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Executive Summary

TSG RAN WG3 #38 was held two weeks after TSG RAN #21.

The main aspects of TSG RAN WG3 #38 were:

· REL-6 WI MBMS: With around 30 contributions (including 5 incoming LSs and 1 outgoing LS in R3-031469) the biggest topic. Some problems detected that RAN2 TS 25.346 can/does not always reflect the latest status of SA2 discussions. Addressed topics for MBMS: E.g. context handling for UEs, Iu bearer setup, Local Service/Multicast Area concept, UE Linking via Iur.

· REL-5 HSDPA: Still around 25 contributions to this topic with 6 in principle agreed CRs to the topics: Correction for the HS-DSCH Initial Capacity Allocation, usage of the MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size, Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA.

· REL-6 WI Subscriber and equipment trace support in UTRAN: Around 20 contributions (including one incoming LS R3-031267 from SA5 SWG-D and one outgoing LS to SA5 R3-031470). RAN3 internal TR R3.014 v0.1.0 available now in R3-031461. Discussions about limiting Trace with management based activation to the SRNC came to no consensus. Furthermore, it was agreed to include some text for SRNS relocation, R99 solution for signalling based activation, details on trace parameters and also considerations on management activation solutions  in study area of the TR.

· REL-6 SI Evolution of UTRAN Architecture: 12 contributions to this topic were provided addressing requirements and architecture proposals from the different companies. Most of the architecture proposals were agreed to be included in the study area of TR 25.897 also adding already some identified open issues. Next steps will be to identify further open issues, to propose solutions for open issues and to compare the different architectures. Still not all contributions could be treated as corresponding discussions are usually controversial and time consuming.

· Regarding the RAN3 action items from RAN #21: For the SA1 TR 22.952 review an LS answer was sent in to SA1 in R3-031428. Regarding the study of the loss of sync on UL when in soft HO several contributions were discussed and a soft handover indicator signalled via frame protocol was agreed (if no problems occur, e.g. with frame protocol extensions). Also the review of REL-5 specifications was already started before RAN3 #38 and will continue by email between RAN3 #38 and RAN3 #39.

· Iu enhancements for IMS REL-6: A proposal to introduce a new requirement for signalling type of traffic with low delay QoS was not agreed. A proposal addressing contradictions in the requirements and possible Mechanisms to satisfy the requirements 'priority' and 'delay' using the existing 'Signalling 
Indication'" was accepted to be included in the study area of the TR.
Two contributions regarding 'Voice over IMS' were not treated to wait for the outcome of RAN2 discussions.

· WI Beamforming enhancements: An NBAP REL-6 CR for signalling support was discussed but not finally agreed as there was no time to treat the updated CR provided on Friday.

· For the RAN1 WI Improvement of inter-frequency and inter-system measurements a proposal to explain the benefit of code sharing during compressed mode was provided. As the RAN3 internal TR R3.006 is still in v0.0.1 and still a number of fundamental questions (e.g. benefit and complexity?) appear, RAN3 delegates were tasked to provide ALL their concerns in an email discussion to be kicked off by Nokia so that the concerns and solutions can be covered in the TR and the progress on this topic can be increased.

· REL-6 WI Remote Control of Electrical Tilting Antennas: An introduction paper was provided and included in the the study area of TR 25.802 proposing a Node B internal interface to the RET control unit. Also the introduction of the RET control unit as a new logical UTRAN node was discussed and an LS answer from the parallel SA5 meeting was received opening a number of questions which will be addressed at RAN3 #39.

· REL-6 WI NACC: One contribution was provided proposing how to solve 3 open issues (UTRAN NACC Signalling Architecture: (P)SI stored by the local RNC; UTRAN Signalling Procedures for NACC: Use the [RNSAP] Information Exchange procedure; Format of GERAN - 3G RIM Messages: RNC alone needs to send and receive BSSGP messages within a container within the RANAP message). No decision was possible this time, even after offline checking that GERAN NACC discussions have no impact on the proposals.

· REL-6 Work Item 'Improved access to UE measurement data for CRNC to support TDD RRM': Basic agreement about how to address the problem was achieved (basic structure of necessary procedures). Furthermore, a first proposal for an RNSAP REL-5 CR was provided and will be further discussed by email.

· REL-6 SI FS on UL Enhancements for Dedicated Transport Channels: Corresponding RAN1 LS R3-031430 providing the RAN1 FS TR 25.896 v1.0.0 to RAN3 for review led to the question that it might be rather late to start and finish the SI in RAN3 #39 (target is RAN #22). In order to give delegates a chance to review the TR, the LS answer is postponed to RAN3 #39 and also a contribution on L2/L3 issues was just shortly presented.

· For the REL-6 SI on Low Output Powers for general purpose FDD BSs two contributions were provided (RAN4 TR and a proposal for a new approach) but not treated due to a lack of time.

· No contributions were provided to the WI MIMO Iub/Iur Aspects, to the new WI Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN, to the SI UTRA Wideband Distribution Subsystems and to the SI UL Enhancements for UTRA TDD.

· In general most of the meeting time was spent for REL-5 and REL-6 where REL-6 was the slightly bigger part. Only very few R99 and REL-4 corrections were discussed. In general more discussion documents than CRs were provided at RAN3 #38.

Statistics of TSG RAN WG3 meeting #38:

· 49 participants

· 218 contributions

· 14 new incoming liaison statements (3 of them directly from TSG RAN) and 2 LSs of RAN3 #37 reconsidered

· 6 outgoing liaison statements

· 22 in principle agreed CRs:

· 0 CR proposals for Rel.99

· 3 CR proposals for Rel.4 (0 category A, 3 category F)

· 19 CR proposals for Rel.5 (3 category A, 15 category F, 1 category D)

· 0 CR proposals for Rel.6 (0 category A, 0 category C)

Note:
The sequence in which the different topics appear in this report is related to the agenda of the meeting. However, the Tdocs do not necessarily appear in the sequence as they were treated in the meeting.

1
Opening of the meeting

On behalf of the ETSI TSG RAN WG3 chairman Alexander Vesely (chairman) welcomed the delegates to the meeting RAN WG3 #38 in Sophia Antipolis, France at ETSI premises and he explained the organisation of the meeting.

The meeting started on Monday morning 06.10.2003 at 09:00 o'clock.

2
Approval of the agenda

R3-031257
Agenda RAN WG3 meeting #38 in Sophia Antipolis, France, October 6th- 10th, 2003, chairman

presented by
Alexander Vesely (chairman)

discussion:
The draft agenda was distributed before the meeting on the email reflector.

conclusion:
The Tdoc is approved.

3
Approval of minutes

R3-031255
Draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #37 held in Budapest, Hungary, August 25th-29th, 2003

source:

Joern Krause (MCC), Tdoc was distributed via the reflector and not presented.

conclusion:
The Tdoc is revised in R3-031256 to include the received review comments.

R3-031256
Revised draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #37 held in Budapest, Hungary, August 25th-29th, 2003

source:

Joern Krause (MCC), Tdoc was distributed via the reflector and not presented.

conclusion:
The Tdoc is revised in R3-031426 to provide the final minutes.

R3-031426
Final report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #37 held in Budapest, Hungary, August 25th-29th, 2003

source:

Joern Krause (MCC), Tdoc was not presented.

conclusion:
The Tdoc is approved unseen.

4
Reminder of IPR declaration

Alexander Vesely (TSG RAN WG3 chairman) made the following call for IPRs and reminded the delegates of their obligations with respect to IPRs:

	The attention of the members of this Technical Specification Group is 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 members take note that they are hereby invited:

· to investigate in their company whether their company does own IPRs which are, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the Technical Specification Group.

· to notify the Chairman, or the Director-General of their respective Organizational Partners, of all potential IPRs that their company may own, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms.


5
Letters, reports & actions from other groups

5.1
Report & tasks from TSG RAN #21

Apart from the following exceptions all RAN WG3 CRs submitted to RAN #21 were approved:

· RP-030448 CRs (Rel-5 only) to TS 25.424, TS 25.426 and TS 25.434 on 'Handling of maximum bit rate exceeding 2048kbit/s' was revised in RP-030507 and finally approved in RP-030538.

· RP-030450 CRs (Rel-5 only) to TS 25.423, TS 25.433 and TS 25.321 (RAN2) on 'MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size' was revised in RP-030536 to link the CRs to the correct RAN2 CR (R2-032038 instead of R2-031726).

So that 57 CRs were finally implemented in the September 2003 versions of the specification.

The following new work items (WI) were approved at RAN#21:

· WI 'Improved access to UE measurement data for CRNC to support TDD RRM' (RP-030539, leader: RAN3, acronym: RANimp-RRMopt-UEMsD, target: March 2004) as the corresponding SI (acronym: RANimp-RRMopt-FSUEMsD) was finalised.

· WI 'Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN' (RP-030549, leader: RAN2, acronym: NTShar-UTRANEnh, target: March 2004) as a building block under the SA1 feature 'Network Sharing'.

Furthermore, the following WIs/SIs were closed:

· WI 'Improving Receiver Performance Requirements for the FDD UE' (acronym: RInImp-UERecPerf) was closed as proposed by RAN4. A new WI might follow in the future.

· WI 'Improvement of RRM across RNS and RNS/BSS' (acronym: RANimp-RRM1) as there was no activity for a longer time.

· WI 'Open SMLC-SRNC Interface within the UTRAN to support UTRAN Rel4 positioning methods' (acronym: LCS-Rel4Pos) as it was finalised.

· SI 'FS on Improvement of inter-frequency and inter-system measurements for 1.28 Mcps TDD' (acronym: RInImp-IfIsMLCR) as no additions to the specifications are required as improvements can be done RNC internally.

· SI 'FS of the improved access to UE measurement data for CRNC to support TDD RRM' (acronym: RANimp-RRMopt-FSUEMsD) as it was finalised.

· SI 'FS on Enhancements to OTDOA Positioning using advanced blanking methods' (acronym: LCS2-UEpos-FSBlank) as a different proposal is now discussed in RAN1.

and the leadership for 

SI 'FS on Low Output Powers for general purpose FDD BSs' (acronym: RInImp-FSLoPw) was shifted from RAN4 to RAN3.

RAN3 action items from RAN #21:

· To review the TR22.952,"Priority Service Guide", and provide comments to SA WG1 (RP-030470).

· To study the problem of loss of sync on the UL when in softHO and to present a full solution (RP-030544).

· RAN3 will check whether ASN.1 of REL-5 specifications can be frozen at RAN #22 in Dec. 2003 (in connection with RP-030523).

Furthermore, two LSs from ITU-T SG11 in RP-030541 (see R3-031261) and RP-030542 (see R3-031262) are forwarded from RAN #21 to RAN3 #38 (see section 5.2 below).

For the first action item the LS from SA1 which was sent to RAN #21 (RP-030470) is provided in R3-031260 for RAN3 #38 (see section 5.2 below).

To the second action item:

At RAN3 #37, RAN3 noted the incoming late LS from RAN1 in R3-031196 "LS on Node B behaviour during subsequent RL synchronisation (R1-030902; to: RAN3; cc: -)" but an answer was postponed to RAN3 #38 to give the delegates the chance to prepare contributions to this topic.

At RAN #21, RP-030522 CR335 to 25.214 (Rel-5) "UL Synchronization" (Qualcomm, Nokia) was revised in RP-030544. Finally CR335r2 to 25.214 REL-5 was approved in RP-030547 however it was agreed that the CR does not fix the problem completely.

Therefore RAN WG3 is tasked to study the issue and report back to TSG RAN.

For the third action item Alexander Vesely (chairman) asked RAN3 specification rapporteurs before RAN3 #38 to initiate review of REL-5 parts of Iu-x protocols on the RAN3 reflector in order to allow only backwards compatible changes from RAN#22 onwards. Corresponding inputs will be discussed at RAN3 #38 and #39.

Contributions regarding second action item from RAN #21:

R3-031377
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.433 v5.6.0, Signalling Soft Handover Status to control TPC during loss of UL synchronization, Lucent

presented by Dimitris Vasilaras (Lucent)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Difference between proposal 2) and 3) unclear as Node B needs to be upgraded 





anyhow.





Dimitris Vasilaras (Lucent): TPC mode signalled by higher layers.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): TPC mode can be changed during the call via the user plane.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): For 3) common or dedicated procedure intended? answer: dedicated.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Single and multiple RL case does not need to have the same solution.





Treated together with R3-031290 and R3-031291.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. For agreements see R3-031291.

R3-031291
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.427 
REL-5, Power control handling during loss of UL synchronization, Samsung

presented by Chunying Sun (Samsung)

discussion:
Chunying Sun (Samsung): Node B should know soft HO situation.





Mony Kochupillai (3): Node B knows which TPC pattern to be used if there is an UL synchronisation 




problem? Should be a fixed TPC pattern.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Shares Mony's view. There is no request to RAN3 to tell the Node B the TPC 




pattern but just whether it is in soft-HO or not. Frame protocol control frames are preferred by Nokia for 



this purpose.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Two open questions:





a. solve the issue by TPC pattern (Samsung proposal) or soft HO indication (Lucent proposal)?





b. solve the issue inband (frame protocol) or out of band (NBAP, Lucent proposal, preferred by 





Ericsson)?





Jean-Jacques Davidian (DoCoMo): Samsung proposal is not going in the direction of the RAN request.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Prefers soft HO indication solution because although TPC step size is a RNC 



matter, the TPC pattern is a NodeB matter.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Topic is postponed until Wed morning.

R3-031290
CR cat.F to 25.427 v5.2.0, REL-5, TEI5, Signaling support to change TPC pattern during loss of UL synchronization, Samsung

presented by Chunying Sun (Samsung)

conclusion:
CR is postponed as R3-031291. Finally after agreements of R3-031445 CR is withdrawn as a new CR is 



provided in R3-031460.

R3-031445
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-5, TEI5, Soft-handover signalling for UL-sync, Samsung

presented by Chunying Sun (Samsung)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): It is up to vendors and operators to make sure that the interfaces remain multivendor 



capable. Smart solutions and open interfaces are not mutually exclusive as such.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): RAN1 does not mandate to use a specific TPC pattern.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Could not agree to client-server model.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): RNC has no knowledge about the power control done in the Node B.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Nortel, Nokia and Lucent seem to prefer soft HO indicator. Some Node B might 



ignore it, some Node B might not know how to use it.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): RAN1 put it with a 'should' in an informative annex so this doesn't mandate 




anything. There might be Node Bs which don't have the problem at all.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Has also some doubts that there is a problem and would like to have some 



more justification.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): We have a RAN1 LS to consider it and a RAN task so we should at least have a 



technically correct CR.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): I also thought that we discuss just how to solve it on Iub and not whether 



there is a need at all.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): As we were asked to study it we might also conclude that there is no need to do 



anything.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): How does an inband solution solve how does receiver know that information is 



there?





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Intention was to use spare bits and not spare entensions for soft HO 





indicator.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





Conclusions regarding second action item from RAN #21:
1. Agreed that some information will be provided on Iub.

2. Agreed that soft handover indicator will be used for this.

3. Establishment of the working assumption to use frame protocol (inband) to signal that if there are no problems with this (frame protocol extension to be studied, see also R3-031397).

Sungho Choi (Samsung) requested to study the semantics and the usage of the SHO indicator further in order to restrict misuse.

R3-031460
CR cat.F to 25.427 v5.2.0, REL-5, TEI5, Signalling Support for soft handover indicator, Samsung, Lucent

CR was not treated due to a lack of time.

5.2
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #38

A summary of incoming liaison statements is given in Annex B. For corresponding outgoing liaison statements see section 13 and the summary in Annex C.

Leftovers from previous meetings:

R3-031129
LS on Optimisation of Voice over IMS

(S2-033244; from: SA2; to: RAN3, SA4, RAN2; cc: -); RAN3 action requested.

was presented, discussed and noted at RAN3 #37 but as there was no agreement about a draft LS answer in R3-031190 an LS answer to R3-031129 was postponed.

At RAN3 #38 R3-031292 was provided as a draft LS answer (sse section 11.1.5 and 13) but it was not treated as it was agreed to wait for RAN2 decisions before preparing an LS answer, i.e. LS answer is postponed so far.

R3-031196
LS on Node B behaviour during subsequent RL synchronisation

(R1-030902; to: RAN3; cc: -); RAN3 action requested.

was presented and discussed at RAN3 #37 but due to the late arrival of this LS an LS answer was postponed to the meeting RAN3 #38 to give delegates the chance to bring contributions to RAN3 #38. At RAN #21 (between RAN3 #37  and RAN3 #38) an action item regarding this topic was given to RAN3: See section 5.1 the second action item from RAN #21: Several contributions were provided and discussed. Finally there was no time left to treat R3-031460 (CR proposal) so an LS answer is postponed so far.

