hu: No. Neighbour cell information are already present as optional IEs
Chaegwon Lim (Samsung): Stage-3 specs already has this funcionality; this CR captures it for stage-2 -> new Reason for Change is needed.

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): This change is already covered by Stage-2.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102725
	Clarification for setting AP IDs in the Error Indication msg and incorrect causes
	Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102976
	Clarification for setting AP IDs in the Error Indication msg and incorrect causes
	Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed, Revised

	R3-103019
	Clarification for setting AP IDs in the Error Indication msg and incorrect causes
	Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (Motorola). This CR makes three changes:
- Add that APID is included “if  assigned”. 

- Modify error cause names used in 8.7.2.2 in order to match the Tabular and ASN.1 

- Remove the duplication of Figure 8.7.2.2-2
Chaegwon Lim (Samsung): Why removing the eNB inititated error indication -> mistake.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): This is already covered in section 10.6. ?
-> Not Agreed
However, later revised into R3-103019.

-> Not agreed, to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102727
	Specify what are the first messages, first returned messages and the last messages
	Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (Motorola). Section 10.6 specifies node behavior on receiving a  “first message”, “first returned message” and a “last message”. But which messages these correspond to is not clearly specified. This CR fixes the said problem.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Believes that the change in 10.6 is unnecessary.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102708
	Discussion on overload procedure for HeNBs
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). Overload procedure indicates to an eNB that it should reduce the signalling load towards a MME. However, when HeNB GW is deployed, there are different solutions to support overload function. This paper proposes that HeNB GW should include GUMMEIs of overloaded MME as an optional parameter in overload start/stop message, and HeNB should control the following overload procedures.
Francesca Serravalle (NEC): Supports this proposal. There is a similar discussion on relays with proposals from NEC, Huawei and Motorola.

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): One difference is that HeNB GW is optional, relays are not. HeNB should not be aware of whether there is a GW or not.

-> Is there an issue. If yes, what is the best way to handle it.

-> offline

- No consensus 
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102863
	Introduction of Service Handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102960
	Introduction of Service Handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange, Vodafone
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102864
	Introduction of Service Handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange
	CR
	36.413
	 
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102961
	Introduction of Service Handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange, Vodafone
	CR
	36.413
	 
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102726
	Clarification for setting the AP IDs in Error Indication msg
	Motorola
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102977
	Clarification for setting the AP IDs in Error Indication msg
	Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103020
	Clarification for setting the AP IDs in Error Indication msg
	Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.423
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Withdrawn

	R3-102709
	Additional information in overload procedure
	CATT
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-core
	Rel-10
	 


20.2
3G-only enhancements
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102670
	Addition of HNB-GW Status procedure.
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.access
	CR
	25.469
	53
	2
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102989
	Addition of HNB-GW Status procedure.
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.access
	CR
	25.469
	53
	2
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR claims that it is desirable to allow the HNB-GW to indicate to the HNBs the availability status of the CN domains. This requires the introduction of a new procedure to 25.469, which can be used to provide information on key resources at the HNB-GW. In addition the HNB-GW needs to be able to indicate to a HNB when it registers whether a CN domain is unavailable.
Zheng Zhou (Huawei): Some stage-2 description would be needed.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Last sentnce in 8.x.2; how often this can happen?
Kir Kilgour (ip.access): We have seen this in real networks.

Jurgen Schwartzbauer (NSN): Support this CR, but would like to have one additional sentence: "If the availability status is set to 'available', the HNB may remove the domain restriction if applied earlier"

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Procedural text at the end of 8.x.2 relates to RAN2.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): What are the mentioned "key resources"?

-> Revised in R3-102989.

-> New stage-2 CR in R3-103009.
Decision: Noted
	R3-103009
	Addition of HNB-GW Status procedure
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.access
	CR
	25.467
	
	
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU).
- Not enough justification for the change -> Noted

Decision: Noted

	R3-102889
	The need for PLMN civic address location format
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson). This CR argues that the civic format is a better match than a geographical format to the needs of the Emergency Center when dispatching emergency personnel in urban and suburban areas. The format will make it quicker and less costly to record the location of a cell. It is proposed to agree on the related RANAP and PCAP CR’s in order to enable inclusion of Civic Address in when the location of a UE is reported.
Nathan Tenny (Qualcomm): How is UMTS different from LTE? Should this be applicable also to LTE?

