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Statistics of TSG RAN WG3 meeting #75
· 102 participants

· 453 contributions

· 28 agreed CRs

· 24 incoming liaison statements

· 7 outgoing liaison statements

1
Opening of the meeting

The chairman opened the meeting at 09.04 on Monday, 6th of February. Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone) welcomed the delegates to Dresden on behalf of the hosting organization (EF3).
2
Approval of the Agenda

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-120001
	Agenda for RAN3#75, Dresden, Germany
	Chairman
	Agenda
	Approved


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

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-120002
	RAN3#74 Meeting Report, San Francisco, USA
	MCC
	Report
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by .the Chairman
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
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120004
	Reply LS on Fast Return after CSFB (To: SA2; Cc: CT1, RAN3)
	CERAN2
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	GP-111871
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson). GERAN2 asks SA2 to clarify whether the agreed CSFB Indication shall also be introduced in the Rel-8 and Rel-9 versions of 3GPP TS 48.008.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120006
	Response LS on physical-layer measurement for network-based positioning (To: RAN2, RAN4; Cc: RAN3)
	RAN1
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	Rel-11
	R1-114454
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). RAN1 wants to clarify that it is the responsibility of RAN4 to define measurement requirements for any specified physical-layer measurement.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120007
	Reply LS on Physical Layer Measurement for network positioning (To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	RAN1
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	Rel-11
	R1-114456
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). RAN1 asks RAN3 to take into account the modified UL RTOA measurement definition in stage-2 and stage-3 discussions. RAN1 also asks RAN3 to specify ID for the LMU node, and to consider whether to introduce a definition of a physical LMU node in E-UTRAN.
-> take request into account when specification work will start in RAN3 (i.e. after the stage-2 is sent from RAN2)
Decision: Noted
	R3-120011
	LS on additional special subframe configuration for E-UTRA TDD in Rel-11 (To: RAN; Cc: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	RAN1
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	R1-114469
	CMCC
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). RAN1 has discussed the addition of a new special subframe configuration for normal CP for Rel-11 E-UTRA TDD, i.e., (DwPTS:GP:UpPTS) = (6:6:2) OFDM symbols. The expected specification impacts include:
- To include the new special subframe configuration of (DwPTS:GP:UpPTS) = (6:6:2) OFDM symbols (RAN1)

- Allow PDSCH transmission in DwPTS without modifying existing reference signals

- To include the higher layer signalling for the new special subframe configuration (RAN2/3)

It is RAN1 understanding that the required specification work for introducing the new special subframe configuration is limited from RAN1 perspective and can be included in Rel-11 timeframe. RAN1 seeks RAN guidance on whether the above work can be carried out in TEI11.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120013
	LS response on Physical Layer measurement for network-based positioning (To: RAN2; Cc: RAN1, RAN3)
	RAN4
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	Rel-11
	R4-116300
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). In this LS RAN4 clarifies that it responsible for defining requirements for any physical-layer measurements and that  no requirement for any physical layer measurement used for network-based positioning has yet been defined in any RAN4 specification.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120014
	SA1 Proposed Response LS to SA5 on including Wi-Fi / LTE RAT combination for Inter-RAT ESM (To: SA5; Cc: SA2, RAN2, RAN3)
	SA1
	FS_OAM_ES_iRAT
	Rel-11
	S1-113178
	Intel
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sasha Sirotkin (Intel). This LS contains two answers from SA1:

- There are existing mechanisms above the RAN (ie in the CN) to support mobility between 3GPP and WLAN. The UE can perform offload to WLAN based on pre-configured policy, policy received from ANDSF and user decision.

- Current SA1 specifications do not provide any requirements or use cases for network to ask an UE if the inter-RAT HO target is acceptable and there is no plan to define such requirements in Rel-11.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120015
	LS on EAB Requirement for RAN Sharing (To: RAN2, GERAN2, SA2; Cc: RAN3)
	SA1
	SIMTC
	Rel-11
	S1-113385
	ZTE
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). In this LS SA1 indicates that:

- SA1 sees the benefits of EAB for CN overload control.

- SA1 does not have a preference between either of the two CN overload control options. RAN2, GERAN2 and SA2 are encouraged to agree on a solution.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120016
	Reply LS on length of security in PWS (To: SA3, CT1, RAN2, GERAN2, SA2; Cc: RAN3)
	SA1
	PWS_Sec
	Rel-11
	S1-113459
	RIM
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Rene Purnadi (RIM). In this LS SA1 confirms that the PWS security requirement in 22.268 applies to all currently specified regional alert systems (i.e., Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System (ETWS), Commercial Mobile Alert System (CMAS), Korean Public Alert System (KPAS) and European Public Warning System (EU-ALERT)).

Decision: Noted
	R3-120017
	Reply LS on Emergency Call Handling and Closed Cells (To: RAN3)
	SA2
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	S2-115412
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). SA2 has agreed to align stage 2 specifications with the RAN3 agreed solution. SA2 has agreed to the attached stage 2 CRs to 23.060 and 23.401 from Rel-9 onwards.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120019
	LS on Wifi offload for energy saving purpose (To: SA5; Cc: SA1, RAN2, RAN3)
	SA2
	FS_OAM_ES_iRAT
	Rel-11
	S2-115477
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). SA2 has not studied any Wifi offload scenarios so far and also has not planned any normative activities in Rel-11 for handover from LTE to WLAN network for energy saving purpose. In any case not all Ues can be moved from the LTE system to other Radio Accesses (e.g. WiFi) as support of WiFi in a UE can not be assumed, thus questions were raised regarding any real energy savings from such procedures.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120020
	Reply LS on TCE IP for UTRAN (To: RAN3)
	SA5
	OAM-PM-UE
	Rel-10
	S5-113885
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). SA5 has agreed a set of CRs which align with RAN3 agreement on the support of TCE IP addresses for UTRAN.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120021
	Response LS on error scenarios and signalling impacts (To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2)
	SA5
	OAM-PM-UE
	Rel-10
	S5-113886
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). SA5 informs that the based on RAN3 LS in R3-112292 (S5-113719) on error scenarios and signalling impacts, SA5 has agreed the attached CRs.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120022
	Reply LS on Limitation on PS voice RAB for Intra UMTS SRVCC (To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, CT1)
	SA2
	RANimp-HSPAVoIP
	Rel-8
	S2-120402
	ZTE
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lin Liu (ZTE). SA2 has agreed that the network should not create more than one EPS bearer/PDP context for normal voice media. In addition the network should be able to multiplex the media streams from multiple concurrent normal voice sessions. UE may still have 2 voice PS bearers if both emergency and normal IMS voice sessions are ongoing. Only the PS voice bearer associated with IMS emergency session will be executed for SRVCC in this case.
Philippe Godin (ALU): There seems to be discrepancy between the title/scope of the LS (which is UMTS only) and the text where SA2 recommends that the network should not create more than one EPS bearer/PDP context for normal voice media (which is LTE and UMTS).
Chairman: Discrepancy to be noted.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120023
	Reply LS on MME/eNB behaviour in case of broken SCTP connection (To: RAN3, CT4; Cc: RAN2)
	SA2
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	S2-120404
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). SA2 recommends that RAN3 updates their approved changes to clarify that the mentioned state is “ECM-IDLE”, not just “IDLE”, which is ambiguous. Also, RAN3 should update their approved changes by referring to TS 23.401 to clarify that TS 23.401 is the main place defining such state behaviour and takes precedence as the modified TS 36.300 neither defines ECM states nor does it describe anything else about ECM states.
Huawei has a related contribution in R3-120194.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120330
	Preparation Work in 3GPP for ITU related to Final Submission to ITU-R towards Rev.11 of Rec. ITU-R M.1457 (To: RAN WGs)
	ITU-R Ad Hoc
	
	Rel-11
	RT-120017
	Telecom Italia
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Giuseppe Catalano (Telecom Italia). ITU-R AdHoc requests that the WGs review and provide edits to reflect:

1) changes necessary to the UTRAN specific material to correspond to the Sept 2011 version of the 3GPP specifications,

2) changes necessary to the E-UTRAN specific material to correspond to the Sept 2011 version of the 3GPP specifications.

- Companies are invited to review the attached documents and provide comments

- Issues/comments should be raised to Telecom italia (Giuseppe) who will draft the reply LS if needed.

The reply LS is in R3-120381.

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

	R3-120381
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on Preparation Work in 3GPP for ITU related to Final Submission to ITU-R towards Rev.11 of Rec. ITU-R M.1457 (To: ITU-R Ad Hoc)
	Telecom Italia
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120442
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on Preparation Work in 3GPP for ITU related to Final Submission to ITU-R towards Rev.11 of Rec. ITU-R M.1457 (To: ITU-R Ad Hoc)
	Telecom Italia
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Agreed

	R3-120445
	Reply LS on Preparation Work in 3GPP for ITU related to Final Submission to ITU-R towards Rev.11 of Rec. ITU-R M.1457 (To: ITU-R Ad Hoc)
	RAN3
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Giuseppe Catalano (Telecom Italia). This LS is a response to ITU-R Ad Hoc, which requested a review of material related to 3GPP specifications (see R3-120330). The reviewed material is in the attachments (R3-120382, R3-120383, R3-120384 and R3-120388).
- The section for 25.463 should be removed from the material

-> R3-120383 is revised in R3-120R3-120443, agreed
-> R3-120384 is revised in R3-120R3-120444, agreed

- R3-120382 is agreed
- R3-120388 is agreed

-> The LS Revised in R3-120442, final LS in R3-120445

Decision: Approved
6
Documents for immediate consideration

7
Organizational topics

7.1
Work plan and organisation

7.2
Future meeting dates and hosting

	Meeting
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	RAN#55
	28 Feb – 2 March 2012
	Xiamen, China
	ZTE and CMCC

	RAN WG3#75bis
	26 – 30 March 2012
	San Jose del Cabo, Mexico
	The North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#76
	21 – 25 May 2012
	Prague, Czech Republic
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN#56
	13-15 June 2012
	Ljubljana, Slovenia
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#77
	13 – 17 August 2012
	Qingdao, China
	Huawei

	RAN#57
	4 – 7 Septermber 2012
	USA
	The North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#77bis
	8 – 12 October 2012
	Lecce, Italy
	The European Friends of 3GPP


8
General, protocol principles and issues

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120003
	TR 30.531, v.1.7.0 for information
	MCC
	Info
	30.531
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by MCC. TR 30.531 contains RAN3 internal working procedures and practises. This TR is updated 4 times a year after each RAN plenary. This time the upcates are for sections 5.1, 6.1 and 6.2.
Decision: Noted
9
Corrections to Rel-9 or earlier releases

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120039
	Addition of MAC-is acquisition indicator and E-DCH Resource Index
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.435
	276
	-
	F
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates, TEI9
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). At present the RNC cannot always distinguish between nominal transmission/retransmission frames from a given common E-DCH acquisition session and those following a Mac-is reset. This CR proposes to solve the problem by adding an acquisition indicator and a Common E-DCH Resource Index to the E-DCH Data Frame structure.
Nianshan Shi (Ericsson): This a really a rare corner case which does not need to be specified. This can be handled by implementation.
Zhang Zhou (Huawei): Agrees with Ericsson.

Luis Lopes (NSN): Agrees with Ericsson and Huawei. This can only happen due to misconfiguration.
Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): This case can happen.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120040
	Addition of MAC-is acquisition indicator and E-DCH Resource Index
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.435
	277
	-
	A
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates, TEI9
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-120039.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120062
	Addition of Frame Offset and Chip Offset for Non-serving Secondary E-DCH RLs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1926
	-
	F
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). In single carrier operation, the SRNC should indicate Frame Offset and Chip Offset of each cell in the active set to the DRNS/NodeB to calculate DL data transmitting time/UL data receiving time of the UE. This CR adds Frame Offset and Chip Offset Ies to Additional E-DCH RL Specific Information To Setup and Additional E-DCH RL Specific Information To Add Ies.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120063
	Addition of Frame Offset and Chip Offset for Non-serving Secondary E-DCH RLs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1927
	-
	A
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-120062.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120064
	Addition of Frame Offset and Chip Offset for Non-serving Secondary E-DCH RLs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1928
	-
	A
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-11 mirror of R3-120062
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120065
	Addition of Frame Offset and Chip Offset for Non-serving Secondary E-DCH RLs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	1725
	-
	F
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is the RNSAP equivalent of R3-120062.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120066
	Addition of Frame Offset and Chip Offset for Non-serving Secondary E-DCH RLs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	1726
	-
	A
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-120065.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120067
	Addition of Frame Offset and Chip Offset for Non-serving Secondary E-DCH RLs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	1727
	-
	A
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-11 mirror of R3-120065.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120152
	Clarification to PA+ RL setup failure
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1930
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Noted

	R3-120331
	Clarification to PA+ RL setup failure
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1930
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Available


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). The Unsuccessful Operation of Radio Link setup is added in section 8.2.17.3 Radio Link Setup Failure.
-> Revised in R3-120331
- Most of the companies think the proposed change is unnecessary

Decision: Noted
	R3-120153
	Clarification to PA+ RL setup failure
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1931
	-
	A
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted

	R3-120332
	Clarification to PA+ RL setup failure
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1931
	1
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Not Available


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-120152.
-> Revised in R3-120332
Decision: Noted
	R3-120217
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-120403
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This CR clarifies that emergency calls are allowed to be handed over to CSG cells even if the access control fails subject to local regulatory requirements.
Philippe Godin (ALU): In case of emergency calls one should not do any checks such as checking the local regulatory requirements.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Shares the view of ALU.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Agrees with ALU and NSN.

-> offline

- Only a stage-2 Rel-11 CR with reference to 23.401 spec is produced.
-> Revised in R3-120403.

Decision: Endorsed
	R3-120222
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	25.467
	167
	-
	A
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120404
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	25.467
	167
	1
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120446
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	25.467
	167
	2
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-120221.
-> Revised in R3-120404.

- Reference to 23.060 may generate confusion
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120306
	Terminology Correction for Emergency Call Support
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.467
	168
	-
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Withdrawn


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This CR replaces the term “Emergency Call” with the term “RABs with particular ARP values”.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): “emergency call” is also used in stage-3 for cause value.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone) : Supports Ericsson.

Martin Warner (ALU): Does not agree with Vodafone. 
Chairman: Does RAN have any knowledge of “emergency calls”, or only about QoS parameters / ARP values?

-> Offline

-> Rel-9 version withdrawn, the Rel-10 version to be submitted as a Rel-11 version.
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-120307
	Terminology Correction for Emergency Call Support
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.467
	169
	-
	A
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120402
	Terminology Correction for Emergency Call Support
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.467
	169
	1
	F
	EHNB-RAN3, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-120306.
- Resubmitted as a Rel-11 CR in R3-120402.

- Reference to 23.0.6026 may cause confusion.
Decision: Postponed
Not Treated:

	R3-120218
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	

	R3-120219
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	36.413
	970
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-120220
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	36.413
	971
	-
	A
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	

	R3-120221
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	25.467
	166
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-120223
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	25.413
	1156
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-120224
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	CR
	25.413
	1157
	-
	A
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	


10
Corrections to Rel-10

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120030
	Corrections for SON Transfer RIM application
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	956
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120378
	Corrections for SON Transfer RIM application
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	956
	1
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE).This CR updates the semantics description of the SON Transfer Application Identity IE in B.1.1 and the Requested Cell List IE in B.1.7.
Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Would like to take this offline.
MCC: CR number is missing from the coverpage.
-> Revised in R3-120378.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-120036
	Discussion on the scenarios for network sharing
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yunlu Wu (ZTE). This paper presents three possible network sharing scenarios (no cells are shared, some cells are shared, or all cells are shared between multiple operators) and asks a clarification on which scenarios are possible. If cell sharing is supported, it is proposed RAN3 to determine which PLMN ID should be included in the Global eNB ID and ECGI.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): As clarified in the last meeting, current spec assumes that we have a common primary PLMN ID for all cells in the eNB. Therefore Fig.3 is an acceptable scenario if in the depicted scenario the shown PLMN ID is the common PLMN ID.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): All scenarios can be supported in the current spec, but number three is the typical scenario.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): We cannot really define which is a typical scenario. This may vary depending on the operator configuration.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): But in scenario 1, what PLMN ID should be used in the eNB ID?
Philippe Godin (ALU): Current specification assumes that there is a primary PLMN ID.

Chairman: This would mean that you have two logical nodes within one physical eNB.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Are there inconsistencies with 23.251?

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei):No

-> Current spec assumes that there is a common primary PLMN ID for all cells in the (logical) eNB. And this is used for the eNB ID.
- Given the above, scenarios 1 and 2 as shown in the pictures are not supported (unless there is an underlying common PLMN ID0 broadcast by all cells which is not shown in the pictures).
Decision: Noted
	R3-120037
	Restriction on Rel-10 X2-based handover between HeNBs
	ZTE, China Unicom
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120396
	Restriction on Rel-10 X2-based handover between HeNBs
	ZTE, China Unicom, Alcatel-Lucent, Samsung, LG Electronics
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120454
	Restriction on Rel-10 X2-based handover between HeNBs
	ZTE, China Unicom, Alcatel-Lucent, Samsung, LG Electronics
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Yunlu Wu (ZTE). This CR proposes to add a restriction that the X2-based handover is allowed when intra-PLMN handover is between closed/hybrid access HeNBs having the same CSG ID.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): I think this is already the case – no need to specify this.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Supports the CR

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Supports the CR

-> offline

-> Revised in R3-120396
- Added co-signers.
-> Agreed but then revised to fix the source spec version.

-> To Email #00 (W)
-> Endorsed

Decision: Endorsed
	R3-120455
	Restriction on Rel-10 X2-based handover between HeNBs
	ZTE, China Unicom, Alcatel-Lucent, Samsung, LG Electronics
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-11
	Endorsed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-11 mirror of R3-120454.
Decision: Endorsed
	R3-120038
	Some editorial corrections in 36.413
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	959
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yunlu Wu (ZTE). This CR proposes two changes:

- The GUMMEI is an abbreviation of Globally Unique MME Identifier. Therefore the ID in the GUMMEI ID IE is redundant.
- The reference of Correlation ID IE is incorrect.
Chairman: The contents are agreed, but editorials are to be addressed in the editorial Rel-11 CR for S1-AP.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120045
	Issue with LAC and BC-SAI
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). To avoid frequent changes to the CBC as LAC changes are initiated by the HNB, a constant LAC can be used for CB purposes that is separate from the LAC use for mobility. This LAC can be provided by the HNB-GW in the HNB Registration Accept (the same each time the HNB registers).

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120046
	Provide a LAC for Cell Broadcast
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	75
	-
	F
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120045.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120053
	Discuss on the Reset Procedure
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE-interfaces, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This paper discusses whether S1 and X2 reset procedures need clarification.
Philippe Godin (ALU): S1AP: The text is OK, but I think we need to see also the CR by Samsung (in R3-120208).

-> offline (all issues related to reset) (Huawei).

-> More offline discussion needed

Decision: Noted
	R3-120208
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.413
	969
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120374
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.413
	969
	1
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120408
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.413
	969
	2
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). This CR proposes to clarify the Reset procedure description by adding a text: This procedure does not affect the application level configuration data exchanged during the S1 Setup procedure, eNB Configuration Update procedure, or MME Configuration Update procedure.
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): We proposed the same change two meetings ago, but it was rejected. Have those companies changed their minds now?

Michael Bach (NSN): This change is already covered by section 8.7.1.2.