New liaison statements:

Incoming LSs on MBMS:

R3-031263
LS reply to S4-030388 = R3-030627 on Usage of RTCP & SDP in MBMS

(R2-032032; from: RAN2; to: SA4; cc: SA2, RAN3); no RAN3 action requested

S4-030388 = R3-030627 was treated at RAN3 #36 without LS answer

presented by Sungho Choi (Samsung)

conclusion:
LS was treated under 11.1.3. LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031265
Reply to LS to R2-032032 = R3-031263 on “Usage of RTCP & SDP in MBMS"

(S4-030686; from: SA4; to: RAN2; cc: SA2, RAN3, GERAN1, GERAN2); no RAN3 action requested

This is the SA4 answer to R2-032032 = R3-031263 (see above).

presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia)

conclusion:
LS was treated under 11.1.3. LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031264
LS reply to S1-030876 and S1-031002 on “Update of WID on MBMS"

(S4-030670; from: SA4; to: SA1; cc: SA2, SA3, SA5, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN1, GERAN2, CN1);no RAN3 action requested

not presented just summarized by Alexander Vesely (chairman)

conclusion:
LS was treated under 11.1.3. LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031266
LS reply to R2-030089 on scalable codecs for MBMS

(S4-030687; from: SA4; to: RAN2; cc: RAN3, SA2); no RAN3 action requested

R2-030089 was sent from the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS in Jan.2003.

presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia)

conclusion:
LS was treated under 11.1.3. LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031465
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, LS on Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state

(R2-032282; from: RAN2; to: CN1, SA2, RAN3; cc: -); RAN3 action requested

LS received on Fri morning 10.10.03

presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Samsung)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): When UE tells that interested in a service does RNC register?


Alexander Vesely (chairman): If no service context it shall register.


Yann Sehedic (Nortel): SRNC will implictly be registered for this case.


Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): When the UE is in a CS call and moves to DRNC, there is no LA/RA registration as long as the MSC is the anchor point.


Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Paging type 2 considered (referring to second procedure)? answer: quite similar approach considered although this is just the stage 2 description.


Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Samsung): Solution based on RRC message is the considered solution. There might be also other solutions.


Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Sending Session Start also to RNCs which are not part of the service area?


Yann Sehedic (Nortel): You could send it to all RNCs even not in the multicast area.

conclusion:
LS was treated under 11.1.3. LS is noted. Issue will be further studied and LS answer is therefore 





postponed to the next meeting.

Incoming LSs to other topics:

R3-031260
REL-6, PRIOR (Priority Service), LS on TR 22.952, Priority Service Guide – request for review and comment

(RP-030470 = S1-030935; from: SA1; to: SA2, SA5, CN, RAN, T, GERAN; cc: -); action from RAN requested

This LS was forwarded from RAN #21 to RAN3. See action item 1 from RAN #21 in section 5.1 above.

presented by Alexander Vesely (chairman)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
LS is noted. Philippe Godin (Nortel) will draft an LS answer in R3-031428.





Final LS answer in R3-031471.

R3-031261
REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, LS on Consent of Q.2630.3, Q.2631.1, and Q.2632.1

(RP-030541 = ITU-T SG11 LS16; from: ITU-T SG11; to: SA, RAN, CN; cc: -); no action requested

This LS was forwarded from RAN #21 to RAN3.

presented by Alexander Vesely (Siemens)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): 'Consent' in ITU-T means last call for comments and if no comments will be 





brought up it is approved.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Capability sets are not connected. Q2631 provides interworking with CS2 but has 



nothing to do with the actual capability set of the protocol.

conclusion:
LS was treated under 10.9.1. LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031262
LS on Electronic Meeting on Signalling Requirements for IP-QoS

(RP-030542 = ITU-T SG11 LS10; from: ITU-T SG11; to: ITU-T SG16, Q.F/16; cc: ITU-T SG2, Q.2/2; ITU-T SG9, Q.13/9; ITU-T SG12, Q.13/12; ITU-T SG13, Q.16/13 & Q.6/13 & Q.7/13; ETSI (for 3GPP); TIA (for 3GPP2); ETSI (TIPHON & SPAN); Study Group SSG on IMT-2000 and beyond, Q.6/SSG & Q.7/SSG); no action requested

This LS was forwarded from RAN #21 to RAN3.

presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent)

discussion:
This LS is an invitation to all ITU-T members for an electronic meeting 27.10.-07.11.03 (registration until 



13.10.03) to advance the state of signalling requirements for IP-QoS.

conclusion:
LS was treated under 10.9.1. LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031267
REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Reply LS to R3-031242 on Trace in UTRAN

(S5-038547; from: SA5 SWG-D; to: RAN3; cc: -); RAN3 action requested

This LS is the LS answer to R3-031242 sent from RAN3 #37.

presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): No triggering condition for handover is specified.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Both RAN3 solutions are acceptable for SA5.

conclusion:
LS was treated under 11.1.8. LS is noted. No LS answer

R3-031268
LS reply to R3-030353 on Clarification on “Restriction of Service Area List”

(T2-030489; from: T2; to: RAN3; cc: -); RAN3 action requested

This LS is the LS answer to R3-030353 sent from RAN3 #34.

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Will bring a contribution to the next meeting.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Prefers to have the contribution as early as possible to allow further discussion 




about a solution.

conclusion:
LS is noted. LS answer is postponed until a solution is agreed.

R3-031430
REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, LS on 'Feasibility Study for Enhanced Uplink for UTRA FDD' TR for review

(R1-031108; from: RAN1; to: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4; cc: -); RAN3 action requested

LS arrived on Monday morning 06.10.03.

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Rather late input for having deadline Dec. 2003.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): RAN1 has studied this topic for a rather long time as a leading group and now 




RAN3 has to add their contribution.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): If our RAN3 study part has feedback to RAN1 then we will inform them.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Problem is that deadline is Dec. and the next meeting will be in parallel RAN1 



and RAN3.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Samsung made a good comment about the similarity to HSDPA working 






practice…RAN3 input does not have to affect the schedule of the RAN1 Study Item but RAN3 can do 



their part in the WI phase as well.

conclusion:
LS is noted. LS answer is postponed to RAN3 #39.

R3-031447
REL-5, LS reply to R3-031254 on Reporting of attempted UE positioning methods over Iu

(R2-032264; from: RAN2; to: RAN3; cc: SA2, GERAN, RAN, CN4); no RAN3 action requested

LS arrived on Tuesady evening 07.10.03

presented by Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone)
discussion:
-

conclusion:
LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031463
REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, LS Reply to LS R3-031247 on RAN Work Item "Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on SA5

(S5-038681; from: SA5; to: RAN3; cc: RAN, SA, SA2); RAN3 action requested

LS arrived on Thursday evening 09.10.03.

presented by Andreas Hauser (Vodafone)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
LS is noted. LS answer is postponed to the next RAN3 meeting as corresponding input(s) are expected.

R3-031466
REL-5, TEI, Reply LS to R1-030954 on Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE

(R2-032263; from: RAN2; to: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4; cc: -); RAN3 action requested

LS arrived on Friday noon 10.10.03.

presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): In RAN3 we have PO2 for all radio links.

conclusion:
LS is noted. LS answer will be postponed to the next meeting. Yann Sehedic (Nortel) will provide a draft 



LS for RAN3 #39.

5.3
Other letters and reports

No contribution.

6
Organisation of work

6.1
Work plan and organisation (30.531)

The latest version TR30.531 v0.11.0 (R3-030923) was updated to take into account the changes from the last RAN3 and RAN meetings:

R3-031258
REL-6, TR30.531 v0.11.1 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3, Editor's proposal for an update, MCC

presented by Joern Krause (MCC)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
Tdoc will be revised by MCC in R3-031259 to provide the RAN3 agreed status.

R3-031259
REL-6, 30.531 v0.12.0 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3, MCC

not presented

conclusion:
Tdoc is agreed unseen.

For future updates of the RAN3 workplan the following changes of the rapporteurships will be included:

rapporteurship of 25.430: from Abdelhakim Mendjeli (Fujitsu) to Yoshiko Koizumi (Fujitsu)

rapporteurship of 25.432: from Abdelhakim Mendjeli (Fujitsu) to Yoshiko Koizumi (Fujitsu)

As the Terms of Reference (ToR) of TSG RAN WG3 which were defined in RP-000517 at RAN #9 in Oahu, Hawaii, USA on 20 - 22 September 2000 are out of date it is proposed to provide an update to RAN #22 in December:

RAN WG3 is responsible for:

-
Overall UTRAN architecture (25.401)

-
Synchronisation in UTRAN (25.402)

-
Stage 2 work of Work Items allocated by TSG RAN to RAN WG3

-
Iu interface protocol specifications, i.e. access stratum protocols over the Iu reference point (25.41x series)

-
Iur and Iub interface protocol specifications (25.42x and 25.43x series of specifications)

-
UTRAN Iupc interface protocol specifications (25.45x series of specifications)

-
Transport of implementation specific O&M between the Management System and Node B (25.442)

-
Application of the RANAP on the E-interface (29.108)

BesidesFurthermore, TSG RAN may allocate other tasks to RAN WG3, such as overall delay budget of the access stratum.

A corresponding draft will be provided by MCC on the RAN3 email reflector for receiving comments so that a Tdoc can be agreed at RAN3 #39.

6.2
Future meeting dates and hosting

Delegates were informed about the meeting dates/locations:

	Meeting
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	RAN WG3#37
	25 - 29 August 2003
	Budapest, Hungary

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	European Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#21
	16 - 19 September 2003
	Frankfurt, Germany
	Siemens

	RAN WG3#38
	06 - 10 October 2003
	Sophia Antipolis, France

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	ETSI

	Joint SA1, SA2, SA4, RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4, GERAN1, GERAN2 ad hoc on MBMS
	13 - 14 October 2003
	Baden, Austria
	T-Mobile International

	RAN WG3#39
	17 - 21 November 2003
	San Diego, USA

(close to RAN W2)
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#22
	09 - 12 December 2003
	Maui, Hawaii, USA, 
	ARIB/TTC/North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3 #40
	12 - 16 January 2004
	tbd, Europe *

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	

	RAN WG3 #41
	16 - 20 February 2004
	Malaga (tbc), Spain

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	European Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#23
	09 - 12 March 2004
	USA tbd
	

	RAN WG3 #42
	10 -14 May 2004
	tbd, USA

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	

	TSG RAN#24
	01 - 04 June 2004
	Korea
	

	RAN WG3 #43
	16 - 20 August 2004
	Prague (tbc), Czech Republic

(all RAN groups co-located)
	European Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#25
	07 - 10 September 2004
	USA tbc
	

	RAN WG3 #44
	04 - 08 October 2004
	tbd, Europe *

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	

	RAN WG3 #45
	15 - 19 November 2004
	Shin-Yokohama (tbc), Japan

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	NEC

	TSG RAN#26
	07 - 10 December 2004
	Athens, Greece (tbc)
	European Friends of 3GPP


*: If there is no company volunteering to host this meeting, it might take place in Sophia Antipolis (France).
6.3
Other issues

No contribution.

7
General protocol principles and issues

7.1
General Open issues

No contribution.

7.2
Comments on TR 25.921 (Protocol methodology)

R3-031335
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.921 REL-5, Incorporation of PCAP, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
PCAP is missing so far in TR 25.921.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): In the past we used LS to inform RAN2. Furthermore, Discussion in RAN2 to 




have TR 25.921 release independent. Any impact?





Joern Krause (MCC): As TR 25.921 is rather similar for all releases RAN2 is considering to have just one 



release independent TR and pointing out release differences by some sort of tagging. We can simply point 



out in an LS to RAN2 that PCAP is not existing in R99 and REL-4.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. RAN3 agreed that RAN2 can include this proposal in their TR 25.921. Manfred Fehringer 



(Siemens) will draft an outgoing LS to RAN2 in R3-031429 (see section 13) to ask them to take care that 



the attached CR (RAN2 will allocate a Tdoc number) will be included in TR 25.921. The releases where 



PCAP exists will 
also be pointed out.

7.3
Other issues

Triggered by TSG T3 there are offline discussions ongoing about a possible alignment among all 3GPP specifications

of the naming of what is called 'spare values' in RAN3.

It is currently proposed to clarify this by the definition:

"RFU = Reserved for Future Use, values to be assigned by 3GPP."

which is a 'similar wording to ISO/IEC specifications'.

The reason for such an alignment is to avoid any sort of misunderstandings and to make clear that assigning 'spare values = RFU values' for proprietary purposes is a violation of the standard as only 3GPP can assign purposes to 'spare values = RFU values'.

In order to have a clear view on what is the RAN3 opinion regarding such an alignment MCC triggered a short discussion in RAN3 #38:

Alexander Vesely (chairman): In RAN3 we have no extensive use of spare values as we have an extension mechanism.

Sami Kekki (Nokia): Was there already an answer from CN, GERAN etc.? answer: no, it is just offline discussion for the moment.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): If we align this in our specifications it should be also aligned with GERAN.

Sami Kekki (Nokia): If alignment then this should be aligned 3GPP wide.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): ASN.1 text might also be affected. In RANAP it is just the name 'spare' for one value.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): In GERAN 'spare' means 'not to be used' so interpretation would be difficult.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): In RANAP spare values are interpreted as logical errors.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Cause values in RANAP might be considered as 'spare values'.

conclusion:
In general no objection to such an alignment if it is done 3GPP wide. It is detected that Iux specifications 



will be affected (even if RAN3 has an extension mechanism) but rapporteurs would have to check the 




impacts (especially to ASN.1). Furthermore, it was identified that an alignment with GERAN might be 



problematic.

8
Release 99 (+Rel4 & Rel5 mirror CRs)

8.1
UTRAN Overall Description (25.401)

No contribution.

8.2
UTRAN synchronisation (25.402)

No contribution.

8.3
CRs on Layer 1 specifications (25.411, 25.421, 25.431)

No contribution.

8.4
CRs on transport TS’s (25.412, 25.414, 25.422, 25.424, 25.426, 25.432, 25.434, 25.442)

No contribution.

8.5
Iu(x) General Aspects (25.410, 25.420, 25.430)

No contribution.

8.6
Iu(x) signalling protocols (25.413, 25.419, 25.423, 25.433, 29.108)

8.6.1
CRs affecting all signalling protocols

R3-031405
Tdoc for Discussion, R99, DCH Information Response Issue, Nortel

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Same table in NBAP and RNSAP.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): Tables are different. In NBAP there is not a problem.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Confirms that there is no problem with NBAP.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): At least, problem remains for RNSAP.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why are Binding ID and transport layer address optional?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): For combining purposes.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): But then you don't include DCH Information Response.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): IEs were changed from mandatory to optional at RAN3 #16 for future extension 




possibilities (see R3-002862)





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Can we agree that RNSAP has a problem and aligning it with NBAP as 



proposed?





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Supports this.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Due to IOT issues Nortel proposed it for R99. Is this acceptable?





Nick Outram (mmO2): Proposes to have it for R99 to avoid problems.





Mony Kochupillai (3): If you take NBAP and procedure text as a base, no confusion is possible.





Support from Nortel, Nokia and Motorola for the position that there might be misunderstandings.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Proposes to align RNSAP with what is in NBAP.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed that there is a misalignment of RNSAP and NBAP. Mony Kochupillai (3) wants 



have time to check offline and we will come back to this topic later this week to agree about the 





release and the specification to change.





After offline checking:





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): What is in NBAP is wrong because it is not forwards compatible. Problem agreed 



among Nortel and Alcatel. (Also Nokia agreed that there is an issue with the forward compatibility if new 



DCH-specific parameters are going to be introduced in the NBAP DCH Information Response IE.)





Yann Sehedic (Nortel) can provide document for discussion.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): Ericsson does not agree.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Support for Ericsson position.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Also supports Ericsson. No misinterpretation in NBAP so no change to 




NBAP needed. RNSAP should be aligned with NBAP.





Mony Kochupillai (3): RNSAP leaves no room for misinterpretation.





Further email discussion will take place about specification and release.

8.6.2
CRs on RANAP (25.413)

R3-031380
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413 v3.14.0, Cause value for service handover, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
In the Tdoc the agenda item is 10.6.2.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Decided to consider it now for REL-5 only. Also GERAN impact.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Why only in message 2G to 3G and not 3G to 2G?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Goal of the proposal seems to make target BSC aware to distinguish emergency 



cases. But why wasn't it proposed in GERAN?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): There is also a proposal in GERAN.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Is this a GERAN only problem that we try to solve by this proposal?





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): 29.010 mapping between UTRAN and GERAN cause values considered? 



RANAP cause value 'time critical relocation' exists already but the problem is that 29.010 maps it to 




'better cell'.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. No change agreed so far. GERAN can inform RAN3 as soon as there is a need to change 



something in RANAP for this purpose.

R3-031382
related to 25.413 R99, Draft LS to GERAN on Cause value for service handover, Alcatel

Tdoc was withdrawn by Alcatel (see also section 13).

R3-031381
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI, Cause value for service handover, Alcatel

After discussion of R3-031380 this CR is withdrawn.

8.6.3
CRs on SABP (25.419)

No contribution.

