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1
Opening of the meeting

Gert-van Lieshout (Chairman, Samsung) opened the meeting at 09.00 am.

Soon Leh Ling from Telefonica O2 welcomed the Sevilla on behalf of the European Friends of 3GPP (EF3).
The Chairman indicated the split of the work for the week:

	
	Session 1
	Session 2
	Session 3

	Monday Morning
	LTE, sections 3-4.5
	
	UMTS (section 6) starts from coffee break

	Monday Afternoon
	LTE, sections 3-4.5
	
	UMTS

	Monday 18:00 -> 
	Joint UMTS/LTE on:

Sections 4.9 / 7
	
	

	Tuesday
	LTE, sections 3-4.5-

May split during the day in CP/UP
	(LTE CP)
	UMTS

(ASN1/Tabular in evening)

	Wednesday
	LTE UP
	LTE CP
	UMTS

	Thursday (stop at 20:00)
	LTE UP
	LTE CP
	

	Friday
	Reporting LTE CP/UP

Left-overs

Maybe MBMS (4.6)

Outgoing LTE liaisons
	
	


Source: Chairman.
1.1
Call for IPR

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 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

	R2-080001
	Proposed agenda for RAN2-60bis
	WG Chairman


Decision: The agenda was approved.
3
Minutes of the previous meeting/Reporting from other meetings

	*
	R2-080509
	3GPP Work Plan
	ETSI MCC


For information.
3.1
Reporting from RAN#38

	*
	R2-080511
	Minutes of TSG RAN-38
	ETSI MCC


For information.
	*
	R2-080512
	Highlights of TSG RAN-38 to TSG SA-38
	TSG RAN Chairman


For information.

UMTS

· Rel-7 ASN.1 frozen

· Rel-8 versions created for RAN2 UMTS specifications

· Problem with SIB5bis extension (RP-071046)
· Should analyse this problem carefully. What is the real problem ? In what releases is there/is there no problem ? Does problem occur for other extensions ?  What are solutions/workarounds ? Should report analysis to next RAN#39

· ETWS:

· Initial discussions can be taken as part of TEI-8 with focus on UMTS. Based on expected impact, we should determine whether this is better handled under separate WI or can continue under TEI-8.


LTE

· RAN agreed on the following definition for functional freezing of specifications:

change proposals for agreed functions and new functional proposals shall not be treated and approved in WGs as Release 8 LTE unless it is essential

RAN agreed on an update workplan (RP-070958): (“Freezing” is “functional freezing”)
[image: image1.emf]
· In case of “collected rapporteur CR’s”, (plan is to have rapporteur CR’s for all RAN2 LTE specifications for RAN#39), attempt to indicate where the changes made originate from, e.g. on the coversheet.

· LTE reporting:

· Will stop reporting on completion levels of the different specifications

· LTE WG rapporteur + chairman should provide open issue list to every RAN:


-  Main open issues ordered by functional area


-  Indicate dependencies to other groups 

First version of the lists of the different WG’s can be found in RP-071047.  This list will be used for monitoring progress and potential prioritisation at RAN, and for coordinating RAN dependencies to other TSG’s.

3.2
Reporting from SA#38


Guidance to SA2 in SP-070945:

Essential:
High level and common (for all accesses) functions (e.g. Roaming, QoS, etc…)


SAE for LTE - GTP variant 


SAE for LTE - PMIP variant 


Interoperation between LTE and 2G/3G


Interoperation between LTE and CDMA2000

Other:
Single Radio Voice Call Continuity for 3GPP

13 votes


SAE for generic support for non-3GPP accesses
12 votes


SAE impacts on IMS (e.g. Local Break Out aspects)
8 votes


NTT DoCoMo CS fallback


6 votes


SAE aspects of Emergency Calls (both GPRS and LTE)
4 votes


Functions & procedures for SAE to support LTE MBMS
3 votes


Functions & procedures for SAE to support Control Plane LCS
3 votes


CS over EPS



3 votes


SAE for optimised handover with WiMAX

3 votes.

3.3
Minutes from RAN2-60
	*
	R2-080510
	Minutes from RAN2#60
	ETSI MCC


The minutes were approved.
3.4
Reporting from LTE RRC adhoc in Vienna
	R2-080299
	Minutes of LTE RRC adhoc (Vienna, 13th-14th December 2007)
	WG Chairman


The document was revised before presentation (to add the participant list) in R2-080517:
	*
	R2-080517
	Minutes of LTE RRC adhoc (Vienna, 13th-14th December 2007)
	WG Chairman


Minutes were presented by Gert-jan van Lieshout (RAN WG2 Chairman).

Discussion:

LG Electronics commented that they have concern with one decision on COUNT, but are ok to endorse all decisions at this point.

Decision:

The minutes were approved and decisions endorsed. Come-back to one issue, with the input from LG Electronics: COUNT initialisation.
4
LTE Stage 2 / General issues
4.1
Incoming LSs on LTE

	R2-080318
	Need for TS 36.509 - LTE Test Loop Specification
	Rohde & Schwarz, Ericsson, T-Mobile
	Mr. Holger Jauch


See agenda item 4.5.
	R2-080583
	(S3a071017, to RAN2. Reply LS (to R2-074549) on status of security discussions in RAN2
	
	
	
	SA WG3

	R2-080584
	(S3a071018, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074587, S2-075795) on Signalling for Paging
	
	
	
	SA WG3

	R2-080585
	(S3a071023, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-075219) on algorithm input and output
	
	
	
	SA WG3

	R2-080586
	(S3a071046, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R3-072410) on Active mode key change
	
	
	
	SA WG3


The LSs were postponed for the next meeting.
	R2-080591
	(R3-072401, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S5-071951) on Automatic Neighbour Relation function
	
	
	
	RAN WG3


The LS was postponed for the next meeting.

	R2-080607
	(R1-075101, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074532) on L1 Parameters in Random Access Response
	
	
	RAN WG1


The LS was postponed for the next meeting.
	R2-080500
	(R3-072403, to RAN2). LS on Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function
	RAN WG3


The LS was postponed for the next meeting.

Home Node B:
	R2-080483
	(R4-071768, to RAN2). LS on Status of Home Node B work in RAN4
	RAN WG4


Richard Burbidge (Motorola) presented this document.

Discussion:

Value range of the (fixed) output power (lower range) is one open question for RAN WG2. Deferred to the UMTS session.
Decision: The document was noted. Value range of the (fixed) output power is deferrred to the UMTS session.
	R2-080493
	(S2-075833, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R4-071516, S3-070834) on Home NodeB/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization
	SA WG2


Richard Burbidge (Motorola) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080486
	(R4-072152, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070834) SA3 on HomeNodeB authorization / localisation
	RAN WG4


Richard Burbidge (Motorola) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted.

LTE:
	R2-080466
	(C1-073191, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R3-072025) on detection of duplicated NAS message during Inter-eNB Intra-LTE Handover
	CT WG1


Magnum Lindstrom from Ericsson presented this document.
Discussion:

This is not included in the stage 2 yet.
· Chairman asks if adding duplication detection at NAS should result in us changing our solution ? ALU assumes that there is nothing captured in our specs. Will leave this to RAN3. So maybe they will change the solution to even send a delivery failure notification in case of delivery doubt.

· Ericsson asks if NAS really needs a duplication detection mechanism ? Was indeed not needed with the current solution we had discussed (delivery failure only in case of for sure no delivery). ALU assumes little additional complexity for NAS duplication detection.
Decision: The LS was noted. RAN3 will discuss this.
	R2-080467
	(C4-071892, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R3-072019) on Transfer of PDCP SDU Sequence Numbers over X2 Interface
	CT WG1


Richard Burbidge (Motorola) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080468
	(C4-072034, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-073894) on Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications
	CT WG4
	alcatel-lucent


The document was updated in R2-080514 before the meeting (to include the missing attachment):

	R2-080514
	(C4-072034, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-073894) on Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications
	CT WG4
	alcatel-lucent


Sudeep Palat (Alcatel-Lucent) presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080480
	(R3-072408, to RAN2). LS on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery
	RAN WG3


Himke van der Velde (Samsung) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted. Reply LS in R2-080518 (Qualcomm). On the Friday, it was decided that the LS answer to the incoming LS R2-080480 will be postponed to the next meeting.
	R2-080471
	(GP-072012, to RAN2). Reply LS (to RAN WG3) on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery
	GERAN


Richard Burbidge (Motorola) presented this document.

Discussion:

· GERAN is not enthusiastic about the proposed mechanism.

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080472
	(R1-075099, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (RAN WG3) on Physical-layer Cell Identity Collision
	RAN WG1
	LG


Kim Sunhee from LG Electronics presented this document.

Discussion:

· So collisions should really be avoided.

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080473
	(R1-075102, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074595) on transmission mode for BCCH
	RAN WG1
	Samsung


Himke van der Velde (Samsung) presented this document.

Discussion:
· It seems that RAN1 have not understood the difference between a repetition period and a modification period.

· We should comment on size and parallel reception. Reply based on discussions in Control Plane session.

Decision: The LS was noted. Reply LS in R2-080520 (Ericsson).
	R2-080474
	(R1-075108, to RAN2). Reply LS (R2-074590) on SFN Reading from the Target Cell at HO
	RAN WG1


Antonella Faniuolo from Alcatel-Lucent presented this document.

Discussion:

The chairman highlighted that there is no input on this (yet) at this meeting.
So there are cases where the UE needs to know the SFN, and it is still an open issue on how the UE would obtain this SFN.
Decision: This will be added at the agenda for the next meeting (Chairman).
	R2-080475
	(R1-075113, to RAN2). LS on the contents on P-BCH
	RAN WG1


Henri Koskinen from Nokia presented this document.
Discussion:
This will be taken into acount for further work.
Decision: The document was noted. This will be taken into acount for further work.
	R2-080476
	(R3-072011, to RAN2). LS on UE Inactivity for UE historical information
	RAN WG3


Vera Vukajlovic (Ericsson) presented this document.
Discussion:
· RAN2 now has an "RRM container IE" for UE specific RRM information.

· Chairman asks why RAN3 only included this over X2, not S1 ? 

Decision: Reply after handling documents on this issue. Reply LS in R2-080521 (Nokia Siemens Networks).
	R2-080479
	(R3-072398, to RAN2). Reply LS (to RAN WG2) on status of UE specific RRM Information discussions in RAN2
	RAN WG3


Kim Sunhee from LG Electronics presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080477
	(R3-072328, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074570) on S1 functionality supporting Handover from LTE to 3GPP2/Mobile WiMAX RATs
	RAN WG3


Kyeongin Jeong from Samsung presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted. This will be handled as part of further Stage-3 work

	R2-080478
	(R3-072395, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-074802, C1-072484) on Area and Access Restrictions
	RAN WG3


Richard Burbidge (Motorola) presented this document.
Discussion:
Statement 1: 

-
All PLMN’s are broadcasted, currently as part of SIB1.

Statement 5: 

· Motorola thinks statement 5 is not in line with our current specification: we have one TAC, but the cell has up to 6 TAI’s (TAC+PLMNx) in case of PLMN sharing.

· QC thinks that bullet b is applicable for the TAU, not for the ATTACH. ALU thinks RAN3 is just repeating the UMTS solution: for any Iu establishment, the TAI is indicated.

· Ericsson wonders if the PLMN’s are indicated in the TAU response. This should probably not be needed since the UE is registered in one PLMN (NAS issue).

Decision: The LS was noted. Reply LS in R2-080522 (Motorola).
	R2-080481
	(R3-072410, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070881) on Active mode key change
	RAN WG3


Benoist Sebire (Nokia Siemens Networks) presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080482
	(R3-072414, to RAN2). LS on Paging repetition
	RAN WG3


Vera Vukajlovic (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:
· Sudeep (Alcatel-Lucent) wondered was CT1 was not put in copy, since this has some CT1 impacts: they have to do the additional work in the MME now.

· Ericsson is wondering if the eNB would repeat, whether we need a “cancel message” to stop the paging ? ALU thinks we could have, but we have not had it so far.

· ALU clarifies that in GSM, BSC/BTS repeat a few times in subsequent paging cycles, and the SGSN takes care of longer term repetitions.


· ZTE wonders if the DRX cycle could be difference for different cells in one TA ? For this reason, it might be better if the eNB repeats. Ericsson indicates that we will have a UE specific DRX, so the cycle should not depend on the eNB.

· DCM indicates that anyway the MME has to handle repetition, e.g. when paging with IMSI is needed.
Decision: The LS was noted. Reply LS in R2-080523 (Ericsson).Reply LS to CT1 and SA2 in addition, indicating that we agree that the MME has to do repetition, but we are wondering whether RAN should do short term repetitions in addition (to reduced load on MME).
	R2-080484
	(R4-071808, to RAN2). LS on Measurement Gap Design for Mobility Measurements between LTE and Mobile WiMAX
	RAN WG4

	R2-080485
	(R4-071812, to RAN2). LS on Measurement Quantities for Mobility Measurements between LTE and Mobile WiMAX
	RAN WG4


Antonella Faniuolo from Alcatel-Lucent presented those documents.

Discussion:
Will probably not see this in the Release 8 anymore, since the single-receiver solution is out for Release 8. Samsung might come with a CR to the TR to update this.
Decision: The LSs were noted.
Source below: Chairman (parallel sessions):
R2-080487:
(R4-072193, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R3-072014) on Automatic Neighbour Relation Function - RAN WG4 – ericsson
=> Noted

R2-080488:
(R4-072207, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074588) on measurement performance without NCL - RAN WG4 – Qualcomm
· So in IDLE, RAN4 thinks it would be possible to have it without NCL. Unclear yet for CONNECTED.

· Chairman asks what this decision on IDLE means for us ? Will we get two solutions (with and without NCL) ? QC thinks we need to get the performance requirements before we can take a decision. If it would be similar performance, then we could remove the NCL option potentially. QC thinks that so far it only means that we can have the case without an NCL.

· Ericsson wonders whether this thus means that the NCL should be optional for this case ?

· Motorola thinks that some companies do not have so much a concern on performance, but more on UE power consumption for this case.

· NTT DCM asks what the difference is between full NCL case and non-full NCL case ? E.g. would we use different formats for the reporting (index for full NCL case). NTT DCM thinks it would be nice if we could avoid differences. Motorola clarifies that this is about connected mode and we don’t take any decision on that yet.

· QC wonders if there are really 2 solutions: even if full NCL, would you exclude the UE to camp on the best cell ? I.e. QC assumes that always detected set cells will be supported.

· Motorola assumes that with  full NCL, the UE is only allowed to reselect to these cells. Ericsson asks why not reselect to detected set cells ? Motorola assumes that when a full-NCL is provided, there are no requirements on the UE to reselect to anything else. This could enable some battery power. QC agrees with Ericsson. Also NTT has this opinion.

· NTT DCM clarifies that with the Motorola assumption we would not need the blacklist.

· For IDLE mode, we will have 2 solutions in RAN2: with and without a full NCL for this case. Still unclear what the difference will be in detail, e.g. w.r.t. to handling of detected set cells.

· For IDLE mode, FFS if we can remove the option with the full NCL (dependant on performance, UE power consumption,….)

R2-080489:
(S1-071845, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-073846) on support of “regional provisioning of service” in SAE/LTE - SA WG1 – nsn
=> Noted (will take care in further work)

R2-080490:
(S2-075795, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074587) on signalling for paging - SA WG2 – Samsung
· So IMSI used for paging occasion calculation. IMEI might have be supported (Still FFS)

=>  Noted

R2-080491:
(S2-075831, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to C4-071576) on IP Fragmentation - SA WG2 - alcatel-lucent

=>   Noted

R2-080492:
(S2-075832, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074594) on UE specific paging DRX - SA WG2 – ericsson
· ZTE asks if this means that cell specific DRX is out ? QC thinks this is indeed out. QC assumes we would use a TAU to give the DRX cycle length to the UE, and it will not be cell specific.

· Motorola thinks we would need to ask SA2 whether a DRX is always provided on TAU, or is there a default DRX ? Second question would be whether the default DRX could be cell specific (is what we have in UMTS).

· RAN2 sees no strong need for a cell specific DRX. Maybe for emergency call back (still FFS).


=>   Will sent a liaison to SA2/CT1 in R2-080532

R2-080494:
(S2-075870, to RAN2). LS on TAU in Connected Mode - SA WG2 – nsn
· Approach 1: always inform TAI at handover

· Approach 2: indicate when a TAU is needed

· Ericsson has a paper and proposes to delay the discussion until after this discussion.

=>  Will sent a response liaison in R2-080533

R2-080495:
(S2-075871, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070388, R2-074573) on piggy-backed Service Request - SA WG2 – ericsson
1) 40 or 56 bits ?  How much delay

· Ericsson assumes that we can sent 24 bits per HARQ retransmission. However in general we benefit from the smaller any message is (coding gain).

2) Additional information on S1 ?

· More a RAN3 question. RAN2 does not understand what is meant by the “radio access priority used by the UE”.

3) Consistency between SERVICE REQ and other NAS messages

· AS will not look into the NAS message for either SERVICE REQ or other cases.

=>  Will see a response liaision in R2-080534; could also include further progress we make on Msg3 (as far as is relevant for SA2).

R2-080498:
(GP-072030, to RAN2). LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking – GERAN – Qualcomm
· Ericsson wonders about topic 2 not using the blacklist. Are we really going to have no NCL in EUTRAN, and have it in GERAN for EUTRAN (so no operator burden relief) ? Are operators not concerned about the OAM effort ? Tmob thinks we should have the same approach in GERAN and EUTRAN for EUTRAN cells. Tmob and TIM would like to have the same approach. TIM asks if there is a real problem for UE manufacturers to work with a blacklist approach in GERAN for E-UTRAN cells/frequencies ?

· Will indicate in response LS that we prefer one common approach.

Question 2:

-
The L1-identity has to be locally unique (at one position/freq), there is only 1 cell using a L1 identity. However in the coverage area of one macro cell (e.g. GERAN cell), there could be several cells (e.g. home cells) which are using the same L1-identity.

-
NTT DCM asks if it would even be possible for macro-cells to have the same L1 identity in the coverage of one GERAN cell ? QC thinks it would be difficult to exclude so it needs to be addressed. Tmob would assume that for macro cells, unique L1 identities are used for LTE cells in the same GERAN cell coverage.

· Tmob asks if GERAN would broadcast home-cells ? Probably not.

=>  In most cases, only reporting the L1-identity would provide a unique identification of a LTE cell in the coverage of a GERAN cell. However there are cases (e.g. home eNB’s) where this is not true.

Question 4:

· Will see papers on this later tonight. Answer should be based on these discussions.

Question 5:

=>  
We don’t really know yet. However we assume that home-eNB’s are not broadcast in macro layer cells (rely on UE autonomous cells). Might also depend on SA1 outcome.

=>  Will see outgoing liaison in R2-080535

R2-080500:
(R3-072403, to RAN2). LS on Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function - RAN WG3 – ericsson
· Will take the discussion based on input papers. Might send response LS if we conclude something.

· LS answer postponed
R2-080501:
(R3-072444, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R1-073885) on self tuning of cell reselection/handover parameters for load balancing purpose - RAN WG3 – Samsung
=> Noted
R2-080502:
(R4-072116, to RAN2). LS to RAN2 on LTE channel numbering - RAN WG4 – Motorola

· So we should support different BW’s in UL and DL.

=>   Noted: take into account in further work.


R2-080504:
(S2-075872, to RAN2). LS on EPS Identities - SA WG2 – Motorola

=>  Noted

R2-080506:
(S2-075875, to RAN2). Reply LS (to C1-072537) on EPS Mobility Management (EMM) sublayer state machine in UE - SA WG2 - alcatel-lucent
· Nothing really changed, but terminology is updated.

=>  Noted: NSN will provide Stage-2 CR in future.

R2-080507:
(C1-072985, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070880) on algorithm input and output - CT WG1 – nsn

=>   Noted

R2-080553:
(S3a071035, to RAN2). LS on outstanding NAS messages
· ALU assumes that from RAN2 point of view there should be no problem for ambiguity for SERVICE REQUEST and ATTACH cases. However what happens in case of inter-system handover ? What NAS SN would be used in that case ?

· The SA3 attachment indicates that a solution would be to echo the NAS SN. This seems a simple solution. It does not even seem to be clear what to echo then. Just providing the SN for this case seems to be a possible solution.

=>   Will see a draft reply liaison in R2-080538
=>   Terminology updates should also be made to the Stage-2.

R2-080590:  (R1-075105, to RAN2). Reply to RAN2 LS on signaling for DL data arrival

· Ericsson wonders about the validity period ? Is this not a RAN2 issue ? 

· QC asks if the fact that we don’t want an additional size mean that we need a bit to indicate that it is this PDCCH contents rather than a normal PDCCH ? NEC assumes that some field value can be used to distinghuish.

· QC thinks that it would mean that some codepoint in some field would need to be reserved. Or some C-RNTI ? 

· LG thinks that in this specific case the eNB cannot include the normal contents since the UE is not synchronised. So we could just define a new meaning.  This is true only if the eNB would have a perfect view on whether the UE is synchronised or not, which is probably not true.

· ZTE assumes that since most RACH parameters are not signalled, they are read from the BCCH. So probably we can live with only 6 bits and all the rest can be read from BCCH ? NEC thinks this is also an open point.

=>  Should try to come to a decision in the next RAN2 meeting. Postponed for the next meeting.
4.2
Stage-2 Status
R2-080135:
Stage 2 Update
Nokia Siemens Networks (Rapporteur)

· Huawei indicates that contention resolution can be done purely on MAC. Is this also CCCH ? NSN agrees (PDCCH). So the change in 10.1.5.1 should be removed.

· ALU asks if it is really mandatory to include the security algorithms in the handover command ? NSN thinks even in the case of absence in the coding, it still will tell the UE what algorithms to use (e.g. no change). 

· Ericsson wonders why “AS secrity control” was added to MME ? NSN indicates it was removed by accident (KeNB comes from MME).

=> Agreed without change in 10.1.5.1. Will be included in final rapporteur CR.

4.3
Identified issues
4.3.1
"Msg3": Interaction between RRC and MAC

Contention handling

R2-080239:
Discussion of Message 3
HUAWEI
· Ericsson assumes that proposal 1 & 2 are already agreed.

· Panasonic thinks proposal 3 was also already agreed in Jeju. Also latest MAC contains C-RNTI MAC CE.

· Ericsson thinks that the proposal 4 is more about prioritisation: do we prioritise the BSR or e.g. and RRC message or other UL data. Can discuss this as part of other discussion.
	Agreements (mainly reconfirmation of previous decisions):

· Contention resolution is handled by RRC layer in case of initial access and RLF;
· Contention resolution is handled by MAC layer in case of Contention based Handover and UL/DL data transfer (“PDCCH for Msg4”);
· In order to provide the C-RNTI on MAC level for MAC contention resolution, we have defined an UL control element which contains C-RNTI; Further optimisations are FFS.


Msg3
R2-080357:
Message 3 using CCCH
Qualcomm Europe
· NEC wonders if in proposal 3, the MAC-I is transported later ? So the eNB does not know if it is really the correct UE ?  QC thinks that it is sufficient to be able to check the RRC reconfiguration response msg (in response of the re-establishment).

· ALU thought we had already agreed to include a random number if we don’t have a valid TMSI ?  Currently in the Stage-3, we only have the choice between the TMSI and a random number.

· So contrary to what we used before, this paper is using a 24 bit CRC. Currently RAN1 only knows a 24 bit CRC. NSN though RAN1 had 16 bits for CRC and were considering 24 bits. Ericsson clarifies that so far RAN1 only has a 24 bit CRC.

Proposal 3:

· For proposal 3, Panasonic agrees that msg3 for re-establishment should be shortened, but they were thinking to remove the cell-id. 

· ALU proposes to look at this when we discuss the frequency info paper.

=>  Noted

R2-080162:
Message 3 coding
Samsung
· Ericsson would prefer not to restrict the usage of the R bits (proposal 3). However this might still be possible even if we change the MAC header order as long as we find a pattern in the RRC message that could not be used by the MAC header.

· NEC indicates that we should make sure that the RRC encoding is such that we don’t get confusion with the MAC header encoding.

· QC wonders if a non-byte aligned MAC header is introduced by this ? Samsung indicates that for non-SRB0 cases, the normal MAC header applies.

· NTT DCM would prefer a 0-byte MAC header for CCCH. TI would like to have some offline discussions.


For MAC header for the SRB0 case in Msg3, we have the following options:


a)  1byte MAC header


b)  no MAC header


R2-080067:
MAC header for Message 3 and UE identification for Radio link failure recovery Panasonic
· Motorola indicates that if we have the MAC-I, we have to clarify how to calculate it and how to transport it. If we have it, it will probably be in the RRC msg.

Proposal 1a:

· Everybody seems to agree

Proposal 2:

· ALU clarifies that the cell id was included to enable a “context fetch after RLF” potentially at some point in the future. NSN favours to remove the cell-id rather than the MAC-I.

R2-080360:
Missing frequency info in RRC message Connection Re-establishment

· Ericsson wonders why the same UE could come from two layers ? The case QC is discussing is the same L1 cell id at 2 layers. Ericsson thinks you could compute the MAC-I over the frequency info although it is not sent. QC agrees to this; however we might also have the case with the dummy algorithm. Ericsson is not sure whether this would not result in a difference in MAC-I.

· Ericsson thinks the current agreement is ok. We could still discuss how the MAC-I is computed. NSN agrees to this. If there is problems with size, they would prefer to remove the cell id.


