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1	Brief scope of the contributions
This document contains the summary of documents from agenda item 4.5 (“Other LTE corrections Rel-15 and earlier”) and 7.5 ("LTE Other WIs ") as per below excerpts from the session chair minutes:
[AT112-e][201][LTE] LTE Miscellaneous corrections (RAN2 VC)
Scope: 
· Discuss the CRs under AI 4.5, 7.1.X and 7.5 marked for this email discussion
	Intended outcome: 
· Discussion summary in R2-2010710 (by email rapporteur)
· Agreeable CRs by proponents (if revised versions are required, proponents should obtain Tdoc numbers from session chair or RAN2 secretary to provide those) 
	Deadline for providing comments and for rapporteur inputs:  
· Initial deadline (for companies' feedback):  1st week Fri, UTC 0900 
· Initial deadline (for rapporteur's summary in R2-2010710):  2nd week Mon, UTC 13:00
· Deadline for CR finalization: 2nd week Thu, UTC 1000 


[bookmark: _Toc54890483]By Email [201] (2)
Rel-13: RRC resume with CIoT:
R2-2009763	Correction to RRC resume for CIoT	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-13	36.331	13.16.0	4484	-	F	TEI13
R2-2009764	Correction to RRC resume for CIoT	Google Inc.	CR	Rel-14	36.331	14.15.0	4485	-	A	TEI13

Rel-14: Delay budget reporting 
R2-2008901	Removal of DelayBudgetReport message in stage 3	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility	CR	Rel-14	36.331	14.15.0	4450	-	F	LTE_VoLTE_ViLTE_enh-Core
R2-2008902	Removal of DelayBudgetReport message in stage 3	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility	CR	Rel-15	36.331	15.11.0	4451	-	A	LTE_VoLTE_ViLTE_enh-Core
R2-2008903	Removal of DelayBudgetReport message in stage 3	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.2.1	4452	-	A	LTE_VoLTE_ViLTE_enh-Core
Email 201

[bookmark: _Toc54890484]By Email [201] (1)
Rel-14: Recommended bitrate query at MAC reset:
R2-2010153	Recommended bit rate query handling at MAC Reset	Ericsson	CR	Rel-14	36.321	14.13.0	1513	-	F	LTE_VoLTE_ViLTE_enh
R2-2010154	Recommended bit rate query handling at MAC Reset	Ericsson	CR	Rel-15	36.321	15.10.0	1514	-	F	LTE_VoLTE_ViLTE_enh
R2-2010155	Recommended bit rate query handling at MAC Reset	Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	36.321	16.2.0	1515	-	F	LTE_VoLTE_ViLTE_enh
Email 201

[bookmark: _Toc54890556]By Email [201] (1)
36.306 updates:
R2-2009433	Clarification to Fallback band combination definition	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	CR	Rel-16	36.306	16.2.0	1782	1	F	TEI16	R2-2007518
Email 201

36.331 updates:
R2-2008908	Corrections to UE capabilities and SIB25	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, Ericsson	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.2.1	4453	-	F	LTE_DL_MIMO_EE-Core, LTE_eMTC5-Core, TEI16
R2-2009385	Correction on T312 timer information	ZTE Corporation, Sanechips	CR	Rel-16	36.331	16.2.0	4461	-	F	LTE_feMob-Core
Email 201


2	Discussion on the LTE legacy contributions
2.1	Rel-15 and before
The documents in [1-14] and [17-28] all concern pre-Rel-15 topics as shown below. 
	Tdoc(s), Title, Company
	Proposal(s)

	1) R2-2009763, R2-2009764: Correction to RRC resume for CIoT; Google Inc
R2-2009257, R2-2009258	Correction to RRC resume and re-establishment; Google Inc.

	Clarify that HandoverPreparation can be used for UE context retrieval for RRC resume.
The Rel-15 and Rel-16 CRs are provided in R2-2009257 and R2-2009258. However, they are not shadow CRs because the changes are not exactly the same and apply to the RRC resume and reestablishment cases. RAN3 introduced the Retrieve UE Context procedure for the RRC re-establishment case from Rel-15.
[Qualcomm]: Ok to discuss together with R2-2009257/58 here. 

