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1
Opening of the meeting

1.1
Call for IPR

The chairman (Denis Fauconnier) welcomed the participants to the 44th RAN WG2 meeting and opened the meeting at 09.00am.

The delegates were welcomed to Sophia-Antipolis. There would be a social event, together with RAN WG3, on the Wednesday evening.
The chairman made the following IPR call:
	The attention of the delegates of this Working 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 hereby 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 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/).


NOTE:
IPRs may be declared to the Director-General or Chairman of the SDO, but not to the RAN WG2 Chairman.

2
Approval of the agenda

	R2-041920
	Agenda
	Chairman


Denis Fauconnier (Chairman) proposed the agenda for the meeting.
The group will split on the Tuesday and Wednesday (between FDD Enhanced Uplink and MBMS Stage 3).

The Thursday morning will be for the R’99/Rel-4/Rel-5 CRs and also U-TDOA, the afternoon will be split between (Network Sharing + TEI6) and (RAB Support Enhancement).

The meeting will close no later than 16h30 on the Friday.
Decision: The agenda was approved.
2b
Results of the previous meetings

2b.1
Minutes of the previous meetings
	R2-042189
	Proposed Report of RAN WG2-43, Prague, Czech Republic, 16-20 August 2004
	ETSI MCC


The report was presented by Claude Arzelier from ETSI MCC (comments received are displayed with change marks in the report for visibility).

Decision: The report was approved. The approved version is in R2-042190.
	R2-042190
	Approved Report of RAN WG2-43, Prague, Czech Republic, 16-20 August 2004
	ETSI MCC


This is the approved version of this RAN WG2 - 43 report.
	R2-042202
	Proposed report of the RAN1-RAN2 joint session during RAN1#38 and RAN2#43 in Prague, 16-20 August 2004
	ETSI MCC


The report was presented by Claude Arzelier from ETSI MCC (comments received are displayed with change marks in the report for visibility).

Decision: The report was approved (from RAN WG2 viewpoint). The approved version is in R2-042203.
	R2-042203
	Approved Report of the RAN1-RAN2 joint session during RAN1#38 and RAN2#43 in Prague, 16-20 August 2004
	ETSI MCC


This is the approved version (from RAN2 viewpoint) of this RANWG1-RAN WG2 joint session.
	R2-042204
	Proposed Report of the RAN2-SA4 joint session during RAN2#43 and SA4#32
	ETSI MCC


The report was presented by Claude Arzelier from ETSI MCC (comments received are displayed with change marks in the report for visibility).

Decision: The report was approved (from RAN WG2 viewpoint). The approved version is in R2-042205.
	R2-042205
	Approved Report of the RAN2-SA4 joint session during RAN2#43 and SA4#32
	ETSI MCC


This is the approved version of this RANWG2 - SA WG4 joint session.
2b.2
New documents

(No review is needed since the permanent documents have been approved/endorsed by TSG-RAN#24). New permanent documents following RAN#25:

	R2-042165
	25.301 version 5.3.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042166
	25.303 version 6.1.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042167
	25.304 version 5.6.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042168
	25.304 version 6.3.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042169
	25.307 version 3.4.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042170
	25.307 version 4.4.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042171
	25.307 version 5.3.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042172
	25.308 version 5.6.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042173
	25.308 version 6.2.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042174
	25.309 version 6.0.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042175
	25.331 version 3.20.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042176
	25.331 version 4.15.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042177
	25.331 version 5.10.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042178
	25.331 version 6.3.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042179
	25.346 version 6.2.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042180
	25.993 version 6.7.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042181
	34.109 version 3.10.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042182
	34.109 version 4.6.0
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042183
	34.109 version 5.4.0
	ETSI MCC


2c
Results of activities since previous meeting

See document R2-042148, RAN WG1 chairman notes on Enhanced Uplink after RAN1#38 bis (agenda item 6).
2d
Reports from other groups

2d.1
TSG RAN

	R2-042191
	Draft Report of RAN#25, Palm Springs, USA, 07-09 September 2004
	ETSI MCC


Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042192
	Highlights of RAN#25 to the SA Plenary
	TSG-RAN Chairman


Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
3
Release ’99 to Release 5 Corrections
3.1
Incoming LSs on R’99 to Rel-5
3.1.1
TSG-RAN WG1

	R2-042076
	(R1-041053, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to T1) on L1 multiplexing test coverage in 3GPP test specifications
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Hector Vayanos from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
There is no action for RAN WG2.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042077
	(R1-041227, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R1-041037) on Addition of RAB combinations on DPCH and HS-PDSCH
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Hector Vayanos from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
3.1.2
TSG-RAN WG3

	R2-042095
	(R3-041226, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-042278) on an inconsistency between TS 23.060 and TS 25.303
	RAN WG3


This Liaison Statement was presented by Patrick Fischer from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
RAN WG3 confirmed the RAN WG2 understanding. Hence, no additional action is needed.
Decision: The document was noted.
3.1.3
TSG-RAN WG4

	R2-042085
	(R4-040341, to RAN2). Reply LS on Cell Reselection parameter for CELL/URA-PCH state
	RAN WG4


This is a re-submission of the LS from the previous meeting.
Discussion:
There are CRs linked with the LS.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042086
	(R4-040568, to RAN2). Reply LS (to T1) on Hard Handover delay
	RAN WG4


This Liaison Statement was presented by Luis Barreto from Nokia.

Discussion:
There is no action from RAN WG2 anymore.
Decision: The document was noted.
3.1.4
TSG-SA and TSG-SA WGs

There was no input under this agenda item.

3.1.5
TSG-CN and TSG-CN WGs

	R2-042072
	(N1-041519, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-041261) on Re-authentication and key set change during inter-system handover
	CN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Tania Godard from Nortel.

Discussion:
CN WG1 is giving some answers here. There is a paper on this subject (proposed CRs) from Siemens (postponed from the last meeting).
Question was raised on why the case where the HFN comes close to the threshold was not handled (e.g. case of a very high speed Packet Data RAB, or case of consecutive relocations). We should have some margin.
Decision: The document was noted. We will see the CRs from Siemens.
3.1.6
TSG T and T WGs

There was no input under this agenda item.
6.1.7
ITU-R Ad-hoc
There was no input under this agenda item.
3.2
Release ’99 Corrections
Reminder: In the case of "shadow CRs" with different implementations due to the CRs (e.g. a "should" for the UE in the R’99 CR is kept as a "should" in the Rel-4 CR, while a "shall" is introduced in the Rel-5 CR), please state it clearly on the CR coversheet s (with a sentence indicating what the difference is exactly and where).

In addition, the category of the "shadow" CR changing the implementation should be "F". For example, in the case above ("should", "should" and "shall", for the R’99, Rel-4 and Rel-5 CR respectively) the categories should be "F", "A" and "F"). (In the case of "pure shadows", the categories are "F", "A" and "A"). Thankyou !

General Decisions:

	R2-042030
	Discussion on T305 handling upon a state transition
	Panasonic


This document was presented by Masato Kitazoe from Panasonic.

Discussion:
It was clarified that the UTRAN would be affected due to the note.
It was commented that if T305 is running, the UE does no action by default.
It was clarified that the mismatch is between Clause 8 and Clause 13 in RRC (even if the latest clause is supposed to be informative). Two different behaviours may be possible.
The problem happens (only) when the UE is out of service (the UE may go to idle while the network is in connected mode, then there would be a mismatch). In other UE States, this is solved by the Periodic Cell Update.
The CR is aligning with Clause 13.
The impact is in fact a non-pageability.
Decision: The document was noted. The Rel-5 CR will be proposed. A CR will align the normative section to the descriptive one. Tdocs in R2-042253 and R2-042254. CR numbers are 2435 and 2436:
	R2-042253
	Proposed CR 2435 to 25.331 [Rel-5] on T305 handling upon a state transition
	Panasonic

	R2-042254
	Proposed CR 2436 to 25.331 [Rel-6] on T305 handling upon a state transition
	Panasonic


This document was presented by Masato Kitazoe from Panasonic.

Discussion:

Decision: The CRs were agreed (as they were).
3.2.1
Proposed changes on 25.322

	R2-041936
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [R99] on Correction of MRW SUFI content setting rule
	ASUSTeK


This document was presented by Sam Jiang from ASUSTeK.

Discussion:
The need for a R’99 correction was challenged.
It was commented that it would be worth keeping the current structure of the text (to help spotting the real change).
Decision: The document was noted. The CR will be revised and presented for the Rel-5 onwards (only), in R2-042208 and R2-042209 (CR numbers are 261 and 262) (on Thursday) (the sentence on the earlier implementability will be added). The impact analysis will be improved:
	R2-042208
	Proposed CR 261 to 25.322 [Rel-5] on Correction of MRW SUFI content setting rule
	ASUSTeK

	R2-042209
	Proposed CR 262 to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Correction of MRW SUFI content setting rule
	ASUSTeK


This document was presented by Sam Jiang from ASUSTeK.

Discussion:

Decision: The consequences if not approved need to be improved. The CRs were agreed in tdocs R2-042251 and R2-042252 (CRs rev.1).
	R2-041937
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [R99] on Correction of Poll Prohibit function
	ASUSTeK


The document was revised before presentation in R2-042199:
	R2-042199
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [R99] on Correction of Poll Prohibit function
	ASUSTeK


This document was presented by Sam Jiang from ASUSTeK.

Discussion:
Question was raised if the text in subclause 9.5 was not already specifying this behaviour.
Decision: The document was noted. CRs will be proposed, for the Rel-5 onwards. In tdocs R2-042210 and R2-042211. CR numbers are 263 and 264. The sentence on earlier implementability may be added:
	R2-042210
	Proposed CR 263 to 25.322 [Rel-5] on Correction of Poll Prohibit function
	ASUSTeK

	R2-042211
	Proposed CR 264 to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Correction of Poll Prohibit function
	ASUSTeK


This document was presented by Sam Jiang from ASUSTeK.

Discussion:
The removal of the and in the “second if” (at the very end of the sentence) was commented – this part seems to be always true if the action is performed. This will be checked.
The consequences if not approved do not state anything about the system impact so far.
Decision: The CRs were revised into R2-042255 and R2-042256:
	R2-042255
	Proposed CR 263rev1 to 25.322 [Rel-5] on Correction of Poll Prohibit function
	ASUSTeK

	R2-042256
	Proposed CR 264rev1 to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Correction of Poll Prohibit function
	ASUSTeK


This document was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The CRs were agreed (as they were).
3.2.2 to 3.2.15
Void

3.2.16
Proposed changes on 25.993 on RAB/RB examples

	R2-042059
	Addition of RAB combinations for UL>DL PS rates in 25.993
	Lucent Technologies


This document was presented by Mirko Schacht from Lucent Technologies.

Discussion:
Have the UE capability classes been checked ? Some combinations do not seem possible.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042257
	Addition of RAB combinations for UL>DL PS rates in 25.993
	Lucent Technologies


This document was presented by Mirko Schacht from Lucent Technologies.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. Agreed in R2-042267. CR number is 033.
3.3
Release 4 Corrections

There was no input under this agenda item.
3.4
Release 5 Corrections
General Decisions:

	R2-041954
	Measured results on RACH
	Samsung


This document was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. The CRs were agreed, in R2-042214 and R2-042215. CR numbers are 2433 and 2434.
	R2-041998
	Discussion document on effect of RLC-ACK on fallback
	Nokia


This document was presented by Luis Barreto from Nokia.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. The UE behaviour is clear, the UTRAN has to behave accordingly.
	R2-041999
	Discussion document on measurement reverting
	Nokia


This document was presented by Luis Barreto from Nokia.

Discussion:
It was commented that the proposed phrasing was still open to different understandings.

Question on the real need for the correction was raised.
It was reminded that it is already clear in RRC that a mobile, after failure, behaves as if the message had not been received.
Decision: The document was noted. The UE has to revert the measurements in the Rel-5. It was hence decided that no CR was needed.

