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Nanjing, China, 23rd – 27th May 2016
Source: 
ETSI MCC
Object:
Skeleton report
	Schedule
	Main room
	LTE Breakout room
	UMTS room
	NB-IoT room

	Monday
	
	
	
	

	09:00 ->
	[1], [2], [3], [4], [5]

[7.16.1] TEI13 (CIoT)

[6] [7] Legacy LTE (starting with eDRX and eMTC corrections to minimise overlap with NB-IOT)
	
	
	

	11:00 ->
	
	
	[10][11] UMTS Rel-8/9/10/11/12
	

	14:30 ->
	[7] Legacy LTE 
	[7.5] D2D Rel-13 [1]
	[12] Rel-13 corrections 

[13.2] DTX/DRX enhancements 

[13.3] Multi-carrier
	[7.14.3] User Plane

	17:00 ->
	
	[8.2] V2V [1]
	
	[7.14.1] Incoming LSs [7.14.3] User Plane

	Tuesday
	
	
	
	

	08:30 -> 
	[7] Legacy LTE
	[8.8] Latency red [1]

[8.11] V2X [1]
	[13.4] Indoor positioning
[13.5] HS + LTE
	[7.14.2] RRC, SI

	11:00 ->
	
	
	
	

	14:30 ->
	[8.1] eLAA [2]

[8.5] eLWA
	[8.11] V2X [1]

[8.4] feD2D [1]
	[13.1] RRC optimizations
	 [7.14.1] UE Capabilities

[7.14.2] Idle mode

	17:00 ->
	
	
	
	

	Wednesday
	
	
	
	

	08:30 -> 
	[8.5] eLWA [1.5] (cont)
[8.7] IP [0.25]

[7.16.2] TEI13 (cont)
	[8.3] VoLTE [1] 

[8.9] Light conn [0.5]

[8.12] eMBMS [0.5]


	[13.6] TEI14
[comebacks]

[13.3] MC comeback (RAN1 part)

	[7.14.3] User Plane, pass 2

[7.14.2] RRC, pass 2

	11:00 ->
	
	
	
	

	14:30 ->
	[9] New RAT [2]

See Note 1
	[8.6] Mobility enh [1]
	
	[7.14.2] RRC, pass 2

	17:00 ->
	
	
	
	

	Thursday
	 
	
	
	

	08:30 -> 
	[9] New RAT [4]
	
	Comebacks if needed


	[7.14.1] Stage-2

Comebacks

Remaining things.

	11:00 ->
	
	
	
	

	14:30 ->
	
	
	
	

	17:00 ->
	
	[7.5] D2D Rel-13 [0.5] 
[8.2] V2V cont [0.5]
	
	

	Friday
	
	
	
	

	08:30 -> 
until 17:00
	Left-overs, Comebacks including Joint LTE/UMTS
	
	
	Potential NB-IoT comebacks

	
	
	
	
	


Note 1: New RAT discussion in the main room will finish at 18:00 for a joint session on NR and Next Gen Core with SA2 and RAN3 which will start at 18:30 in the SA2 meeting room in InterContinental Nanjing
Chairing of LTE Sessions:

Legacy LTE (D2D), feD2D, V2X, V2V, Latency red will be chaired by Vice Chair Diana Pani (Interdigital)

VoLTE, Light conn, Mobility enh will be chaired by Vice Chair Nan Hu (CMCC)

NB-IOT will be chaired by Johan Johansson (MediaTek)

Chairing of UTMS Sessions:

Diana Pani (Interdigital): Legacy UMTS
Mark Curran (Ericsson): DTX/DRX enhancements and multi-carrier enhancements 
Xudong Yang (Huawei): RRC optimizations, HS+LTE SI, Indoor positioning and Rel-13 corrections

Breaks

Morning coffee: 

10:30 to 11:00

Lunch: 


13:00 to 14:30

Afternoon coffee:
16:30 to 17:00 

10
UTRA Release 11 and earlier releases

10.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-163426
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306
11.10.0
0505
-
B

Rel-11
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core
NOTE: TEI11 should be added since HSUPA_DB_MC-Core was a REL-13 WI code
=>
Revised in R2-164301
R2-164301
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306
11.10.0
0505
1
B

Rel-11
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core, TEI11
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-163427
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306
12.7.0
0506
-
A

Rel-12
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core
NOTE: TEI11 should be added since HSUPA_DB_MC-Core was a REL-13 WI code
=>
Revised in R2-164302
R2-164302
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306
12.7.0
0506
1
A

Rel-12
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core, TEI11
=>
The CR is agreed
10.1
Other

Incoming LS:

R2-163316
LS on rate adaptation quality issues in uplink for UTRAN (S4-160500; contact: Orange)
SA4
LS in
to: RAN2
move 3.3 to 10.1
=>
Noted
R2-163713
Discussion on rate adaptation quality issues in uplink for UTRAN
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

-
Samsung wonders if the observed problem occurred for synchronous or asynchronous reconfiguration or both.    Nokia Net also would like to understand the scenario and configuration (RAB combination, voice RAB?).   Orange provides reference to the SA4 paper S4-160434.  Orange’s understanding is that it always happens for certain UEs.  
-
Nokia wonders how the “apply gating at the radio level” is going to solve the problem.  Orange thinks that RAN should find a solution and we don’t have to stick to the wording of the LS.  