-> offline

-> Revised in R3-120374

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Tick Core Network box in the Coversheet.
-> Agreed unseen in R3-120408.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120209
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.423
	491
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120375
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.423
	491
	1
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by . This CR is the X2AP equivalent of R3-120208.
->Revised in R3-120375

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120214
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.444
	30
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120376
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.444
	30
	1
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120409
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.444
	30
	2
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120459
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.444
	30
	3
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by . When it comes to Reset, the application level configuration data can be exchanged in the MCE Configuration Update procedure too. This CR adds the procedure of MCE Configuration Update into the general description of Reset procedure.
- Related to Reset offline discussion for Rel-10.

-> Offline

-> Revised in R3-120376.

- Tick Core Network box in the Coversheet.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-120409.

-> Revised by MCC in R3-120459 (WI code updated in the coverpage: TEI10 -> TEI11)

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120377
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	CR
	36.443
	62
	-
	C
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). 

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120056
	Discussion on CS AMR type change during relocation
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This contribution discusses the relocation failure issue when WB-AMR UE is relocated from the WB-AMR RNC to the NB-AMR RNC with UE not involved in the relocation procedure. The possible solutions and corresponding RAN impacts are also analyzed. This paper proposes to adopt solution 3: Enhanced UE not involved Relocation.

Martin Warner (ALU): Is this a valid problem to solve, does this problem occur ?

Zheng Zhou (Huawei) The scenario presented in the paper is a real IoT issue.

MW: Yes, but do we usually solve IoT problems by adding functionality to the specs ?
Luis Lopes (NSN): This is a real scenario.
Philippe Godin (ALU): What is the RRC impact?

Zheng Zhou (Huawei): There is already an RRC CR in RAN2.

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Alt3 does not seem to have UE impact (check with RAN2).
-> offline (Huawei)

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120057
	Correction of the CS AMR type change during relocation
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	1150
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This CR implements the third proposal made by R3-120056.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120058
	[DRAFT] LS on CS AMR type change during relocation (To:RAN2)
	Huawei
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: This LS informs RAN2 about the changes proposed in R3-120057.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120082
	Discussion on Alignment of MBMS Architecture Description
	CMCC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper points out the differences in eMBMS architecture description between releases 9 and 10/11 and propose that the stage-2 description in Rel-10/11 is aligned with Rel-9.
Philippe Godin (ALU): In the distributed MCE architecture there is one MCE per eNB. The text needs no change.
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): There is a related contribution in R3-120188.

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): No need for a change
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Does not see the need for this change.
-> offline on the distributed MCE architecture (NEC).
-> outcome in R3-120427
Decision: Noted
	R3-120083
	CR for alignment of eMBMS description
	CMCC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120333
	CR for alignment of eMBMS description
	CMCC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This CR implements the proposals made by R3-120082.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120427
	CR for clarification of eMBMS architecture description
	CMCC, Nokia Siemens Networks, ZTE, CATT, Samsung, Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	- 
	- 
	F 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). 

Decision: Endorsed

	R3-120148
	Discussion on the handling of RRC container during the inter-RAT handover
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion: Corresponding contributions were already discussed in RAN2 this morning -> the three RAN3 contributions can be withdrawn.

Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-120149
	Correction to the handling of RRC container during the inter-RAT handover
	ZTE
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-120150
	Correction to the handling of RRC container during the inter-RAT handover
	ZTE
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI10
	Rel-11
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-120151
	Clarification to the encoding of IE UE-History-Information
	ZTE
	CR
	25.413
	1154
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Yunlu Wu (ALU). This CR proposes to clarify the encoding of UE History Information by adding a sentence in the tabular as follows: “Includes the UE History Information IE as defined in TS 36.413 [49].” . This clarifies that the IE shall be encoded as OCTET STRING, and the content of the OCTET STRING will be defined in TS 36.413.
MCC: CR number is missing from the coverpage.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120168
	extendedWaitTime in RRC connection reject and release
	Intel
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sasha Sirotkin (Intel). This paper proposes to clarify the description of eNB actions when OVERLOAD START message is received to include both cases of RRC connection reject and release.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120169
	Clarification to MTC Overload condition for RRC connection reject and release
	Intel
	CR
	36.413
	967
	-
	C
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sasha Sirotkin (Intel). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120168.
Philippe Godin (ALU): The issue explained in “Reason for change” is already covered by the specification.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): Does not support the proposal.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120178
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1731
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120352
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1731
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120413
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1731
	2
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This CR points out that the current text implies that RNC1 will, after sending out the RESET REQUEST message, act as the role of DRNC, which is not correct. Therefore it is proposed that in the said section, the “RNC1” is changed to “RNC2”.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): This is an error but probably caused by an implementation error. It also affects older releases. Release-11 also needs a mirror CR.

-> offline

- This error exists in Rel-8/9/10/11.

-> Revised in R3-120352.

- Start corrections from Rel-8.
- Fix subscript RNC2 -> RNC2
-> Agreed unseen in R3-120413.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120350
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1736
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-120411
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1736
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). 

- Fix subscript RNC2 -> RNC2
-> Agreed unseen in R3-120411.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120351
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1737
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-120412
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1737
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). 

- Fix subscript RNC2 -> RNC2
-> Agreed unseen in R3-120412.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120353
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1738
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120414
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	CR
	25.423
	1738
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). 

- Fix subscript RNC2 -> RNC2
-> Agreed unseen in R3-120414.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120238
	Correction of SRVCC
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	972
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). In case of SRVCC from LTE to UTRAN, it is not clear how the source eNB shall set the number of Iu instances in the container when both CS and PS bearers are to be established at target side. This CR clarifies that the number of Iu instances shall be set equal to 2 in case of SRVCC towards UTRAN and both CS and PS bearers are to be established.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): It seems that the current spec already covers this without any changes.

NSN and NEC agree with Ericsson.
-> No support
Decision: Noted
	R3-120239
	Correction of SRVCC
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	1158
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR is the RANAP equivalent of R3-120238.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): The same comments as for R3-120238 apply also here.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120240
	Correction of E-UTRAN Access Point Position
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). The Enhanced Cell Id location method has two modes in TS36.455: the “on demand mode” and the “periodic mode". For the “periodic mode”, there are conflicting statements regarding the inclusion of the E-UTRAN Access Point Position in the E-CID MESUREMENT INITIATION RESPONSE message. This paper argues that the original intention was to never include the E-CID Measurement Result IE in the E-CID MEASUREMENT INITIATION RESPONSE message when periodic mode is used, even if E-UTRAN Access Point information is available.
Ying Wang (CATT): CATT prefers interpretation 2.

Luis Lopes (NSN): Supports the CR.
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): Huawei prefers interpretation 1.
- Note that interpretation 1 means support for the CR in R3-120241.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung) : Supports interpretation 1.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): We have an alternative wording for interpretation 1.

- most companies are aligned with interpretation 1

- It was agreed that a clarification is needed
-> offline
Decision: Noted
	R3-120241
	Correction of E-UTRAN Access Point Position
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.455
	22
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120345
	Correction of E-UTRAN Access Point Position
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.455
	22
	1
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120240.
-> Revised in R3-120345.

-> To be continued at the next meeting
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120242
	Correction of SFN Initialization Time
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper claims that the definition of SFN initialisation time is ambiguous since it does not indicate if the SFN Initialization time is according to GPS timescale or UTC timescale. Two alternative solutions are proposed: GPS timescale is adopted or UTC timescale is adopted (in R3-120243 and R3-120244 respectively).
Luis Lopes (NSN): It is already defined in 3GPP specs that time generally is without leap seconds. That automatically rejects the second CR.

PG: Seems that a clarification in specs is needed but can we find an agreement on how to formulate it.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Maybe we could avoid the reference to “GPS time”?

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): A change is preferred. But how about Rel-9?
-> offline

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120243
	Correction of SFN Initialization GPS Time
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.455
	23
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120344
	Correction of SFN Initialization GPS Time
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.455
	23
	1
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120379
	Correction of SFN initialisation time
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.455
	25
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR clarifies that the SFN Initialisation time is to be based on GPS Time and the reference time to be GPS Epoch (Start Time).
-> Revised in R3-120344.

-> Postponed to the next meeting.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120244
	Correction of SFN Initialization UTC Time
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.455
	24
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR clarifies that the SFN Initialisation time is to be based on UTC Time.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120262
	Octet String of ECGI
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	978
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120346
	Octet String of ECGI
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	978
	1
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120415
	Octet String of ECGI
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	978
	2
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR proposes that the asn.1 ECGI in Annex B is clarified with straight encoding exactly as in TS36.413 asn.1 section 9.3.4 i.e. without octet string length field.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): Why cannot we import the definition of ECGI to this module
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Does not like the duplication of definition. Also, the definition in the tabular is not clear, and needs updating.
-> Offline

-> Revised in R3-120346.

-> Offline
-> Revised in R3-120415

Note: This is a non-backwards compatible change.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-120261
	Clarification of the Iu release procedure on cell reselection from UTRA connected mode
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Kenichiro Aoyagi (NTT DoCoMo): This paper discusses the details of Iu Release procedure when cell reselection from UTRA connected mode is performed. It makes two proposals:
1: RNC should be allowed to execute Iu Release procedure without RRC CONNECTION RELEASE in case the UE performs cell reselection from UTRA connected mode to EUTRA.
2: Specify how RNC can distinguish that the Iu Release procedure may be performed without RRC CONNECTION RELEASE in case the UE performs cell reselection from UTRA connected mode to EUTRA. 

Martin Warner (ALU): The only benefit of this CR is to remove unnecessary RRC connections?

Zheng Zhou (Huawei): The CR is maybe beneficial, but starting from Rel-11 is enough.

Luis Lopes (NSN): Could the context fetch from LTE could be used in 3G to infer that there is no need for an RRC release?
-> offline

- Focus only on Rel-11. Discussion to continue at the next meeting.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120308
	Placement of Power Offset For S-CPICH for MIMO Request Indicator IE in Rel-9 and Rel-10 specifications
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10, RANimp-DC_MIMO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson). This paper points out a misalignement between Rel-9 and Rel-10 RNSAP specifications (the order of some Ies is different in them). However, it is proposed to leave the issue as it is and solve the problem by implementation.

Martin Warner (ALU): Prefers the third solution, i.e., Introduce a non backwards compatible Rel-10 CR that aligns the IE order between Rel-9 and Rel-10.
Luis Lopes (NSN): Agrees with ALU.

Zheng Zhou (Huawei): OK for Huawei too.
-> Ericsson to provide the CRs.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120342
	Correction of placement of Power Offset For S-CPICH for MIMO Request Indicator IE
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1734
	-
	F
	TEI10, RANimp-DC_MIMO
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson). 

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120343
	Correction of placement of Power Offset For S-CPICH for MIMO Request Indicator IE
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1735
	-
	A
	TEI10, RANimp-DC_MIMO
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson).

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

	R3-120264
	Stage 2 definitions for Rel-10 intra-LTE MRO
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). This paper proposses to clarify the definitions for Rel-10 intra-LTE MRO so that it is possible to differentiate between HOF and RLF in case of re-establishment.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): We should also discuss stage-3 changes here.
-> offline (with other MRO papers) (Huawei).

Decision: Noted
	R3-120265
	Correction of the MRO definitions
	Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei, ZTE
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120393
	Correction of the MRO definitions
	Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei, ZTE
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120264.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120119
	Corrections of MRO definitions
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper makes two proposals:

1: Include the RRC re-establishment cause in the RLF indication. 

2: Modify the MRO problem definitions and align them to the detection method used for RLF report.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120120
	Adding RRC re-establishment cause to RLF indication
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.423
	486
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120389
	Adding RRC re-establishment cause to RLF indication
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.423
	486
	1
	F
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120119.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120225
	Multiple HO preparation and MRO
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This paper argues that the new “Cause” IE (ASN.1 impact) is not needed.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120226
	Correction of the MRO stage-2 description
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120406
	Correction of the MRO stage-2 description
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by . This CR clarifies the definition of MRO – Too Late Handover.
-> Revised in R3-120406.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120110
	Remaining issue on unnecessary IRAT HO detection
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). This paper discusses a special scenario in unnecessary IRAT HO detection. Especially, it remains unclear on how to deal with HO Report to the source RAT when the indicated period of time is interrupted by SRNC relocation. It is proposed that if the UE measurement is interrupted by SRNC relocation, no HO report should be sent.

Hakon Helmers (ALU): Today we have no signalling support to continue measurement collection in case of SRNS relocation. Not sure if introducting this signalling support is necessary. No strong views though.

- Is there a need to capture anything in the spec?
-> Offline

Decision: Noted
	R3-120111
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120385
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120419
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). This CR implements the proposals made by R3-120110.

-> Revised in R3-120385

- remove rev 1
-> Agreed unseen R3-120419.

Decision: Endorsed
	R3-120112
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120386
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120420
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). This CR is a Rel-11 mirror of R3-120111.

-> Revised in R3-120386

- remove rev 1
-> Agreed unseen R3-120420.
Decision: Endorsed
	R3-120113
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT
	CR
	25.413
	1153
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120387
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	1153
	1
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). This CR implements the proposals made by R3-120110.
-> Revised in R3-120387

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120266
	Correction of unnecessary IRAT HO
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	1159
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). The condition for sending the HO Report message is not aligned with TS 36.300. This CR proposes to remove the sentence handling the case where a single source RAT (LTE) cell provides coverage during the whole measurement period.
Aijuan Liu (CATT): Agrees with the first part of the CR but not with the second change.

HH: Agrees that maybe the second change needs re-wording.

Niashan Shi (Ericsson): Does not see the value of the CR since the new text says more or less the same as the old text.
-> to be covered in the above discussion (by CATT). The goal is to have one single CR to fix unnecessary IRAT HO.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120394
	[DRAFT] LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover (To: GERAN2)
	CATT
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120421
	[DRAFT] LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover (To: GERAN2)
	CATT
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-120447
	[DRAFT] LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover (To: GERAN2)
	CATT
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-120448
	LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover (To: GERAN2)
	RAN3
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). 

- The attached CR tdoc number has been changed.

- Provide more background info for the change.

Decision: Approved
11.
Further SON enhancements WI

11.1
MRO enhancements / mobility failure cases

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120309
	Offline discussions on MRO enhancements for Relase 11
	Ericsson (rapporteur)
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). The paper provides a comparison of potential solutions but does not propose any way forward – conclusion.
Decision: Noted
11.1.1
Inter-RAT

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120276
	Principle structure of interRAT MRO solutions
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This document discusses and summarizes the principles for the solution to inform a 2G/3G/LTE cell about a mobility failure event.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120114
	Discussion on inter-RAT MRO solutions
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). This paper proposes to take the RLF Report mechanism as the baseline for Inter-RAT MRO solution. However, there are still two alternatives to choosen from in this mechanism:

- RLF reporting only in LTE

- RLF reporting in UTRAN or LTE

Decision: Noted
	R3-120121
	LTE inter RAT MRO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper discusses the remaining requirements for the solution for Inter RAT too late detection. The following proposals are made:
1: Enable the detection and correction of Scenario 1 and 2 in the inter RAT too late failure event problem. Scenario 3 should be possible to detect. The possibility to correct scenario 3 may be considered but with lower priority.

2: Add the physical identity, frequency and RAT type of the UTRAN or GERAN cell where the UE attempts to reconnects in another RAT.

3: Report the time between reception of HO command and failure also for handovers from other RATs.

4: Extend SON information transfer for carrying the RLF indication

5: Include TAI of the cell that last served the UE in the RLF report to enable routing in case eNBs are not served by the same MME.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120231
	Solution discussion for inter-RAT MRO
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120335
	Solution discussion for inter-RAT MRO
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This contribution analyses the proposed solutions for inter-RAT MRO considering the specification impact. The main changes for Rel-11 solutions are in the scope of RAN2. Therefore, it is proposed to send an LS to RAN2 for their evaluation at an early stage.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120277
	Justification to include more failure scenarios in MRO
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telecom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper proposes to extend the scope of inter-RAT MRO discussion so that scenarios with LTE 800 and less perfect 3G coverage are covered. The proposed additions are:
- Too late HO from 3G to LTE (failure while in a 3G cell, reconnection at LTE cell)

- Too early HO from LTE to 3G (failure soon after, or during a HO from LTE to 3G, reconnection at LTE)

- HO to wrong cell from LTE to 3G (failure soon after, or during a HO from LTE to 3G, reconnection at LTE).
-> Offline: new scenarios? (NSN)

Decision: Noted
****************************************************************************************************************************************************

Inter-RAT Mobility Failures:

=> Scenarios identified in 0309

=> Solutions identified:


1. UE RLF Report when reporting to LTE


2. UE RLF Report to 3G and/or LTE


3. Detection at RNC (No need for further report)


4. RLF reported in the RAT where the RLF occurred


5. HO failure reported in the RAT of the cell in which the HO command was received

-> Offline (Huawei)
1. Describe mobility failure cases (0309)
2. Describe principles of solutions above, clarifying for each solution which cases in 1. it addresses and why

-> outcome document in R3-120390.

-> LS to RAN2 (Samsung)

Expectations for the next meeting:

- For each of the scenario, we evaluate & compare the proposed solutions, with comparison tables

- Involve RAN2 when it pertains UE impact (i.e., will leave empty the EU impact)

-> Email Discussion on inter-RAT mobility failures (NSN)

- desscription of the problem

- description of the solutions & how they address the problem
- evaluation / comparison

	R3-120390
	IRAT MRO way forward
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei).
RAN3 recommendation for WI phase would be for the following objectives:

1. Failure while in LTE or during a HO to 2G/3G, reconnection at 2G/3G (too late HO)

2. Failure during or after a HO from 2G/3G to LTE and reconnection back at 2G/3G (source RAT), may be at different cell than the source one (too early HO) 


a. HOF during an HO (during RACH attempt in LTE)  


b. RLF in LTE shortly after a HO (after successful RACH)

Decision: Noted
	R3-120405
	[DRAFT] LS on Rel-11 MRO (To: RAN2)
	Samsung
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). 

- Attach R3-110390

- First, the scenarios are selected

- Second, in the context of the above, some of the solutions proposed have impact on UE

- Please early feedback on feasibility and benefits of the solutions that impact UE.
-> Postponed to the meeting when more evaluation/comparison between solutions is availabe.

Decision: Postponed
Not Treated:

	R3-120122
	[DRAFT] LS on LTE inter RAT MRO (To: RAN2)
	Huawei
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120125
	UTRAN inter RAT MRO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120123
	LTE inter RAT MRO
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120124
	Signalling for IRAT too Late
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	964
	-
	B
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120033
	The simple detection methods of inter-RAT handover failure
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120034
	Inter-RAT handover report for too early inter-RAT handover detection
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	958
	-
	B
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	


11.1.2
Intra-LTE

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120278
	Precise detection of HO problem in case of a failure in HetNet LTE environment
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper discusses the assumptions behind the HetNet LTE failure scenario and possible solutions. It is claimed that the assumptions are somewhat limited, in the sense that they limit the scope unrealistically. However, it has been shown that the proposed approach can solve the problem if it is enhanced with information that helps the eNB to identify the UE class or HO triggering criteria properly.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120126
	MRO for HetNet
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). It has earlier been suggested to include more information (the RLF report) in the HO report to enable the eNB receiving this message to perform a more detailed analysis of the failure event. It is proposed to:

1: Include CRNTI in the RLF report and additional information required to resolve the CRNTI, for example the time between the failure and the report or the shortMAC-I.
2: Include CRNTI in the handover report and additional information required to resolve the CRNTI, for example the time of the handover or the X2AP ID used for the handover.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120127
	[DRAFT] LS on MRO for HetNet (To: RAN2)
	Huawei
	Lsout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: RAN3 asks RAN2 to consider the suggestion to include CRNTI in the RLF report and also advice on the most feasible solution for providing means to resolve any ambiguities of the reported CRNTI.
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120196
	Failure information transfer in HetNet intra LTE cases
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Kyungmin Park (LGE). HetNet intra LTE failure cases have been discussed earlier. For these cases, one solution using the UE RLF Report Container IE was proposed. This document presents an additional method for HetNet intra LTE failure cases, and compares it with the other solution. It is proposed that the UE History IE needs to be included in the HO Report message.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120197
	Discussion on HetNet intra LTE failure cases
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Kyungmin Park (LGE). This contribution describes an additional HetNet intra LTE failure case (with a coverage hole compensation cell).
Decision: Noted
	R3-120298
	Considerations for MRO in HetNet scenarios
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm). This paper proposes to capture the following principle in the WI TR:
- MRO should be able to distinguish failure cases of CRE and non-CRE users and should optimize them separately to achieved both mobility robustness and proper offloading between macro and pico cells.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): In principle NSN supports Qualcomm’s proposal.