MI: One difference is that in UMTS, SMLC is in RAN.

- the equivalent proposal should rather impact CT4.

- proposal should be rather based on a high level requirement (SA2/1)

- If it is a requirement for UMTS, it will most likely be a requirement for LTE (even if handling is different).

-> Proponent to raise this in SA1/2.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102628
	Operating mode Switch of dual cell and MIMO
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This paper proposes that the Node B estimates the appropriate operating mode of MIMO or Dual-Cell for the UE with the capability of Dual-Cell and MIMO and without the capability of Dual-Cell with MIMO then indicates the operating mode to RNC.

Izman Bazar (NSN): Aren't IE/Iub measurements enough in RNC?

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): CQI is a very rapid information handled by NB (w.r.t, RRC measurements)

-> further discussion needed.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102594
	UE EDRX deactivation
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (HiSilicon). It is unavoidable that EDRX will delay data packets transmission especially for first data packet. Therefore the network should be able to activate/deactivate EDRX of the cell according to UE traffic and system capacity. This CR introduces EDRX deactivation through NBAP, by adding IE Enhanced UE DRX To Deactivate to Physical shared channel reconfiguration message.

Isman Bazar (NSN): I think we need a related discussion paper first

- deactivation is per cell (affect all users in the cell)

-> offline

- no consensus
Decision: Noted

	R3-102595
	Addition of common E-DCH resource information report
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (HiSilicon). This CR adds Resource information report of common E-DCH to Audit Response and Resource Status Indication messages.

Izman Bazar (NSN): Believes that the current IE already can provide this information. What does the Common E-DCH Resource Information IE look like, what information does it provide?

-> offline

-> to continue at the next meeting.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-102826
	Correction of missing presence statements in RAB Parameters tabular
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102990
	Correction of missing presence statements in RAB Parameters tabular
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR adds proper presence statements for Supported Maximum Bit Rate and Supported Guaranteed Bit Rate in RAB Parameter tabular in subclause 9.2.1.3.

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): Optionality is not needed, since the range is from 0.
Note: wrong release in the cover page.

-> Revised in R3-102990.

-> to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-102596
	Paging based on UE Subscriber Information
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (HiSilicon). Push services may cause problems for RNC in the form of greatly increased number of paging messages. It is proposed to solve this issue by adding an  Allocation/Retention priority IE into the Iu PAGING message.
- Related to smartphone problem.
- Definition of ARP is not correct.
- In UTRAN there is a paging cause (sent directly to the UE). One of the causes is "low priority signalling"

- Discussion has some relation with the discussion on paging priority indication for eMPS.

- Should make sure that UMTS has the same capability as EUTRAN in terms of handling the use cases mentioned in this discussion (MPS, paging storm,...)

Decision: Noted

Not Treated:

	R3-102890
	Introduction of possibility to report Civic Address
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102891
	Introduction of possibility to report Civic Address
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.453
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102629
	Operating mode Switch of dual cell and MIMO
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102630
	Operating mode Switch of dual cell and MIMO
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	 
	 
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 


20.3
Others
21.
Study on Network Energy Saving for E-UTRAN SI

21.1
Use cases and scenarios of interest
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102892
	Inconsistencies in Energy Saving Use Cases
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This document presents an inconsistency found between the scope and some of the scenarios. It proposes three alternative solutions. 

- Alternative 1: Remove solution 2 and solution 3 from the document because they are not aligned to the scope of the WI.

- Alternative 2: Update Figure 1, solution 2 and solution 3 in order to be aligned to the scope.

Ericsson prefers Alternative 1.
- Issue with LTE-only capable mobiles (in case LTE cells/layer is switched off)

Ning Yang (CMCC): In most of the scenarios (and especially at initial deployment) the network will deal with multi-mode devices.

Conclusion:  Add to the TR something along the lines: Proposed solutions should only be considered in case there are no LTE-only capable devices.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102765
	TR update of Energy Saving for E-UTRAN
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Noted without presentation
Decision: Noted 

	R3-102766
	TP for Descriptions and Inter-eNB Energy Saving Scenarios and Solutions
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103053
	TP for Descriptions and Inter-eNB Energy Saving Scenarios and Solutions
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC).

Markus Drevo: Fig 6.1.2 - compensation mode - are impacts to HO parameters being considered ?