-
Qualcomm thinks that if this is an issue then a network solution would be preferable.  Also they would like to understand the severity of the problem as within 60-80 ms we are losing 3 or 4 packets. 
– to understand when this problem happens

After comeback

-
Orange explain that all tested UEs were behaving the same and packets of higher rates were blocked.

-
Orange explains that asynchronous re-configuration is used in the tests.

=>
Noted 
R2-163428
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
11.16.0
5857
-
B

Rel-11
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core
NOTE: TEI11 should be added since HSUPA_DB_MC-Core was a REL-13 WI code

=>
Revised in R2-164303
R2-164303
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
11.16.0
5857
1
B

Rel-11
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core, TEI11
-
Ericsson indicates that “maxAddPos” has to be defined 

=>
remove space in “> Support for Dual Band Dual Cell E-DCH operation”

-
Samsung wonders if we need to change the Rel-13 spec to put that “> Support for Dual Band Dual Cell E-DCH operation” is Rel-11.  Ericsson thinks that it would result in a mismatch between tabular and ASN.1
=>
The CR is revised in R2-164340
R2-164340
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
11.16.0
5857
2
B

=>
The CR is agreed
R2-163429
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
12.9.0
5858
-
A

Rel-12
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core
NOTE: TEI11 should be added since HSUPA_DB_MC-Core was a REL-13 WI code

=>
Revised in R2-164304
R2-164304
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
12.9.0
5858
1
A

Rel-12
HSUPA_DB_MC-Core, TEI11
=>
The CR is revised in R2-164341
R2-164341
Introduction of DB-DC-HSUPA in earlier release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
12.9.0
5858
2
A
=>
The CR is agreed
11
UTRA Release 12

(EDCH_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, REL-12, started: Dec. 13, closed: Dec. 14, WID: RP-140127)

(UTRA_SIBenh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: Dec. 13, closed: Sep 14, WID: RP-140131)

(UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: Dec.13, closed: Sep. 14, RP-140463)

(UTRA_DCHenh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: Sept.13, closed: Sep. 14, RP-131357)

(UTRA_LTE_WLAN_interw-Core, leading WG: RAN2, REL-12, started: Dec.13, closed: Sep. 14, WID: RP-132101)

(LTE_UTRA_IncMon-Core, leading: RAN4, REL-12, started: Dec.13, closed: Dec. 14, WID: RP-132061)
Input to any other Rel-12 WI/SI not explicitly listed above. 

(UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core, leading WG: RAN2, Started: Dec.13, closed: June 14, WID: RP-140463)
(LCS_BDS-UTRA-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: March 13, closed: Dec.13, WID: RP-130416)

(EHNB_enh3-Core, leading WG: RAN3, REL-12, started: Sep.12, closed: Dec 13, WID: RP-130741)

(LCR_TDD_HSPA_sign_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: Dec 12, closed: Dec 13, WID: RP-121984)

(LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core, leading WG: RAN4, started: June 13, closed: June 14, WID: RP-140092)

Including corrections for UTRA functionality introduced as TEI12.

11.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-163431
Correction on the naming E-DCH decoupling
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.308
13.1.0
0174
-
F

Rel-13
TEI13, UTRA_HetNet_enh-Core

=>
The CR is agreed
R2-163432
Correction on the naming E-DCH decoupling
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.319
13.0.0
0139
-
F

Rel-13
TEI13, UTRA_HetNet_enh-Core

=>
The CR is agreed
R2-163433
Correction on the naming E-DCH decoupling
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5859
-
F

Rel-13
TEI13, UTRA_HetNet_enh-Core

=>
The CR is agreed
R2-163434
Correction on DCH enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.300
12.5.0
0039
-
F

Rel-12
UTRA_DCHenh-Core

-
Samsung thinks we should clarify that both CS and PS are mapped “If a UE is configured with both CS and PS mapped to the DCH transport channel”

=>
add “both” CS and PS

=>
the reference should be change to TR and not TS in the cover page and reference section

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-164342 r1
R2-163435
Correction on DCH enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.300
13.1.0
0040
-
A

Rel-13
UTRA_DCHenh-Core
=>
apply same changes as R2-163434
=>
The CR is agreed in R2-164343 r1
11.1
Other

R2-164060
Clarification for DCH enhancements
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
12.9.0
5870
-
F

Rel-12
UTRA_DCHenh-Core
late

-
Samsung doesn’t support the change as we would be effectively linking CPC support with DCH enhancements.  This was discussed in RAN1 and agreed to capture it the way it is currently done.  Qualcomm’s intention is not to link to CPC with DCH enhancements.    Samsung indicates that it would be the outcome or the other option would be that the network would have to switch the UE to R99 if it doesn’t support.   Huawei has the same understanding as Samsung.
-
Huawei indicates that RAN2 agreed that DCH enhancements with PS mapped to DCH is supported for 0kpbs, but the CR suggests otherwise.   Qualcomm agrees but means that the sentence was for the other cases.  
=>
The CR is postponed
R2-164062
Clarification for DCH enhancements
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5871
-
A

Rel-13
UTRA_DCHenh-Core
=>
The CR is not treated.  
12
UTRA Release 13

12.1
WI: L2/L3 Downlink enhancements for UMTS

(UTRA_EDL_L23-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: June 15, closed: Dec. 15, WID: RP-152184)

R2-163535
Correction of retrievable configurations
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5860
-
F

Rel-13
UTRA_EDL_L23-Core

-
Samsung thinks that the intention of “store” was to delete what was there before and store new configuration.  