Henrik Olofsson (Huawei): Huawei supports this

Decision: Noted
	R3-120115
	Discussion on use cases and solutions for MRO in HetNet scenario
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijiuan Liu (CATT). This paper makes the following proposals:

1: Consider HetNet scenario with EICIC technology in Rel-11 MRO.

2: Discuss the possible solutions on HetNet scenario e.g. including UE RLF Report in HO REPORT message and reach an agreeable one.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120097
	Radio link failure due to handover preparation failure
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu). This contribution further discusses the RLF issue in HetNet scenarios, and proposes three solutions to identify the RLF INDICATION caused by the failed HO preparation. These are known as:
A) C-RNTI based method
B) shortMAC-I based method

C) HO preparation failure indication based method

However, the paper does not promote any particular solution over others.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120100
	Radio Link Failure Root Cause Analysis
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu). This paper proposes that UE’s record of the connection failure should be taken into account in order to locate the root cause efficiently and accurately.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120175
	MRO problems in HetNet
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Johan Johansson (MediaTek). This paper makes four proposals:

1: It should be possible to discriminate between a MRO problem (e.g. [tooEarly, tooLate or WrongCell]) and a non-MRO-problem, where a non-MRO problem in addition to coverage problems would include interference control problems and DRX problems.
2: It shall be possible for an eNB that has the UE context related to the problem event, to make the discrimination above by use of information in the UE context.
3: The analysis above should be possible also in the case of NAS recovery following very quickly upon the connection problem. Taking MRO into account only for busy hour or high load situations could be done today, without any further stage-3 standardization.
4: It should be discussed in RAN3 if the load dependent behaviour of connection robustness need to be further taken into account, e.g. in stage-2 documentation.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120232
	Failure case mobility in HetNet intra LTE
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Available


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Available
********************************************************************************************************

Intra-LTE Mobility Failures:

=> Scenarios identified in R3-120309 + 0197 + 0298.

=> Note that MRO solutions shall be applied to MRO cases only: this means that for any MRO action to take place, the network shall understand whether it is dealing with an MRO cases or not.

=> Solution identified:


1. Propagate RLF REPORTin HO REPORT message


2. Token/HO identifier sent by the nework to the UE and collected back by the network in the RLF REPORT.


3. Add CRNTI (and other required information if any) in UE RLF REPORT (and HO REPORT) to allow at the eNB matching of stored UE contexts to failure events


4. Add UE History IE in HO REPORT message


5. Let UE report the root reason for the failure

-> Offline (NSN)
1. Describe mobility failure cases (import from 0309 + 0197 + 0298; homogenous definition needed as in 0309)

2. Describe principles of solutions above, clarifying for each solution which cases in 1. it addresses and why

-> Outcome in R3-120399.

- Some companies think that problem 4 is very specific

RAN3 recommendation for WI phase would be for the following objectives: focus on problems 1 to 3 in R3-120399.

Email Discussion (NSN): on intra-LTE mobility failures

- Description of the problem

- Description of the solutions already proposed & how they address the problem

- evaluation / comparison

	R3-120399
	The way forward for intra-LTE MRO enhancements
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN).
Decision: Noted
11.2
Others

Self-healing
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120128
	Potential solutions for self healing
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yutao Dong (Huawei). This document proposes some potential solutions for Cell Outage Detection at the RAN side. The main objective is to distinguish whether cell's a poor UE connection status is caused ’y an outage.
Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu): Can the eNB identify whether cIll outaII is due to SW or HW failure? If not, how can we have different scenarios for SW and HW failures.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120098
	Discussion on RAN enhancement for self-healing
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu). This contribution discusses the issue on how to activate the idle UEs in the coverage area of a newly recovered outage cell to help the eNB to decide the radio status of the concerned cell.

Decision: Noted
-> NSN, ALU and Ericsson are not convinced about the benefits of self-healing, thus the proposals are noted.

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

	R3-120135
	The need for CSFB indication from the UE
	Vodafone, Huawei, Qualcomm, Telecom Italia, TeliaSonera
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120369
	The need for CSFB indication from the UE
	Vodafone, Huawei, Qualcomm, Telecom Italia, TeliaSonera
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone). This paper claims that there is a need to introduce explicit CSFB indication from the UE for the following reasons:

1) To introduce trustworthy counters on the target UTRA/GERAN cell about CSFB performance

2) To prioritise CSFB calls in case of normal busy hour load situations.

Furthermore the paper proposes to liaise with RAN2 and GERAN2 and request the introduction of appropriate UE signalling for CSFB call identification in the target UTRA and GERAN cells.

- Is it beneficial to introduce the proposed new indication to be used for CSFB stats collection?

-> Offline

-> Revised in R3-120369.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120136
	[DRAFT] LS on CSFB awareness in UMTS (To: RAN2, GERAN2)
	Vodafone
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120370
	[DRAFT] LS on CSFB awareness in UMTS (To: RAN2, GERAN2)
	Vodafone
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120372
	[DRAFT] LS on CSFB awareness in UMTS and GERAN (To: RAN2, GERAN2)
	Vodafone
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Agreed

	R3-120373
	LS on CSFB awareness in UMTS and GERAN (To: RAN2, GERAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone). 
-> Revised in R3-120370.

- remove "majority of the companies in"

- add the attachment

- add "GERAN" in the title

-> Agreed unseen in R3-120372. Final LS in R3-120373.
Decision: Approved
	R3-120267
	Update of ANR related information following network topology change
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). This paper proposes to align inter-RAT ANR functionality with intra-LTE for network topology change scenarios. Four proposals are made:
1: Standardise an inter-RAT signalling solution for network topology change scenarios.

2: The inter-RAT signalling should be based on RIM mechanism (Multiple Report).

3: Human readable cell names to be transferred between nodes involved in ANR (intra-LTE, inter-RAT).

4: Choose one or several reporting options for the inter-RAT scenario.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Why has ALU changed its mind since the last meeting regarding this matter? We had almost an identical proposal back then but it was rejected.
Vince Spatafora (AT&T): Supports the proposals.

- inter-RAT neighbour info sync

- inter-RAT cell (relation) naming

-> Offline (ALU)

Decision: Noted
	R3-120268
	SON Transfer application for update of inter-RAT ANR information
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T
	CR
	36.413
	975
	-
	B
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR implements the first, second and fourth proposal made by R3-120267.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120269
	Adding human readable E-UTRAN cell name on X2
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T
	CR
	36.423
	493
	-
	B
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR implements the third proposal made by R3-120267.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120159
	Consideration on Inter-RAT MRO&MLB Coordination
	China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). The coordination between MRO and MLB use cases have been captured as an unsolved problem in Further Self Optimizing Networks (SON) enhancements. This contribution proposes a solution in which a Coverage Indicator IE should be introduced in both UTRAN and EUTRAN and be configurable in OAM. It can indicate specific scenarios where coordination is needed between MRO and MLB in inter-RAT by means of cell coverage information.
-> No support.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120160
	Discussion on Inter-RAT Ping-pongs HO scenarios
	China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper discusses inter-RAt ping-pong HOs between 2G/3G and LTE, between LTE and HetNet, and between 2G/3G and HetNet.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120279
	Ping-pong detection and correction in SON framework
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper describes the existing ping-pong solution and its limitations. It has been shown that the solution can be significantly improved and made SON-compatible with very little standardisation effort. The specification impact can be limited to:

- New X2 signalling (class-2 notification: a new one, or existing reused)

- Additional IEs in the UE history information.

- Configuration and statistic collection (SA5 domain)
Henrik Olofsson (Huawei): Supports this paper
-> Offline

-> Proposed Way Forward in R3-120400.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120400
	The way forward for inter-RAT ping-pong
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). 

- Adds Inter-RAT ping-pong to the WI.

-> Way Forward is agreed.

- Agreement to work Inter-RAT ping-pong in WI phase.

-> Email Discussion (NSN) on inter-RAR ping-pongs

- description of the problem

- description of the solutions already proposed & how they address the problem

- evaluation / comparison

Decision: Noted
	R3-120280
	3G ANR – Propagation of 3G ANR Loogbook
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (NSN). This paper proposes to introduce a mechanism to propagate 3G ANR report entries to not directly connected RNCs.
Henrik Olofsson (Huawei): This solution may quickly lead into a very large number of messages when the message is copied to every interface at every new node.

Martin Warner (ALU): It seems that the topology chosen in the example is very theoretical. Real-life network topology is much more random.

-> Not a lot of support
Decision: Noted
	R3-120281
	3G ANR – Further discussion on CSG ANR
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (NSN). This paper concludes that there are obvious advantages for deploying 3G ANR in CSG cells. Therefore work on specification in both RAN2 and RAN3 should be considered. RAN3 should also discuss the potential problem of forwarding log ANR within and towards CSG cells.

Kit Kilgour (ip.Access): Likes the solution, but why couldn't this be achieved with an O&M solution?’What are the gains of the proposal over such a solution?

Martin Warner (ALU): Proposal 1 is good, ALU supports it. Some reservations about proposal 2 but supports further work
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Questions the validity of the scenarios.

-> Offline

-> outcome in R3-120424.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120424
	Text Proposal for CSG ANR
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (NSN). 

Decision: Noted
	R3-120158
	Consideration on Mobility Self-optimisation Framework
	China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This contribution discusses the similarities between MRO MLB coordination study and MRO enhancement study.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120275
	Proposal for topic selection
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This document summarises the discussion on SON topics and based on the expressed interest and support, it proposes to focus on the following cases:

1) Failure in case of mobility in HetNet intra LTE cases: differentiation of HO triggering criterion

2) Failure in case of mobility between different RATs (cases a, b, c and d)

3) Enhancement of ping-pong detection in LTE-3G environment, including enabling automatic (SON) correction of the problem

4) Enabling the system to gather and distribute logged ANR entries for CSG cells.

5) Enabling the UTRAN to distribute logged ANR entries between not directly Iur-connected RNCs.
Henrik Olofsson (Huawei): All these issues have already been discussed tonight, and thus they will be part of various offline discussions.

Decision: Noted
*********************************************************************************

-> Offline: Way Forward on what we will work on during the standardisation / WI phase (NSN)

- outcome should be such that it can be plugged into the WI update at the next plenary

Email Discussion #01 (W), collecting the above agreement and prepare plug-and-play way forward for WID.

-> R3-120426 (NSN).
	R3-120426
	The way forward for SON Rel.11 WI phase
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: The contents of this document are agreed.

Decision: Noted
12
Carrier-based HetNet ICIC for LTE WI

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120282
	Update of TR R3.024
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper presents an updated internal TR R3.024. The changes to the previous version include:
- Comment to the defintion of operational carrier & cell

- Correction of the text in 4.2

- Addition of “specification impact” to each use case description
-> The contents of this document have been approved. Will be used as a baseline from now on.

Decision: Noted
12.1
Macro-pico --- Pcell/Scell selection

12.1.1
UL interference scenario
Reply RAN1 LS & way forward
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120008
	Reply LS to “UL Interference in the scope of the Carrier-Based Hetnet ICIC WID” (To: RAN3; Cc: RAN4)
	RAN1
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	R1-114460
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). RAN1 responds that during Rel-10 discussion, it was concluded that for Macro-Pico deployment without any range expansion (which is the worst case for UL interference scenario), Release 8/9 power control mechanism for both control and data channel can be re-used, and enhancements were left for further studies. Uplink enhancements for Macro-Pico are in Rel-11 time frame among the second priority items. Discussions and studies on second priority items for this work item are on hold in RAN1 until after RAN#55.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120311
	On continuation of work on “Per UE PCell and SCell selection” solutions
	Ericsson, ZTE, aT&T
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This paper provides an analysis of the reply LS received from RAN1 in R3-120008. It claims that the LS confirms that enhancements for solutions concerning UL interference reductions are part of the RAN1 work plan for Release 11 (though they are second priority items). It is therefore proposed to continue the work on “Per UE Carrier Selection of PCell and SCell” in the interference scenario described in R3-112705 as part of the work item phase of the “Carrier Based HetNet ICIC for LTE” work item.

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): What does this proposal actually mean: starting this work immediately, or wait until RAN1 have started their own work?

Chairman: The answer is immediately.

Yan Wang (Huawei): Why should RAN1 and RAN3 have different priorities for this work?

Aijuan Liu (CATT): Should not start this work immediately, i.e., before RAN1?
David Comstock (Kyocera): The work items in RAN1 (non-CA-based) and RAN3 (frequency-based) are a bit different. There is no need to melt them together.
Li Chu (ZTE): In any case there needs to be co-ordination between RAN1 and RAN3.

Chairman: This is a RAN3-led work item !
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Our work with this WI may cause extra load for RAN1.

AC: This WI is structured in a way that RAN3 can progress alone.

Hakon Helmers (ALU): Based on the WI description, it looks like we are not really tasked to do CA-based UL interference mitigation

Debbie Lin (MediaTek): What happens if we decide to de-prioritize this WI?
Chairman: In that case this WI will be gone since there is no time to restart it before June-12.

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): The proposal by the rapporteur seems reasonable.

Ning Yang (CMCC): We have already done the prioritization selection earlier - there is no need to go through it again–
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): The LS from RAN1 tells us to put this work on hold. If we continue with this work now, there will be no input from other groups.
-> The work will continue.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120025
	Discussion on Way Forward for Macro-Pico UL Interference
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120340
	Discussion on Way Forward for Macro-Pico UL Interference
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). This paper proposes two options for the Way Forward for Macro-Pico UL interference:
- option 1: RAN3 takes the RAN1 LS reply into consideration and ranks all Carrier-Based Hetnet ICIC scenarios and update the priorities.

- option 2: RAN3 considers macro-pico UL interference scenario as relevant and moves forward to identify the exact problems to be solved.
-> Revised in R3-120340.

Mariana Goldhamer (DAC-UPC): This may be a good solution for a stationary mobile, but may not work with mobile users.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120236
	Comments on RAN1 reply LS on macro-pico UL interference
	Kyocera
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
Solutions for UL interference mitigation
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120310
	Analysis of PCell/SCell selection for UL Interference mitigation
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This paper analyses the Macro-Pico UL interference scenario. and makes two conclusions:
1: In order to mitigate MUE interference tIwards Pico eNBs it is essential to be able to identify the interfering Macro UEs.
2: Existing signalling means cannot enable the macro eNB to uniquely identify uplink interferers to the Pico eNB.

Yan Wang (Huawei): The power control parameters can be optimized to mitigate UL interference.
Li Chu (ZTE): We have a paper on this issue in R3-120340.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120099
	UL interference source(s) detection in HetNet scenarios
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu). This paper analyses the solutions to UL interference source detection in HetNet and proposes a new solution based on SRS measurement that enables the victim pico cell to detect the interference source(s) efficiently and precisely.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120235
	Carrier-based HetNet ICIC
	Kyocera
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by David Comstock (Kyocera). This contribution discusses solutions for the use case “UL interference in macro-pico environment”, described in TR 03.024.
Decision: Noted
*****************************************************************************************************

Scenario: UL interference from MUE to (non-serving) Pico eNB

Requirement: mechanisms with no changes to radio protocols

Proposed solutions:

1. Macro based solution: Macro identifying MUEs interfering with the Pico eNB. Various approaches based on:


a. Overload identification from Pico to Macro + historical scheduling information in Macro + RSRP info

b. MUE & Pico location


c. MUE sending a random access preamble which is detected by the non-serving Pico.

d. Uplink channel sounding (i.e., SRS measurements) of MUE from Pico eNB.
2. Pico based solution:


a. Pico (re)secheduling the interfered PUEs to other resources (same carrier or different carriers).


b. Pico using proper power control parameters

-> Offline (clear description of the principles of proposed solution and how they address the scenario of focus); Ericsson
TP on UL Interference solutions for Carrier Based HetNet (in R3-120422)

	R3-120422
	TP on UL Interference solutions for Carrier Based HetNet
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). 

- Introduction to be revised

- missing how they address the scenario of focus part as well

-> Email discussion (Ericsson)

- description of the problem

- description of the solution(s) & how they address the problem

- discussion/comparison between solutions.

Decision: Noted
Next Meeting:

- discussion / comparison between solutions

- possibly endorse one RAN3 solution to submit to RAN1 (which need to ultimately evaluate whether the solution is really beneficial)

12.1.2
DL interference scenario
Scenario definition
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120301
	Carrier-based HetNet ICIC DL interference scenario: problem definition
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Telefonica
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm). This paper proposes some further amendements to improve the problem description.

- This document is endorsed.

-> rapporteur to incorporate the text proposal part into the next version of the internal TR

Decision: Endorsed
Solutions for DL interference mitigation
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120283
	Carrier Based ICIC for Inter-Site CA Optimization
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This contribution outlines the problems and opportunities for using carrier based ICIC for coordinated inter-site CA optimization in the form of per-UE PCell and SCell configuration, as well as coordinated use of cross-CC scheduling. Three proposals are made:

1. A new PCell/SCell carrier load information to be exchanged, which basically includes a PCell and SCell load on the carrier. Such information can be added as an extension of the existing X2 signalling.

2. A new indication of detected downlink data channel interference problems on a certain carrier. Such information could be included in X2 similarly as the existing Overload Indicator information.

3. A new indication of detected control channel interference problems on a certain carrier. Such information could be included in X2 similarly as the existing related Overload Indicator information.
Yan Wang (Huawei): How to get the DL control channel interfence indication? There is no such defined measurement yet.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120198
	Carrier based HetNet ICIC Solution for DL Interference Scenario
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Genebeck Hahn (LGE).This contribution proposes a solution for DL control signalling interference. The information on which carrier is configured as PCell should be exchanged between Macro eNb and Pico eNB for the flexible interference coordination on control part.
Chairman: Note that PCell is a per-UE attribute, not a per-carrier attribute.

- this is similar to NSN's proposal.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120302
	’arrier-based HetNet ICIC for DL interference scenario: solutions
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm). This paper summarizes possible approaches to enable carrier-based ICIC for the DL interference scenario in macro-pico HetNet deployments and observes that a consistent configuration of resources for the purpose of ICIC across macro and pico cells (where both data and control channel) are considered as necessary.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120173
	Cross-carrier scheduling for carrier-based HetNet ICIC
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Debby Lin (MediaTek). This paper presents MediaTek's view on applying cross-carrier schedul’ng in carrier-based HetNet ICIC. The following proposals are made:
1: Cross-carrier scheduling should be considered as a solution for Rel-11 carrier-based HetNet ICIC. 

2: For the operation of cross-carrier scheduling, RAN3 is requested to consider the PDCCH CC coordination methods.