Current agreement:

a) old C-RNTI (16) + MAC-I(32) + old physical cell id (9)  <= current agreement

Two more options:

b) old C-RNTI (16) + MAC-I(32)

c) old C-RNTI (16) + old physical cell Id (9) + old freq (14)

-
QC wonders why we really want the MAC-I in Msg3 ? Is it for an early path switch ? Ericsson thinks the main reason was for cases where we had the same L1-identity in 2 cells.

-
Panasonic points out that with the current proposal and a 24 bits CRC, we have 81 bits. QC thinks we should stay on octet boundaries, so 81 means 88.

-
Motorola thinks that the MAC-I could potentially be made shorter since it is a special case anyway. Panasonic would prefer not to have a special handling. Motorola thinks it is anyway special because it is computed without an SN.

-
ALU supports the Motorola proposal. Also SA3 had already agreed to a shorter MAC-I initially. So it could e.g. be 16 bits.

-
NSN points out that RAN1 has a 16 and 24 bit CRC. Motorola clarifies that RAN1 is thinking about moving to a 20 bits CRC on PDCCH.

-
So 2 options seem to be mainly discussed:


a) old C-RNTI(16) + MAC-I (32) + old physical cell id (9) + CRC (16) Total: 73


b) old C-RNTI(16) + MAC-I(16) + old physical cell id (9) + CRC (24)  Total: 65

-
Panasonic points out that we also need Msg Type and possibly MAC header.

=>  Panasonic will coordinate offline discussion. Will come back on Friday.

R2-080383:
Discussion on RACH message 3
LG Electronics Inc.
· Chairman wondered whether these cases are less critical and we can consider after having agreed on how to handle the SRB0 case.

· Panasonic wonders whether this means that we would have the normal MAC header for initial access ? LG agrees that we would need to have a quite normal header for CCCH.

=>  First need to agree on SRB0 handling. Can be discussed after that.
	Agreements:

· For Msg3, PDCP will be bypassed for CCCH messages.

· For the cases of UL/DL data resuming, normal MAC headers apply


Output of offline discussions:

R2-080596:
Offline discussion on Message 3 contents for idle UE and TTI bundling for Message 3
· Panasonic proposes to agree:

1) No MAC header for SRB0 in Msg3 (FFS if only in case of 72 bit UL grant)

2) Will use 24 bit CRC

3) Will use 16 bit MAC-I for RLF
· In the past SA3 confirmed usage of 16 bit MAC-I for initial access was ok (RLF case was not considered). Maybe this should be verified.

· Ericsson wonders that since we have a variable size Msg3, we only need to agree that for the 72-bit allocation, there would not be the MAC header. For larger TB cases we could have the normal MAC header. 

· Panasonic thinks that the main reason for variable size Msg3 is handover complete (dedicated preambles). So Panasonic sees no reason to have variable size for initial access/RLF. Ericsson that also variable size messages can be used for contention based preambles.

· Motorola assumes that when the UE transmits the SRB0 msg, it would not sent anything else; i.e. it would only sent this 72 message.

· QC thinks it is not obvious that a 16-bit MAC-I would be sufficient for the RLF: it is not a normal MAC-I.

	Agreements:

1) No MAC header for SRB0 in Msg3 (FFS if only applicable in case of 72 bit UL grant)

2) Will use 24 bit CRC

3) Will use 16 bit MAC-I for RLF


=>   Will continue to work on these agreements in the next meeting (contributions on details of RRC/MAC discrimination, and details of SRB0 message are invited for next meeting.). After having made a complete solution, we should also verify the MAC-I length with SA3.

Other

R2-080228:
Acceleration of HO Complete signalling -  Ericsson
· NSN wonders why the Handover Complete would be larger than 72 bits ? NSN assumes it is quite small. Ericsson points out that this is a consequence of not using any special PDCP, RLC and MAC.

· QC thinks that there is no good reason to use it for this case. For the VOIP case we have asked RAN1 for information/confirmation on the need.

· QC wonders if this enhancement would mean that in typical cases, this would mean that we can fit the HO-Complete in 1 Msg ? 

· Phy: 16/24

· MAC: 8

· RLC: 16

· PDCP: 40

· RRC: 8

Total: 88/96 bits

· Ericsson clarifies that this proposal is not only for > 72 bits cases. 

· In general Ericsson assumes Msg3 can be variable size.

· When asked, there was no real support for this type of bundling.

=>   Can be taken as part of the Panasonic offline discussion on msg sizes.

R2-080028:
Message 3 aspect for DL data arrival case – ZTE
· RIM thinks that if the UE does not receive the Random Access Response, it will just keep on trying. They don’t see a problem with this. Main problem ZTE thinks is that the eNB could give the dedicated preamble to somebody else.

· Seems a bit of an implementation issue: eNB could wait before allocating the preamble to somebody else for some time. Also if the eNB detects another attempt from the UE it knows the previous one was not received by the UE.

· TI agrees that there is a small problem but it does not be so big (rare case).

=>  Noted; can come back if much more support is obtained.

R2-080066:
PDCCH monitoring by T-C-RNTI – Panasonic
4.3.2
Reconfiguration failure handling

R2-080068:
Reconfiguration failure handling at handover – Panasonic
· Ericsson is wondering whether the same timers will be used for RLF and for handling the handover failure ? Panasonic assumes some difference in timers.

· QC asks if physical channel failure is a procedure where the UE returns to source cell only ? Panasonic confirms, and also assumes that it means that the UE has to maintain some dedicated configuration (how much of the dedicated configuration needs to be maintained by the UE is FFS).  So physical channel failure is a return on some dedicated channel configuration or maybe RACH, and radio link failure procedure is a return via RACH (re-establishment).

· QC wonders what the real difference is if physical channel failure is using RACH ? Is it only message used ? Panasonic thinks there is a difference in the amount of context that the UE needs to maintain. QC wonders what that means  ? Does it mean in physical channel failure case the reconfiguration is cancelled, and the in re-establishment case it has been taken into account. Panasonic confirms.

· Ericsson in general wonders when a new configuration is considered as valid ?

· Motorola thinks that if we consider this in the context of handover, would not normally the UE have measured on the cell before. So only in a blind handover, the UE would not be able to detect the cell.

· Chairman asks if we could agree that any handover failure would be handled by accessing the next cell on RACH, regardless of whether this is a return to the old cell or not. In addition, the re-establishment procedure would be used ?

· NTT DCM thinks the first question is whether the UE could continue to use the dedicated channels immediately when he returns. NTT DCM thinks that if the dedicated channels are not kept, there is little difference between handover failure and radio link failure. Ericsson thinks that the good thing would be that there is only 1 message. Samsug wonders that since there is a new configuration to be given to the UE, anyway a re-establishment makes more sense ?

· NTT DCM thinks that there is not much need to differentiate RLF and handover failure detection (separate discussion).

· Huawei thinks it would be good to also use the re-establishment for the old cell. 

· Infineon thinks we should still discuss what a handover failure is ? e.g. RACH procedure fails. Normally RLF failure is something in the DL direction.

· Ericsson asks what happens during inter-freq / inter-RAT ? For these cases, Ericsson assumes it would be good to be able to return to the old cell.

=>  Noted

R2-080247:
Handover failure procedure – Ericsson
· Motorola asks why returning to the source is a better option than e.g. retrying on target or performing reselection. Ericsson wonders how long we should retry ?

· Motorola points out that before receiving the ACK on Msg3, you already need to receive Msg2. 

· Ericsson clarified that in case of proposal 4, the UE reverts the new configuration (which it used for the RECONFIGURATION COMPLETE) and indicates handover failure in the target cell (UE has old configuration).

· So the Ericsson paper proposes that there is point in time, at which before that point in time the UE reverts with a handover failure to the source cell, and after that it is RLF on the target cell.

· Motorola asks what the UE should do if it cannot return to the old cell ? Vdf thinks this is not an unlikely case. Vdf thinks it might be better to reselect to another cell.

· Ericsson would like to make the return to the source cell as an option.

· NTT DCM would also prefer to only have one option. Also setting the option might not be so easy for the network. What if the network sets the wrong option. NTT DCM would like to only have the RLF option. Ericsson thinks this could depend on how many cells the source prepared.

· Infineon would prefer to have the return to the old cell behaviour, since that does not rely on parallel preparations. If that fails, we will fall back to re-establishment.

· QC thinks there is 2 flavours of source cell not available: 1) It is no longer the best cell on a frequency, 2) it is not longer detectable. 

· NSN would prefer to have only 1 behaviour. 

· NTT DCM does not want to exclude return to the source cell; we will just have RLF behaviour and the UE could reselect any cell.

· Ericsson is proposing that that CondA is “receiving HARQ ACK on msg3”. QC asks what is the benefit for waiting for the HARQ ACK on msg3. QC thinks an alternative is when the UE sends the HANDOVER COMPLETE to lower layers.

· Ericsson wonders what the trigger is for doing a RACH access ? E.g. will we submit the HANDOVER COMPLETE to lower layers even before obtaining DL sync ?

· It was proposed that CondA could be when the UE receives the grant for sending the HANDOVER COMPLETE in the target cell. Ericsson wonders if the grant is for itself ? In the case of a contention based preamble, the grant is not sure for that UE.

· Huawei had some sympathy for the HARQ ACK on msg3, however for the contention the UE would have to wait for the contention resolution.

· Ericsson clarifies they are thinking about the HARQ ACK on msg3.

So different options CondA:

a.  Receiving a HO command

b.  Obtaining DL Sync 

c.  Receiving UL grant for HANDOVER COMPLETE

d.  Receiving HARQ ACK on Msg3 in case of non-contention access

e.  After contention resolution is resolved for contention based case

UE behaviour in case of failure before CondA:

A.   UE reverts to source cell; in case of failure, UE controlled mobility

B. UE reverts to best cell on source frequency

C. both a) and b) with network control

R2-080251:
Handover Failure in Target Cell – HUAWEI
· ZTE asks if the proposed timers are the same as the RLF detection ? Huawei has no strong opinion.

· NTT DCM is thinking along similar lines, but the same timers could be used (T310/T311).

· Chairman asks when an access attempt is succesfull ? Huawei thinks this is corresponding to CondA.

· Samsung asks what the freedom of the UE based mobility is ? Huawei is thinking to use some source cell parameters but details are FFS.

· Samsung asks if the normal re-establishment procedure is applied ? Yes.

· NSN was wondering whether T10 should not be a counter, like the one we already have for the RACH procedure. Huawei agrees that this could be an alternative.

=>  Noted

R2-080026:
Handover failure handling - NTT DoCoMo, Inc., NEC
· In this proposal, T310 is only started when “radio link problem” has been detected.

· The definition of “radio link problem” would have to be defined in RAN1.

· NTT DCM clarifies that when the UE starts the handover, it would immediately start T310. Then when the UE obtains UL sync, he would stop it. When the UE loses sync again durig the handover, he would start it again. So the timer could be started multiple times.

· Ericsson points out that also a question is when a UE is allowed to use the random access preambles (need to be in some form of DL sync).

=>  Noted

R2-080363:
Handover failure procedure - Qualcomm Europe

=> Noted (resubmission)

R2-080427:
On Intra-RAT reconfiguration failure and radio link failure handling Texas Instruments Inc.

=> Noted

	Agreements:

a.    There is a condition CondA (“handover succesfull”): 

b. After CondA is met, RLF is treated as RLF in the target cell. UE does not revert to the source cell configuration (normal operation in the target cell).

c. If failure is detected before this CondA is met:

· Further details FFS.


Continuation:
=> Main open questions:

· What is CondA ?

· How long does the UE try in target cell ?
· In case of failure before CondA, what cell/frequency does the UE attempt, with what procedure and what configuration does it have ?
· Should the source cell keep the dedicated configuration for some time (UE context should be kept ofcourse) ?

· More detailed aspects like what timers are used ?

=> Email discussion up to next meeting. Mikio will be rapporteur. See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
4.3.3
Semi-persistent allocations: Control signalling

MAC or PDCCH for activation de-activation ?
R2-080088:
Configuration of semi-persistent scheduling – Ericsson
· RIM asks whether if the timing information is provided by RRC, whether it would be possible to change the offset for a next talkspurt or during a talkspurt ?  Ericsson thinks it would ok to stay with the originally signalled offset from RRC. Ericsson agrees that this scheme might indeed be a bit less flexible than the PDCCH scheme, but Ericsson does not see a big problem with this. There will always be an uncertainty in the arrival times of the packets.

· Samsung remarks that they have a joint contribution for removing the DL blind decoding.

· Ericsson assumes RAN1 would not like to specify a special format, and Ericsson would prefer to not introduce additional overhead (e.g. in a data-only system).

· Nokia asks if the current HARQ processes/buffers can be used for semi-persistent scheduling, or whether additional HARQ processes/buffers are configured ? Ericsson is thinking about a separate HARQ process, but in between the semi-persistent allocations (e.g. in between the 20ms allocations) it could be used for dynamic scheduling. Nokia thinks this might be risky (you might not be able to finalise the retransmissions).

· Nokia asks if not a special format is used for the retransmissions ? Ericsson wants to use a special process, so by process id you would recognise that it is a retransmission for semi-persistent (to indicate what format was used for the first transmission). 

· Panasonic point out that in HS-SCCH’less operation, we have a pointer to the initial transmission. Panasonic assumes that the retransmissions could use a different TF than the original transmission. This type of “pointer” would limit the amount of blind decoding options.

R2-080329:
Semi-persistent scheduling allocation
Qualcomm Europe
· RIM would prefer not to use blind decoding for retransmissions due to complexity reasons (combining the different transmissions).

· Chairman indicates we discussed at length before and agreed not to have semi-persistent allocation of DL retransmissions.

· Nokia asks whether the releases would be sent at the end of every talks-spurt without data  QC indicates this is the intention (you have the resources anyway) ?  Nokia thinks in the DL the resource could be used for somebody else (in UL is different story).

R2-080097:
MAC vs. PDCCH signalling for persistent scheduling - Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
· Nokia clarified they prefer to use RRC signalling to configure the periodicity.

· TI asks how deallocation would be used ? In UL we could use empty BSR, but how would it work in the DL ? Would it also be using PDCCH ? Nokia thinks that for DL no explicit deallocation is needed (user specific scrambling).  Proposal from Nokia is that if the allocation is not used for n-periods, then the UE assumes deallocation.

· RIM asks how it would work with blind decoding: Nokia prefers to have no blind decodig. It seems that all supporters of PDCCH are also preferring no DL blind decoding. Panasonic thinks we should take the blind decoding discussion first.

· Ericsson would prefer a solution with no overhead on PDCCH. However they are a bit concerned about the RSN usage. E.g. if we also reserve one RSN for the initial transmission, and have one reserved for semi-persistent, then only 2 redundancy versions are remaining. Nokia points out that only if semi-persistent allocations is configured, then the one RSN would go. Nokia assumes this should be ok (RSN1 is used very seldom).

· Nokia clarifies that if we have only dynamic scheduling, then we have all RSN’s. If you configure semi-persistent allocations, then you have 1 redundancy version less. However Nokia thinks this is not a problem (not used much).

· Ericsson would prefer a PDCCH scheme which does not introduce any additional overhead and does not reduce flexibility for other solutions (e.g. separate C-RNTI).

· Samsung thinks that if we go for a PDCCH solution, we should consult with RAN1 on the cost of one additional bit.

· QC asks about the implicit release (DL): will this solution not reduce the talk-time since the UE is awake longer ? Nokia confirms the UE will indeed read a few allocations, but Nokia assumes this is not significantly impacting the talk-time (DRX anyway makes you awake).

· TI asks if this implicit DL release means that you don’t sent NACK for the first transmission ? Are there no performance issues with that ? Nokia clarifies that this is consistent with HS-SCCH less operation.

R2-080163:
Persistent resource signalling - samsung

· RIM asked why Msg3 is needed in the figure on page 3. Samsung assumes that the first UL allocation would have to be handled by dynamic scheduling since the RRC/MAC would have to much delay.

Discussion:

1) MAC signalling (7)

2) PDCCH signalling  (12)

· DL linking to HARQ process(es). Extra HARQ processes ? Special C-RNTI ?

· UL we could have special PDCCH format, or RSN, or special C-RNTI.

· Intention should be to have no/as limited as possible overhead for dynamic scheduling

· Ericsson wants to avoid any extra overhead on PDCCH. Also Ericsson would like to see a solution a possibility to release the resource.

· Panasonic thinks that if we choose MAC signalling, it is under RAN2 responsibility. If we choose PDCCH, then we need more discussion with RAN1. Nokia assumes that even for MAC we would have to consult RAN1, e.g. for the BW dependant allocations. Ericsson thinks that it could be similar to the RA-response.

· PDCCH might move out blind decoding.

· Motorola thinks that any solution comes with constraints, and thus any solution has a cost. Ericsson is mainly worried about the cost if you do not use the semi-persistent scheduling.

=> Will go for a PDCCH solution

R2-080069:
VoIP establishment procedure - Panasonic

R2-080139:
Control of semi-persistent scheduling by L1/L2 control channel
ETRI

=> Noted
R2-080018:
Persistent scheduling for DL - Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
R2-080019:
Persistent scheduling for UL - Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks


Semi-permanent part of configuration is signalled by RRC (e.g. periodicity and offset) ?


MAC or PDCCH for activation/de-activation ?


De-activation only by explicit signalling or also implicit ?

· Ericsson agrees that SID frames should be handled dynamically. QC would like to think a bit more about this. NTT DCM thinks SID’s should be handled dynamically for UL. For DL it is more of an implementation issue.

	Agreements:

1) RRC is used for initial configuration of the persistent scheduling setting a.o. the periodicity

2) Will use PDCCH for semi-persistent resource activation/de-activation

Open issues are a.o.:

- Detailed signalling aspects

- Release of resources

- …….





=> Decisions will be included in Stage-2 by rapporteur, based on the proposed text in R2-080018/R2-080019. We will not include much more detail on semi-persistent handling in Stage-2.

Other

R2-080179:
Signaling of Power Offsets in the Persistent Scheduling Assignment Message to Handle Data/Control Multiplexing in the E-UTRA UL - Alcatel-Lucent
· RIM thinks this is more a RAN1 issue. RIM thinks that an alternative would be to prevent these collisions. 

· ALU has also submitted this to RAN1. 

=> Revisit at next meeting, also taking RAN1 decision into account.
Late/Not available

R2-080379
Signalling of Semi Persistant Resources - NEC

4.3.4
Semi-persistent allocations: Control signalling

R2-080419:
Inter-frequency/Inter-RAT measurements and DRX
Motorola – 

· Panasonic understands that RAN4 is making different performance requirements for short and long DRX. So is the proposal for both short and long DRX ? Motorola clarified that the RAN4 short and long DRX is not the same as our long/short DRX. In RAN4 it is “just” related to the length of the DRX. Motorola would like to think about whether the proposal is valid for both DRX’s (probably yes).

· Ericsson thought we had events that would be used for starting/stopping gaps. Does proposal 1 make these events of no use ? Motorola clarifies that the events could still be used to start/stop the measurement (and thus the measurement gaps).

· Chairman asks if for “proposal C”, it is really possible to define independent from the amount of on-duration period. Motorola assume there is a dependency on the amount of on-duration.

· Ericsson asks what the trigger point is for starting the inter-freq/RAT measurements configuration ? Then it is up to the UE when to start the measurement. The trigger point for the network could e.g. be thresholds or always activate. The main thing of option 1 is that if a measurement is configured, a gap pattern is also defined.

R2-080445:
Inter-F/R measurements during DRX and signalling to assist gap activation/de-activation
NTT DoCoMo, NEC
· NTT DCM clarified that typically the gaps concern 5 to 15% of the resources.

· Ericsson wonders if the different proposals are options or go altogether. NTT DCM thinks the proposals gotogether. Ericsson wonders if it would be a network option to use this. I.e. alternatively, the network would always handle as option 3, i.e. configure the gap pattern. NTT DCM thinks the UE behaviour has to be supported from day1. What the network uses is eNB implementation.

· TI agrees that the network should be responsible for making the decision, but it could lead to excessive signalling. NTT DCM thinks the conditions for A1/A2 are specified such that they will be used quite limitedly.

· TI would like to do averaging over the available DRX periods to determine whether the UE has sufficient gaps or not. NTT DCM thinks that the gap flexibility of the TI proposal might not be needed (how to guarantee minimum performance).

· Network will know the measurement performance when there is no overlap with the on duration and a “virtual gap pattern”.

· If we go this way, we will have to decide whether we have a UE based or network based approach. NTT DCM would prefer to have the UE decide based on the “activity ratio”. In the view of NTT DCM this would be something purely related to the DRX configuration, not the the activity.

Discussion:


On the highest level, we have two options:

A) UE shall be able to perform interfreq/interRAT measurements without having measurement gaps configured (i.e. in DRX periods). (e.g. NTT DCM paper) [8]

B) UE will always be configured with measurement gap pattern when inter-freq/RAT measurement need to be performed by UE (i.e. interfreq/interRAT configured and serving cell quality below threshold; Option 1/2 in Motorola paper) [11]

=>  In Rel-8, we will go for option B. Can possibly be further enhanced in later release.

	Agreements:

1) UE will always be configured with measurement gap pattern when inter-freq/RAT measurement need to be performed by UE (i.e. interfreq/interRAT configured and serving cell quality below threshold);

2) Network decides if it wants to configure an active measurement gap pattern at the same time as configuring the measurement or not.(all RRC signalling)
a) If the network always activates the measurement gap pattern always, no further UE reporting is required for the measurement gap pattern activation/deactivation.

b) If the network does not always activate the measurement gap pattern, the network may use UE event reporting to activate/de-activate the measurement gap pattern


· QC wonders whether we can ensure sufficient serving cell measurement quality if the UE is in long DRX. This is a RAN4 issue.

· Nokia wonders if the second conditions are really needed ? NTT DCM thinks that if we don’t have this condition, we get to frequent reporting. NTT DCM thinks this are simple conditions.

=>  In line with the Stage-2, Stage-3 should also capture that the network can configure a serving cell quality threshold only below which the UE has to do the measurement. So the UE only performs the measurement when it has a gap pattern and the serving cell quality is below the threshold.

R2-080246:
Inter-freq/RAT measurements without measurement gap pattern - Samsung

R2-080430:
Inter-frequency/Inter-RAT measurements and measurement gap pattern - Texas  Instruments Inc.
4.4
Security
4.4.1
Security key change in RRC-Connected
	*
	R2-080336
	Activation and change of security
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Mr. Patrick Fischer


The document was revised before presentation in R2-080556:

	R2-080556
	Activation and change of security
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Mr. Patrick Fischer


· Ericsson thinks that this proposal is targeting an infrequent case, so Ericsson thinks we should stick as much as possible to normal handover procedure. So no need for separate scrambling code.

=>  Noted (no problem identified so far)
4.4.2
Detailed interactions between PDCP and RRC for security
Layer interaction at security activation

R2-080232:
Security activation
Ericsson
· NSN wonders why the discard is a “may” (proposal 2) ? Ericsson is not expecting any data before security has been activated. It could be a shall as far as Ericsson is concerned.

· Motorola points out that we need to support changing algorithm/keys. So activation could be changing from dummy key to real key. ALU thinks this is a different model than we have followed so far.

· ALU thinks for the user plane, we only activate it when the SMC is processed. So this seems to be a “non-issue” ? 

· Samsung thinks that for control plane we have already agreed that we are not going to discuss to much UE behaviour related to invalid network behaviour.
R2-080242:
SMC for Initial Security Activation
HUAWEI
· Instead of lockstep from Ericsson, this proposal is proposing to sent everything to RRC and buffer there.

· Ericsson wonders whether IP covers the PDCP header as well. Does it mean that RRC has to pass back the PDCP PDU ? Huawei confirms this. Since this is only modelling, this should not be a big concern.


Discussion on security activation in DL on SRB1:

· Two proposals:

a) “lockstep”: messages 1 by 1 to RRC

b) Buffering in RRC and give back to PDCP

· QC thinks that we should not capture modelling in the stage-3.

· After offline discussion, it was concluded that not much detail really needs to be specified. Probably it is sufficient to only indicate in PDCP that security is applied to all messages after SMC.

=>  Text proposal will be provided in R2-080539, only for DL SRB1. Might impact both PDCP and RRC.

=>  DRB’s are only activated after SMC by RRC so there does not seem to be a need to specify something in the user plane. Same is true for SRB2.

R2-080539:
Report from off-line discussions on Security Activation in PDCP
· NEC points out that when talking about “RRC message activating security” could also be a inter-RAT handover message. LG would prefer not to see RRC message name. LG thinks we could write “PDCP starts security from the PDU indicated by RRC”.

· Motorola thinks bullet 2 is not correct: SMC failure/response is not ciphered.

· Can see further update in R2-080611

R2-080611: Report from off-line discussions on Security Activation in PDCP
· So it is proposed to agree on the additional sentence for RRC as described under bullet 1, and the CR text included in the annex.

=> Agreed

Other

R2-080011:
Interactions between PDCP and RRC for security
Alcatel-Lucent
Proposal 1:

· Motorola thinks it would be nice not to have to send this 4 bytes of MAC-I.

· ALU clarifies that currently in 36.323 that the MAC-I is always there for SRB’s. So this is for SRB1 only. All other communication only takes place after security has been activated.

· QC wonders what scenario we are talking about ? What messages are exchanged before SMC ? ALU thinks there could be many messages. E.g. for ATTACH and TAU.

=>  Agreed

Proposal 2:

· QC wonders if proposal 2 has any practical case at the moment. ALU agreed that they have not identified a case for which it is relevant. So PDCP could just as well do the discarding.

· Huawei thinks it might provide some future flexibility if RRC discards.

· Ericsson wonders whether this would not be different from “current UTRAN” security implementations (you drop immediately when something is wrong).  