8.6.4
CRs affecting both RNSAP and NBAP (25.423 and 25.433)

R3-031314
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.423, 25.433 R99, Correction for the activation time of new configurations, NEC

presented by Naoto Itaba (NEC)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Doubts that UE should take efforts to correct implementation errors in SRNC.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): So Node B should behave as the UE?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Would be the approach that I would have expected.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Is there a need for a correction?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Recovery of the UE and the network after the problem might be critical.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Loosing one frame is not so critical.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): If TTI=80ms we might loose 7 frames.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Even for 7 frames it is the question whether the UE could not recover from this as 



also bad radio conditions might cause such a loss. So is it really so critical?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We should avoid 'expected' loss of radio frames as bad radio conditions might 




cause additional losses. So R99 might not be needed but in general we should correct the problem.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): We should clarify synchronised and unsynchronised RL configuration procedure, so 



it is proposed to have the change for R99. Or what would be the difference between both procedures? 




Furthermore, it is a small correction.





James Miller (InterDigital): Support for NEC position.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed: Releasing of RL not intended but clarifying what Node B should expect.





Naoto Itaba (NEC) will check 25.212 section 4.12.14 to see whether we will agree the change just for 




REL-5 or whether we will have it for R99.





Email discussion based on R3-031449 will take place.

R3-031449
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.423, 25.433 R99, Problem of the activation time for the new configuration, NEC

Tdoc was not treated. Further email discussion planned in connection with R3-031314.

8.6.5
CRs on RNSAP (25.423)

No contribution.

8.6.6
CRs on NBAP (25.433)

No contribution.

8.6.7
CRs on RANAP on E interface (29.108)

No contribution.

8.7
Iu(x) User-plane protocols (25.415, 25.425, 25.427, 25.435)

8.7.1
CRs affecting several UP specifications

R3-031397
Tdoc for Discussion, R99, On the Frame Protocol Spare Extension mechanism, Nokia

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Proposed to add bits in the header (FDD has/LCR TDD has no spare bits in the 



header which means a backward incompatible change)?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Before we decide this we should discuss the benefits of the proposal.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Is there a blocking issue in extending the maximum size of spare extensions?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Companies are asked to check whether they would have a problem with 



extending the maximum size of spare extensions.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If we agree about an extension we might use the first octet for a bitmap (flags to 



indicate which spare extensions are used) to save 'bandwidth'.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Might also be something to be added to the protocol principles TR25.921.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Which release is considered? REL-5 or REL-6 intended?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): From REL-5 onwards.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Companies will check whether they will have a problem with extending the maximum size 



of spare extensions before the end of the meeting. If there is agreement about this then CRs to the 





corresponding specs (REL-5) and a contribution to 25.921 (REL-5) will be prepared.





After offline checking:





Alexander Vesely (Siemens): Siemens could agree.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Wants to further check it (Samsung and Lucent asked for further clarification as 



well).





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): Doesn't see a need for the flag.





Further studying necessary before coming to contributions.

8.7.2
CRs on Iu UP (25.415)

No contribution.

8.7.3
CRs on Iub/Iur DCH FP (25.427)

No contribution.

8.7.4
CRs on Iub CCH FP (25.435)

No contribution.

8.7.5
CRs on Iur CCH FP (25.425)

No contribution.

8.8
CRs on R99 TR’s (25.832, 25.853, 25.931)

No contribution.

8.9
Other issues

No contribution.

9
Release 4 (+ Rel5 mirror CRs)

9.1
UTRAN Overall Description 25.401

No contribution.
9.2
UTRAN synchronisation 25.402

No contribution.

9.3
CRs on Layer 1 specifications (25.411, 25.421, 25.431)

No contribution.

9.4
CRs on transport TS’s (25.412, 25.414, 25.422, 25.424, 25.426, 25.432, 25.434, 25.442)

R3-031383
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.414 REL-4, Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Third paragraph in section 2 unclear.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Non switching scenario is a subset of switching scenario.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What is new by this proposal?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Admission control in Media Gateway is needed to perform an Admission 




Control for the downlink flow since outgoing queues are in the MGW.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): RNC knowledge about AAL2 switching configuration seems to be assumed 




in this contribution. CN behaviour if message not received is the problem. Counter proposal in R3-





031427.





Nokia, Ericsson regarding Backward compatibility issue: Mandate it and then you don't need to bother 



about RNC configuration.





R3-031427 was considered together with this Tdoc.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. See R3-031427 for the conclusion.

R3-031384
CR cat.F to 25.414 v4.6.0, REL-4, TEI4, Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

conclusion:
CR is not agreed. See R3-031427 for the conclusion.

R3-031385
CR cat.A to 25.414 v5.4.0, REL-5, TEI4, Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

conclusion:
CR is not agreed. See R3-031427 for the conclusion.

R3-031427
CR cat.F to 25.414 v4.6.0, REL-4, TEI4, Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

Is a counter proposal to R3-031384 to solve backward compatibility issue with R99.

discussion:
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Don't we introduce a backward compatibility problem for the CN 






(information was mandatory there) and it is proposed as optional here?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Could agree to have LC mandatory from R99 on. R99 node can not include IE 



so there would be a problem if we start from REL-4.





Mony Kochupillai (3): Is not sure whether R99 CR is needed if this is already assumed for good 





implementations.

conclusion:
CR is not agreed. At first, agreed to send Link Charateristics mandatory from R99 on.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel) will draft corresponding CRs to 25.414 for R99 in R3-031433, for REL-4 in 




R3-031434 and for REL-5 in R3-031435.





Afterwards:





Mony Kochupillai (3): Doesn't see a need for a R99 change.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): We could live with starting the change from REL-4.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Better starting from REL-4 than having no change.





Final decision: Agreed to have REL-4 and REL-5 CRs.

R3-031433
CR cat.F to 25.414 v3.13.0, R99, TEI, Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ, Alcatel

CR is withdrawn.

R3-031434
CR cat.A to 25.414 v4.6.0, REL-4, TEI, Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ, Alcatel

R3-031435
CR cat.A to 25.414 v5.4.0, REL-5, TEI, Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ, Alcatel

Both CRs not presented.

conclusion:
Both CRs are in principle agreed.

9.5
Iu(x) General Aspects (25.410, 25.420, 25.430)

No contribution.

9.6
Iu(x) signalling protocols (25.413, 25.419, 25.423, 25.433, 29.108)

9.6.1
CRs affecting all signalling protocols

No contribution.

9.6.2
CRs on RANAP (25.413)

R3-031345
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.413 v5.6.0, Missing failure cause for location reporting, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
In 25.305 text was removed in R99 and REL-4 but not in REL-5.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Where is the contradiction?





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): No requirement to report as accurately as possible present. Contradiction 



between RANAP and stage 2 specification 25.305.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Agrees that there is not a contradiction but a discrepancy: Report with less 




accuracy or no report possible (in RANAP: shall report as accurate as possible). Proposes to have an LS 



to RAN2.





Failure cause for case where no report is possible or 'no report' should not be possible, i.e. alignment with 



RANAP.





Vincent Danno (Orange): Re-introduce the sentence again in 25.305 R99 and REL-4 and change 'may' to 



'shall'?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We cannot mandate RAN2 but just inform RAN2 about the contradiction.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): There is a problem in the text in 25.413 sentence “which fulfils the requested 



accuracy as accurately as possible” which can be interpreted in two different ways.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Manfred Fehringer (Siemens) will draft an LS to RAN2 in R3-031436





a. to explain the misalignment (in REL-5) between 25.305 and 25.413 and to ask for clarifications / 




possibilities to solve the 
discrepancy and





b. to explain the RANAP behaviour (RANAP always returns a positioning estimate with the best possible 



accuracy).

R3-031353
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413 REL-4, Correction of RAB Release Request, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): What do you mean by 'other procedures'? We should just strike out the sentence 



without adding something to avoid misunderstandings.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): RAB release or Iu release was addressed by 'It is up to the CN to decide how to 



react to the request.'? That's why the addition was made.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): The additional sentence is not needed as CN spec (23.060) describes it already.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): CN could do nothing when receiving 'RAB release request'? This would be 




compliant with what we have but which will certainly cause interworking problems.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Support for removing sentence without adding additional text.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Interactions: 'CN may decide' might lead to CN does nothing. But intended is 



'CN should decide ...'.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed: For interaction descriptions 'may' will be changed 2 times to 'should' (for Iu 




release and RAB release) and no other changes. As no agreement was reached whether the CRs 





should start in R99 or just in REL-5, Philippe Godin (Nortel) will provide CRs for R99, REL-4 and REL-



5 to RAN3 #39 and we will see then whether they will go to RAN as 'RAN3 agreed' or whether the R99 



and REL-4 CRs will go to RAN as just 'technically correct'.

R3-031354
CR cat.F to 25.413 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, Correction of RAB Release Request, Nortel

R3-031355
CR cat.A to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI4, Correction of RAB Release Request, Nortel

Both not presented.

As the conclusion regarding R3-031353 goes in a different direction both CRs are considered as withdrawn.

R3-031356
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413 REL-4, Backwards compatibility for LCS, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We didn't specify it in RANAP before and third proposal is preferred (although it 



is rather late for the change).





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Supports also solution 3.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Solution 3 (see R3-031357) is agreed.

R3-031357
CR cat.F to 25.413 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If we will add a new shape in the future then we would need to change the 





sentence in 8.20.2 for REL-4.

conclusion:
Formulate statement in a positive way. CR will be revised in R3-031437 (cat.F 25.413 REL-4) and R3-



031438 (cat.A 25.413 REL-5).

R3-031437
CR cat.F to 25.413 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Avoid having 'limited solution' in the title. Specification version wrong.

conclusion:
Title will be 'Backwards Compatibility for LCS'. Correct specification version has to be indicated on the 



CR coversheet.





With these changes the CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031438
CR cat.A to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI4, Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution, Nortel

not presented

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed with same changes as for R3-031437.

R3-031358
CR cat.F to 25.413 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, Backwards Compatibility for LCS-Full Solution, Nortel

not presented

conclusion:
CR is not agreed after discussion of R3-031356.

9.6.3
CRs on SABP (25.419)

No contribution.
9.6.4
CRs affecting both RNSAP and NBAP (25.423 and 25.433)

R3-031336
CR cat.F to 25.423 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Agrees the need for a correction but change as it is here is backwards 






incompatible.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia) and Sungho Choi (Samsung) have also concerns against having a backward 




incompatible change.





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): In ealier releases there was no GPS Almanac.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Backward compatibility within the same release has to be considered 




also.

conclusion:
Need for a change is agreed. The CR as it is is not agreed. Siemens is asked to come back with a 





backward compatible solution.

R3-031337
CR cat.A to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI4, Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting, Siemens

R3-031338
CR cat.F to 25.433 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting, Siemens

R3-031339
CR cat.A to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI4, Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting, Siemens

All 3 CRs not presented and they are not agreed due to the discussions about R3-031336.

9.6.5
CRs on RNSAP (25.423)

No contribution.
9.6.6
CRs on NBAP (25.433)

R3-031333
CR cat.F to 25.433 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, TDD-Corrections for NBAP Rel-4, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
Sungho Choi (Samsung): 9.1.3.2 corrections of ranges of Secondary CCPCH and Secondary CCPCH 




LCR are unclear. Why are they needed?





James Miller (InterDigital): Mandatory in REL99 to optional in REL-4 must always be considered also 



for LCR.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Tabular (sending one part mandatory and one part optional) is now misleading to 



ASN.1 (would just send one part).





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): ASN.1 change was agreed offline with Walter Kunz (Siemens) but the tabular 




format requires changes to reflect this correction properly.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): If SRNC supports LCR, Node B doesn't what happens if SRNC sends corresponding 



LCR information?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): reject according to the criticality.





James Miller (InterDigital): 9.2.3.22a change is backward incompatible. There is another one on LCR and 



we should have separate CRs.

conclusion:
CR needs to be divided into 3 parts (CTrCH, Synchronisation, ASN.1) and tabular has to be aligned with 



ASN.1.





CR is not agreed as it is and an update will be needed in the future.

R3-031402
CR cat.A to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5
TDD-Corrections for NBAP Rel-5, Siemens

not presented

conclusion:
CR is not agreed as it is (see R3-031333).

R3-031340
CR cat.F to 25.433 v4.10.0, REL-4, TEI4, Correction of wrong number in GPS Timing calculation, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031341
CR cat.A to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI4, Correction of wrong number in GPS Timing calculation, Siemens

not presented as similar with R3-031340

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

9.6.7
CRs on RANAP on E interface (29.108)

No contribution.

9.7
Iu(x) User-plane protocols (25.415, 25.425, 25.427, 25.435)

9.7.1
CRs affecting several UP specifications

No contribution.

9.7.2
CRs on Iu UP (25.415)

No contribution.

9.7.3
CRs on Iub/Iur DCH FP (25.427)

No contribution.

9.7.4
CRs on Iub CCH FP (25.435)

No contribution.

9.7.5
CRs on Iur CCH FP (25.425)

No contribution.

9.8
CRs on Rel4 TR’s (25.832, 25.838, 25.849, 25.850, 25.851, 25.853, 25.931, 25.934, 25.935, 25.936, 25.937, 25.946, 25.953, 25.954)

No contribution.

9.9
Other issues

No contribution.

10
Release 5 (+ Rel6 mirror CRs)

Regarding REL-5 reviews delegates are asked to check specifications, report needed corrections to the specification rapporteurs and provide CRs for more complicated corrections themselves.

10.1
UTRAN Overall Description 25.401

No contribution.

10.2
UTRAN synchronisation 25.402

No contribution.

10.3
CRs on Layer 1 specifications (25.411, 25.421, 25.431, 25.451)

No contribution.

10.4
CRs on transport TS’s (25.412, 25.414, 25.422, 25.424, 25.426, 25.432, 25.434, 25.442, 25.452)

No contribution.

10.5
Iu(x) General Aspects (25.410, 25.420, 25.430, 25.450)

No contribution.

10.6
Iu(x) signalling protocols (25.413, 25.419, 25.423, 25.433, 25.453, 29.108)

10.6.1
CRs affecting all signalling protocols

No contribution.
10.6.2
CRs on RANAP (25.413)

R3-031309
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.413 v5.6.0, Handling of non-standard cause, NEC

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Why is it assumed that a non-standard cause value should not be handled to 10.3?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Cause values have criticality 'ignore' so 'they are already ignored, what would be 



the difference?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): No need for a CR seen as RANAP is clear enough.





Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): Also no need for a CR.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): Proposes to minute "The Non-standard Cause IE shall not be used in multi-





vendors environment. If it is received, the receiver shall handle it according to subclause 10.3." as it is 




considered as 'common sense', i.e. using the Non-standard Cause IE is up to inter-vendor agreements.





If this is common understanding then he agrees that no change to RANAP is needed.





Jean Jacques Davidian (DoCoMo), Olivier Guyot (Nokia), Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): 2 vendors might 




agree about a non standard cause value.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. There is no agreement for the proposed change.

R3-031310
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Correction of SNA Access Information, Ericsson

presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Should be part of the RANAP review CR.

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed but it will be merged in the RANAP review CR of the rapporteur.

R3-031370
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413 REL-5, Correction of Position Data, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Tdoc is an alignment with GERAN.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Spare part is extension part in GERAN. But in our RAN3 specifications we have 



already extension mechanisms and we should just use one mechanism. So if they define an extension in 



GERAN we should define this in our extension container.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): 'spare bits' in GERAN are not like 'reserved bits'. They use 'spare bits' to fill a 



pattern. And in this proposal it is not intended to introduce GERAN extension mechanism in RANAP. 




Just the structure of the IE is copied.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): In GERAN they have anyway a different structure (CSN.1 etc.) so it is not 





necessary to align it completely.





Donglin Shen (ATTWS): To avoid problems in the GMLC/CN we should encode it in the same way for 



GERAN and UTRAN.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Further offline discussion is necessary to agree about the reason for the proposed change.

R3-031371
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Correction of Position Data, Nortel

not presented

discussion:
Tdoc is an alignment with GERAN.

conclusion:
CR is postponed due to discussions about R3-031370.

R3-031398
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.413 v5.6.0, RANAP review, Nokia

Tdoc will be provided after RAN3 #38 to start the RANAP REL-5 review.

Therefore Tdoc is postponed so far.

R3-031416
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Clarification to NAS Synchronisation Indicator, Nokia

presented by Olivier Guyot (Nokia)

This Tdoc is a re-submission of R3-031123, CR589 which was not treated during RAN3#37.

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Why didn't you reference 26.103?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Prefers references to 24.008 and 28.004 as it gives a better explanation.





Jean-Jacques Davidian (DoCoMo): Is not a correction but rather a clarification.

conclusion:
CR was revised in R3-031439 to correct the CR cover sheet to have: 'no impact' (cat.F kept).

R3-031439
CR rev.1 cat.D to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Clarification to NAS Synchronisation Indicator, Nokia

not presented, 'no impact' was corrected and CR category was modified to D

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

10.6.3
CRs on SABP (25.419)

No contribution.

10.6.4
CRs affecting both RNSAP and NBAP (25.423 and 25.433)

R3-031275
Tdoc for Approval, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows, Nortel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Is a joint contribution Nortel/Alcatel. TDD has to be reviewed.