Method 1: OAM provides PDCCH CC list to eNB


Method 2: PDCCH CC is chosen by eNB(s) and the information is exchanged through X2


Method 3: OAM provides PDCCH CC preference list to each eNB. eNB chooses PDCCH CC in the PDCCH CC list and exchanges the information with its cross-carrier scheduling partner through X2 whenever the cross-carrier scheduling is enabled.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120210
	Carrier-based ICIC solution for Macro/Pico HetNet
	Samsung
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). This contribution proposes a solution for DL control singling interference, especially how to support for the cross carrier scheduling.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120174
	ABS application in carrier based HetNet ICIC
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Debby Lin (Mediatek). This paper presents MediaTek's view on ABS application in carrier-bas’d HetNet ICIC. The proposals is to consider the ABS application in multiple operational carrier scenarios.
Decision: Noted
**************************************************************************************

Scenario: DL interference from Macro to PUE (in CRE region)

Requirement: mechanisms with no changes to radio protocols

Proposed solutions:

1. Exchange of PCell vs. SCell carrier load
2. Interference indication for data vs. control channels

3. Proconfiguration of protected resources

4. Exchange of configuration information about the configuration of protected resources

- Difference between solutions 2 and 4 is that the first is reactive solution whereas the latter is proactive


- Includes PDCCH CC coordination

- Use of ABS in multiple carriers

-> Offline: clear description of the principles for proposed solutions and how they are address the scenario of focus (NSN).

-> outcome in R3-120410.
Next Meeting:

- discussion / comparison between solutions

- possibly endorse one RAN3 solution to submit to RAN1 (which need to ultimately evaluate whether the solution is really beneficial)

	R3-120410
	Carrier-based HetNet ICIC: solution description for the DL scenario
	Qualcomm
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm). 

Yan Wang (Huawei):

- Solution 2: remove control channel part

- Where is the use of ABS in multiple carriers mentioned above.

Email discussion (Qualcomm)

- description of the solution(s) & how they address the problem

- discussion/comparison between solutions.

Decision: Noted

12.2
Macro-pico --- Operational carrier selection

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120284
	Motivation and relevance of autonomous operational carrier selection
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Orange, Potevio, DAC-UPC, New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper summarizes the benefits of Rel-11 CB-ICIC as:

- CB-ICIC offers resource partitioning between base station nodes on carrier resolution.

- CB-ICIC can work also for networks without time synchronization.

- CB-ICIC works for all UE categories. Does not require new UE support.

- CB-ICIC can be used as a technique for inter-eNB coordinated optimization of CA usage.

- CB-ICIC can be standardized with only minor updates of X2 specifications [1,9], i.e. without impact on physical layer, no additional eNB-2-UE signaling.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120073
	Operational Carrier selection for Pico and HeNB
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This paper makes three proposals as the way forward of Operational carrier selection for Pico and HeNB:
1: OAM configures the operational carriers to Pico, Pico performs Cell activation/deactivation according to the load, interference information, etc.

2: HeMS configures the operational carrier list to HeNB, HeNB select the operational carrier according to the load, interference information, etc.

3: To exchange the ICIC information of all the served cells among neighbours to enhance the carrier selection procedures.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120305
	Selection of Basic & Additional Carriers
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Herve Bonneville (Mitsubishi). This paper states that a planned O&M allocation of Basic Carrier (BC) for Macro base stations seems efficient enough and the most secure way of coordination. However more autonomy should be provided to pico base stations by letting them to choose their BC. For this purpose, X2 configuration parameters should include BC and AC (Additional Carrier) usage.

Base stations should be authorised to allocate ACs from available carriers. RNTP mechanism is seen as sufficient to mitigate interferences. It could however be enhanced with configurable threshold requests and extended to cover also control signalling parts of a carrier.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120087
	Autonomous operational carrier selection: gain, X2 overhead and other aspects
	DAC-UPC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mariana Goldhamer (DAC-UPC). This contribution shows the performance benefits of using AOCS approach and also the low data exchange required over the X2 interface.
Decision: Noted
***********************************************************************

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): We haven't seen the gains of this solution yet.

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Our paper had several co-signers, also an operator. That should prove that this solution is of interest

AC: The simulation is not very realistic. No operator would so many Picos into such a small area.

Mariana Goldhamer (DAC-UPC): But the biggest gains are achieved with a few picos !

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Which RAN3 interfaces would be affected by this solution? None?

Q1: What is achievable today in terms of carrier selection at the pico?

- How does it exactly work and


- Is it any different from carrier activation / deactivation used in ES?

Q2: Are there enhancements needed and why?

-> Offline: respond to the above and propose a Way Forward (NSN)
-> Outcome in R3-120398

	R3-120398
	Text proposal concerning carrier switching
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120428
	Text proposal concerning carrier switching
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). 

Yan Wang (Huawei): Add "may be needed" at the end of 4.A.1

- remove last three bullets

- reorganize section 4.A.2 so that it is more clear how it is addressed Q1.
- Q2 will be addressed at the next meeting

-> Email discussion #02 (W), outcome in R3-120428.

- The contents of the TP are agreed.

Decision: Noted
12.3
Macro-HeNB

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120237
	 Macro-HeNB interference scenarios
	Telefónica
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120179
	Necessity of enhancement on Macro - HeNB scenario for carrier based ICIC
	NE–
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120341
	Necessity of enhancement on Macro - HeNB scenario for carrier based ICIC
	NE–
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120180
	Comparison of OTA and S1 based information exchange
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120181
	Text proposal on MeNB – HeNB usecases
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120074
	Consideration on HeNB Changing Carrier
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120088
	DL receiver functionality in TR36.921, TR.36.922
	DAC-UPC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


12.4
Others

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120182
	Detection of aggressor node
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120304
	Carrier Aggregation for HeNBs
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


13.
Energy Saving WI

13.1
Inter-RAT signaling-based solution - basic framework
Choice of transport mec–anism
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120270
	RIM based signalling framework for inter-RAT energy saving
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). This paper describes how the Rel-9 Energy Saving function is supported in X2AP, and makes the following proposals for a Rel-11 baseline inter-RAT solution:
1: The inter-RAT energy saving functionality is to be added to the already existing framework for inter-RAT transfer of SON information documented in TS 36.413 Annex B (SON Transfer application).

2: Signalling association between the RNC ensuring basic coverage and the energy saving eNB to be created using RIM Multiple Report.

3: Create a new Rel-11 SON Transfer application for the switch-on/off notifications.

4: Create a new Rel-11 SON Transfer application for the switch-on request.
-> Uses RIM as a transport mechanism.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120312
	Considerations regarding Energy Saving solutions
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This paper makes two proposals: 

1. capture the basic inter RAT signaling solution in stage 2 according to R3-120313.
2. select the RIM solution as the working assumption for transporting the basic inter-RAT signaling.
-> Uses RIM as a transport mechanism.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120211
	Transport mechanism for the inter-RAT signaling based solution
	Samsung
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). In the last meeting, three alternatives were proposed:

- RIM 

- New transparent signaling via CN (to cover both inter-RAT and intra-LTE w/out X2)

- piggyback in iRAT HO.

This paper analyses the alternatives and proposes to adopt new transparent signalling via CN to transmit the energy saving signalling.
Hakon Helmers (ALU): Transport container needs involvement from other groups as well.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Have you considered multiple reports over RIM?
Decision: Noted
	R3-120212
	Specification impact for the inter-RAT signalling based solution
	Samsung
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: This document lists possible specification impacts if transparent container is adopted as the inter-RAT signalling based solution.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120300
	RIM signaling transport mechanism for inter-RAT nergy savings
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120355
	RIM signaling transport mechanism for inter-RAT nergy savings
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm). This paper proposes to use RIM for exchanging inter-RAT energy savings signaling messages by reusing the SON TRANSFER request and response containers for the cell switch ON request and response messages, respectively. For the CELL switch ON/OFF notifications, it is proposed to use the SON TRANSFER request container with a NULL SON TRANSFER response message.
Decision: Noted
************************************************************************************************************

Transport options:

- RIM: ALU, Ericsson, Qualcomm, CATT, CMCC, Telecom Italia, ZTE, NSN
- New Transparent Container: Samsung, NEC
Working Assumption: Use RIM as a transport mechanims for Inter-RAT ES

This means that currently intra-LTE ES can be done only via X2. If in the future there is any need for intra-LTE S1-based ES, then the S1 SON container could be used for that purpose.

Not Treated:
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120102
	Creation of annex for Energy Saving Transfer RIM application
	CATT, CMCC
	CR
	36.413
	963
	-
	B
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120271
	SON Transfer application for cell activation
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	976
	-
	B
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120272
	SON Transfer application for update of energy saving information
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	977
	-
	B
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	


Stage-2 description
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120313
	Addition of Inter RAT energy saving
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This CR proposes to add a description of inter-RAT energy saving for the following scenarios:
1. How wake up requests are received from non-LTE cells

2. How switch-off and re-activation is signalled to non-LTE neighbours
Decision: Noted
	R3-120084
	Addition of Energy Saving Function for Inter-RAT Scenario
	CMCC, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120360
	Addition of Energy Saving Function for Inter-RAT Scenario
	CMCC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This CR proposes to add the energy saving function for the inter-RAT scenario into 36.300.
Hakon Helmers (ALU): Likes CMCC's approach to have separate subsections ’or Intra-LTE and Inter-RAT.
-> Revised in R3-120360.

- Postponed to the next meeting

Decision: Postponed
************************************************************************************************************

-> Offline: on the final wording (CMCC) in R3-120360.

13.2
Inter-RAT signaling-based solution - enhancements

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

	R3-120294
	UE measurements solution for cell re-activation
	KPN, Alcatel-Lucent, Fujitsu, Telecom Italia, Mitsubishi, Telefonica
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Adrian Pais (KPN). This paper analyses the need to introduce Rel-11 signalling support for the UE measurements solution (probing state). Three proposals are made:

1: Introduce explicit signalling related to the probing state in Rel-11 for intra-LTE and inter-RAT scenarios.

2: Enhance the X2 interface with information relative to the probing state (timer information), using existing CELL ACTIVATION REQUEST message or new message.

3: Include probing state related information in Rel-11 inter-RAT signalling for the energy saving scenario.
Hong Wang (Samsung): Supports explicit signalling support for probing state in inter-RAT scenarios.

Jianmin Fang (ZTE): Does not support explicit signalling
- Note that the probing state may create issues with idle UEs that are trying to access the network under the coverage of the probing cell. As discussed in the S1 phase, the issue above could be solved by broadcasting that the cell is barred.

-> Offline (KPN).

Decision: Noted
	R3-120118
	Considerations on the UE measurement method
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper concludes that there is no need to use X2 to coordinate the eNB behaviour and probing time if the UE measurement method is used since these are not of dynamic nature. There may however be a need to coordinate the power used during the probing phase.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120395
	Summary of offline session on UE measurements solution for cell re-activation
	KPN
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120425
	Offline discussion on UE measurements solution for cell re-activation
	KPN
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Adrian Pais (KPN).
Further discussion at the next meeting on the benefits of standardising the proposed probing method (compare no probing vs probing with what exists today + basic framework vs proposed advanced probing).

- Ericsson's position: No benefits has been shown w’th respect to what is achievable with the baseline today.

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

	R3-120183
	Consideration of idle UE when enter Energy Saving mode
	NEC, Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). It has earlier been proposed that it might be useful to take the number of idle mode UEs into account when taking the decision in eNB to enter the energy saving mode. This paper discusses various solutions on how the eNB gains this information. Based on the analysis, NEC proposes to work on Alt. 3 and/or Alt.4 (i.e. MME to provide number of idle mode UE in a TA to the eNB or eNB initiated paging) for the reason of better decision of the entering energy saving mode, in addition to Alt.2.
- This proposal includes IDLE UEs per tracking area + historical / statistical info.

Philippe Godin (ALU): I believe Alt3 and 4 will cause more damage than gain.

Decision: Noted
***********************************************************

- If the problem is an overload of TAU to 3G, then an alternative method could be to slowly switch off the cell by reducing the power. That would work as well and does not require additional changes.
- Historical / statistical information can be collected at the eNB.
- More justification is needed for the proposal to propagate idle mode UEs per TA at the eNB.
13.3
Others

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120085
	Clarification on Non-Overlapping Inter-eNB Energy Saving Scenario
	CMCC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120274
	Discussion on non-overlapped scenario energy saving implementation
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120273
	Energy saving solutions for inter-eNB scenario 2
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120103
	The solution for the compensation scenario
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120032
	Simplification of compensation mode ES
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120096
	Cell activation with reduced power level
	Fujitsu
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120177
	Use MDT for Energy Saving
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120303
	ES Procedure for Compensation Scenario
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


14.
HSPA topics

14.1
SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA WI

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120005
	Reply LS on agreements on SRVCC from CS to PS (To: SA2; Cc: SA, RAN3, CT1, CT3, CT4)
	CERAN2
	rSRVCC
	Rel-11
	GP-111900
	ZTE
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yunlu Wu (ZTE). GERAN2 presents a question to SA2: in section 6.4.3.1 of S2-115354, it is not clear whether the “IP address/ports and selected codec” is sent transparently to the GERAN BSS, or as a separate IE in the CS to PS HO Command?
Decision: Noted
	R3-120018
	LS on agreements on SRVCC from CS to PS (To: RAN3, GERAN2, CT1, CT3, CT4)
	SA2
	rSRVCC
	Rel-11
	S2-115422
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Niashan Shi (Ericsson). This LS informs other groups about the progress of the Rel-11 SRVCC from CS to PS work.

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

	R3-120059
	Further discussion on RAN impacts of rSRVCC
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	rSRVCC-RAN_UTRA
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Reininger (Huawei). This contribution provides an update on the SA2 WI progress and further analysis on RAN impact for the remaining open issues. Four proposals are made:

1: Introduce the rSRVCC capability indicator IE in the RANAP message to identify whether the UE and MSC support rSRVCC.

2: For the intra-UTRAN case, a new procedure rSRVCC Preparation needs to be introduced for the source RNC to achieve IP/ports and codec from the CN; for the handover from UTRAN to LTE case, IP/ports and codec could be sent within the Relocation Command message, and then appended to the Handover Command message for the UE.

3: Modify the Relocation Preparation procedure description; the source RNC shall not send the Relocation Required to SGSN during the CS to PS handover procedure even if the other PS bearers need to handover.

4: Send an LS to the corresponding groups about the agreed conclusions for the completion of the rSRVCC WI standards work.
Dario Tonesi (NSN):
- Shouldn't we wait an input from CT1 first?

- In ’roposal 2: Why do we need IP/port information in the uplink?

Niashan Shi (Ericsson): Why diffirent handling for inter-RAT and intra-RAT?
- Different handling for inter-RAT and intra-RAT.

- rSRVCC capability indicator resolution assumed that RAN2 will enable this resolution
Decision: Noted
	R3-120154
	Discussion on solutions of rSRVCC
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	rSRVCC
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yunlu Wu (ZTE). This contribution discusses two topics on rSRVCC:

- How to notify the MME of the Source SGSN info; and

- rSRVCC procedure for RAN in the case of the DTM.
For the first topic, it is proposed to send serving PS node information within the rSRVCC IE in RRC CONNECTION SETUP COMPLETE message.

For the second topic, it is proposed to adopt SA2's view; i.e., once the RNC sends an rSRV’C handover request to the MSC, RNC shall not send Relocation Required message to the SGSN regardless DTM or non-DTM case.
Philippe Godin (ALU): In Solution 2: with impact or without impact ? The text below implies impact (since message is modified).
Niashan Shi (Ericsson): Solution 1 here is essentially what Huawei proposed earlier. What extra information is required to fetch the context request?

Decision: Noted
	R3-120191
	Draft CR of Introduction of the rSRVCC Function
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120192
	[DRAFT] LS on RAN3 progress of SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA (To: SA2, CT1, RAN2; Cc: GERAN)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 rSRVCC-RAN_UTRA
	Rel-11
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
******************************************************************************************************************

- preconditions for rSRVCC?
- rSRVCC capability indicator?


-> Agreement that will be provided in COMMON ID, details depend on decisions in other groups.


-> LS to SA2, RAN2; Cc: CT1 in R3-120354 (Huawei) on RAN3 assumed details for rSRVCC capability indicator
- Notify the UE of the IP/ports and codec allocated by ATCF?

- Use non-DTM or PS idle mode DTM handover procedure for DTM or UTRAN network?

- How to notify the MME of the source SGSN info?

	R3-120354
	[DRAFT] LS on Capability Indicator for SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA (To: SA2, RAN2; Cc: CT1, GERAN)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	rSRVCC-RAN_UTRA
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120440
	[DRAFT] LS on Capability Indicator for SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA (To: SA2, RAN2; Cc: CT1, GERAN)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	rSRVCC-RAN_UTRA
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120450
	[DRAFT] LS on Capability Indicator for SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA (To: SA2; Cc: CT1, GERAN, RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	rSRVCC-RAN_UTRA
	Rel-11
	Agreed

	R3-120451
	LS on Capability Indicator for SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA (To: SA2; Cc: CT1, GERAN2, RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	rSRVCC-RAN_UTRA
	Rel-11
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Reininger (Huawei).
- four capability indicators -> three capability indicators

- Cc: RAN2

- Action reads: "RAN3 asks SA2 kindy to confirm that the CN is capable to provide such indicator to the RNC"

-> Agreed unseen in R3-120450, Final LS in R3-120451.

Decision: Approved
14.2
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120012
	LS on peak rate limitations in CT1 specifications for 8C-HSDPA (To: CT1; Cc: CT4, RAN3)
	RAN2
	8C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-11
	R2-116476
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Niashan Shi (Ericsson). RAN2 is introducing 8C-HSDPA. A consequence of this is that maximum downlink peak bit rate for 8C-HSDPA is 345.6 Mbps.

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

	R3-120285
	General considerations on Multiflow impacts in RAN3
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Alexander Sayenko (NSN). NSN's view is that the introduction of Multi’low feature would have minimal impact because of transparency to Iub and Iur on the userplane. On the control plane, new parameters shall be introduced to signal the nodeB capabilities and provide the Multiflow configuration. However, it should be possible to reuse the existent MC-HSDPA IEs, so that changes are minimal.
Niashan Shi (Ericsson): Agrees with intra-site, not sure about the inter-site yet.

-> there might be changes on the FP for the inter-site case
Decision: Noted
	R3-120329
	Multiflow HSDPA – handling multiple transmissions of RLC PDUs
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HSDPA_MFTX-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Niashan Shi (Ericsson). This paper analyses multiflow HSDPA and concludes that the handling of RLC PDU retransmission mechanism without redundant RLC PDUs is needed in the Multiflow HSDPA.
Alexander Sayenko (NSN): What kind of drop indication you are using in 2.2.c?

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): My understanding is that a, b and c are grouped so that: (a & b) | c? A: Yes

- problem of multiple transmissions/retransmissions of PDUs recognised. Contributions expected.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120061
	RAN3 impact of multiflow
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HSDPA_MFTX-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This paper provides the latest on the progress of RAN1 and RAN2 on the topic of multiflow. So far RAN1 and RAN2 haven't been able to make reach many conclusio’s. From RAN3 point of view, the issues to be considered include cell capability, radio link configuration, and some other issues.
Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): This topic has been already discussed in RAN2, but there is no reference to it in this paper.

Decision: Noted
UL CLTD
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120009
	LS on RAN1 agreements on uplink Closed Loop Transmit Diversity for HSPA (To: RAN2, RAN3; Cc: RAN4) 
	RAN1
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	R1-114463
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This LS lists RAN1 agreements on uplink Closed Loop Transmit Diversity for HSPA.

- The UL CLTD initial activation status can be CLTD activation status 1 or CLTD activation status 4 (see table below). This is configurable by RRC.
- Upon RRC reconfigurations that do not result in a serving cell change, the UE shall use the last received pre-coding vector after the RRC reconfiguration.
- Upon RRC reconfigurations that result iI serving cell change, CLTD activation status 1 or CLTD activaIion status 4 is indicated in the RRC reconfiguration. 

- The combination of E-DPCCH boosting and UL CLTD is allowed as a configuration.
- S-DPCCH power is boosted when E-DPCCH iI bIosted.
- S-DPCCH power offset from DPCCH during compressed frames is adjusted in the same way as HS-DPCCH, i.e. to counteract the compressed-frame-specific power offsets on DPCCH.

