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1 Introduction
Several points were discussed during the email discussion on use of Need.  The report of the email discussion is captured in R2-086541.  

This document captures the list of issues raised and way forward for each of them.  The high level issues on the definition of the Need codes is addressed first followed by its use for specific IEs.
2 Discussion and Proposals
2.1 High level issues
Some high level questions was revisited from the discussion last meeting.  The main high level points that were discussed by email and should to be discussed in the RAN2 meeting are (but not limited to!):

1) Is the behaviour sufficiently clear for “stateless IEs” when the intended behaviour is “no action” when OC is used also for this?  Are physical layer parameters stateful?

1a) is it better to use a different code for “no action” for stateless IEs?  Physical layer parameters would then all be “keep current configuration”.  Or

1b) Can OP also be used for other cases such as no action?  

2) Is everyone still OK with “no action/keep current configuration” for Delta configurations?  If we define a new code for “no action”, then what should we use for delta configuration? “keep current configuration” or “no Action”?

3) Is the use of OD for SIB as the “default” case still acceptable/clear to everyone?

It is proposed to address these in meeting to conclude on the way forward.
2.2 Need for specific IEs

Detailed specific issues on specific IEs to discuss are captured below (in the format suggested by the RRC rapporteur).    These are classified into two: ones I think should be discussed within main RAN2 (marked 2b) and those that I think can be resolved possibly offline (marked 2a).

	No
	Clause(s)
	Description
	Class
	Details (proposed solution/ discussion)
	Status/ ref

	1. 
	TDD configuration in SIB1
	Should it be OPTIONAL in SIB1?
	2a
	Make it conditional:

This IE is mandatory present for TDD; it is not present for FDD.
	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	2. 
	mbsfn-SubframeConfiguration in SIB2
	Is Need OD OK?
	2a
	Keep it OD.  
	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	3. 
	speedDependentReselction in SIBs
	Need?
	2a
	speedDependentReselction can be OP since behaviour on absence of MobilityStateParameters is captured in 36.304


	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	4. 
	speedDependentScalingParameters in SIBs
	Should it be mandatory?  Is there any value in having the mobilityStateParameters without the

SpeedDependentScalingParameters?  (Samsung comment)
	2a
	??
	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	5. 
	tddAckNackFeedbackMode in PUCCH-ConfigDedicated
	It is the only IE in PUCCH-ConfigDedicated and it is mandatory but it is really only needed for TDD
	2a
	Make it conditional:

This IE is mandatory present for TDD; otherwise this IE is not needed.
	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	6. 
	partitionPLThreshold IE in RACH-ConfigCommon
	Needs was FFS.  It should be present only when Group A is smaller than number of random preamble
	2a
	Make it conditional:

This IE is mandatory present if the sizeOfRA-PreamblesGroupA is smaller than numberOfRA-Preambles
	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	7. 
	RAT priorities in IdleModeMobilityControlInfo
	There seems to be an agreement that if specific priority for a RAT is not present, no priority is assigned to that RAT.
	2a
	This can be achieved by using OD
	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	8. 
	redirectionInformation in  RRCConnectionRelease-r8-IEs
	Should it be OC – not action or OD?

Depends on the discussion on which IEs are stored 

(resolution on this will follow automatically from that discussion.  Hence this is marked 2a) 
	2a
	??
	to be confirmed in the meeting/

	9. 
	rach-ConfigDedicated in MobilityControlInformation
	It could be conditinal.  But Ericsson has a preference for:

Need OP for the IE RACHConfigDedicated and specify defaults for ra-PreambleIndex and ra-PRACH-MaskIndex in the field descriptions 
	2b
	Should also ensure this approach is also consistent with MAC specification
	to be discussed in the meeting

	10. 
	reportInterval in ReportConfigEUTRA and ReportConfigInterRAT
	Only needed for report amount not r1

Two solutions on the table: 1) make it conditional

2) group it along with report amount (separate document from CATT) 
	2b
	Need to decide between two proposals.  TP for solution 1 is provided in the attached document.
	to be discussed in the meeting

	11. 
	TDD configuration in RadioResourceConfigCommon
	This IE should not be present for FDD.  
	2b
	Optional continue for TDD, and not present for FDD:

  This IE is optional, continue for TDD and not present for FDD.

But is a HO from TDD to FDD cell allowed?  
	to be discussed in the meeting

	12. 
	cellsForWhichToReportCGI
	Samsung: shouldn't this have been FFS i.e. don't we have a more general issue related to the use of delta signalling for elements of the measurementConfig (we assumed no delta signalling except for the ones explicitly agreed e.g. NCL)?
	2b
	??
	to be discussed in the meeting

	13. 
	intraFrequencyCellReselection in cellAccessRelatedInformation in SystemInformationBlockType1
	Samsung: Currently this whole IE is still FFS i.e. further work on that is needed first

Should have been marked FFS. But I missed this in 5979.


	2b
	??
	to be discussed in the meeting

	14. 
	cellReselectionPriority in cellReselectionServingFreqInfo in 

SystemInformationBlockType3

	Should it be OP, OD or Mandatory?

E: should be OP. 

we were referring to section 5.2.4.1 in 304. if that is not clear enough, some further clarification could be good. anyway we think the cellReselectionPriority may be provided in SIBs or dedicated signalling. if the reselection priority for a certain freq is not provided in SIB, but in dedicated signalling, the one in dedicated signalling is used. if nothing is provided in dedicated signalling either, so it means no priority for cell reselection for that freq
BC: Is it really possible not to have a priority for the serving frequency? Should the IE be mandatory instead of OD

	2b
	??
	to be discussed in the meeting

	15. 
	intraFreqNeighbouringCellList and intraFreqBlacklistedCellList in SIB4
	 BC: Need OD seems not correct. we prefer to use Need OP and add reference to 304 where the UE behaviour should be defined.  

[SKP>]  OK.  I will mark them FFS for now and you can change it to OP along with the CR to 304.
	2b
	??
	to be discussed in the meeting

	16. 
	systemInfoModification and etws-Indication in Paging
	Should these be included in a paging message when the UE is being paged and these are active?
	2b
	??
	to be discussed in the meeting

	17.  
	What is the level of delta configuration allowed in Measurements
	Many IEs are currently OC.  

But is delta configuration at this level allowed?

If not allowed, how to ensure this is correctly interpreted?  
	2b
	??
	to be discussed in the meeting

	18. 
	pmax in MobilityControlInformation
	It is marked need FFS

Not discussed in the email
	2b
	While one can think of using OC (to continue with the value in the current cell if not present in HO command, it creates a problem that if a specific value was configured in the source cell, there would no easy way to signal “use max power” (without adding a specific code point for it).

Hence it is proposed to follow the same handling as in SIB – that is, if absent, use max power.
Proposed in TP
	to be discussed in the meeting


It is proposed to discuss and conclude on each of these issues.