· LG thinks we should also look at the bigger picture: this could be an indication for an HFN desynchronisation so it should be carefully handled.

· It is mandatory to discard it and we have to write it somewhere. 

· LG thinks that if PDCP discards the packet, RRC should be informed. There could be actions to be taken.

· ALU points out that before SMC, PDCP passes all packets to RRC. Ericsson prefers to have the discarding in PDCP.

=>  Discarding can be done at PDCP layer. (if we specify RRC behaviour for this case in the future, PDCP could inform RRC about the discarding.).

R2-080449:
Initialisation of COUNT value for SRB1 - LG Electronics Inc., Alcatel-Lucent
=> Agreed

4.4.3
Other
R2-080012:
Security aspects during inter-RAT handovers
Alcatel-Lucent
· Samsung asks for the handover to EUTRAN, what will happen to a default RAB ? Will we always establish a default RB in LTE even if it did not exist in UTRAN/GERAN ? Even if security was not activated yet ? ALU assumes that in this case the default RB will be established after the handover

· What happens when a handover is triggered and no RAB exists yet ? Will we get a default RB established during the HO ? ALU thinks it is a CN issue.

· NSN indicates that the KeNB is derived in the MME (section 2.2)

· NSN assumes a handover to EUTRAN cannot be performed before the AKA is finished. There is no security context yet in the CN that can be transferred. ALU wonders whether this would mean that the RAN should not trigger a handover to EUTRAN before SMC ? This is the assumption from an “NSN SA3” point of view. 

· Unclear what the situation would be on redirection.

· ALU points out that UTRAN is expecting the target RAT to provide IP on the msg, but we will probably not do that for handover to E-UTRAN.

Handover from E-UTRAN

· Since we have the condition on security started in general for intra-LTE handover, it would seem logical to also have it for this Inter-RAT case.

Redirection from E-UTRAN

· Should we support redirection from E-UTRAN before SMC is executed ? Samsung thought in general we want IP on handover messages. In general Tmob would prefer IP of handover messages. However, Tmob thinks that redirection is in general important (also because of CS fallback). How long will the SMC take ?

· Tmob indicated that already in UTRAN we have redirection without IP. So maybe we can redirect to UTRAN/GERAN without SMC started. Should ask SA3.

· Is there any RAN2 preference ? Tmob would like to allow it if there is no concern from security groups.

· NTT DCM thinks that mobile terminated calls could possibly already be redirected by paging (CS fallback).

Handover to E-UTRAN

· Question to SA3: Is it correct that no handover to EUTRAN will be executed before the source RAT has executed an SMC (i.e. AKA performed and security running) ?

· Question to SA3: Is it ok to not have IP on the handover to E-UTRAN (which includes the security algorithms).

· Samsung thinks that already today in UTRAN, we mandate the inter-RAT handover message to be integrity protected.

Redirection to E-UTRAN

· Since we start with a normal RRC Connection establishment in this case, there should be no security concerns.

=> Questions/reasoning will be included in LS to SA3 in R2-080542

R2-080138:
Handling of KeNb* - Motorola

· QC wonders why the KeNB* is to be deleted immediately ? Motorola replies that there is a general security principle that is that expired keys should be deleted. QC is wondering about scenarios with rapid sequence of handovers. QC think it also depends on what we call “handover completion”.

=>  Text proposal is agreed, with removal of the addition of the KeNB* deletion after HO completion.

R2-080136:
Multiple bearers and HFN desynchronization
Motorola
· LG asks how you would know that the desynchronisation effects “some RB’s” ? Motorola would like to introduce a mechanism which enables per RB detection.

· NSN asks how often we would have an HFN desynchronisation on a DRB (and not on an SRB) ? QC assumes that the frequency is so low that it is not worth to introduce enhanced mechanisms.

=>  Noted

R2-080134:
Detection of HFN desynchronization
Motorola
· LG indicates that for the UM bearer there are not “R” bits. Motorola clarifies their proposal is only for RLC-AM.

· QC points out that the IP transport protocols have a checksum that could also be used. Motorola indicates that so far PDCP has not been required to check IP packet headers. LG thinks that in case of IP checksum failure, the received will think it is a decompression failure, not an IP checksum failure.

· QC thinks the UE should not be involved for this type of rare case. The network should be able to detect this type of situation and take action (i.e. bring the UE to IDLE). Motorola asks how the network would recognise a desynchronisation in the DL ? QC was mainly thinking about the UL.

· Samsung asks what happens without this type of enhancement ? Motorola assumes it might be impossible to detect DL HFN desynchronisation.

· QC indicates that this HFN problem did occur in UMTS where suddenly the user would hear a loud noise. In UMTS it was considered acceptable not to address this and have the end-user to take action. QC thinks that in a packet system, there should be more mechanisms to detect this at higher layers.

· Motorola indicates that anyway the stage-2 requirement is there. QC sees no problem as long as there is no specified mechanism. Ofcourse it can be detected on SRB’s based on IP.

· NTT DCM thinks that in UMTS no frequent problems were reported for any RLC AM based applications.  Motorola thinks the proposal also impact RLC-UM (in case of 12 bit SN) based services if they use a 12 bit SN.

=>  Noted, no real support.
4.5
Other (unicast)
PRACH retransmission handling
R2-080321:
RACH access in LTE – Samsung
· Ericsson wonders whether we need to distinguish between error cases E1 and E2 ? 

· Regarding question 3, ZTE thinks that only 1 power ramping cycle seems insufficient.

=>  Noted

R2-080070:
RACH procedure clarification – Panasonic

Proposal 1:

· NTT DCM wonders what the uncertainty is in RAN2 and we need to ask RAN1 ? Panasonic thinks that these issues need to be resolved e.g. for handover failure definition. NTT DCM asks whether we have agreed on when the UE retransmits the preamble. Do we wait until the end of the window ? Panasonic assumes we wait for the end of the window, and use the next opportunity.

· So bullet 2 is more the UE delay between detecting the absence of a response and the next attempt.

· ZTE thinks that the window positioning is a kind of implementation issue for the eNB.

· Intention from Panasonic is to get an idea about typical values and ranges.

Proposal 2:

· Samsung assumes that the response window might depend on the PRACH periodicity.  E.g. if we have 3-4ms for a 1ms PRACH repetition, we would have quite some overlap.

· Panasonic assumes some configurable flexibility could be considered, but unnecessary flexibility should be avoided. ALU would like to see some bigger range 3-10ms. Motorola wonders why you would need 10ms ? IDLE->ACTIVE should be quick. So why such a long response window ?

Proposal 3:

· NTT DCM support this. ZTE thinks that for the common preamble this makes sense, but for dedicated preamble a shorter value might be usefull. Ericsson also agrees to this proposal

· Panasonic clarifies that this is the maximum number of preambles in one ramping cycle.

· Nokia asks what is happening after a ramping cycle ?  This does not seem clear yet.

· Nokia assumes that backoff applied to each attempt. TI shares this view; it is handled in one cycle.

· Can agree that MAC is using one maximum number of preamble transmissions (PREAMLBE TRANS MAX) in one ramping cycle regardless of the cause.

Proposal 4:

· We will ask in the same LS if it would be acceptable to have the MAX HARQ for MSG3 configurable or not ?

· NTT DCM thinks we could decide in RAN2. Motorola thinks a cell might want to have to configure it (large cell/small cell). RIM agrees to this. RIM wonders whether there is a difference between contention/non-contention preamble ? Panasonic does not think so.

=>  Max HARQ for msg3 should be a configurable value per cell.

Proposal 5: 

· ZTE indicates that both CCCH and DCCH are used.

=>  Agree that Max HARQ for Msg3 could be one value for all cases (in one cell).

Proposal 6: 

· Fujitsu asks what happens if UE cannot receive NACK (nor ACK) for msg3 ? Should the UE perform a retransmission ? Panasonic assumes the UE should perform a retransmission as long as max HARQ is not reached. Fujitsu wonders who the UL grant is provided to the UE for this case ? Panasonic assume normal UL HARQ (blind repetitions possible).

· LG asks what happens if ACK->NACK happens for last transmission ?  We will have to study this case.

=>  If the UE is coming from IDLE (connection establishment/r-establishment), agree that if MAC reaches max HARQ for Msg3 and does not receive a HARQ ACK, it will inform RRC.

Proposal 7: 

· This proposal is already covered by RRC today.

Proposal 8: 

-  Today we start T300/301 when lower indicates successful transmission.

=>   Agree that T300/301 should take into account delays for generating msg4, first transmission of Msg4, retransmissions delays and processing in the UE.

Proposal 9: 

· LG indicates that for DL data resuming, there might not be any UL data.

· Ericsson asks what is the benefit for this solution compared to having a simple solution of one MAC timer for Msg4 ? Panasonic assumes there will be an SDU discard timer per bearer. Ericsson thinks one MAC timer could be sufficient.

· QC thinks re-using the RLC SDU discard timer is not an optimal solution because we have special handling for Msg3.

=>  Can see further contributions in coming meetings.

Proposal 10: 

=> 
Will sent LS to RAN1 to ask questions and update on status in RAN2 in R2-080541 (proposals 1-5).
=> 
MAC spec needs to be updated for agreement on proposal 6
CS fallback

R2-080027:
CS Fallback: Overview and Open issues - NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
· Tmob supports CS fallback. Tmob asks what the difference is between “reselection or redirection” and “fallback” ? NTT DCM thinks that for “fallback” it could be possible to redirect the UE by the paging message. NTT DCM thinks this should still be studied, e.g. to see if there are no security risks with this. So Tmob assumes that fallback could also be redirection/reselection ?

· Ericsson thinks that handover would also be a valid solution for the MO call case, especially if PS services are ongoing (multi bearer case). NTT DCM focused on initial call establishment.

· KDDI also supports this, and would like to fall back to CDMA1x

· Ericsson is positive to this initiative; Ericsson would like to know when SA2 Stage-2 report could be expected from which we can work ? RAN2 should not take to many steps before the stage-2 is stable.

· Tmob would like to see this in Rel-8, and hopes we can be quite proactive. Tmob thinks a redirection procedure would be preferable, since reselection (especially towards GERAN) might cause to much delay.

· NTT DCM thinks MT-calls should be mainly lead by SA2, but we can take an initiative for MO-calls. NTT DCM prefers reselection solutions because they would be simpler and faster

=>  Noted


R2-080009:
Procedures in E-UTRAN to support “CS fallback” - T-Mobile, NTT DoCoMo
· TI support this contribution, regardless of CS fallback.

=>  Agreed
Other:

R2-080380:
Blind decoding for downlink - ETRI, NEC, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, Texas Instruments Inc
· QC would like to see a bit more discussion. QC is afraid about giving away VOIP capacity.

· RIM does not understand how the VOIP capacity would be significantly impacted by this. QC thinks that since within a talkspurt the size of the ROHC packets will vary (TS-STRIDE).

· NSN agrees that padding would not be a good way to handle this. Instead dynamic scheduling should be used.

· QC thinks since we only use blind decoding for low rates, there is no large UE complexity. QC thinks that even if we agree to this, still the UE has to support blind decoding for PDCCH.

· No company other than QC had a concern with removing blind decoding.

· Ericsson asks how the overwriting would work if we have many UE’s ? Would there not be PDCCH limitations ? NSN thinks that there is enough PDCCH capacity to schedule these UE’s (dynamic scheduling will not be used that frequent).

· Ericsson is “hesitantly” ok with removing this, assuming that dynamic overwrites can be used.

· QC thinks we could use RRC in the beginning of the call and then use PDCCH to turn on/off the set of TF’s.

· Also QC regretfully agrees with the majority of the companies.

=>  For Rel-8, blind decoding is removed for the DL as well.

R2-080390:
Discussion on Transmission Chain for Common Channels
LG Electronics Inc.
· QC wonders about the padding: Are we talking about padding for byte alignment, or padding of larger number of bytes. LG wants to address both. QC wonders why the eNB would select a TF that is too big. This should as much as possible be avoided. LG agrees, but it depends on the granularity of the TF signalling.

Proposal 1: No MAC header for PCCH/BCCH 

· ZTE wonders if we are talking about BCCH mapped to BCH or DL-SCH. LG confirms.

· Samsung wonders about the concatenation of SU’s (MAC or RRC). So maybe we should not conclude now for the BCCH ?

Proposal 2: PDCP is not applicable for PCCH/BCCH/CCCH

=>   Agreed
Proposal 3: If padding is required due to the granularity of the TF signalling, padding for PCCH/CCCH message is done at RRC level.

· Chairman asks what it means for CCCH ? For the UL we should wait for the decision whether we have a MAC header in Msg3 for SRB0. 

=> See agreements below (will be included by MAC rapporteurs)

	Agreements:

1) No MAC header for PCCH

2) PDCP is not applicable for PCCH/BCCH/CCCH
3) If padding is required due to the granularity of the TF signalling, padding for the PCCH message is done at RRC level. 


R2-080092:
Local HARQ feedback in the receiver side
Ericsson

=>   Agreed

R2-080318:
Need for TS 36.509 - LTE Test Loop Specification
Rohde & Schwarz, Ericsson, T-Mobile
· This is a “prewarning”. 

=>  Noted

R2-080320:
Handling of UL NAS msg's at intra-LTE handover
Samsung
· ALU thinks this might not be a bad idea.

· QC wonders why we cannot rely on failure indication from AS to NAS ? Then it is up to NAS what to do next. Note that there are also cases where the NAS message is not relevant in the new cell.

· ALU assumes that from the network point of view, it does not matter whether RRC or NAS repeats.

· ZTE thinks that user plane, retransmissions are based on PDCP. So why not also for the CP ? ALU explains that the RRC part of the message would not be relevant for the new eNB.

· Ericsson indicates that if we would not inform NAS, we would have to buffer the message in RRC.

=>  RAN2’s preference is that on detecting potential loss of an UL NAS message due to mobility, the AS informs the NAS that the UL NAS message may be lost and ask NAS to take appropriate action (retransmit or update). AS would not do any retransmission attempst in the new cell. Will sent an LS to CT1 to ask if they are ok with this. (1% case or less). We should also point out that this could lead to NAS msg duplication.

=>  Will see draft LS in R2-080543
R2-080326:
RoHC rate capability
Qualcomm Europe
· Ericsson asks if the concern is mainly on ROHC TCP ? Yes, but they are also concern about high bit rate UDP solutions. 

· Ericsson thinks this should be more related to the amount of ROHC headers. QC agrees, but at the time of admission, the “ROHC header rate” might not be known.

· Ericsson wonders if we make this a UE capability, does it not become a testable UE capability ? Ericsson thinks that RTP/UDP profiles should not cause this problem. If this is a problem for TCP, then the Ericsson preference would be that there is a match in the UE between the reported supported bitrate and the supported ROHC rate.

· Tmob asks whether towards a “low rate ROHC capable terminal” would full header packets should be used at the higher physical bitrates. Yes. QC thinks this would be determined at RB configuration. Tmob supports this Ericsson view.

· Ericsson sees problems with the relation between bitrate and number of ROHC headers. QC agrees it is a rough approximation.

=>  Noted (no other company identified this as needed at this point in time; only come back 
      after further lobbying).

R2-080437:
Message 4 and contention resolution at random access
NEC
R2-080041:
Signalling of AMBR and applicability to scheduling and UL rate control - IPWireless, NextWave

R2-080381:
Signaling change of MCS of DL Control Channel
NEC

R2-080142:
Make In-Sequence Delivery configurable for RLC AM bearers
Motorola

R2-080281:
First quantification of UL control overhead
Samsung

R2-080153:
Procedure and Signalling for UE Specific Sync Timer
LG Electronics Inc.

R2-080144:
Limited Retransmission time after HO
Motorola

R2-080199:
Counting UEs in IDLE
HUAWEI

R2-080434:
UE residual battery level reporting
NTT DoCoMo, Inc.

R2-080462:
RRC_CONNECTED DRX and dedicated UL resources - NTT DoCoMo, Inc.

R2-080464: 
CAC support for VoIP - NTT DoCoMo, Inc.

Proposed to move:

R2-080155:
Duplicate detection in MAC or RLC - LG Electronics Inc. => To 5.1
R2-080186:
Reducing RACH reattempt with access control of Recontention Resolution ASUSTeK => 5.1.1.7
R2-080374:
Flow Control in LTE  - Qualcomm Europe -> 5.1.1.6
R2-080409
RACH physical model in stage 2 considering RACH backoff - ZTE => 5.1.1.7
4.6
MBMS
4.6.1
MBSFN

4.6.1.1
Scheduling information at MSAP occasion

Dynamic scheduling info at MSAP occasion

R2-080060:
MBSFN data scheduling and handling
Research In Motion

R2-080203:
E-MBMS dynamic scheduling information for MTCH - Alcatel-Lucent

R2-080423:
MBSFN Data Handling and scheduling
Motorola

R2-080049:
Providing dynamic MBMS scheduling information
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks

R2-080204:
MBSFN subframe allocation signaling
HUAWEI


Logical channel (MSAP) or MAC ?


Upfront or inbetween ?

Only addressing services scheduled in this MSAP occasion or also other services ?
Other

R2-080210:
scheduling consideration about MSAP occasion
HUAWEI

R2-080302:
Multiplexing of MBSFN subframes
Philips

4.6.1.2
Need for "MICH" ?
R2-080205:
MCCH change notification - Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks

R2-080023:
Paging for EMBMS - CATT

R2-080384:
Discussion on MCCH Update Notification - LG Electronics Inc.

Yes/no ?


How (PDCCH only, PDSCH, PCH) ?

How specific (what does it indicate)  ? What additional info container ?
Not available/late

R2-080422:
MICH for EMBMS - Motorola

4.6.1.3
Other
R2-080191:
LTE MCCH Transmission - LG Electronics Inc.

Proposed to be moved:

R2-080192:
Structure of MBMS Control Information - LG Electronics Inc. => 5.2.1.13
4.6.2
SC-PTM
4.6.2.1
Data handling
Anything specific compared to unicast ? E.g. how are MBMS services identified/multiplexed ? Anything special for HARQ  feedback ?...

R2-080133:
Multiplexing of MBMS services in MBMS/Unicast-mixed single cells
ETRI

R2-080385:
Active Recovery of MBMS Data
LG Electronics Inc.
4.6.2.2
Control
Contributions on more detailed MCCH aspects like signalling sequences and P/S-MCCH contents should be submitted under RRC. Other control aspects can be submitted here (e.g. need for “MICH” , CQI handling, need for “MSCH” for SC-PTM…), how does counting work ? ...

Counting

R2-080200:
Control of MBMS service transmission in SC-ptm mode
Alcatel-Lucent

R2-080274:
LTE MBMS Counting Procedure
LG Electronics Inc.

R2-080307:
Use of RACH for e-MBMS Counting
Philips, NXP Semiconductors

Are all UE’s receiving SC-PTM in Connected state ?

CQI

R2-080071:
Reuse of dedicated CQI for feedback on SC-PTM MBMS transmissions
Panasonic

R2-080256:
Channel Quality Reporting for LTE MBMS
LG Electronics Inc.

Feedback

R2-080113:
single Cell MBMS Transmission in Unicast/MBMS-Mixed Cells
CATT

R2-080209:
MBMS feedback configuration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks

How does the ACK/NACK feedback look (common UL resource or dedicated) ?

4.6.3
Service Continuity
Continuity

R2-080051:
On MBMS service continuity - Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks

R2-080426:
UE Mobility between MBSFN and PTM - Motorola

R2-080114:
UE behaviors when moving to SC-PTMS cells - CATT

R2-080267:
MBMS Service Continuity in E-UTRAN
- HUAWEI 

Basic assumption: UE can receive MCCH from 2 layers ?
Other

R2-080206:
MBMS-GW identifier involved in UE moving period
HUAWEI

4.6.4

Other
R2-080196:
Discussion on LTE MBMS Protocol Model
LG Electronics Inc.

R2-080198:
Signaling of MBSFN Subframe Allocations
Alcatel-Lucent

R2-080211:
Inter Layer Notification
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks

On Friday the following documents were treated on MBMS:

R2-080084:
PDCP location for single-cell MBMS
Ericsson

=> Agreed (stage-2)

	R2-080593
	E-MBMS scheduling information
	Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, Research In Motion, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia


The document was revised before presentation in R2-080612:
	R2-080612
	E-MBMS scheduling information
	Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, Research In Motion, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia


The document was presented by Osman Aydin from Alcatel-Lucent.

Proposal 2:

·    Huawei wonders what the “consecutive” means ? ALU explains that the MTCH will use subsequent subframes allocated to the MCH.


Proposal 4:

· LG thinks this is not needed.


	Agreements:

1) The dynamic scheduling information is provided for both multiplexing and non-multiplexing configurations. It is FFS how the scheduling info is carried (e.g.  in a MAC control element , logical channel, …).
2) The dynamic scheduling information carries the mapping of MTCHs to the sub-frames of the associated MSAP. This mapping is based on the indexing of sub-frames belonging to one MSAP.
3) Transmission order of MTCHs is signaled (implicit or explicit is FFS) in the MCCH. 



R2-080053:
MBMS identifiers
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
· QC wonders whether the M-RNTI’s come from the C-RNTI space ? NSN thinks not necessarily. 

· ALU thinks that currently there is no agreement that MCCH needs to be scheduled by PDCCH in the single cell case. So the first proposal might not be necessary.

=>   Further discussion is invited.

R2-080314:
Option for uplink message in LTE MBMS
China Mobile, Vodafone, Qualcomm, ZTE, Huawei

=> The document was revised before presentation in R2-080569:
R2-080569:
Option for uplink message in LTE MBMS - China Mobile, Vodafone, Qualcomm, ZTE

The document was presented by Tin-Lin Lee from China Mobile.

· LG wonders whether the option would be optional ? CM thinks it could be optional and then operators can choose whether they require UE’s to support it.
· Motorola thinks this would duplicate some of the functions that SA4 has defined for higher layer mechanisms. Also when we have to agree on something like this, we would need to agree on the detailed contents. Motorola would prefer not to have this type of feedback.

· Orange would prefer not to come back on previous agreements. Orange wonders why we don’t do this though application level feedback.

· China Mobile has tried to go through SA1 but did not succeed. Orange thinks this can definitely be handled by “applicative feedback”.

· Samsung wonders whether this issue would re-open the “dynamic SFN area concept” ? This could have large consequences.

· Vodafone thinks that for some features proposed here, it could indeed be sufficient to have application level feedback. However they think that for real-time like counting, they would need lower layer support.

· Vodafone would like to agree on an application layer approach. 

· Will sent LS to SA2:

· “RAN2 has looked at the proposals from R2-080569. In RAN2’s understanding this could be largely realised by application layer signalling without changing any of the current RAN2 MBMS assumptions (e.g. SFN area change only during inactive periods). If SA2 agrees to such an approach, RAN2 would be happy to define the required radio related measurements.”

=> Will try to agree on an LS like this by email. Assen Vdf. LS to SA2 in R2-080614. Email approval. Rapporteur: Vodafone. See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
R2-080052:
Open issues on BCCH on dedicated layer and MCCH structure
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
4.7
UE specific RRM information at handover
	R2-080288
	UE History Information for the UE specific RRM
	Nokia Siemens Network, Nokia Corporation


Jarkko Koskela (Nokia Siemens Networks) presented this document.
Discussion:

· We have 2 containers at handover: one containing AS configuration, and one containing RRM information. So e.g. the DRX configuration will already be in the AS configuration container, and does not need to be in the RRM container.

· Proposal from Nokia is that we would have an email discussion up to the next RAN2 meeting to try to agree on a first contents of the RRM container.

· The email discussion should focus on the RRM container.

· Motorola asks what the “inactivity timer” is ? NSN clarifies that the intention is to be able to select a good release moment for the RRC connection even if the UE is moving.

Decision: Email discussion until the next meeting to try to agree to a first RRM container contents. See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
4.8
SON (Self Optimising Networks)
4.8.1
Standardised eNB measurements
	R2-080444
	eNB measurements for RAN performance monitoring
	NTT DoCoMo, T-Mobile, Orange, KPN, Telecom Italia


Mikio (...) from NTT DoCoMo presented this document.
Discussion:
· NTT DCM would like to agree on these 5 high level measurements, and discuss the details in the next meeting.

· ZTE wonders about 3.2.5. , whether there is any threshold ? NTT DCM thinks this can be discussed at the next meeting, but they were not assuming any threshold.

· Tmob would prefer that large involvement will take place up to the next meeting to come to a set of performance measurements.

· Ericsson asks how 3.2.4/3.2.5 would be used ? Is it the idea to divide the number of 3.2.4 by 3.2.5. to get a percentage of unhappy UE’s ? The main reason for NTT DCM to have these measurements is for CAC. For CAC a number of criteria need to be used. So for NTT DCM this are 2 independent measurements.

· Ericsson thinks it is also important for operators to have control of system performance, and this are important measurements. However Ericsson thinks that “satisfied users” is probably better defined by SA5. Also the question is how far we want this to be standardised. However Ericsson can agree that some measurements should be standardised, and e.g. throughput is probably required.

· NSN agrees on the throughput, but does it need to be per QOS class ? Per CQI ? NTT DCM is thinking about CQI; at least GBR and non-GBR should be measured separately.

· NSN wonders about the frequency of the reporting. What is the expected frequency or reporting ? NTT DCM is thinking about an order of 1 minute. However the measurement would not be active all the time.

· Ericsson is wondering whether 3.2.2. would not be very specific on what the eNB is implementing. E.g. whether MIMO is used or not. So it might not be well comparable between eNB’s. Tmob clarifies that the intention would be to specify it well enough so that it would result in a comparable output.

· Vdf thinks this document is a very good start. Probably more measurements are needed to get SON working well.