	R2-042023
	Discussion document on Max Number of MAC-hs header extensions
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Hector Vayanos from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
2 companies (in total) would have been in the opinion of setting a limit for the number of MAC header.

Decision: The document was noted. It was decided that the Maximum Number of MAC-hs header extensions was 8. CRs will be provided in R2-042258 and R2-042259. CR numbers are 197 and 198:
	R2-042258
	Proposed CR 197 to 25.321 [Rel-5] on Max Number of MAC-hs header extensions
	Qualcomm

	R2-042259
	Proposed CR 198 to 25.321 [Rel-6] on Max Number of MAC-hs header extensions
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Francesco Grilli from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Decision: The CRs were agreed (as they were).
	R2-042024
	Discussion document on Relevant MAC-hs reset scenarios
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Hector Vayanos from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. When a MAC-hs reset is ordered by the UTRAN without a change of serving HS-DSCH cell, when “Now” is used, some de-synchronization could arise between the UE and the Node B with regards to the MAC-hs protocols (HARQ/Re-ordering) (as the UE is not required to ensure protocol synchronization when an activation time is not specified).
	R2-042035
	Discussion on Inconsistency in START value to use for COUNT-C initialisation
	Panasonic


This document was presented by Masato Kitazoe from Panasonic.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. 
Issue 1: A flag (indicating e.g. that the reconfiguration is ongoing) may be added (at the next meeting) for the Rel-6.
Issue 2: The likelihood of this scenario was challenged. This may be stated as UE behaviour not specified.
	R2-042037
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Handling of pending AM RLC unrecoverable errors signalled by cell update, and UE behaviour on receiving "Frequency info" IE in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM message
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Nathan Teny from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
It was clarified that there was no impact on the UTRAN requirements (the tick on the coversheet will be removed).

Concerns were expressed about requiring the UE to read the CPICH Info at such a stage for the Rel-5. Is it necessary for the network ?

There seems to be an indentation error in Subclause 3.5.2.

It was commented that there are in fact are two different changes here: one for unrecoverable errors, one for the reception of the Frequency Info IE.
Decision: The document was noted. Two different CRs (to solve the two issues) will be provided. In R2-042260 and R2-042261:
	R2-042260
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Handling of pending AM RLC unrecoverable errors signalled by Cell Update
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Nathan Teny from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
8.3.1.3: the wrong indentation is still there.

Decision: The CRs were revised in R2-042268 and R2-042269 to correct the indentation. CR numbers are 2437 and 2438 (both agreed).
	R2-042261
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on the UE behaviour on receiving  "Frequency info" IE in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM message
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Nathan Teny from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
This does not seem in line with the previous agreement.

Decision: The CRs were not agreed. A revision may be provided for the next meeting.
	R2-042038
	Termination of ongoing reconfiguration from CELL_FACH to CELL_PCH/URA_PCH when UE returns from "out of service" state
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Nathan Teny from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042123
	Key use at inter-RAT handover
	Siemens


This document was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens

Discussion:
It was commented that the scenario was unlikely and did not justify a change in the Rel-5.

It was reminded that this is a race condition: will the target MSC have the new keys or not.
What is the impact on the CN ? It does not know the RAT Release of the UE.
Decision: The document was noted. The CR will be presented, but only for the Rel-6.
	R2-042124
	SCUDIF and NAS Service Change Indicator
	Siemens


This document was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens

Discussion:
It was clarified that the associated timing requirements were hard to quantify.
It was commented that the UE may also act directly on the type of channel.
Decision: The document was noted. 
	R2-042145
	Positioning Reporting inconsistencies
	Ericsson


This document was presented by Joakim Bergström from Ericsson.
Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. An email discussion will be held (rapporteur: Joakim Bergström from Ericsson, starting the week following the meeting, finishing two weeks before RAN2#45). Interfaces need also to be checked (e.g. do they go until the server or nor ?).
An email reflector list will be created to allow RAN3, GERAN2 and maybe e.g. CN1 to join (3GPP_Positioning_Reporting).
	R2-042159
	TFC Subset Variable Usage and Application of Transport Format Combination Subset
	RIM


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041931
	START values in CELL UPDATE message
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042207
	Stopping HSDPA
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Francesco Grilli from Qualcomm.
Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
3.4.1 to 3.4.4
Void
3.4.5
Proposed changes on 25.303

	R2-041930
	Clarification of inter-layer dependencies in TS 25.303
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
3.4.6
Proposed changes on 25.304

	R2-041932
	Proposed CR to 25.304 [Rel-5] on Use of access class restrictions at Inter-RAT cell change
	Ericsson

	R2-041933
	Proposed CR to 25.304 [Rel-6] on Use of access class restrictions at Inter-RAT cell change
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042047
	Proposed CR to 25.304 [Rel-5] on Correction to cell selection and reselection parameters
	NTT DoCoMo, T-Mobile

	R2-042048
	Proposed CR to 25.304 [Rel-6] on Correction to cell selection and reselection parameters
	NTT DoCoMo, T-Mobile


The document was not handled during the meeting.
3.4.7
Void
3.4.8
Proposed changes on 25.308

	R2-041921
	Proposed CR to 25.308 [Rel-5] on the Removal of sentences into brackets
	Nortel

	R2-041922
	Proposed CR to 25.308 [Rel-6] on the Removal of sentences into brackets
	Nortel


The document was not handled during the meeting.
3.4.9
Proposed changes on 25.321

	R2-041924
	Proposed CR to 25.321 [Rel-5] on Clarification on the C/T field use in the HSDPA Mac-d header
	Alcatel

	R2-041925
	Proposed CR to 25.321 [Rel-6] on Clarification on the C/T field use in the HSDPA Mac-d header
	Alcatel


The document was not handled during the meeting.
3.4.10
Proposed changes on 25.322
	R2-041974
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [Rel-5] on Adding a new SUFI as an ACK to change the transmission window
	ZTE Corporation

	R2-041975
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Adding a new SUFI as an ACK to change the transmission window
	ZTE Corporation


The document was not handled during the meeting.
3.4.11 to 3.4.12
Void

3.4.13
Proposed changes on 25.331

	R2-041929
	Proposed CR to 25.331 on Inter-RAT measurement control information
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041976
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Adding a new parameter in the ASN.1
	ZTE Corporation

	R2-041977
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Adding a new parameter in the ASN.1
	ZTE Corporation


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042000
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on cell-info-list change options
	Nokia

	R2-042001
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on cell-info-list change options
	Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042002
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on TVM in PCH states
	Nokia

	R2-042003
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on TVM in PCH states
	Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042016
	Deactivation of Compressed Mode patterns
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042031
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Handling of pending activation time from ACTIVE SET UPDATE in case of HHO and Inter-RAT HO failure
	Panasonic

	R2-042032
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Handling of pending activation time from ACTIVE SET UPDATE in case of HHO and Inter-RAT HO failure
	Panasonic


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042033
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on UTRAN setting of ciphering activation time for SRB2
	Panasonic

	R2-042034
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on UTRAN setting of ciphering activation time for SRB2
	Panasonic


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042040
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [REL-5] on Correction to HS-DSCH Reception
	InterDigital

	R2-042041
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [REL-6] on Correction to HS-DSCH Reception
	InterDigital


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042045
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Correction to cell selection and reselection parameters 
	NTT DoCoMo, T-Mobile

	R2-042046
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Correction to cell selection and reselection parameters 
	NTT DoCoMo, T-Mobile


This document was revised before presentation into R2-042249:
	R2-042249
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Correction to cell selection and reselection parameters 
	NTT DoCoMo, T-Mobile


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042146
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Corrections to IE "WAIT TIME" = 0
	Ericsson

	R2-042147
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Corrections to IE "WAIT TIME" = 0
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042157
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Clarification of Radio Bearer Downlink Ciphering Activation Time Info
	RIM

	R2-042158
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Clarification of Radio Bearer Downlink Ciphering Activation Time Info
	RIM


The document was not handled during the meeting.
3.4.14 to 3.4.15
Void

3.4.16
Proposed changes on 25.993 on RAB/RB examples
	R2-042143
	Proposed additions for 25.993 on HSPDA RABs
	T-Mobile, Siemens, Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
3b
Release 6 and beyond features general information
	R2-042194
	Work Plan
	ETSI MCC


This is the latest available version of the work plan. This document is used for visibility (comments can be given to ETSI MCC).
Approved Work Items under RAN WG2 responsibility:
TSG-RAN WG2 is leading WG for the following (Rel-6 or beyond) Work Items:

· Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN.

· FDD Enhanced Uplink – Stage 2, and Layer 2 and 3 Protocol Aspects.
· Radio access bearer support enhancement.

· Multiple Input Multiple Output antennas - Layer 2,3 aspects.

· Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN.

●
Inclusion of Uplink TDOA UE positioning method in the UTRAN specifications.
●
7.68Mcps TDD option: Layer 2 and layer 3 protocol aspects.
	R2-042195
	RAN Work Item sheets - Latest situation
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042196
	RAN Historic Work Item sheets
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042197
	RAN Study Item sheets - Latest situation
	ETSI MCC

	R2-042198
	RAN Historic Study Item sheets
	ETSI MCC


Those documents were provided for information (all closed Strudy Items or Work Items are moved into the corresponding history document).
4
Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN

NOTE:
The Work Item Acronym for MBMS CR coversheets (in RAN) is MBMS-RAN.

4.1
Incoming LSs on MBMS
4.1.1
TSG-RAN WG1

	R2-042075
	(R1-041047, to RAN2). Question on the impact of L1 limitations on MBMS
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Mark Harrison from Motorola.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
Question 1 : Yes.

Question 2 (this is for the MCCH).
Last question: TFCI based.
An answer will be sent, in R2-042216 (Motorola).
	R2-042078
	(R1-041253, to RAN2). LS on MBMS UE capability
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Mark Harrison from Motorola.

Discussion:
The question of the impact on the MSCH was raised. Could we not have 80ms of emptiness after sending the MSCH ?
It was commented that this LS seems to emphase on the FDD mode.
It was clarified that the classes of UE will be constant. E.g. there is no change of capability for MBMS.
Question on why the 20ms TTI was included for point-to-multipoint.

Decision: The document was noted. Later-on, a reply was agreed to be drafted in R2-042275 (Motorola).
	R2-042094
	(R1-041255, to RAN2). Multiplexing options for MBMS
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

Discussion:
It was reminded that the introduction of MBMS should not degrade the quality of the current services (e.g. call setup time). Hence, separate channels could be considered. 
First bullet point: will be keep open for the moment.
Separate FACH for MCCH and MTCH : Yes.
Decision: The document was noted. There will be Separate FACH for MCCH and MTCH (as already decided for the LS R2-042075). 
	R2-042092
	(R1-041048, to RAN2). LS on introduction of the MICH in 25.21x
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Hector Vayanos from Qualcomm.
Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. (The MBMS Stage 3 group was tasked to reply on this LS).
	R2-042093
	(R1-041252, to RAN2). LS on Assumptions on MBMS measurement
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Kook-Heui Lee from Samsung.

Discussion:
It was commented that the measurement occasions are defined in RAN2. This does not appear as a RAN1 issue, and RAN2 had already concluded on this issue.
The assumption was that point-to-point has priority over point-to-multipoint.
Decision: The document was noted. A reply will be sent, in R2-042217 (Siemens). If performances are good enough in the Cell_DCH State, then the performances in Cell_FACH state will follow accordingly.
4.1.2
TSG-RAN WG3

There was no document under this agenda item.
4.1.3
TSG-RAN WG4

There was no document under this agenda item.
4.1.4
TSG-SA and TSG-SA WGs

	R2-042087
	(S2-042917, to RAN2). Reply LS (to G2-040491) on Session Repetition
	SA WG2


This Liaison Statement was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.

Discussion:
SA WG2 confirmed the GERAN understanding that the session identifier must be provided.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042088
	(S2-042918, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-040832 and R2-041401) on MBMS support in UTRAN and Session Repetition
	SA WG2


This Liaison Statement was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042089
	(S2-042919, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-041398) on Summary of Agreements on Frequency Layer convergence Mechanism
	SA WG2


This Liaison Statement was presented by Alessandro Goia from Vodafone.