	2) R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903 : Removal of DelayBudgetReport message in stage 3; Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	Correct message name to UEAssistanceInformation since DelaybudgetReport doesn't exist in RRC (anymore).

	3) R2-2010153, R2-2010154, R2-2010155: Recommended bit rate query handling at MAC Reset; Ericsson
	MAC reset should cancel triggered Recommended bit rate query procedure.



Out of these documents, at least 2) seems editorial and easy to agree, but for 1) it needs to be discusssed whether these need to be agreed from Rel-13 and Rel-14 (since the part is already captured in Rel-15/16). The changes in 3) also seem sensible (given what happens normally with MAC reset) but might require some discussion. Hence, the following proposals are made: 
Proposal S1_1: Agree to CRs R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903. 	Comment by QC (Umesh): While these CRs in particular maybe ok, it is strange to not even have a designated place to comment on the proposal or the document(s) under discussion.	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): I assumed these would not be controversial. But point taken.
DISC S1_1: Discuss if the CRs R2-2010153, R2-2010154, R2-2010155 are agreeable.
DISC S1_2: Discuss if the CRs R2-2009763, R2-2009764, R2-2009257, R2-2009258 are agreeable.

2.2	Rel-16 corrections
The following CRs all concern Rel-16 as shown below:	Comment by QC (Umesh): Editorial. Also reference numbers incorrect.	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): Thank you - old baggage left behind accidentally. 
	Tdoc, Title, Company
	Proposal(s)

	4) R2-2009433: Clarification to Fallback band combination definition; Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	
	Postponed in RAN2#111e (no time to treat online): Clarify that "band" means "band entry" in the definition of fallback BC since UE may indicate more than one band entry for one band.

	[bookmark: _Hlk33003310]5) R2-2008908: Corrections to UE capabilities and SIB25; Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, Ericsson
	Several miscellaneous corrections:
· The CR4167r2 (R2-2001731) was agreed but not implemented to RRC specification by mistake.
· Some corrections to Rel-16 UE capability references (e.g. correct field name, TDD/FDD differentiation)
· Clarification to SIB25-BR usage

	6) R2-2009385: Correction on T312 timer information; ZTE Corporation, Sanechips
	Postponed in RAN2#111e (no time to treat online): 
Harmonize description of the start condition and expiry of the timer T312 in LTE RRC to same as in NR RRC.



All of these proposals seem fairly simple, but some would benefit from checking: The proposal in 4) seems straightforward but would benefit from checking. The parts of 5) that were not implemented seem clearly such that they are agreed, but it's not clear if the same applies for all of the other changes. Only 6) seems such that it might be easy to agree. 
Proposal S2_1: Agree to intent of CR R2-2009385 and merge it to R2-2009603. 	Comment by QC (Umesh): Same comment as in Proposal S1_1. There is no place to comment on the document under discussion. 

This document seems to be a resubmission, but with a new CR number. We do not see the strong need for this CR as there is no functional change because the changes are in informative text (the normative procedure is already clear). So, this can be merged with Rapporteur’s minor corrections CR R2-2009603.	Comment by Henttonen, Tero (Nokia - FI/Espoo): Same as above - I assumed this was easy to agree. Point taken.
Proposal S2_2: Agree at least to the part of R2-2008908 that corresponds to CR4167r2 (R2-2001731). 
DISC S2_1: Discuss if the other corrections in R2-2008908 are agreeable. 
DISC S2_2: Discuss if the CR R2-2009433 is agreeable.
3	Company comments to the contributions
3.1	R2-2010153, R2-2010154, R2-2010155: Recommended bit rate query handling at MAC Reset (Ericsson)
This section deals with DISC_S1_1: 
DISC S1_1: Discuss if the CRs R2-2010153, R2-2010154, R2-2010155 are agreeable.
Two aspects should be discussed: First, whether the intent of the correction is acceptable and if it is, whether the CRs are agreeable with or without modifications.
	Company
	Agree with intent?
	Comments to the CR

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	In coverpage, Proposed change affects: ME should also be marked.

