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1. Introduction
It is clear from the status report and the status in RAN2 that it is premature to close the SID on “REL-12 Study on Small Cell Enhancements for E-UTRA and E-UTRAN – Higher-layer”. Also the rapporteur is proposing that the study is extended with one quarter to resolve the open issue on the User Plane Architecture.
Given that the end of Rel-12 is approaching fast, it does not seem preferable to spend one quarter only on the aspect of the user plane architecture. Instead it would be beneficial to progress this work as much as possible during the coming quarter. In this contribution we propose a way forward for the coming quarter.
2. Rationale
To progress the work on Small Cell – higher layer, and especially inter-eNB Carrier Aggregation which seems to be the main solution on the table, we think it would not be preferable to only strive for a decision on this UP-architecture aspect in the coming quarter. I.e. it seems preferable to progress the topic of inter-eNB CA as much as possible in the coming quarter: 

A) Technical discussions related to UP architecture decision

To come to a good decision on UP architecture, it seems beneficial to obtain a better understanding of some of the implementation complexity/benefits of the proposed solutions. I.e.:
Proposal 1: 
To come to a motivated UP architecture decision, RAN2 should study more detailed technical aspects of the different UP architectures e.g. including BSR handling in an UL bearer split solution, impact of flow control on overall throughput for solutions where flow control over Xn is required, how to enable AQM in different architectures,….
Obviously these more detailed UP architecture aspects can be studied in the extended SID.
B) Technical discussions on topics not impacted by the UP architecture decision

In addition to the technical topics listed under A), we assume it should also be possible to make progress on many topics that are not impacted by the UP architecture decision. Examples of such topics are:
General:

· Scope of inter-eNB CA solution:  e.g. limited to 2 cells or e.g. up to 5 cells; How many cells in MeNB/SeNB ? 

Control Plane aspects:

· Functional allocation between MeNB and SeNB

· Signalling flows for main scenarios, e.g.
· Scell allocation

· Scell removal

· MeNB related reconfiguration (e.g. should it inform the SeNB if it impacts the SeNB configuration ?)

· SeNB related reconfiguration

· 
How is SeNB configuration provided by SeNB to MeNB ? I.e. via RRC IE's or by XnAP IE's ?

· 
Does the MeNB need to interprete/encode the information coming from the SeNB, or does the MeNB just include it the information received from the SeNB in a container to the UE (i.e. MeNB can blindly trust the SeNB) ?

User plane aspects:

· DRX principles
· Handling of activation/deactivation

· Random access procedure

· Power headroom reporting

Question is how these issues could be best discussed in RAN2: i.e. would it be good to start a WID for discussing these topics in the coming quarter, or could they be discussed as part of the ongoing SID.
In order to limit unnecessary organisational overhead, we assume it would be best to progress above topics as part of the SID in the coming quarter. Note also that for most/all of these topics it could be argued that they should be addressed by a SID in order to limit broad solution freedom in the WID phase.
We assume it is not necessary for RAN to agree on a detailed list of issues that RAN2 is allowed to work on during the remaining SID phase, but instead we can rely on the RAN2 chairman to propose selected topics in the meeting agenda.

Proposal 2: 
In addition to progressing the UP architecture topic, RAN2 is requested to make as much as possible progress on other SCE-higher layer topics as part of the extended SID. It is left to the RAN2 chairman to put selected topics on the agenda of each of the two RAN2 WG meetings in 2013 Q4.

Proposal 3:   In order to achieve this, it would be desirable to have at least the same TU-allocation as in recent RAN2 meetings for this SID in the coming two RAN2 meetings i.e. 3 TU’s each.

3. Summary and Proposal
It should be clear that in order to still enable inter-eNB CA as part of Release-12, it is essential to make as much as possible progress in the coming quarter, both on the selection of the UP-architecture as well as on other topics. Therefore it is proposed that:
Proposal 1: 
To come to a motivated UP architecture decision, RAN2 should study more detailed technical aspects of the different UP architectures e.g. including BSR handling in an UL bearer split solution, impact of flow control on overall throughput for solutions where flow control over Xn is required, how to enable AQM in different architectures,….
Proposal 2: 
In addition to progressing the UP architecture topic, RAN2 is requested to make as much as possible progress on other SCE-higher layer topics as part of the extended SID. It is left to the RAN2 chairman to put selected topics on the agenda of each of the two RAN2 WG meetings in 2013 Q4.

Proposal 3:   In order to achieve this, it would be desirable to have at least the same TU-allocation as in recent RAN2 meetings for this SID in the coming two RAN2 meetings i.e. 3 TU’s each.
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