Discussion:
There is no specific action for RAN WG2.

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042090
	(S2-042920, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-041402) on Clarification of TMGI format
	SA WG2


This Liaison Statement was presented by Joakim Bergström from Ericsson.

Discussion:
The 3 octets are in line with the GERAN assumption.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042091
	(S2-042922, to RAN2). LS on MBMS NSAPI
	SA WG2


This Liaison Statement was presented by Sven Ekemark from Ericsson.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. RAN WG2 will wait for the reply from CN WG1.
	R2-042096
	(S2-042929, to RAN2). LS on MBMS Bearer priorities
	SA WG2


This Liaison Statement was presented by Ban Al-Bakri from Motorola.

Discussion:
R2-042073 from CN1 deals with the same subject.
Decision: The document was noted.
4.1.5
TSG-CN and TSG-CN WGs

	R2-042073
	(N1-041520, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-041395) on MBMS ARP Support in UTRAN (LS on Support of service priorities in MBMS)
	CN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Ban Al-Bakri from Motorola.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042074
	(N4-041203, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-041402) on Clarification of TMGI format
	CN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Joakim Bergström from Ericsson.

Discussion:
SA2 replied to the question in R2-042090.
Decision: The document was noted.
4.1.6
TSG GERAN
	R2-042084
	(GP-042279, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-042917) on repetition of MBMS sessions (LS on the content of the session start message)
	GERAN


This Liaison Statement was presented by Juho Pirskanen from Nokia.

Discussion:
SA WG2 has already answered the LS from GERAN.
Decision: The document was noted.
4.2
Inputs on MBMS Stage 2
4.2.1
Frequency Layer Convergence (FLC)
Dispersion – Session stop:

	R2-041956
	Dispersion of UEs after session stop
	Samsung

	R2-041986
	FLC Issue: cell re-selection after session stops
	Huawei


Discussion:
· Is the current mechanism based on Sintersearch good enough?

· UE starting PtP services can be send to other frequencies by UTRAN.
· Periodic cell update can be used to move UEs to different frequencies.
Decision: The documents were noted. Working assumption: There is a need for a new mechanism, but details are FFS. New documents on this issue are invited.
E-mail discussion on dispersion at session stop will be held. Rapporteur will be Vodafone.
Deadline will be November 1st.

Initialization of the Preferred Layer – PL start:

	R2-042113
	FLC UE management
	Siemens


This document was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens.

	R2-041957
	Management of connected mode UEs for FLC
	Samsung


This document was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

	R2-041987
	FLC Issue: on feasibility of FLC to connected mode UE
	Huawei


This document was presented by Yanhong Wang from Huawei.
Discussion:

· Existing mechanisms are good enough for UEs in idle mode and URA_PCH

· PL start could be staggered, i.e. f1 first, f2 second etc., or start PL in a subset of the cells, e.g. half first and half later, the modification periods could be different in different cells and not synchronozed

· UEs measure at paging occasions, so some natural dispersion is given by the fact that different UEs have different paging occasions.
Decision:

Working assumption: no need for a new mechanism, but new documents on this issue could be presented in future meetings.

FLC and HCS:
	R2-042004
	Frequency Layer Converge Principles
	Nokia


This document was presented by Luis Barreto from Nokia.

Discussion:
· For HCS there should be an offset on the priority, not on the R criteria

· The penalty timers are used to avoid selection a micro cell from a macro cell, but PL will most likely be use on the macro layer.  The current use of penalty timers should not be modified

· In micro cells the penalty timers can be set to 0.

Decision: The document was noted.
· If PL and HCS are done simultaneously, there will be an offset on the priority, not on the R criteria.

· The current use (R'99) of penalty timers is not modified.

· The rules for fast mobility are open – contributions are invited

	R2-042134
	Frequency Layer Convergence design principles
	Vodafone Group


This document was presented by Tim Frost from Vodafone Group.

Discussion:
Subclause 2.2:

Requirement 1: No need to check the quality of the preferred cell.

Requirement 2 (as soon as possible): Agreed. As soon as possible, as can be managed by the network.

Requirement 3: Avoid ping-ponging. Yes (of course).

Requirement 4: Ping-ponging between preferred cells for the same service. Yes.

Subclause 2.3:

Requirement 1: No.

Requirement 2, 3: This is already reflected in the specifications, but the decision on penalty timer and HCS has been captured in the discussion of the Nokia document. Sintersearch is ignored during the whole session when not in the preferred layer.
It was clarified that “any R’99 timing information” was used to mean penalty timers.

Decision: The document was noted. Some issues seem more relevant to the Stage 3 than to the Stage 2.

Open issue:
· Use on SinterRATsearch can be investigated for cases in which the preferred layer is on a different RAT.

· Measurements while on the preferred layer should be discussed when the UE has to measure interfrequency and RAT based on Sintersearch and SinterRATsearch.  Too many measurements can affect the quality of the MTCH reception.

	R2-042139
	Exceptions to frequency convergence scheme
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by Patrick Fischer from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
· It may interact with the service priorities handling

· As an alternative the reconfiguration message could indicate if FLC is applicable or not in the target state (CELL_FACH, CELL_PCH)

· CELL_FACH UEs may not use FLC 

· not good for TDD.
Decision: The document was noted.
· Working assumption:As an alternative the reconfiguration message could indicate if FLC is applicable or not in the target state (CELL_FACH, CELL_PCH).
· It is not yet decided if this flag will be applicable to URA_PCH.
· Documents are invited on the inclusion of a timer for this functionality.
	R2-041955
	Correction on FLC
	Samsung


This document was presented by (...) from Samsung.
Discussion:

Decision: The proposal was agreed. Nokia will include this change in a CR to 25.346.
	R2-042151
	MBMS services and multiple layers in FLC
	Philips


This document was presented by (...) from Philips.

Discussion:
· The use of the additional info proposed in this document is up to UE implementation.
Decision: The document was noted.
4.2.2
Session Id and repetitions

	R2-042008
	Session ID Analysis
	Motorola


This document was presented by Mark Harison from Motorola.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042044
	Handling of the Session ID in the UTRAN
	Vodafone Group


This document was presented by Tim Frost from Vodafone Group.

Discussion:
Signalling issues (subclause 2.1): Agreed.
Subclause 2.2: (the counting procedure): If the UE has already received the service and Session Id and is notified again, why replying again ? It was clarified that in this case, the UE would not reply. The idea is to count the UEs that have not already received the session.
The addition here is that mobiles in URA_PCH State or idle mode do not answer to the counting if they have already received the session.
Subclause 2.3: The proposal is that when the session stop, to have an indication to the UE to move to URA_PCH.

Decision: The document was noted. It was agreed that mobiles in URA_PCH State or idle mode do not answer to the counting if they have already received the session.
	R2-042184
	MBMS Session repetition handling
	Samsung


This document was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.

Discussion:
The UE can refuse a point-to-point MBMS Radio Bearer setup in case it has entirely received the session before.

Decision: The document was noted. A mechanism will be introduced to allow the UE to refuse a point-to-point MBMS Radio Bearer setup in case the UE has entirely received the session before.
	R2-042126
	Session Identifier Signalling and AS action
	Siemens


This document was presented by Dave Randall from Siemens.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
Working assumption:

· If the Session has already been received by the UE and the UE does not need to receive the repletion, the UE will not use the FLC rule when the same session is repeated in PtM.
4.2.3 Scheduling mechanism, L1 Combining

Combining:

	R2-042006
	Scheduling Based Soft-Combining Framework
	Motorola


This document was presented by Zhijun Cai from Motorola.

Discussion:
It was clarified that one TTI of disalignment is allowed between cells in the proposal.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042007
	MBMS Cell Specific Scheduling and Soft Combining
	Motorola


This document was presented by Zhijun Cai from Motorola.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041958
	MBMS combining and scheduling
	Samsung


This document was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

Discussion:
It was commented that scheduling may reduce the signalling level. On the other hand this may increase cell breathing.
It was commented that for a rake, soft combining can only be provided within one Node-B.
Decision: The document was noted.
Chairman’s report on theFDD MBMS decisions:
Soft and selective combining are supported.
Mixture for a given service is TBD -> ask RAN WG1.
When a service is soft combined in an RNC (e.g. streaming).
- MCCH with info on L1 combining.
- MSCH with service scheduling.
When a service is L2 combined in an RNC (e.g Sw download).
- MCCH with service info.
- MSCH with service scheduling.

	R2-042009
	Proposed CR to 25.346 [Rel-6] on Scheduling Based Soft-Combining of the PTM MBMS Traffic
	Motorola


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042005
	Performance Benefits from TFCI with MBMS Traffic
	Motorola


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041941
	MTCH Scheduling
	LG Electronics Inc.


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041979
	Some Principles for Combining, Multiplexing and Scheduling
	IPWireless


This document was presented by Derek Richards from IPWireless.

Discussion:
IPWireless proposals:
· If any combining (soft or selective) is used 

· the MCCH and MTCH should be mapped on separate CCTrCH (separate S-CCPCH for FDD)

· If any combining (soft or selective) is used on MTCH

· MSCH should be on a separate FACH from MTCH.
Decision:
· If full or partial soft combining (or TrCH combining for TDD) is used 

· the MCCH and MTCH will be mapped on separate CCTrCH (separate S-CCPCH for FDD)

· MSCH will be on a separate FACH from MTCH on the same S-CCPCH

· Reason: Error requirements are different for MSCH and MTCH

· At most one MSCH per S-CCPCH carrying MTCH.
	R2-042098
	Comments on RAN1 UE capability and multiplexing options LS
	Nokia


This document was presented by (...) from Nokia.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042099
	Feasibility of Partial Soft Combining Requirements
	Nokia


This document was presented by (...) from Nokia.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042110
	Signalling of MTCH DRx Scheduling Information
	Siemens


This document was presented by (...) from Siemens.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
· Reading of MSCH on neighbour cells is FFS.
· MSCH offset and MSCH repetition period 
· MSCH offset is with respect to an FFS reference

· MSCH repetition period and MSCH offset is included in the MCCH

· If soft combining is used, the MSCH repetition period is the same for all cells that are soft combined

· MSCH content

· Per each service:

· MBMS-ID  (FFS)
· Beginning and duration of MBMS data transmission (one contiguous block or more FFS).

· Duration can be infinite (no DTX) or this case could be signaled in the MCCH (FFS)
· Indication of no MBMS data transmission for either this period or several consecutive periods  (a period is expressed in MSCH repetition period)
These decisions will be captured in the CR on TS 25.346.
4.2.4 Other

Service priorities handling:
	R2-041951
	MBMS Service prioritization and related issues
	Samsung


This document was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041943
	Multiple Service Reception
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by SungDuck Chun from LG Electronics.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042135
	PTP/PTM selection issues
	Vodafone Group


This document was presented by Tim Frost from Vodafone Group.

Discussion:
· Conflict between MBMS and non MBMS services should be handled at NAS level

· The performance may be worse than at AS only

· Conflict between MBMS services should be handled at AS level

· The NAS signalling may be enough

· Proactive scheme vs. reactive scheme

· UL signalling to send priorities should be limited

Decision: The document was noted.
Working assumption:

· Reactive scheme

· Conflicts between MBMS and non MBMS services are handled at NAS level

· Conflicts between MBMS services are handled at AS level

· The session ID may be needed in the RB setup message

· Reception of ongoing MBMS service can be stopped (RB in CELL_DCH released) if a higher priority MBMS service is starting.

· UE will signal to the RNC the desire to switch from one service to another service, and the RNC could tear down the RB.

· An MBMS service cannot stop a non MBMS service at AS level

· This is handled in NAS

· UE cannot stop a PtP session repetition in the middle just because it has received all the data.  It can request to stop if it is interested in a higher priority service.

	R2-041942
	Consideration on Memory Usage In MBMS
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was revised before presentation into R2-042225:
	R2-042225
	Consideration on Memory Usage in MBMS
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by SungDuck Chun from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
· Only minimum UE capabilities are defined in the standard

· The UE does not signal the memory size for MBMS

· The change of memory available to RLC and MAC-hs could be signalled dynamically.