	Lenovo
	Yes
	There are number of cover page issues which need to be fixed:
· Why are Rel-15/16 CRs cat F and not cat A?
· Furthermore, the “Impacted functionality: Framework for Live Uplink Streaming” looks strange. It should be better corrected to “Recommended bit rate query procedure at MAC reset”. 
· In all CRs: in “Proposed change affects” the ME box needs to be ticked.
· There may be also inter-operability issues if the network is implemented according to this CR but the UE is not. In this case the eNB may send a wrong recommended bit rate to the UE in response to the received recommended bit rate query.

	Samsung
	Yes
	Agree with the change. Cover page should be updated as suggested by QC and Lenovo.

	Google
	Yes
	Agree with the change.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	As clarified in the email disucussion #2, There is no need to reset the procedure, and actually, the procedure can be continued, which is up to UE implementation. For example, when the Recommended bit rate query has been triggered by upper layers, during MAC reset, and the Recommended bit rate query can continue to be in triggered status, and wait for resource to transmit after MAC reset.  


	ZTE
	Yes
	

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Yes
	


Table 1. Comments to the CRs R2-2010153, R2-2010154, R2-2010155
Conclusions (DISC_S1_1): All companies except one agree that stopping the procedure at MAC reset is needed.  Some cover page issues need to be fixed as well.
Proposal 2: Agree to revised CRs R2-2010153, R2-2010154 and R2-2010155 with the following cover page changes:
· Rel-15 and Rel-16 CRs should be Cat A
· The “Impacted functionality" should be “Recommended bit rate query procedure at MAC reset”. 
· Tick the ME box in all CRs
· Add inter-operability analysis: If the network is implemented according to this CR but the UE is not, the eNB may send a wrong recommended bit rate to the UE in response to the received recommended bit rate query.

3.2	R2-2009763, R2-2009764: Correction to RRC resume for CioT; R2-2009257, R2-2009258	Correction to RRC resume and re-establishment (Google Inc)
This section deals with DISC_S1_2: 
DISC S1_2: Discuss if the CRs R2-2009763, R2-2009764, R2-2009257, R2-2009258 are agreeable.
Three aspects should be discussed: First, whether the intent of the correction is acceptable and if it is, whether the CRs are agreeable with or without modifications and what to do with the Rel-15/16 parts.
	Company
	Agree with intent?
	Comments to the CR

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	R2-2009763/64 coverpage: Given the supposed mirror CRs are not perfect mirrors for certain releases, other comments should clarify that Cat-A aspects of the CR for Rel-15 are covered in CR # 4457 (Rel-15). 
As a result, maybe Rel-15/16 CRs (R2-2009257/58) should also include TEI13 in WI code but no strong view there.
R2-2009764 coverpage: Proposed changed affects: ME [X] should be removed RAN [X] should be added.

	Samsung
	Yes
	Agree with the intention of these CRs.

	Google
	Yes
	Proponent. The CRs in R2-2009763/R2-2009764 and CRs in R2-2009257/R2-2009258 will be updated in accordance with QC’s comments.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	We think these are minor corrections and a Rel-16 CR is sufficient

	ZTE
	Yes
	Agree with the intention of these CRs.

	Lenovo
	Yes but
	All CRs (R13 to R16): For the changes in field description and conditions we think for consistency reasons it is better to say “UE context retrieval” instead of “resume” (R13/14) or “resume or re-establishment” (R15/16).

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Yes
	Similar view as Huawei: These are correct but maybe not needed from Rel-13 onwards?

	Ericsson
	No
	We do not think that this clarification is needed. There is also for reestablishment case where the UE context can be fetched. Anyway, this is also RAN3 related procedure. We do not need to mention with i.e for this and that.


Table 1. Comments to the CRs R2-2009763, R2-2009764, R2-2009257, R2-2009258

The following is ported from [Offline-008][NR15] inter-node RRC (Huawei) for R2-2009257, R2-2009258 Correction to RRC resume and re-establishment.
Q5: Do you agree with the changes?
	Company
	YES/NO
	Comments

	Huawei
	Yes
	Reasonable changes.