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): The proposal itself is ok for us but we have further minor comments.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Removal of all MAC-d flow ids to remove HSDPA information of a UE.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): Optional IEs in response message: It needs to be described when they shall be 





included.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Intention of the Tdoc is agreed. For corresponding CRs see R3-031276 and R3-031277.

R3-031276
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows , Nortel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

conclusion:
CR will be revised in R3-031440 to include comments.

R3-031277
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows, Nortel

not presented as similar to RNSAP CR

conclusion:
CR will be revised in R3-031441 to include comments.

R3-031440
CR rev.1 cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows, Nortel, Alcatel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Proposal from Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia) to compact information in the tabular and the ASN.1.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): Agrees to compact the tabular but impact on ASN.1 encoding needs further checking.

conclusion:
CR as it is is not agreed so far. Further offline discussion necessary. Email discussion and new 





contribution at next meeting expected.

R3-031441
CR rev.1 cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows, Nortel, Alcatel

not presented as similar to R3-031440

conclusion:
CR as it is is not agreed so far. Further offline discussion necessary. Email discussion and new 






contribution at next meeting expected.

R3-031283
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Correction of Backward Compatibility for Uni-directional DCH indicator, InterDigital, Nortel

presented by James Miller (InterDigital)

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031284
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7 .0, REL-5, TEI5, Correction of Backward Compatibility for Uni-directional DCH indicator, InterDigital, Nortel

not presented as similar to R3-031283

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031285
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD, InterDigital

R3-031286
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7 .0, REL-5, TEI5, Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD, InterDigital

Both CRs were revised in R3-031431 and R3-031432, respectively.

R3-031431
CR rev.1 cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD, InterDigital

presented by James Miller (InterDigital)

discussion:
R3-022248 is included for information as this change was proposed some time ago but postponed to 




further discussion.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Discrepancy between tabular and ASN.1 is acceptable? Difference for the 





criticality.

conclusion:
Funtional part of the CR is acceptable to RAN3 but to solve the tabular/ASN.1 discrepancy CR will be 



revised in R3-031442.

R3-031432
CR rev.1 cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5
Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD, InterDigital

not presented

conclusion:
Functional part of the CR is acceptable to RAN3 but to solve the tabular/ASN.1 discrepancy CR will be 



revised in R3-031443.

R3-031442
CR rev.2 cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD, InterDigital

presented by James Miller (InterDigital)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031443
CR rev.2 cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD, InterDigital

presented by James Miller (InterDigital)

discussion:
ASN.1 error was made when adding IP transport so RL information is now added as separate IE (marked 



in yellow).





RL information does not exist in R99 and REL-4 (for these messages). REL-5 is changed backwards 




compatible to R99 and REL-4 (adding IEs) but compared to the previous version of REL-5 a modification 



was done in a backwards incompatible way (modifying the ASN.1).

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031446
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-5, TEI5, Tabular format notation when special ASN.1 constructs are used, Interdigital

presented by James Miller (InterDigital)

discussion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman): Preference for solution 2?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Solution 2 is agreed.

R3-031299
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Modification of the dynamic range of the PCCPCH Power, CATT/CCSA

presented by Na Wu (CATT)

discussion:
James Miller (InterDigital): In RRC range is different?





Na Wu (CATT): 6dBm to 43dBm in RRC.





James Miller (InterDigital): Why do we go up to 50dBm?





Na Wu (CATT): Might be changed in RRC in the future.





James Miller (InterDigital): Should be aligned to RRC.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why are we starting at -15dBm?





James Miller (InterDigital): Was a former misalignment between RAN2 and RAN3 but the lower value 



boundary has not a big importance.

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed under the condition that the upper boundary of the range is changed to 43dBm.

R3-031300
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Modification of the dynamic range of the PCCPCH Power, DwPCH Power and Max FPACH Power, CATT/CCSA

shortly presented by Na Wu (CATT)

discussion:
Two more IEs than in R3-031299.

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed under the condition that the upper boundary of the range is changed to 43dBm.

R3-031448
REL-5, Draft LS on alignment of the range of the PCCPCH power (to: RAN2; cc: -), CATT/CCSA

Clarification/alignment of the range in RAN2 and RAN3 addressed.

LS not treated (see also section 13).

R3-031316
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction for the HS-DSCH Initial Capacity Allocation, NEC

presented by Naoto Itaba (NEC)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): HS-DSCH initial window size only valid for transmission of first frame? answer: 



yes.





Vincent Danno (Orange): Where is it specified? answer: 25.435





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Reason for removing semantics description of HS-DSCH initial window 



size? answer: value is not used in NBAP message





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Initial window size same for HS-DSCH as for FACH and DSCH? answer: 



not sure, needs to be checked.

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Alignment of control plane definitions with user plane definitions would be 


the best solution (i.e. extend initial capacity allocation on control plane as HS-DSCH capacity allocation 


on user plane).

Sami Kekki (Nokia): Why was it defined as it is defined now?

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Was an Ericsson proposal from Sharokh Amirijoo to define it in the same way 


like FACH.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Sees no reason to have different behaviour for initial case and afterwards.

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Functionality on user plane is even richer as Node B can allow credits on a 



periodic way. NEC proposal is a correct change of the situation that we have at the moment but we should 


decide about improving the situation by adding 2 new IEs on the control plane.: Add 2 IEs and leave 



upper bound of the initial window size at 2047.

Sungho Choi (Samsung): Does not share this proposal.

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Could also accept NEC's proposal.

conclusion:
CR is agreed in principle. It is left open whether companies want to consider the proposal from Saso 




Stojanovski, Nortel (to add 2 IEs and leave upper bound of the initial window size at 2047) and come 




with an additional CR to the next meeting. However, if there is no other proposal than the resubmission of 



R3-031316 at the next meeting, then the CR above will be considered for agreement.

R3-031317
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction for the HS-DSCH Initial Capacity Allocation, NEC

not presented as similar to R3-031316

conclusion:
CR is agreed in principle (as R3-031316).

R3-031318
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, The usage of the MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size, NEC

presented by Naoto Itaba (NEC)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): At the last meeting we discussed the definition of 1kilo-byte: 1000 bytes or 



1024 bytes?





Vincent Danno (Orange): 1kilo-byte = 1024 bytes.

conclusion:
Naoto Itaba (NEC) will check in NBAP and RNSAP for the REL-5 review whether there are other places 



in the specs where the kilo-byte problem needs to by clarified.





CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031319
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, The usage of the MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size, NEC

not presented as similar to R3-031318

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-031320
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction for the implicit partition of HARQ process memory, NEC

presented by Naoto Itaba (NEC)

discussion:
Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Argumentation in reason for change unclear.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): There were discussions in RAN2. 800 bits is suitable value for HARQ.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Similar change needed in RRC? Already done? answer: Not yet done and no 



input to RAN2 #38.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): 
Divisibility by 7: Possible to sacrifice some bits and live with integer part? 




answer: is possible.

conclusion:
Offline check with RAN2. Coming back later this week. CR is postponed.

R3-031321
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction for the implicit partition of HARQ process memory, NEC

not presented as similar to R3-031320

conclusion:
Offline check with RAN2. Coming back later this week. CR is postponed.

R3-031330
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.423, 25.433 REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Discarding of MAC-hs SDUs, Siemens

presented by Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens)

discussion:
Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): How is the maximum number of retransmissions configured? answer: assumed 



that this is done in CRNC.





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Assumes that this is not configured.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Number of retransmissions is not configurable.





Mony Kochupillai (3): How does it work in R99 if you loose 128 PDUs? Will RL still remain or will we 



loose it?





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): In acknowledged mode you know that you loose them. So in R99 you don't 



have this problem. But it is still an HSDPA problem.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): We had offline discussions with RAN2 colleagues in the past and this RAN2 



problem is not yet solved.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): This contribution addressed the problem mentioned the last meeting without 



proposing a solution (e.g. in the direction of counting users receiving just low bit rates).





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Node B could do some flow control to solve the problem or do you think flow 



control could not work together with the discard timer?





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): A new proposal for a solution should also explain how it solves the ciphering 



problem.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal is not agreed. New solution with reasoning on how the problem is solved is 




needed.

R3-031279
Tdoc for Approval, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA, Nortel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): We agreed at RAN3 #36 that we in RAN3 will not solve the question of which 



release should be selected. This might be decided at RAN if this is controversial.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. For CRs see R3-031280 and R3-031281.

R3-031280
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA, Nortel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Asks to exclude 'measurement power offset'.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Measurement power offset will be decided by CRNC and not SRNC.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Copy and paste error from NBAP. Will be corrected.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): CR linked to R3-031276?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): This CR reuses IEs introduced in R3-031276 so in that sense they are linked.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Would be good to merge CRs if possible.





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Wouldn't like to see it for REL-5.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Also considers it as an enhancement, therefore for REL-6.

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed with the removal of 'measurement power offset'. Although there was no 





consensus in RAN3 about the release for this CR, a REL-5 CR might be provided for RAN3 #39 as 




discussed under R3-031279.

R3-031281
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA, Nortel

not presented as similar to R3-031280

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed with the removal of 'measurement power offset'. Although there was no 





consensus in RAN3 about the release for this CR, a REL-5 CR might be provided for RAN3 #39 as 




discussed under R3-031279.

R3-031342
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.423, 25.433 REL-5, Common Measurement procedures behavior, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why signalling that report becomes available although triggering event is not 




fulfilled?





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): Node B has to report that measurement is not available and this is just to 



indicate that measurement is available again.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Supports Nortels view for periodic and event triggered reports.





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): Measurement not available and triggering condition not fulfilled cannot be 



distinguished at the moment.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Perhaps just a few special events should be considered here.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. CRs are in R3-031343 and R3-031344.

R3-031343
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Information recovery behavior for Common Measurement procedures, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

conclusion:
CR is postponed for further offline discussion.

R3-031344
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Information recovery behavior for Common Measurement procedures, Siemens

not presented as similar to R3-031343

conclusion:
CR is postponed for further offline discussion.

R3-031403
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category, Nokia

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): How does the UE behave if category changes from 9 to 1?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): 3 parameters: Physical layer category, ... and soft memory size. Which 





parameter should be changed?

conclusion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman) will ask RAN2/RAN2 chairman why RRC allows to modify the HS-DSCH 



Physical Layer Category? CR is postponed.





Short RAN2 chairman answer: Possible in RRC but not senseful.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Would be better to have an official answer with more explanation.





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia) will draft an LS to RAN2 in R3-031444 (see section 13; final LS was sent 



out in R3-031458) to address the question.





CR is postponed.

R3-031404
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category, Nokia

not presented as similar to R3-031403

conclusion:
CR is postponed as R3-031403.

R3-031450
Tdoc for Information, Instruction for the usage of the Protocol IE Single Container, NEC

not presented as just provided for information

conclusion:
Tdoc was noted.
10.6.5
CRs on RNSAP (25.423)

No contribution.
10.6.6
CRs on NBAP (25.433)

R3-031278
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Resource Status Indication for HSDPA, Nortel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): What does HSDPA capabilities mean here? answer: available, not 




available.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Resources that have to be measured? answer: codes and availability of 




functionality.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): Addition is redundant to already available cell information. Change is not needed.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Cell might be available but some codes might not be available, so change is 




needed (e.g. to take care of possible hardware failures).





Naoto Itaba (NEC): Are HSDPA resources related to hardware only? Definition of 'local cell'?





Jean-Jacques Davidian (DoCoMo): Has RAN2 to say something about this? answer: no, this is RAN3 




only.





Nick Outram (mmO2): Proposes to accept the CR.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): In the CR one information about HSDPA is considered but HSDPA has several 



physical resources (e.g. codes, power)?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Open to improve the proposal.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): First we need to agree what is missing before we agree about what we add.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Agreed that some information about HSDPA availability (in the Node B) 



is missing in the RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION message and Audit Response message?





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Nokia wants to check this until tomorrow morning..





Naoto Itaba (NEC): Also wants to check this.





Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): Also Siemens wants to check.

conclusion:
Agreement that some information about HSDPA availability (in the Node B) is missing in the 






RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION message and Audit Response message is postponed until tomorrow 



to allow for further checking.





If agreed then: Further email discussion about the granularity of availibility of HSDPA and improvements 



of the proposal in general.





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): After checking: Nokia doesn't see a benefit/a need for a CR.





So no agreement possible. CR is not agreed.





Further email discussion of course possible about this topic.

R3-031304
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Clarification of Timing advance applied for 1.28Mcps TDD, CATT/CCSA

presented by Na Wu (CATT)

discussion:
James Miller (InterDigital): Timing Advance not applied for LCR but this IE is needed (naming is a bit 



difficult here).





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Backward compatibility problem?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What about REL-4 change?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Would mean another non backwards compatible change for LCR TDD. Is it 




additional 
functionality or is it essential to have a working system?

conclusion:
CR is postponed to check offline.





Na Wu (CATT) checked and proposes the change for REL-4.





See also R3-031301 - R3-031303 discussion/conclusion.





CR is not agreed as it is. CATT is asked to bring REL-4 and REL-5 CRs and to solve the problem in a 



backward compatible way. The intention of the CR is agreed.

R3-031315
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.433 REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Ambiguity of the activation time of the Physical Shared CH Reconfiguration, NEC

presented by Naoto Itaba (NEC)

discussion:
Detected problems:





1.
It is unclear whether the new configuration shall be valid from the first sub-frame of the HS-SCCH.





2.
The boundary of the new configuration is not the same as the boundary of the HS-PDSCH 






transmission.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Is there a need to clarify this?





Mony Kochupillai (3): There is room for misinterpretation so it is good to clarify it.





Nick Outram (mmO2): Also supports to clarify it.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Intention of the Tdoc is agreed and a CR will be prepared. The detailed wording will be 



solved offline.

R3-031322
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Ambiguity of the Physical Shared CH Reconfiguration Response, NEC

presented by Naoto Itaba (NEC)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): '... the CRNC might send some messages' Which message?





answer: e.g. RL reconfiguration or RL setup message





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Message received before activation time/SFN should apply after SFN? answer: 



yes





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): No problem with queuing of messages.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Usually Node B can reply to CRNC regardless of the SFN. But here there seem 



to be a dependency.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): To my understanding Node B replies immediately. So it does not wait for the 



SFN.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): If reply from Node B arrives after SFN then CRNC should link this to this 




actual SFN.





Naoto Itaba (NEC): At the moment it is unclear in the specification that the Node B replies immediately.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Has no problem with the intention of the CR but doesn't agree that the CR 




solves the problem of parallel transactions.





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Is it always possible for the Node B to reply immediately? Especially not sure 



for TDD.

conclusion:
Agreed so far that Node B has to reply immediately (but needs to be further checked). Problem of parallel 



transactions needs to be solved. CR is not agreed.

R3-031323
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Correction for the Dedicated Measurement procedure with all Node B Communication Context, NEC

presented by Naoto Itaba (NEC)

discussion:
Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Response to RNC immediately possible?





Naoto Itaba (NEC): Yes, Node B should respond immediately.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): In 8.3.8.1 the two paragraphs look contradictory and should be merged (remove 



'when Node B communication context exists').





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Comment applies also to 8.3.10.1.

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed with the changes to 8.3.8.1 and 8.3.10.1. Note: Ericsson might come up with 



another proposal.

R3-031334
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, TDD-Review Corrections for NBAP Rel-5, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

conclusion:
CR will be discussed on the email reflector after RAN3 #38. CR is postponed.

R3-031406
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.433 REL-5, NBAP Review, Nortel

conclusion:
CR is not yet available and will be discussed on the email reflector after RAN3 #38. CR is postponed.

10.6.7
CRs on PCAP (25.453)

No contribution.
10.6.8
CRs on RANAP on E interface (29.108)

No contribution.

10.7
Iu(x) User-plane protocols  (25.415, 25.425, 25.427, 25.435)

10.7.1
CRs affecting several UP specifications

R3-031301
CR cat.F to 25.425 v5.5.0, REL-5, TEI5, Clarification of Rx Timing Deviation for 1.28Mcps TDD, CATT/CCSA

presented by Na Wu (CATT)

discussion:
Na Wu (CATT): After checking offline: R3-031301 to R3-031304 are intended for REL-4





Sungho Choi (Samsung): How will SRNC use this information?





Na Wu (CATT): E.g. for Location services.





James Miller (InterDigital): Consider whether it is technically correct and then let Samsung and CATT 



check whether the CR is needed.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Change is not backward compatible.





James Miller (InterDigital): It is intended by CATT to have backward incompatible change in REL-4.

conclusion:
CR is not agreed as it is. CATT is asked to bring REL-4 and REL-5 CRs and to solve the problem in a 



backward compatible way. The intention of the CR is agreed.