· Huawei asks how we work on this ? SA5 <-> RAN2 ? Chairman clarifies that the same procedure can be used as before for the RACH load measurement.

· Agree that we need standardised L2 measurements for performance monitoring. Agree that  DL/UL throughput measurement is probably a good example (details FFS)

Decision: Email discussion up to next RAN2 meeting to see what other eNB measurement should be specified and how the detailed definition would look. Rapporteur: Mikio (NTT DoCoMo). See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
	R2-080115
	SON-Paging Configuration Aspect
	CATT
	Mrs. Haiyang Quan


Mr (...) from CATT presented this document.

Discussion:

· Ericsson wonders why the eNB does not perform this SON algorithm locally ? Why does this need to be reported upwards ?

· NTT DCM thinks this is comparable to the #RACH measurement: e.g. if the antenna tilting is changed, then it could impact these measurements for neighbouring cells. So NTT DCM is supportive of this proposal.

· QC thinks that since we have UE specific DRX lengths and the DRX length is set by the MME, there is value to export this information. E.g. maybe the DRX length in the MME should be increased.

· Ericsson thinks there is insufficient motivation to agree to this. Huwei supports this proposal. NSN thinks the use case is not so clear, so they would like more time to thinking about this. ZTE support this proposal.

Decision: Next meeting.
4.8.2
Radio protocol extensions
	R2-080260
	Mechanism for UE measurements and reporting of global cell identity
	Ericsson


Vera Vukajlovic from Ericsson presented this document.

· So the proposal is to define a measurement by which the network can ask the UE to provide the Global Cell Id belonging to a certain L1 identity.

· Huawei thinks it would be good to have this measurement. Huawei wonders if this is also to be used for inter-RAT ? Ericsson assumes it would be good to also have this for inter-RAT.

· QC thinks how much work the UE really has to do ? E.g. would the UE have to perform a full scan of all frequencies/RAT’s and then report ?  Ericsson clarifies that they primarily want to use this for a L1 identity already reported by the UE. So QC concludes that no special measurement is required ? E.g. the eNB will not ask the UE to perform a full scan of frequencies/RAT’s ?

· QC thinks that if we would start with an “empty eNB”, then the eNB would have to do a full scan before reporting a cell (no support). We would also need a measurement trigger even if radio wise it might not be really needed.

· Ericsson clarifies that the primary intention is to echo back the L1 identity the UE reported and ask for the GCI.

· Nokia wonders what happens if the eNB would ask the GCI for a L1-identity the UE has not reported. The case is not primarily targeted by UE. In general this would also be more dangerous for the UE power consumption.

· NEC wonders whether with this solution an eNB could purely base its NCL on this method (i.e. no OAM configuration) ? Ericsson explained that some operators expressed the desire to build this up completely dynamically. Other operators might have different solutions in mind.

· Motorola thinks that everything is in place to collect L1 identities from any new neighbouring cell/RAT, as long as the carrier frequencies would be configured in the eNB. QC is ok if we assume that even an “empty eNB” would inform the UE about the frequency deployment.

· Nokia thinks it should be clear that this would only be used for SON purposes

· Samsung is wondering about a network based solution.

· Samsung wonders how the eNB knows if a L1-identity corresponds to a new cell or a cell it knows ? Ericsson thinks this could e.g be detected based on handover failure frequency.

· Samsung thinks it would be good to also support this to UE’s that have not reported the L1-identity themselves. This can be discussed based on future contributions.

· Motorola indicates that for UMTS, we don’t know if RAN4 will conclude that in connected mode the UE can report neighbouring cells without a cell specific NCL (full NCL). So we better keep an FFS on UTRAN as well.

	Agreements

1) The UE will only report L1 identities on frequencies/RATs for which it is configured to measure by the eNB (i.e. no additional measurements to be defined for this purpose).

2) For SON purposes, we will define a mechanism by which the network can ask the UE to provide the GCI corresponding to a L1 identity that the UE has reported.

3) This mechanism can be used for L1 identities corresponding to intra-freq and inter-freq neighbours. Support for inter-RAT UTRAN and GERAN is FFS.

4) UE is not required to provide the GCI if it is not provide with sufficient “inactive time”

Detailed conditions under which the UE should be able to make this measurement (e.g. how the “inactive time” is realised (measurement gaps / DRX idle periods / .. are used), is the UE not required to support any activity in parallel,… are FFS.


Documents not treated:

R2-080181:
UE support in SON ANR
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
R2-080346:
RLF-based neighbour list optimization
Qualcomm Europe
4.9
Inter-RAT mobility UMTS -> LTE: joint issues

R2-080008:
Aspects for UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking
T-Mobile
· Huawei wonders why the priority scheme is also intended for CELL_DCH. Tmob indicates this is not proposed.

· Nokia thinks we should liaise with SA2/RAN3 if we want to introduce the same mechanism in UTRAN.

Proposal 1:

· Vdf is wondering about mixing of networks/UE’s having different capabilities in this respect (offset/priority). Tmob assumes that all UE’s supporting LTE would support UMTS Rel-8.

Proposal 2:

· TI asks if we will only have the “common for all UE” approach ?  

· In case of frequencies of the same RAT, in case of equal priority, we will do a radio based comparison. Different RAT’s should always have a different priority. We should discuss whether it is possible (and if so how the UE would behave) if we have multiple frequencies of a different RAT with the same priority.

· It seems that w.r.t. equal priorities we still need to look at the details. Tmob is assuming that we would always interwork to only 1 freq in a RAT which would reduce the problem.

· Tmob hopes/assumes that it is no problem to include this in Rel-8.

Proposal 3:

· NTT DCM points out that currently in the stage-2, we don’t have cell reselection from CELL_FACH to LTE. Tmob did not want to change any of the agreements made so far. Huawei assumes that when we go to out of service in CELL_FACH, we would like to know the priorities. NTT DCM assumes that in that case the UE could apply the dedicated broadcast priorities. 

· Nokia clarifies that when the UE goes OOS, it would perform cell selection and then previously the main criteria would be get back into service asap.

=>  Will put an FFS for CELL_FACH.

Proposal 4:

· Motorola was wondering whether we want the flexibility to use priorities for UTRAN<->E-UTRAN, and only offsets for inter-freq and inter-RAT mobility with GERAN ? Tmob wonders whether this would not create a ping-pong we try to avoid. Tmob assumes it would be wise to have a consistent scheme. 

· Motorola asks if this means that if it is used for UTRAN->EUTRAN, it would be used for all reselections ? Tmob confirms. So probably no “partial priority based reselection support is required”.

· Vdf wonders about Rel6/7 UE’s. They would still be using an offset based scheme. It is true that these RAN’s will have to support both methods.

· TIM asks if this would also be useable in areas where there is no LTE coverage. Tmob replies this would be up to operator configuration (from the standard it would be possible).

· QC asks if a Rel-8 does not provide priorities, these UE’s would have to support the Qoffset based approach. Yes. (operator decision)

· Nokia remarks that again this would impact CN interfaces.

=>  Agreed in principle but will look at more detailed proposals based on R2-080338.


Proposal 5:

· Nokia thinks it would be good to think a bit more about this. E.g. GERAN has to take the decision for GERAN. Also for UMTS nobody seems to have applied different priorities on different frequencies yet (HCS). Nokia would also like to think more about the network sharing scenarios.

· Tmob sees a benefit when the network would aid the UE as much as possible for the reselection.

=>   At least per RAT type.


Proposal 6:

· Tmob assumes that this UE dedicated solution could work even if no information is added to the Iu/A/Gb based on other information the RNC/BSC already has. However they prefer to have this additional information provided.

· Will sent a liaison to the other groups (SA2/RAN3/GERAN) asking if they can provide this dedicated information.

R2-080338:
Reselection scenarios for multi-RAT terminals in Rel-8
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
· Nokia would also like to have the UE remember priorities received in LTE and have the UE maintain them in UTRAN.

· Tmob assumes that in general the status in LTE is that the common priorities should always be provided (if a RAT support the priority scheme), and then these piorities could be overwritten by the dedicated priorities.

· Tmob thinks that it would be good to specify the priority based reselection also between GERAN and UTRAN regardless if the UE support E-UTRAN, or regardless of whether E-UTRAN coverage is around.  It will be optional for the network to deploy this.

· QC is wondering whether HSPA networks really intend to deploy this; if we specify this in Rel-8, all Rel-8 UE’s would have to support this.  Nokia has a similar concern.

· Ericsson thinks that this is something coming out of LTE, and they would not like to promise anything for non-EUTRAN deployments.

· Proposal from Ericsson is to specify the priority based reselection in between UTRAN and GERAN, but we will decide in the future whether this is a mandatory Rel-8 feature for all Rel-8 UE’s, or only for Rel-8 UE’s supporting E-UTRAN.

R2-080254:
Inter-RAT Reselection  from UTRAN to E-UTRAN
HUAWEI

=> Revised to R2-080536

R2-080536:
Inter-RAT Reselection  from UTRAN to E-UTRAN
HUAWEI

=> Noted

R2-080344:
Prioritisation in UTRAN-LTE interworking - Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks

=> For information (noted).

	Agreements:

1) We will define the “priority based scheme” for UTRAN Rel-8 terminals for UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking.
2) For UTRAN, we will define the “priority based scheme” common for all UEs in a given cell by use of a system information broadcast message similar to the E-UTRAN approach.
3) We will also define the “priority based scheme” individually per UE by use of signaling in the RRC_CONNECTED mode to RRC_IDLE mode similar to the E-UTRAN approach. In addition this UE individual signaling is needed for the CELL_DCH to CELL_PCH and URA_PCH transitions. This agreement is conditional on agreement by RAN3/SA2 to provide the dedicated UE information.

4) The priority can be specified at least per RAT Type. Further refinements are FFS.

5) RAN2 intends to specify a priority based reselection scheme in between UTRAN and GERAN, but we will decide in the future whether this is a mandatory Rel-8 feature for all Rel-8 UE’s, or only for Rel-8 UE’s supporting E-UTRAN.




· Tmob will try to come with a text proposal for the Stage-2 (an annex), by the end of this week in R2-080537

· Draft LS to RAN3/SA2/GERAN on these decisions and the “subscriber type” issue in R2-080544

R2-080537:  Text Proposal to capture the agreements from the  UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking 
 
discssuion on Monday
· Tmob proposes to update all locations where “InterRAT” is referenced to “Inter-RAT and inter-frequency”.

=> Will see update in R2-080606
R2-080606:  Text Proposal to capture the agreemenbts from the UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking 

discussion on Monday

=> Approved
5
UTRA/UTRAN Long Term Evolution Stage 3
5.1
User plane
See RP-080549, minutes of LTE User plane session.
5.2
Control plane
See RP-080595, minutes of LTE Control plane session.

6
UTRA/UTRAN

6.1
Incoming LSs on UTRA (all releases)

	R2-080496
	(C1-073197, to RAN2). LS on SIB enhancement feasibility for PPAC
	CT WG1


Kim Sunhee from LG Electronics presented this document.
Discussion:

Chairman asked whether there was alternative proposal for this PPAC.

The additional UE capability is the extension of the SIB3.
Decision: The document was noted. Reply LS in R2-080570 (NTT DoCoMo). Update of document R2-080397 will be attached (R2-080581).
	R2-080469
	(GP-071979, to RAN2). Reply LS (to C1-073197) on SIB enhancement feasibility for PPAC
	GERAN


Luis Barreto (Nokia) presented this document.
Discussion:

T-Mobile asked whether there should be a common solution for GERAN and UMTS, or whether we can have different solutions. This should be discussed later.

Decison: The LS was noted. This should be discussed later.

	R2-080470
	(GP-072007, Cc SA2). Reply LS (to S2-074810) on Registration in Densely-populated area – clarification on some technical issues
	GERAN


Sven Ekemark (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was noted.

	R2-080497
	(GP-071980, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-075471) on GNSS Satellites Identification in UMTS System Information
	GERAN2


Cyrille Royer (Alcatel-Lucent) presented this document.
Discussion:

This was already taken into acount at TSG RAN-38.

Decison: The LS was noted.

	R2-080499
	(GP-072032, to RAN2). LS on GAN Iu mode
	GERAN


Luis Barreto (Nokia) presented this document.
Discussion:

For the A/Gb mode there was the need to trigger the compressed mode such that the UE can trigger the event. No need for compressed mode in this case (unlike the A/Gb mode): this is modelled as an intra frequency measurement report here.

Question on the Iu GAN UE capability (T-Mobile). Nokia reported that this is not indicated: only GAN Iu capable UEs would report this specific scrambling code. The chairman highlighted that this would have deployment impacts, since this Scrambling code should not be used except for non GAN Iu.
Nokia clarified that if the UE supports PS handover and GAN Iu then the PS GAN Iu handover should be supported.
Decision: The LS was noted. Reply LS in R2-080529 (Luis Barreto, Nokia). LS to be sent on the Wednesday. Companies are asked to report comments beforehand if there are some.
	R2-080503
	(R5-073460, to RAN2). LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for 64QAM, MIMO and Enhanced Layer 2
	RAN WG5
	Nokia / Nokia Siemens Networks


Luis Barreto (Nokia) presented this document.

Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent commented that 34.108 only considered 12 proceses, but also 14 and 16 would be possible. For the test coverage it would be better to use other values as well. Nokia proposes to highlight the possibility to RAN5.
Alcatel-Lucent considers that SRB only using MAC-HS should be covered as well in 34.108. This can be discussed when we come to the contribution.
Decision: Luis Barreto (Nokia) will co-ordonate the reply in R2-080530.
	R2-080505
	(S2-075874, to RAN2). LS on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	SA WG2
	Ericsson


Sven Ekemark (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

Will be studied later together with the input from NTT DoCoMo.

Nokia Siemens Networks asked about the exact reference (beginning and end) of the four seconds requirement. NTT DoCoMo clarified that this is a delay within the RAN.
Decision: The LS was noted. Reply to SA2 in R2-080531 (NTT DoCoMo).
	R2-080519
	LS to TSG RAN on tests of receiving System Info 5bis
	GSMA DG


Sven Ekemark (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:
Decision: An assessment of the situation will be provided to the TSG RAN. See also R2-080035. LS to TSG RAN, in R2-080551 (RAN5 in copy).
	R2-080587
	(R1-080523, to RAN2). LS on code rate limitations for HS-DSCH UE cat 13 and 15
	
	
	
	RAN WG1


The LS was postponed for the next meeting.
6.2
Release 6 corrections
	
	R2-080035
	Reception of the system information type 5bis
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Sven Ekemark (Ericsson) presented this document.
Discussion:

The Chair asked whether the proposal to minimise the risk had been followed in the tests.
Ericsson clarified that in the LAB tests the SIB 5bis is inlcuded in the MIB and not as the last element.

Qualcomm have checked and consider that this is a theoretical problem, and do not foresee any impact.

The Chair asked whether in the scope of this analysis we need any tests from a RAN2 perspective.
T-Mobile considers that for R'99/Rel-4/Rel-5 terminals we may want to have tests.

Nokia asks how this could be tested. The Chair replies that a scheduling of SIB5bis could be sent to a R'99 terminal. Nokia comments that it will be possible to choose one way of scheduling the SIB5bis.
Nokia: one alternative would be that all mobiles (starting at the R'99) implement the SI5bis such that the re is no possible problem. The chair replied that whether the UE implements the SI5bis or whether it is just able to handle the scheduling does not make a difference in the UE behaviour because it will just consider the frequency as barred.
Decision: LS to TSG RAN, in R2-080551 (Ericsson). RAN5 in copy.
	
	R2-080036
	Clarification on Treselection for MBMS
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


The document was presented by Martin Van der Zee from Ericsson.

Discussion:

Qualcomm asks when the UE would use the regular Treselection again.
Ericsson clarifies that the reduction is only applied on the Treselection to the MBMS preferred frequency in order to receive MBMS service. Nokia and Qualcomm agree with this intention.

Alcatel-Lucent ask whether this should not rather be a 'shall' requirement. Is there any backwards compatibility problem expected ? If this is not a 'shall' requirement it may not be able to set thte timer values to higher values.
Ericsson proposes to have this optional in the Rel-6 and possibly mandatory in the Rel-7.

Nokia prefers to have a 'may' in all releases: it would be difficult to test anyway.
Decision: 'May' in all releases. The proposal is agreed in principle. This proposal will be presented at the next meeting. CRs 25.331 Rel-6, Rel-7, Rel-8: 3226, 3227, 3228.
Note: Actually the CRs need to be prepared for 25.304 Rel-6, Rel-7, Rel-8, i.e. CR0162, CR0163, CR0164.
	R2-080037
	Correction on Frequency Layer Dispersion (FLD) in MBMS stage 2
	Ericsson


Martin Van der Zee from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The CR was agreed in principle, 25.346 Rel-6, Rel-7, Rel-8. CRs 0038, 0039, 0040.

	R2-080038
	Clarification on MAX_CID
	Ericsson


Martin Van der Zee from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The CR was agreed in principle, 25.331 Rel-6, Rel-7, Rel-8. CRs 3229, 3230, 3231.

	
	R2-080367
	Scheduling restriction for SIB 11bis
	Qualcomm Europe
	


Etienne Chaponniere from Qualcomm presented this document.

Discussion:

Ericsson agree with the conclusion. They clarified that there is already a 'Note' in order to cover this point.
Nokia consider that there could be some behaviour specified in the case that several SIBs of "extension type" are multiplexed.
Possibly for the combination 5 there could be some gain in allowing to schedule different SIB types together.

Decision: The document was noted. There should be some behaviour (i.e. forbidden combinations for the network) specified for the Release 6.

Then for the Release 7 it may be possible to think of allowing some combinations for future extensions.
	
	R2-080392
	Proposed CR to 25.322 Correction to Reception of UM RLC
	LG Electronics Inc.

	
	R2-080393
	[Rel-7 Shadow] CR to 25.322 Correction to Reception of UM RLC
	LG Electronics Inc.

	
	R2-080403
	[Rel-8 Shadow] CR to 25.322 Correction to Reception of UM RLC
	LG Electronics Inc.


Kim Sunhee from LG Electronics presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The CR was agreed in principle, Rel-6, Rel-7, Rel-8. In 0317, 0318, 0319.
6.3
Release 7 corrections
6.3.1
Enhanced CELL_FACH state in FDD

	
	R2-080111
	FACH measurement occasion calculation
	HUAWEI

	
	R2-080099
	FACH measurement occasion calculation
	HUAWEI
	


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: Agreed in principle. CRs 3232, 3233.

	
	R2-080101
	Inconsistency of MAC entity for BCCH mapping to HS-DSCH
	HUAWEI
	


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:
Nokia Siemens Networks comments that there is no MAC-c flow at the moment.

Huawei agrees to remove the latest change.
Decision: The proposal was agreed in principle, 25.321 CR in 0373, 0374.
	
	R2-080102
	Clarification that “Default DPCH offset value”
	HUAWEI
	

	
	R2-080103
	Clarification that “Default DPCH offset value”
	HUAWEI
	


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:
Ericsson comment that the second change does not mention CELL_PCH State. Huawei clarified that at that time the UE is in CELL_FACH state already. The chair proposed to merge the new second bullet with the first bullet because the UE can only receive CUD Confirm in CELL_FACH state.
Decision: The CRs were agreed in principle. CRs 3234, 3235.

	
	R2-080104
	Synchronised modification of system information block
	HUAWEI

	
	R2-080105
	Synchronised modification of system information block
	HUAWEI


The documents were revised before presentation in R2-080525, R2-080526:

	R2-080525
	Synchronised modification of system information block
	HUAWEI

	R2-080526
	Synchronised modification of system information block
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The CRs were agreed in principle, CRs 3236, 3237.
	
	R2-080106
	Clarification on “Measured Results on RACH” in enhanced CELL_FACH
	HUAWEI

	
	R2-080107
	Clarification on “Measured Results on RACH” in enhanced CELL_FACH
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

The change in the procedure is sufficient (Ericsson). The change in the tabular will be removed.
The exact text should be re-phrased ('include' instead of 'set') (NEC).
Decision: The CRs were agreed in principle, CRs 3238, 3239.

	
	R2-080265
	Clarification on HARQ retransmission on enhanced CELL_FACH state
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

Qualcomm considers that the delay requirement in CELL_DCH comes from the feedback. Since there is no feedback there should be no requirement to wait for one TTI. They wonder why we have specified that UEs with a dedicated H-RNTI should discard the PDUs received without the delay. There should be no need for the UE to have a minimum delay.
Ericsson agrees that it should be able to schedule immediately in the case of CELL_FACH State.

Huawei highlight that in CELL_PCH state it is already allowed to schedule retransmissions immediately.

Nokia consider that in the case that we use the enhanced CELL_FACH state in the uplink (Rel-8) where feedback is available this immediate re-transmission will not be available anymore.
Decision: The document was noted. Off-line disucssions until the next meeting.
	
	R2-080406
	Correction to the operation of the timer Treset
	ASUSTeK
	Mr. Richie Tseng


Mr. Richie Tseng (ASUSTeK) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The CR was agreed in principle, 25.321 CRs 0375, 0376.
6.3.2
Improved L2 support for high data rates
	
	R2-080039
	RB combinations for Improved L2
	Ericsson


Martin Van der Zee from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:
Qualcomm asked what was the intention of 'Note 2'. It was clarified that this was in order not to restrict the PDU size.
Ericsson clarified that for PS RABs in the RAN5 CR the "alt2 Fixed RLC + MAC-ehs (Rel-7 and later releases)" is not included.

Anritsu commented that RAN5 have not yet introduced the flexible RLC PDU size for SRBs.

Ericsson proposes to agree on all possibilities listed in the proposed CR, irrespective of whether they are introduced in 34.108.

Decision: Remove the Note 2. Proposal agreed in principle. CR on 25.993 at the next meeting. CR 0107.
	
	R2-080289
	Support of octet aligned HS-DSCH transport block sizes for non-64QAM
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Martin Van der Zee from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Nokia highlighted that the table of the transport block sizes is linked to the CQI reporting as well, thus this has also impact on the CQI reporting.
For the coding of the indication Nokia proposes to use as a default the legacy mapping.
Decision: The document was noted. We may come-back on this at the next meeting.
	
	R2-080343
	Correction to the RLC RESET and RESET ACK PDU with flexible RLC PDU size
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Janne Peisa (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The CR was agreed in principle. 25.321 CR 0377, 0378.
6.3.3
CPC

No input.
6.3.4
MIMO

	
	R2-080398
	Correction to conditions for setting MIMO_STATUS variable
	Qualcomm Europe

	
	R2-080399
	Correction to conditions for setting MIMO_STATUS variable
	Qualcomm Europe


The document was presented by Etienne Chaponniere from Qualcomm Europe.

Discussion:

Decision: The CR was agreed in principle, 25.331 CRs 3240, 3241.
6.3.5
16 QAM UL

No input.
6.3.6
64 QAM DL
	
	R2-080296
	Correction to HS-SCCH numbering assumption for 64QAM encoding
	Ericsson


The document was presented by Sven Ekemark from Ericsson.

Discussion:

Decision: The CR was agreed in principle, CR 3242, 3243.
	
	R2-080359
	HS-SCCH code numbering
	Philips
	Mr. Paul Bucknell

	
	R2-080365
	HS-SCCH code numbering
	Philips
	Mr. Paul Bucknell


The document was withdrawn before presentation, as superseded by (/equivalent to) R2-080296.

6.3.7
MBMS Physical layer Enhancements

	
	R2-080143
	Supporting multi-frequency on MBMS for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	TD Tech Ltd.


Chang Yonghong from TD Tech presented this document.

Discussion:

IP Wireless highlights that the ASN.1 is frozen, and thus it seems difficult to do this change in this way.

IP Wireless wonders whether this change is really needed in order to make MBSFN on LCR multicarrier TDD work.

IP Wireless would like to have some more explanation on the consequences if not approved, i.e. whether MBSFN would only work on the primary frequency?

Nokia highlights that in the CR 25.304, 25.306, 25.346, 25.905 are listed as affected specifications. If we should agree the 25.331 CR then we should see versions for those as well.
Decision: The CR is not based on the latest version of the specification. Use non-critical extensions in order to provide backwards compatibility.

Work offline on the text in 8.6.9.9ac and the consequences if not approved. Update in R2-080554:
	R2-080554
	Supporting multi-frequency on MBMS for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	TD Tech Ltd.
	CR
	25.331 REL-7


Chang Yonghong from TD Tech presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: Comments should be provided to TD-Tech before the next meeting, so that the CR can be agreed at the next meeting.
	
	R2-080248
	Use of 'Cell selection and re-selection info' in the case that a cell is providing MBSFN only service
	IPWireless, NextWave
	Mr. Derek Richards


Derek Richards (IPWireless) presented this document.

Discussion:
Nokia wonders whether the intention is just to give some guidance to the UE.

IP Wireless answers that this is already allowed in 25.304. And the intention is to not restrict the UE behaviour.
Decision: The CR was agreed in principle. CRs 3244, 3245.

6.3.8
GNSS in UTRAN

No input.
6.3.9
1.28 Mcps TDD Enhanced Uplink

	
	R2-080064
	Co-existence of Scheduled and Non-scheduled E-PUCHs for TDD
	TD Tech Ltd.


Chang Yonghong from TD Tech presented this document.
Discussion:

IPWireless considers that there needs to be a corresponding change to 25.321. IPWireless also wonders whether this change is simple enough to be implemented in the Rel-7.
TD Tech consider that there is no impact on the eTFC selection algorithm.

Should the two CCTrCH be scheduled in the same timeslot or different timeslots. It is commented that this change seems to be not sufficiently mature.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080065
	Clarification of HARQ power offset selection during multiplexing of multiple MAC-d flows
	TD Tech Ltd.