	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Yes
	

	Ericsson (Tony)
	Yes
	

	Nokia
	Yes
	Could go to rapporteur’s CR as this is editorial nature?

	ZTE
(LiuJing)
	Yes with comment
	Isn’t it already clear in the the explanation of HandoverPreparationInformation?
[bookmark: _Toc52790850][bookmark: _Toc29344169][bookmark: _Toc46448022][bookmark: _Toc36549185][bookmark: _Toc29343030][bookmark: _Toc36547793][bookmark: _Toc20487723]–	HandoverPreparationInformation
This message is used to transfer the E-UTRA RRC information used by the target eNB or target ng-eNB during handover preparation or UE context retrieval, e.g. in case of resume or re-establishment, including UE capability information.
If majority companies prefer to have this clarification, we suggest to at least align the wording with above yellow part. And we also prefer to merge it into Rapporteur’s CR.


	Xiaomi (Yumin)
	Yes
	

	vivo
(Wenming)
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes/no
	Seems minor/ obvious clarification i.e. not really needed (but might be included in RapCR).
It seems good to agree general principle regarding what to state in impact analysis for CRs only affecting network (CRs seem not very consistent)

	Google
	Yes
	Here are some clarifications for ZTE’s and Samsung’s comments.

The HandoverPreparationInformation is a container IE which can optionally include the as-Config with conditional presence as below. However, whether as-Config and sourceRB-ConfigIntra5GC-r15 are included in the HandoverPreparationInformation IE depends on the conditional presence. The conditional presence in the current specification only covers handover as shown below. In case of resume or re-establishment, the as-Config and sourceRB-ConfigIntra5GC-r15 are NOT included according to the description of conditional presence (see “otherwise the field is not present” in the conditional presence HO, HO2 and HO4 in the table below).  The CRs correct the conditional presence so that the source always includes the as-Config and sourceRB-ConfigIntra5GC-r15 for resume and re-establishment cases.

HandoverPreparationInformation-r8-IEs ::= SEQUENCE {
	ue-RadioAccessCapabilityInfo		UE-CapabilityRAT-ContainerList,
	as-Config							AS-Config					OPTIONAL,		-- Cond HO
	rrm-Config							RRM-Config					OPTIONAL,
	as-Context							AS-Context				OPTIONAL,		-- Cond HO
	nonCriticalExtension				HandoverPreparationInformation-v920-IEs		OPTIONAL
}

HandoverPreparationInformation-v9e0-IEs	::= SEQUENCE {
	as-Config-v9e0						AS-Config-v9e0					OPTIONAL,	-- Cond HO2
	nonCriticalExtension				HandoverPreparationInformation-v1130-IEs		OPTIONAL
}

HandoverPreparationInformation-v1540-IEs ::= SEQUENCE {
	sourceRB-ConfigIntra5GC-r15		OCTET STRING						OPTIONAL,	--Cond HO4
	nonCriticalExtension				SEQUENCE {}						OPTIONAL
}

[image: ]




Conclusions (DISC_S1_2):  The intent of the CRs in is agreeable but some companies are not sure changes are needed from Rel-13 onwards or are not needed at all. As compromise, it is proposed to consider only Rel-16 CR for now and merge it to RRC rapporteur CR.
Proposal 3: The CR R2-2009258 is postponed and should be taken into account in the next meeting RRC rapporteur CR.


3.3	R2-2008908: Corrections to UE capabilities and SIB25 (Lenovo, Motorola Mobility, Ericsson)
This section deals with DISC_S2_1: 
DISC S2_1: Discuss if the other corrections in R2-2008908 are agreeable. 
Note that the discussion here should only focus on the aspects that do not relate to CR4167r2 (R2-2001731).
	Company
	Agree with intent?
	Comments to the CR

	Qualcomm
	Yes
	

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Google
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Partially yes
	Not sure if the change for “FDD/TDD diff” of overheatingIndForSCG-r16 is needed, we understand “FDD/TDD diff” for overheatingIndForSCG-r16 and overheatingInd-r14 should be aligned.