R3-031302
CR cat. F to 25.427 v5.2.0, REL-5, TEI5, Clarification of Rx Timing Deviation for 1.28Mcps TDD, CATT/CCSA

R3-031303
CR cat.F to 25.435 v5.5.0, REL-5, TEI5, Clarification of Rx Timing Deviation for 1.28Mcps TDD, CATT/CCSA

Both CRs not presented as similar to R3-031301.

conclusion:
CR is not agreed as it is. CATT is asked to bring REL-4 and REL-5 CRs to solve the problem in a 




backward compatible way. The intention of the CR is agreed.

10.7.2
CRs on Iu UP (25.415)

No contribution.

10.7.3
CRs on Iub/Iur DCH FP (25.427)

No contribution.

10.7.4
CRs on Iub CCH FP (25.435)

R3-031327
CR cat.F to 25.435 v5.5.0, REL-5, TEI5, Power control correction for DSCH for TDD, Siemens, IPWireless, Interdigital

presented by Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens)
conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

10.7.5
CRs on Iur CCH FP (25.425)

No contribution.

10.8
CRs on Rel5 TR’s (25.875, 25.877, 25.878, 25.879, 25.880, 25.881, 25.883, 25.884, 25.931, 25.933)

No contribution.

10.9
Other issues

10.9.1
IP Transport in UTRAN related issues

LSs R3-031261 and R3-031262 treated under this agenda item. Both noted without LS answer.

Interworking option 3 related discussions:

R3-031363
Tdoc for Approval, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Correction of PE-node as an ATM switch Solution, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
PWE: pseudo-wire emulation, PE-node: Provider Edge node





Tdoc is an introduction for revision of PWE3 solution (PWE3 capable router is actually a PWE-capable 



ATM Switch)in the TR in order to further compare the different ATM-IP inter-working solutions.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. CR is in R3-031364.

R3-031364
CR cat.F to 25.933 v5.3.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Correction of PE-node as an ATM switch Solution, Nortel

shortly presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Numbering of figures need to be revised.

Juan Noguera (NEC): Signalling flow fig.3: really transparent?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Just a tunnel. 2 figures (control and user plane) provided instead of one in order 



to avoid misunderstandings regarding terminations.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): PWE approach is like a 'tunnel' it doesn't check anything.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Fig.4 performance restrictions in the 3 options?





Dimitris Vasilaras (Lucent): Impact of user plane of PWE capable RNC?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Small overhead on user part must be compared with benefit regarding signalling 



and delay (1 ALCAP session instead of 2).





Alexander Vesely (Siemens): Clarifying ATM transport option in an IP transport TR does not make sense 



for me.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Wouldn't agree that this Tdoc is addressing an ATM transport option.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): AAL layer shown in the figure 6.33 of the TR has an error.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): In PWE3, either AAL frames or ATM frames can be tunneled. In our 





proposal, only encapsulation of ATM cells is proposed. So agrees to remove layer from figure in TR.





Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): Layers below PWE3 tunnel unclear.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): AAL2 on user plane and AAL5 on control plane would make it difficult 





therefore only encapsulation of ATM cells is proposed.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): 3 options for tunneling were mentioned in the past and here not all options are 




addressed anymore. Are the others not feasible?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): We didn't address all as we didn't propose all ('contribution driven'). This 




doesn't mean that others are not feasible.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): It is OK to left out some options, but the reason should be explained in the Study 



Area.





Sami Kekki (Nokia):New figure 6-34: MPLS should not be considered as IPv6 is the state of the art that 



should be addressed here.





Vincent Danno (Orange): 6.10.2.1.1: not sure that this is really a router.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): One side ATM and one side IP. Could be also called ATM switch. But it is not 



performing routing protocols. So, agrees that the word "router" is not appropriate. 'PWE3 capable node' 



would be better.





Vincent Danno (Orange): Benefits of this protocol stack under 6-42: Last sentence is questionable.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): 'No system development effort' might be replaced by 'minimum operation effort'.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Benefits of this protocol stack under 6-42: '...a new layer-1 protocol' is questionable. 



Even though the PWE3 can be seen simply as a new Layer 1, still it introduces some significant overhead 



compared to any conventional Layer 1. On the IP side there is ATM over IP+PWE and this IP can again 



has an ATM stack as its link layer. This overhead issue needs to be addressed somewhere.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Is just PWE3.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Take into account that this is part of the study section at the moment.





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): Siemens does not support the CR as PWE3 is not considered as an IP 




transport option.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): At the moment we are just collecting technically correct inputs to the study area 



of the TR.

conclusion:
Replace 'router' by PWE3 capable node'. Further comments to be solved offline. Last sentence under 




'Benefits of this protocol stack' under 6-42 will be removed and further offline discussion about the 




paragraph is necessary.





CR has to be revised to have the proper wording therefore CR is not agreed as it is but the intention of 



the CR is agreed and an update is requested for the paragraph dealing with ‘benefits’.

R3-031359
Tdoc for Approval, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
"The CR attached consequently removes the currently FFS part for the third option of ATM-IP inter-




working in the release 5 and its inclusion in release 6 is discussed (together with PWE3) in the paper R3-



031365."





Philippe Godin (Nortel): PWE3 is now an internet draft in IETF.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): In IETF it must be tested by 3 implementations to become an RFC.





Juan Noguera (NEC): In ITU-T Q.2631.1 will be approved in 3 months.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Big difference in working procedures in IETF and ITU-T. IETF RFC means that it 



will work as it is tested by 3 implementations before. For an ITU-T Recommendation this does not 




necessarily mean that it is tested in practice. Tests might come afterwards.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): M3UA was also included as it was in a draft phase and we had some bad 






experiences with this inclusion.





Mony Kochupillai (3): If IP-ALCAP is ready in 3 months then we should go for it.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Due to avoid backwards compatibility proposes to remove IP-ALCAP and 




PWE3.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Implementers guides for Q2630.1 of ITU-T indicate the stability we might get with 



Q2630.3. It cannot be expected that the new recommendations from ITU-T are flawless from day one.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Security for IP is also not yet available, therefore IP-Transport option is not 




complete. Proposes to remove ATM-IP interworking from REL-5.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Also prefers to remove the 3rd interworking option from Rel-5.





Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): What would be the problem to wait 3 months to include IP-ALCAP?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Before any new protocol is taken into Technical Specifications under RAN3 





responsibility, it is the task of RAN3 to analyze its applicability. It cannot be expected that some other 




SDO takes the responsibility in that respect. For the draft IP-ALCAP this analysis is missing.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Deep freezing of REL-5 is planned regarding ASN.1. The feature content 



of REL-5 is already frozen.





Treated together with R3-031365 and R3-031331.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. No agreement so far: For removal of ATM-IP interworking option from REL-5: Nortel 



(only 3rd interworking option), Alcatel, Nokia. Against removal: Vodafone, NEC, 3, Siemens, Telecom 



Italia.

R3-031360
CR cat.F to 25.420 v5.1.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5, Nortel

R3-031361
CR cat.F to 25.414 v5.4.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5, Nortel

R3-031362
CR cat.F to 25.426 v5.3.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5 , Nortel

The 3 CRs were not treated due to outcome of the discussions about R3-031359.

R3-031365
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.411 REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Selection of Q.IPC and PWE Solutions, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Not all Iur will be routed via PWE3.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): RNC B and RNC C are IP nodes. Between RAN A and RNC C there would be 



no communication possible without PWE if we exclude ATM-IP interworking option 3.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Encapsulation of ATM cells in the PWE3 draft is stable, for AAL5/AAL2 it 



would be more complex but this is not proposed here.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Reason for 'testing, interworking would be easier with PWE3'?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): As it is just 'encapsulation', so simple to implement compared to a dynamic 




switching IWU with control plane and user plane interactions.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Number of procedures the protocol has is a good criteria to evaluate its complexity 



in terms of testing and operation.





Philippe Godin: Testing effort cannot be compared between a simple tunnelling mechanism and a 





signalling gateway.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. No agreement reached.

R3-031366
CR cat.B to 25.411 v5.0.0, REL-6, ETRAN-IPtrans, 
Selection of Q.IPC and PWE Solutions, Nortel

CR was not treated.

R3-031331
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.933 v5.3.0, ETRAN-IPtrans, Usage of PWE3 in UTRAN, Siemens

presented by Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens)
discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Section 2: In which cases is the interworking not possible?





Juan Noguera (NEC): There is not a real interworking in the PWE3 solution.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): How did you interpret the TNL function?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): A pure IP node must interwork on TNL level according to requirement 2.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): TNL interworking function can be in whatever node. It is different from 






interworking unit.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): We assume dual stack. For sure, there is no need of 'real' interworking when 



there is dual stack and this is aligned to IW scenario 1 of the specs.





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): At least PWE3 does not fulfill requirement 2.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Second requirement is already fulfilled by second option.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): You cannot fulfill all requirements at the same time. For example, IWU does 



not satisfy requirement 1.





Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): Migration from ATM only.





Francesco Casalino (Telecom Italia): If I have just IP nodes without ATM stack in my network can I 




interwork with RNCs which have ATM without interworking option 3?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): No, then you need ATM in the interworking unit in this case.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Dual stack or IP-ALCAP plus interworking unit (redundancy needs to be 




considered) are the only choices. Only IP-RNCs at the border, those which will be linked via Iur to ATM-



RNCs, must be dual stack IP&ATM with PWE3; not all the IP-RNCs.





Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): With IP only nodes how can we handle interworking with PWE3?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Then you need an interworking unit.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Removing interworking option 3 from REL-5 seems not be acceptable. To 



have PWE3 and IP-ALCAP at the end in our specs (independant of the releases) acceptable?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Acceptable for us.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Why having 2 solutions serving the same purpose? Nokia prefers to have only one 



solution for the 3rd interworking option. Already today we have so many options in IP transport that the 



multivendor operability may be at risk.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Not the best compromise but we could accept it if PWE3 does not consider AAL2.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): 2 points (e.g. IP packet size) were corrected in SG11 at the last moment before ITU-



T asked for the final approval. We should therefore check that the ITU-T Recommendation will fulfill our 



3GPP requirements.





Jean-Jacques Davidian (DoCoMo): We should not force to have a conclusion about having both solutions 



(PWE3 and IP-ALCAP) at this moment as there are too many open issues so far.

conclusion:
Tdoc noted. No agreement reached.

R3-031386
CR cat.F to 25.411 v5.0.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Additional L1 layer for R5, Alcatel

CR was not treated.

R3-031387
CR cat.F to 25.421 v5.0.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Additional L1 layer for R5, Alcatel

Tdoc is withdrawn by Alcatel.

Symmetrical QoS:

R3-031332
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.426 v5.3.0, ETRAN-IPtrans, TNL QoS for IP Transport Option, Siemens

presented by Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens)
discussion:
Treated together with R3-031388.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.

R3-031388
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.433 REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, UL QoS Signalling in IP-Transport option, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
Is an answer to R3-031332.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Working assumption is RNL based solution. If there are big problems then 




we discard the working assumption otherwise we follow it.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Why does the receiver needs to look into every packet?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Was written in R3-031332.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to raise working assumption to go for an RNL solution to an agreement.

R3-031389
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, UL QoS Signalling in IP-Transport option, Alcatel

CR is not treated.

R3-031367
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413, 25.433 REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, RNL Solution for IP Symmetrical TNL QoS, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Allocation retention priority is for call setup.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): How many QoSs expected in a network? answer: around 14 (at the 





moment)





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): How to map them to bearers? Redundant mapping? answer: 256 used to 



have some more values for future extensions.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): TNL QoS could be mapped on Uplink DSCP in most of the cases. Just for 




multiple DS (diffserv) domains/IP domains this will not be the case (rare cases).





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Where will this mapping be reflected in our specifications? Is it not 





necessary to specify it?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): TNL QoS is a bit wider concept than UL DSCP.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Node B diffserv domain is necessary to know (this was also addressed in 



the Siemens contribution). We cannot keep it unspecified (e.g. specify it in 23.107).





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Agreement possible about default mapping TNL QoS to DSCP?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): RNL/RAB parameters too big (no contribution for this), DSCP is restrictive, 



TNL QoS is flexible.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What about a working assumption to take the Nortel proposal?





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): But can we agree something without knowing the semantics?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Proposes not to take a working assumption now.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): The solution based only on configuration and local mapping would introduce 




additional O&M work, even though the direct signalling of DSCP as such would be sufficient in majority 



of the cases.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed that we don't consider the 'direct DSCP' solution (in section 3) but agreed to go for 



a generic TNL QoS that needs to be further studied (e.g semantics are not clear yet) which might include 



'direct DSCP'. Also solution in section 2 (signalling traffic class to Node B) will not be considered for the 



Iub.





Vincent Danno (Orange): Orange is not convinced that we should rule out the 'direct DSCP' solution 




(solution 2 in the Tdoc). Concerns raised.





Topic is postponed.

R3-031368
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, RNL Solution for IP Symmetrical TNL QoS, Nortel

R3-031369
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.6.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, RNL Solution for IP Symmetrical TNL QoS, Nortel

Both CRs not treated due to conclusions about R3-031367.

11
UTRAN-wide TSG RAN approved work tasks

11.1
Work Items

11.1.1
(TR R3.006) Improvement of inter-frequency and inter-system measurements

RAN1 WI (RInImp-IfIsM). Signalling impact. Target: RAN#23 (status: 10%).

R3-031296
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, RInImp-IfIsM, The Benefit of Code Sharing during Compressed Mode, Nokia

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): RRC R99: alternate scrambling code or not alternate scrambling code. The 





proposal would mean a change in REL-6. Is this worth a change in the UE? We should liase with RAN2.





Mony Kochupillai (3): RAN1 is the leading group and has the expertise for this.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): RAN1 should review the complexity again.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Contribution showing the gain is needed.





Mony Kochupillai (3): What was the RAN1 conclusion: Was it beneficial or not?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Is there a RAN1 TR discussing this?





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): No RAN1 TR available. The change needed in RAN3 specifications is 




expected to be very small.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): RAN1 has already agreed the gain and RAN1 is a better place to decide about the 



efficient use of codes.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): RAN3 has made the system level analysis half a year ago in an LS to RAN1 so 



there is no need to repeat it.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson) offline: R3-022283 was the LS.





Jean-Jacques Davidian (DoCoMo): Topic is too premature to go for CRs.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Email discussion will be kicked off by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia) on the reflector and 



companies are asked to state all their concerns via e-mail well before RAN3 #39 so that a comprehensive 



discussion can take place at the next meeting. Further it is requested to provide discussion documents and 



solutions as input for the TR R3.006.

Note:
R3-022283 was an LS 'RAN3 Aspects on the proposed Compressed Mode Improvements' sent from RAN3 #32 in Xian, China in 09.2002 asking RAN1 to study some questions and comments. An answer from RAN1 was received during the cyber meeting RAN3 #35 in 04.2003 in R3-030373.

11.1.2
Beamforming Enhancements

RAN1 WI (RANimp-BFE). TR 25.887 (RAN1). Target: RAN#22 (status: 90%).

R3-031293
Tdoc for Information, REL-6, RANimp-BFE, Email discussion report for Beamforming Enhancement, Nokia

Tdoc is withdrawn by Nokia as there were no email discussion.

R3-031294
CR cat.B to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-6, RANimp-BFE, Signalling Support for Beamforming Enhancement, Nokia

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
Sungho Choi (Samsung): Cell portion is defined by Node B or RNC? How can cell portions be 






distinguished in Node B?





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Cell portions are defined in CRNC via O&M.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Also Cell portion information IE on first level of cell setup considered (e.g. in 




extension container of cell setup request message)?





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Acceptable for Nokia to change this.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Cell portion is given from CRNC to Node B. Mapping between S-CPICH and 



cell portion ids unclear.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Cell portion definition in RAN1 indicates that it is geographically fixed. 





Therefore so complex that not needed in cell reconfiguration.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Local cell portion concept considered?





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Was investigated but due to RAN1 definition (cell portion as geographical 



part of the cell) not further considered.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): How to signal to the CRNC a failure in an antenna element which covers one cell 



portion?

conclusion:
CR is not agreed. So revision needed in the future.

R3-031464
CR rev.1 cat.B to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-6, RANimp-BFE, Signalling Support for Beamforming Enhancement, Nokia

CR was provided on Friday and not treated.

R3-031295
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, RANimp-BFE, Further Consideration on Beamforming Enhancement, Nokia

Tdoc was not treated.

11.1.3
(TR R3.013) Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN

RAN2 WI (MBMS-RAN). RAN1 TR 25.803. RAN2: TR 25.992,TS 25.346. Target: RAN #23 (status: 40%).

11.1.3.1
LSs, TR, TS, documents for information

For LSs see R3-031263, R3-031264, R3-031265 and R3-031266 in section 5 (all 4 LSs noted without LS answer).

R3-031325
MBMS-RAN, TS 25.346 v2.2.0, Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in the Radio Access Network, Rapporteur's update of agreed changes of RAN2/3 #37, Nokia

presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia)

discussion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman): Timeline figure was not included in the definition section as we agreed the 



last time. Nokia is asked to inform the rapporteur to revise it.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): "MBMS service availability" was unclear in the definition.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Originally this term was introduced by Ericsson in the January Adhoc 




2003 and referred to the Phase where data is available however, this has changed and is now the phase 



where a user can join the service, i.e. when announcements are available.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Note under MBMS Iu signalling connection can be removed?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): If checked then remove the note and add reference to SA1/SA2 (if 





existing).

conclusion:
TS is noted. Comments above (and possible further offline comments) will be provided by Tuomas 




Hakuli (Nokia) to the TS rapporteur.