Chang Yonghong from TD Tech presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The proposal was agreed in principle. CRs 0379, 0380. "Shall" on the cover sheet will be changed to "will".

	
	R2-080126
	Clarification of uplink multicode capability for 1.28Mcps TDD
	CATT, TD-TECH, Spreadtrum Comm.


Chang Yonghong from TD Tech presented this document.

Discussion:
Category should be 'B' (or 'C') (Ericsson).
Ericsson ask where the note 3 is included in the table. CATT clarifies that the Note 3 is used for all categories.
LG Electronics commented that there should be no 'shall' in the note.
Decision: Category will be 'C'. The note will be re-phrased to reflect that this applies to all categories.
6.3.10
7.68 Mcps TDD

No input.
6.3.11
3.84/7.68 Mcps TDD Enhanced Uplink

No input.

6.3.12
TEI7

	
	R2-080040
	Clarification of FLC flag in MBMS stage 2
	Ericsson


Martin Van der Zee from Ericsson presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The principle was agreed in principle. 25.346 CR 0041, 0042.
	
	R2-080394
	Problems with default configuration 17
	Qualcomm Europe


Etienne Chaponniere (Qualcomm) presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The proposal was agreed, i.e. the configuration is corrected for the Rel-8 only. For the Rel-7 it is clarified that it should not be used in the Handover To UTRAN COMMAND.
6.3.13
ASN.1 review
	
	R2-080316
	Status of the RRC ASN.1 R7 review
	Ericsson
	Mr. Sven Ekemark


The document was revised before presentation and in R2-080527:
	*
	R2-080527
	Status of the RRC ASN.1 R7 review
	Ericsson
	Mr. Sven Ekemark


The document was presented by Sven Ekemark and the open issues were reviewed and discussed during evening off-line session. Agreed that the CR in R2-080528 shall be updated based on the open issues list and the conclusions from the off-line session. The updated CR shall be distributed via Email to the companies involved in the ASN.1 review. The deadline for that is 25-Jan-2008, in order to give companies possibility to provide feedback before the submission deadline for the next meeting. See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
	
	R2-080317
	Corrections due to the RRC Rel-7 ASN.1 review
	Ericsson
	Mr. Sven Ekemark


The document was revised before presentation in R2-080528:

	*
	R2-080528
	Corrections due to the RRC Rel-7 ASN.1 review
	Ericsson
	Mr. Sven Ekemark


Sven Ekemark from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
6.4
Release 8

6.4.1
Improved L2 for uplink
MAC header structure:

	
	R2-080259
	MAC header structure
	Samsung


Lucky Kundan kumar from Samsung presented this document.

Discussion:

Nokia Siemens Networks wonders how the E-RNTI could be signaled in the MAC field, but Samsung considers that a special L-field could be used for this purpose.

The SS (Segmentation status) is the same as the SI (Segmentation Indicator), and is used in order to distinguish from the Scheduling Information.

Decision:
· Segmentation indicator field and the F field are agreed.

· There shall be a single TSN and a single SI field for all the RLC PDUs (or segments) belonging to the same logical channel in the same TTI.

· The L field, the LCH-ID field and the F field shall be repeated for all the RLC PDUs (or segments) included in the MAC-i/is PDU.

	
	R2-080045
	Baseline MAC-i/is header
	Ericsson


The document was presented by Janne Peisa from Ericsson.

Discussion:

Ericsson clarified that the difference with the previous document is the size of the L field: 10 bits here.

Ericsson proposes to use rather a 10 bit L field in order to have one bit for the E-RNTI.

Huawei wonders why if we use already a special LCH-Id field for the SI we could not as well use another one for indicating the presence of the E-RNTI.

Ericsson considers that we do not need 11 bits L field. So in order to not use up another value it is an alternative to use one bit from the L field.

Qualcomm wonders whether this one bit is repeated for all SDUs.
Decision: See below.
	
	R2-080366
	Enhanced L2 header
	Qualcomm Europe


Sharad Sambhwani from Qualcomm presented this document.

Discussion:

Qualcomm raises the question whether the Scheduling Information should be byte aligned.

Ericsson wonders why they have chosen a special field of the largest field (L field) instead of the LCH-Id which would create the most overhead.

Qualcomm considers that when we add the Scheduling information we should add the entire MAC-I Header.

Ericsson considers that combining the SI field and the LCH-Id could gain some space, but Ericsson also acknowledges the simplicity of the Qualcomm proposal.
Decision: See below.
Indication of the Scheduling Information:

· Special value of the L field

· Special value of the LCH-Id field

· Always present if there is enough space

· Special value of the LCH-Id field + one of four extra bits, implicitly indicates last element.

Indication of the presence of the E-RNTI

· Use one bit taken from the last L field included

· Special value of the LCH-Id field + four padding

· Special value of the LCH-Id field + one of four extra bits implicitly indicates last element.

· Use a special L field

Qualcomm prefers the option 3.

NSN considers that probably 9 bits of length field could be sufficient, and thus we could have a spare bit there.

Interdigital prefers the option 3.

Conclusion:

Indication of the Scheduling Information:

· Always present if there is enough space

· Have an explicit indication of the E-RNTI

	
	R2-080110
	MAC-i header structure
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
Radio awareness:
	
	R2-080368
	Performance of radio aware and unaware RLC
	Qualcomm Europe
	Mr. Etienne Chaponnière


Sharad Sambhwani from Qualcomm presented this document.
Discussion:

Ericsson wonders how there can be a difference in figure 1 if the physical layer transport block size equals the maximum size.

Interdigital thinks that the residual error rate could be the reason for that.

Qualcomm considers that this could be due to averaging. But this should be confirmed.

Ericsson wonders whether there would be a big difference if the residual error rate would impact a lot the result.

Qualcomm assumes that 1% would be appropriate for the uplink. But acknowledges that reducing the error rate would reduce the difference.

Ericsson would not like to have to configure the UE differently based on the UE capability.

Furthermore why do we need the dual logical channel configuration. Ericsson would like to see why there would be a need to have this different configuration for UEs.

Qualcomm wants to make sure that a radio aware UE should have a benefit.

The dual logical channel is needed in order to avoid the delay for control PDUs due to segmentation at the MAC layer.

Nokia considers that the change of grants e.g. due to the change of the soft handover could have a significant impact. This is not taken into account in the discussion. Nokia considers that network vendors seem to seek rather a consistent UE behaviour.

Ericsson wonders why the Residual error rate starts at 10-4 in figure 5. Qualcomm answers that this is due to the fact that this is a retransmission.

Interdigital highlights that for the radio aware scheme there is only an issue for the case of the retransmission, whereas for the radio unaware there will be an issue at each transmission.

T-mobile wonders whether there is a criteria of whether a UE is radio aware or radio unaware.

The chair clarifies that a radio aware UE should never segment or concatenate.

T-mobile considers that this is not possible in all cases.

ALU would prefer to only have one configuration independently of whether the UE is radio aware or unaware.

Qualcomm wonders about the complexity of having two configurations compared to the number of configurations that were available for R99.

ALU considers that the complexity is also for tests.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080261
	RLC PDU size adaptation
	Samsung


Lucky Kundan kumar from Samsung presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080435
	Considerations on RLC PDU size selection
	InterDigital
	Dr. Paul Marinier


Dr Paul Marinier (Interdigital) presented this document.

Discussion:

Chair asks what a radio unaware UE behavior does.

Nokia considers that the minimum and the maximum would be defined by the network to have a reliable operation.

Ericsson considers that we should not go further than the last conclusion, i.e. to have a minimum and a maximum value and leave the UE behavior unspecified.

Qualcomm considers that the maximum RLC PDU size has to be significantly different between a radio aware or unaware UE.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080108
	SI triggering after UL L2 improvement
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.
Discussion:

ALU asks whether the assumption is that the minimum RLC PDU size bigger than the SG. But then due to the MAC segmentation this size would be sent anyway.

Huaweis understanding is that the purpose of the minimum RLC PDU size is to avoid too much RLC overhead.

ALU is concerned that with the proposed trigger there will be SI triggered at each transmission as long as there is data in the buffer. So ALU would prefer to have a mechanism that prevents the continuous transmission of the SI.

Huaweis understanding is that there is anyway a timer available that prevents the continuous transmission of the SI.

Qualcomm considers that the request from ALU is that the SI should only be triggered when the SG goes below the minimum RLC PDU size.

Qualcomm considers that due to the segmentation there is no situation for the trigger 4, i.e. an RLC PDU can always be sent even with a very small SG.

Huawei confirms that the purpose is not to trigger continuous SI but just to adapt the criteria 4.

Ericsson wonders what the network would do with this SI. When the network receives the segmented RLC PDU then the network is already aware of this situation. So the UE will with the flexible RLC PDU size and the MAC segmentation always be able to send data. The purpose of trigger 4 was to handle the situation when the UE was blocked due to the RLC PDU size, and thus the trigger 4 is not needed any more.

Qualcomm is not concerned that there are less Sis due to the fact that there is less padding.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080215
	Draft CR to introduce MAC-i/is
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa

	
	R2-080216
	Draft CR to introduce flexible RLC PDU size in the uplink
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Janne Peisa from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Comments on the way of implementing the decisions, and the structure should be provided to Ericsson, such that it can potentially be agreed at the next meeting.
Decision:
Email discussion. Deadline: Friday before the submission deadline. Output will be a set of draft CRs.
Email agreement: LS to RAN3 on the status of the L2 enhancements drafted by Ericsson. Ericsson. In R2-080562.
See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
6.4.2
CS voice service over HSPA

	
	R2-080292
	Delay and loss rate for CS over HSPA
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm Europe, Huawei


Woonhee Hwang (Nokia Siemens Networks) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: Reply LS to SA4, based on this analysis, in R2-080564 (Nokia Siemens etworks). 

	*
	R2-080391
	Error handling on CS Voice over HSPA
	LG Electronics Inc.


Kim Sunhee from LG Electronics presented this document.

Discussion:

NSN wonders whether the decision to forbid concatenation and segmentation is really necessary.

LGE reminds that t his was a decision from the last meeting that the RLC SN will be used for detecting lost PDUs.

NSN believes that the receiver could know whether there is concatenation or segmentation.

Nokia considers that it could be possible that the nonscheduled grant could be organized in a way that it would be predictable that we have always segmentation. Furthermore due to rate control it may be necessary that we have to concatenate rate control and AMR packets.

Nokia wonders whether this should restrict the uplink or the downlink. 

Chair comments that the spec is for the UE implementation. Nokia agrees that the UE behaviour should anyway be controlled by using the alternative E bit interpretation.

ALU considers that with this change we remove some freedom from the network to use the LI, and that we have to wait for the discussion on the rate control.

Decision: The doucment was noted.
Rate control:

	
	R2-080370
	Location of CS over HS rate control function
	Qualcomm Europe
	Mr. Etienne Chaponnière


Etienne Chaponniere from Qualcomm presented this document.
Discussion:

NSN considers that the SRB 5 should not be available and the rate control is not really used today. NSN considers that we should have a rather dynamic rate control, and thus RRC is not really adapted.
Qualcom would like to decide whether 

We have rate control:

· the rate control should be in the RNC or in the NodeB

· the rate control should be done by RRC or PDCP, depending on whether it should be dynamic or slower.

NSN believes that we need to have rate control in the RNC.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080369
	Rate Control for CS voice service over HSPA
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Mr. Cyrille Royer


Cyrille Royer from Alcatel-Lucent presented this document.

Discussion:

LG Electronics wonders whether the rate control is sent on the same radio bearer.

ALU considers that this could be concatenated with the AMR packet, and if there is no AMR packets it would be sent as a standalone packet.

LGE wonders what happens if the control packet is lost. It may be interpreted by the receiver that the AMR packet would be lost.

ALU considers that if the packet is lost then the RNC would be able to detect it and retransmit it. ALU considers that it would be possible to have an acknowledgement. 

NSN considers that at lest the time stamp would not increase due to the control packet. 

Qualcomm believes that the timestamp is not sufficient to figure out whether the lost packet was an AMR packet or a control packet.

Qualcomm believes that the PDCP solution would include some complexity. Qualcomm wonders why there would be so much difference expected in RRC if the packet is sent on RLC UM. Furthermore is it really necessary to have it so fast.

ALU considers that from a complexity in the network it would be better to avoid the SRB5, but ALU agree that the difference in the speed would not be significant.

Qualcomm wonders about the complexity if it would be sent on any RRC message since infrastructure vendors that want rate control have probably already implemented the SRB5.

Chair wonders whether there is an alternative to the rate control on SRB5. Qualcomm clarifies that there is the Transport format restriction message that would need to be extended.

Chair wonders whether there is no delay if the non scheduled grant has been reduced, and the rate should be increased again.

ALU considers that it is rather a rare case to change the rate up.

ALU considers that there could be two ways of changing the codec rate, i.e. by the PDCP control and the active set update.

Huawei wonders what type of rate is envisaged.

ALU clarifies that there are two different ways to apply the rate control, i.e. either define the rate or define the maximum rate.

LGE wonders what is the problem of having a full RRC reconfiguration. ALU considers that the message is in general longer, and that we have already many different ways to change HSDPA and EDCH configuration.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080202
	Rate Control for CS over HSPA
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080293
	Rate control for CS over HSPA
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation


Woonhee Hwang from Nokia Siemens Networks presented this document.
Discussion:

ALU wonders which type of rate control is intended, i.e. the exact rate or the maximum rate.

NSN considers to configure the maximum rate.

Ericsson wonders whether the intention is to exclude the rate control in the Handover to Utran command message. Nokia agrees that rate control could be added to the Handover to Utran command as well.

Chair wonders what is the delay requirement to the AMR codec to take into account the codec change. Nokia believes that this is around 40 to 60 msec.

Proposed alternatives:

· PDCP control PDU

· Other RRC message, e.g. TFC Control

ALU considers that we should consider later the possible enhancement in the active set update

ALU considers that if there is no AMR frame to concatenate then a dummy AMR frame could be created that would be concatenated to the PDCP control PDU.

Qualcomm wonders how this would be able to be done since the codec is normally in the CN, and this may impact the codec quality.

Chair highlights that when the PDCP packet is lost the impact would be the same in both cases because the dummy packet would be lost as well.

Qualcomm proposes to leave some time to address this problem.

Telefonica O2 would prefer to have some more time to study the impact of the solution.

Qualcomm believes that the change in the RLC SN gap if a PDCP control packet is lost should be addressed.

Huawei asks whether the radio bearer setup should only contain one codec rate or a set of codec rates.

NSN proposed the maximum rate. Nokia clarifies that if only one rate is provided then it is a rate control in the end. It is clarified that not a maximum rate is given but a list of allowed rates, where the list could be of the size 1 which would fix the rate.

ALU wonders whether the list in the RB setup just reflects the list of rates that is given in the RAB setup from the CN.

Nokia clarifies that in R99 the rate is 12.2 and this is configured at the RB setup. ALU considers that we should add a list.

Decision:

Agreed to add the list of allowed codec rates in the Radio bearer setup / Handover to Utran command.
The rate control is based in the RNC.

	
	R2-080294
	CS-HSPA UL AMR Rate
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation


Luis Barreto from Nokia presented this document.

Discussion:
Decision: The list of codec rates should be included, and the handover to Utran should be included.
	R2-080565
	RLC Segmentation and concatenation
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens, Networks


Luis Barreto from Nokia presented this document.
Discussion:

It was clarified that this covers both the uplink and downlink.
ALU wonders whether this discussion is about the uplink and the downlink.

Nokia confirms that it is for both uplink and the downlink.

Nokia considers that the segmentation is mainly for the uplink and concatenation is most for the downlink.

Qualcomm considers that segmentation for the downlink would always be possible in the MAC.

NSN explains that for the downlink what is done can not be predicted by the UE. However in the uplink the UE behaviour can be predictable.

The Chair is asking why we can not just rely on MAC segmentation and concatenation in the uplink and the downlink.

Nokia wonders whether the concatenation is for the PDCP control. 

ALU wonders whether we can mandate the UE to bundle packets.

Nokia explains that the non scheduled grant and the DTX and the MAC start restriction times can be configured in line with the 20 msec creation of the packets by the AMR codec such that the UE is forced to bundle the packets. 

Qualcomm considers that we could as well have the MAC level bundling and then there would be no problem.

Nokias focus is on the segmentation for the uplink, and if PDCP rate control is agreed the concatenation of AMR frames with the PDCP control.

Qualcomm wonders whether the bundling is only for the AMR and the control plane.

Nokia confirms that for downlink, but for the uplink we can have anyway a predictive behaviour and thus by RLC concatenation we can save one byte overhead. But this is not a very strong position.
Decision: The document was noted.
6.4.3
Enhanced Uplink for CELL_FACH State in FDD
Initial Grant:

	
	R2-080042
	Setting of the grant for E-DCH common resource
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Enrik Enbuske (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

NSN wonders whether the non scheduled grants for signaling radio bearers should be used.

Ericsson considers that in the case of the E-DCH in CELL_FACH state the signaling radio bearers should use as well the grants that are broadcast.

Ericsson considers that the grant is updated as soon as the contention resolution is performed.

Chair asks about the motivation to have a “dynamic” grant allocation at resource assignment. NEC considers that this reduces the impact to the BCCH, and allows a tighter control of the grant.

Qualcomm asks how the grant is allocated since there is no information on the power headroom. QC does not see a justification to have to assign this scheduling grant dynamically.

NEC considers that the uplink interference level and the available capacity can be used for the assignment of the grant.
Decision: The document was noted.
	*
	R2-080128
	Comparison of HS-based E-RACH resource assignment
	NEC


Hiroaki Amianaka from NEC presented this document.
Discussion:

It was clarified that dynamic grant is proposed to be used in each alternative.

Proposes to have a dynamic setting of the grant with the resource indication. This would allow to allocate more capacity if the cell is less loaded.

Qualcomm wonders how this could be beneficial, if there is no knowledge about how much data is to be transmitted. Allocating too many resources may conflict with the request of other UEs.

Qualcomm considers that in general it is needed to control the available uplink resources very tightly and thus resources should not be allocated when the network does not know what the resources will be used for.

NEC highlights that this will anyway be only a short duration.

Ericsson considers that the main difference is the delay for the access by using the HS-SCCH and PDSCH.

Philips assumption is that the grant should be sent together with the E-DCH configuration on the BCH, and the allocation should only contain an index to this E-DCH configuration.

NSN prefers that the resources including the initial grant are provided on the BCH.

Decision: The Broadcast configuration includes the initial E-DCH Grant setting.

The BCH configuration includes an initial Scheduled type Grant setting for the UEs by including a AG index in the system information.
Contention resolution:

	
	R2-080364
	Contention resolution using E-AGCH
	Qualcomm Europe
	Mr. Etienne Chaponnière


Sharad Sambhwani from Qualcomm presented this document.
Discussion:

Proposal:

Use a 16 bit random Id.
Use E-AGCH as contention resolution channel.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080273
	UE id and Contention Resolution
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks


Markus Wimmer from Nokia Siemens Networks presented this document.
Discussion:

Proposal:

Use E-RNTI = C-RNTI for contention resolution

Use E-AGCH as contention resolution channel

No contention resolution for CCCH transmissions

Qualcomm wonders whether it can be guaranteed that the CCCH can always be transmitted in one H-ARQ cycle. 

NSN considers that one H-ARQ cycle should allow for the transmission of around 500 bits which should accommodate for larger RRC Connection Request messages.

NSN clarifies that mandating the E-RNTI = C-RNTI is rather a signalling optimization but there is no fundamental need for this.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080043
	Contention resolution for enhanced uplink in CELL_FACH
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Enrik Enbuske (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

Proposal to use a CRC for CCCH messages

Proposal to use a special LI for indicating the E-RNTI

Infineon wonders whether use of E-AGCH for contention resolution implies to have two types of E-AGCH, one for contention resolution and one for scheduling. Qualcomm clarifies that the UE knows based on its current procedure what the E-AGCH is used for.

Qualcomm wonders which identity is used when the UE comes out of idle state.

NSN considers that in the case of idle to active and cell reselection there is no identity, and thus only a short message is sent, in which case there is no need to perform contention resolution.

NSN considers that the E-RNTI should be continuously included until the contention resolution is resolved.

NSN wonders whether including the E-RNTI only in the first transmission would not imply a longer setting of the timer due to the fact that the number of retransmissions for the first transmission may be higher than the one for the second transmission.

Qualcomm considers that we have power control and H-ARQ, and thus their understanding is that the first transmission should be good enough to reach the NodeB quickly.
Decision: The document was noted.
Conclusion:

· Use E-AGCH as contention resolution channel

· No contention resolution for CCCH messages

· E-RNTI is used for the contention resolution

· Use a timer

· UE releases resources if the E-RNTI has not been received on E-AGCH upon expiry of the timer

· How long is the E-RNTI included

· E-RNTI is included until the contention is resolved

· E-RNTI is included in the first MAC-PDU

Open issues:

· Is a CRC needed for CCCH messages

E-DCH Resource Allocation:
	
	R2-080287
	Number of E-DCH configurations in CELL_FACH
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Enrik Enbuske (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

Qualcomm agrees to this conclusion to use the flexible mapping.

NSN wonders in how far the uplink capacity limitations were taken into account when considering 500 users.

Ericsson agrees that the model is a rather rough assessment.

Chair asks whether there is no in-between between the flexible and the 1 to many mapping. Ericsson clarifies that they have only considered the two mappings. 

NSN does not agree on the conclusion that the flexible mapping is needed.
Decision: The document was noted.
	*
	R2-080128
	Comparison of HS-based E-RACH resource assignment
	NEC


Hiroaki Amianaka from NEC presented this document (second presentation).

Discussion:

NEC agrees that we should have a flexible mapping between the E-DCH resources and the used preambles.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080355
	Collision and blocking probability sensitivity to service time
	Qualcomm Europe
	


Sharad Sambhwani from Qualcomm presented this document.

Discussion:

NSN wonders whether the assumption is that only one or two UEs can be acknowledged per access slot. In the case that the one to many mapping is used then there should be no problem to acknowledge these preambles.

Qualcomm agrees that in the one to many mapping several preambles could be acknowledged. Qualcomm investigated the requirements for the flexible scheme.

NSN has concerns that the flexible approach would have a high impact on the resources that would be needed for signaling this.

NSN considers that the traffic model used in both the Ericsson and Qualcomm is not realistic and would lead to unnecessary flexibility.

Ericsson wonders what is the drawback of the flexible approach.

NSN wonders that the complexity in the signaling is the biggest drawback, and the required power that is implied to provide a reliable signaling when the flexible approach is used.

Ericsson does not want to limit the system operation at this point in time, because the blocking probability in the case that many preambles are used in the one to many approach would increase.

NSN considers that the realistic dimensioning would be that one cell should support around 1000-2000 users, and assuming that 500 users use VPN would be a high number.

Ericsson considers that it is difficult to assess the traffic model in the future. Therefore they prefer to have a scheme that allows some future proof ness.

Ericsson highlights that already at lower loads there is a considerable difference in the blocking probability between the one to many and the flexible approach.

Points to address:

· How many preambles can provide access to one E-DCH resource

· Flexible – all 

· 1 to many -  preamble / E-DCH resources

· How many E-DCH resources can be accessed by a RACH preamble

· Flexible – all (or all-1 if NACK is needed)

· 1 to many - E-DCH resources / preamble 
· How many UEs can be granted access at the same time

· Qualcomm considers that between one to two should be enough

· Maximum number of E-DCH resources

· Qualcomm considers at least 8 E-DCH resources per preamble

· Ericsson proposes 16 combinations

· NSN considers that between 8 and 16 common E-DCH resources should be sufficient

· Maximum number of signatures

Decision: Email discussion on blocking probability, delay to the access to the service and metrics on the resource indication scheme managed by Qualcomm, deadline Friday before the contribution deadline. See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
	*
	R2-080129
	An improved AICH-based E-RACH resource assignment
	NEC

	
	R2-080352
	E-DCH Resource allocation
	Qualcomm Europe


Noted without presentation, rather to be discussed in RAN WG1.

Resource release:

	
	R2-080262
	Release procedure of E-RACH
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

NSN wonders whether cell reselection should be considered during the use of E-DCH in CELL_FACH state.

Huaweis understanding is that in CELL_FACH state there should be cell reselection even whilst the E-DCH is used.

NSN considers that when the E-DCH is allocated in CELL_FACH state there should be no need to perform cell reselection since the UE should only stay in CELL_FACH with resources allocated for a short time.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080044
	Resource release of common E-DCH in CELL_FACH
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Enrik Enbuske (Ericsson) presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080272
	On Resource Release in Enhanced UL for CELL_FACH
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks


Markus Wimmer (Nokia Siemens Networks) presented this document.
Discussion:

NSN considers that only the NodeB is allowed to release the resources after contention resolution.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080148
	Resource release mechanisms for CELL_FACH E-DCH
	Infineon
	Mr. Hyung-Nam Choi


Hyung-Nam Choi from Infineon presented this document.
Discussion:

It was clarified by the presetner that the options here are not necessarily exclusive.
Ericsson wonders how the timer in proposal 1 would be handled in the case that the UE has additional data to be transmitted.
Decision: The docuement was noted.
	
	R2-080361
	E-DCH Resource release
	Qualcomm Europe
	Mr. Etienne Chaponnière


Sharad Sambhwani from Qualcomm presented this document.

Discussion:

Huawei prefers that there is an explicit release indication from the network since an indication in MAC from the UE may be lost.

Ericsson considers that when we receive the HARQ ACK in the UE then the UEshould be quite confident that the indication has been received and the UE can release. In addition we anyway need a timer for the case of RL failure.