Conclusion: add to the TR the first scenario & solutions applicable to this scenario (already available) to be captured in the TR.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102894
	Scenario for Inter-eNB Energy Saving Enhancement
	CHTTL
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 

Decision: Withdrawn
21.2
Evaluate benefits of identified solutions (over what is available today)
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102856
	Mechanism for optimised cell wake up in hotspot deployments
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). If wake up signalling from the umbrella cell is to be used, there is a problem of finding the right hotspot to be reactivated. “Brutal force solution”, i.e. waking up all the hotspots and then allowing some of them to deactivate is probably the most inefficient method. This paper proposes a framework that allows the umbrella cell to find one or more hotspot cell to be waken up in case it detects higher load.
Adrian Pais (TNO): This approach has some problems. Is the proposed method reliable ? What happens in case of hotspots at the cell edge (between macros)? What happens in case of UL/DL imbalance?

- Key assumptions for the scheme:

1) the sleep mode is not "deep sleep" but the cell monitors the environment from time to time;

2) pico cell measures IoT and reports it to macro

3) request/response mechanism which builds on top of the Rel-9 framework.

The alternative to the above is to wake all cells up and then let non-busy cells to switch-off.

Conclusion: let’s capture the issue and the two solutions (existing and optimization)

Decision: Noted

21.3
Discuss benefits of other ES features
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102784
	Load exchange interval selection in Inter-RAT energy saving
	TNO, Huawei
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103072
	Load exchange interval selection in Inter-RAT energy saving
	TNO, Huawei, CMCC, Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Adrian Pais (TNO). The conclusions from the analysis are as follows: 

- When a non-aggressive parameter setting is chosen, it is possible to achieve energy saving gains without the need for frequent load information exchange. N.B.: no significant impact on energy saving gain is seen up to 15 minutes load exchange intervals. 

- On the other hand, if a more aggressive parameter setting is used, it is possible to achieve a higher energy saving, but this requires more frequent load exchange to avoid impact on user throughput and blocking rate.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): When you switch-off, does this include power ampflifier?

AP: Yes.

-> It could be beneficial to capture some estimate savings due to ES. Discussion to continue offline.

-> Revised in R3-103072; Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei)

Decision: Noted
	R3-102857
	Negotiation-based algorithm for ES compensations
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). A decentralized solution based on pure local switch off decisions followed by switch off notifications towards neighbours could introduce major problems: 

- severe risks to create coverage holes;

- instability, as the local nodes do not have knowledge about the neighbours situation regarding capabilities, load, resource availability; 

- a near-optimum status with respect to energy efficiency from network perspective seems hard to achieve.

In this paper a negotiation-based algorithm is proposed. It aims to address capacity, coverage, QoS constrains but at the same time to optimize ES efficiency.
Ning Yang (CMCC): Is this solution for Inter- or Intra-RAT ?

KK: Both.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102855
	Feasibility of Compensation-based intra-RAT Energy Saving
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Rsvied

	R3-102963
	Feasibility of Compensation-based intra-RAT Energy Saving
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Herve Bonneville (Mitsubishi Electric). This paper concludes that compensation based energy saving is a viable solution for intra-RAT energy saving. 
Conclusion: consider scenario & solution further

- At the next meeting we need to establish its feasibility in real world scenarios.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102895
	Discussion on Inter-RAT Energy Saving
	CHTTL
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102712
	Discussion on coordination of energy saving parameters
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by CATT. This paper makes two proposals:
1: The energy saving parameters coordination is necessary because the OAM static configuration is not efficient.

2: For the above scenarios, RAN3 is kindly requested to discuss the possible solutions of energy saving parameters coordination.
Q: What are the "ES parameters"?

A: "cell traffic threshold" and "time duraction"

Adrian Pais (TNO): Why is the exchange of ES parameters required?

-> Part of the discussion on compensation.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102746
	Discussion on energy saving enhancement
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This paper proposes that inter-cell coordination before cell switch off should be applied in both inter-eNB and inter-RAT energy saving scenarios.
Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Already today the picocell decides autonomously to switch off and the picocell has all the info available (including whether the picocell is at the cell border).