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Yes
	

	Ericsson
	Yes
	


Table 1. Comments to the CR R2-2008908
[bookmark: _Hlk38893071][bookmark: _Hlk39066677]Conclusions (DISC S2_1):  One company things the change for "FDD/TDD diff" for for overheatingIndForSCG-r16 is not fine but otherwise the changes in R2-2008908 are agreeable. However, the rapporteur notes that th eproposed change is correct according to NOTE 2 in the IE (see below) since there is no XDD-differentiation for the parameter. 
NOTE 2:	The column FDD/ TDD diff indicates if the UE is allowed to signal, as part of the additional capabilities for an XDD mode i.e. within UE-EUTRA-CapabilityAddXDD-Mode-xNM, a different value compared to the value signalled elsewhere within UE-EUTRA-Capability (i.e. the common value, supported for both XDD modes). A '-' is used to indicate that it is not possible to signal different values (used for fields for which the field description is provided for other reasons). Annex E specifies for which TDD and FDD serving cells a UE supporting TDD/FDD CA shall support a capability for which it indicates support within the capability signalling.
NOTE 2a:	From REL-15 onwards, the UE is not allowed to signal different values for FDD and TDD unless yes is indicated in column FDD/ TDD diff (i.e. no need to introduce field description solely for the purpose of indicate no).
Proposal 4: Agree to CR R2-2008908 as it is.

3.4	R2-2009433: Clarification to Fallback band combination definition (Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell) 
This section deals with DISC_S2_2: 
DISC S2_2: Discuss if the CR R2-2009433 is agreeable.
Here the discussion should both consider if the CR intent is agreeable with or without additional changes. 
	Company
	Agree with intent?
	Comments to the CR

	Qualcomm
	TBD
	The CR is only for Rel-16, however the specification text was there since earlier releases. Wondering why this CR is essential in general, and specifically from Rel-16 only. 

	Lenovo
	
	The definition of “fallback band combination” was initially introduced in R13 36.306. But it is not clear to us whether the proposed change provides more clarity. Was any issue observed in the field between UE and NW wrt reporting of fallback band combinations or configuration of CA BCs? 

	Samsung
	
	Agree with Lenovo, we see no strong motivation to change the convention. 

	Google
	
	Wonder any misunderstanding in the current text can occur.

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	No
	We think this change is not necessary. 

	ZTE
	No
	We think the current text is clear.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Yes
	The difference between "band" and "band entry" is crucial: There may be multiple band entries for the same band in case of non-contiguous CA: In TS36.101, the item BCS is based on “Channel bandwidths for carrier”. However, in TS36.306, it is about bandwidth of the band. Hence, we would like to confirm that everyone understands this in the same way: Does the "band" in the definition refer to the band entry (i.e. aggregated bandwidth over all the CCs in the band entry) or just one carrier (i.e. one CC of the band entry)?
We assumed the correct answer would be the band entry, and we would like to understand if this is the same way everyone understands this. For example, supposed UE supports 3C(10 MHz, 10 MHz) and 3A(20 MHz) with BCS that allows both 10 MHz and 20 MHz for the 3A case. Is the latter a fallback BC of the former?
Our motivation is first and foremost like to understand if everyone considers that the proposed correction is the correct way to interpret the definition. We would be also fine to record this in chairman's notes.

	Ericsson
	No
	We also do not see any reason to misunderstand existing text.


Table 1. Comments to the CR R2-2009433
Conclusions (DISC S2_2):  Companies don't see a need for a CR but agree to the intention. It is proposed to discuss online if something needs to be confirmed in chairman's notes.
Proposal 5: The CR R2-2009433 is not pursued and it is proposed to discuss online if something needs to be confirmed in chairman's notes.
3.5	R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903: Removal of DelayBudgetReport message in stage 3 (Lenovo, Motorola Mobility) 
This section deals with Proposal_S1_1: 
Proposal S1_1: Agree to CRs R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903.
Here the discussion should consider if the CRs are agreeable with or without additional changes. 
	Company
	Agree with intent?
	Comments to the CR

	Samsung
	Yes
	

	Google
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	
	Agree with the intention. The CRs are more about editorial changes since there are no inter-operability issues and there are no impacts to the feature delay budget reporting.
So we suggest to only keep Rel-16 CR and merge it to the rapporteur CR.