-
Nokia Net understands that the intention is to overwrite.  Maybe one suggestion is to use the word “update”   

=>
The CR is revised in R2-164345
R2-164345
Correction of retrievable configurations
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5860
1
F

Rel-13
UTRA_EDL_L23-Core
=>
Delete first change 
=>
target configuration changed to “resulting” configuration in cover page and in the text 

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-164353 r2 with the changes above

R2-163709
Discussion on the stored retrievable configuration for CELL_FACH
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

-
Ericsson thinks that we discussed the PCH case and the UE stores the CELL_FACH that’s why the current wording is correct.  

-
Ericsson thinks that we should change add invoked as well, “stored/invoked”.   Samsung has some sympathy on the intention and the wording is confusing.  

=>
Noted
R2-163710
Correction on the stored retrievable configuration for CELL_FACH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5867
-
F

Rel-13
UTRA_EDL_L23-Core

=>
The CR is postponed 
R2-163886
Corrections and clarifications to URA_PCH with seamless transition to CELL_FACH state functionality
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5869
-
F

Rel-13
UTRA_EDL_L23-Core
-
Samsung has some concerns that 8.1.6.2 contains changes to legacy section.  
There is an option to split the CR is two and capture the legacy impacted changes in a second CR, and put the Rel-8 codes 

=>
Create a second CR

-
Samsung wonders if the change 8.3.1.6 are also needed for the legacy case.  Ericsson indicates that the variable means different things for CELL_PCH and URA_PCH

=>
The CR is revised in R2-164347
R2-164347
Corrections and clarifications to URA_PCH with seamless transition to CELL_FACH state functionality
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5869
1
F

Rel-13
UTRA_EDL_L23-Core
=>
delete “move to CELL_FACH” from section 8.4.2.2 and move it to R2-164348
=>
delete “the UE” from section 8.5.47 and move it to R2-164348
=>
The CR is agreed in R2-164354 r2 with the changes above

R2-164348
Corrections to the enhanced CELL_FACH 
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0

-
F

Rel-13
UTRA_EDL_L23-Core
- update WI codes and CR number

=>
The CR is postponed
12.2
WI: Power saving enhancements for UMTS

(UTRA_SDATA_POWSAV-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: June 15, closed: Dec 15, WID: RP-151998)

No contribution received.
12.3
WI: Support of EVS over UTRAN CS

(EVSoCS_UTRAN-Core; leading WG: RAN2, started: Dec. 14, closed: Dec 15, WID: RP-142282)

No contribution received.
12.4
WI: Network-Assisted Interference Cancellation and Suppression for UMTS

(UTRA_NAICS-Core,  Leading WG: RAN1, started: Sep. 15, closed: Dec. 2015, WID: RP-151879)

No contribution received.
12.5
WI: Multiflow Enhancements for UTRA

(HSDPA_MFTX_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started March 15, closed:Sep. 15 , WID: RP-150288)

No contribution received.
12.6
WI: HSPA Dual-Band UL carrier aggregation

(HSUPA_DB_MC-Core; leading WG: RAN4; REL-13; started: Dec. 14; closed: Dec. 15; WID: RP-151852)

No contribution received.
12.7
WI: Application specific Congestion control

(ACDC-RAN-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-13; started: Mar. 15; closed: Dec. 15; WID: RP-150512)

UMTS specific aspects of ACDC

No contribution received.
12.8
WI: Indoor Positioning enhancements for UTRA and LTE

(UTRA_LTE_iPos_enh-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-13; started: Sept. 15; closed: Dec. 15; WID: RP-152251)
UMTS specific aspects of indoor positioning

R2-163562
Corrections to RAT-independent positioning methods
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5865
-
F

Rel-13
UTRA_LTE_iPos_enh-Core
-
Ericsson indicates that the new error codes were discussed in Rel-13 and it was decided that we didn’t need them.  The reason was that they can only be configured with existing indoor positioning and we can re-use the existing ones.   Intel thinks that the consequence of not adding this error codes is that it will be undefined.  

=>
Check if the error codes should be removed and wording of the first change

=>
Intel explains after comeback that the error codes would impact the PCAP specs so the codes should be removed for now

=>
The CR is revised in R2-164344
R2-164344
Corrections to RAT-independent positioning methods
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5865
1
F

Rel-13
UTRA_LTE_iPos_enh-Core12.9
WI: Downlink TPC enhancements for UMTS

=>
The CR is agreed 

(UTRA_EDL_TPC-Core; leading WG: RAN1; REL-13; started: Sept. 15; closed: Dec. 15; WID: RP-151880)

No contribution received.

12.10

WI: Dual Carrier HSUPA Enhancements for UTRAN CS

(DC_HSUPA_CS-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-13; started: Sept. 15; closed: Dec. 15; WID: RP-151780)

No contribution received.