NSN wonders what happens if data is received whilst the transmission of the empty buffer indication is ongoing. Is the UE allowed to start some new transmission?

Qualcomm considers that this can be handled by the inactivity timer.

Ericsson wonders how the inactivity timer can handle this problem.

Huawei considers that the scenario that new data arrives when the zero buffer is indicated is a rare scenario.
Decision: Release based on the UE initiative.
Open issue

Chair wonders how the CCCH transmission is identified, and whether it should be released immediately.

NSN considers that this could be detected by the NodeB due to the fact that no UE Id is included in the MAC header.
Agreement:

· The NodeB is able to explicitly release the E-DCH resource via the E-AGCH. Detail FFS

· Reporting of the empty buffer status by the UE

Open issue:

· Do we have cell reselection during the CELL_FACH state when E-DCH is allocated 

· Is the empty buffer status reporting an implicit release indication

· Do we need to define a maximum time as a “safeguard” mechanism

Others:

	
	R2-080109
	fast CQI report in CELL_FACH state
	HUAWEI


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

Qualcomm asks whether this proposal would exclude to send the CQI on the HS-DPCCH.

Huawei considers that we should still have the Rel-7 DL transmission mode, i.e. blind retransmissions so far.

NSN considers that the CQI would rather be sent on the HS-DPCCH instead of sending it in the MAC header. NSN does not see any conflict with Rel-7, but considers that it is natural to combine both features.

Huawei considers that in the case of a collision the CQI would only be received by the NodeB after the collision is resolved, whereas in the case it is included in the MAC it would arrive to the NodeB.

Ericsson see advantages in both cases, but it is not clear to them whether the HS-DSCH should always be coupled to the use of E-DCH. One advantage of including the CQI in the MAC could be to use the same mechanism also for the R99 RACH access.

Qualcomm considers that we should focus on the benefits for the E-DCH in CELL_FACH.

Huawei asks what is the benefit of using the HS-DPCCH compared to the MAC-I header.

Qualcomm considers that ack nack could be sent on the UL as well.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080282
	HS-DPCCH relation to Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks


Markus Wimmer (Nokia Siemens Networks) presented this document.
Discussion:
The chair is wondering how the eNodeB would be able to map between the H-RNTI and the E-RNTI in this case. Does this imply that there would be a need for a context in the NodeB? NSN agrees. An alternative would be to set the H-RNTI, the E-RNTI and the C-RNTI together.

Qualcomm sees another advantage of the HS-DPCCH which is due to the fact that the CQI in the MAC will be delayed.

Qualcomm considers that the CQI would be usable as well for the E-AGCH.
Decision: LS in R2-080558 (Qualcomm), in order to summarise the thoughts of RAN2.
	*
	R2-080309
	RRC signalling for Enhanced CELL_FACH
	Philips
	Mr. Paul Bucknell


The document was noted without presentation.

	
	R2-080310
	Resource allocation for Enhanced CELL_FACH
	Philips
	Mr. Paul Bucknell


The document was noted without presentation.

	
	R2-080358
	Padding analysis for E-DPDCH
	Qualcomm Europe


Sharad Sambhwani from Qualcomm presented this document.

Discussion:

Ericsson asks wonders whether the RLC overhead is included in the analysis, and whether the possibility to include a special DDI is taken into account in the analysis for the 18 bit scheduling information.

Qualcomm clarifies that the RLC overhead was not considered.

NSNs understanding is that the gain in RAN1 is not necessarily high, especially if the there is a loss in the padding.

Nokia also highlights that there will be some work to be done in RAN4 if we agree to this proposal e.g. for the power headroom calculation.

Ericsson considers that the flexible RLC PDU size should be supported, but it is not clear yet whether we should also support the fixed sizes.
Decision:The document was noted.
	
	R2-080411
	Intercell Interference with Enhanced Uplink for Cell_FACH
	InterDigital
	Dr. Paul Marinier


Paul Marinier (InterDigital) presented this document.

Discussion:

Qualcomm wonders whether the maximum inter cell interference means for all UEs or for a given UE. Interdigital answers that this is for one UEs.

Interdigital considers that we need to limit the maximum data rate depending on the UE. This is due to the fact of the lack of macrodiversity.

NSN considers that in Rel-6 transition to CELL_DCH suffers the same loss of the macro diversity, and thus there is the same problem, i.e. there is no significant problem.

Interdigital assumes that we should consider the relation of time during which we have no macrodiversity, and during which we have macrodiversity (if needed), and thus the effect is worse for the use of E-DCH in CELL_FACH state.

Qualcomm considers that limiting the grant based on the power headroom could as well be a solution.
Decision: The document was noted.
LS to RAN1 (Nokia) about the decisions in RAN2 (except the discussion of combining E-DCH and HS-DSCH). In R2-080561.
6.4.4
Enhanced UE DRX
	
	R2-080213
	Enhanced UE DRX
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Martin Van der Zee from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:
Qualcomm agrees with the first proposal to introduce discontinuous reception for CELL_FACH. Qualcomm considers that there is no severe failure case in the autonomous state transition to CELL_PCH and URA_PCH.

Ericsson acknowledges that there are mechanisms, but that the complexity is too high compared with the gain and therefore proposes to exclude this.

Nokia considers that the optimisation of the state transition would only reduce the signalling overhead.

Decision: See below.
	
	R2-080362
	Cell_FACH DRX
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mr. Luis Barreto


Luis Barreto from Nokia presented this document.

Discussion:

The chair commented that the Nokia proposal links the enhanced CELL_FACH for uplink with the UE DRX. Ericsson comments that their intention is to reduce the battery consumption of a UE that is receiving data, and that so far there is no need to block uplink resources for a UE receiving data.

Nokia clarifies that if there is a uplink resource allocated it should be continusously listening. If there is no uplink resource the UE should apply the DRX. Nokia's understanding is that as soon as the data transmission starts the UE will anyway start to transmit RLC Acks/Nacks, and thus be allocated uplink resources.
Decision: See below.
Decisions:
There should be a DRX applied in CELL_FACH State.
The NodeB controls whether DRX is applied or not.
Open issues: Should the UE DRX in CELL_FACH be linked with the enhanced uplink in CELL_FACH.
6.4.5
Enhanced CELL_FACH State in 1.28 Mcps TDD
	
	R2-080130
	Consideration on Enhanced Downlink in CELL_FACH state in 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, RITT, CATT, TD-TECH, Spreadtrum Communications


(...) from CATT presented this document.

Discussion:

Proposal 1: HS-DSCH in CELL_FACH state can be established on primary frequency and secondary frequencies.
Proposal 2: UE in CELL_FACH state receives single-carrier HS-DSCH transmission.

Proposal 3: The uplink random access resource can be set up on primary frequency and secondary frequencies.
Proposal 4: BCCH should be transmitted on the carriers with HS-FACH resources.

Proposal 5: For UE with common H-RNTI, the MCS selection and retransmission control is performed based on RACH measurement report.
Decision: All five proposals are agreed.
	
	R2-080131
	Enhanced Paging Procedure in 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATT, Spreadtrum Communications


(...) from CATT presented this document.

Discussion:
Proposal 1: HS-DSCH transmission in CELL_PCH and URA_PCH is only on primary frequency.

Proposal 2: Same paging block structure used in PCH transmission remains for PCCH transmission on HS-DSCH.
Decision: The proposals were agreed.

	
	R2-080137
	Per-carrier admission control and random access extension for 1.28Mcps TDD in HSPA+ scope
	TD Tech Ltd.


(...) from TD Tech presented this document.
Discussion:

ZTE acknowledges that this is a way to distribute the UE on the carriers. ZTE wonders on how the connection success can be guaranteed by the carrier in good radio conditions.

TD TECH considers that extending the RACH access to different frequencies improves the overall success rate. In addition to this the update of the interference condition allows to improve the RACH access success. In their proposal the RACH access could as well be reduced to a subset of the carriers. 

CATT agrees to extend the RACH to different carriers, but sees it difficult to take into account the radio conditions. 

Ericsson considers that allocating more resources to the uplink, then this will have a negative impact on the available resources to the downlink.

TD_TECH considers to only use the SYNC_UL resources. So the need for radio resources for PRACH should be limited.

TD_TECH propose to take into account the UL interference only for the selection of the carrier. 

CATT wonders how the information on the uplink interference would be taken into account.

TD TECH proposes to allow the NodeB to broadcast some dynamic values taking into account the interference such that the UE would take this into account.
Decision: The document was noted.
	R2-080140
	Some analysis of Enhancement CELL_FACH state for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TD Tech Ltd.


(...) from TD Tech presented this document.

Discussion:

ZTE asks whether the proposal in the PCH state is to use blind retransmission. TD Tech assumes the same scheme as for FDD where no CQI nor ACK/NACK is used. So the proposal is that the NodeB would transmit blindly.

TD Tech would like to combine this with an enhancement in RAN1 where the HS-SCCH could indicate the transmission on several TTIs. TD TECH clarifies that the NodeB can decide the number of transmissions based on the information on RACH.

ZTE believes that the retransmissions could be as well non contiguous.
Decision: Apart from the last sentence the remaining part of 2.1 is agreed.
	
	R2-080141
	Discussion on reducing signalling overhead in CELL_FACH state
	TD Tech Ltd.


(...) from TD Tech presented this document.

Discussion:

CATT considers that the use case for allowing multiple TTIs on the HS-SCCH is not so clear, and should first be discussed.

TD TECH considers that in CELL_FACH enhancements there will be a significant data sent on HS-SDCH, and IP packets will frequently be segmented which will require the transmission of multiple TTIs. Furthermore TD TECH considers that there is a fixed number of transmissions in many cases.

Ericsson agree that the idea is in principle good, but they are concerned about the possibility to change the scheduling information dynamically once that the HS-SCCH has been sent.

TD TECH is considering the common H-RNTI scenario where there would not be any feedback, and thus the channel situation does not change and a fixed number of transmission applies.

So Ericsson wonders whether there is only a limited use for this scenario. TD TECH clarifies that this correct.

ZTE would like to see more detailed information on the mapping of the new information on the HS-SCCH.

TD TECH considers that there will be bits available that are dedicated for feedback.
Decision: The document was noted.
6.4.6
HS-PDSCH Serving Cell change enhancements

	
	R2-080371
	HS-DSCH Serving Cell Change Performance in Urban Canyon environments
	Qualcomm Europe
	Mr. Etienne Chaponnière


Sharad Sambhwani from Qualcomm presented this document.

Discussion:

Nokia asks whether Qualcomm did a comparison with SRBs on DCH with the dropping levels.

Qualcomm finds that for most of the cases with DCH this problem is not seen.

NSN notes that traces on existing network may be misleading due to the fact that existing network deployments may not be very well in terms of coverage.

Qualcomm has confidence that the observed phenomenon does not stem from a lack of coverage.

Ericsson has made the same observations as Qualcomm that there is something to be addressed.
Decision: The document was noted.
6.4.7
WIs / SIs under the responsibility of other groups
	
	R2-080396
	Way forward for ETWS
	NTT DoCoMo


Fujimura-san from NTT DoCoMo presented this document.
Discussion:

LGE wonders what this would imply on the mandatory supply of MBMS.
NTT DoCoMo clarifies that there is no aim to mandate MBMS or CBS, but only UEs that support this functionality would receive the information.

NSN wonders what would be the exact size of the container for the paging. Chair asks whether the intention would be to give an acceptable size limit. NSN clarifies that they would prefer to hear the conclusion from SA2.

NSN considers that for LTE there should be a separate discussion.
NSN would prefer not to decide on RAN2 preference at this point in time.

Ericsson asks whether if we create this type of container we should define this as a generic mechanism, or whether this would be a container that could be used for other purposes in other parts of the world.

NTT DoCoMo clarifies that this work item was previously a general work item PWS which is in the scope of Rel-9. This work item is specificly driven by Japanese requirements in order to be able to finish the work in Rel-8.

Qualcomm clarifies that their proposal in SA2 is in line with the DoCoMo proposal with respect to the usage of the paging type 1 message. But the Qualcomm proposal would not require any extension of RAN2 protocol.

Ericsson wonders whether the paging type one message is received in CELL_DCH. So this is one limitation.

T-mobile considers that there could be other alternative solutions, e.g. updating the BCH.

Qualcomm considers that there is no real problem to reply to SA2s LS.

The LS should contain the following points:

· Extending of the paging

· Feasible 

· concerns on the reusability of this mechanism for PWS

· Paging type 1 does not allow to reach CELL_DCH UEs

· UEs that are temporarily out of coverage might miss the paging, this requires some repetition

· CBS

· High Battery consumption if 4 sec criteria has to be met

· MBMS

· With a typical configuration of MBMS it is difficult to reach the 4 sec requirement.

· Impact on the battery consumption

It is unclear how many bits are supposed to be received.

RAN2 is ready to design a solution for SA2 if this is determined to be required for SA2.
Decision: This will be included in the LS to SA2 in R2-080531.
	
	R2-080397
	Way forward for PPAC
	NTT DoCoMo


Fujimura-san from NTT DoCoMo presented this document.

Discussion:

NTT DoCoMo would prefer the concept 1.

T-mobile states that for access class 10 there is no need for PPAC bits which would reduce the overhead to 35 / 65 bits.

The analysis is updated in R2-080581.

NSN wonders whether there could be one indication to indicate both the paging and mobility restrictions.

DCM considers that paging traffic is network generated traffic so it can be controlled by the network, whereas the mobility area is generated by the UE.

Tmobile wonders what is the gain to maintain mobility management without allowing paging?

NEC considers that there is no use to allow paging if mobility management is not allowed.

The access service class can not be conveyed to the RNC

NSN still wonders whether there is a need to have a separate indication for paging and location management.

T-mobile understands that CT1 want to control independently in the CN the paging load and the load due to mobility management.

Nokia considers that the solution by Geran may as well be feasible in Utran.

DCMs preference would be to keep this information in the SIB type 3.

Chair states that the limitation of the mobility would anyway need to be included in SIB type 3.

T-mobile states that a network solution could be to discard the paging in order to reduce the load due to paging response.

Ericsson believes that this is not in line with the purpose of the feature, which is to somehow override the access class barring, because discarding paging is similar to using access class barring.

Decision:

LS to CT1 in R2-080570 (NTT DoCoMo).
R2-080397 updated in R2-080581.
Analysis on the size constraints in the DCM paper should be provided to CT1.

RAN2 has not completely understood why paging and mobility management have to be controlled separately.

Other solution could be to discard the paging in the network in order to reduce the load due to paging response.

Inclusion of the parameters in paging is possible as well

Neither of the alternatives have been studied by RAN2.

DOB:

	
	R2-080212
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	Ericsson


Sven Ekemark from Ericsson presented this document.
Discussion:
This is the 25.346 CR.

Decision: See below.
	
	R2-080304
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	Ericsson


Sven Ekemark from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

This is the 25.331 CR.

Decision: See below.
	
	R2-080305
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	Ericsson


Sven Ekemark from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:
This is the 25.306 CR.

Decision: See below.
	
	R2-080306
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	Ericsson


Sven Ekemark from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

This is the 25.304 CR.

Decision: See below.
MBSFN DOB should be added to the abbreviation section of 25.346 with the naming changed to MBSFN Downlink Only Broadcast.
IPWireless maintain concerns that they have expressed earlier. IPWireless does not agree with the analysis of the consequences if not approved, i.e. that the CRs do not address the objectives mentioned in the WI description.
Nokia states that the backward compatibility problem has been addressed.

IPWireless reconfirms their understanding that the CRs do not address the objectives, and that he objectives of the WI are already addressed in Rel-7.

Nokia wonders whether there have been any technical changes to the CRs compared with the previous version.

Ericsson explains that the change in 25.331 is that the extensions are placed in the Rel-8 extension container in these CRs.

	R2-080455
	MBSFN DOB
	IPWireless, NextWave


Derek Richards (IPWireless) presented this document.

Discussion:

The concerns expressed by IP Wireless and Nextwave have been taken into account.

IP Wireless and Nextwave object formally to these CRs, and they are not agreed in RAN2.

RAN2 confirms the technical correctness of the CRs in R2-080212 to R2-080306. They will be updated to the latest versions of the specifications during an email discussion until Friday before the next RAN2 Tdoc submission deadline (in 2 weeks time) that should confirm the technical correctness of the change to Rel-8 in Tdoc numbers R2-080571, R2-080572 and R2-080573 for 25.346, 25.304 and 25.331 and include the addition of the abbreviation.
	R2-080571
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.346
	Rel-8
	Ericsson

	R2-080572
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.304
	Rel-8
	Ericsson

	R2-080573
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.331
	Rel-8
	Ericsson


(For email agreement - technical correctness).
See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
6.4.8
TEI8

	
	R2-080047
	Correction of the EUL relative grant from non-serving cell
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa

	
	R2-080046
	Correction of the EUL relative grant from non-serving cell
	CR
	Ericsson


Enrik Enbuske (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

NEC wonders whether there is a need for a different NodeB behaviour for Rel-6 to Rel-8 UEs.

Ericsson considers that the NodeB would still issue nsRGs, so the behaviour would be the same from the NodeB.

Nokia asks that in stage 2 and stage 3 seem to imply that there is no problem in 11.8.1.3. and wonders whether this should be changed din the stage 2.

Nokia wonders whether there is an impact on the test specifications. Ericsson does not foresee an impact on the test specifications.

Qualcomm wonders whether the version is correct. Ericsson confirms that it should be updated to Rel-8. QC wonders whether there should be an impact on the network. There should be not.

Qualcomm considers that this should be rather a category C CR. Ericsson considers that this might be already intended behaviour previously.
Decision: The CR was agreed in principle, 25.321 CR 0381.
	R2-080048
	Smaller TB sizes for E-DCH
	Ericsson


Henri Koskinen (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:
NEC wonders whether this implies to create a new table. The proposal from Ericsson is to change one value but in the standard in practice this would imply a new table. 

Qualcomm wonders whether it is sufficient to just add one payload or whether there should be more values in between. Ericsson considers only changing one value at the moment, but they are open.

Qualcomm wonders whether there are any simulation results that show the increase in the coverage.

Nokia believes that we should investigate this issue further.

Qualcomm is interested in looking into this issue further.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080201
	Measurement reporting in enhanced CELL_FACH
	HUAWEI
	


Sherry Zheng from Huawei presented this document.

Discussion:

ALU and NEC have a concern that this implies for cases where the message sent to the UE is not a message that sends the UE to CELL_DCH the UE would have to wait to correctly decode the message before to decide whether to send the measurement report. This is applicable for all three scenarios.

Nokia considers that there is too much complexity involved compared to the gain.

Need for some more support to agree on this type of proposal.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080345
	Inter-frequency cell reselection
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mr. Luis Barreto


Luis Barreto (Nokia) presented this document.

Discussion:

Nokia explains that they see a risk that if the inter rat reselection is not taken care of by sufficient hysteresis there may be a frequent cell reselection to GSM, and if the GSM network is configured to promote reselection to UMTS this could result in a ping pong.
Decision: The document was noted.
	
	R2-080372
	Improved cell reselection
	Qualcomm Europe
	Mr. Etienne Chaponnière


Etienne Chaponniere (Qualcomm) presented this document.

Discussion:

Nokia considers that in the cases proposed by Qualcomm it is not really clear of whether Ec/No or RSCP is the better criteria, and the QC proposal just takes both.

Nokia have observed on the field that Ec/No is mainly used as a metric. But for HSDPA it is Nokias understanding that the Ec/No metric is not so meaningful.

NEC considers that we may as well have some impact on the inter frequency cell reselection from the LTE discussion, and wonders whether some of the problems could be solved by those schemes.
Decision: The document was noted.
7
Release 8 Home NodeB / eNodeB handling
	
	R2-080005
	Network support to ensure UE autonomous CSG discovery after change of macro cell identification
	T-Mobile
	Mr. Axel Klatt

	
	R2-080183
	Consideration on PLMN selection and Signaling free mobility
	ASUSTeK
	Mr. Elliot Jen

	
	R2-080184
	CSG information and mobility
	ASUSTeK
	Mr. Elliot Jen


7.1
UMTS
R2-080290:
3G Home NodeB Access Control
Nokia Siemens Networks
· QC indicates that “cause 15” causes barring of a frequency for 300s. So how would the UE get back to the frequency when the home-cell is around. Nokia agrees that this is a drawback of this solution.  Tmob thinks the 300s is only applicable if the best cell on that frequency does not change.

· Nokia clarified that there main intention with this contribution is to a kind of common ground for a home-NB solution.

· Huawei is wondering how the home-NB gets the Cell-ACL ? Nokia assumes this could be discussed in RAN3.

· QC wonders what the entries in the access control list would be ? Nokia thinks that IMSI, or TMSI could be used. Tmob thinks these RAN3 aspects should not be discussed in RAN2. 

· Tmob asks what is really new in this proposal ? 

· Tmob dislikes this proposal; in general they think we should not have solutions based on LOCATION UPDATING REJECT.

· Tmob thinks if we have enhancements, then we better also make some UE improvements. 

· Question is whether any Rel-8 solution would have UE impact.

=>   Noted; if this should be selected as a “very good solution”, it seems more lobbying needs to be done. In general it will be up to operators to decide what out of the existing solutions they would like to use.

R2-080266:
WI proposal CSG for UTRA Rel-8
HUAWEI
=> Noted
7.2
LTE

R2-080020:
CSG & Home Deployments Status in CT1
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
· Tmob wonders who is going to decide on the length of the TAC and the number of cells under a CSG ? Chairman assumes that in the past we asked CT1 to take the lead on this.


=>    Noted

R2-080182:
Mobile Home NB and Positioning assistance mobility
ASUSTeK
· Huawei wonders if proposal 2 is a basestation that is using LTE for both towards UE’s and for backhaul ? Asustek thinks there are many possibilities for the backhaul.

· Tmob wonders what the aspects are for proposal 2 that we need to discuss in RAN2 ? 

Proposal 1: 

· we have already agreed on the UE autonomous search as the main solution, so proposal 1 seems no longer applicable ?

Proposal 2: 

· What is the impact for RAN2 ? 

· Should first see one valid scenario before discussing this and see clear RAN2 impacts before coming back on this.

=>  Noted

R2-080188:
hNB Interference reduction – HUAWEI
· Note that this proposal concerns dynamic change of BCCH power, so not only using a low power level.

· QC wonders whether this has been discussed in RAN1/4 ? We should address this issue in RAN1/4 first and then they could ask RAN2 to do certain things.

· Nokia also thinks that interference reduction discussions should be started in RAN1/4.

· Huawei clarifies that turning on could e.g. be based on motion detection.

=>  Noted (should come from RAN1/4 before we start to work on this).

R2-080195:
Cell Selection small cells
HUAWEI
· Ericsson thinks that today the UE is allowed to remember any number of cells (e.g. 2, the last femto and the last macro cell). So why does this need to be specified ?

· Huawei wants to prevent that the UE would try many CSG cells before finding a macro cell.

· Tmob agrees with Ericsson that such solutions are already allowed to be implemented by UE’s, but thiscan be left to UE implementation. E.g. an alternative would be that the UE also looks for macro cells before it switches off.

=>  Noted (assumed to be left to UE implementation).

R2-080183:
Consideration on PLMN selection and Signaling free mobility
ASUSTeK
· Nokia asks for clarification on proposal 1: what is really the intention ? Tmob assumes that the CSG cells will have the same PLMN_id as the macro cells. So Tmob sees no impact on PLMN selection by home-eNB.

· Proposal 2: Tmob indicates that this is partly addressed by a text proposal from Tmob submitted to the Stage-3 (emergency calls/limited service state). So the proposal is to discuss it there.

· Proposal 3: can be further clarified in updated contributions. Currently a bit unclear.

=>  Noted
Not available/Late
R2-080005:
Network support to ensure UE autonomous CSG discovery after change of macro cell identification
T-Mobile

R2-080184:
CSG information and mobility
ASUSTeK

R2-080461:
Number of CSG cells supported per PLMN
T-Mobile
8
Leftovers (to be handled on Friday)

8.1
LTE Control Plane session
	R2-080595
	Minutes of LTE Control Plane Session
	
	
	
	LTE Control Plane Session minutes


Richard Burbidge (LTE Control plane session chair) presented this document.
Discussion:

· QC wonders about R2-080269: do we need LS to RAN1 or can we also raise the concern in RAN2 ? Richard clarifies that this mainly depended on how important time-diversity was considered.

· LG clarified that for BCCH there would be no MAC header, and thus the padding would be in RRC ? Probably yes.

Will return to the follow-up of R2-080241 for the next meeting.
Decision: The minutes were approved.
See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
	R2-080597
	E-UTRA RRC ASN.1 decisions
	
	
	
	Ericsson


Sven Ekemark (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The proposal was agreed as a way forward, without the subclause numbering.
	R2-080594
	Value ranges of mobility Ies
	
	
	
	T-Mobile, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks


Axel Klatt from T-Mobile presented this document.

· Intention of this document is only for value ranges. 