- It is RAN1’s current understanding that a UE that supports UL CLTD supports all the 5 activation states in the table below:

	CLTD activation status
	Uplink channels

	
	DPCCH
	HS-DPCCH
	E-DPCCH
	E-DPDCH
	S-DPCCH

	1
	Primary pre-coding vector
	Secondary pre-coding vector

	2
	Physical antenna 1
	Physical antenna 2

	3
	Physical antenna 2
	Physical antenna 1

	4
	Physical antenna 1
	Not transmitted

	5
	Physical antenna 2
	Not transmitted


RAN1 agrees on the following terminologies: 

1) A precoding command sent from the NodeB is referred to as a TPI (Transmitted Precoding Indicator). In previous RAN1 meetings this has been referred to PCI (Precoding Control Indication)

2) The downlink channel carrying the TPIs is referred to as the F-TPICH (Fractional Transmitted Precoding Indicator Channel). In previous RAN1 meetings this has been referred to as F-PCICH (Fractional Precoding Control Indication Channel)
Nianshan Shi (Ericsson): About the statement "RAN WG1 has agreed that UL CLTD initial activation status can be CLTD activation status 1 or CLTD activation status 4". Is this a wish by RAN1, or has this already been decided in RAN2?

-> To be checked (within the companies; no LS to be sent).

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

	R3-120068
	Small Corrections for UL CLTD
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1929
	-
	F
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120356
	Small Corrections for UL CLTD
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1929
	1
	F
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This CR makes the following proposals:
1. Add UL CLTD Activation Information IE in UL CLTD Information IE to let SRNC to configure the initial activation state as in RAN1 agreements.
2. Rename F-PCICH to F-TPICH as in RAN1 agreements.
3. It is clarified that the NodeB shall release the F-TPICH resource for DCH only UE context during the deactivated state of CLTD operation.
Luis Lopes (NSN): In several procedures the procedural text states: " the UL CLTD Activation Information IE shall be included in the UL CLTD Information IE". However, my understanding is that this needs to be included only when the value has changed.; i.e., remove "shall"

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): In 9.2.2.152: the UL CLTD Activation Infomation contains all possibilities but only 2 of them are applicable here.
Niashan Shi (Ericsson):

- only specify the receiver behaviour.

- statement about "reuse" when F-TPICH information is not include”?

- statement about to fail the procedure?
hairman: Spelling errors.

-> Offline, revised in R3-120356.

-> The issue is postponed
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120069
	Small Corrections for UL CLTD
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	1728
	-
	F
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120357
	Small Corrections for UL CLTD
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	1728
	1
	F
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by . This CR is the RNSAP equivalent of R3-120068.
- Similar comments as for 25.433 apply

-> Revised in R3-120357.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120155
	Discussion on activation state initiation for UL CLTD
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yunlu Wu (ZTE). This contribution discusses the principles of activation state initiation for implementing UL CLTD in NBAP, and proposes that a new Initial CLTD activation state field is introduced into Setup IE in order to align the initial activation state of NodeB with that of the UE.
-> To be discussed with Huawei's papers in the offline session
Decision: Noted
	R3-120156
	Initial activation state to the UL CLTD control radio link in DRNS
	ZTE
	CR
	25.423
	1730
	-
	F
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: This CR implements the proposals made by R3-120155.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120157
	Initial activation state to the UL CLTD control cell in Node B
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1932
	-
	F
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: This CR is the NBAP equivalent of R3-120156.
Decision: Noted
Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120314
	Further Enhancements to CELL_FACH
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Cell_FACH_enh-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Nianshan Shi (Ericsson). This paper makes 6 proposals:

1: Add in PHYSICAL SHARED CHANNEL RECONFIGURATION REQUEST the 2nd DRX Cycle, so that Node B could broadcast it in SIB 5, or any other SIB, decided by RAN2.

2: New Cell Capability to indicate Node B supporting of the 2nd DRX cycle, and send over in AUDIT RESPONSE and RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION.
3: Add in the HS-DSCH CELL_FACH FP the indication of UE support of the 2nd DRX Cycle.

4: Add capability to indicate Node B support of Fallback to PRACH in AUDIT RESPONSE and RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION

5: Define and add in RSI the related Node B resource consumption law.
6: Add in PHYSICAL SHARED CHANNEL RECONFIGURATION REQUEST the related parameters for Fallback to PRACH for Node B to broadcast in SIBs defined by RAN2.
- P1 commented, wait for RAN2 agreement

- P2 and P3 agreed (provisionally, however NSN to check until Friday) -> OK for NSN
Decision: Noted
	R3-120401
	HSPA Session Report
	Vice Chairman
	Report
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the Vice Chairman.
Decision: Approved
15.
Further H(e)NB Mobility enhancements SI

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120358
	LS on requirements for verification of UE messages from H(e)NB to H(e)NB-GW (To: RAN3; Cc: CT1)
	SA3
	Sec11
	Rel-11
	S3-120205
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This is a response LS from SA3, containing answers to earlier questions from RAN3, and also one question from SA3 to RAN3. Responses:

1) Respond as to whether there is a specific verification mechanism that SA3 would like RAN3 to investigate further 

SA3 response: After discussion, we have decided to mandate the implementation of the verification requirement on the MME in case of HeNB-GW is not deployed. Note that this requirement only applies to a MME that supports HeNB. Please see S3-120202.

2) Take into account that regarding S3-111205, section 5.4, paragraph 4, the CSG Id information element is not present in all UE-associated messages between H(e)NB and H(e)NB-GW for UEs operating on closed access cells

SA3 response: We have taken into account in our CR S3-120203 that not all UE-associated messages between H(e)NB and H(e)NB-GW contain the CSG Id information element and that some of these messages may be mapped to a specific CSG id. The requirement from SA3 is that all UE associated messages between the HeNB and the network shall be mapped to a specific CSG id.

3) Confirm whether it would be acceptable to SA3 to update paragraph 4 to state that the verification shall be done for all UE-associated messages that can be mapped to a specific CSG id.

SA3 response: See reply above and attached SA3 CR S3-120203

Philippe Godin (ALU): We have corresponding CRs that handle the verification mechanism (under TEI11).
Decision: Noted
	R3-120359
	Reply LS on RAN sharing for H(e)NB (To: RAN3, SA2)
	SA3
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	S3-120209
	Deutsche Telekom
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. SA3's answer is that Figure 4.1.1. is not me’nt to be taken as a model for network sharing.
Decision: Noted
15.1
Macro to femto

15.1.1
3G: Enhanced Macro to open/hybrid HNB mobility for CSG UEs
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120316
	TP on Macro to HNB - CSG UE
	Ericsson (rapporteur)
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted

	R3-120362
	TP on evalution of Iur-based enhanced SRNS relocation functionality for CSG UEs
	Ericsson (rapporteur)
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHnB_enh
	Rel-11
	Not Available


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This document contains the text proposal for TR37.803 discussed and agreed during email discussion number 6 on Macro to Open/Hybrid HNB enhanced mobility.
Philippe Godin (ALU): One fundamental difference is whether MV is done before or after Call Admission Control (CAC).

- Make it explicit for each MV solution whether it is done before or after CAC.

- Need to be more detailed on how subscriber information is handled in the network.

-> Revised in R3-120362

- No progress

-> R3-120316 Noted and R3-120362 Not Available

-> Email discussion until next meeting

- To refine the TP until next meeting

- Finalize comparison between solutions
Decision: Noted
	R3-120315
	Rel-11 HNB Enhanced Mobility Solutions Analysis
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). The two groups of solutions identified so far are named “Solution 1” and “Solution 2”. They mainly differ on the network node where the membership verification (MV) is carried out. In the “Solution 1” family, MV is carried out at the CN, i.e. in MSC or SGSN, whereas in the “Solution 2” family, it is carried out at the target HNB GW. Based on the analysis, the following proposals are made:

1: Solutions falling in the “Solution 2” family should be down-prioritized.

2: With respect to the Solution 1 family, discuss the selection criteria for Rel-11 enhanced mobility from macro to hybrid HNB cells, i.e., whether to prioritize improved performance or whether to prioritise knowledge of membership status before relocation.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120070
	Discussion on support of soft handover between Macro and HNB
	Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, InterDigital Communications
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This paper discusses the benefits of soft handover between the Macro and the HNB. As a conclusion, it proposes to update the priority of SHO between Macro and HNB to 1.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Are you focusing on SHOs towards closed / hybrid / open cells?

A: Mainly towards hybrid and open HNBs.

Proposals to evaluate: SHO support from Macro to hybrid/open HNB.

- Would SHO be supported both ways or only in one direction?

Decision: Noted
	R3-120043
	SHO support for macro-HNB
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	TP
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS-EHNB-enh
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120286
	Hard Handover and Soft Handover – a common approach
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This paper explains that HHO and SHO can have a common the Membership Verification phase. In order to have a common approach for the two types of mobility, the following proposals are made:
1: Define and use a connectionless procedure in order to ask the CN to verify the UE membership in the target femto cell.

2: Trigger the connectionless RANAP procedure as in 1) by the HNB-GW at HHO before sending the initiating message to the target HNB.

3: Discuss and analyze potential threats for SHO in case of femto => macro mobility.

4: Try to minimize the impact on HNBs by leaving as much as possible any interworking task to the HNB-GW.

Martin Warner (ALU): Proposal 2: Does not agree with this proposal at all.

Decision: Noted
*************************************************************************************

-> Offline: TP with evaluation of Iur-based enhanced SNRS functionality for CSG UEs in R3-120362.
-> Conclusion: In Rel-11 we will not explicitly focus on SHO support from Macro to hybrid/open HNBs. If this functionality comes for free from the introduction of the Iur between Macro to open/hybrid HNB, then even better. Otherwise, if any limitation is found, supporting companies can bring a focused WI to introduce full support in future releases.

15.1.2
3G: Macro to HNB mobility for non-CSG UEs

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120204
	Report for [e-mail 74#07]: TP on Macro to HNB – non CSG UE
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm).
Decision: Noted
	R3-120205
	Macro to HNB legacy UE hand-in: target disambiguation
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, AT&T
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). This paper concentrates on the following topics:
1. PSC Confusion

2. Hand-in towards Closed-Access HNBs

3. UL sensing disambiguation approach
4. RNC OAM configuration

5. Handover Statistics

6. HNBs subsystem deployment

7. Performance
The following observations and proposals are made:

Observation 1: In general, PSC Confusion cannot be avoided for Open and Hybrid HNBs

Proposal 2: To address concerns with excessive RANAP failed hand-over for non-member UEs of CSG HNBs, hand-in of legacy UEs to cSG HNBs may be disabled, in Rel-11.
Proposal 3: RAN3 is asked to agree to use the HNB-GW disambiguation approach (options 1a, 1b or 1c) as the way forward to support legacy UEs handover.

Observation 4: RNC OAM can be configured to support Macro ->HNB hand-in for legacy UEs.

Observation 5: Handover statistics can still be collected for a specific source/target pair.

Observation 6: Enabling Macro -> HNB legacy UE hand-in offers superior user experience, in the presence of statistics-guided handover algorithms.

Observation 7: While some precautions are necessary, multiple approaches are available for flexible HNB-GW identification and deployment.

Observation 8: Target-based HNB disambiguation is well-suited to address existence of non-supporting HNBs.

Observation 9: Legacy hand-in resolves the fundamental problem of avoiding call failures. If early detection is a deployment goal, trade-offs between CM frequency and discovery time are possible.

Observation 10: Handover is triggered faster for Macro -> HNB legacy hand-in than for Macro -> HNB Rel-9 hand-in.
Proposals:

- Agree that PSC confusion cannot be avoided in general for open and hybrid HNBs

- For R11 to omit the feature for CSG (closed) HNBs

- Select the GW-based disambiguation

Decision: Noted
	R3-120206
	Macro to HNB legacy UE hand-in: source disambiguation
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). This paper is a companion paper to R3-120205, concentrating on the following topics:
SRNC disambiguation

1. How it works?

2. What impact it has on nodes and interfaces?
The following observations and proposals are made:

Observation 1: The requirements for Option 2a appear more stringent than the requirements for deploying the Rel-9 active hand-in feature.

Observation 2: Option 2a requirements for supporting hand-on to inter-frequency HNBs adversely impact cell capacity and user experience.

Observation 3: UEs not supporting the Rel-9 SI Acquisition method cannot be used to accurately and reliably collect OTD signatures.

Proposal 4: RAN3 shall not consider Option 2a, since its requirements make it unsuitable to address Macro - HNB legacy hand-in.

Proposal 5: Proponents of solution 2b shall clarify the use of disambiguation parameters.
Observation 6: Further clarification is needed on the Iur impact of Option 2b.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120207
	Macro to HNB legacy UE hand-in: configuration example
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). This paper explains via an example on how RNC OAM could be configured to enable handover of legacy UEs towards HNBs.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120287
	Further comments on solutions for macro to femto mobility for non-CSG UEs
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This discussion paper provides further comments on some of the proposed solutions in the pre-RAN3#75 email discussion #07. Five proposals are made:
1: Capture the presented specification impacts in the TR evaluating the solution options.

2: Clarify with RAN2 on possibilities to include the required UE timing measurements in the RRC container.

3: Discuss thoroughly the severity of the additional features required by the different proposed solutions with particular attention to the impact on the macro system.

4: Clarify with help of RAN2 if the CSG capable Rel-9 UE will trigger the SI acquisition based on the networks request for any PSC even if the UE is not member of any CSG Cell.

5: Note that unnecessary handovers may be triggered to closed cells (but not to open/hybrid), and capture this issue within the recommendations of the TR.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120317
	Analysis of CSG mobility support for legacy Ues
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). In this paper an analysis of the solutions so far presented for support of legacy UEs mobility to HNB cells was carried out. The following assumptions and conclusion were made:

Assumption 1: Open and Hybrid cells deployment is assumed to be coordinated and under operator’s control

Conclusion 1: Active mode relocation of pre-Release 9 UEs to Open and Hybrid cells is possible under the assumption of coordinated Open and Hybrid cells deployments

Conclusion 2: HNB to HNB active mode relocation of pre-Release 9 UEs is already possible (within CSG access limitation) and does not need to be addressed

Conclusion 3: Active mode mobility from Macro cells to Closed CSG HNB cells is natively unsuitable for non-CSG capable UEs. As already established in Release 9 such mobility is unfeasible for legacy UEs

Also a Way forward is presented:
It has so far not been possible to find network-based solutions for the support of legacy UE mobility to uncoordinated HNB cells that can unequivocally determine at source RAN the identity of the handover target and whether it is accessible by the UE. All the options available so far are subject to degradation of handover performance, increase in signalling load and high impact on the 3G system. It is therefore proposed to support mobility towards uncoordinated HNB cells only in case of CSG capable UEs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120047
	Legacy UE support for HNBs and macro network
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS-EHNB-enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper proposes to remove macro-femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs from the Study Item and consider it for TEI11, primarily supporting non-CSG UEs handover from macro cell to small cell.
Decision: Noted
************************************************************************************

Revised TP version:

- Clarify what is the exact scope for the proposed functionality (what it solves, when and where)
- add other clarifications as in R3-120287

- LS to RAN2 along the lines of R3-120287; in R3-120366

- LS to RAN4 on availability and performance of OTD measurements of monitored cells, in R3-120367
Proposal to expand the work to "small cells" / picos and move to TEI11.

-> Offline: TP on evaluation of Iur-based enhanced SRNS relocation functionality for CSG UEs: R3-120363.

	R3-120363
	TP to capture online revisions
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	TP
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120430
	TP to capture online revisions
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	TP
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm).

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Solution 2 needs impact to specification (input to next meeting)

- Refine note
-> Revised in R3-120430.
-> The contents of this TP are agreed.

Decision: Noted

	R3-120366
	[DRAFT] Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs (To: RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120431
	[DRAFT] Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs (To: RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120449
	[DRAFT] Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs (To: RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Agreed

	R3-120452
	Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs (To: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). 

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Q3 should talk about SI-reading capable UE.

Philppe Godin (ALU): Q1: Add "source" in front of RNC.

-> Revised in R3-120431.

-> Revised in R3-120449.

-> Agreed, Final LS in R3-120452,

Decision: Approved
	R3-120367
	[DRAFT] Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs (To: RAN4)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120435
	[DRAFT] Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs (To: RAN4)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Agreed

	R3-120453
	Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs (To: RAN4)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	Rel-11
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson).
Chairman: fix tdoc number, no attachment

Philippe Godin (ALU): Add to second paragraph the fact that it is the SRNC to trigger the relocation

Dario Tonesi (NSN): In the second paragraph talk about "a" solution.

-> Offline

-> Revised in R3-120435.
-> Agreed, Final LS in R3-120453.

Decision: Approved
15.1.3
LTE: Enhanced Macro to open/hybrid HeNB mobility

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120319
	TP for Rel-11 Macro to HeNB Enhanced Mobility
	Ericsson (rapporteur)
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120364
	TP on evalution of X2-based mobilit
	Ericsson (rapporteur)
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). 

- To be used as a baseline for later discussions.

-> Offline: TP on evaluation of X2-based mobility: R3-120364. (Ericsson)

- add analysis / comparison of solutions

-> The contents are agreed !

Decision: Noted
	R3-120320
	Rel-11 HeNB Enhanced Mobility Solutions Comparison
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). Based on the comparison, this paper proposes that:
1: Solution 2 should be down-prioritized.

2: RAN3 should discuss the selection criteria for Rel-11 enhanced mobility MV solutions, i.e., whether to prioritize improved performance or solution reusability to down-prioritized mobility scenarios.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120295
	On the applicatibility of the enhanced mobility with macro network solutions to other handover scenarios
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gavin Horn (Qualcomm). After analysing the alternatives, this paper makes two alternative proposals:

- Adopt solution 1b as the solution to support all handover scenarios in section 1.1 of TR 37.803; or

- Adopt solution 1c or 1d as the solution to support the handover scenarios to a hybrid HeNB and use S1 to support handover scenarios to a closed HeNB in section 1.1 of TR 37.803.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120139
	Membership verification during the inter-CSG HO
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: 

- More suitable for the WI phase.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120170
	Membership verification security issue with LIPA mobility in future releases
	Intel
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: 

- More suitable for the WI phase.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120256
	Decision on Membership Verification and Access Control
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper has analyses all 6 inter-CSG scenarios as part of the Release 11 SID on Enhanced Mobility and makes two proposals:

1: Agree that both Membership Verification and Access Control are performed in the MME.

2: In order to avoid degrading CSG Premium members and also in order to have one common solution for all 6 inter-CSG scenarios (both involving MV and AC), RAN3 should select solution 1b: Target HeNB triggers AC/MV before accepting the handover.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120318
	CSG aware X2 Handovers
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This paper explores the use of CSG membership information broadcast by neighbor cells and reported by the UE in order to achieve more robust handovers. This can also minimize the risk of handing over to a wrong cell.
Steven Xu (NSN): This is just an implementation issue, no need to specify it.
Decision: Noted
X2 proxy
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120137
	Summary of offline discussion on X2-proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120365
	TP on evalution of X2- proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120437
	TP on evalution of X2- proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (NSN). The email discussion aimed at answering the question on which extent an X2-proxy can be used to address scalability issues for eNBs supporting X2 mobility towards/from HeNBs.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): Some revision may be needed on the impact on O&M.

- add X2-proxy definition

-> Offline: TP on evaluation of X2-based proxy: R3-120365.

- More clarification on the transparency issue (i.e., whether the X2GW should be seen as a Macro eNB by other eNBs) to be added in the open issues.