	ZTE
	Yes
	

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Yes
	We don't agree with Huawei: without these CRs, RRC specifications refer to IE that does not exist. Therefore, this is not purely editorial change - we should ensure the specifications are correct!

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Note that if the Stage 2 counter parts, which are handled in email discussion [202], are merged into the rapporteur CR, the cover pages need to be updated.


Table 1. Comments to the CRs R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903
Conclusions (Proposal S1_1):  Most companies agree with the CRs but one company thinks only the Rel-16 CR is needed and suggests to merge it to rapporteur CR. However, one company thinks this is an error so Rel-14 CR is needed.
Proposal 6: Agree to the CRs in R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903.

3.6	R2-2009385: Correction on T312 timer information (ZTE Corporation, Sanechips) 
This section deals with Proposal S2_1: 
Proposal S2_1 Agree to CR R2-2009385.
Here the discussion should consider if the CR intent is agreeable with or without additional changes. 
	Company
	Agree with intent?
	Comments to the CR

	Lenovo
	Yes but
	We think that the CR merely aligns the timer description with how the use of T312 has been specified in procedure text and ASN.1 since Rel-12. Therefore, the changes are applicable from Rel-12, so CR should be added in Annex G, Table G-1 and to make it early implementable from Rel-12.

	Samsung
	Yes, but
	We think CR is editorial, i.e. cannot affect UE implementation (merely aligns informative section to procedures). Early implementation is not appropriate for such type of CRs.
We also think first change/ addition seems redundant i.e. measID for which T312 is configured implies that useT312 is configured in the associated MO. No strong view adding this clarification if majority is fine we can accept including this change.

	Google
	Yes
	

	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Yes
	We think changes from Rel-16 is acceptable and aligned with NR. 

	ZTE
	Yes
	Regarding Samsung’s comments on the first change, we think it’s better to add the start condition that “useT312 has been set to true” as the description in the normative text, since the NW can decide whether to use the T312 function even though the T312 has been configured in the associated MO. And the correction is align with the NR spec.
And agree with Lenovo’ comment to add this CR in Annex G, Table G-1 and to make it early implementable from Rel-12. Then we can update the coversheet to contain the sentence “The implementation of this CR from Rel-12 will not cause interoperability issues”.

	Qualcomm2
	Intent ok, CR can be merged to rapp CR
	This document seems to be a resubmission, but with a new CR number. We do not see the strong need for this CR as there is no functional change because the changes are in informative text (the normative procedure is already clear). So, this can be merged with Rapporteur’s minor corrections CR R2-2009603.

	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	Yes but
	As others have commented, this is mainly editorial aligning with NR. We think it's sufficient to make the change from Rel-16 since this doesn't change the timer functionally. As for early implementability, we don't think that's needed since this is an editorial correction and could be also captured in the RRC Rel-16 rapporteur CR.

	Ericsson
	Yes
	Can be merged into rapporteur CR.


Table 1. Comments to the CR R2-2009385
Conclusions (Proposal S2_1):  Companies agree with intent but think this could be merged to RRC rapporteur CR.
Proposal 7: Merge the contents of CR R2-2009385 to RRC rapporteur CR.