· The mechanism is already present

· Is it tested?

· The minimum UE capabilities are used for the network design, so additional memory may not help

· If the minimum UE capabilities are increased in the future we should ensure that the legacy UEs do not crash, but this may not be specified

Decision: The document was noted. Contributions are invited (see also R2-041961).
	R2-041959
	CM in MBMS
	Samsung


This document was presented by Song hun Kim from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041960
	Issues in RACH access during MBMS counting procedure
	Samsung


This document was presented by Song hun Kim from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042119
	MBMS Specific Persistence
	Siemens


This document was presented by Dave Randall from Siemens.

Discussion:
· Not clear if we have a problem

· It could be a problem if a single message 

Decision: The document was noted. An LS will be sent to RAN WG1, in R2-042223 (Samsung). To ask if multiple messages can be received on P-RACH at the same time.
	R2-041980
	Use of the abbreviation “S-CCPCH” in TS 25.346
	IPWireless


This document was presented by Derek Richards from IPWireless.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
· It will be clarified in section 3.1 "Defintions" of TS 25.346 that "S-CCPCH" for TDD means "CCTrCH carrying FACH"

· The correct names will be used in Stage 3 specifications.

	R2-041982
	Proposed CR to 25.346 [Rel-6] on Adding a scenario of MBMS Iu bearer to ptm connection
	Huawei


This document was presented by Hu Hao from Huawei.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. The proposal was agreed. It will be captured in the general CR in TS 25.346.

	R2-041983
	Proposed CR to 25.346 [Rel-6] on Recounting the number of URA-PCH state users
	Huawei


This document was presented by Hu Hao from Huawei.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. The proposal was agreed in principle. The text and figure will be updated in the general CR to TS 25.346.
	R2-041989
	Admission control of MBMS services
	Huawei


The document was withdrawn before presentation (not available).
	R2-041990
	Proposed CR to 25.346 [Rel-6] on Clarification on handling of UE in CELL_DCH state
	Huawei


This document was presented by Hu Hao from Huawei.

Discussion:
· UTRAN does not know the MBMS capabilities of the UE.
· This problem is solved in the service priority discussion.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041991
	Proposed CR to 25.346 [Rel-6] on FLC when joining during a session
	Huawei


This document was presented by Hu Hao from Huawei.

Discussion:
· The UTRAN behaviour is typically not specified in this level of detail.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042025
	Discussion document on Reception of MCCH Information
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Nathan Tenny from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted.
Working assumption:
· Map the MCCH on a indicated TrCH, rather than allowing any mapping as is currently done for FACH;

· Transmit this information on the BCCH along with the rest of the MCCH bearer information;.

· It is assumed that MCCH messages is transmitted in consecutive TTIs.

the UE could be able to use the TFC to determine when the MCCH transmission has been completed

the UE could use the TCTF field at MAC level

These conclusions (the first 3 bullets) will be captured in the CR to TS 25.346.

	R2-042054
	On the necessity to have MBMS quality measurement reports for UE conformance testing, QoS control and UTRAN optimization
	Panasonic


This document was presented by (...) from Panasonic.

Discussion:
· Too late for the Rel-6

· No UL transmission in stage 1 of MBMS

· Performance issues should be handled in the performance specs, or in the loopback specs 34.109

· Could it be considered for later releases?

· UL congestion may be a problem

· It may be possible to have this kind of proposal, even in the Rel-6, but in the test specs (34.109), which could be completed after December 2004.
Decision: The document was noted, and proposals are invited (even in RAN WG4).
	R2-042106
	Proposed CR to 25.346 [Rel-6] on Table of MCCH Content
	Siemens


This document was presented by (...) from Siemens.

Discussion:
This appears as too much details for a stage 2 document.
Decision: The document was noted. The existing table will be corrected and a draft will be circulated to interested parties.
	R2-042111
	Adding an MBMS MAC entity to the layer 2 architecture
	Siemens


This document was presented by Dave Randall from Siemens.

Discussion:
It may be more useful if and when soft combining is introduced due to tight synchronization requirements.
Decision: The document was noted.
MAC model:
UTRAN side:
· There is no need to have a separate MAC-mg and MAC-c/sh entities just to cope with soft combining, since these functions would be colocated.

· The new MAC-m functions needed for combining could be handled by internal primitives

· The MSCH will also be added to the MAC-c/sh/m model

UE model:
· Keep existing figure for serving cell (MAC-c/sh/m)

· Add a new MAC-m for each neighbouring cell (only for selective combining)

· MTCH

· MSCH (FFS).

	R2-042115
	MBMS in barred cells
	Siemens, T-Mobile


This document was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. A revision with a text proposal will be provided, in R2-042224:

	R2-042224
	MBMS in barred cells
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042186
	Discussion document on Multiplexing on MTCH S-CCPCH
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
Working assumption:

It is proposed to agree that for the purpose of the S-CCPCH carrying the MTCH(s) we would use an RB mapping similar to what is used for DCH, rather than what is used for today’s FACH.

	R2-042193
	Introduction of MBMS in UTRAN - Frame Protocol for MICH / MCCH
	Siemens


This document was presented by (...) from Siemens.

Discussion:
· No fast or dedicated power control needed on MICH.
· Data may change every repetition period.
· Some changes may be needed to the R'99 PCH frame protocol.
Decision: The document was noted. All frame protocols described in the document seem to satisfy the RAN WG2 requirements for MICH and MCCH. The choice of the actual frame protocol or user plane protocol solution is a RAN WG3 decision.
4.3
Inputs On MBMS Stage 3
4.3.1
TS 25.331 - RRC
	R2-041944
	Timing of MCCH information
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by YoungDae Lee from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
· The UE can read the MICH as soon as the MCCH has been received.
· MICH and one S-CCPCH simultaneous reception is already specified.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041952
	Introducing MBMS in RRC, working assumptions and open issues
	Samsung


This document was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.

Discussion:
· Most of the open issues were addressed in stage 2 discussions.

· Other open issues are addressed in separate documents.
Decision: The document was endorsed by RAN WG2.
	R2-041953
	Introducing MBMS in RRC, draft CR
	Samsung


This document was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.
Discussion:
· The single word "combining" should be used when it is applicable to all combining schemes.
Decision: The document was endorsed by RAN WG2. The ASN.1 will be generated after the RAN2 November meeting for e-mail approval in time for the RAN plenary in December.
	R2-041984
	Notification a change of the neighboring cell Info
	Huawei


This document was presented by Hu Hao from Huawei.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. The "or" is not needed. The remaining part will be captured in the draft RRC CR by Samsung.
	R2-041985
	UE variable MBMS_ACTIVATED_SERVICES usage in joining procedure
	Huawei


This document was presented by Hu Hao from Huawei.

Discussion:
· This requirement may be handled by the Non Access Stratum.
· It should be discussed in TSG CN and SA.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042140
	MBMS and CELL_DCH state
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by Patrick Fischer from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
· High end UEs can handle these issues in their implementations.
· The discussion on service prioritization handled some of these issues.
· The size of the active set update message may be a problem.
Decision: The document was noted.
Issue 1: It was decided that high end UEs may be able to read the MCCH while in CELL_DCH.  This will be captured in the stage 2. Further inputs are invited.

Issue 2: This information (preferred frequency) can be captured in the new "notification response" message that will be added to the RRC specification. It will be captured in the RRC CR.

	R2-042144
	MBMS RRC messages for RB Information
	Samsung, LG Electronics


This document was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.

Discussion:
· Both options could be captured in ASN.1 and the operator could decide which option to use.  This would make the ASN.1 file bigger.

· The TTI size of the MCCH is important

· The TTI adds granularity that may result in very little differences

· Per cell

· Samsung, Nokia (not strong), NEC, Motorola (not strong)

· Per service

· LG, Siemens (not strong), DoCoMo (to be confirmed)

· One solution only

· Nokia, Qualcomm, IPWireless, NEC, Nortel, Motorola.
Decision: The document was noted.
Working asumption: Per cell only.
	R2-042160
	Introduction of MBMS specific cell reselection parameters
	Siemens


This document was withdrawn before presentation (not available).
	R2-042161
	Synchronisation of measurement occasions to reduce MBMS data losses during measurements in Cell_FACH
	Siemens


This document was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens.

Discussion:
· There is no pilot bits on S-CCPCH used for MTCH, so the delta power to be used during the measurement occasion would have to be signalled to the UE.

· Selection combining and time diversity could solve this problem as well without the need of measurement occasion.
· The max power could be a problem in single radio link scenario (not much leftover power available).
· The MBMS occasions would overrule the dedicated FACH measurement occasions

· Offsets and measurement occasions are per service, and this could be a problem for UEs that want to receive only.
Decision: The document was noted. Further inputs are invited (even in RAN WG4).
4.3.2
TS 25.322 - RLC Protocol
	R2-041961
	Selective Combining Buffer Management at Overflow
	Samsung


This document was presented by (...) from Samsung.

Discussion:
· If the UE has more memory than needed by the maximum window size the flushing will not happen.
· It depends on the PDU size, which is service specific.
· The timer SC will also contribute to solve the overflow problem.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041988
	Out of sequence operations for MCCH
	Huawei


This document was presented by Hu Hao from Huawei.

Discussion:
· Two logical channels are proposed, one for MCCH critical info and one for MCCH non critical info

· An alternative solution would be the increase of the RLC SN space

· Message sizes are not very big, so there should be no need for two RLC entities

· Minimum PDU size (AM) used in R'99 is about 148 bit.  Even assuming this small value there would be no problem to transmit the RRC message, considering the sizes that have been previously discussed.

· This solution may delay the time at which we need significant changes to RLC (extended SN space)

· A new C/T field would have to be defined in the MAC header (1 bit), or the TCTF spare values could be used

· Only access info is sent as non critical info

· It is small

· It is repeated only few times in a modification period.
Decision: The document was noted.
Working assumption:

· MCCH is a single logical channel for both critical and non critical info

Further discussion documents are invited.

	R2-042107
	Draft CR to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Addition of MTCH and MCCH
	Siemens, LG Electronics, Samsung


This document was presented by Dave Randall from Siemens.

Discussion:
Editorial comments on the table were given.

Decision: The document was endorsed by RAN WG2.
	R2-042108
	Draft CR to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Addition to add of UM selective combining
	Siemens, LG Electronics, Samsung


This document was presented by Dave Randall from Siemens.

Discussion:
· The maximum size could be half of the sequence number space.
· The RLC UM SN space could be increased, but it is not proposed in this document.
Decision: The document was noted.
· Figure 4.3 should not replace the existing figure. The new figure will be added below the existing one (no need for ciphering in the new figure). The changes will be included in a revision for next meeting.

	R2-042109
	Draft CR 25.322 [Rel-6] on RLC specification for 'out of sequence' operations for MCCH
	Siemens


This document was presented by Dave Randall from Siemens.

Discussion:
· The problems described could also be solved by having separate logical channels for critical and non critical information

· Is the current RLC UM SN space sufficient?

· There could be message repetitions within a repetition period, especially at session start

· The RLC buffer has to be flushed at every modification period

Option a) is the easiest one to follow.

Decision: The document was noted.
Working assumptions:

· Option a) The transmitting RLC does not transmit more than 128 PDUs (excluding retransmissions) within a modification period i.e. wrap around is not permitted. If SDUs are received after the limit occurs they are discarded
· The CR should focus on the receive side (full description of the model).  The transmit side should only have requirements.
The CR will be revised according to these working assumptions for the next RAN WG2 meeting.
	R2-042125
	Status Report for MBMS Stage 3 for RLC
	Siemens


This document was presented by Dave Randall from Siemens.

Discussion:
· We need to support reception of out of sequence SDUs for MCCH

· We need to support reception of out of sequence PDUs for MCCH and MTCH

· Is this mandatory for all Rel-6 UEs or only for MBMS UEs?