-> Several companies see the benefit for coordination. However, a better articulated proposal is needed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102914
	RIM-based Signaling in Inter-RAT Network Energy Saving
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: 
Decision: Noted
	R3-102776
	Proposal for Inter-eNB energy saving mechanisms
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Not Available


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Available
21.4
Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-103073
	TR for Energy saving agreements
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Revised

	R3-103106
	TR for Energy saving agreements
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC).

Email#01: Check R3-103073, until Friday.

Decision: 

22.
Minimization of drive tests for E-UTRAN and UTRAN WI (RAN2)
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102566
	Reply LS on MDT configuration for IDLE mode UE (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-105227
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). RAN2 concludes that there is no need to wake up UE, e.g. by using Paging procedure, for the purpose of MDT measurement configuration. It is sufficient to wait while UE enters the RRC Connected mode by itself and (E-) UTRAN will initiate MDT configuration procedure to the UE when the UE is in the RRC Connected mode.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102569
	LS on Interaction with Trace for MDT (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-105267
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). RAN2 asks SA5 to confirm its current assumptions on the interaction of Trace and MDT.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102958
	LS reply on Location Information for MDT (Source: SA5; To: SA2, RAN2; Cc: RAN3, SA1)
	OAM-PM-UE
	Rel-10
	S3-102526
	Huawei and Alcatel-Lucent
	 Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (Alcatel-Lucent). In this LS SA5 asks SA2 and RAN2 to analyse the feasibility of the proposals regarding network assisted periodic location information collection and reporting.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102799
	MDT impacts on S1 and X2
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (Alcatel-Lucent). This paper provides a description of stage 2 aspects which in ALU's view constitute a necessary background for MDT stage 3 work to be done by RAN3. Also, the paper provides the main elements of the foreseen impacts on the S1 and the X2 interfaces.
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): SA5 is still discussing on what information to have in the Trace Activation IE (LS expected by the next meeting).

Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): MDT can be used for measurement campaign for non-specific UEs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102800
	MDT impacts on RANAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (Alcatel-Lucent). This paper provides a description of stage 2 and stage 3 impacts on the S1 and the X2 interfaces.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102893
	MDT overview
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Wei Zhao (Ericsson). This paper makes three proposals:
1: RAN3 to take the responsibility e.g., when architectural issues arise during the progress of MDT.

2: RAN3 to agree to use trace function to trigger the collection of MDT measurement data.
3: RAN3 to start investigating the necessary extensions of trace function in the specification in order to support MDT.
Decision: Noted
23.
Other active WI/SIs with impact on RAN3
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102579
	LS on Remaining work for LIPA completion (Source: SA; To: SA3, RAN3; Cc: RAN, SA2)
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	SP-100648
	LGE
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Genebeck Hahn (LGE). SA wants to inform RAN3 that the approved LIPA packs introduce several new parameters for RANAP and S1-AP signalling.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102770
	LIPA SIPTO impact on termination of CN interface in RAN
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This paper shows that’s LIPA/SIPTO solutions provide a new paradigm to RAN3 by the termination of CN interface in RAN.

- If based on SA2 decision, there is a new standardized interface corresponding to a standardized function that terminates in RAN, we will document it in our specs as well.
Decision: Noted
23.1
SIPTO (TOF)
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102619
	The Overview of SITPO in R10
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This document lists the SIPTO issues approved by SA in Rel-10 and gives the analysis of RAN impacts.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102620
	The Introduction for SIPTO at Iu-PS for UMTS
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This document lists some possible ways to introduce the Traffic Offload at UTRAN Iu-PS.

How to document TOF in RAN3 specs:

A: Logical node

B: Function (of RNC or HNBGW)

Chenghock Ng (NEC): TOF captured in a normative annex in 23.003 (section 5.3.12.2), referring to an informative annex.
- LS to SA2 may be beneficial.

- According to 23.060, TOF needs to have UE context and paging function.

Jurgen Schwartzbauer (NSN): Prefers option B.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): SA wants RAN3 to document the changes for RANAP. But we still have the option to document this either as a logical node or as a function. Ericsson prefers a logical node approach.

Philippe Godin (ALU): ALU prefers logical node too.

- SA2 conclusions in the TR seem to point towards option B.

- Need to clarify whether it is really the case that for all options GW selection for SIPTO does not impact RAN.
-> Offline (Philippe Reininger):

- Try agree on the approach to adopt (A vs B)

- Liaise SA2 with our decision and clarifications on the open issues (R3-102997)

Introduce SIPTO as logical node

R3-103065 (401)

R3-103045 (410)

R3-103046 (413)

Introduce SIPTO as function of … :

R3-103086 (401)

R3-103087 (410)

R3-103088 (413)

Way forward: to be continued at the next meeting.