4	Conclusions
[bookmark: _Hlk38892258]Agreements proposed to be agreed in this meeting (from all sub-topics)
[bookmark: _Hlk38892451][bookmark: _Hlk38198097]
[bookmark: _Hlk55909850]Proposal S2_2: Agree at least to the part of R2-2008908 that corresponds to CR4167r2 (R2-2001731). 
Proposal 2: Agree to revised CRs R2-2010153, R2-2010154 and R2-2010155 with the following cover page changes:
· Rel-15 and Rel-16 CRs should be Cat A
· The “Impacted functionality" should be “Recommended bit rate query procedure at MAC reset”. 
· Tick the ME box in all CRs
· Add inter-operability analysis: If the network is implemented according to this CR but the UE is not, the eNB may send a wrong recommended bit rate to the UE in response to the received recommended bit rate query.
Proposal 3: The CR R2-2009258 is postponed and should be taken into account in the next meeting RRC rapporteur CR. Discuss online whether to do this from Rel-15 or Rel-16 onwards.
Proposal 4: Agree to CR R2-2008908 as it is.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 5: The CR R2-2009433 is not pursued and it is proposed to discuss online if something needs to be confirmed in chairman's notes.
Proposal 6: Agree to the CRs in R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903.
Proposal 7: Merge the contents of CR R2-2009385 to RRC rapporteur CR.

Open items proposed to be further discussed in this meeting (from all sub-topics)
[bookmark: _Hlk38198171]Proposal S1_1: Agree to CRs R2-2008901, R2-2008902, R2-2008903. 
Conclusions (Proposal S1_1):  Most companies agree with the CRs but one company thinks only the Rel-16 CR is needed and suggests to merge it to rapporteur CR. However, one company thinks this is an error so Rel-14 CR is needed.
Proposal S2_1: Agree to CR R2-2009385.
Conclusions (Proposal S2_1):  Companies agree with intent but think this could be merged to RRC rapporteur CR.
DISC S1_1: Discuss if the CRs R2-2010153, R2-2010154, R2-2010155 are agreeable.
Conclusions (DISC_S1_1): All companies except one agree that stopping the procedure at MAC reset is needed.  Some cover page issues need to be fixed as well.
DISC S1_2: Discuss if the CRs R2-2009763, R2-2009764 are agreeable.
Conclusions (DISC_S1_2):  The intent of the CRs in ios agreeable but some companies are not sure changes are needed from Rel-13 onwards or are not needed at all. As compromise, it is proposed to consider only Rel-16 CR for now and merge it to RRC rapporteur CR.

DISC S2_1: Discuss if the other corrections in R2-2008908 are agreeable. 
Conclusions (DISC S2_1):  One company things the change for "FDD/TDD diff" for for overheatingIndForSCG-r16 is not fine but otherwise the changes in R2-2008908 are agreeable. However, the rapporteur notes that th eproposed change is correct according to NOTE 2 in the IE (see below) since there is no XDD-differentiation for the parameter. 
NOTE 2:	The column FDD/ TDD diff indicates if the UE is allowed to signal, as part of the additional capabilities for an XDD mode i.e. within UE-EUTRA-CapabilityAddXDD-Mode-xNM, a different value compared to the value signalled elsewhere within UE-EUTRA-Capability (i.e. the common value, supported for both XDD modes). A '-' is used to indicate that it is not possible to signal different values (used for fields for which the field description is provided for other reasons). Annex E specifies for which TDD and FDD serving cells a UE supporting TDD/FDD CA shall support a capability for which it indicates support within the capability signalling.
NOTE 2a:	From REL-15 onwards, the UE is not allowed to signal different values for FDD and TDD unless yes is indicated in column FDD/ TDD diff (i.e. no need to introduce field description solely for the purpose of indicate no).

DISC S2_2: Discuss if the CR R2-2009433 is agreeable.
Conclusions (DISC S2_2):  Companies don't see a need for a CR but agree to the intention. It is proposed to discuss online if something needs to be confirmed in chairman's notes.
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Conditional presence Explanation

HO The field is mandatory present in case of handover within E-UTRA; otherwise the field is
not present.

HO2 The field is optional present in case of handover within E-UTRA; otherwise the field is not
present.

HO3 The field is optional present in case of handover from GERAN to E-UTRA, otherwise the
field is not present.

HO4 The field is mandatory present in case of handover within E-UTRA/5GC and optional
present in case of handover from NR to E-UTRA/5GC; otherwise the field is not present.

HO5 The field is optional present in case of handover within E-UTRA, or handover from NR to

E-UTRA; otherwise the field is not present.