11.1.3.2
Requirements

(if necessary, TR25.992 already under change control)

No contribution.

11.1.3.3
Mobility (e.g. Relocation)

R3-031349
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, CRNC context handling for UEs in URA_PCH, Telecom Modus, NEC

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Chenghock Ng (NEC): Was discussed in MBMS ad hoc in Paris in May 2003





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): URA_PCH is not the same for SGSN as idle mode.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Problem regarding Iur mobility was already identified with this proposal.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Problem was not Iur mobility but that URA can be a cell or up to UTRAN. E.g. if 



URA covers all cells under an SRNC you simply don't know where the UE is. Is more a RAN2 than a 




RAN3 problem.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Considers it more for Iur and Nokia has a corresponding contribution.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): MBMS service context in SRNC was discussed before. Discussion here is more 



related to context in CRNC. LG Electronics has a contribution on that.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Before we take a decision we should consider all possible solutions.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal was not agreed at the moment as situation in URA_PCH was considered to be 



different from idle mode. It is necessary to further study this issue.

R3-031311
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 v2.1.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Session start and Iu user plane establishment – RRC connected, Ericsson

presented by Peter Edlund (Ericsson)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Filtering during Iu bearer setup was decided last time. DRNC has not setup radio 



bearer so how should signalling load be reduced?





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): It doesn't reduce the signalling load. Filtering out the one coming from Iur is the 



intention of the proposal.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): It was agreed to not have any session start over Iur and this contribution considers 



it.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): UE linking via Iu and Iur is considered. Is there any scenario which was 



considered so far and where session start via Iur would be needed?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Doesn't see any scenario.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Session start always given via Iu was agreed. Doesn't see a problem with 





that.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): UE under SRNC is the normal case where UE is implicitly registered.





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): Case where no explicit registration is done can be a scenario.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Just in case of Iur mobility you would need an explicit registration.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. As Tdoc was based on an assumption which is against current agreement (no session start 



via Iur) the proposal was not agreed. Nevertheless, contributions on whether agreements have to be 




reconsidered because of not yet considered scenarios are always welcomed.

R3-031312
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 v2.1.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Session start and Iu user plane establishment – RRC idle, Ericsson


presented by Peter Edlund (Ericsson)

discussion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman): What is the gain of the proposal?





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): Session start to all RNCs in routing area would occur. So we save useless 





paging.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Proposal might lead to reduction of paging but it increases the RACH load.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Also load on system information is critical.





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): One other problem addressed here is the UE power consumption as you 'wake 



up' UEs.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): This aspect might be better considered by RAN2.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Proposal would be a huge change and benefit for radio resources and battery 




consumption in the UE is questionable.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Also take into account that a routing area is not very large. RA is already a 




compromise between the paging load and the registration updates.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): UE has to announce that it is present even before session is started in this 





proposal so no battery saving but to the opposite increase of signalling load.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal is not agreed.

11.1.3.4
Iu functions

R3-031307
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Iu bearer for local service area, NEC, Telecom Modus

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): SA1 requirement is very difficult and not yet confirmed by SA2 and we should 



wait before we have something in SA2 specification 23.346.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Anything in SA2 specification on this requirement?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): No just offline discussions.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We should wait for SA2.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Requirement was included during the ad hoc in London (in 2002) but no work on 



this was done so far.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): I could bring up the question about the requirement next week during the 



MBMS ad hoc in Baden and also check weather the Local Service Area concept is planned for REL-6.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Also LS to SA2 would be possible.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Chenghock Ng (NEC) will draft an LS to SA2 in R3-031459 (see section 13) to check the 



status about this requirement and for which release it is intended.

R3-031308
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Session Stop and MBMS Iu Signalling connection, NEC, Telecom Modus

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Single Iu signalling connection for one context (i.e. all MBMS services; current assumption) or per 




MBMS service (implied by the Tdoc) discussed. One RAB per service assumed in the Tdoc.





Question: Releasing the RAB at Session Stop?





Tdoc is based on local service concept, which is not yet decided.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Release of Iu signalling connection at session stop or not is the question 



regarding this Tdoc.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Decision to remove the RAB or not at Session Stop could actually depend on 



whether some repetitions are intended and which entity manages these repetitions.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): In case of indication of repetition session you could assume that there is no 



session stop.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If repetition scheme is not transparent for RNC this will lead to an RRM issue (if 



transparent then releasing the RAB at Session Stop, this is our assumption but to be clarified with SA2).

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed working assumption: If repetition scheme is transparent to RNC then releasing 




RAB at Session Stop.





Alexander Vesely (chairman) plans to prepare a Tdoc with all open MBMS issues that he will provide to 



the MBMS ad hoc next week in Baden, Austria.

R3-031372
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS – Iu Bearer Set up, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Proposal for changes to section 5.1.1 in 25.346.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): Queuing mechanism (like R99) intended like in RNC for RAB assignments.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): We need to indicate tunneling point identifier and would delay session start 




response.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Queuing not intended for MBMS RAB establishment.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Tdoc does not justify why you need immediate Iu bearer.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): The scenarios described show the need.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Another point is the redundancy of Iu bearers.





Francesco Casalino (Telecom Italia): Does not see a need for this.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): You might loose a lot of users if not considering it.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): "The RNC will select one out of these SGSN at least as the forwarding SGSN 



for the data to come next. This means it will answer positively to at least one of these SGSN and cannot 



answer negatively to all of them." of section 4. How does the SGSN respond?





answer: All session starts are answered. Whether Iu bearer will be set up or not is decided by RNC.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): 5.1.1 point 2 with 'at least' the meaning is completely modified now.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): One and only one Iu bearer setup or more than one is under discussion.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): As it is written all Iu bearers would be set up which is not our current 




assumption. Old assumption was from Iuflex: set up of several Iu bearers. Latest assumption is just setup 



of one Iu bearer.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): This is also SA2 current agreement as indicated in the Nortel paper.





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): For the service we need just one Iu bearer. Redundancy is implementation 




specific.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Discussion is more about more than one SGSN than about more than one Iu 



bearer (redundancy).





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Objections against having more than one Iu bearer?





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Doesn't agree as benefit unclear.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Doesn't agree as SA2 should decide this.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): No need for this.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): No delay for the redundant Iu bearer could be allowed ('hot redundancy' needed).





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Redundancy of Iu bearer or RNC has to request another SGSN to establish 



a new Iu bearer could be the solution.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): No need of a signalling exchange towards a new SGSN if the redundant Iu 




bearer has already been set up.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. No queuing but immediate Iu bearer setup agreed. Redundancy of Iu bearers is an open 



issue as no agreement was possible. Latest SA2 situation has to be reflected in the RAN TS 25.346.

R3-031373
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS – Iu Bearer Set up - CR proposal, Nortel

not presented see discussion about R3-031372

Tdoc was not treated. Philippe Godin (Nortel) is asked to provide a text proposal for modifying TS 25.346 according to the agreements of R3-031372 so that at RAN3 #39 we can agree about an input document for the TS for the TS rapporteur.

R3-031420
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN
MBMS UE context in UTRAN, LG Electronics

Tdoc was revised in R3-031451

R3-031451
Tdoc for Approval,related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS UE context in UTRAN, LG Electronics

presented by Yong Woo Shin (LG Electronics)

discussion:
Is a proposal for the definition section of TS 25.346.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): 'UE link contains all the MBMS UE contexts (as defined in 23.246) of a given 




UE' could be added in the definition section.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): UE context in SRNC and not CRNC was considered?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include text proposed by Yann Sehedic (Nortel) in definition section of TS 




25.346.

R3-031421
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Considerations on MBMS Deregistration, LG Electronics

presented by Min-Jung Kim (LG Electronics)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Second part should not be included in the TS as this topic is pending.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Removed sentence in 5.1.1 should be kept and modified or the first added 





sentence in 5.1.1 should be modified.





Sungho Choi (Samsung) Second added sentence no longer needed as we modified the first sentence.





5.1.8 addition is ffs and also open issue regarding session duration.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Modification of first added bullet in 5.1.1: "- or if the MBMS Service Context does not 



contain any UE link at the time of a Session Stop". Second added bullet in 5.1.1 will be removed.





5.1.8 addition is not agreed so far.

11.1.3.5
Iur functions (e.g. Linking via Iur)

R3-031326
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, UE Linking via Iur, Nokia

presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia)

discussion:
RNC will have to wait for some time until it has enough information available ('counting period').





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Before session start RNC can only count the UEs which are under this CRNC.





Treated together with R3-031306 and R3-031289.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Conclusions see R3-031289.

R3-031306
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Iur linking, NEC, Telecom Modus

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

Treated together with R3-031326 and R3-031289.

discussion:
Iur linking at session start and also between session start and session stop intended by this contribution.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If you allow both then it means that this is implementation specific. I thought we 



wanted to make a decision (otherwise it would be difficult to estimate the situation as session start).





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): When counting is performed is an implementation specific issue.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Conclusions see R3-031289.

R3-031289
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Analysis on Iur UE Linking, Samsung

presented by Sungho Choi (Samsung)

Treated together with R3-031326 and R3-031306.

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why is a new mobility procedure needed for proposal 1?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Iur linking at session start means to have a new procedure which means a lot of 



effort.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): I wouldn't consider URA_PCH for counting.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to reuse as much as possible existing Iur procedures. 'UE link via Iur for 





Cell_DCH and Cell_FACH users during service availability' and 'Cell_PCH linking at session start' are 



issues for further study, i.e. no agreements about this so far.

R3-031288
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, On Attach/Detach functionality, Samsung

R3-031305
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Transferring MBMS data on Iur, NEC, Telecom Modus

R3-031418
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Considerations for UE Mobility, LG Electronics

R3-031419
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 v2.2.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Concerns on MBMS attach procedure, LG Electronics

All 4 Tdocs were not treated.

R3-031407
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Timing of linking via Iur, Nortel

Tdoc was withdrawn by Nortel.

11.1.3.6
Iub issues

R3-031324
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Consideration of the Iub transport bearer for MBMS, NEC, Telecom Modus

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Mony Kochupillai (3): Only one bearer preferred.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Looks as new transport channel for MBMS could be needed or we consider a 




change in the architecture which involves RAN2.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Changing Iub principles would be complex. Prefers to keep it simple.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What about making a simple approach for REL-6?





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Had a counter proposal (combining/splitting information) at the last RAN3 



meeting which wasn't resubmitted at this meeting but wants to not make a decision now.





Wants to keep this topic open and study it further: Motorola, 3, Vodafone, mmO2, Nortel.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. No agreement reached so far.

11.1.3.7
Other issues

R3-031287
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346 
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Combination of PTM transmission procedure, Samsung

R3-031417
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346 REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Protocol Model for MBMS transport channel,, LG Electronics

Both Tdocs were not treated.

11.1.4
(TR 25.901) Network Assisted Cell Change (NACC) from UTRAN to GERAN – Network-Side aspects

RAN3 WI (RANimp-NACC). Target: RAN#22 (status: 30%).

R3-031376
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.901 REL-6, NACC Solution, Nortel

Tdoc was withdrawn.

R3-031423
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.901, REL-6, RANimp-NACC, Agreement on Open Issues in TR 25.901, Vodafone

presented by Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone)
discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Do we need NACC as soon as RL is established? In this case, Information 




Exchange is not the best.





Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): Do we specify interaction with other procedures?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): How do you manage that you store or don't store the context by the SRNC?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If system information is vital then it would be good to have the information in the 



UE right from the beginning. Otherwise you might use the information exchange.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): Special procedure just for NACC and having something else later for other 



neighbour cell information is not a preferable solution.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Information about NACC change necessary during a life time of a RL?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Can we agree: Option 2) (Option 2) (P)SI stored by the local RNC. 'local 



RNC' means DRNC) in section 
2.1.1?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): There are a lot of discussions in GERAN about it and before we agree it, it 




should be stable there for 2G.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Is a GERAN only topic. So check with your GERAN colleague until 




tomorrow and we continue the topic on Thursday.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreements are postponed.





Alexander Vesely (chairman), Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): After offline checking with GERAN it 



turned out that GERAN discussions have no impact on our NACC discussions.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Proposes to wait for decisions until RAN3 #39.





No decisions at this meeting but decisions about this Tdoc will be taken at RAN3 #39 so delegates are 




asked to be prepared.

11.1.5
(TR 25.852) Iu enhancements for IMS support in the RAN

RAN3 WI (RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS). Target: RAN#23 (5%).

R3-031374
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.852 REL-6, IMS Requirements, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): To get SIP working for IMS it is necessary to allow session control messages to 



have transfer delay comparable to circuit switched.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Concerns that call setup delay and transfer delay can't be guaranteed.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Agrees that we cannot guarantee a delay, just similar signalling conditions will 



be guaranteed.





So a requirement like "UTRAN should target similar delay and reliability performance as any other 




signalling connections." was not agreed as well.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Wasn't there an action item for CN1 regarding the delay requirement 





sentence (section 3 under 1.)?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Is it possible to add the proposed requirement to the TR?





R3-031391 treated in parallel.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. See discussion about R3-031391. Not agreed to include proposed requirement.

R3-031375
REL-6, TR 25.852 v0.1.1 Iu Enhancements for IMS Support in UTRAN - Rapporteur's proposal for an update, Nortel

TR was not treated as proposal in R3-031374 was not agreed.

R3-031391
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.852, IMS signalling considerations, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): R3-031374 is adding a delay.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Is not the case.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Is it possible to agree about a delay requirement for SIP signalling?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): If you consider a number of RRC messages for a number of UEs and just a SIP 



signalling message for one of these UEs. How do you guarantee the same delay?





Juan Noguera (NEC): RRC and NAS signalling delay requirements not described in 3GPP.





Nokia: There is a fundamental difference between setting up a CS call and an IMS call. For IMS we need 



to setup the RAB first and only then we can start signalling the actual IMS call setup. If the two call setup 



times were to be equal, it would likely be impossible to achieve in real networks.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Does not consider delays.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): But we have already priority requirement.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): What sort of other traffic would cause a congestion case for “flagged” IMS 





signalling, provided that some reasonable capacity is reserved for interactive Iu-PS?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): RAB signalling and SIP signalling is one aspect but there is also up to the 




admission control to avoid congestion.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): SIP higher priority or lower priority than NAS signalling?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Why did we introduce flag for interactive class?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Requested from SA2.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): We forgot to reserve something for SIP.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Acceptable to have the new requirement (Nortel: R3-031374)?





Was not acceptable.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): No contradiction in the requirements as implied by section 2.1 of R3-031391.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Acceptable to include 2.2 in study area section (Alcatel: R3-031391)?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. It is agreed to include the Section 2.2 of the contribution in the study area of the TR 




25.852 changing the header to "Possible Mechanisms to satisfy the requirements 'priority' and 'delay' 




using the existing 'Signalling Indication'".

R3-031390
Tdoc for Discussion, RTP.RTCP multiplexing for Voice over IMS, Alcatel

Tdoc was not treated as we wait for RAN2 decisions.

R3-031292
REL-6, RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS, Draft response LS to SA2 LS S2-033244 =R3-031129 on Voice over IMS, 3

Tdoc was not treated as we wait for RAN2 decisions.

11.1.6
(TR 25.802) Remote Control of Electrical Tilting Antennas

RAN3 WI (RANimp-TiltAnt). Target: RAN#23 (status: 15%).

R3-031352
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.802, REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, Introduction of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna Control into UTRAN Architecture, Vodafone, Siemens, Telecom Italia

presented by Andreas Hauser (Vodafone)

discussion:
Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Impact on RAN4?





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Test port could be moved behind the RET antenna but is still an open issue 



and RAN4 will consider it.





Mony Kochupillai (3): RET control outside the Node B.





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): This is a logical model. The RET control unit is outside the Node B at the 



antenna mast. RET control unit is part of Node B from a logical point of view to avoid a new UTRAN 




node.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): What would be needed for a new logical UTRAN node?





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): This Tdoc is just one proposal for the study area. Further solutions are not 



excluded, 3GPP is contribution driven.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Specifying Node B internal interface is not in line with our principles so we 




should compare it with having a new logical node.





Mony Kochupillai (3): We had a discussion about internal interfaces for the low output power level 




interface and there was no problem to consider it.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): This was addressing 'output' power so not a node internal aspect.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Proposal should be allowed to be included in the study area. However, we are 




making a change to the architecture so this is not technically correct in the contribution.





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Even with RET control unit in the logical node of the Node B we will need a 



new specification from O&M to the RET control unit.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include the proposal in the study area of the TR without stating that there is no 



change to the architecture (removal of a sentence). Nevertheless, concerns were raised regarding the Node 



B internal 
interface that it is intended to be standardised here. Requirement section is likely to be 





modified.