12.11

UTRA TEI13 enhancements

Small Technical Enhancements affecting UMTS Rel-13 that do not belong to any Rel-13 WI. 

Note: A TEI enhancement proposal should be treated for only one meeting cycle and involve only one WG. Otherwise, a WI should be proposed at RAN plenary!

R2-163536
Discontinuation of physical channel features
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5861
-
C

Rel-13
TEI13

-
Samsung doesn’t see the use case and the problem.  Ericsson thinks that there is no option to not invoke a physical layer configuration if you don’t want to use it.  

-
Huawei understand the intention and is fine with the current CR

-
Nokia Net also doesn’t understand the use case.  Nokia Net thinks that the network has to possibility to overwrite it and change it.   Ericsson thinks that the network will have to signal the configuration once again.  
=>
The CR is postponed 
R2-163537
Storing of the SRB configuration at RRC Connection Setup
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5862
-
C

Rel-13
TEI13

-
Huawei thinks that the other problem is that the network may not support this feature.  Ericsson doesn’t think it is a big problem if the UE always stores this configuration, but another option is to add a network support in the SIB.  
-
Samsung thinks that from a UE side this is a bit strange that we require the UE to do something without knowing if the network will use it or support it.  Further are we saving that much.
-
Qualcomm wonders if this means that we always have to store the SRBs in ID 1.  Qualcomm wonders what happens when we move to idle mode.  Ericsson indicates that it clears the configuration.  
=>
The CR is postponed 
R2-163706
Discussion on UE behaviours on storing E-RGCH configuration
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

-
Nokia Net thinks that the network can align the primary and secondary configuration.  

-
Qualcomm thinks that with proper network behaviour this is not an issue.  
-
Huawei thinks that we should try to clarify.  Ericsson is fine with the changes in this proposal

on wording of intended behaviour and on the need of a CR
-
Samsung is not sure that there is no inter-operability and some more discussions should take place

=>
Noted
R2-163707
Correction on UE behaviours on storing E-RGCH configuration
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5866
-
F

Rel-13
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, TEI13

=>
The CR is postponed
R2-163882
Rapporteur corrections for 25.331 RRC specification
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5868
-
D

Rel-13
TEI13
=>
The CR is revised in R2-164349
R2-164349
Rapporteur corrections for 25.331 RRC specification
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5868
1
D

Rel-13
TEI13
=>
The CR is agreed
13
UTRA Rel-14

13.1
WI: RRC optimization for UMTS

(UTRA_RRCopt-Core; leading WG: RAN2; REL-14; started: Dec. 15; target: Sept. 16; WID: RP-160287)

Time budget 2 TUs

13.1.1
Filtered UPH measurements;
R2-163540
Generic UPH measurement
Ericsson
discussion
· Chair: so we are on the same page that we will introduce RRC level event and decide if to introduce implementation mechanism (RAN3 impacts foreseen) as well.

· NN: for this new event, could be used in both DCH and FACH?
· E///: for DCH only.

· Huawei: is this dependent on E-DCH or not?

· E///: no, it is not link to E-DCH.

· QC: what’s the difference from E6A/D?

· E///: E6A/D is not sufficient, for example, maximum power could be easily triggered which doesn’t reflect the coverage situation.
· NN: proposal 6 is misleading, will we have stage 2 or not?

· Huawei: stage 2 is needed.

· Noted.

Agreements:

· We will introduce Event 6H  and Event 6I, we will introduce the following parameters for Event 6H and Event 6I: UPH threshold, Hysteresis, Time-to-trigger, Filter coefficient, and configurable pending time after trigger.
· We will have both stage 2 & 3 CRs

R2-163541
Introduction of UPH measurements
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5864
-
B

Rel-14
UTRA_RRCopt-Core
· Huawei: 10.3.7.80, we already have “pending time after trigger”, suggest to reuse.

· E///: we need to check, not sure if it could be reused or not.

· Huawei: 10.3.7.y, why two spare values needed?

· E///: in case we will introduce new events in the future.

· Huawei: 14.6.2.x/y, suggest to also add some figures to elaborate, as existing way, but no strong opinion. In cover page, “Other specs affected” should be updated.

· Postponed.
R2-163788
Discussion on UPH measurement
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
· NN: for observation 1, you mean periodical has to be configured in Uu interface?

· Huawei: yes.

· NN: but periodical is an existing mechanism, it is up to network to implement it or not, and there is no UE impact. Huawei confirms.
· NN: UPH report is linked to E-DCH, but this should be the motivation of the WI, E-DCH is the majority case;

· E///: CS is an important use case which is not based on E-DCH.

· Huawei: the legacy mechanism is not linked to E-DCH, we should follow this approach which is also reflected in E///’s proposal.
· Noted.
R2-163835
Further discussion on Filtered UPH measurements
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion
· NN: to E/// and Huawei, since Iub is kind of internal interface, so we could implement in a proprietary way, we don’t have strong opinion, just to check if the solution is acceptable?
· E///: we see drawbacks of the proposal, so we don’t see the need to standardize.

· Huawei: it is our understanding that WI should find proposal for all cases, it seems to us this proposal is limited to use cases.

· Noted.
R2-163947
Introduction of UPH measurements
Ericsson
CR
25.300
13.1.0
0042
-
B

Rel-14
UTRA_RRCopt-Core
· E///: will change the title to “introduction of RRC events” or something like this.