-> Revised in R3-120437

-> The contents of this TP are agreed

Decision: Noted
	R3-120138
	X2-proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc., ZTE, Samsung, NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120361
	X2-proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc., ZTE, Samsung, NEC, Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (NSN). This document discusses the implementation of the X2-proxy function for enhanced eNB-HeNB mobility.
Philippe Godin (ALU): This is a good start, but it proves my fears about the complexity caused by the X2-proxy.

.... and then follows a long list of deficiencies.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): We want relay-like X2 proxy functionality, but in the relay X2- and S1-proxy are designed to work together in the same node. So once you deploy X2-proxy in this way, it will have a huge impact on S1AP functionality of the node.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120255
	Need to Standardize an X2 proxy ?
	Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Intel, Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper claims that no evidence has yet been demonstrated on the need for an X2 proxy feature, even optionally on the S1 HeNB GW. Moreover it claims that X2 proxy will bring additional complexity up to a level which is unknown due to the current lack of precise definition of this X2 proxy. 

Two proposals are made:
1: conclude that there is no need to standardize an X2-proxy.

2: separate the LTE Macro eNB - HeNB X2 proxy aspect from the rest of t–e Study Item in order not to block/delay the other aspects.
- Still need an answer to question 2: Can an HeNB/eNB have simultaneous direct X2 to a neighbour and X2-proxy to another neighbour?

 A: Yes.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120321
	SCTP Concentrator: A Simple Solution to a Debated Problem
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This paper concludes that an SCTP concentrator is a good way to limit the number of SCTP connections to an eNB, if desired.
Steven Xu (NSN): The IP-proxy is not yet defined in IETF.

Gino Masini: The same applies for the X2-proxy.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120185
	X2GW Proxy for Mobility enhancements
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Pesented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This paper proposes that RAN3 shall agree to standardise X2 connectivity between HeNB and eNB via X2 Proxy for mobility enhancements.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120199
	Consideration on X2-Proxy
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by James Xu (LGE). This paper discusses mobility enhancements between Macro eNB and HeNB from the UE context release and X2 setup point of views. It is proposed that for mobility enhancements between Macro and Hybrid/open HeNB, an X2-Proxy should be adopted.

Decision: Noted
15.2
Femto to femto

15.2.1
3G

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120048
	HNB-HNB enhanced scenarios
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS-EHNB-enh
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120288
	On inter-CSG mobility for 3G
	NokiaSiemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


15.2.2
LTE

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120035
	Discussion on Scope of Inter-CSG Enhanced Mobility
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120132
	Inter-CSG mobility enhancement between HeNBs
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120322
	Clarification of Inter-GW Use Cases
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	


15.3
CELL_FACH, CELL_PCH and URA_PCH (3G only)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120092
	Summary of e-mail discussion #06 – CELL_FACH mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS-EHNB-enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). No conclusion on the recommended solution was reached, although significant progress in refining all the solutions (except 3) was made.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120044
	CELL_FACH mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS-EHNB-enh
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120368
	TP Enhanced mobility with HNB in CELL_FACH/CELL_PCH/URA_PCH
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS-EHNB-enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This is a text proposal to introduce architectural aspects of CELL_FACH etc mobility into TR37.803. The text proposal contains solutions in subclause 6.1.1.2 from NEC (Variant 1a), Huawei (Variant 1b), NSN (Variant 1c), Alcatel-Lucent(Variant 2a and 2b), and ZTE (3).
Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Solution 2b, third disadvantage: this was agreed to be removed.
-> This TP will be used as a baseline.
-> Offline: TP on Enhanced mobility with HNB in CELL_FACH / CELL_PCH / URA_PCH; in R3-120368.

- add solutions from R3-120289 (some clarifications are needed on UE impact).

- discuss / clarify along the lines proposed in R3-120184 (note that would be applicable to all solutions).

- spell out the limitation on the number of URNTIs.

-> Revised in R3-120368

-> The contents of this TP are agreed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120289
	Two additional centralized approaches for CELL FACH mobility support
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This paper presents two new centralized solutions for the issue of CELL_FACH mobility for HNBs.

- Solution A consists in an extension of Solution 1c of the email discussion and allows having a fully dynamic U-RNTI range assignment to the different HNBs. In this way, HNBs that need to handle more UEs in particular cases can do so. The main difference with Solution 1c consist in now having the UE assigned a new U-RNTI every time it changes HNB.

- Solution B consists in the HNB-GW assigning during HNB registration to the HNB a U-RNTI prefix so that the HNB is uniquely identified among the neighbors HNBs. The HNB can then use such U-RNTI prefix, combined with the HNB-GW RNC ID and other locally generated bit to assign a U-RNTI to a UE at Connection Setup. During CELL_FACH mobility, the HNB-GW will be able to retrieve the UE context from the proper source HNB by extracting the U-RNTI prefix from the U-RNTI of a given UE and mapping it to the proper HNB-ID. Such solution guarantees a good U-RNTI range reuse for non overlapping HNBs.
Both solutions require changes in the HNB (only minimal for Solution B) and HNB-GW only.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120184
	CELL FACH Mobility support for HNBs
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This paper concludes that the DSCR method can be considered as a temporary solution to handle CELL FACH Mobility (no need to specify anything in the specification) for previous releases, but should not be considered as a candidate solution for CELL FACH Mobility in context of Rel-11 study Item.

Decision: Noted
15.4
RAN Sharing

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120227
	TP on RAN sharing for H(e)NB
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120371
	TP on RAN sharing
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120438
	TP on RAN sharing
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120461
	TP on RAN sharing for H(e)NB
	Samsung
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). The contribution summarizes the email discussion on the TP of the RAN sharing for H(e)NB.
James Xu (LGE): We have a contribution which may affect the comparison table in this document.

-> Revised in R3-120371.

- Remove low, high from impact row

- Open issue: solution 2: either we specify how the UE makes this choice or risk that different UE implementations lead to different selections.

-> Offline: TP on RAN sharing in R3-120371.

- More clarifications are needed on the applicability of the solutions.

- Refine comparison between solutions.

-> Revised in R3-120438.

- The open issue is added to the note for solution 2 in the comparison table.
-> Revised in R3-120461.
The contents of this TP are agreed.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120071
	Discussion on H(e)NB RAN sharing
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hui Ma (Huawei). It is proposed that UE only reports one PLMN in handover procedure.
Assem Golaup (Vodafone): Vodafone would probably select this kind of approach
Decision: Noted
	R3-120257
	Selection of Target PLMN in case of Shared HeNB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	37.803
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This document compares the various solutions proposed during the email discussion and explains why solution 3 should be selected.
Steven Xu (NSN): Solution 1a was not included in the text.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120133
	RAN sharing for HeNB
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by ETRI. This paper, we discusses use cases and multiple CSG id issue with regard to RAN sharing for HeNB. The proposals are:

1: The assumption that one HeNB can have multiple CSG ids which are a CSG id per each PLMN id should be allowed in Rel-11.

2: The modification of the previous SIB1 such as either solution 1 or 2 should be considered in RAN sharing for HeNBs of Rel-11.
Gavin Horn (Qualcomm): No support

Hui Ma (Huawei): Based on RAN2's decisions, one HeNB can only have one CSG id.

-> No Support

Decision: Noted
	R3-120200
	Consideration on the legacy issue for HeNB RAN sharing
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by James Xu (LGE). This paper analyses HeNB RAN sharing from the legacy UE point of view. It is proposed to clarify the scope of Rel-11 HeNB RAN sharing from legacy UE point of view. That is, whether we should consider the legacy UE as a critical factor when we propose the solutions in Rel-11 HeNB RAN Sharing.
-> Not a lot of support

Decision: Noted
15.5
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120042
	Study Item Status Report
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Report
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS-EHNB-enh
	Rel-11
	


Discussion: 
Decision: 

	R3-120131
	A Quantitative Analysis on EPC Load Impact by S1 HO and X2 HO
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
*********************************************************************************************************

Functionalities discussed:
1. Iur-based enhanced SNRS relocation from Macro to open/hybrid HNB -- CSG UEs

2. PSC disambiguation from Mac– to open/hybrid HNB -- non CSG UEs 
3. X2-based mobility betw–n Macro and open/hybrid HeNB

4. Use of X2-proxy in case of X2-based mobIlity betweIn Macro and open/hybrid HeNB

5. Enhanced HNB to HNB mobility in CELL_FACH / CELL_PCH / URA_PCH

6. RAN sharing for H(e)NBs
Next Steps:

1: Finalise evaluation of functionalities identified in SI.
2: Select functionalities to be standardised in the WI (and list them in the WI proposal to the next plenary)

3: For the functionalities selected in step2 during the WI phase, in case of multiple options that implement the functionality, select the final option

Two options forwards:

- Conclude SI in this quarter focusing on 1. above (step 2 gets done by company discussions ahead of plenary)
- Extend SI to next quarter where we progress on all items and downselect (2. above).

-> the second option is selected.

TR update to RAN:
- Email #03 until Wednesday: collect all TPs and add to TR to RAN
-> Outcome in R3-120439 (ALU)

	R3-120439
	Update of TR37.803
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: The contents of this TR are agreed. It will be presented as v1.0.0 to the plenary for information.
Decision: Noted
16.
Mobile Relays SI

16.1
Identify possible mobile relay solutions

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120161
	Discussion on Mobile Relay Architecture and Group mobility
	China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). This paper makes a few recommendations:

- Impact to core network should be minimized. 
- When evaluating the two mobile relay architectures, the comparison metric may include backward compatibility, DeNB complexity, standardization effort and complexity, group mobility support, Node impact, etc.
- It is necessary that there are some mechanisms to optimize group handover in order to avoid resources congestion, such as report resources indicator.  

- the neighbor cell relation optimization should be considered to improve the success rate of the group handover.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120296
	Impact of mobility support for the candidate mobile relay architectures
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gavin Horn (Qualcomm). It is proposed to capture the following conclusions in the TR:

Principle: Mobility is supported for the relay by switching the path of the S1-U tunnels at the SGW from the source DeNB to the target DeNB for each inter-DeNB mobility event

Conclusion 1: Alternative 1 can support relay mobility.

Conclusion 2: Alternative 3 is a special case of Alternative 1 in supporting relay mobility where the initial relay SGW selection was to a SGW that is collocated with the DeNB where the relay established the PDN.

Conclusion 3: Alternative 2 can support relay mobility but the Relay GW does not provide any significant benefit in this architecture when the DeNB and Relay are not collocated in the same RAN node.

Conclusion 4: Alternative 4 is not a candidate for selection as the mobile RN architecture.
Yan Wang (Huawei): Does not agree with the conclusions.
Li Chu (ZTE): Alt1 has security issues to consider.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120104
	Key issues based on Alt1 relay
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This paper discusses the following issues related to mobile relay alternative 1:
- Mobile relay startup procedure

- How to select target donor cell

- Relay cell configuration management

- Backhaul link stability

- Group mobility

- X2 interface connectivity

- Area roaming and access restriction

- Charging

- How to provide integrity protection for S1/X2AP in Un interface

- Relay bearer mapping
The discussion text is also proposed to be added into the TR.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Backhaul stability: without good backhaul stability mobile relays are useless -> RAN1 should be involved from the beginning (already at the study phase).

Yan Wang (Huawei): Issues mentioned apply also to the other solutions.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120105
	Text proposal on mobile relay architecture
	CATT
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT).
Decision: Noted
	R3-120106
	Issues on Alt2 mobile relay handover procedure
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This paper makes the following observations for Mobile relay Alt2:
1: the handover interrupt time in U-plane is above 100ms.

2: the data forwarding per RN EPS bearer is not possible.

3: the connection between RN and OAM may break frequently. In the worst case, the RN may be not able to connect to the OAM. 

4: enhancements to Alt2 will cause lots of work
Gino Masini (Ericsson): How did you end up concluding that handover interrupt time is above 100ms?

Gavin Horn (Qualcomm): It was agreed in the last meeting that the mobile relay Serving GW will be the mobile anchor. It does not change at every handover.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): We can change SGW for mobile relays, but that is asking for trouble.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120079
	Mobile Relay Solution by reusing Rel-10 Relay
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This contribution proposes to reuse the Rel-10 Relay Architecture as the Mobile Relay Solution.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): What benefit do you get from having two relay entities?
Yan Wang (Huawei): It is to increase the overlap time.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): How do tracking areas work with this solution?
YW: TAs are not a problem here, they remain the same.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120026
	Mobile relay architecture comparison from the perspective of handover
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). This contribution discusses use cases for RN and UE handover and analyses the system requirements to support these use cases. Fixed relay architecture alternatives 1 and 2 are compared and the following observations are given.

1: In Alt1, it is hard for mobile RN to identify suitable neighbor eNBs. It is recommended to remove the X2 interface between mobile RN and other neighbor eNBs (exclude the serving DeNB of RN) and does not support UE X2 handover.  

2: In Alt1, mobile RN should be configured with specific MME pool which does not change with the RN movement. Accordingly, the UE served by the RN does not change its serving MME.

3: In Alt1, both X2 handover and S1 handover could be supported for mobile RN, which one shall be choose is determined by the DeNB. 

4: In Alt2, the UE X2 handover has been well studied in fixed relay and the UE X2 handover could be supported in mobile relay without much specification efforts. 

5: In Alt2, the UE S1 handover could be supported without much specification efforts.

6: In Alt2, both the mobile RN X2 and S1 handover could be supported with modifications to the current specification.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120027
	Mobile relay architecture comparison from the perspective of TAU
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). This contribution discusses the TAU use cases for RN and UE and analyze the system requirements to support these use cases. The following observations are given.

1: Based on Alt1, the UE TAU could be totally reduced by keeping the TAI broadcast by the RN unchanged during the movement of RN.  

2: Based on Alt2, the UE TAU could be reduced through much more configuration constraints.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120028
	Discussion on the architecture of mobile relay supporting multi-RAT
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). This contribution discusses the multi-RAT relay based on various mobile relay architectures discussed in Rel-9 relay SI. Three architecture alternatives are evaluated:

Alt1 Evaluation: The benefit of adopting alt 1 is that only mobile relay needs to be enhanced with new functionality (e.g. BTS, BSC, NodeB, RNC,  HNB), while no modification need to be made for DeNB or 2G/3G core network element. However, since data or signalling packets for 2G/3G UEs go through LTE core network element (i.e. the RN’s P/S-GW), it may cause delay for 2G/3G users

Alt2 Evaluation: Using architecture based on Alt 2, both mobile relay and DeNB need to be enhanced with new functionality (e.g. HNB, HNB GW, Node B, RNC, BTS, BSC). Since current specification does not support the P-GW change while RN handover,  new handover procedures and messages need to be studied for supporting the change of DeNB and the embedded SGW/PGW/HNB GW/RNC/BSC. In addition, when mobile relay changes its serving DeNB, the new PGW embedded in new DeNB may allocate a new IP address for mobile relay. Therefore, there may be issues regarding IP address changing, which needs further study.

Alt3 Evaluation: Using architecture based on Alt 3, since current specification does not support the P-GW change while RN handover, new handover procedures and messages need to be defined for supporting the change of DeNB and the embedded SGW/PGW. And issues regarding IP address changing need further study.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120140
	Mobile relay based on Rel-10 and Alt-1
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (NSN). The paper states that we need to consider following criteria for comparison: 
- Backwards compatible

- Impact to DeNB

- Impact to neighboring eNB

- Impact to UE

- Impact to CN (UE)

- Impact to CN (MR)

Philippe Godin (ALU): Concerns about the security in alternative 1.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120323
	Architecture options for Mobile RNs
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This paper proposes that the Mobile RN (if it is standardised) is anchored (at least Control-Plane-wise) in a separate logical node, meaning that the Mobile RNs are always reachable through (or with the help of) that node.
Yan Wang (Huawei): Agrees that multiple RN architectures would lead to market fragmentation.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120258
	Choice of Architecture for support of Mobile Relay
	Alcatel-Lucent Shaghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU) . This paper shows that there are some technical show stoppers and difficulties in using alternative 2 as defined in Rel-10 with Mobile Relays. The following conclusion are made:
1: Architecture B (i.e. Alternative 4) is excluded from the candidate Mobile Relay architectures in order to reduce the specification effort.
2: Alternative 1 should be selected as the basis for the Mobile Relay architecture while allowing for necessary improvements where needed e.g. solution for coexistence with fixed Relay Nodes.

In addition, it shows that alternative 1 could co-exist with alternative 2 where alternative 2 would be used for Fixed Relays and alternative 1 would be used for Mobile Relays, provided that some simplification of network architecture rules are taken which are to be confirmed:

3: Alternative 1 selected as basis for the Mobile Relay architecture based on confirmation that DeNBs supporting Mobile Relays don’t need to support Fixed Relays at same time.
Steven Xu (NSN): Not good if different architectures are needed for mobile and fixed relays.
Yan Wang (Huawei): Huawei has a similar opinion.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): The same RN architecture could support both fixed and mobile relays, but the implementation can be made simpler if only mobile relays are supported

Decision: Noted
	R3-120186
	Mobile Relay architecture
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hiroaki Aminaka (NEC). This contribution analyses on Mobile Relay architecture and handovers. Three proposals are made:

1: Alt2 based architecture should be baseline on Mobile Relay architecture discussion 

2: Discussion on Alt2 based architecture should include Alt1 based architecture without specific discussion.

3: Interface between RN S/P-GW and DeNB is needed to be defined.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120233
	Performance Analysis for Candidate Architectures Supporting Mobile Relay
	Institute for Information Industry (III)
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Kanchei Loa (III). This paper makes two proposals:
1: Alt2+Mobile IP shall be included in the TR 36.416 as the baseline architecture because it is the same architecture as LTE Rel-10 RN architecture.
2: The performance analysis in this paper shall be included in the TR 36.416.
Decision: Noted
*************************************************

-> Offline: Mobile architecture options (CATT)

	R3-120423
	Offline discussion on mobile relay architecture options
	CATT (Rapporteur)
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-120441
	Offline discussion on mobile relay architecture options
	CATT (Rapporteur)
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). 

- what with Alt4 ?
Email discussion until next meeting.

- Restructing of the document needed

-> refine definitions in 423, final in R3-120441.

Decision: 

16.2
Comparison between mobile relays and existing solutions

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120086
	Comparison on Solutions for High Speed Train Scenario
	CMCC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120107
	Comparison between mobile relay and existing solutions
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120029
	Comparison between mobile relay and existing solutions
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120134
	Discussion on requirements of backhaul link spectrum
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120187
	Comparison between existing solutions and Mobile Relay
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120234
	Comparision analysis of mobile relay options and existing solutions
	Institute for Information Industry (III)
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120260
	Assessing Benefits of Standardizing Mobile Relays
	Alcatel-Lucent Shaghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-11
	


16.3
Others

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120108
	Consideration on group mobility
	CATT, CMCC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120109
	TP on mobile relay functionalities
	CATT
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120080
	RAN Sharing In High Speed Train Scenario Solutions
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120081
	RAN Sharing In High Speed Train Scenario Solutions
	Huawei
	TP
	36.416
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120142
	PCI usage for mobile relay
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120195
	DeNB identification in mobile relay handover procedure
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120202
	Considerations on the Handover Procedure for Mobile Relay
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120141
	Network sharing for Mobile relay based on Rel-10 and Alt-1
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120259
	PCI Collision Issue at Mobile Relay
	Alcatel-Lucent Shaghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core 
	Rel-11 
	

	R3-120201
	Consideration on SIPTO for Mobile Relay Architecture
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120297
	The termination of the X2 and S1 interfaces for Mobile Relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


18.
eMBMS Service Continuity WI (RAN2-led)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120024
	Response LS on Absolute Start Time for MBMS Data Delivery (To: RAN3; Cc: CT4, SA5)
	SA2
	MBMS_LTE_enh
	Rel-11
	S2-120406
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). SA2 would like to inform RAN3 that TS 23.246 Rel-11 already includes the new “MBMS data transfer start” and “MBMS data transfer stop” session attributes for EPC core network. In order to clarify that they are going over all downstream interfaces from BM-SC down to the MCE, SA2 has further agreed on the attached Rel-11 CR to 23.246.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120054
	MBMS Service Continuity Status Report
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). The document explains the progress of the work in RAN2 which is the leading WG.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120253
	Information Exchange for MBMS Service Continuity
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This document discusses the issues related to the WID in RP-110452 regarding which information needs to be exchanged between eNBs for the purpose of the feature MBMS Service Continuity and how to exchange this information. Three proposals are made:
1: the Serving eNB needs to know the list of SAIs supported by its neighbour eNBs delivering MBMS.