Also incoming LS from SA5 in R3-031463 (answer to RAN3 #37 LS R3-031247) was treated to this topic: see section 5.2.

11.1.7
Multiple Input Multiple Output Antennas Iub/Iur Protocol Aspects

RAN3 WI (RInImp-MIMO-IubIur). BB under RAN1 feature. Target: RAN#23 (0%).

No contribution.
11.1.8
(TR R3.014) Subscriber and Equipment Trace support in UTRAN

RAN3 WI (OAM-Trace-RAN). Target: RAN#23 (status:15 %).

LS R3-031267 was treated under this agenda item (see section 5): Noted without LS answer.

R3-031408
Skeleton TR R3-014 v0.0.2 "Support of Subscriber and Equipment Trace in UTRAN", Nortel

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): OMC-R is now called RNC element manager.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): UTRAN-EM would be better.

conclusion:
TR is agreed to become v0.1.0 in R3-031461 with updating 'OMC-R' by 'RNC-EM' before.





R3-031461 TR R3.014 v0.1.0 is noted unseen.

R3-031313
Tdoc for Approval, Trace recording in DRNC, Ericsson

presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Proposed to add 2 requirements to the TR and adding DRNC case to section 6.1.3 and updating 6.1.2 




accordingly.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Corresponding Nortel/Nokia contribution in R3-031415.





Treated together with R3-031415.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposals of this Tdoc are not agreed due to discussions about R3-031415.

R3-031415
Tdoc for Approval, Further consideration on "Tracing in the DRNC", Nortel

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Tracing in DRNC





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Tracing on Iub (under DRNC) relevant?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If you have Iub and Iur it is useless to trace both (as same information).





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Ok for management based trace but what about subscriber drift activation in 




DRNC?





Mony Kochupillai (3): Tracing without tracing Iub makes no sense.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Tracing on Iub is not intended to be excluded but tracing of Iub of a DRNC if Iur 



is already traced.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): With management activation you could limit the tracing. For mobility 




reasons we have to consider several RNCs so it should be possible to activate a trace in the DRNC.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Trace configuration would be only in the DRNC.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): For soft HO we have to start the trace in the SRNC. But for the DRNC it is 



the question whether the handover case mentioned in the SA5 LS R3-031267 is a requirement.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Tracing by management activation is defined for a certain area and do not 



propagate but for Tracing by signalling activation tracing is following the user i.e. tracing propagates.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): No management based activation in the DRNC is needed. Propagation of tracing 



over Iur is a different thing which is ffs.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): We don't agree to not allow management based activation in the DRNC as 



limitation to the SRNC would not allow to trace UEs moving to a DRNC. Furthermore, SA5 stated a clear 



requirement in their LS that we have to fulfill.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Before seeing SA5 triggering conditions I would not like to exclude Tracing 



with Management based activation in the DRNC.





Support from mmO2, Vodafone and Motorola to ask SA5 to clarify for what purpose SA5 thinks Tracing 



with management based activation in the DRNC is needed/useful.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. No working assumption about limiting Tracing with management based activation to the 



SRNC is agreed this time. So contribution(s) to the next meeting is needed that tracing with management 



based activation in the DRNC is really needed/useful otherwise the not yet agreed working assumption 



will become a working assumption.

R3-031413
Tdoc for Approval, SRNS Relocation Aspects, Nortel

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Management based activation in 2 RNCs (SRNC and target RNC) could be





postprocessed afterwards (using time stamping etc.)

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal to include text of section 2 in the study area of TR R3.014 is agreed. LS to SA2 



is not agreed.

R3-031414
Tdoc for Approval, Study of R99 solution for Signaling based Activation, Nortel

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We should send an LS to SA5 whether we can reuse their parameters from 32.422 



and clarify some parameters.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Proposed way forward for agreement section?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to put proposed text in the study area of the TR R3.014. Proposed way forward 




will also be included in the study area of the TR. Olivier Guyot (Nokia) will draft an LS to SA5 in R3-




031462 (see section 13) to clarify e.g. needed parameters on Iu for signalling based activation, meaning of 



Trigger Id and OMC(EM)-Id.





Also R3-031412 might have impact on the LS R3-031462 to SA5 (see conclusions there).

R3-031412
Tdoc for Approval, Details on Trace Parameters, Nortel

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Information decoded or encoded?





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): No trace on Iupc?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): No UE context on the Iupc so it might be difficult.





Vincent Danno (Orange): Trace recording session reference has just local meaning. Do we need a network 



wide reference to allow the linking? We should not rely on the assumption that due to relocation the link 



is clear.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We provide support for Trace so this is a topic that should be handled in SA5.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Triggering events are not needed for management based activation method.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Same trace reference for different RNCs possible/problematic?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Mechanisms to identify the RNC are available and 'Trace recording reference 




identifier' was proposed by Nortel. The correlation of the data from different RNC is then an SA5 issue.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): What about vendor extensions in trace mentioned in 32.422?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): No management based activation for Public Id.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): For management based activation if you have SRNS relocation then trace 



will not be propagated?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel) and Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Is already clear from SA5 spec.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Tracing is just applicable for an area and if UE leaves the area then the trace 



will stop.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to put proposal in the study area of TR R3.014. Triggering event just for signalling 



based activation and note that tracing on Iupc is ffs will be added.





Public Ids will be addressed in the LS to SA5 R3-031462.

R3-031410
Tdoc for Approval, Further considerations on Management Activation solutions, Nortel

Tdoc is withdrawn as it was updated in R3-031424.

R3-031424
Tdoc for Approval, related to R3.014, Further considerations on Management Activation solutions, Nortel, Lucent, Motorola

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Only one NMS dealing with CN and UTRAN.





Support from Nick Outram (mmO2) and Vincent Danno (Orange) for the proposal.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): High level architecture figure indicates that CN is not allowed to send 




signalling activation. This rules out solution 1. So we should go for solution 2.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include section 2 in the study area of TR R3.014. Not agreed to put text in 




agreement section.

R3-031409
Tdoc for Approval, Requirements in TS 32.421, Nortel

Tdoc was not treated.

R3-031399
Tdoc for Approval, Signalling Based Activation, Nokia

R3-031400
Tdoc for Approval, Iur mobility, Nokia

R3-031411
Tdoc for Approval, Details on solution 1 for Management Activation, Nortel

All 3 Tdocs were withdrawn.

R3-031472
TR R3.014 v0.1.1 "Support of Subscriber and Equipment Trace in UTRAN" - rapporteur's summary of RAN3 #38, Nortel

Will be provided directly after RAN3 #38 to summarize all RAN3 #38 agreements.

Tdoc was not treated.

11.1.9
Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN

New RAN2 WI (NTShar-UTRANEnh). BB under SA1 feature. Target: RAN #23.

No contribution.

11.1.10
Improved Access to UE Measurement Data for CRNC to support TDD RRM

New RAN3 WI (RANimp-RRMopt-UEMsD). SI TR was TR 25.801. Target: RAN#23.

R3-031282
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, RANimp-RRMopt-UEMsD, Initial Discussion on UE measurement availability, InterDigital

presented by James Miller (InterDigital)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): SRNS relocation might be better?





James Miller (InterDigital): Was already studied in the previous SI.





James Miller (InterDigital): Offered to discuss any sort of possible comments to this via the email 





reflector as the finalization is planned for March 2004.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposals of the Tdoc are agreed but delegates are asked to raise possible additional 




comments (if any) on the email reflector well before RAN3 #39 submission deadline.

11.1.11
Evolution of the transport in the UTRAN

Generic feature (ETRAN).

R3-031270
Tdoc for Approval, Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment, Nortel, Lucent

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Bearer establishment without ALCAP on an ATM-based Iub.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Without switching delay not relevant. We are introducing optionality on Iub in order 



to reduce delay for non switched case on Iub. And this was never a problem?





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Agrees. Any figures for the improvement?





Assumption is that a lot of Iubs will not have a switching opportunity and if it not used (in non-switching 



case) it is useful to avoid it.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): ALCAP is not useless. This depends on the implementation.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Also a lot of maintenance procedures for ALCAP.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Only optional use for transport bearer establishment is proposed here.





Mony Kochupillai (3): Useful to remove it but why is it necessary to standardise it (if RNC and Node B 



from same vendor)? How big is the benefit of the proposal?





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Gain of the proposal is unclear. Optionality is not a benefit regarding 





interoperability.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Corresponding CRs in R3-031271, R3-031272, R3-031273 and R3-031274. No agreement 



reached.

R3-031271
CR cat.B to 25.401 v6.1.0, REL-6, ETRAN, ,Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment, Nortel, Lucent

R3-031272
CR cat.B to 25.426 v5.3.0, REL-6, ETRAN, Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment, Nortel, Lucent

R3-031273
CR cat.B to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-6, ETRAN, Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment, Nortel, Lucent

All 3 CRs presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

conclusion:
All 3 CRs are not agreed. Further offline discussion necessary.

R3-031274
CR cat.B to 25.434 v5.2.0, REL-6, ETRAN, Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment, Nortel, Lucent

not presented as similar to already presented CRs

conclusion:
CR is not agreed. Further offline discussion necessary.

11.2
Study Items

11.2.1
(TR 25.897) FS on the Evolution of UTRAN Architecture

RAN3 SI (RANimp-FSEvo). Target: RAN#23 (20%).

R3-031422
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, Additional requirements for the evolution of UTRAN architecture, LG Electronics

presented by Yong Woo Shin (LG Electronics)

discussion:
Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): take SRNS relocation out of CN and reach independence between CN 



and UTRAN? answer: yes





Alexander Vesely (chairman): 2nd requirement seems to be out of scope as it is intended to evolve the 




current architecture.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Multiradio aspect have been discussed earlier as well and it is not out of the scope 



as such. It was not in relation with CDMA2000 but with GERAN.





Proposal to rephrase first requirement: The evolved architecture shall minimise impact on the core 





network.'





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): There shall be no impact on the CN architecture. However, there could be 




some impacts such as the CN SS7 configuration for example, if we consider the split of user plane and 



control plane in two nodes.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. 2nd requirement is not agreed. First requirement will be modified to 'The evolved 





architecture shall minimise impact on the core network.' and included in TR 25.897.

R3-031350
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, Requirements for UTRAN Architecture Evolution, Panasonic

presented by Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): In RAN3 we have not yet seen anything about 'Enhanced UL' but requirement 




makes sense.





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Requirement itself is senseful but it is unclear how it can be fulfilled





Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic): Agrees that Enhanced UL is not the best example as corresponding work 



has just started but you might also consider HSDPA as an example.

.conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Requirement is agreed to be included in TR 25.897.

R3-031396
Tdoc for Approval,related to 25.897, Analysis of R99 - demand for evolution?, Nokia

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
Is a contribution that was submitted to some previous meetings without having a chance to present it.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): RLC retransmissions more harmful for high rate bitrate users.





Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic): Agreeing to the proposal just to HARQ HSDPA sentence in 2.2.3: We don't 



see a need for RLC retransmissions in this context.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): End to end delay not considered? answer: not in this contribution specifically, 



but the UTRAN delay is part of the end-to-end delay.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): RLC retransmissions (continuous, window size 1) and HARQ (parallel stop 



and go transmissions) are not really comparable; 2.2.2 statistical multiplexing gain already used today.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): HSDPA for NRT and DCH for RT is too strict a rule as we cannot even assume the 



availability of HSDPA in all cells and terminals.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): DCH is scheduled traffic.





Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): Not sure that the contribution fulfills the requirement to take the 




current radio protocol specifications into account.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): The contribution does not violate the requirement because there is no such 





proposal. The document is only identifying areas that could be improved in the new architecture.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): If RLC in Node+ a lot of relocations might be the consequence and the QoS 



will be degraded.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): This Tdoc is not an architecture proposal.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Support to put it in the study area of the TR.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to be included in the study area of the TR.

R3-031378
Tdoc for Discussion, related 25.897, Discussion on benefits and drawbacks of standardisation of evolution of UTRAN architecture, Lucent

presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent)
discussion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman): Proposal it is in the middle between stating requirements and drawing 




conclusions. So it is difficult to find a good place to include this in the TR.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): As the TR rapporteur: No problem to include it in the study area of the TR.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Assumed benefits takes already some conclusions about the architecture so it would 



be good to explain the conditions for the assumed benefits by some short if sentences.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include text in the study area of the TR. Sudeep Palat (Lucent) and Sami Kekki 



(Nokia) could make slight revisions to the benefits to clarify the assumed conditions for the mentioned 



benefits.

R3-031269
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, Architectural principles for the evolution of the UTRAN 






architecture: Separation of cell, multi-cell and user related functions, Alcatel

presented by Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Doubts that relocation in user plane possible without using/informing the 




control plane. So to consider different relocation procedures for control and user plane unclear.





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Control plane context will not move.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): 6.3.4.3.1 Will it (moving control plane towards Node B) work with channel 



switching between common and dedicated channels? answer: yes





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Question is the interface effort for this.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Common channel processing and dedicated channel processing at different places 



might not always work for HSDPA.





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): 6.3.4.3.1 





Sami Kekki (Nokia): O&M and interoperability between operators not addressed.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Was already covered in the Lucent proposal as it this was a more general paper.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Not necessary to consider operational aspects for including Alcatel proposal in 



the study area of the TR.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Not user plane can be shifted but node which covers the user plane. Is this the case?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Functionalities floating around different nodes should indeed be avoided.





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): We might remove the paragraph 'Based on the above arguments...' (above 




section 3) for the 
moment and don't introduce it in the TR. We could come with a new proposal for this.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Instead of removing the paragraph: '... to place the nodes containing user plane 



functions ...'.





Francesco Casalino (Telecom Italia): Also replace 'functions' by 'nodes' afterwards.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Channel switching needs to be further studied. Proposal is agreed to be included in the 




study area of the TR with adding 'the nodes containing' and replacing 'functions' by 'nodes'.

R3-031401
Tdoc for Approval, related 25.897, Proposed function split for evolved UTRAN, Siemens

presented by Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens)
discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Where is NBAP terminated? answer: in RCS





Sami Kekki (Nokia): I would assume that NBAP is in UPS.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): User plane terminated in UPS





Sami Kekki (Nokia): then there should be something stated about the fact that NBAP goes not only over 



Iub but also over Iui.





Veronica Sanchez (Motorola): Where would MAC-sh be located? answer: part of UPS see fig. 2.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): What is meant by 'inband signalling'? Do you mean frame protocol?





answer: control signalling coming from Iups, frame protocol also part of UPS





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Then some rewording is needed.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Could you explain 'server pool'? answer: relates to IETF server pool solution





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): In this case inter RCS interfaces would be needed.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): N to 1 redundancy has to be considered as if one server is going down then all 



other servers will take over a part. Is 'balancing idea' of previous contribution not intended anymore?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposed text will go into the study area of the TR with the following changes:





- Termination of NBAP has to be clarified (e.g. in a figure).





And as 'inband signalling' needs to be clarified and 'server pool' impacts on the architecture have to be 




studied:





- Last sentence of 3rd paragraph in 2.1 ("However, the standards shall support reliability of the RCS 




  functions by allowing implementations that are based on a server pool.") and third bullet point of UPS 



  function list in 2.2 ("Handling of inband signalling data either between RCS and UE or between RCS 



  and adjacent network nodes (e.g. UPS, Node B, CN nodes)") will be removed. Also 'e.g.' will be added  



  to this UPS list.

R3-031298
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, UE / Cell Split UTRAN evolved architecture, NEC

presented by Juan Noguera (NEC)
discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): No degradation compared to R99 how is this possible? answer: due to split in CN no 



performance impact.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): The split of MSC in the CS-CN is not analogous to the new Iui as the new Iui is a 



lot more critical and complex from the performance viewpoint than Mc.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): RRC is terminated in Radio Control Server? answer: yes





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): NBAP and RRC in another Node but they have to communicate. New 





interface? Does it make sense to terminate NBAP in UPS?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): New interface would degrade performance compared to R99.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): MEGACO (media gateway controller, IETF protocol) needs to be further studied 



in this proposal.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): The advertised new package for Megaco would in effect be a new protocol, so 




calling it just another Megaco package would likely be an over-simpification.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): 5.4 point c is for further study (ffs) and this should be added.





Juan Noguera (NEC): More than one RCS for one UPS for redundancy reasons.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Redundancy for UPS considered? answer: not considered here





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Legacy Iur and UPS: UPS can be considered as SRNC,





Juan Noguera (NEC): RCS controls UE, no control from RCS to a DRNC this is done via Iur.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Redundancy main reason for terminating NBAP in UPS?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): NBAP terminated in two different points (for common and dedicated)? in UPS and 



RCS? answer: just in UPS





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Functional termination in UPS and RCS for the NBAP procedures would 



be beneficial.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Cell control in UPS would cause additional O&M effort?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 proposal in study area of the TR adding a list of 



open issues (e.g. MEGACO: new package needs to be standardised for Iui, multiplicity/redundancy of 




RCS and UPS, chapter 3: The level of degradation of this architecture proposal compared to R99 is ffs, 



NBAP termination in UPS: which NBAP functions?, O&M effort due to moving cell related functions to 



UPS, relocation from R99 RNC to RCS/UPS).