· NN: “RRC optimization” seems to be more general.

· E///: we have “down link enhancements”, we can discuss more.

· Huawei: last sentence is too much stage 3 description; impact analysis is not needed.

· Postponed.
Withdrawn:

R2-163826
Further discussion on Filtered UPH measurements
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion

R2-163827
Further discussion on Filtered UPH measurements
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion

R2-163828
Further discussion on Filtered UPH measurements
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion

R2-163829
Further discussion on Filtered UPH measurements
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion
13.1.2
Simultaneous RAB setup and release

R2-163538
Simultaneous RAB Setup and Release
Ericsson
discussion
· E///: no strong opinion for simultaneous SRB setup/release, it is not a common case.
=>
Noted
R2-163539
Introduction of simultaneous setup and release
Ericsson
CR
25.331
13.2.0
5863
-
B

Rel-14
UTRA_RRCopt-Core
· Huawei: last column, should add R14;

· E///; “signalling RB to setup” will be removed, and cover page will be updated.

· Huawei: title should also be updated.

· NN: in RAN3, we have a combined CR for a WI.

· Chair: in RAN2, we do it feature by feature.

· Postponed.
R2-163714
Discussion on simultaneous SRB setup and release in the same message
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
· E///: the main use case here is to setup a SRB and release a RAB at the same time, but also no strong opinion.
· NN: we could not find use case for setting up a SRB by RBR message.

· Huawei: for SRB4, we think it should normally be configured in RRC CON setup message.

· Noted.

· We will not use radio bearer reconfigure (RBR) message to setup a signalling radio bearer (SRB).
R2-163946
Introduction of simultaneous setup and release
Ericsson
CR
25.300
13.1.0
0041
-
B

Rel-14
UTRA_RRCopt-Core
· Chair: title of the sections should be updated.

· Huawei: last sentence is too much stage 3 like; and signalling related texts should be removed.
· E///: we can remove.

· Postponed.
13.1.3
Others
R2-163945
RRC optimization
Ericsson
discussion
· QC: we are OK.

· Huawei: are there any RAN3 impacts for the two functionalities we agreed.

· E///: no, except the one proposed by NN which we have not agreed.

· Noted.

we agree to Introduce a capability bit for each of the two enhancements (could think a bit more about the naming): 


UPH measurement and report


Simultaneous RAB setup and release
13.2
WI: DTX/DRX enhancements in CELL_FACH

 (FACH_DTXDRX-Core,  leading WG: RAN2; REL-14; started: Dec. 15; target: Sept. 16; WID: RP-160185)

Time budget 2 TUs

R2-163715
Discussion on enhancement to CELL_FACH DTX
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
· Ericsson: The figure is confusing. A & B are the same (i.e. the timer is also running in scenario B)
· Huawei: We can agree that they are the same.

=>
Noted.
13.3
SI: Study on Multi-Carrier Enhancements for UMTS
 (FS_UTRA_MCe,  leading WG: RAN1; REL-14; started: Dec. 15; target: June 16; SID: RP-152290)

Time budget 2 Tus
	=>  SI complete from RAN2 point of view

	


R2-163750
Discussion on enhanced TTI switching in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

· Ericsson: It would be good to distinguish the impacts between the 2+10 and 10+10 scenario’s. We think that there will be more impacts for the 2+10 case.
· Huawei: We do not distinguish as we think they are quite similar.

· Samsung: If we re-use the REL-12 TTI switching solution, can it also be applied to the legacy DC case? As this is still Study Item phase, we should not mix how TTI switch cannot be used with the legacy case.

· Huawei: We don’t think so as in legacy DC we only have 2+2 case.

=>
Noted
R2-163751
TP on enhanced TTI switching in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
pCR
25.707
0.2.0

· Samsung: The two solutions i.e. RRC and enhanced TTI can be listed as separate solutions under a general section. So change the proposed heading in 7.1 to something more generic.

· Revised in R2-164350: 
R2-164350
TP on solutions for MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
pCR
25.707
0.2.0

=>
This TP ../../Docs/R2-164350.zipwill also contain the updated TP in R2-163754, R2-163754 and R2-163890 below)
=>
moved to email discussion

· [UMTS/MC enhancements] – TP capturing RAN2 agreements [Huawei]
-
Agreed TP capturing RAN2 agreements (R2-164350)
-
Agree to LS to: RAN1, cc: RAN3 to provide RAN2 agreed TP ((R2-164352) and state that from RAN2 point of view the SI is closed 

-
Deadline: Thursday, June 2nd
R2-163753
Discussion on TTI configuration in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

=>
Noted.
R2-163754
TP on TTI configuration in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
pCR
25.707
0.2.0

· Ericsson: Same comment about differentiating the impacts between the scenarios.

· Samsung: Any reason why we have a separate TP. It looks like just more detail than provided than in R2-163751.

· Huawei: We can try to merge these two TP’s.

· Nokia: Why is configuration 1+B ‘not suggested’ in table?

· Huawei: We will add more on our analysis on why this should not be supported in updated TP.

· Nokia: In Figure 1, do we really need the 2+10 – 10+2 case? It seems very corner.
· Huawei. We should not exclude at this point.

