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1 Introduction

The intention of this document is to propose the removal of Editor’s notes in TS 36.331 V8.1.0 Ref [1]. The notes addressed are mainly the ones that are considered to be old, no longer valid or maybe unnecessary or, modification of the note is proposed due to decisions taken.
2 Discussion
Procedures:
5.2.2.3:
Editor's note:
This procedure only covers the basic requirements, e.g. the acquisition of the MIB and the (scheduling information within) SI-1. Furthermore, this specification will specify which SIBs a UE in in RRC_IDLE as well as a UE in RRC_CONNECTED shall acquire. In addition, the RRC connection establishment procedure should specify which SIBs the UE shall acquire prior to initiating connection establishment (if any). In addition, performance requirements may impose requirements regarding the acquisition of certain SIs.

Remove: Considering the added text further in the section, above note is no longer needed and should be removed. 
Editor's note:
It is presently unclear, what is really the minimum system information that the UE should acquire, regardless of UE state. Candidates for this minimum information: SI RNTI, information on which SIBs are available, information regarding their validity. Note that the acquisition of the SB could be regarded as optional, i.e. the UE could read BCCH continuously.
Remove: This note is obsolete as relevant parts are already captured in the text i.e. SIB1 and SIB2 reception in connected mode.
Editor's note:
It may be desirable to include a table similar to table 8.1.1 in 25.331.

Remove: In principle, compared to 25.331 there is only two states and no information valid across more than a cell (except for PLMN ID). The note can be removed. Once content of information is finalized the need for table can be re-discussed.
5.2.2.5: 
Editor's note:
The aim is to specify only a minimum of specific behaviour in these sections i.e. only the behaviour related to system information reception e.g. scheduling information, value tags, etc.
Remove: It is correct that there is specification text to be added in section 5.2.2.5 and 5.2.2.7 but looking into ASN.1 code, SchedulingInformation is included in SIB1 therefore it is not clear why behaviour related to scheduling, VT’s etc should be described in 5.2.2.5.

5.3.1.2: 
Editor's note:
For key change, no need for any changes compared to normal handover procedure have been identified so far.
Remove: If a need is identified, the issue can be discussed..
5.3.3.5: 
NOTE 1:
The details of how the signalling radio bearer configuration is signalled are FFS, i.e. the use of a default RLC configuration has been agreed for SRB1. Use of default configurations for other parts of the Radio resource configuration is not precluded.
Remove: Since we have now agreed on MAC configuration as well as LogicalChannelConfiguration this note could be removed.
5.6.3.1: 
Editor's note:
It is FFS if the security capabilities received via S1 can always be trusted. If this is not the case, there may be a need to support protection against bid down attacks. Awaiting reply from SA3 (in response to R2-080540).
Remove: Response received in R2-081919: Question 2: Can security capabilities received by the eNB from MME be trusted?
SA3 confirms that the eNB can assume that the UE AS security capabilities received from the MME are correct. However, the way the integrity protection of the UE security capabilities is designed implies that the MME will not realize if an attacker have manipulated the UE security capabilities until after the NAS security mode procedure is complete. If this occurs, the MME have to notify the eNB about the fact.

PDU’s

Editor's note:
A separate version of the IE RadioResourceConfiguration should be considered, allowing only SRB1 configuration. It could remove a number of potential error cases the UE would otherwise have to handle.

Remove: We have agreed not to have a separate version during the last meeting.

RRCConnectionSetup

Editor's note:
A separate version of the IE RadioResourceConfiguration should be considered, allowing only SRB1 configuration. It could remove a number of potential error cases the UE would otherwise have to handle.

Remove: We have agreed not to have a separate version during the last meeting.
LogicalChannelConfiguration
Editor's note:
Are the logical channels unidirectional (UL/DL)? If so, should separate logical channel configuration IEs be defined for UL and DL logical channels?

Remove: It is proposed to remove this note and include in the description of the IE that it configures UL logical channel parameters.

3 Conclusion

In this document we propose to remove or modify editor’s notes as listed in section 2.
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