Decision: The document was noted.
· We need to support reception of out of sequence SDUs for MCCH.
· We need to support reception of out of sequence PDUs for MCCH and MTCH.
The new requirements are mandatory for MBMS channels and should be applicable to existing channels as well. The details of the applicability of these improvements to other channels are FFS (contributions are invited).

	R2-042152
	Changes to Header Fields in RLC UM
	Philips


This document was presented by Olivier Hus from Philips.

Discussion:
· This is proposed also for non MBMS channels, e.g. for HSDPA, HSUPA.
Decision: The document was noted. The document impacts other Work Items as well.
4.3.3 TS 25.321 - MAC

	R2-041945
	Proposed Way Forward for MBMS CR to TS 25.321
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by YoungDae Lee from LG Electronics.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. The proposal was endorsed by RAN2, but the discussion documents are discussed separately below.
	R2-041946
	Discussion on MAC Model for MBMS
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by YoungDae Lee from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
See R2-042111.
Decision: The document was noted. See R2-042111.
	R2-041947
	Discussion on MAC Header for MBMS
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by YoungDae Lee from LG Electronics.
	R2-041962
	MBMS proposal for 25.321
	Samsung


This document was presented by (...) from Samsung.
	R2-042100
	Considerations on MAC headers for MBMS
	Nokia


This document was presented by Juho Pirskanen from Nokia.
Discussion:
· LG and Samsung proposals are identical with respect to the MBMS ID field (named differently in the Samsung proposal)

· TCTF field for legacy UEs are identical in Samsung and LG.

Decision:
An e-mail discussion will progress this issues. YoungDae Lee from LG Electronics will be rapporteur.
	R2-041948
	Proposed CR to TS 25.321 for the introduction of MBMS
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by Young Dae Lee from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
· "or if a dedicated logical channel is used" could be removed from section 4.2.3.x
· The bullet "Scheduling – /Buffering/Priority Handling" should be split in two parts: for FACH and DSCH
· TCTF encoding is discussed in separate documents
· MAC header changes are FFS
· The MAC-m model is discussed in separate documents
· Changes in figure 4.2.4.2.1, MAC-hs… are FFS.
Decision: The document was noted. The draft CR was endorsed.
	R2-042055
	Multiplexing options for MBMS
	Panasonic


This document was presented by (...) from Panasonic.

Discussion:
Panasonic proposal:
· If MBMS is supported on a R'99 S-CCPCH

· MTCHs onto dedicated S-CCPCH not carrying R'99 FACH
· MCCH can be on the same S-CCPCH as the R'99 FACH
· PCH and MTCH on separate S-CCPCH

Decision: The document was noted. Several companies did not want to restrict the flexibility and could not agree with the above proposal.
4.3.4
PDCP Protocol
	R2-041949
	Status report for MBMS stage 3 on PDCP
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by Young Dae Lee from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
No comments were given.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041963
	PDCP operation for MBMS
	Samsung


This document was presented by (...) from Samsung.
	R2-042114
	PDCP in MBMS
	Siemens


This document was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens.
Discussion:
Decision:
Working assumption:

Proposal A (Multi PDCP, Multi RLC, single Iu).
4.3.5
Inputs on 25.304
	R2-042039
	TS 25.304 Skeleton for MBMS
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Nathan Teny from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
· The handling the offset has been modified in the stage 2 discussions.
· No need to specify the unciphered reception in any cell state.
· Section 6.3 should be "MBMS services".
Decision: With the comments described above, the document was endorsed by RAN WG2.
	R2-042187
	Proposed CR to 25.304 [Rel-6] on Introduction of NI calculation
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by (...) from Qualcomm.

Discussion:
· State names should be removed

· MICH should be mentioned

Decision: The agreements will be captured by the rapporteur of the MBMS changes in the 25.304 CR.
4.3.6
Other Specifications
	R2-042141
	Proposed CR to 25.306 [Rel-6] on MBMS UE capabilities
	NEC


This document was presented by Michael Roberts from NEC.

Discussion:
· "Indicitive radio bit rate" column should be removed.
· The final CR will reflect the decisions on soft combining.
· The Note 5 should also be included.
Decision: The document was noted. The agreements will be captured in the 25.306 CR.
4.3.7
Preparation of November meeting (allocation of CRs, etc...)
It was commented that a large part of the procedure in RRC were separated.
5
RAB support enhancements
5.1
Incoming LS

5.1.1
TSG-RAN WG1
	R2-042079
	(R1-041256, to RAN2). LS on the usage of the secondary scrambling code for VoIMS
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by (...) from Nortel.
Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
It was reported that RAN WG1 did not draw final conclusions on the merits of the SSC-based solutions or any other solutions for VoIMS support.

Siemens/Nortel/Lucent provide a response in the papers below:

	R2-042142
	Proposed way forward on RB Configuration for IMS
	Nortel

	R2-042127
	Discussion of issues raised in Ran1 LS on usage of SSC for VoIMS
	Siemens

	R2-042060
	Header distribution for IMS
	Lucent Technologies


Summary of R2-042127:

Potential uses of SSC:  

· RTP

· Start of call uncompressed headers for ~ 1RTT 

· SRNS relocation

· context relocation requires no header update

· re-initialisation  requires uncompressed headers as at the start of the call

· Damaged context may cause uncompressed headers but at an unknown rate

· Loss due to radio conditions can occur, but not frequently (~16 consecutive lost packets)

· SIP

· 3750 – 7500 octets at start of call

· May occur during call, but not the normal case

· E.g. codec change, IMS

· RTCP cannot be discounted completely as a source of additional traffic even in the case of the point to point call

· Should be taken into account if we consider e.g. a conference call

· If RTCP can be identified then it may be discarded before transmission.

Only in the case of Header/SIP updates that do not fit into the mid-size TB size, like uncompressed headers, the complete SSC would be needed.

Clarified that PSC is filled first, and then SSC is used.  New RAB combination has not been presented

Contributions on the RAB combination are invited to be brought to RAN WG1.
The Reply LS to RAN WG1 will be in R2-042266 (Siemens).
Summary of R2-042142:
SIP may be delayed, but cannot be discarded

Identification of SIP traffic is not a complex issue and should be based upon PDP contexts

· Plan A -  SSC

· Depending RAN1 simulations on SSC required to quantify drawbacks of power offset

· Plan B – Multicode, lower SF bearer combinations

· Plan C – Higher code rate, discarding RTCP and frame stealing for uncompressed RTP/SIP

Companies should bring bearer combination proposals for the next meeting.

Summary of R2-042060:
Frame stealing proposal for transmission of SIP, uncompressed RTP, RTCP.
5.1.2
TSG-SA and TSG-SA WGs

	R2-042097
	(S4-040596, to RAN2). Reply LS On the Outcome of Harmonization of AMR Configurations
	SA WG4


The document was not handled during the meeting.
5.1.3
TSG CN and TSG CN WGs

	R2-042071
	(N1-041518, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S4-040347) on Optimisation of Voice over IMS
	CN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by (...) from Nokia.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
The application cannot completely avoid sending of RTCP.

RTCP can be delayed by up to 30 seconds.
Response from SA2/CN1 on RTCP handling outside the RAN is still awaited.

5.1.4
TSG-GERAN

5.2
Inputs on RB configurations

	R2-041964
	RLC PDU sizes for VoIMS
	Samsung


The document was not handled during the meeting.
5.3
Other Techniques
5.4
Review of ROHC Performance/parameters

	R2-041965
	ROHC parameters to be standardized for VoIMS
	Samsung


This document was presented by (...) from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
Signaled parameters 

· ROHC mode to be used for downlink (U-mode/O-mode/R-mode)

· the number of consecutive packets for upward state transition: only for O-mode

· pRTT, m1, m2: only for R- mode
Pre-defined and non signalled parameters

· k_1= n_1= k_2= n_2=1

· N= K =2 
Implementation dependent parameters (not signalled and not pre-defined)

· k_3, n_3
· K/N are not believed to strongly impact the performance, and hence have default values.

· ROHC signalling should not focus entirely on VoIMS since ROHC may be used for all services

· K3/N3 are related acks sent from decompressor to compressor to improve the reliability of decompressor update

· Check what needs to be signalled for other services - MBMS

	R2-041978
	Discussion on ROHC parameters
	Nortel


This document was presented by (...) from Nortel.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
· Taget Mode of Operation (U-mode/O-Mode/R-Mode)

· k_out_of_n parameters: (k_1, n_1), (k_2, n_2) and (k_3, n_3)

No consideration to parameters controlling R-mode.
	R2-042026
	Discussion document on Analysis of RoHC parameters
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by (...) from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Decision: the document was noted.
Do we want to mandate 3GPP ROHC implementations support particular profiles?

REVERSE_DECOMPRESSION_DEPTH may be useful for non conversational services

Upward transition interval should be specified by 3GPP, either signalled or default

Timeout packet interval/time (U mode update control)
n1 = n1 = k2 = n2 = 1

m1/m2 should be similar to upward transition interval, and either specified or signalled.

K3/n3 = ??

	R2-042116
	ROHC parameter discussion
	Siemens


This document was presented by Thomas Stadler from Siemens.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
It is agreed that the RNC should signal to the UE decompressor the target mode for operation (either O or R mode)

The table below shows the new parameters which will be added to the ROHC configuration signalled by PDCP.  

	Parameter
	Default
	Notes

	Target UE mode
	
	Use for the decompressor to set preferred mode of operation

	Upward transition interval (IR -> FO)
	2 or 3
	

	Upward transition interval (FO -> SO)
	2 or 3
	

	K_1, n_1 (full context -> static context rule)
	1, 1
	

	K_2, n_2 (static context -> no context rule)
	1, 1
	

	M1
	2 or 3 (ffs)
	Is there a need to change this dynamically based upon BLER?

	M2
	2 or 3 (ffs)
	

	K (limitation of NACK rate)
	5 or smaller (ffs)
	

	N (sparse ACK mechanism)
	2 (ffs)
	

	K (sparse ACK mechanism)
	1 (ffs)
	

	pRTT
	?
	FFS


All following values presented in 2116 are either already signalled or do not needed to be signalled (MAX_CID, LARGE_CIDS, PROFILES, FEEDBACK_FOR, MMRU, CID_INCLUSION_INFO, CONTEXT_REINITIALIZATION, NO_OF_PACKET_SIZES_ALLOWED, NO_OF_PACKET_SIZES_USED, PACKET_SIZES_ALLOWED, PACKET_SIZES_USED, PAYLOAD_SIZES, MODE, CLOCK_RESOLUTION, TS_STRIDE, REVERSE_DECOMPRESSION_DEPTH, Timeout packet interval (SO -> FO), Timeout packet interval (FO -> IR), Timeout packet interval (SO -> IR), Timeout time (SO -> FO), Timeout time (FO -> IR), Timeout time (SO -> IR), K_3, n_3 (expecting ack rule), RTT_U, RTT_L)
If there is a significant change in BLER then the ROHC configuration parameters may need to be resignalled with a bearer reconfiguration (FFS). 

5.5
Allocation of Technical Specifications to Companies for the writing of CRs for the November meeting
25.331 – CRs to PDCP info, ASN.1: Samsung.

25.323 – Addition of new parameter descriptions: Nortel.

25.862 – Summary of changes: Nokia.

6
FDD Enhanced Uplink

	R2-042148
	Chairman Notes from RAN1 #38 bis on Enhanced uplink
	RAN1 Chairman


This document was presented by Joakim Bergstrom on behalf of the RAN1 Chairman.

Discussion:
The mechanism should be allowed to be extended to a group of UEs. A group Id may hence be used instead of the UE Id.
In slide 7, does it mean that the rate scheduling was agreed to be used ?
It was clarified that the intention was that Dynamic sharing of codes between DCH and E-DCH is performed (e.g. to optimise the peak to average ratio).
Are UEs aligned at a slot or a frame level ?
Decision: The document was noted.
6.1
Incoming Liaison Statements on Enhanced Uplink

	R2-042080
	(R1-041257, to RAN2). LS on questions about E-DCH physical layer parameters
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens.