=>
The TP is revised and merged into R2-164350 above.


R2-163755
Discussion on CFN handling in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

=>  Noted
R2-163757
TP on CFN handling in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
pCR
25.707
0.2.0

· Ericsson: We think is only needed in the 2+10 case, so maybe this can be clarified.

· Nokia:We think it is also needed for 10+10 case if we allow method B

· Huawei: We think if the NW wants to reconfigure UE from 2+2 to 10+10, method A is preferred.
=>
The TP is revised and merged into R2-164350 above.

R2-163759
Discussion on E-TFC selection in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

· Ericsson: We are not sure if it is better to always send the non-scheduled on 2ms, as 10ms may have better coverage.

· Ericsson: Also we don’t think anything is needed for the issue 3.

· Huawei: We can check further with RAN1.

· Samsung: For issue 2 & 3 we had the same discussion during DB-DC-HSUPA and at that time we decided to do nothing. For issue 1, this can be more complicated so we should check with RAN1 & RAN2 how this will work.

=>
We will not capture anything related to E-TFC selection in a TP. Can revisit during WI phase when it can be checked firther with RAN1/4.

=>  Noted
R2-163761
TP on E-TFC selection in MC enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
pCR
25.707
0.2.0

=>
Not treated.
R2-163763
Discussion on general impact in RAN2
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

=>
Noted
R2-163890
Text Proposal on Impacts on RAN2 specifications
Ericsson
pCR
25.707
0.2.0
We will list the impacted specifications based on solution i.e. RRC reconfiguration or enhanced TTI switching.

=>
The TP is revised and merged into R2-164350 above
13.4
WI: Further Indoor Positioning Enhancements for UTRA and LTE

(UTRA_LTE_iPos_enh2-Core,  leading WG: RAN2; REL-14; started: Mar. 16; target: Dec. 16; WID: RP-160538)

Time budget 0.25 TUs

No contribution received.

13.5
SI: Study on HSPA and LTE Joint Operation

(FS_UTRA_LTE_JOP,  leading WG: RAN3; REL-14; started: Mar. 16; target: Sept. 16; SID: RP-160571)

R2-163816
Analysis on the possible solution of the joint operation
China Unicom
discussion
· NN: on observation 1, doubt on the conclusion observed. In the future, there are dual standby case now, maybe will happen in UMTS.
· CUC: for B, LTE should provide UMTS target info which will impact LTE; for C, the case is rare, our network don’t have such UEs.

· Huawei: maybe we could take a look at HW and E’s paper on B;

· E///: generally, it is hard to avoid impacts on LTE.

· Noted
R2-164241
On concurrent UMTS CS and LTE PS operation
Qualcomm Incorporated
discussion

· 
QC: basically this was the same one as last meeting we submitted.
· Samsung: on Tx sharing, not sure if it will be discussed in SI or WI phase; one or two Tx chains?

· QC: if we are based on two Tx, the discussion may not be needed, just UMTS and LTE separate operation; in reality, two Tx terminals are rarely seen, considering power and cost;

· Samsung: even for two Tx chains, it still has impacts, e.g., UL maximum power transmission, power split between UMTS and LTE; for single, how the multiplexing of Tx should work. 

· CUC: in our network, mainly Single Tx and Dual Rx UEs, so we would like to focus on this type.

· Samsung: even for single Tx and dual Rx, we still need to understand, for example, coverage issues based on DCH+ meachanism; and the switching between U and L takes time;

· QC: for coverage issues, you may need fallback to legacy; 

· NN: in 10ms duration, how the UL power is used?
· CUC: our motivation is to anchor our CS voice on UMTS and PS on LTE, so that we could refarm our UMTS frequency step by step.

· Samsung: we are fine with the motivation, we  just want to understand all the implications that the solution will have.

· E///: we think there are open issues in QC’s paper for further clarifications.
· NN: we shared Samsung’s view on switching time; another concern is, for down link, if DRX is configured in LTE, will DL transmission be still ongoing?

· NN: in NN understanding, if during Tx off, if UE also doesn’t listen to downlink, it seems that single Rx also works.

· QC; then there will be additional behaviour for tuning.

· QC: firstly we need to configure LTE with C-DRX, downlink should not be impacted.

· Samsung: will the UE try to listen to downlink during Tx off?

· QC: we will follow the current C-DRX operation.

· Huawei: for C-DRX in LTE, both downlink and uplink are scheduled by the network, it is kind of C-DRX and C-DTX.

· Samsung: the overall procedure, for single Tx/dual Rx and dual Rx/dual Tx, should be the same, assuming we take single standby mechanism; the only difference is the Tx multiplexing.
· Noted
· Working assumption: Single Tx/Dual Rx is the baseline; for further discussion, we will focus on this baseline.
R2-163767
Consideration on the UMTS and LTE joint operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
· E///: MME not involved solution may not work, will provide analysis in next meeting.

· Huawei: is it Figure 1-b? E///: yes.

· Huawei: CPJ should be HSPA-LTE joint operation indication which was used in RAN3 paper.

· Noted.
· RAN2 consensus is, it is preferred to have a solution which should have less or no core network impacts.