Decision: Noted
	R3-103086
	Introduction of the SIPTO at Iu-PS Function
	Huawei
	CR
	 25.401
	 
	 
	 B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This CR introduces the Selected IP Traffic Offload (SIPTO) at Iu-PS functionality to UTRAN
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-103087
	Introduction of the SIPTO at Iu-PS Function
	Huawei
	CR
	 25.410
	 
	 
	 B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	

	R3-103088
	Introduction of the SIPTO at Iu-PS Function
	Huawei
	CR
	 25.413
	 
	 
	 B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	

	R3-102621
	Introduction of TOF as a function
	Huawei
	CR
	25.401
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102622
	Introduction of TOF as a function
	Huawei
	CR
	25.410
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102623
	Introduction of TOF as a function
	Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102624
	Introduction of TOF as a function
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102625
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Huawei
	CR
	25.401
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103044
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Huawei
	CR
	25.401
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103065
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Huawei
	CR
	25.401
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102950
	Response to R3-102625
	Ericsson
	Resp
	
	 
	 
	
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102626
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Huawei
	CR
	25.410
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103045
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Huawei
	CR
	25.410
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102951
	Response to R3-102626
	Ericsson
	Resp
	
	 
	 
	
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102627
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103046
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102952
	Response to R3-102627
	Ericsson
	Resp
	
	 
	 
	
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-103074
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.401
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-103075
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.410
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 


23.2
LIPA
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102915
	LIPA impacts in RAN3
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (Qualcomm). The following S1/Iu changes are identified to support LIPA:

-
Adding the transmission of the L-GW IP address in the Initial UE message, Path Switch Request message, Handover Notify message and Relocation Complete message.

-
Adding the Correlation ID in the Initial Context Setup Request and the RAB Assignment Request message
Steven Xu: second note: Why cannot H(e)NB provide the LGW IP address?

- ongoing discussions in SA2 on the deactivation of LIPA. The original solution for the deactivation mentioned in the paper was found not to work. Issue is with the source-MME/SGSN-based deactivation.
- Q: is it possible to access the public internet with LIPA? A: Not clear; this is a SA2 matter.
- Security issue in Note III / Section 3.2 need to be clarified.

- Purpose & handling of Correlation ID needs to be clarified. Why they did not use E-RAB ID for the correlation?
Decision: Noted
	R3-102945
	Response to R3-102915
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper claims that as proposed in R3-102915 the operation of LIPA is not achievable for HNB –HNB HOs using any of the 3 proposed methods.
-> Offline on whether there is a need to send an LS to SA2 to highlight the issues pointed out by ALU.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102666
	Introduction of LIPA Functions for UMTS
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA-SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds LIPA interface and functional split definitions to HNB stage 2.

-> Offline

- [3G/LTE] Security requirements and corresponding text need to be clarified).



- It is not necessary to use two different IPsec tunnels for S1 & S5 connections

- [3G/LTE] Deactivation method (may require an LS to SA2; see above).




- using existing procedures it is possible to deactivate LIPA from the local GGSN in the source femto.

- [3G/LTE] Purpose and handling of Correlation ID needs to be clarified. 



- SA2 just agreed some CRs with impact to stage-3 (to be addressed in stage-3 CRs)




- Why they did not use E-RAB ID for the correlation? A: Not possible because E-RAB ID is per UE.
CRs to be reviewed via email.

-> LS to SA2 in R3-103040

Decision: Noted
	R3-103040
	[DRAFT] LS on LIPA deactivation issue (To: SA2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	
	 
	 
	
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).