Discussion:
For the MCH modulation, the assumption until now has been five bits.
Decision:The document was noted.
	R2-042081
	(R1-041258, to RAN2). LS on scheduler related issues
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042082
	(R1-041259, to RAN2). LS on Minimum Set Support for HSUPA
	RAN WG1


This Liaison Statement was presented by (...) from Ericsson.

Discussion:
It would be useful to introduce two different notions of minimum set (for power limitation and for limited bit rate).
Decision: The document was noted.
Chairman’s summary of the decisions:
CRC is 16 bits.

Identities: Can be UE Id, Group Id and “all” Id. How-many parallel Ids per UE is TBD.
How is Id allocated ?

Aligning the DL TTIs for ACK/Rel grant channel ?

Minimum set because of power limitations: is supported.

All To Be Discusse dlater: “GbR” services are subject to CAC in RNC. Is this communicated to the Scheduler? Or given to the UE in advance ? SHO.
6.2
FDD Enhanced Uplink Architecture (e.g. MAC-e, MUX, L1 Model)

	R2-041923
	Text proposal for basic physical layer structure for FDD Enhanced Uplink
	Nortel


This document was presented by Sarah Boumendil from Nortel.

Discussion:
It was clarified that in the second figure, the indication on the right side was the HS-SCCH. The UE can be configured to up to four HS-SCCHs.
Decision: The document was noted. A revised document will be provided, in R2-042246:
	R2-042246
	Text proposal for basic physical layer structure for FDD Enhanced Uplink
	Nortel


The document was withdrawn as not available.
	R2-041926
	Proposal on FDD Enhanced uplink overall MAC architecture (for TS 25.309)
	Ericsson


The document was withdrawn as not available.
	R2-041927
	Proposal for MAC header structure for E-DCH
	Ericsson


This document was revised before presentation into R2-042244:
	R2-042244
	Proposal for MAC header structure for E-DCH
	Ericsson


This document was presented by Hakan Olofsson from Ericsson.

Discussion:
It was commented that this re-numbering scheme would be costing additional bits (due to the use of absolute values for logical channels). 2 bits for the MAC-d flows would be useful otherwise. It was replied that for more general (and likely) cases (e.g. multiple reordering queues), then this scheme could however have some added values.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041950
	Consideration On MAC-e PDU Overhead
	LG Electronics Inc.


This document was presented by Sung Duck Chun from LG Electronics.

Discussion:
It was commented that if the functionality was located in the MAC-d/MAC-es, then the Node-B would not be affected. Hence this would become more an encoding problem than an architecture problem.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041966
	EUDCH reordering requirements
	Samsung


This document was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. Re-ordering is based on TSN + Node-B tagging (CFN+sub-frame). Timer-based, window-based, etc...
	R2-041967
	EUDCH re-ordering solution
	Samsung


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041968
	Minimum set of TFC in EUDCH
	Samsung


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041981
	Proposal on FDD Enhanced uplink overall MAC architecture (for TS 25.309)
	Ericsson


This document was presented by Hakan Olofsson from Ericsson.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. We will come-back on it. The document was then revised into R2-042245:
	R2-042245
	Proposal on FDD Enhanced uplink overall MAC architecture (for TS 25.309)
	Ericsson


This document was presented by Hakan Olofsson from Ericsson.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. The content was endorsed and will be merged on the 25.309 CR by the rapporteur.
	R2-041994
	MAC-e/es architecture for UTRAN and UE
	Motorola


This document was presented by Agnes Revel from Motorola.

Discussion:
It was clarified that although figure 1 shows one entity per MAC-d flow, the proposal would be to have more than one re-ordering entity per MAC-d flow.
Decision: The document was noted. See decisions on the architecture below.
Remaining choices for the architecture (on Thursday, Chairman):

Re-ordering:

- per priority and per Mac-d flow
- per MAC-d flow

- per priority

Iub bearer per:

- MAC-d flows

- Priority flows (= re-ordering flow)

- unique per UE

Decisions for the architecture (Chairman):

Node-B receives MAC-e / es PDUs

One Iub bearer paer MAC-d flow (i.e. MAC-es PDUs carrying the MAC-d PDUs of the same MAC-d flow):
- Re-ordering in MAC-es in SRNC

- Inside a MAC-d flow, the mapping of logical channels onto re-ordering queue is defined by the RNC.
	R2-042042
	Text Proposal on Enhanced Uplink MAC Architecture for 25.309
	InterDigital, Panasonic


This document was revised before presentation into R2-042212:
	R2-042212
	Text Proposal on Enhanced Uplink MAC Architecture for 25.309
	Interdigital, Panasonic


This document was presented by Stephen Terry from Interdigital.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted. The proposal will be updated in R2-042243 (Interdigital):
	R2-042243
	Text Proposal on Enhanced Uplink MAC Architecture for 25.309
	Interdigital


This document was revised before presentation into R2-042250:
	R2-042250
	Text Proposal on Enhanced Uplink MAC Architecture for 25.309
	Interdigital, Panasonic, Motorola, Lucent Technologies, Ericsson


This document was presented by Stephen Terry from Interdigital.

Discussion:

It was reminded that there is no decision yet on E-DCH scheduling. 
Decision: The document was noted. The part associated with E-DCH Scheduling will be removed (last two sentences). The remaining part was endorsed (will be included in the 25.309 CR by the rapporteur).
	R2-042043
	Text Proposal on TDD Enhanced Uplink RAN2 Impacts for 25.804
	InterDigital


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042061
	Mac architecture for EDCH
	Lucent Technologies


This document was presented by Mirko Schacht from Lucent Technologies.

Discussion:
Using the Iub per MAC-d flow would be another possibility.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042063
	Criteria for the assembly of an MAC-e PDU
	Infineon


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042105
	Proposed CR to 25.309 [Rel-6] on E-DCH - MAC-e functionality split/Architecture
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042120
	E-DCH - MAC-e multiplexing
	Siemens


This document was presented by Burghard Unteregger from Siemens.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042122
	E-DCH - Re-ordering
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042156
	Discussion on MAC-e multiplexing and padding
	Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
6.3
QoS Requirements and QoS Architecture, TFC Selection

	R2-041934
	E-DCH outer loop power control
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041969
	Pre-emption of HARQ processor
	Samsung


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041996
	SRB mapping, E-DCH minimum set and NodeB complexity issues
	Motorola


This document was presented by Agnes Revel from Motorola.

Discussion:
For the Qos/type of traffic issue, the possible complexity of the solution was raised. It was clarified that this was more a use of QoS profile, in fact.
The need of autonomous transmission for SRB was discussed.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042010
	Loop Transmission Power Control in Enhanced Uplink
	NEC


This document was presented by Jinsock Lee from NEC.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042011
	Simulation Results for Outer Loop Power Control in Enhanced Uplink
	NEC


This document was presented by Jinsock Lee from NEC.

Discussion:
It was clarified that 
Decision: The document was noted. Power control conclusions to be included (Chairman).
	R2-042012
	On E-DCH TFC selection
	NEC


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042058
	E-DCH Coverage and switching between 2ms and 10ms TTI
	Motorola


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042062
	Proposal on E-DCH TF selction principles
	Infineon


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042101
	Rate Requests and prioritisation detection for E-DCH scheduling
	Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042121
	E-DCH - TFC Selection
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042128
	Discussion document on QoS architecture considerations
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Hector Vayanos from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042129
	Discussion document on TFC selection for E-DCH
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Hector Vayanos from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042164
	e-TFC selection for HSUPA
	Nortel


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042200
	QoS and Priority Supportive Uplink Rate Request
	NEC


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042201
	EUL Outer Loop Power Control
	Motorola


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042247
	Outerloop Power Control for E-DCH
	N TT DoCoMo


This document was presented by Takashi Suzuki from NTT DoCoMo.

Discussion:
It was commented that it is possible to adjust the SRI Target based on criteria.
It was clarified that the intention was to include all Beta factors (as in the R’99 and Rel-5).
Decision: The document was noted. See the decision on dynamic adjustment of Beta factors (Chairman. to be included).
6.4 Uplink scheduler

	R2-041993
	HSUPA uplink signalling and forward error detection
	Motorola


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041995
	Scheduling architecture for Soft Handover
	Motorola


This document was presented by Jean-Aicard Fabien from Motorola.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted (see the conclusions in Subclause 6.9).
	R2-041997
	HSUPA signalling
	Motorola


This document was presented by Jean-Aicard Fabien from Motorola.

Discussion:

A “busy bit” may be used for the non-serving cells (hence in soft handover) (to be discussed).
It was commented that the granted bit rate may be more useful than the used bit rate (the latest being dependent of the traffic).
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042056
	Enhanced Uplink for FDD: Quantity to Control
	Fujitsu


This document was presented by (...) from Fujitsu.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042057
	Enhanced Uplink for FDD: Type of grant and behaviour in SHO
	Fujitsu


This document was presented by (...) from Fujitsu.

Discussion:

It was clarified that the intention of the proposal would be to provide cell capacity information to the UE.
The relative grant can be seen as a sort of priority information. The one bit could be used to adjust the original absolute grant (a type of of rate down / rate up indication). However the initial proposal was to use more than one bit (a type of percentage).
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042064
	Soft handover consideration for Node B scheduler
	Nortel


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042065
	Node B scheduler associate signalling
	Nortel


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042066
	Per Priority Queue basis Rate Scheduling in Enhanced Uplink
	NEC


This document was presented by Cheng Hock Ng from NEC.

Discussion:

It was commented that a Group addressing could be used for this scheme.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042104
	Buffer status definition based on bounded time-delay requirement in EUL
	Alcatel


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042130
	Discussion document on RNC based RRM considerations
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042131
	Discussion document on Rate control for EUL
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042137
	Buffer status reporting
	Fujitsu


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042149
	Scheduling Grants
	Ericsson


This document was presented by (...) from Ericsson.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042153
	Node B controlled scheduling in soft handover
	Philips


The document was withdrawn as not available.
	R2-042154
	Logical Channel Starvation
	Philips


This document was revised before presentation into R2-042206:
	R2-042206
	Logical Channel Starvation
	Philips


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042162
	Scheduling in SHO
	Siemens


This document was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens.

Discussion:
It was reminded that generally, the associated perfomances (in RAN WG1) should be taken into account.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042163
	Uplink signalling for EDCH scheduling using "predicted TFC"
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042218
	EDCH Schedulling – UE grant procedures
	Ericsson


This document was presented by (...) from Ericsson.

Discussion:
It was commented that early contributions would be more efficient for the work.

It was clarified that “in combination with updates received” in Subclause 2.5 meant that a type of level is available.
It was reminded that in practice “going up” in bit rates was generally more difficult than “going down”.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042219
	On Scheduling delays
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042220
	E-DCH Scheduling – UE Request Procedures
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042248
	Autonomous Rate Ramping for common Rate Control
	NTT DoCoMo


This document was presented by Masafumi Usuda from NTT DoCoMo.

Discussion:

It was clarified that as explained in figure 2, the overall ROT would go over the limit possible. To avoid this, the threshold for the ramp down command would be set to a lower value (i.e. use of a margin).
Decision: The document was noted.
6.5
MAC/HARQ Protocol
	R2-041928
	RSN error cases
	Ericsson


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042052
	HARQ protocol for HSUPA
	Panasonic


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042067
	HARQ Downlink Signaling
	NEC


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042068
	Retransmission handling and HARQ State Synchronisation
	NEC


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042132
	Discussion document on Maximum number of HARQ re-transmissions
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042133
	Discussion document on MAC-e multiplexing
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042155
	HARQ in SHO for Enhanced Uplink
	Philips


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042188
	Discussion document on Impact of TB size signaling
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
6.6
RRC / Mobility Aspects

	R2-041970
	RB mapping approach for EUDCH
	Samsung


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-041971
	EUDCH: Initiation of 25.331 Stage-3
	Samsung


The document was not handled during the meeting.
6.7
Other

	R2-041972
	Requirement: Measurement of Buffer Status
	Samsung


This document was revised before presentation onto R2-042213:

	R2-042213
	Requirement: Measurement of Buffer Status
	Samsung


The document was not handled during the meeting.
6.8 Preparation of the November meeting (e.g. allocation of CRs)
	R2-042027
	Skeleton CR for inclusion of EUL in 25.321
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
The drafting of the drat RRC and MAC CRs will be pursued on the (RAN WG2) reflector (using HSUPA_RRC and HSUPA_MAC at the beginning of the email titles).
RRC Stage 3: telephone conference on the 20th (send email to Samsung if interested).
6.9
Conclusions (e.g. Architecture, MAC header, Combining, Beta factors, E-TFC, mapping)

Conclusions on FDD Enhanced Uplink (RAN WG2 Chairman):
Decisions

· CRC is 16 bits

· Can be UE Id, Group Id and “all” Id. How many parallel Ids per UE is TBD

· Minimum Set because of power limitations: is supported (was already decided).