R2-163769
Considerations on configuration of concurrent operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
late
· Samsung: it seems UE has to be configured immediately with DCH+ enhancements when moving to UMTS, i.e., in the message of eNB directing UE to UMTS for CS, DCH+ should be configured.

· QC: when UE is connected to UMTS, RNC will know its capability and configure accordingly.

· E///: on observation 1, UMTS should adjust the timing, which may cause the disturbance to speech?
· QC: the timing adjustment is maximum around a couple of ms, it should not impact the voice quality.

· NN: we have the same concern as E///, not sure if the timing adjustment is just within, say, 10ms? For figure 1, is it possible to adjust timing in LTE side? 

· QC: the motivation is not to touch LTE as much as possible.

· NN: we also don’t want to impact LTE, just wondering if there is any existing mechanism in LTE to solve this. Anyway we need to check.

· QC: if to do this in LTE, anyway, UE need to report UMTS timing to LTE.

· CUC; both could work technically, but we need to see the benefit of doing this in LTE.

· NN: it could be simpler, 

· Huawei: we also agree with QC’s motivation.

· NN: why we have the thinking because when UE tries to access to UMTS, it might take 2~3 seconds.

· CUC: we would like to define some procedures for triggering concurrent CS&PS transmission, we assume both ways of adjusting time, either in LTE or in UMTS, could work. We would like to use Huawei’s proposal as base line, since it is illustrated in detail.

· Samsung: do we assume there are some interactions in network side between U and L?

· QC: no, it is based on UE reporting, UE reports LTE timing to UMTS.
· Samsung: as a working assumption, we are fine with the motivation, but we are concerned about the gap it would take.
· QC: not that concerned, since there are two Rx, so downlink is not a problem.

· NN; we suggest for next step what detailed info to be exchanged via UE.

· CUC: we understand concern from Samsung, but we would like to see some baseline procedures.

· NN: option a and b can be baseline.

· Noted.
· As a starting point, further discussion are based on option A and option B, we will decide which option will be focused on/prioritized in the next meeting. We will see detailed analysis for the timing issue in the next meeting.
R2-163542
HSPA and LTE Joint operation
Ericsson
discussion
· Huawei: for the UE assistance info, UE specific or cell specific? We think it should be UE specific, but how could UE specific be broadcast in LTE SIB?

· E///: no, it is cell specific. 
· Chair: maybe we should compare the current mechanism and the proposal in this paper.

· E///: yes, we will.

· Huawei: in LTE spec, in SIB 6, there are info for inter-RAT cell reselection, could this be reused instead of introducing new assistance info? 

· QC&Samsung: in LTE SIB, just UMTS frequency info.

· NN: it was discussed in CSFB that UMTS SIB couldn’t be just copied and broadcast in LTE SIB.

· Noted.
R2-163786
Discussion on UL interworking enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion

· E///: we will provide detailed analysis for the next meeting.
· Samsung: we have similar opinion as Huawei. Similar proposal was discussed, i.e. why UE could not just go directly to UMTS without exchanging info with LTE, the response at that time was, there were concerns on UE disappearing from LTE without being informed to LTE network.

· Huawei: from LTE network point of view, the UE behaviour is not in control, and may not be able to test.

· QC: we are revisiting internally how the current CSFB mechanism was reached, for sure there are reasons, we also agree with Huawei that we need to investigate in details; if you omit something in LTE there are gain, but for UMTS side, what delta you could get, maybe nothing.
· CUC: we agree with QC, we should focus on the main part, i.e. joint operation not CSFB enhancements.

· Noted.
R2-163784
Discussion on dual standby in HSPA and LTE Joint Operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
discussion
· NN: how the 1/3 and 2/3 came?
· Huawei: it assumes that both two transceivers operate independently with same power saving mechanisms, and one consumes 1/3, so two just theoretically 2/3.

· NN: in general, we agree with the observation. 

· E///: we have similar understanding as Huawei.

· Noted.
R2-163821
Dual Standby in LTE&UMTS Joint Cooperation
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion
· Chair: your discussion is based on single Tx/dual Rx?
· NN: yes.

· Huawei: for observation 1, what low latency means?

· NN: just compared with CSFB, the latency is reduced.

· Huawei: do you have any numerical value?

· NN: should be better than E///’s proposal, since no need for the UE to read SIB.

· Huawei: in figure 2, the configuration of concurrent transmission steps are missing.

· NN: as a whole solution, it should include the activation/deactivation steps.

· Huawei: it should be good to have some comparison analysis between single standby and dual standby.

· NN: the way of configuring concurrent transmission should be different from that of single standby, also, analysis of advantages and drawbacks are needed for all solutions.

· Huawei: what “RRC relocation” means?

· NN: it was just copied from spec for CSFB.

· QC: so our main concern is the power consumption; another point is, in the case that LTE and UMTS band are too close so that UE will share one Rx chain, one RF filter for example, there will be problem, e.g., CS paging and PS paging at the same time.
· NN: in case of such scenario, we can’t give any suggestion how the UE should behave in our network, maybe it is up to UE implementation.

· QC: we just want to point out there are problematic cases.