2: X2AP is the protocol used to exchange this list of SAIs between neighbour eNBs.

3: RAN3 to discuss the presented 2 options of using X2AP procedure to exchange the geographical area SAIs information between eNBs and preferably select the option 1; i.e., reuse the existing X2AP procedures

Decision: Noted
	R3-120254
	Information Exchange for MBMS Service Continuity
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core 
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion:
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120299
	eNB assistance for MBMS service continuity
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Available


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Available
***********************************************************************************

-> Continue when more progress in RAN2

19.
MDT enhancements WI (RAN2-led)

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120031
	MDT user consent updating via X2 handover
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	957
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120116
	Discussion on the continuity of MDT configuration and user consent
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120176
	ePLMN support for Immediate MDT
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	R3-120213
	MDT Support in the equivalent PLMN
	Samsung
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


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

-> Continue when more progress in RAN2

20.
Network-based positioning WI (RAN2-led)

21.
TEI-11

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

	R3-120049
	Introduction of the Security Algorithm (ZUC)
	Huawei, CATR, CATT,CMCC, China Telecom, China Unicom, ZTE, Potevio, New Postcom, HiSilicon, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	CR
	36.413
	960
	-
	B
	LTE-interfaces, EEA3_EIA3
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120336
	Introduction of the Security Algorithm (ZUC)
	Huawei, CATR, CATT,CMCC, China Telecom, China Unicom, ZTE, Potevio, New Postcom, HiSilicon, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	CR
	36.413
	960
	1
	B
	LTE-interfaces, EEA3_EIA3
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR adds the support for the new security algorithm (ZUC) into 36.413.
Gino Masini (Ericsson):The CR category should be category B or C

- Align cat with RAN2 CRs

- Only focus on the actual change, remove editorials (The editorials will go to the big Rel-11 editorial CR).

- review coversheet

-> Revised in R3-110336

- RAN2 has (only) endorsed the linked RRC CR.

Note: Agreed in Principle, will be brought to RAN in June together with RAN2 CR.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-120050
	Introduction of the Security Algorithm (ZUC)
	Huawei, CATR, CATT,CMCC, China Telecom, China Unicom, ZTE, Potevio, New Postcom, HiSilicon, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	CR
	36.423
	485
	-
	B
	LTE-interfaces, EEA3_EIA3
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120337
	Introduction of the Security Algorithm (ZUC)
	Huawei, CATR, CATT,CMCC, China Telecom, China Unicom, ZTE, Potevio, New Postcom, HiSilicon, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	CR
	36.423
	485
	1
	B
	TEI11, EEA3_EIA3
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by . This CR adds the support for the new security algorithm (ZUC) into 36.423.
-> Revised in R3-110337

Note: Agreed in Principle, will be brought to RAN in June together with RAN2 CR.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-120326
	Introduction of signaling for EEA3 and EIA3 in S1AP
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.413
	979
	-
	C
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). SA3 has agreed to include the new ciphering algorithm EEA3 and the new integrity protection algorithm EIA3 in LTE for Rel-11. Current S1AP does not allow these algorithms to be signaled, so new values for EEA3 and EIA3 must be introduced to fulfill Stage 2 requirements.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120327
	Introduction of signalling of EEA3 and EIA3 in X2AP
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.423
	495
	-
	C
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR is the X2AP equivalent of R3-120326.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120051
	Correction on Reset
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	27
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120338
	Correction on Reset
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	27
	1
	D
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120458
	Correction on Reset
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	27
	2
	D
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR clarifies that the MCE shall release the resources and contexts related to M3 AP before sending the RESET ACKNOWLEDGE message to the MME.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Coversheet needs improving. Maybe Cat D?
-> Revised in R3-120338.

-> Agreed but then revised by MCC in R3-120458 (coverpage header update).

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120052
	Corrections on M3 Setup and MCE Configuration Update Procedures
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	28
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120429
	Corrections on M3 Setup and MCE Configuration Update Procedures
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	28
	1
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120460
	Corrections on M3 Setup and MCE Configuration Update Procedures
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	28
	2
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR proposes three changes:
- clarify that the M3 SETUP RESPONSE message should not include the application data by deleting the words “including the appropriate data”.

- correct the definition of MBMS Service Area List Item IE
- additional ASN.1 corrections

-> offline

- fixed tabular

-> Revised in R3-120429.
-> Agreed but then revised by MCC in R3-120460 (Coverpage header updated).

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120055
	S1 based Load Balancing Support
	Huawei, Clearwire, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.413
	961
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces, TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). Since the X2 interface may not be available in all network sharing scenarios, this CR adds mobility load balancing support into the S1 interface.
Philippe Godin (ALU): This CR seems to break the principle that S1 interface should not be loaded frequently.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Supports ALU. There is already a solution that uses the X2 interface.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): The X2 solution has some problems; X2 is not a mandatory interface, so not all operators will implement it.

-> offline (need to clarify the specific deployment scenario mentioned)
- Need more discussion
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120072
	Optimization on the UE Context Release after HeNB-HeNB X2 HO
	Huawei, New Postcom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hui Ma (Huawei). This contribution discusses the signalling overhead issue introduced by the inter-HeNB GW X2 handover and compares three possible solutions. It is proposed that the source HeNB should decide whether to initiate the UE context release procedure toward the source HeNB GW by checking HeNB GW ID, i.e. solution 4 should be adopted.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): This analysis is a bit biased.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Why solution 2 has disappeared from the evaluation?
HM: There was no support for it.
PG: Is there a way in the current spec for the HeNB to reliably infer that it is attached to an HeNB GW instead of MME?
Decision: Noted
	R3-120129
	UE mobility state
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper shows that in some cases it is not possible for the network to access the UE mobility state. As a solution to the problem, the paper proposes to include the UR mobility state in the RLF report.

-> offline

- Will be discussed as part of the intra-LTE MRO work.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120130
	[DRAFT] LS on UE mobility state (To: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120143
	Discussion on the DeNB role in the load status reporting
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). Two different approaches have been considered to support load status reporting in relay deployment: This contribution proposes that the DeNB shall not change the Cell Measurement Result list in the RESOURCE STATUS UPDATE messages by its connected RN(s) before forwarding them to neighbor eNBs.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120144
	Clarification of the DeNB role in the load status reporting
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120143.

Yan Wang (Huawei): No need for this CR.
Li Chu (ZTE): Not needed, it has already been agreed that this is an implementation issue.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Agrees with the spirit of the CR, but not sure about its implementation.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120145
	Addition of the TAC to the neighbour cell information provided over X2
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). TAC information for own neighbours is known. Initially it was proposed to make it a mandatory IE in the Neighbour Information list. That, however, would not be backward-compatible, so the IE must be optional. This in turn, may create the need to describe its usage in the text part of the specification. It is therefore proposed to add a single sentence to the text description of the affected procedures that explains the TAC shall be included in the list.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120146
	Addition of TAC to the neighbour information of a served cell for X2 setup and eNB update procedures
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	487
	-
	C
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120397
	Addition of TAC to the neighbour information of a served cell for X2 setup and eNB update procedures
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	487
	1
	C
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120145.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): We do not understand why the feature shall be mandated.

-> Procedural text needs updating

-> Offline

-> Revised in R3-120397.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120162
	Optimization for intra-HeNB GW X2 handover
	New Postcom, Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120072.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120163
	Optimization for intra-HeNB GW X2 handover
	New Postcom, Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	965
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120072.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120164
	Optimization for intra-HeNB GW X2 handover
	New Postcom, Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	488
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120072.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120188
	eMBMS timing info from MME
	NEC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). In the previous meeting RAN3 has agreed to introduce the “Time of MBMS data transfer” for the MCE to take into account for the synchronization of the corresponding MCCH Update. However, this paper claims that this new introduced function may conflict with the current architecture assumption.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120189
	Correction of MCCH Update synchronization Mechanism in M3 interface
	NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120188, i.e., the added description related with the new function the “Time of MBMS data transfer” is removed from the spec.
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120190
	Correction of MCCH Update synchronization Mechanism in M3 interface
	NEC
	CR
	36.444
	29
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120188.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120193
	Removal of the maxMeasurementsineNB
	Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	490
	-
	D
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng dai (Huawei). The maxMeasurementsineNB is referred to in the range bound tabular of RESOURCE STATUS FAILURE but it is never used and defined in ASN.1. This CR proposes to remove it from the Range Bound table.

MCC: The summary of change does not seem to relate with the contents of this CR.

-> To be addressed by the editorial X2AP Rel-11 CR.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120194
	Correction on MME/eNB behaviour in case of broken SCTP connection
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). As stated in LS R3-120023_S2-120404, some update on MME/eNB behaviour in case of broken SCTP connection is needed:

- change “IDLE” to “ECM-IDLE” to avoid the ambiguity;

- add a reference to TS 23.401, since the spec is the main place defining such states, e.g. ECM-IDLE, behaviour.
- note that ECM_IDLE is already used in 36.300.

Decision: Endorsed
	R3-120215
	Correction on Session Start and Session Stop procedure
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). Currently there is no MCCH information included in the Session Start/Stop message from the MCE to the eNB. It is not clear how the eNB gets the MCCH information before broadcasting in the radio interface. This CR proposes to add a description on how the eNB gets the MCCH Information from the MBMS Scheduling Information message.

-> offline

It was clarified that the eNB sends the notification to the UE just one Modification Period before the real MCCH update.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120216
	Editorial correction of the Session Start Procedure
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: This CR fixes an erroneous parameter name "minimum time to wait indication". It should be “the minimum time to MBMS data transfer”.

-> Rapporteur to take care of this editorial.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120245
	H(e)NB Identity verification
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SEC11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper presents the required actions by RAN3 in fulfilling the SA3 requirements on verification of H(e)NB identity in the H(e)NB GW or the MME which doesn’t impact the H(e)NB. It is proposed to agree the associated CRs in tdocs R3-120246 / R3-120247 to fulfil SA3 requirements for LTE and R3-120089/ R3-120090/ R3-120091 for UMTS.
- Note that the 2 CRs below are not based on this discussion document but on the received liaison in R3-110358.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120246
	Verification of HeNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120391
	Verification of HeNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120432
	Verification of HeNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).
Steven Xu (NSN):

- The second text change is not correct and needs improvement

- Do we need to clarify that GW need to verify the corrent access mode?

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Not even clear that the inner IP address is the only option.

-> offline

-> Revised in R3-120391

- There is also a set of corresponding UMTS CRs.

-> Revised in R3-120432.

- To continue at the next meeting
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120247
	Verification of HeNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	973
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120392
	Verification of HeNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	973
	1
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120433
	Verification of HeNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	973
	1
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Not Available


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). 
-> Revised in R3-110392.

-> Revised in R3-120432.
Decision: Not Available
	R3-120089
	Verification of HNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	165
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120416
	Verification of HNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	165
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120436
	Verification of HNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	165
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR introduces a verification in the HNB Registration procedure that the HNB ID provided corresponds to the inner IP address, and that the provided CSG ID are in the list of allowed identities for the HNB.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120090
	Verification of HNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	76
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120417
	Verification of HNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	76
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is the HNBAP equivalent of R3-120089.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120091
	Verification of HNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	1152
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120418
	Verification of HNB Identity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	1152
	-
	B
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is the RANAP equivalent of R3-120089.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120263
	Losing the connection between the eNB/RNC and the Core Network.
	TeliaSonera
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Persson (TeliaSonera). This paper discusses the scenario when the eNB/RNC loses the connection with the CN. The UEs are still camped on cells with no service (including emergency calls). There are several solutions possible to solve the issue:

A. All cells should be blocked in eNB/RNC in order to make UEs move to other networks.

B. Cell barring can be used in order to make the UE use the radio, but not to camp on the cell

C. The cell reselection can be changed, so the cell gets lower priority and the UE uses another cell

D. The network redirect UEs to other cells 

E. Other solutions

TeliaSonera has a preference for solution A, but acknowledges that this issue can be solved in more than one way.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): In solution A the disadvantage is the complete blocking it caused. No need to standardise any solution.

Kit Kilgour (ip.Access): Whatever solution the operator chooses, it still has to use signalling towards the HNB. Therefore a standardised solution is preferred.
Martin Warner (ALU): Most of these solutions could be done by implementation.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-120291
	Open question on shared Tracking Areas
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This discussion describes the impacts on UE and network behaviour when, in a shared Tracking Area, one of the S1 link is broken. According to current specifications, the PLMN ID associated to that S1 link should be removed from the PLMN ID list broadcasted by all cells of the Tracking Area. This, however, would imply a lack of service related to that particular PLMN ID over the whole Tracking Area. On the contrary, allowing to remove that particular PLMN ID from the PLMN ID list of those cells under the eNB connected to the broken S1 link only would limit the lack of service of a given operator to a smaller set of cells. However, this would require UEs to execute more frequent Tracking Area Updates.
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120292
	Measurement reporting when a eNB cell is dormant
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (NSN). This paper concludes that load reporting using S1AP, X2AP LOAD INFORMATION and RESOURCE STATUS UPDATE measurements should not occur by the eNB that owns a cell in an energy saving state.
- More support is needed

Decision: Noted
	R3-120293
	Clarification on Resource Status Reporting when cell is dormant for energy savings
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	494
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120292.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120328
	Optional payload CRC in PDU Type 1
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.446
	15
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). It is claimed that the payload CRC has no identified benefit and thus the network needs to have the option of not using this functionality. This CR introduces a CRC indicator to show whether the CRC can be ignored.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): "Consequences if not approved" needs rewording.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Already today an implementation can ignore the CRC if it wants so. How will this indicator improve the situation?

-> More motivation needed for the change

 Offline

- No agreement was reached
Decision: Postponed
	R3-120171
	Energy saving HO cause value
	Intel
	CR
	36.413
	968
	-
	C
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sasha Sirotkin (Intel). Stage-2 specification states that eNB may initiate handovers for energy saving purposes but an appropriate handover cause value is missing. This CR proposes to add it.

- current intra-LTE ES framework relies on X2 only. 

Decision: Noted
	R3-120172
	Energy saving HO cause value
	Intel
	CR
	36.423
	489
	-
	C
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sasha Sirotkin (Intel). This CR is the X2AP equivalent of R3-120171.

Hakon Helmers (ALU): We already have a cause value for "Switch-off ongoing" that was introduced for ES into 36.423.
- No need for extra cause value over X2.
Decision: Noted
3G
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120324
	Extending S-RNTI
	Ericsson, AT&T
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Nianshan Shi (Ericsson). This paper discusses on how to extend S-RNTI. Two proposals are made:

1: Introduce new optional IE Extended S-RNTI and Extended S-RNTI Group in 25.423.

2: When there is a need for further RNS expansion, RAN3 shall consider to extend the following identifies:

- Extend C-RNTI
- Extend D-RNTI

- Extend Cell Identifier (C-ID)

- Extend Node B context

- Further Extend S-RNTI

Martin Warner (ALU): Extended S-RNTI may have an impact on UE, better to wait until RAN2 has handled the related CR.
Chairman: Better to send an LS to RAN2

-> LS to RAN2 (Ericsson) in R3-120339

- Does the solution have any impact to the UE?

- Need to clarify the coex between extended RNC ID and Extended S-RNTI
Decision: Noted
	R3-120325
	Introduction of Extended S-RNTI
	Ericsson, AT&T
	CR
	25.423
	1733
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR implements the proposal made by R3-120324.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120339
	[DRAFT] LS on Extended S-RNTI (To: RAN2)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120347
	[DRAFT] LS on Extended S-RNTI (To: RAN2)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Agreed

	R3-120348
	LS on Extended S-RNTI (To: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Niashan Shi (Ericsson). In this LS RAN3 asks RAN2 to identify teh impacts of extended S-RNTI on RAN2 specifications.

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Remove the reference to chapter 10.3.3.47 in the last paragraph.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-120347, Final LS in R3-120348.

Decision: Approved
	R3-120060
	Discussion on RAN impact for extended S-RNTI
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: This paper analyzes the specification impact of extended S-RNTI. To maintain backwards compatibility, it is required to keep the U-RNTI as 32 bits long even when extending the S-RNTI. Therefore the RNC-ID needs to be shortened while S-RNTI is extended. There are two options to support the extended S-RNTI and corresponding shortened RNC-ID. It is proposed to explicitly define the extended S-RNTI while the shortened RNC-ID is implicated indirectly.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120380
	Correction of time
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.444
	31
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Not Available


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Available
*************************************************************************************************************************************************

CB: Is there a way in current spec for the HeNB to reliably infer that is attached to an HeNB GW instead of an MME ? (NSN)

- distinguish between configuration approach (i.e. presence of NNSF) and signaling approach.

Outcome:

- HeNB can reliably infer whether it is attached to an HeNB GW or to an MME by checking the presence of some IEs

Big R11 Editorial CRs for all AP specs, starting from beginning of Q3

- Rapporteurs are invited to provide a running list of editorials asap
22.
Other WI/SIs with impact on RAN3

FeICIC

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-120010
	LS on feICIC (To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	RAN1
	eICIC_enh_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	R1-114468
	NTT DoCoMo
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Kenichiro Aoyagi (NTT DoCoMo). RAN1 would like to inform other WGs that it has concluded the following: 

- Reduced non-zero transmit power on DL unicast control and data transmissions in ABS is needed


- Detailed signaling is FFS

- Cell detection principles


- Network assistance to simplify UE implementation of cell detection for 9 dB CRE bias



- Higher-layer signaling is utilized to aid the UE


- RAN1 continues discussion about the details of necessary specification changes

- Handling of CRS interference 

- RAN1 recommends RAN4 to consider UE performance requirements for UE Rx based techniques for DL control/data demodulation (PDCCH/PDSCH), UE measurements/reporting for 9 dB CRE bias according to WID for colliding and non-colliding CRS scenarios with ABS configurations


- Information on number of CRS ports of neighbor cell(s) is needed


- Information on which subframes in neighboring cell(s) the CRS is present (e.g. MBSFN configuration) is needed



- FFS the additional need for rate matching around CRS of neighbor cell(s) – also discussed in CoMP WI

RAN1 will continue working on feICIC and keep other WGs informed on further agreements.

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

	R3-120075
	ABS Reduced Power in FeICIC
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eICIC_enh_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This paper discusses the Tx power setting of Almost Blank Subframes (ABSs), and makes 2 proposals:

1: The proper Tx power of ABSs should be based on some relevant information of the interfered Picos, including location, interference and CRE value. The Tx power of different ABSs can vary according to these considerations.

2: the Pico requests its “Max-tolerable ABS Power” to the Macro and then the Macro configures a reduced power ABS based on the requests from different impacted picos.
Li Chu (ZTE): We should wait for RAN1 to finalise their ABS work first.

-> RAN3 needs to wait for RAN1 to resolve the FFS on detailed signalling.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120203
	Considerations on the coexistence of frequency/time domain ICIC
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Not discussed - see above.
Decision: Noted
EAB
	Tdoc
	T–tle
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120076
	EAB Impacts on RAN3
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SIMTC-RAN_OC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: In RAN#53 meeting, it was agreed that extension of access barring (EAB) based on SA1 requirements will be introduced in Rel-11. This contribution presents some impacts from EAB applied for CN overload control. The following proposals are made:

1: A new EAB information element should be introduced in the OVERLOAD message for RANAP and in the OVERLOAD START message for S1AP.