Some questions:

· How is Id allocated?

· Aligning the DL TTIs for ACK/Rel grant channel??

· All TBDiscussed later: “GbR” services are subject to CAC in RNC. This is communicated to the Scheduler? Or given to the UE in advance? SHO…

Architecture decision

· Node-B receives MAC-e/es PDUs

· One Iub bearer per MAC-d flow (i.e. MAC-es PDUs carrying the MAC-d PDUs of the same MAC-d flow)

· Re-ordering in MAC-es in SRNC

· Inside a MAC-d flow, the mapping of logical channels onto re-ordering queue is defined by RNC

MAC header decision
· Share C/T field with multiple MAC-d PDUs

· Would be done in MAC-es in UE and RNC. Need is TBD

L1 model was presented and will be updated based on comments made.

· E-DCH active set can be a subset of DCH active set?
Points to come back to
· Relative grants and ACK/NACKs are soft combined from the same Node-B?

· Is there a different sub-set for relative grant and for ACK/NACK?
· Serving E-DCH and HS-DSCH cells, are they different?

Decisions on combining in SRNC
· Re-ordering is based on TSN + Node-B tagging (CFN+sub-frame).

· Timer-based/window based, etc, is up to SRNC implementation, no need to describe it.

Decision on Beta factors to control QoS of E-DCH:
· DPCCH transmission power in the same way as R99.
· In case there is no need for a DCH (SRB mapped on E-DCH), it may require a size 0 TrBlck. Same as R99 (to be checked what works in R99)

· Power offset relative to DPCCH is defined per E-TFC by RRC signaling

· SRNC may maintains up to date beta factors.
· SRNC may signal UE with the newly decided beta factors.
· Node-B includes for each MAC-es PDU sent to SRNC the number of transmissions for that MAC-es PDU.
Points FFS on Beta factors to control QoS of E-DCH
· There may be a need for some minimum traffic on E-DCH. FFS

· Need to signal beta factors to all node B(s) in E-DCH active set, FFS
· Need for MAC-d flow  boosting? To be discussed with e-TFC selection

· Computed or signaled beta factors. To be discussed after e-TFC selection.

Discussion on E-TFC selection

· Do we need a more elaborate mechanism than absolute priority mechanism to address starvation? We may need a mechanism to allow for a minimum bit rate for each MAC-d flow, to mimic R99 capability. FFS

Decisions on E-TFC 

· MUX of different MAC-d flow in same MAC-e PDU is allowed. 

· Allowed combination of MAC-d flows MUXed in same MAC-e PDU is signaled by the SRNC to the UE

· QoS profile associated for each MAC-d flow

· Beta and Max nb of transmissions

· Implicit rule when several logical channels are MUXed together: highest beta and highest number of allowed transmissions

· Further optimizations like explicit rule set by RNC is FFS

Discussion on SRB mapped on E-DCH TBD

· If grant is available, UE prioritises the SRB

· If no grant is available
· Alt 1: UE makes a request to the Node-B to ask for a grant (generic procedure)

or

· Alt 2: Autonomous transmission
· Should UE tell Node-B a little ahead?

Discussion on GBR traffic:

· Non-scheduled E-TFCs in UE

· Node-B reserves resources, statistical multiplexing gains

· e.g. for Guaranteed bit rate for delay sensitive applications such as voice

· or

· Guaranteed bit rate provided to Node-B, and scheduler acts upon it

· Guaranteed bit rate for non-delay sensitive applications such streaming

Discussion on scheduler
For a given Beta factor, there can be a correspondence E-TFC – power ratio

Absolute grant can be sent to a UE, a group of UEs, or all UEs

· No decision on number of addresses per UE

Absolute grant content proposals:

1. Maximum E-TFC index (Fujitsu, NEC, DoCoMo, Nokia, Nortel)

2. Maximum power ratio (Ericsson, Qualcomm, Motorola, Panasonic, Lucent)
3. Node-B load information (Fujitsu)
What relative grants contains:

4. Cumulative grants

1. Serving cell: dedicated or common (may be up to Nw to allocate the same channel to multiple UEs) with up/down/hold

2. Non-serving cell: dedicated or common(may be up to Nw to allocate the same channel to multiple UEs)  (up (TBD)/)down/hold

a. TBD. function of the measured CPICH power on the overloaded cells in relation to the measured CPICH power on the serving cell (Motorola)

1. Absolute is the maximum

Common grants allocation mechanism
a. Absolute grant allocated per priority (NEC, DoCoMo)

i. ramping (DoCoMo) to address allocation of Hw in Node-B

b. Using group addressing (Nortel)

c. capability to allocate a maximum bit rate to a group of UEs when cell is not congested (Ericsson). Protocol  not defined.

i. described as BUSY/NOT BUSY Mechanism to allow for autonomous transmissions up to a bit rate (Ericsson)

How are relative grants combined in the UE:

1. Minimum of all grants from all schedulers in the active set i.e. OR of down commands (all companies)

What is the associated signaling needed from UE to Node-Bs:

1. Buffer status etc sent

1. To the serving Node-B only

2. To all Node-Bs

2. Current UE grant status

1. To all Node-Bs (mirror mechanism)

3. transmission indicator

Non-scheduled data
· Guaranteed bit rate for a (MAC-d flow or logical channel TBD) is supported. This means that there can be autonomous transmissions without scheduler grant

· This is defined by the SRNC and provided to UE and Node-Bs

· Node-B reserves resources, statistical multiplexing gains

· Need for mechanisms to optimize Hw use need to be studied (FFS) e.g. tell the Node-B ahead of transmission

· This can be used for e.g. for Guaranteed bit rate for delay sensitive applications such as voice, and/or SRB

· CAC in RNC
Scheduled data
· Guaranteed bit rate for a UE is supported

· GBR provided to Node-B, and scheduler acts upon it

· This can be used for e.g. Guaranteed bit rate for non-delay sensitive applications such streaming
· Some CAC in RNC
UE Id
· RNC allocates at least one Identity to a UE. This can be shared among multiple UEs (group) or even all UEs.

· No decision on number of addresses per UE

A non-serving Node-B
· If above a given quality threshold (only one standardised or a set of values e.g. given by the RNC), has to serve a UE

· Can send hold or send a down (= overload indicator)

· If  below a given quality threshold, can ignore a UE and send a hold

· Same E-DCH active set

Absolute grant contains:
5. Maximum E-TFC index (Fujitsu, NEC, DoCoMo, Nokia, Nortel) or Maximum power ratio (Ericsson, Qualcomm, Motorola, Panasonic, Lucent)

· For a given Beta factor, there should be a correspondence E-TFC – power ratio

Decision on scheduling mechanism is solution 1 or solution 2:
Solution 1
· UE maintains a “serving Node-B grant”, which is last received absolute grant then modified by serving Node-B relative grants every TTI.

· This is independent of the relative grants of NS Node-Bs

· Assumes to send it again sometimes to cope with errors of radio I/f

· One UE relative grant from non-serving Node-B. cumulative.

· Down/hold

· by pre-defined offset (that may be dependant on the bit rate)

· option to use a Calculated offset is FFS. E.g. function of the measured CPICH power on the overloaded cells in relation to the measured CPICH power on the serving cell (Motorola)

· UE to apply a down on the current used bit rate

· When “down” from non-serving Node-Bs stops

· UE does up gradually,

· by another pre-defined offset (that may be dependant on the bit rate)

· until it reaches the serving Node-B grant

· once reached, as long as no  “down” is received by non-serving Node-Bs, UE follows serving Node-B

· When increasing rate, UE may always do up gradually

· by a pre-defined offset (that may be dependant on the bit rate)

Solution 2
· UE receives absolute grant

· UE starts based on absolute grant

· When at least one “down” from any Node-Bs

· Apply down on the last used bit rate (filtered over the past??) by pre-defined offset (that may be dependant on the bit rate)

· option to use a Calculated offset is FFS. E.g. function of the measured CPICH power on the overloaded cells in relation to the measured CPICH power on the serving cell (Motorola)

· When no “down” from any non-serving Node-Bs

· UE does up/hold/down on the last used bit rate (filtered over the past)  according to serving Node-B

· by another pre-defined offset (that may be dependant on the bit rate)

(Motorola) BUSY bit as an extra mechanism (extra common bit): ask RAN1 if they could accept the L1 aspect. Need to be confirmed also in RAN2.

Other on signaling (FFS)
2. Buffer status etc sent

1. To the serving Node-B only

2. To all Node-Bs

3. Sent with MAC-e?

4. Cell load indication from serving Node-B (mean buffer occupancy)

5. Current UE grant status send to non-serving Node-Bs? (mirror mechanism)

6. Need for a transmission indicator ahead of a transmission

1. for autonomous transmissions only?

7
Other Rel-6/Rel-7 Work Items (e.g. TEI6, Network Sharing, U-TDOA)

7.1
Incoming LSs
	R2-042083
	(GP-042265, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-042940) on Circuit Switched Voice-Video Switching
	GERAN


The Liaison Statement was postponed for the next meeting.
7.2
TEI6

	R2-041935
	Proposed CR to 25.331 Rel-6 on UE L3 requirements
	Ericsson


This document was presented by Joakim Bergström from Ericsson.

Discussion:
What are the real “consequences if not approved” on the system ?

Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-041938
	Proposed CR 260 to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Correction of MRW termination on reception of ACK SUFI
	TTPCom and ASUSTeK


This document was revised before presentation into R2-042262 (CR unchanged, only coversheet):
	R2-042262
	Proposed CR 260 to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Correction of MRW termination on reception of ACK SUFI
	TTPCom and ASUSTeK


The CR was Postponed for the next meeting (up to the company to present it again).

	R2-041939
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Handling lost STATUS PDU
	ASUSTeK


The CR was Postponed for the next meeting (up to the company to present it again).
	R2-041940
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [Rel-6] on On-line recovery of HFN synchronization due to RLC UM SN problem
	ASUSTeK


The CR was Postponed for the next meeting (up to the company to present it again).
	R2-042015
	Cell reselection behavior
	TeliaSonera


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042017
	Default configurations in Rel-6
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042018
	Changes to CELL UPDATE message needed to allow Physical Channel Establishment in Soft Handover
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042019
	Signalling of UTRAN Release on BCCH
	Qualcomm


This document was presented by Francesco Grilli from Qualcomm.

Discussion:

Question was raised on why the current practice (the network indicates to the UE what it shall send) was not used instead, instead of having broadcast information. It was clarified that the bit simply indicates the support of a feature.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042020
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [Rel-6] on CRCLC-Config-Req in LOCAL_SUSPEND State
	Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042021
	Proposed CR to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Protocol error detection and recovery
	Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042022
	Proposed CR to 25.301 [Rel-6] on Uncomplete logical channel identification for FACH
	Nokia


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042028
	Discussion document on RLC Status reporting enhancement
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042029
	Discussion document on General RLC enhancements
	Qualcomm


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042049
	Additional frequency bands
	NTT DoCoMo, Motorola and Nokia


This document was presented by Takashi Suzuki from NTT DoCoMo.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted. 16 values may go in a Rel-5 critical extension.
	R2-042050
	Introduction of inter-frequency measurement reporting in CELL_FACH
	Nortel


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042051
	SRBs mapping on HS-DSCH
	Nortel


This document was presented by Claudiu Mihailescu from Nortel.