=>  Agreed for inclusion in liaison to RAN4. Also agreed is to use the indicated value ranges in
      RRC.
See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
8.2
LTE User Plane Session
	R2-080549
	Minutes of the LTE User Plane session
	
	
	
	RAN2 Chairman


Gert-jan van Lieshout (RAN WG2 Chairman) presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The minutes were approved.
	R2-080545
	TP for clarification of Scheduling Request
	
	
	
	MAC Rapporteurs (Ericsson, Qualcomm Europe)


Magnus Lindström from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Samsung wonders how often the RACH procedure is executed before the UL grant is executed ? Is it continuously ? Ericsson thinks this is bit of an open issue (Msg3 grant would end the procedure, even if you lose the contention).
Decision: The proposal was agreed.
	R2-080546
	Description of DRX
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks


Benoist Sebire from Nokia Siemens Networks presented this document.
Discussion:

LG wonders whether both UL and DL start the DRX inactivity timer. NSN replies this was already in the stage-2.
Decision: The proposal was agreed.
	R2-080149
	Dedicated preamble allocation on DL data arrival
	
	
	
	NEC


Not treated.
Documents below were not treated:

UE Capability:
	R2-080007
	Number of Radio Bearers per UE category
	
	
	
	T-Mobile, Ericsson

	R2-080237
	L2 UE capability limitations
	
	
	
	Ericsson

	R2-080436
	Analysis of HARQ process number in TDD
	
	
	
	CATT

	R2-080190
	Discussion on minimum MBMS UE capability in LTE
	
	
	
	LG Electronics Inc.


(Noted without presentation).
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Liaisons and outputs to other groups
UMTS:
	R2-080529
	Reply LS to GERAN on GAN Iu mode
	Nokia


Luis Barreto (Nokia) presented this document.

Discussion:

Point 2: Wording should be 'UE', not 'UTRAN'. This should be changed.

Decision: The LS was initially approved (with changes), in R2-080568 (Nokia). It was reported later-on that GERAN2 should also be recipient of the LS (they are meeting the same week). Update in R2-080574, approved (Nokia).

	R2-080530
	Reply LS to RAN5 on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for 64QAM, MIMO and Enhanced Layer 2
	Nokia


Luis Barreto (Nokia) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved (content unchanged), in R2-080618 (ETSI MCC).

	R2-080531
	Reply LS to SA2 on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	NTT DoCoMo


Kota Fijimura from NTT DocoMo presented this document.

Discussion:

Battery life column should state "impact" for CBS and MBMS

Notification requirement for CBS should be achievable with battery impact.

For both CBS and MBMS it should be stated that reachability in CBS and MBMS depends on UE capabilities.

Decision: Revised in R2-080578 (NTT DoCoMo):

	R2-080578
	Reply LS to SA2 on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo


Kota Fijimura from NTT DocoMo presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved (content unchanged), in R2-080582 (ETSI MCC).

	R2-080570
	LS to CT1 on PPAC
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo


Kota Fujimura from NTT DoCoMo presented this document.

Discussion:

Need to include the attachment R2-080581.

Decision: The LS was approved in R2-080580 (NTT DoCoMo).

	R2-080551
	LS to TSG RAN (Cc RAN5) on tests of receiving System Info 5bis
	Ericsson


Sv en Ekemark (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

It should be included that testing could be rather difficult due to the fact that here are many different ways of scheduling the SIB5bis.

Decision: Revised in R2-080563:

	R2-080563
	LS to TSG RAN (Cc RAN5) on tests of receiving System Info 5bis
	Ericsson


Sven Ekemark (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved in R2-080566 (to accept the change bars) (Ericsson).

	R2-080558
	LS to RAN1, RAN3 on Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state (exact title tbd)
	Qualcomm Europe


Etienne Chaponniere (Qualcomm) presented this document.

Discussion:

RAN3 needs to be added in the 'to' field.

Action to RAN3 needs to be enhanced. Update the actions to RAN3 for feedback on the linking of the context, and highlight to RAN1that there are different alternatives, to configure the HS-DPCCH or not or to have the CQI reporting in MAC.
Decision: The LS was revised in R2-080567 (Qualcomm):

	R2-080567
	LS to RAN1, RAN3 on Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state (exact title tbd)
	Qualcomm Europe


Etienne Chaponniere (Qualcomm) presented this document.

Discussion:

Add statement that "It should be noted that in some cases DL operation would not be configured".
Decision: The LS was revised in R2-080576:

	R2-080576
	LS to RAN1, RAN3 on Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state (exact title tbd)
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe


Etienne Chaponniere (Qualcomm) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved (content unchanged), in R2-080579 (to remove the yellow highlight) (Qualcomm).
	R2-080561
	LS to RAN1 on Status of Enhanced Uplink for CELL_FACH State in FDD
	Nokia


Markus Wimmer (Nokia Siemens Networks) presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved (with changes), in R2-080575 (Chairman).

	R2-080562
	LS to RAN3 on Improved L2 for uplink
	Ericsson


For email approval.

See clause 10 for the outcome of email discussions.
	R2-080564
	Reply LS to SA4 on Delay and loss rate for CS over HSPA
	Nokia Siemens Networks


Woonhee Hwang from Nokia Siemens Networks presented this document.

Discussion:

T-mobile asks how an application could take advantage of the fact that the average delay would be lower.

Nokia agrees that this will not make a difference for the dejitter buffer. But the E2E delay will in average be less.

Tmobile wonders how the UE could react on a change of the average E2E delay.

Qualcomm considers that this has already been indicated to SA4.

The parenthesis "(i.e., average case is less)" is removed and some editorial changes.
Decision: The LS was initially approved with those changes in R2-080577 (Nokia Siemens Networks). Then updated following the meeting to include the attachment, in R2-080619 (ETSI MCC).
LTE:

	R2-080518
	Reply LS to RAN3 on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery
	Qualcomm Europe


The document was withdrawn before presentation (not available) (the incoming LS-080480 was postponed for the next meeting).
	R2-080520
	Reply LS to RAN1 on transmission mode for BCCH
	Ericsson


Vera Vukajlovic from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:
Decision: The LS was approved as it was.
	R2-080521
	Reply LS to RAN3 on UE Inactivity for UE historical information
	Nokia Siemens Networks


Woonhee Hwang from Nokia Siemens Networks presented this document.
Discussion:

-       First sentence should be corrected (editorial)

· RRC rapporteur clarifies that we have 1 handover preparation message in RRC which contains 2 IE’s: “AS configuration” and “RRM configuration” (not NAS container). So it should be sufficient to have 1 container in RAN3 specifications

Decision: The LS was revised in R2-080613 (Nokia Siemens Networks). Approved. Then revised following the meeting to update the header in R2-080615 (approved version).
	R2-080522
	Reply LS to SA2 on Area and Access Restrictions
	Motorola


Richard Burbidge from Motorola presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved as it was. Then revised following the meeting in R2-080616 to correct the header (approved version).
	R2-080532
	LS on UE specific / cell specific paging cycles
	Qualcomm Europe


Masato Kitazoe (Qualcomm) presented this document.
Discussion:

'To' field is incorrect. Introduction sentence is incorrect.
Decision: The LS was approved in R2-080599 (Qualcomm).
	R2-080523
	Reply LS to CT1, RAN3 on Paging repetition
	Ericsson


Tomas Hedberg from Ericsson presented this document.
Discussion:

· Reformulation in first sentence of action (editorial)

· Ericsson now doubts if option c is possible. At least there might be some coordination needed between MME and eNB to allow such an implementation issue. So Ericsson proposes to add that there could be some impacts if we want to leave it to implementation related to MME <-> eNB coordination.

· Motorola wonders why we don’t only limit the LS to agreeing with RAN3 (i.e. no repetition in the eNB) ? 

Decision: Will update the LS to only statement that we agree with RAN3, and the only action is that we ask SA2/CT1 to take note of our opinion. The LS was revised in R2-080608 (Ericsson). Then initially approved in R2-080610 (Ericsson). Then revised the following week to correct the header, in R2-080617 (approved version).
	R2-080533
	Reply LS to SA2 on TAU in connected mode
	
	
	
	Ericsson


Vera Vukajlovic from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

· Ericsson explained that question 4 can be deleted, because the UE never includes the current TA in the TAU.

· Motorola clarified that currently the UE is not required to check BCCH after every handover, but only at change notification. So add “not required after handover”.

· ZTE thinks also other solutions were identified where the eNB triggers the MME that the UE entered a new TA. Should this be indicated to SA2 ? Ericsson thinks alternative solutions not impacting the radio can be discussed by SA2. First it should be clear if it is required at every handover, or only at some.

· NTT DCM asks if approach 2a is really possible if the UE has a multi-TA list ? Ericsson thinks that e.g. the MME could ask the eNB to set the bit, but this are network details. But not for an X2 handover.

ALU wonders if the bit would be included by the target eNB. Ericsson thinks it has to be because the HOcmd is made by the target.
Decision: With the above 2 changes, the LS is approved in R2-080600 (Ericsson).

Friday session:

	R2-080257
	Draft LS on Assumptions about UE security capability
	
	
	
	Ericsson


Vera Vukajlovic from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Motorola questions whether question 3 and 4 seem to be the same as question 2 ?  So question 3 and 4 can be removed.

Decision: Revised in R2-080540:

	
	R2-080540
	Draft LS on Assumptions about UE security capability
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa


Vera Vukajlovic from Ericsson presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved as it was.
	R2-080013
	LS to CT1 on removal of transparent NAS container on BCCH
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent


Sudeep Palat from Alcatel-Lucent presented this document.
Discussion:

One attachment to attach.

Decision: The proposed liaison was approved, in RP-080598 (Alcatel-Lucent).
(R2-080480 - incoming LS was postponed).
	R2-080534
	Reply LS to SA2 on piggy-backed Service Request
	
	
	
	Ericsson


Janne Peisa from Ericsson presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved (content unchanged). Updated in R2-080620 following the meeting, in order to correct the header (ETSI MCC).
	R2-080538
	Reply LS to SA3 on outsanding NAS messages
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent


Sudeep Palat from Alcatel-Lucent presented this document.
Discussion:

Decision: Approved in R2-080601 (content unchanged) (Alcatel-Lucent).
	R2-080542
	LS to SA3 on Security handling at inter-RAT mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent


Sudeep Palat (Alcatel-Lucent) presented this document.
Discussion:

Some updates to the header (only SA3).
Alcatel-Lucent clarified that for handover from UTRAN, there is integrity protection possible. So this question is not asked.
Decision: The LS was revised in RP-080602 (Alcatel-Lucent). Approved.
	R2-080541
	LS to RAN1 on RACH retransmission delay
	
	
	
	Panasonic


Takahisa Aoyama from Panasonic presented this LS.

Discussion:
· Ericsson thinks that question 1b is more a RAN2 issue. Panasonic clarified the UL grant location is different (PDSCH).

· W.r.t. question 1c, Ericsson is unclear what the question is. Question 1c should be clarified to many maximum number of PRACH preamble retransmissions. Ericsson wonders why RAN1 would have an opinion ? Maybe we should ask RAN1 how many ramping steps would typically be needed.

· Motorola wonders what the intention is with question 2. Panasonic clarifies that the only concern is the max HARQ retransmissions. Motorola thinks RAN1 has already indicated the typical number of retransmissions required for 72 bits. Panasonic thinks that since we have decided that Msg3 could be variable size, we should understand.

· NTT DCM thinks it is not so usefull to ask, since we already know that 72 would required something like 2 retransmissions. Ericsson agrees. So we will not ask question 2.



Question 1a: transmission of preamble, until start of the window (assuming succesfull detection).
Decision: The LS was revised in R2-080603:
	R2-080603
	LS to RAN1 on RACH retransmission delay
	
	
	
	Panasonic


Takahisa Hayoma from Panasonic presented this document.
Discussion: 
Decision: The LS was approved (content unchanged ) (change bars to accept), in R2-080621 (ETSI MCC).
	R2-080543
	LS to CT1 on Handling of UL NAS msg loss
	
	
	
	Samsung


Kyeongin Jeong from Samsung presented this document.

Discussion:

It was clarified that this refers to lost NAS messages, because of mobility.

· LG wonders why the duplication sentence is needed ? Ericsson thinks that we should clarify that we assume the duplication is a very rare event

· Some small reformulation: “message loss due to mobility , < 1%.”

· In the first paragraph: “Previously it has already been decided by RAN3…..”

· Should be clear that we talk about UE internal.
Decision: The LS was revised in R2-080604 (Samsung), to add some clarifications:
	R2-080604
	LS to CT1 on handling of an uplink NAS message at intra-LTE handover
	
	
	
	Samsung


Kyeongin Jeong from Samsung presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The LS was approved (content unchanged), in R2-080622 (ETSI MCC).
	R2-080544
	LS to GERAN applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN networks
	
	
	
	T-Mobile


Axel Klatt from T-Mobile presented this document.
Discussion:

· The sentence on the SA2 contribution should be removed.

· NSN wonders who will decide what the subscriber type is and what the values are. Is the intention that RAN2 will define this or SA2 ? Tmob expects that this is a joint contribution from SA2 and RAN2. TIM agrees to this.

· Patrick requests people to stay aware of what is happening in UMTS. Tmob assumes that the piorities will be used in UTRAN. NTT DCM agrees to this. However there is still the issue of whether the priorities are mandatory for all UMTS Rel-8 UE’s or only for the ones supporting LTE.
Decision: The LS was revised in R2-080605 (T-Mobile). Approved following the approval of the attachment.
Attachment is in R2-080537.

	R2-080537
	Text Proposal for 36.300 to capture the agreements from the UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking discussion on Monday
	T-Mobile


Axel Klatt from T-Mobile presented this document.

Discussion:

This is inter-RAT and inter-frequency.

Decision: The document was revised in R2-080606:
	R2-080606
	Text Proposal for 36.300 to capture the agreements from the UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking discussion on Monday
	T-Mobile


Axel Klatt from T-Mobile presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was approved.
	R2-080535
	LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking
	
	
	
	Qualcomm


Nathan Tenny (Qualcomm) presented this document.

Discussion:
· ZTE would like to change the “two” to “more than 1” in the statement on the amount of number of neighbour with the same physical cell id. OK.

· Tmob thinks that we have an agreement that we don’t indicate individual CSG cells in a macro cell. QC wonders whether this also applies non-home-eNB CSG cells ? So we can indicate that home-eNB CSG cells will not be indicated in a macro.

· Motorola understands that the system needs to be designed in a way that with a L1-id report, there has to be a 1-to-1 relation to a global id. It is up to planning to achieve this (with the exception of the CSG case). So Motorola assumes this is a basic assumption. So apart from CSG cases, we are only talking about error cases.

· QC refers to “tiling problems”.

-
Motorola clarifies that UTRAN had the same number of L1-identities and the same limitations. So we can indicate that the situation is not different from UMTS. So apart from CSG cells, so so far we don’t see this happening in any normal deployment.
Decision: The LS was revised in R2-080609 (especially making statements on exceptional case if same L1 id is used twice) (Qualcomm). Approved.
	R2-080589
	LS on cell reselection value ranges
	
	
	
	Nokia


Jarkko Koskela from Nokia Corporation presented this document.

Discussion:

(Attachment in R2-080594, see below).

Decision: The LS was approved asit was.
	R2-080594
	Value ranges of mobility Ies
	
	T-Mobile, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks


Jarkko Koskela from Nokia presented this document.

Discussion:

Decision: The document was agreed (see agenda item 8.1).
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Email agreement/approval
UMTS:
UMTS1:

Email discussion: Deadline Friday before the submission deadline. Output will be a set of draft CRs for LS enhancements in the UL.
conclusion: Draft 25.321 & 25.322 Rel-8 CRs for "Improved L2 for UL" were discussed. Ericsson plans to bring 25.321/25.322/25.331 CRs R2-080788/R2-080789/R2-080790 CRs to RAN2 #61.
UMTS2:

Email agreement: LS to RAN3 on the status of the L2 enhancements drafted by Ericsson R2-080562. Deadline Friday before the submission deadline.
conclusion: LS to RAN3 on Improved L2 for uplink was concluded in R2-080562 after short discussion. R2-080562 was provided to RAN3 as final RAN2 LS by ETSI MCC. 
UMTS3:

Email discussion for CELL_FACH enhancements on blocking probability, delay to access to the service and metrics on the resource indication scheme managed by Qualcomm, deadline Friday before the contribution deadline.
conclusion: Due to RAN1 decision on the maximum number of common E-DCH resources that can be signaled per access preamble (see RAN1 LS for RAN2 #61 R2-080669 = R1-080618), email discussion was not needed and cancelled.
UMTS4:

Update R2-080212, R2-080304 and R2-080306 to the latest versions of the specifications during an email discussion until Friday before the next RAN2 Tdoc submission deadline (in 2 weeks time) that should confirm the technical correctness of the change to Rel-8 in Tdoc numbers R2-080571, R2-080572 and R2-080573 for 25.346, 25.304 and 25.331 and include the addition of the abbreviation.
	R2-080571
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.346
	Rel-8
	Ericsson

	R2-080572
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.304
	Rel-8
	Ericsson

	R2-080573
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.331
	Rel-8
	Ericsson


conclusion: Updated CRs R2-080571 (25.346 CR0030r4), R2-080572 (25.304 CR0161r2), R2-080573 (25.331 CR3045r4) were provided on 27.01.08.

No comments were received until 03.02.08 so CRs (including unchanged CR R2-080305 (25.306 CR0162r3)) are "considered as technically correct from a RAN2 point of view." These CRs will be provided to RAN #39 (no need for resubmission to RAN2 #61). 
LTE:
LTE1: Handover/Handover failure handling [NTT DCM, Mikio], 4 Feb. R2-080623.
conclusion: Intensive discussion based on a draft R2-080623 paper. No final version of R2-080623 was provided so R2-080623 is withdrawn.
Instead a summary was provided to RAN2 #61 in R2-081161 on 08.02.2008.
LTE2: RLC window handling [NTT DCM, Anil],  4 Feb. R2-080624.
conclusion: E-mail discussion took place in 2 parts:

1. E-mail discussion on RLC AM receive operations (review of current description in TS 36.322): Summary was supposed to be provided in R2-080624. Finally R2-080624 is withdrawn and R2-081180 is submitted to RAN2 #61 as a summary.
2. E-mail discussion on RLC UM receive operations (sub clause 5.1.2.2 of TS 36.322): Summary was supposed to be provided in R2-080634. Finally R2-080634 is withdrawn and R2-081181 is submitted to RAN2 #61 as a summary.
LTE3: Layer 1 parameters, [Ericsson, Vera], 1 Feb. R2-080625.
conclusion: R2-080625 already provided as kick-off of the email discussion. Not much discussion since meanwhile, RAN1 provided an LS for RAN2 #61 (see R2-080709).

LTE4: Message structure for measurements, [NSN, Thomas], 25 Jan (since final version should be in RRC update). R2-080626.
conclusion: Tdoc with text proposal to TS 36.331 on parameters that are required to configure measurements, reporting events and reporting was updated a few times in an email discussion and converged on Monday 28.01.08. Final R2-080626 was uploaded on the 3GPP server on 05.02.08.
A summary is also provided to RAN2 #61 in R2-080703.
LTE5: First contents for RRM container [NSN, Woonhee], 4 Feb. R2-080627.
conclusion: Intensive discussion on parameters which should be defined in RRM container (discussion base R2-080288) took place. Planned email discussion summary R2-080627 is withdrawn and submitted to RAN2 #61 as R2-080803 instead. Also a 36.331 CR was planned by NSN for RAN2 #61 in R2-080804.
LTE6: L2 eNB measurements for performance monitoring [NTT DCM Mikio], 4 Feb. R2-080628.
conclusion: Discussion of definitions of the 5 eNode B measurements for RAN performance monitoring in R2-080444 section 3 took place with a way forward proposed by the RAN2 chairman on 04.02.08 (“not knowing the exact “angle” that SA5 would like to take w.r.t. performance monitoring should not paralise us and stop any progress in RAN2”). R2-080628 as email discussion summary was not provided and is therefore withdrawn. Instead  a summary R2-081163 is provided to the next meeting RAN2 #61.
LTE7: LS as indicated for R2-080569 on MBMS feedback [Vodafone, Assen]. R2-080614.

Draft out on 21 Jan, Final version before end of 25 Jan. The LS was approved under R2-080614 following the meeting.LTE8: RRC: sent out update before 24 Jan, comments before 26 Jan, updated update before 29 Jan. R2-080629.
conclusion: LS to SA2 & SA4 on "UL messaging mechanism for LTE dedicated carrier MBMS transmissions" was agreed in R2-080614 on 25.01.08 and provided to SA2 & SA4 by ETSI MCC.
LTE8: RRC: sent out update before 24 Jan, comments before 26 Jan, updated update before 29 Jan. R2-080629.
conclusion: Draft 36.331 CR provided by Samsung on 23.01. was discussed and made available as draft v5 on 28.01.08.
Results of the email discussion were distributed by Samsung without using the allocated document number (i.e. R2-080629 is withdrawn) and this includes the outcome of LTE4 email discussion.

Note: Instead R2-080892 E-UTRA RRC Updated version of CR 001 (v05) and also a further update R2-080949 (v06) is provided to RAN2 #61.
Additional 36.331 CRs to introduce:

· RLC parameters (provided by NTT on 31.01.08, see also RAN2 #61 input R2-081169),
· MAC parameters (provided by Ericsson on 01.02.08, see also RAN2 #61 input R2-080760) and
· PDCP parameters (provided by LG on 01.02.08, see also RAN2 #61 input R2-080971)
were made available and the outcome of the discussion on L2 parameters will be concluded during the RAN2 #61 meeting and then merged into a further update of the 36.331 CR.
LTE9: Idle: sent out update before 24 Jan, comments before 26 Jan, updated update before 29 Jan. R2-080630.
conclusion: Intensive discussion of 36.304 updates provided by Nokia with a draft CR to 36.304 provided on 29.01.08. Planned email discussion summary R2-080630 is withdrawn. Instead R2-081137 (CR for 36.304 capturing agreements from RAN2#60bis) and R2-081138 (Status of 36.304) are submitted to the next meeting RAN2 #61.
LTE10: MAC:  sent out update before 24 Jan, comments before 26 Jan, updated update before 29 Jan. R2-080631.
conclusion: CR to 36.321 provided by Ericsson & Qualcomm was updated during an email discussion and a final version was provided on 31.01.08 in R2-080631. Note: The following Tdocs are submitted to RAN2 #61:
R2-081037 E-UTRA MAC specification update.

R2-081056 Report of MAC Activities

R2-081057 Comments on MAC specification
LTE11: RLC;  sent out update before 24 Jan, comments before 26 Jan, updated update before 29 Jan. R2-080632.
conclusion: CR to 36.322 (based on R2-080547) provided by NTT was updated during an email discussion and the converged version was provided on 28.01.08. Planned R2-080632 is withdrawn. But a Draft CR001 for TS 36.322 v8.0.0 is submitted to RAN2 #61 in R2-081172.

LTE12: PDCP: sent out update before 24 Jan, comments before 26 Jan, updated update before 29 Jan. R2-080633.
conclusion: CR to 36.323 provided by LG was updated during a small email discussion and the converged version was provided on 28.01.08 and distributed as R2-080633 on 04.02.08. Note: R2-081184 Progress of LTE PDCP and R2-080965 Agreement not captured in the PDCP editor CR are submitted to RAN2 #61.
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Any other Business

This was the last meeting of Claude Arzelier as ETSI MCC, for the support for RAN WG2. The chairmen thanked Claude for his work over those years, highlighting the impressive work load involved. Claude wished all the Best to everybody, and thanked the delegates for their friendiness over those years. The meeting closed under a round of applause at 17.00.
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Closing of the meeting

The meeeting closed at 17.00.
Annex A:
List of delegates (attendees)

See Excel file enclosed in this zip file.
Annex B:
List of technically endorsed CRs (to be provided at the next meeting)

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-7
	0373
	Inconsistency of MAC entity for BCCH mapping to HS-DSCH
	Huawei

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-8
	0374
	Inconsistency of MAC entity for BCCH mapping to HS-DSCH
	Huawei

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-7
	0375
	Correction to the operation of the timer Treset
	Huawei

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-8
	0376
	Correction to the operation of the timer Treset
	Huawei

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-7
	0377
	Correction to the RLC RESET and RESET ACK PDU with flexible RLC PDU size
	Ericsson

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-8
	0378
	Correction to the RLC RESET and RESET ACK PDU with flexible RLC PDU size
	Ericsson

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-7
	0379
	Clarification of HARQ power offset selection during multiplexing of multiple MAC-d flows
	TD Tech Ltd

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-8
	0380
	Clarification of HARQ power offset selection during multiplexing of multiple MAC-d flows
	TD Tech Ltd

	25.321
	CR
	Rel-8
	0381
	Correction of the EUL relative grant from non-serving cell
	Ericsson


	25.322
	CR
	Rel-6
	0317
	Correction to Reception of UM RLC
	LG Electronics Inc.

	25.322
	CR
	Rel-7
	0318
	Correction to Reception of UM RLC
	LG Electronics Inc.

	25.322
	CR
	Rel-8
	0319
	Correction to Reception of UM RLC
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	06.03.13: ASN.1 review
	
	

	
	
	R2-080317
	Corrections due to the RRC Rel-7 ASN.1 review
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	Mr. Sven Ekemark
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	Enhanced L2 header
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	Mr. Etienne Chaponnière
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	04.06.02.01: Data handling
	
	

	
	
	R2-080386
	Discussion on Poll Indication
	
	
	
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Mr. Sungduck Chun
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	06.04.07: WIs / SIs under the responsibility of other WGs
	
	

	
	
	R2-080397
	Way forward for PPAC
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	06.04.07: WIs / SIs under the responsibility of other WGs
	
	

	
	
	R2-080398
	Correction to conditions for setting MIMO_STATUS variable
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	Dr. Nathan Tenny
	06.03.04: MIMO
	CR
	25.331 Rel-7

	
	
	R2-080399
	Correction to conditions for setting MIMO_STATUS variable
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	Dr. Nathan Tenny
	06.03.04: MIMO
	CR
	25.331 Rel-8

	
	
	R2-080400
	Consideration on BSR triggers
	
	
	
	Sunplus mMobile Inc.
	Mr. Louis Lu
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	05.01.02.04: RLC header formats
	
	

	
	
	R2-080402
	Status of discussion on LTE ASN.1 organisation
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	Dr. Nathan Tenny
	05.02.01.11: Methodology
	
	

	
	
	R2-080403
	[Rel-8 Shadow] CR to 25.322 Correction to Reception of UM RLC
	
	
	
	LG Electronics Inc.
	