2: Only in case all the connected CN nodes supporting a specific PLMN make a request for EAB, the RAN node will apply EAB for that PLMN. Otherwise the RAN node should just store the request of EAB.

3: In order to help the RAN node to perform EAB to the exact category of UEs according to CN wishes, it is proposed to send category UE information to RAN, i.e. adding a new Category UE IE into the overload message.
Proposed solutions:

- New EAB IE in OVERLOAD message in S1AP/RANAP

- New Category UE IE in OVERLOAD message in S1AP/RANAP
Decision: Noted

	R3-120041
	Overload in UMTS for devices subject to EAB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SIMTC-RAN_OC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). ALU states that no changes are required in RANAP specification to specifically handle EAB, as the mechanism to manage EAB will be network implementation specific as it always has been in UMTS.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120248
	CN Overload Control of Traffic subject to EAB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper has analysed the decision taken by SA2 and RAN2 on EAB at the last November joint meeting and the related impacts on RAN3 specifications. It further proposes to introduce the necessary updates onto Rel-11 RAN3 specifications:
1: new dedicated signalling is needed over S1 in order to control the traffic subject to EAB restriction.
2: agree the solution in R3-120249 / R3-120250 to exploit the full flexibility provided over the radio per PLMN.
Proposed solutions:

- New EAB in OVERLOAD message in S1AP

- New EAB Action IE in OVERLOAD message iI S1AP (per PLMN, UE category and traffic load reduction)

Decision: Noted

	R3-120101
	Issues on Extended Access Barring
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This contribution discusses the EAB mechanism usage for CN overload control. This paper presents two questions for RAN3:

Q1: When using the EAB mechanism to handle CN overload case, what information shall be notified to RAN?

Q2: Based on the answer of Q1, is it sufficient to use the similar way as ACB, i.e., notifying the EAB application via O&M?
Proposed solutions:

- New EAB IE in OVERLOAD message OR O&M-based EAB notification.
Decision: Noted
	R3-120117
	EAB impacts on Iu and S1 interfaces
	ZTE Corporation
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sergio Parolari (ZTE). Three proposals are made as the basis for further RAN3 work.

1: Define a new message in RANAP/S1AP (from the CN to the RAN), used to inform the RAN to switch on/off the EAB feature.

2: The new message shall contain an indication of the overload severity, so that the RAN can decide how many ACs to bar.
3: The SGSNs/MMEs shall derive the information that a connection is 'subject to EAB' only via some NAS signal‘ng.
Proposed ’olutions:

- New EAB IE in OVERLOAD message in S1AP


- New message to contain an indication of the overload severity, so that the RAN can decide how many ACs to bar

- UE category not needed
Decision: Noted
	R3-120165
	EAB support
	Intel
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SIMTC
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sasha Sirotkin (Intel). This paper proposes to discuss and agree the following:

1: To extend RANAP OVERLOAD message sent fIom the CN to the RNC to include the EAB category information.

2: To extend S1AP OVERLOAD START message sent from the MME to the eNB to include the EAB information.
Proposed solutions:

- New EAB IE in OVERLOAD message in S1AP/RANAP.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120290
	EAB impacts on RAN3
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). The message of this paper is that RAN3 should not be impacted by EAB, i.e., there should be no impact on S1AP/RANAP messages.
Decision: Noted
****************************************************************************

Summary of RAN2 agreements:

1. There will be two separate indications internally in the UE, delay tolerant and EAB type.


- For Rel-11 these will be linked together the UE (will be configured in the same way). This will change in the future.
2. EAB will be able to bar selectively per PLMN

3. EAB could be used for CN Overload control

EAB (RAN3) functions:

1. EAB activation at the eNB / RNC for CN Overload.

LTE Options:



a. Signalling via new IE in S1 Overload message




- Huawei, Intel, ALU, ZTE, Vodafone, Samsung, NEC



b. Signalling by reusing existing Overload message + O&M configuration




- NSN, CATT, Ericsson


UMTS Options:



a. Signalling via new IE in Iu Overload message




- Huawei, Intel, ZTE, Vodafone, Samsung



b. Signalling by reusing existing Overload message + O&M configuration




- NSN, CATT, Ericsson, ALU, NEC

2. What other functionality? (e.g., what functionality is addressed by the UE category indication?)
Not Treated:

	R3-120077
	EAB Introduction
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	962
	-
	B
	SIMTC-RAN_OC-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120078
	EAB Introduction
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	1151
	-
	B
	SIMTC-RAN_OC-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120249
	CN Overload Control of Traffic subject to EAB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	SIMTC-RAN_OC, TEI11
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120250
	CN Overload Control of Traffic subject to EAB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	974
	-
	B
	SIMTC-RAN_OC, TEI11
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120166
	EAB support for UMTS
	Intel
	CR
	25.413
	1155
	-
	C
	SIMTC
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120167
	EAB support for LTE
	Intel
	CR
	36.413
	966
	-
	C
	SIMTC
	Rel-11
	


New bands
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-120228
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	CR
	25.461
	78
	-
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This CR proposes to add E850 band to TS25.461.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-120229
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	CR
	25.466
	44
	-
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120456
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	CR
	25.466
	44
	1
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This CR proposes to add E850 band to TS25.466.
Agreed, but then revised by MCC: Wrong meeting header in the coverpage.

-> Revised and agreed in R3-120456.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-120230
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	CR
	25.423
	1732
	-
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-120457
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	CR
	25.423
	1732
	1
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This CR proposes to add support for the E850 band in TS25.423.
Agreed, but then revised by MCC: Wrong meeting header in the coverpage.

-> Revised and agreed in R3-120457.

Decision: Agreed
Not Treated:

	R3-120093
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 – 849 MHz) to TS25.466
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	CR
	25.466
	43
	-
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120094
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 – 849 MHz) to TS25.423
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	CR
	25.423
	1729
	-
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	

	R3-120095
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 – 849 MHz) to TS25.461
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	CR
	25.461
	77
	-
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11
	


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

	R3-120251
	Support for DL-only Carrier for CA
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_DL_FDD700-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper discusses the necessary changes to RAN3 specifications to align them with other groups for enabling DL-only carrier aggregation in time for Rel-11. It is proposes to signal over X2 the presence of DL-only carrier cells.
Q: What is the restriction for this specific new band?

A: eNB cannot handover the UE to a neighbour Band XY cell (it can only be used as supplemental downlink)

RAN4 work on Band XY is ongoing. It would be good to have an LS from RAN4 stating what is the actual restriction for the new band in term of (PCC) mobility.

Decision: Noted
	R3-120252
	Introduction of DL-only Carrier
	Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T
	CR
	36.423
	492
	-
	B
	LTE_DL_FDD700-Core 
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-120147
	New SID proposal: LTE-HRPD Inter RAT SON
	China Telecommunications
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by JinLian Wu (China Telecommunications). This SI proposal was presented for information.
Decision: Noted
23.
Any other business

24.
Closing of the meeting

The meeting was closed at 16:21 on Friday 10.2.2012 by the Chairman.
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Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #75

	Tdoc #
	Title
	Source Tdoc
	Source
	Contact
Company
	Release
	Work Item
	Agenda Item
	Decision

	R3-120004
	Reply LS on Fast Return after CSFB (To: SA2; Cc: CT1, RAN3)
	GP-111871
	CERAN2
	Ericsson
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	5
	Noted

	R3-120005
	Reply LS on agreements on SRVCC from CS to PS (To: SA2; Cc: SA, RAN3, CT1, CT3, CT4)
	GP-111900
	CERAN2
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	rSRVCC
	14.1
	Noted

	R3-120006
	Response LS on physical-layer measurement for network-based positioning (To: RAN2, RAN4; Cc: RAN3)
	R1-114454
	RAN1
	Ericsson
	Rel-11
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	5
	Noted

	R3-120007
	Reply LS on Physical Layer Measurement for network positioning (To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	R1-114456
	RAN1
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	5
	Noted

	R3-120008
	Reply LS to “UL Interference in the scope of the Carrier-Based Hetnet ICIC WID” (To: RAN3; Cc: RAN4)
	R1-114460
	RAN1
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	12.1.1
	Noted

	R3-120009
	LS on RAN1 agreements on uplink Closed Loop Transmit Diversity for HSPA (To: RAN2, RAN3; Cc: RAN4) 
	R1-114463
	RAN1
	Huawei
	Rel-11
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	14.2
	Noted

	R3-120010
	LS on feICIC (To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	R1-114468
	RAN1
	NTT DoCoMo
	Rel-11
	eICIC_enh_LTE-Core
	22
	Noted

	R3-120011
	LS on additional special subframe configuration for E-UTRA TDD in Rel-11 (To: RAN; Cc: RAN2, RIN3, RAN4)
	R1-114469
	RAN1
	CMCC
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	5
	Noted

	R3-120012
	LS on peak rate limitations in CT1 specifications for 8C-HSDPA (To: CT1; Cc: CT4, RAN3)
	R2-116476
	RAN2
	Ericsson
	Rel-11
	8C_HSDPA-Core
	14.2
	Noted

	R3-120013
	LS response on Physical Layer measurement for network-based positioning (To: RAN2; Cc: RAN1, RAN3)
	R4-116300
	RAN4
	Ericsson
	Rel-11
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	5
	Noted

	R3-120014
	SA1 Proposed Response LS to SA5 on including Wi-Fi / LTE RAT combination for Inter-RAT ESM (To: SA5; Cc: SA2, RAN2, RAN3)
	S1-113178
	SA1
	Intel
	Rel-11
	FS_OAM_ES_iRAT
	5
	Noted

	R3-120015
	LS on EAB Requirement for RAN Sharing (To: RAN2, GERAN2, SA2; Cc: RAN3)
	S1-113385
	SA1
	ZTE
	Rel-11
	SIMTC
	5
	Noted

	R3-120016
	Reply LS on length of security in PWS (To: SA3, CT1, RAN2, GERAN2, SA2; Cc: RAN3)
	S1-113459
	SA1
	RIM
	Rel-11
	PWS_Sec
	5
	Noted

	R3-120017
	Reply LS on Emergency Call Handling and Closed Cells (To: RAN3)
	S2-115412
	SA2
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	5
	Noted

	R3-120018
	LS on agreements on SRVCC from CS to PS (To: RAN3, GERAN2, CT1, CT3, CT4)
	S2-115422
	SA2
	Ericsson
	Rel-11
	rSRVCC
	14.1
	Noted

	R3-120019
	LS on Wifi offload for energy saving purpose (To: SA5; Cc: SA1, RAN2, RAN3)
	S2-115477
	SA2
	Huawei
	Rel-11
	FS_OAM_ES_iRAT
	5
	Noted

	R3-120020
	Reply LS on TCE IP for UTRAN (To: RAN3)
	S5-113885
	SA5
	Huawei
	Rel-10
	OAM-PM-UE
	5
	Noted

	R3-120021
	Response LS on error scenarios and signalling impacts (To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2)
	S5-113886
	SA5
	Huawei
	Rel-10
	OAM-PM-UE
	5
	Noted

	R3-120022
	Reply LS on Limitation on PS voice RAB for Intra UMTS SRVCC (To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, CT1)
	S2-120402
	SA2
	ZTE
	Rel-8
	RANimp-HSPAVoIP
	5
	Noted

	R3-120023
	Reply LS on MME/eNB behaviour in case of broken SCTP connection (To: RAN3, CT4; Cc: RAN2)
	S2-120404
	SA2
	Huawei
	Rel-11
	TEI11
	5
	Noted

	R3-120024
	Response LS on Absolute Start Time for MBMS Data Delivery (To: RAN3; Cc: CT4, SA5)
	S2-120406
	SA2
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	18
	Noted

	R3-120330
	Preparation Work in 3GPP for ITU related to Final Submission to ITU-R towards Rev.11 of Rec. ITU-R M.1457 (To: RAN WGs)
	RT-120017
	ITU-R Ad Hoc
	Telecom Italia
	Rel-11
	
	5
	Noted

	R3-120358
	LS on requirements for verification of UE messages from H(e)NB to H(e)NB-GW (To: RAN3; Cc: CT1)
	S3-120205
	SA3
	Huawei
	Rel-11
	Sec11
	15
	Noted

	R3-120359
	Reply LS on RAN sharing for H(e)NB (To: RAN3, SA2)
	S3-120209
	SA3
	Deutsche Telekom
	Rel-11
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB 
	15
	Noted
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	 Tdoc
	 Title
	 LS To
	 LS Cc
	 Attachments

	R3-120348
	LS on Extended S-RNTI
	RAN2
	
	-

	R3-120373
	LS on CSFB awareness in UMTS and GERAN
	RAN2, GERAN2
	
	R3-120369

	R3-120445
	Reply LS on Preparation Work in 3GPP for ITU related to Final Submission to ITU-R towards Rev.11 of Rec. ITU-R M.1457
	ITU-R Ad Hoc
	
	R3-120382

R3-120388

R3-120443

R3-120444

	R3-120448
	LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover
	GERAN2
	
	R3-120419

	R3-120451
	LS on Capability Indicator for SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
	SA2
	CT1, GERAN2, RAN2
	

	R3-120452
	Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs
	RAN2
	
	

	R3-120453
	Clarifications on solutions for 3G Macro to Femto hand-in for non-CSG UEs
	RAN4
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	 Tdoc
	 Title
	Source
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI Code
	Rel

	R3-120228
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	25.461
	78
	-
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11

	R3-120336
	Introduction of the Security Algorithm (ZUC)
	Huawei, CATR, CATT, CMCC, China Telecom, China Unicom, ZTE, Potevio, New Postcom, HiSilicon, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	36.413
	960
	1
	B
	TEI11, EEA3_EIA3
	Rel-11

	R3-120337
	Introduction of the Security Algorithm (ZUC)
	Huawei, CATR, CATT, CMCC, China Telecom, China Unicom, ZTE, Potevio, New Postcom, HiSilicon, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	36.423
	485
	1
	B
	TEI11, EEA3_EIA3
	Rel-11

	R3-120342
	Correction of placement of Power Offset For S-CPICH for MIMO Request Indicator IE
	Ericsson
	25.423
	1734
	-
	F
	TEI10, RANimp-DC_MIMO
	Rel-10

	R3-120343
	Correction of placement of Power Offset For S-CPICH for MIMO Request Indicator IE
	Ericsson
	25.423
	1735
	-
	A
	TEI10, RANimp-DC_MIMO
	Rel-11

	R3-120375
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	36.423
	491
	1
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-120377
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	36.443
	62
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-120378
	Corrections for SON Transfer RIM application
	ZTE
	36.413
	956
	1
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-120387
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	25.413
	1153
	1
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-120397
	Addition of TAC to the neighbour information of a served cell for X2 setup and eNB update procedures
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.423
	487
	1
	C
	TEI11
	Rel-11

	R3-120408
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	36.413
	969
	2
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-120411
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	25.423
	1736
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8

	R3-120412
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	25.423
	1737
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9

	R3-120413
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	25.423
	1731
	2
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-10

	R3-120414
	The role of RNC in RNSAP Reset procedure
	NEC
	25.423
	1738
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-11

	R3-120415
	Octet String of ECGI  
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	36.413
	978
	2
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-120194
	Correction on MME/eNB behaviour in case of broken SCTP connection
	Huawei
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11

	R3-120403
	Correction of Emergency Call
	Samsung
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11

	R3-120419
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-120420
	Correction on unnecessary HO
	CATT, Alcatel-Lucent
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-11

	R3-120427
	CR for clarification of eMBMS architecture description
	CMCC, Nokia Siemens Networks, ZTE, CATT, Samsung, Huawei
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core, TEI11 
	Rel-11

	R3-120454
	Restriction on Rel-10 X2-based handover between HeNBs
	ZTE, China Unicom, Alcatel-Lucent, Samsung, LG Electronics
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-120455
	Restriction on Rel-10 X2-based handover between HeNBs
	ZTE, China Unicom, Alcatel-Lucent, Samsung, LG Electronics
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-11

	R3-120456
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	25.466
	44
	1
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11

	R3-120457
	Addition of new Band 26 for E850
	Samsung, Sprint
	25.423
	1732
	1
	B
	e850_UB-Core
	Rel-11

	R3-120458
	Correction on Reset
	Huawei
	36.444
	27
	2
	D
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11

	R3-120459
	Correct of reset
	Samsung
	36.444
	30
	3
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11

	R3-120460
	Corrections on M3 Setup and MCE Configuration Update Procedures
	Huawei
	36.444
	28
	2
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI11
	Rel-11
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[#00: Restriction on Rel-10 X2-based handover, 369] (ZTE)

- R3-120396 is a Rel-10 CR for 36.300 by ZTE. However, 36.300 already has a Rel-11 version, which means that we should have a mirror (cat A) CR for Rel-11 too. Also, the coverpage for R3-120396 has an error in it since it states that the current version is 11.0.0. I presume your intention was to have this CR for Rel-10 ? Therefore need to produce :


- a revised version of the Rel-10 CR in R3-12096 (Cat F, Rel-10, Current version: 10.6.0, no Rev number) in R3-120454.


- a new mirror CR for Rel-11 (Cat A, Rel-11, Current version: 11.0.0, no Rev number) in R3-120455
- deadline: wed 15, 12pm (noon) CET

Discussion kicked off by Juha on Monday. No comment where raised. 

R3-120454 and R3-120455 are agreed.

[#01: way forward on R11 SON] (NSN)

- merge agreements from 390, 399, 400 (as per chair’s minute)
- editorials / consistent wording
- deadline: wed 15, 12pm (noon) CET
- final Tdoc number: 426

Discussion kicked off by Nokia Siemens Networks on Monday. Comments from Ericsson, Huawei and Qualcomm discussed. Updated draft provided by Nokia Siemens Networks. Some additional comments from Qualcomm taken into account in the provided draft 3. 

It appears as draft 3 is acceptable.

Please provide the agreed version in R3-120426.

[#02: operational carrier selection at pico, 398] (NSN)

- change to “may be needed” at the end of 4.A.1
- reorganize section 4.A.2 so that is more clear what is achievable today and how it works
- remove last three bullets
- deadline: wed 15, 12pm (noon) CET
- final Tdoc number: 428

Discussion kicked off by Nokia Siemens Networks on Monday. Comments from Qualcomm and Ericsson, resulted in an updated draft. Additional comments from Qualcomm and DAC-UPC. Examples provided by Ericsson in an updated draft that generated some additional discussions. Huawei question the examples. Additional comments from Alcatel-Lucent. Updated draft provided by Nokia Siemens Networks. Additional comment from Ericsson, propose to revert back to draft 2.

I have not seen any objections to the "fall back" proposal from Ericsson.
Please provide the "draft_R3-120428 CB-ICIC_CS_wayforward v02.zip" + update from Angelo's mail as the agreed version in R3-12042.
[#03: Update TR update to RAN on H(e)NB mobility enhancements] (ALU)

- collect all agreed TPs and add to TR to RAN 
- editorials
- deadline: wed 15, 12pm (noon) CET
- final Tdoc number: 439
Discussion kicked off by Alcatel-Lucent on Monday. Comment from Ericsson on item 3 in Sec. 6.2.1.9. 

There was also a commet on the agreed unseen R3-120438 (that is one of the input documents for the TR). 438 was revised to 461, and no additional comments where raised. 

Please provide an updated draft that includes the change in the updated R3-120461 (for a final check), and try to respond to the Ericsson comment on item 3 in section 6.2.1.9.
Draft version in "draft-R3-120439-TR37803v014-Update2.zip" provided by Martin Warner is agreed. 

Please provide the agreed version in R3-120439.
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