Discussion:

Layer 2 mechanisms are available. A Layer 1 mechanism could also be defined. A node-B to RNC indicator could be used (to clear channels) as well.
One bit could be used instead to indicate the serving cell (one “bit SRB”).
Decision: The document was noted. An LS will be sent to RAN WG1, in R2-042265 (Nortel).
	R2-042102
	SIB enhancements for Direct transition to CELL_DCH
	Nokia


This document was presented by Juho Pirskanen from Nokia.

Discussion:
Question was asked on why a dedicated signalling was not used. This would be another possibility.
Decision: The document was noted. See also R2-042150.
	R2-042103
	Enhancements to Serving HS-DSCH cell change
	Nokia


This document was presented by Juho Pirskanen from Nokia.

Discussion:
Does the change need to be optimised with the Active Set Update ?
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-042112
	Discussion on CPICH/RSCP measurements
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042117
	Optimisation of Radio Bearer setup procedure
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042118
	Timing Analysis of Radio Bearer setup procedure
	Siemens


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042136
	Call setup delay anaysis and way forward
	Vodafone Group


The document was withdrawn as not available.
	R2-042138
	CCCH message constraints
	LG Electronics Inc.


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042150
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Direct transition to CELL_DCH
	Ericsson, TeliaSonera


This document was presented by Joakim Bergstrom from Ericsson.

Discussion:
The need for the second threshold was challenged.

There are 16 bits left in the Cell Update message.
Decision: The CR will be revised for the next meeting.
	R2-042185
	Use of "Selected PLMN" in RRC
	Samsung


This document was presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout from Samsung.

Discussion:
Decision: The document was noted.
Chairman’s conclusions:
Principles for PLMN selection:

· AS sends the list to NAS

· NAS selects the SELECTED_PLMN

· NAS maintains up to date SELECTED_PLMN + “ePLMN list” to AS. It is not changed by AS. It is not changed by AS.
Principles for cell re-selection:

· NAS maintains up to date SELECTED_PLMN + “ePLMN list” to AS. It is not changed by AS.

· The UE performs re-selection to a cell which is suitable i.e. for at least a PLMN Id sent in the target cell. Suitable cell is based on SELECTED_PLMN + “ePLMN list”.
· IDT is always performed towards the PLMN which makes the cell suitable.
· In case multiple PLMNs make the cell suitable, AS asks NAS to select which one to IDT to

· This allows for multiple PLMNs to be suitable when using UTRAN sharing. If this is not a necessary scenario, CN WG1 can inform RAN WG2.
Principles for handover:

· NAS maintains up to date SELECTED_PLMN + “ePLMN list” to AS. It is not changed by AS.

· UTRAN RRC provides to the UE

· A PLMN Id

· Received on Iucs in case of shared networks.
Use term “PLMN of the current cell” if needed for PLMN scope.
A Liaison Statement will be sent to CN1 and SA2 (Cc GERAN) (e.g. the solution was found). LS in R2-042263 (Motorola). LS to SA2 in R2-042264 (TeliaSonera).

A CR to clean-up the RRC specification will be presented (Samsung). The CR on Network Sharing will be presented as well (TeliaSonera). (those two CRs are for the next meeting, RAN2#45).
7.3
Inclusion of Uplink TDOA UE positioning method in the UTRAN specifications
	R2-041992
	Inclusion of Uplink TDOA UE positioning method in 3GPP TS25.305
	TruePosition


This document was presented by Rhys Robinson and Gunnar Heine  from TruePosition.

Discussion:
Clarification questions on subclause 5.2.3. It was reminded that retrieving the information was time critical. However, the procedure used to do so was challenged.
The LMU used here is functionally separated (unlike an associated LMU), hence it could be renamed U-TDOA LMU in the architecture.
The TDD mode needs to be taken into account. The Signalling flow may also be updated. However, care should be taken to avoid over-duplication of figures/clauses.
Decision: The document was noted. The update will be incorporated in a new proposal, for RAN2#45.
7.4
Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN
	R2-041973
	Reduction of the CELL UPDATE message size
	Samsung


The document was withdrawn as not available.
	R2-042013
	Proposed CR to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Network Sharing and multiple PLMN
	TeliaSonera


The document was not handled during the meeting.
	R2-042014
	Proposed CR to 25.304 [Rel-6] on Network Sharing and multiple PLMN
	TeliaSonera


The document was not handled during the meeting.
8
Liaison and output to other groups

8.1
TSG-RAN plenary

8.2
TSG-RAN WG1

	R2-042216
	Proposed Reply LS to RAN WG1 on the impact of L1 limitations on MBMS
	Motorola


This Liaison Statement was presented by Mark Harrison from Motorola.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was agreed (as it was).
	R2-042217
	Proposed Reply LS to RAN WG1 on Assumptions on MBMS measurement
	Siemens


Will be agreed over the reflector. Sending by Monday the 11th October, agreement by Friday the 15th October. The LS was agreed by email reflector following the meeting.
	R2-042223
	Proposed LS to RAN WG1 on Question on the number of simultaneous PRACH message transmission
	Samsung


This Liaison Statement was presented by (...) from Samsung.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was agreed (as it was).
	R2-042265
	Proposed LS to RAN WG1 on SRBs mapping on HS-DSCH
	Nortel


This Liaison Statement was presented by Claudiu Mihailescu from Nortel.

Discussion:

How is the high priority nature of a signalling Radio Bearer handled when there is no resource ? This is handled in the Iub (as for HSDPA).
The sentence on the mapping of Signalling Radio Bearers on HS-DSCH needs to be re-phrased. The scheme is possible but some optimisations are possible (to speed-up the connection).
It was commented that there are limited mobilities foreseen so far. This may also affect the coverage.
Decision: The LS will be re-worded (e.g. to update the paragraph on mapping). Revised in R2-042271 (Chairman) (agreed).
	R2-042266
	Proposed Reply LS to RAN WG1 on the usage of the secondary scrambling code for VoIMS
	Siemens


This Liaison Statement was presented by Toby Proctor from Siemens.

Discussion:
What is the exact scope of the simulations ?

Will the separation between RCP and RTCP happen ? SA WG2 would need to clarify this first.
Decision: The LS will be re-phrased, into R2-042273.Will be agreed over the reflector. Sending by Monday the 11th October, agreement by Friday the 15th October. The LS was agreed by email reflector following the meeting.
	R2-042275
	LS to RANWG1 on minimum UE capability
	Motorola


Will be agreed over the reflector. Sending by Monday the 11th October, agreement by Friday the 15th October. The LS was agreed by email reflector following the meeting, in R2-042276.
8.3
TSG-RAN WG3
8.4
TSG-RAN WG4

8.5
TSG-SA and TSG-SA WGs

8.5.1
TSG-SA

8.5.2
TSG-SA WG1

8.5.3
TSG-SA WG2
	R2-042222
	Proposed Reply LS to SA WG2 on MBMS issues
	Samsung


This Liaison Statement was presented by Himke van der Velde from Samsung.

Discussion:
It was clarified that the first overall bullet, the awareness of the UE was split between AS and NAS.

It was reminded that the answer from SA2 clarifying if the UE signals its capabilities to the CN or not is still awaited. The sentence (first sub-bullet) will be re-phrased to leave it open.
Decision: The LS was revised, into R2-042270 (Samsung, agreed).
	R2-042264
	Proposed LS to SA2 on the conclusion of Inter-RAT handover from non-shared 2G network to shared 3G network
	TeliaSonera


This Liaison Statement was presented by Anders Dahlen from TeliaSonera.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was agreed (as it was).
8.5.5
TSG-SA WG5

8.6
TSG-CN and TSG-CN WGs

8.6.1
TSG-CN plenary

8.6.2
TSG-CN WG1

	R2-042263
	Proposed LS to CN1 (Cc GERAN) on selected PLMN
	Motorola


This Liaison Statement was presented by Richard Burbidge from Motorola.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS will be clarified. It was revised in R2-042272 (agreed).
8.6.3
TSG-CN WG2

8.6.4
TSG-CN WG3

8.6.5
TSG-CN WG4

8.6.6
TSG-CN WG5

8.7
TSG-T and TSG-T WGs

8.7.1
TSG-T plenary

8.7.2
TSG-T WG1

8.7.3
TSG-T WG2

8.7.4
TSG-T WG3

8.8
TSG-GERAN and TSG-GERAN WGs

8.8.1
TSG-GERAN plenary

8.8.2
TSG-GERAN WG1

8.8.3
TSG-GERAN WG2

8.8.4
TSG-GERAN WG3

8.8.5
TSG-GERAN WG4

9
Any other business

There was no input under this agenda item.
10
Closing of the meeting

The Chairman closed the meeting and thanked the delegates for their work. 

Deadline for input documents for the WG2#45 meeting in Shin-Yokihama:

-
Requesting Tdoc numbers for all releases: Tuesday 09 November 2004, midnight Pacific time.

-
Submission of Tdocs for R'99, Rel-4 and Rel-5: Tuesday 09 November 2004 midnight Pacific time.

-
Submission of Tdocs for Rel-6: Thursday 11 November 2004 midnight Pacific time.
Approved E-mail discussions:

Topic






Rapporteur

Closing date

Dispersion at session stop



Vodafone

01st of November 2004
R2-042217. Reply LS to RAN WG1 on
Assumptions on MBMS measurement


Siemens

15th October 2004
R2-042273. Reply LS to RAN WG1 on the usage
of the secondary scrambling code for VoIMS

Siemens

15th October 2004

R2-042275. LS to RAN WG1 on minimum
UE capability





Motorola

15th October 2004

Positioning Reporting inconsistencies


Ericsson

05th november 2004
(Telephone Conference for RRC for

Enhanced Uplink)




Samsung

On the 20th October 2004.
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C.1
Release '99 and Rel-4/Rel-5 linked Rs

NOTE:
In this subclause can be found CRs with common subject, starting at the R’99.

The "shadow" CRs can be "pure shadows" (cat. A), or not (cat. F).

C.1.1
25.301

C.1.2
25.302

C.1.3
25.303

C.1.4
25.304

C.1.5
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C.2.1
25.306

C.2.2

25.307

C.2.2
25.322

C.2.3
25.331

C.2.4
25.993

C.3
Release 5 CRs and Rel-6 linked CRs

C.3.0
25.301
C.3.1
25.304

C.3.1a
25.305

C.3.1b
25.308

C.3.2
25.321

	R2-042258
	Agreed CR 197 to 25.321 [Rel-5] on Max Number of MAC-hs header extensions
	Qualcomm

	R2-042259
	Agreed CR 198 to 25.321 [Rel-6] on Max Number of MAC-hs header extensions
	Qualcomm


C.3.3
25.322
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	Agreed CR 261rev1 to 25.322 [Rel-5] on Correction of MRW SUFI content setting rule
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	Agreed CR 264rev1 to 25.322 [Rel-6] on Correction of Poll Prohibit function
	ASUSTeK


C.3.4
25.331

	R2-042214
	Agreed CR 2433 to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Measured results on RACH
	Samsung

	R2-042215
	Agreed CR 2434 to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Measured results on RACH
	Samsung


	R2-042253
	Agreed CR 2435 to 25.331 [Rel-5] on T305 handling upon a state transition
	Panasonic

	R2-042254
	Agreed CR 2436 to 25.331 [Rel-6] on T305 handling upon a state transition
	Panasonic


	R2-042268
	Agreed CR 2437 to 25.331 [Rel-5] on Handling of pending AM RLC unrecoverable errors signalled by Cell Update
	Qualcomm

	R2-042269
	Agreed CR 2438 to 25.331 [Rel-6] on Handling of pending AM RLC unrecoverable errors signalled by Cell Update
	Qualcomm


C.3.5
25.993

C.3.6
34.109

 C.4
Release 6 CRs

C.4.1
25.303
C.4.2
25.331

C.4.2
25.346
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