	06.02: Release 6 corrections
	
	

	
	
	R2-080404
	More Efficient RLC Status Reporting
	
	
	
	Sunplus mMobile Inc.
	Mr. Louis Lu
	05.01.02.04: RLC header formats
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080405
	RA Response format
	
	
	
	Sunplus mMobile Inc.
	Mr. Louis Lu
	05.01.01.08: MAC PDU format
	
	

	
	
	R2-080406
	Correction to the operation of the timer Treset
	
	
	
	ASUSTeK
	Mr. Richie Tseng
	06.03.01: Enhanced CELL_FACH State in FDD
	CR
	25.321 Rel-7

	
	
	R2-080407
	SDU discard timer
	
	
	
	Motorola
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	05.01.01.07: Random Access
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080422
	MICH for EMBMS
	
	
	
	Motorola
	Mr. Ravi Kuchibhotla
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	05.01.01.11: MBMS
	
	

	
	
	R2-080425
	RLC Status Prohibit Function and Additional Poll Triggers
	
	
	
	Motorola
	Mr. Ravi Kuchibhotla
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	CT WG1
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080468
	(C4-072034, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-073894) on Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications
	
	CT WG4
	alcatel-lucent
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080469
	(GP-071979, to RAN2). Reply LS (to C1-073197) on SIB enhancement feasibility for PPAC
	
	
	
	GERAN
	nsn
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080470
	(GP-072007, Cc SA2). Reply LS (to S2-074810) on Registration in Densely-populated area – clarification on some technical issues
	GERAN
	ericsson
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080471
	(GP-072012, to RAN2). Reply LS (to RAN WG3) on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery
	
	GERAN
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080472
	(R1-075099, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (RAN WG3) on Physical-layer Cell Identity Collision
	
	
	
	RAN1
	LG
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080473
	(R1-075102, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074595) on transmission mode for BCCH
	
	
	
	RAN WG1
	Samsung
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080474
	(R1-075108, to RAN2). Reply LS (R2-074590) on SFN Reading from the Target Cell at HO
	
	
	
	RAN WG1
	alcatel-lucent
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080475
	(R1-075113, to RAN2). LS on the contents on P-BCH
	
	
	
	RAN WG1
	nsn
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080476
	(R3-072011, to RAN2). LS on UE Inactivity for UE historical information
	
	
	
	RAN WG3
	ericsson
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080477
	(R3-072328, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074570) on S1 functionality supporting Handover from LTE to 3GPP2/Mobile WiMAX RATs
	RAN WG3
	Samsung
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080478
	(R3-072395, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-074802, C1-072484) on Area and Access Restrictions
	
	
	
	RAN WG3
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080479
	(R3-072398, to RAN2). Reply LS (to RAN WG2) on status of UE specific RRM Information discussions in RAN2
	RAN WG3
	LG
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080480
	(R3-072408, to RAN2). LS on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery
	
	
	
	RAN WG3
	Samsung
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080481
	(R3-072410, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070881) on Active mode key change
	
	
	
	RAN WG3
	nsn
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080482
	(R3-072414, to RAN2). LS on Paging repetition
	
	
	
	RAN WG3
	ericsson
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080483
	(R4-071768, to RAN2). LS on Status of Home Node B work in RAN4
	
	
	
	RAN WG4
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE, 06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080484
	(R4-071808, to RAN2). LS on Measurement Gap Design for Mobility Measurements between LTE and Mobile WiMAX
	RAN WG4
	alcatel-lucent
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080485
	(R4-071812, to RAN2). LS on Measurement Quantities for Mobility Measurements between LTE and Mobile WiMAX
	RAN WG4
	alcatel-lucent
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080486
	(R4-072152, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070834) SA3 on HomeNodeB authorization / localisation
	
	
	RAN WG4
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE, 06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080487
	(R4-072193, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R3-072014) on Automatic Neighbour Relation Function
	
	
	
	RAN WG4
	ericsson
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080488
	(R4-072207, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074588) on measurement performance without NCL
	
	
	
	RAN WG4
	Qualcomm
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080489
	(S1-071845, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-073846) on support of “regional provisioning of service” in SAE/LTE
	
	SA WG1
	nsn
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080490
	(S2-075795, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074587) on signalling for paging
	
	
	
	SA WG2
	Samsung
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080491
	(S2-075831, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to C4-071576) on IP Fragmentation
	
	
	
	SA WG2
	alcatel-lucent
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080492
	(S2-075832, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074594) on UE specific paging DRX
	
	
	
	SA WG2
	ericsson
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080493
	(S2-075833, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R4-071516, S3-070834) on Home NodeB/eNodeB regarding localization/authorization
	SA WG2
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE, 06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080494
	(S2-075870, to RAN2). LS on TAU in Connected Mode
	
	
	
	SA WG2
	nsn
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080495
	(S2-075871, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070388, R2-074573) on piggy-backed Service Request
	
	
	SA WG2
	ericsson
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080496
	(C1-073197, to RAN2). LS on SIB enhancement feasibility for PPAC
	
	
	
	CT WG1
	LG
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080497
	(GP-071980, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-075471) on GNSS Satellites Identification in UMTS System Information
	GERAN2
	alcatel-lucent
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080498
	(GP-072030, to RAN2). LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking
	
	
	
	GERAN
	Qualcomm
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080499
	(GP-072032, to RAN2). LS on GAN Iu mode
	
	
	
	GERAN
	nsn
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080500
	(R3-072403, to RAN2). LS on Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function
	
	
	
	RAN WG3
	ericsson
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080501
	(R3-072444, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R1-073885) on self tuning of cell reselection/handover parameters for load balancing purpose
	RAN WG3
	Samsung
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080502
	(R4-072116, to RAN2). LS to RAN2 on LTE channel numbering
	
	
	
	RAN WG4
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080503
	(R5-073460, to RAN2). LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for 64QAM, MIMO and Enhanced Layer 2
	RAN WG5
	nsn
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080504
	(S2-075872, to RAN2). LS on EPS Identities
	
	
	
	SA WG2
	motorola
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080505
	(S2-075874, to RAN2). LS on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	
	
	
	SA WG2
	ericsson
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	
	
	R2-080506
	(S2-075875, to RAN2). Reply LS (to C1-072537) on EPS Mobility Management (EMM) sublayer state machine in UE
	SA WG2
	alcatel-lucent
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080507
	(C1-072985, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S3-070880) on algorithm input and output
	
	
	
	CT WG1
	nsn
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080508
	BSR for persistent Scheduling
	
	
	
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Mr. Sungduck Chun
	05.01.01.05: Scheduling Request / Scheduling Information
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080509
	3GPP Work Plan
	
	
	
	ETSI MCC
	
	03: Minutes from the previous meeting/Reporting from other meetings
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080510
	Minutes from RAN2#60
	
	
	
	ETSI MCC
	
	03.03: Minutes from RAN2#60
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080511
	Minutes of TSG RAN-38
	
	
	
	ETSI MCC
	
	03.01: Reporting from RAN#38
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080512
	Highlights of TSG RAN-38 to TSG SA-38
	
	
	
	TSG RAN Chairman
	
	03.01: Reporting from RAN#38
	
	

	was 354
	*
	R2-080513
	Specification of Access checking
	
	
	
	Samsung, T-Mobile, NTT DoCoMo
	Mr. Himke van der Velde
	05.02.01.03: Connection control
	
	

	
	
	R2-080514
	(C4-072034, to RAN2). Reply LS (to S2-073894) on Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications
	
	CT WG4
	alcatel-lucent
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	was 439
	*
	R2-080515
	Discussion on RA Procedure Optimization
	
	
	
	Fujitsu
	
	05.01.01.07: Random Access
	
	

	was 229
	*
	R2-080516
	Power Control for PRACH
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa
	05.01.01.07: Random Access
	
	

	was 299
	*
	R2-080517
	Minutes of LTE RRC adhoc (Vienna, 13th-14th December 2007)
	
	
	
	WG Chairman
	Mr. Gert-Jan van Lieshout
	03.04: Reporting from LTE RRC ad-hoc in Vienna
	
	

	
	
	R2-080518
	Reply LS to RAN3 on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	
	R2-080519
	LS to TSG RAN on tests of receiving System Info 5bis
	
	
	
	GSMA DG
	
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UMTS
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080520
	Reply LS to RAN1 on transmission mode for BCCH
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080521
	Reply LS to RAN3 on UE Inactivity for UE historical information
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080522
	Reply LS to SA2 on Area and Access Restrictions
	
	
	
	Motorola
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080523
	Reply LS to CT1, RAN3 on Paging repetition
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	minutes
	*
	R2-080524
	UM window operation 
	
	
	
	LG Electronics
	
	05.01.02.07: 
	
	

	was 104
	*
	R2-080525
	Synchronised modification of system information block
	
	
	
	HUAWEI
	
	06.03.01: Enhanced CELL_FACH State in FDD
	CR
	25.331 Rel-7

	was 105
	*
	R2-080526
	Synchronised modification of system information block
	
	
	
	HUAWEI
	
	06.03.01: Enhanced CELL_FACH State in FDD
	CR
	25.331 Rel-8

	was 316
	*
	R2-080527
	Status of the RRC ASN.1 R7 review
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	Mr. Sven Ekemark
	06.03.13: ASN.1 review
	
	

	was 317
	*
	R2-080528
	Corrections due to the RRC Rel-7 ASN.1 review
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	Mr. Sven Ekemark
	06.03.13: ASN.1 review
	CR
	25.331 Rel-7

	
	
	R2-080529
	Reply LS to GERAN on GAN Iu mode
	
	
	
	Nokia
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	
	R2-080530
	Reply LS to RAN5 on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for 64QAM, MIMO and Enhanced Layer 2
	
	Nokia
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	
	R2-080531
	Reply LS to SA2 on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080532
	LS on UE specific / cell specific paging cycles
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080533
	TAU in connected mode
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080534
	LS to SA2 on Service Request
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080535
	LS
	
	
	
	Qualcomm
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080536
	LTE  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080537
	Text Proposal for 36.300 to capture the agreements from the UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking discussion on Monday
	T-Mobile
	
	
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080538
	Reply LS to SA3 on outsanding NAS messages
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080539
	LTE  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080540
	LS to SA3 on Assumptions about UE security capability
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080541
	LS to RAN1 on RACH retransmission delay
	
	
	
	Panasonic
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080542
	LS to SA3 on Security handling at inter-RAT mobility
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080543
	LS to CT1 on
	
	
	
	Samsung
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080544
	LS to GERAN applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN networks
	
	
	
	T-Mobile
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080545
	TP for clarification of Scheduling Request
	
	
	
	MAC Rapporteurs (Ericsson, Qualcomm Europe)
	08.02: LTE User plane session
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080546
	Description of DRX
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	08.02: LTE User plane session
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080547
	LTE  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080548
	LTE  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080549
	Minutes of the LTE User Plane session
	
	
	
	RAN2 Chairman
	
	08.02: LTE User plane session
	
	

	
	
	R2-080550
	Void
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080551
	LS to TSG RAN (Cc RAN5) on tests of receiving System Info 5bis
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	was R2-080021
	*
	R2-080552
	Stage 3 Description of DRX
	
	
	
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mr. Benoist SEBIRE
	05.01.01.06: MAC Control signalling/procedures
	
	

	
	
	R2-080553
	(S3a071035, to RAN2). LS on outstanding NAS messages
	
	
	
	SA WG3
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	was R2-080143
	*
	R2-080554
	Supporting multi-frequency on MBMS for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	
	
	
	TD Tech Ltd.
	
	06.03.07: MBMS Physical layer enhancements
	CR
	25.331 REL-7

	was R2-080119
	*
	R2-080555
	RA-RNTI design
	
	
	
	CATT
	Mrs. Haiyang Quan
	05.01.01.07: Random Access
	
	

	was R2-080336
	*
	R2-080556
	Activation and change of security
	
	
	
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Mr. Patrick Fischer
	04.04.01: Security key change in RRC-Connected
	
	

	was R2-080007
	*
	R2-080557
	Number of Radio Bearers per UE category
	
	
	
	T-Mobile, Ericsson, Huawei, Qualcomm, IPWireless, Nextwave
	Mr. Axel Klatt
	05.01.04.02: Other
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080558
	LS to RAN1, RAN3 on Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state (exact title tbd)
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	was R2-080442
	*
	R2-080559
	Handover from E-UTRAN to CDMA2000
	
	
	
	Nortel, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Motorola, Alcatel-Lucent, Verizon
	05.02.01.06: Inter-RAT Mobility
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080560
	HARQ Process ID for downlink semi-persistent scheduling
	
	
	
	CATT
	Mrs. Haiyang Quan
	05.01.01.09: Semi-persistent scheduling
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080561
	LS to RAN1 on Status of Enhanced Uplink for CELL_FACH State in FDD
	
	
	
	Nokia
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	email approval
	
	R2-080562
	LS to RAN3 on Improved L2 for uplink
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080563
	LS to TSG RAN (Cc RAN5) on tests of receiving System Info 5bis
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080564
	Reply LS to SA4 on Delay and loss rate for CS over HSPA
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080565
	RLC Segmentation and concatenation
	
	
	
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens, Networks
	06.04.02: CS voice service over HSPA
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080566
	LS to TSG RAN (Cc RAN5) on tests of receiving System Info 5bis
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080567
	LS to RAN1, RAN3 on Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state (exact title tbd)
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080568
	Reply LS to GERAN on GAN Iu mode
	
	
	
	Nokia
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	was RP-080314
	*
	R2-080569
	Option for uplink message in LTE MBMS
	
	
	
	China Mobile, Vodafone, Qualcomm, ZTE
	04.06.04: Other
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080570
	LS to CT1 on PPAC
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	email
	
	R2-080571
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.346
	
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa
	06.04.07: WIs / SIs under the responsibility of other WGs
	
	

	email
	
	R2-080572
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.304
	
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa
	06.04.07: WIs / SIs under the responsibility of other WGs
	
	

	email
	
	R2-080573
	Support for DL only SFN operation for MBMS
	CR
	25.331
	
	Ericsson
	Mr. Janne Peisa
	06.04.07: WIs / SIs under the responsibility of other WGs
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080574
	Reply LS to GERAN on GAN Iu mode
	
	
	
	Nokia
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080575
	LS to RAN1 on Status of Enhanced Uplink for CELL_FACH State in FDD
	
	
	
	RAN2 UMTS session chair
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080576
	LS to RAN1, RAN3 on Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state (exact title tbd)
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080577
	Reply LS to SA4 on Delay and loss rate for CS over HSPA
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080578
	Reply LS to SA2 on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080579
	LS to RAN1, RAN3 on Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state (exact title tbd)
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080580
	LS to CT1 on PPAC
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	
	R2-080581
	Way forward for PPAC
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	06.04.07: WIs / SIs under the responsibility of other WGs
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080582
	Reply LS to SA2 on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	
	
	
	RAN WG2
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	
	R2-080583
	(S3a071017, to RAN2. Reply LS (to R2-074549) on status of security discussions in RAN2
	
	
	
	SA WG3
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080584
	(S3a071018, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074587, S2-075795) on Signalling for Paging
	
	
	
	SA WG3
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080585
	(S3a071023, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-075219) on algorithm input and output
	
	
	
	SA WG3
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080586
	(S3a071046, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to R3-072410) on Active mode key change
	
	
	
	SA WG3
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080587
	(R1-080523, to RAN2). LS on code rate limitations for HS-DSCH UE cat 13 and 15
	
	
	
	RAN WG1
	
	06.01: Incoming LSs on UTRA
	
	

	was R2-080303
	minutes
	R2-080588
	CDMA System Time Parameter
	
	
	
	Motorola
	
	05.02.01.06: Inter-RAT Mobility
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080589
	LS on cell reselection value ranges
	
	
	
	Nokia
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	
	R2-080590
	(R1-075105, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074575) on signaling for DL data arrival
	
	
	
	RAN WG1
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	
	R2-080591
	(R3-072401, Cc RAN2). Reply LS (to S5-071951) on Automatic Neighbour Relation function
	
	
	
	RAN WG3
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080592
	Need for signalling-only connection for E-MBMS and SON
	
	
	
	Orange, T-Mobile, Telecom Italia
	04.08: SON (Self Optimising Networks)
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080593
	E-MBMS scheduling information 
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, RIM
	04.06.01.01: Scheduling information at MSAP occasion
	
	

	was R2-080006
	*
	R2-080594
	Value ranges of mobility Ies
	
	
	
	T-Mobile, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mr. Axel Klatt
	05.02.01.02: System Information broadcast
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080595
	Minutes of LTE Control Plane Session
	
	
	
	LTE Control Plane Sesion minutes
	08.01: LTE Control Plane session
	
	

	minutes
	*
	R2-080596
	Offline discussion on Message 3 contents for idle UE and TTI bunding for message 3
	
	
	
	Panasonic
	
	04.03.01: Msg3: Interaction between RRC and MAC
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080597
	E-UTRA RRC ASN.1 decisions
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	06.03.13: ASN.1 review
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080598
	LS to CT1 on removal of transparent NAS container on BCCH
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Ms. Tania Godard
	09: Liaisons and outputs to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080599
	Reply LS to SA2 on Area and Access Restrictions
	
	
	
	Qualcomm Europe
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080600
	Reply LS to SA 2 on the need for TAU in connected mode
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080601
	Reply LS to SA3 on outstanding NAS messages
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080602
	LS to SA3 on Security handling at inter-RAT mobility
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080603
	LS to RAN1 on RACH retransmission delay
	
	
	
	Panasonic
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080604
	LS to CT1 on handling of an uplink NAS message at intra-LTE handover
	
	
	
	Samsung
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080605
	LS to GERAN applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN networks
	
	
	
	T-Mobile
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080606
	Text Proposal for 36.300 to capture the agreements from the UTRAN <-> E-UTRAN interworking discussion on Monday
	T-Mobile
	
	
	
	

	
	
	R2-080607
	(R1-075101, to RAN2). Reply LS (to R2-074532) on L1 Parameters in Random Access Response
	
	
	RAN WG1
	
	04.01: Incoming LSs on LTE
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080608
	Reply LS to CT1, RAN3 on Paging repetition
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080609
	Reply LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking
	
	
	
	Qualcomm
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080610
	Reply LS to CT1, RAN3 on Paging repetition
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	was RP-080539
	*
	R2-080611
	LTE
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	was RP-080593
	*
	R2-080612
	E-MBMS scheduling information 
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, RIM, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	04.06.01.01: Scheduling information at MSAP occasion
	
	

	
	*
	R2-080613
	Reply LS to RAN3 on UE Inactivity for UE historical information
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	email approval
	*
	R2-080614
	LS to SA2 on option for uplink in LTE
	
	
	
	Vodafone
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	approved LS
	*
	R2-080615
	Reply LS to RAN3 on UE Inactivity for UE historical information
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Approved LS
	*
	R2-080616
	Reply LS to SA2 on Area and Access Restrictions
	
	
	
	Motorola
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Approved LS
	*
	R2-080617
	Reply LS to CT1, RAN3 on Paging repetition
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Approved LS
	*
	R2-080618
	Reply LS to RAN5 on LS on LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for 64QAM, MIMO and Enhanced Layer 2
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Approved LS
	*
	R2-080619
	Reply LS to SA4 on Delay and loss rate for CS over HSPA
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Approved LS
	*
	R2-080620
	LS to SA2 on Service Request
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Approved LS
	*
	R2-080621
	LS to RAN1 on RACH retransmission delay
	
	
	
	Panasonic
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Approved LS
	*
	R2-080622
	LS to CT1 on handling of an uplink NAS message at intra-LTE handover
	
	
	
	Samsung
	
	09: Outputs and Liaisons to other groups
	
	

	Email agreement
Tdoc finally withdrawn
	
	R2-080623
	Handover/Handover failure handling
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
Tdoc finally withdrawn
	
	R2-080624
	RLC window handling
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
	
	R2-080625
	Layer 1 parameters
	
	
	
	Ericsson
	
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
	
	R2-080626
	Message structure for measurements
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
Tdoc finally withdrawn
	
	R2-080627
	First contents for RRM container
	
	
	
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
Tdoc finally withdrawn
	
	R2-080628
	L2 eNB measurements for performance monitoring
	
	
	
	NTT DoCoMo
	
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
Tdoc finally withdrawn
	
	R2-080629
	Updated 36.331
	
	
	
	Rapporteur (Samsung)
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
Tdoc finally withdrawn
	
	R2-080630
	Updated 36.304
	
	
	
	Rapporteur (Nokia Corporation)
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
	
	R2-080631
	Updated 36.321
	
	
	
	Rapporteurs (Ericsson, Qualcomm)
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
Tdoc finally withdrawn
	
	R2-080632
	Updated 36.322
	
	
	
	Rapporteur
	
	10: Email agreements
	
	

	Email agreement
	
	R2-080633
	Updated 36.323
	
	
	
	Rapporteur (LG Electronics)
	10: Email agreements
	
	


Annex D:
Table of Outgoing LSs to 3GPP groups

	NUMBER
	
	RAN
	R1
	R3
	R4
	R5
	SA
	S1
	S2
	S3
	S4
	S5
	CT
	CT1
	CT3
	CT4
	CT6
	GERAN
	GERAN1
	GERAN2

	R2-080520
	Reply LS to RAN1 on BCCH transmission
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080615
	Reply LS to RAN3 on Reply LS on UE Inactivity for UE historical information
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080616
	Reply on LS on Area and Access Restrictions
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080599
	Reply LS on UE specific paging DRX
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080617
	LS on Paging Repetition
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080600
	Reply LS to SA 2 on the need for TAU in connected mode
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080574
	LS on GAN Iu mode
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	to

	R2-080618
	Reply LS to RAN5 on LS on LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for 64QAM, MIMO and Enhanced Layer 2
	
	cc
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080582
	Reply LS to SA2 on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080619
	Reply LS on CS Voice over HSPA
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080580
	Reply LS to CT1 on Paging Permission with Access Control
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	cc
	
	

	R2-080566
	Reply LS to TSG RAN on Tests on receiving System Info 5bis
	to
	
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080579
	LS on the use of HS-DPCCH
	
	to
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080575
	LS on Enhanced Uplink for CELL_FACH in FDD
	
	to
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080540
	LS on Assumptions about UE security capability
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080598
	LS on removal of transparent NAS container on BCCH
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080620
	Reply LS to SA2 on piggy-backed Service Request
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	to
	cc
	
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080601
	Reply LS to SA3 on outstanding NAS messages
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	cc
	to
	
	
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080602
	LS to SA3 on security aspects on inter-system handover
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080621
	LS on RACH retransmission delay
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080622
	LS on handling of an uplink NAS message at intra-LTE handover
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080605
	LS on applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN networks
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	

	R2-080609
	Reply LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking
	cc
	cc
	
	cc
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	

	R2-080589
	LS on value ranges
	
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	

	R2-080562
	Email approval: LS to RAN3 on the status of the L2 enhancements. (LS was confirmed in the email approval)
	
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	R2-080614
	Email approval. LS to SA2, SA4 on Uplink Messaging Mechanism for LTE Dedicated Carrier MBMS Transmissions (LS was confirmed in the email approval)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	to
	
	to
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


The outgoing Liaison Statements are also be available at:

tsg_ran/WG2_RL2/Outgoing_Liaisons/TSGR2_60bis
Annex E:
Meeting schedule

Future WG2 and RAN plenary meetings:
	TITLE
	DATES
	LOCATION
	CTRY

	3GPPRAN2#60bis
	14 – 18 Jan 2008
	Sevilla
	Spain

	3GPPRAN2#61
	11 – 15 Feb 2008
	Sorrento
	Italy

	3GPPRAN#39
	4 - 7 Mar 2008
	Puerto Vallarca

	Mexico

	3GPPRAN2#61bis
	31 March - 04 Apr 2008
	Shenzhen
	China

	3GPPRAN2#62
	5 – 9 May 2008
	Kansas City
	USA

	3GPPRAN#40
	27 - 30 May 2008
	Prague
	Czech Republic

	3GPPRAN2#62bis
	30 June – 4 July 2008
	Warsaw
	Poland

	3GPPRAN2#63


	18 – 22 Aug 2008
	Tbd


	Korea

	3GPPRAN#41
	09 - 12 Sep 2008
	Tbd
	Japan

	3GPPRAN2#63bis
	29 Sep – 03 Oct 2008 (tbd)
	Tbd
	EF3

	3GPPRAN2#64
	10 – 14 Nov 2008
	Prague
	Czech Republic

	3GPPRAN#42
	02 - 05 Dec 2008
	Athens
	Greece


UE Idle mode





Measurement





Procedure





, Modulation





ch





Phy





Coding





Mar





Dec





Sep





Jun





Mar





Dec





2009





2008





2007





RAN1





UE capability





MAC





PDCP





Layer 1





Sig. transport





Protocol





Data transport





UE Tx/Rx





RRM





F





F





F





F





RLC





F





F





F





F





F





A





A





A





A/F





A





A





A





A





A





A





A/F





A





RAN2





RAN3





RAN4





F





RRC





F





Jun





eNB Tx/Rx





F





F





A/F





Common 





env





.





Signaling





RAN5





RF





A





A





F





Protocol&Tabular





ASN.1





F





Protocol&Tabular





ASN.1





A





eNB Test





A/F





F





A: Approval





F: Freezing








2