- how does it work in target-based mobility? A: is is always the source that triggers the relocation

Email#2 until Friday

-> Revision in R3-103114
Decision: 

Not Treated:

	R3-102664
	Introduction of LIPA Functions for UMTS
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.401
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA-SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102665
	Introduction of LIPA Functions for UMTS
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.410
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA-SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102782
	LIPA Impact In RAN3
	Samsung
	CR
	25.413
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102954
	Response to R3-102782
	Ericsson
	Resp
	
	 
	 
	
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102868
	Introduction of LIPA function
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-103041
	Introduction of LIPA function
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102869
	Introduction of LIPA function
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.401
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102870
	Introduction of LIPA function 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.410
	 
	 
	 
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102781
	LIPA Impact In RAN3
	Samsung
	CR
	36.413
	 
	 
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-102953
	Response to R3-102781
	Ericsson
	Resp
	
	 
	 
	
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	 


24.
Network-Based Positioning Support for LTE WI

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102722
	Uplink Signaling required for Network Based Positioning
	Andrew Corp
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrew Corp. This contribution provides an overview and identifies the signalling required for network based positioning using SRS.
Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Steps 2 and 7 are directly between UE and e-SMLC.

- Do we need to involve SA2 in the architectural discussion?

- Q: Are we considering standardization of LMU? A: No

Decision: Noted
	R3-102729
	Corrections on LPPa message transfer in 36.305
	HTC
	CR
	36.305
	 
	 
	F
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Mamadou Kone (HTC). This CR provides a clean-up of the stage 2 related to LPPa message to align the texts with existing texts of LPP messages to avoid sending an LPPa error message when it is not needed.

Manivannan Thyagarajan (NSN): Not a correction, but a functional modification.

Nathan Tenny (Qualcomm): Is this aligned with stage-3.

-> offline to check if aligned with stage-3?

-> To continue at the next meeting.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-102788
	LPPa Message Definition to Support UTDOA
	TruePosition
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Simon Issakov (TruePosition). This contribution introduces a framework for the U-TDOA positioning method into TS 36.455[1].  Since UTDOA is an uplink network-based method, it has no impact on the UE and requires protocol support over LPPa only. The enclosed text proposal is intended to capture this protocol support.  In addition, the document provides insight to the required protocol updates for UTDOA.
- Stage-2 in R3-103050.

Decision: Noted
	R3-103050
	Call Flow to Support UTDOA
	TruePosition
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Simon Issakov (TruePosition). This contribution contains a stage-2 text proposal for UTDOA.
Are we considering LMU standardization?

A: No

- Method apply to HeNB provided that routing of Lppa to eMLC works (don't need to have an LMU collocated with HeNB)

- Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Don't we need to standardize the LMU in the LCS architecture (even though we are not standardising the transfer mechanism)?

- EV: Shouldn't we use a transport container between eNB to E-SMLC (LLa is already transparent to MME)?

More detailed comments via email.

Decision: Noted
25.
Outgoing LSs
The list of final outgoing LS is given in Annex C.
26.
Any other business
27.
Closing of the meeting

The meeting was closed at 15:45 on Friday 15.10.2010 by the Chairman.
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	LS on time-domain extension of Rel 8/9 backhaul-based ICIC for Macro-Pico scenario (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	R1-105793
	RAN1
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Rel-10
	LTE_eICIC
	19
	Noted

	R3-103058
	Reply LS to S2-104432 on Release 10 NIMTC Conclusions (Source: RAN2; To: SA1, SA2, CT1; cc: RAN3, GERAN2)
	R2-105994
	RAN2
	Ericsson
	Rel-10
	NIMTC
	18
	Noted
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	 Tdoc
	 Title
	 LS To
	 LS Cc
	 Attachments

	R3-103015
	LS on Clarification for Iu Flex usage with MTC devices
	SA2
	RAN2
	-

	R3-103029
	LS on Clarification for Cell_FACH mobility of CSG UEs
	RAN2
	-
	-

	R3-103068
	Reply LS on GERAN and UTRAN handling of RFSP Index/SPID 
	CT4, SA2
	GERAN2, CT1
	R3-102572

	R3-103071
	LS on UTRAN ANR TS (To: RAN2)
	RAN2
	-
	R3-103024

	R3-103091
	LS on RN E-CGI configuration by O&M
	SA5
	RAN2
	-

	R3-103093
	LS on RN S/PGW selection during startup procedure
	SA2
	-
	-

	R3-103105
	LS on UL Mobility Load Balancing utilising UL TPC parameters
	RAN1
	-
	R3-102815,
R3-103037

	R3-103110
	LS on GBR and MBR definition
	SA2
	CT1, RAN2
	-

	R3-103111
	Response LS on the security on the direct interface between H(e)NBs
	SA3
	-
	-