· Samsung: similar question asked by Huawei, for dual standby case, if CS paging is received, how the network would configure the concurrent transmission? Will the CN be aware of the concurrent transmission.
· NN: we think CN is not impacted, but it is not just simply reuse the signalling flow for single standby, more work is needed.
· Noted.
· Both single standby and dual standby will be studied.
R2-163823
Reporting UE capability of U&L joint cooperation
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion

· Chair: to E and Huawei, is this based on a MME not involved solution?
· NN: we prefer MME not impacted; 

· E///: this is also our preference, but we are not sure if it would work.

· QC: we also prefer not to impact CN, but maybe we are not in a good situation to answer this question. For example, MME should be aware that the UE is in a joint operation and now CS is ongoing.

· Huawei: we think NN’s proposal is based on MME not involved solution. 

· Noted.
R2-163780
TP on configuration of concurrent operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
pCR
37.805
0.1.0
late
· Huawei: there is no TR structure, can rapporteur give some guidance?
· CUC: for the moment, we have general TR structure with some general sections, but we try to have more updates, if agreed by RAN3, to the TR structure.

· Noted.

· We will have email discussion, trying to capture all the RAN2 progress/consensus achieved in this meeting, into the latest TR structure to be approved by RAN3. The purpose of the email discussion is to have a baseline TP for next meeting. The deadline should be one week before the submission deadline of next RAN2 meeting. 
· We will send an LS to RAN3 informing RAN2’s latest progress and consensus.
· [UMTS/Joint UMTS-LTE] – running TP capturing RAN2 agreements (China Unicom)
-
Running TP capturing RAN2 agreements to be submitted to next meeting
-
Deadline: two weeks before next meeting 
R2-164351
draft LS to RAN3 on the latest RAN2 agreements of Study on HSPA and LTE Joint Operation
ChinaUnicom
· =>
Change the last agreement to “Both single standby and dual standby will be studied”

· =>
Change “Agreement 1” to “Working assumption” and renumber other agreements

· =>
The LS is agreed in R2-164355


13.6
TEI14

Small Technical Enhancements affecting UMTS Rel-14 that do not belong to any Rel-14 WI. 

Note: A TEI enhancement proposal should be treated for only one meeting cycle and involve only one WG. Otherwise, a WI should be proposed at RAN plenary!

R2-163349
Latency reduction for uplink signalling
Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
discussion
· E///: is it just for small data transmission or could be commonly used?
· NN: we are open.

· QC: it is optional or mandatory?

· NN: it is optional.

· QC: capability bit needed?

· NN: optional without capability bit.

· E///: maybe it is good for the network to know the capability.

· QC: even not sure how it is tested in RAN5 without a capability bit; the motivation is fine, but results for lab test will justify enough or not.

· QC: we would like time to check the gains, and we also need time to check how it would work from UE point of view.
-
Huawei doesn’t think that these values can be discussed by RAN2 
· Noted
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Outgoing LSs and email discussions from UTRA session

14.1
Agreed outgoing LSs from UTRA session

14.2
Email discussions from UTRA

15
Comebacks

This agenda item will be used during the meeting. No documents are supposed to be submitted by delegates.

15.1
LTE breakout sessions
15.1.1
Report from LTE Break-Out session

R2-16xxxx
Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Vice-Chair (InterDigital)
· CBF: Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Vice-Chair (InterDigital)

15.1.2
Report from LTE Break-Out session

R2-16xxxx
Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Vice-Chair (CMCC)

· CBF: Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Vice-Chair (CMCC)

15.1.3
Report from NB-IOT session

R2-16xxxx
Report from NB-IOT Break-Out Session, Session Chair (MediaTek)

· CBF: Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Session Chair (MediaTek)

15.2
UMTS breakout session
15.3
Main session
This section contains a temporary list of comebacks (press F9 to update while the cursor is inside the list).


CBF: Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Vice-Chair (InterDigital)

CBF: Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Vice-Chair (CMCC)

CBF: Report from LTE Break-Out Session, Session Chair (MediaTek)


15.4
Email Discussions from main session
This section contains a preliminary list of email discussions (press F9 to update while the cursor is inside the list). A complete list will be provided on the RAN2 email reflector after the meeting. 

No table of figures entries found.
· [UMTS/MC enhancements] – TP capturing RAN2 agreements [Huawei]

-
Agreed TP capturing RAN2 agreements (R2-164350)
-
Agree to LS to: RAN1, cc: RAN3 to provide RAN2 agreed TP (R2-164352) and state that from RAN2 point (of view the SI is closed 

-
Deadline: Thursday, June 2nd
· [UMTS/Joint UMTS-LTE] – running TP capturing RAN2 agreements (China Unicom)

-
Running TP capturing RAN2 agreements to be submitted to next meeting

-
Deadline: two weeks before next meeting 
16
Outgoing LS from LTE and Joint
Draft LSs should be submitted to their corresponding agenda item if there is one. If there is no appropriate agenda item, draft LSs may be submitted to this agenda item. 


R2-164355
LS to RAN3 on the latest RAN2 agreements of Study on HSPA and LTE joing operation
RAN2
LS out





to: RAN3 from: RAN2
Rel-14
FS_UTRA_LTE_JOP
Approved LSs
This section contains a list of approved outgoing LSs (press F9 to update while the cursor is inside the list).

No table of figures entries found.
17
Any other business

Future meeting dates
Click here for the overview of all RAN2 and RAN meeting dates.
Other
18
Closing of the meeting (17:00)
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