	R3-103113
	Reply LS on Consideration on counting for MBMS activation
	RAN2
	SA2
	-

	R3-103114
	LS on LIPA deactivation issue
	SA2
	-
	-

	R3-103115
	Applicability of Handover restriction list for subsequent mobility action
	SA2, CT1, RAN2
	-
	-

	R3-103117
	LS on Paging Priority indication over S1 for eMPS
	SA2
	RAN2
	R3-103116
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	 Tdoc
	 Title
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	Spec
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	WI Code
	Rel

	R3-102586
	Correction of Inter-system SRVCC
	Huawei
	25.413
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8

	R3-102587
	Correction of Inter-system SRVCC
	Huawei
	25.413
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9

	R3-102635
	Correction on the Functional Split Table of MOCN
	Huawei
	25.467
	F
	HNB_Arch
	Rel-8

	R3-102872
	Addtion of missing acronym definition
	Ericsson
	36.902
	F
	SON
	Rel-9

	R3-102962
	Handling of CDMA2000 HO Required Indication
	Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI
	36.413
	F
	 TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102971
	Alignment of tabular with ASN.1 for S1 Setup message
	Ip.access Ltd
	36.413
	F
	LTE
	Rel-10

	R3-102973
	CR for Description of Energy Saving
	CMCC, CATT
	36.300
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-102975
	Correction of E-RAB Data Forwarding in HANDOVER COMMAND and DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING
	NEC, Motorola
	36.413
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-9

	R3-102979
	PPI value for SABP in Iuh
	NEC
	25.467
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9

	R3-102991
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Ericsson
	25.423
	F
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102992
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Ericsson
	25.433
	F
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102999
	S1 non UE associated msg handling
	Huawei
	36.300
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-103043
	Clarification of use of RNC-ID
	ip.access Ltd
	25.467
	F
	HNB
	Rel-10

	R3-103062
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, INC.
	36.413
	F
	LTE-interfaces, TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-103063
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, INC.
	36.423
	F
	LTE-interfaces, TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-103078
	Clarification on Inbound Mobility to HNB
	Huawei, Qualcomm Incorporated
	25.467
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9

	R3-103079
	Introduction of MCE initiated MBMS Session Start Request
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Huawei, Orange SA
	36.300
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-103089
	Clarification to ANR Operation
	Samsung, NEC, NTT DOCOMO Inc., New Postcom, LG Electronics, Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, Mitsubishi Electric, ZTE, KDDI, Alcatel-Lucent
	36.300
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9

	R3-103095
	P-GW function embedded in Denb and addressing requirements
	Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Incorporated
	36.300
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-103096
	eNB Configuration Update procedure in RN startup and detach procedure
	Huawei, NTT DOCOMO, INC. Ericsson, CMCC, New Postcom
	36.300
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-103112
	Stage-2 updates to RN initial attachment
	Huawei, Ericsson, New Postcom, CMCC
	36.300
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-103116
	Prioritised handling of MPS session in S1-AP PAGING message
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., KDDI
	36.413
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10


Annex E:
List of technical documents for RAN WG3 #69bis
See the attached tdoc list.
Annex F:
Email Approvals

[#01 post-RAN#69bis email approval: TP on energy savings --- R3-103073] (CMCC)
It appears as if the extension of the deadline just prolonged the same discussion. Let's take a lean forward and agree the "R3-103106 draft TP for Energy saving agreements_v2" provided by Yang Ning with the additional editorial corrections described by Kris (in his reply mail), so that we have a baseline TR for the next meeting. 
I guess we should be open for clarifications on the TR baseline at the next meeting. 
 

Please update "R3-103106 draft TP for Energy saving agreements_v2" according to the comments from Kris and submit the agreed version in R3-103106. 
 

[#02 post-RAN#69bis email approval: LS to SA2 on LIPA --- R3-103040] (ALU)
- Come up with an agreeable version of the LS
- Final Tdoc# in R3-103114
- Deadline: Friday 22 @ 12pm (noon) CEST
 

Discussion kicked off by Alcatel-Lucent on Tuesday. Proposed rewording from Qualcomm, all but one change accepted by Alcatel-Lucent. An updated version without "if possible" was provided by Alcatel-Lucent. 

Since there was no additional comments before the deadline, the latest draft LS provided by Alcatel-Lucent is agreed. 
Please provide the agreed version in R3-103114.
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