R3-031379
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, Architectural Proposal for UTRAN evolution Study Item, Lucent

presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent)
discussion:
Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): Iur also used between different RNSs or also used inside?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): More than one RAN server can control an RNS? answer: yes





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Introduction of iNodeBs would have an impact on the CN as the number of CN 




interfaces would dramatically increase.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Multiplicity of Iu-u especially regarding CN has to be studied.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal will be included in the study area of the TR adding all open issues of R3-031298 



also to this proposal (modifications in the future not excluded).





In general multiplicity on Iu-u to be studied for NEC/Lucent/Siemens architecture proposals from CN and 



iNode B point of view (no/minimal functional impact expected, performance impact?); interaction 





between Iu-c and Iu-u needs also be studied for these 3 proposals (NEC: R3-031298, Lucent: R3-031379, 



Siemens: R3-031401).

R3-031351
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, Mobility in Evolved UTRAN Architecture, Panasonic


R3-031392
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, UTRAN Evolutions - Last Mile impacts for NodeB+, Alcatel

R3-031395
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, Analysis of split RNC proposal, Nokia

R3-031425
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, More about last mile, Nokia

All 4 Tdocs not treated.

11.2.2
FS on UTRA Wideband Distribution Subsystems

RAN4 SI (RInImp-WDS). Target: approval at RAN#23 (50%).

No contribution.

11.2.3
FS on Uplink Enhancements for Dedicated Transport Channels

RAN1 SI (RInImp-FSUpDTrCh). RAN2/3/4: 2nd responsible for the TR. Target: RAN#22 (50%).

Incoming LS R3-031430 was treated under this agenda item (noted, LS answer postponed): see section 5.2.

R3-031297
Tdoc for Discussion, E-DCH L2/L3 issues, Nokia

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
Just questions for clarification considered.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.

11.2.4
FS on Uplink Enhancements for UTRA TDD

RAN1 SI (RInImp-FSUpEnhTDD). RAN2/3/4: 2nd responsible for the TR. Target: RAN#23 (status: 5%).

No contribution.

11.2.5
FS on Low Output Powers for general purpose FDD BSs

RAN3 SI (RInImp-FSLoPw). Transferred from RAN4 (evaluation finished). Target: RAN #22 (status: 50%)

R3-031393
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, New approach regarding low output power BS, Telefonica

R3-031394
TR 25.8xx v0.0.1 proposal, REL-6, TR on ‘Low Output Powers for general purpose FDD BSs’, Telefonica

Both Tdocs were not treated.

11.3
Others

11.3.1
Technical Enhancements and small Improvements

RAN WI (TEI6).

R3-031328
CR cat.B to 25.423 v5.7.0, REL-6, TEI6, Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD, Siemens

R3-031329
CR cat.B to 25.433 v5.6.0, REL-6, TEI6, Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD, Siemens

R3-031346
CR cat.F to 25.453 v6.2.0, REL-6, TEI6, Initial UE Position IE only necessary for GPS, Siemens

R3-031347
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.453 v6.2.0, REL-6, LCS-Rel4Pos, Improvement of position calculation by increasing the number of measurements, Siemens

R3-031348
CR cat.F to 25.453 v6.2.0, REL-6, LCS-Rel4Pos, Improvement of position calculation through set enlargement, Siemens

All 5 Tdocs were not treated.

12
Other work for future releases

12.1
Proposals for new work tasks

No contribution.

12.2
Others

No contribution.

13
Outgoing liaison statements

A summary of the outgoing liaison statements (LS) is given in Annex C. Incoming liaison statements can be found in section 5 and Annex B.

R3-031292
REL-6, RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS, Draft response LS to SA2 LS S2-033244 =R3-031129 on Voice 

Tdoc was not treated as we wait for RAN2 decisions.

R3-031382
Related to 25.413 R99, Draft LS to GERAN on Cause value for service handover, Alcatel

LS was withdrawn by Alcatel.

R3-031428
REL-6, PRIOR (Priority Service), Draft reply LS to S1-030935 = R3-031260 on “Comments on Priority Service Guide” (to: SA1; cc: -), Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): LS implicitly says 'no impact on RAN3' which is not really the case.

conclusion:
Contents of the LS is agreed. LS will be revised by MCC to provide the final LS in R3-031471.





R3-031471 is agreed unseen and it was sent out on Friday 10.10.03.

R3-031429
REL-5, Draft LS on incorporation of PCAP in 25.921 (to: RAN2; cc: -), Siemens

LS was drafted in connection with R3-031335.

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
'.' has to be deleted. This is a DRAFT LS which should have 'source: Siemens'.

conclusion:
LS contents is agreed. LS will be revised by MCC to provide final LS in R3-031452 removing the '.' and 



attaching the attachment R3-031335 missing in R3-031429.





R3-031452 is agreed unseen and it was sent out on Wednesday 08.10.03.

R3-031436
Draft LS on Location Reporting (to: RAN2; cc: -), Siemens

LS was drafted in connection with R3-031345 to clarify 25.305 and 25.413 misalignment.

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We should add a task like 'RAN3 asks RAN2 to aligning 25.305 REL-5 based on 



25.413.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Remove attachment. Should be DRAFT LS and 'source: Siemens'.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Change font of cited text.

conclusion:
LS will be revised by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens) in R3-031453 to take the comments above into 




account.

R3-031453
Draft LS on Location Reporting (to: RAN2; cc: -), Siemens

LS was drafted in connection with R3-031345 to clarify 25.305 and 25.413 misalignment.

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Does not see a 'contradiction'.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We should add RANAP text.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): It is RAN3 understanding that even if the accuracy is not as requested we report. 



However, the last sentence in the RANAP paragraph might not be interpreted in that way by RAN2. So 



better don't cite RANAP.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): So do we need also a CR to clarify this in RANAP?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We have no cause value in RANAP to indicate that accuracy was not fulfilled.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Two 'may' in the text so no contradiction. Second part in 25.305 is not in line 




with the RAN3 understanding.

conclusion:
Draft LS R3-031453 was revised online in R3-031455.





R3-031455 will be revised by MCC to provide the final LS in R3-031456 and remove the last sentence 



'RAN3 asks RAN2 ...' under actions in R3-031455.





R3-031456 is agreed unseen and it was sent out on Wednesday 08.10.03.

R3-031444
REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Draft LS on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category (to: RAN2; cc: -), Nokia

Drafted to clarify question regarding RRC in R3-031403.

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
This is a DRAFT LS and source should be Nokia.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Meaning of 'on the fly' in this LS? answer: 'during the lifetime of a RL'.

conclusion:
LS will be revised in R3-031454 by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia) to correct the 'on the fly' sentences.





R3-031454 was revised in R3-031457 as there was still a mistake.

R3-031457
REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Draft LS on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category (to: RAN2; cc: -), Nokia

Drafted to clarify question regarding RRC in R3-031403.

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

conclusion:
Contents of this LS is agreed. LS will be revised by MCC will provide final LS in R3-031458.





R3-031458 is agreed unseen and it was sent out on Wednesday 08.10.03.

R3-031448
REL-5, Draft LS on alignment of the range of the PCCPCH power (to: RAN2; cc: -), CATT/CCSA

LS not treated.

R3-031459
Draft LS on Local Service area concept for MBMS (to: SA2; cc: SA1), NEC

outcome of discussions about R3-031307

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): If more than one local service area under this RNC then it would be more than 



one bearer. So multiple Iu MBMS bearer would be needed even for the same service.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): We have not yet looked at Iur mobility. 





Vincent Danno (Orange): 'Local Service Area' should be changed to 'Local Multicast Area' (SA2 





terminology).

conclusion:
LS was revised (online) in R3-031468 (change from 'Local Service Area' to 'Local Multicast Area' was 



done without revision marks).





R3-031468 was revised by MCC in R3-031469 to provide the final LS and to correct one change from 



'Local Service Area' to 'Local Multicast Area' under 'Actions' was forgotten in the online revision.





R3-031469 was agreed unseen and it was sent out on Friday 10.10.03.

R3-031462
REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Draft LS on Trace parameters over Iu (to: SA5; cc: -), Nokia

LS drafted in connection with R3-031414

not presented

LS was revised in R3-031467.

R3-031467
REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Draft LS on Trace parameters over Iu (to: SA5; cc: -), Nokia

presented by Olivier Guyot (Nokia)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
Contents of this LS is agreed. LS will be revised by MCC in R3-031470 to provide the final LS.





R3-031470 is agreed unseen.

14
Next meetings (agendas, etc.)

Nothing to report.

15
Any other business

Nothing to report.

16
Closing of the meeting

The TSG RAN WG3 chairman Alexander Vesely thanked the delegates for participating and contributing to RAN WG3 meeting #38, he thanked ETSI for hosting the meeting and closed the meeting on October 10th, 2003 at about 16:00 o'clock.
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Annex B:
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #38

	LS Tdoc no.
	Subject
	Reply to
	from
	to
	cc
	request for RAN3 action
	contact company
	status/comments

	R3-031129 = S2-033244
	Optimisation of  Voice over IMS
	-
	SA2
	RAN3, SA4, RAN2
	-
	yes
	3
	was noted at RAN3 #37; as draft LS answer in R3-031190 was not agreed at RAN3 #37 the LS answer was postponed at RAN3 #37. At RAN3 #38 a draft LS answer was provided in R3-031292. However R3-031292 was not treated as it was agreed to wait for RAN2 decisions, i.e. LS answer is postponed so far.

	R3-031196 = R1-030902
	Node B behaviour during subsequent RL synchronisation
	-
	RAN1
	RAN3
	-
	yes
	Qualcomm
	was noted at RAN3 #37; LS answer was postponed  at RAN3 #37 to give delegates the chance to bring contributions to RAN3 #38. Several contributions discussed at RAN3 #38 regarding second action item from RAN #21 (see section 5.1). As there was no time to treat R3-031460 an LS answer is postponed so far.

	R3-031260 = RP-030470 = S1-030935
	TR 22.952, Priority Service Guide – request for review and comment
	-
	SA1 (via RAN)
	SA2, SA5, CN, RAN, T, GERAN
	-
	yes
	Telcordia
	noted; LS answer drafted in R3-031428; final LS answer in R3-031471

	R3-031261 = RP-030541 = ITU-T SG11 LS16
	Consent of Q.2630.3, Q.2631.1, and Q.2632.1
	-
	ITU-T SG11 (via RAN)
	SA, RAN, CN
	-
	no
	Siemens
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-031262 = RP-030542 = ITU-T SG11 LS10
	Electronic Meeting on Signalling Requirements for IP-QOS
	-
	ITU-T SG11 (via RAN)
	ITU-T SG16, Q.F/16
	ITU-T SG2, Q.2/2; ITU-T SG9, Q.13/9; ITU-T SG12, Q.13/12; ITU-T SG13, Q.16/13 & Q.6/13 & Q.7/13; ETSI (for 3GPP); TIA (for 3GPP2); ETSI (TIPHON & SPAN); Study Group SSG on IMT-2000 and beyond, Q.6/SSG & Q.7/SSG
	no
	Lucent
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-031263 = R2-032032
	Usage of RTCP & SDP in MBMS
	S4-030388 = R3-030627 (RAN #36)
	RAN2
	SA4
	SA2, RAN3
	no
	Samsung
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-031264 = S4-030670
	Update of WID on MBMS
	S1-030876 and S1-031002 
	SA4
	SA1
	SA2, SA3, SA5, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN1, GERAN2, CN1
	no
	Nokia
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-031265 = S4-030686
	Usage of RTCP & SDP in MBMS
	R2-032032 = R3-031263
	SA4
	RAN2
	SA2, RAN3, GERAN1, GERAN2
	no
	Nokia
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-031266 = S4-030687
	Scalable codecs for MBMS
	R2-030089 (of joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS, Jan. 2003)
	SA4
	RAN2
	RAN3, SA2
	no
	Nokia
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-031267 = S5-038547
	Trace in UTRAN 
	R3-031242 (RAN3 #37)
	 SA5 SWG-D
	RAN3
	-
	yes
	Ericsson
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-031268 = T2-030489
	Clarification on “Restriction of Service Area List”
	R3-030353 (RAN3 #34)
	T2
	RAN3
	-
	yes
	Celltick
	noted; LS answer postponed until a solution is agreed

	R3-031430 = R1-031108
	'Feasibility Study for Enhanced Uplink for UTRA FDD' TR for review
	-
	RAN1
	RAN2, RAN3, RAN4
	-
	yes
	Nokia
	noted; LS received during RAN3 #38 (Mon); LS answer is postponed to RAN3 #39

	R3-031447 = R2-032264
	Reporting of attempted UE positioning methods over Iu
	R3-031254
	RAN2
	RAN3
	SA2, GERAN, RAN, CN4
	no
	Vodafone
	noted; LS received during RAN3 #38 (Tue); no LS answer

	R3-031463 = S5-038681
	RAN Work Item "Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on SA5
	R3-031247
	SA5
	RAN3
	RAN, SA, SA2
	yes
	Vodafone
	noted; LS received during RAN3 #38 (Thu); LS answer is postponed to RAN3 #39

	R3-031465 = R2-032282
	Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state
	-
	RAN2
	CN1, SA2, RAN3
	-
	yes
	Samsung
	noted; LS received during RAN3 #38 (Fri); LS answer is postponed to RAN3 #39

	R3-031466 = R2-032263
	Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE
	R1-030954
	RAN2
	RAN1, RAN3, RAN4
	-
	yes
	Ericsson
	noted; LS received during RAN3 #38 (Fri); LS answer is postponed to RAN3 #39


14 incoming Liaison statements (3 of them forwarded from RAN #21, 5 of 14 LSs received during the meeting RAN3 #38) and in addition 2 LSs (R3-031129, R3-031196) which were already treated at RAN3 #37 were reconsidered to decide about LS answers. 7 LS answers were postponed to RAN3 #39.

Annex C:
Outgoing liaison statements of TSG RAN WG3 #38
	final LS Tdoc no.
	Subject
	Reply to
	to
	cc
	Release
	contact company
	history, comments

	R3-031452
	Incorporation of PCAP in 25.921
	-
	RAN2
	-
	REL-5
	Siemens
	LS started in connection with R3-031335; draft LS in R3-031429

	R3-031456
	Location Reporting
	-
	RAN2
	-
	R99
	Siemens
	LS started in connection with R3-031345; draft LS in R3-031436, R3-031453, R3-031455

	R3-031458
	HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category
	-
	RAN2
	-
	REL-5
	Nokia
	LS started in connection with R3-031403; draft LS in R3-031444, R3-031454, R3-031457

	R3-031469
	Local Multicast area concept for MBMS
	-
	SA2
	SA1
	REL-6
	NEC
	LS started in connection with R3-031307; draft LS in R3-031459, R3-031468

	R3-031470
	Trace parameters over Iu
	-
	SA5
	-
	REL-6
	Nokia
	LS started in connection with R3-031414; draft LS in R3-031462, R3-031467

	R3-031471
	“Comments on Priority Service Guide”
	S1-030935 = R3-031260
	SA1
	-
	REL-6
	Nortel
	draft LS in R3-031428


6 outgoing Liaison Statements.

note: Only the final LSs are approved by 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 and sent out to other groups. The drafts are just mentioned for completeness.

Annex D:
List of technical documents

	Agenda item
	Tdoc #
	Type
	CR #
	rev.
	Cat.
	TS/TR #
	Vers.
	Rel.
	WI code
	Title
	Source
	Status
	Related Tdocs (rev, cat F, LS)
	comments
	presented by

	
	green: Tdoc exists; yellow: Tdoc doesn't exist but withdrawn or postponed; red: Tdoc doesn't exist but not withdrawn
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	"xxx" is not the correct WI code (it is used for information in this list since there is not yet a code available for TSG RAN work)
	
	
	blue: approved, agreed, in principle agreed, partly agreed;    green: noted, already treated;    yellow: withdrawn, revised;    orange: not treated, postponed, pending;    no color: not agreed or rejected
	
	
	

	3
	R3-031255
	Report
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #37 held in Budapest, Hungary, August 25th-29th, 2003
	MCC
	revised
	R3-031256
	revised in R3-031256 to include review comments
	-

	3
	R3-031256
	Report
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Revised draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #37 held in Budapest, Hungary, August 25th-29th, 2003
	MCC
	revised
	 
	revision of R3-031255; revised in R3-031426
	-

	2
	R3-031257
	Agenda
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Agenda RAN WG3 meeting #38 in Sophia Antipolis, France, October 6th- 10th, 2003
	chairman
	approved
	 
	 
	Alexander Vesely

	6.1
	R3-031258
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	30.531
	0.11.1
	REL-6
	-
	30.531 v0.11.1 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3, Editor's proposal for an update
	MCC
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-031259
	Joern Krause

	6.1
	R3-031259
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	30.531
	0.12.0
	REL-6
	-
	30.531 v0.12.0 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3
	RAN3
	agreed
	 
	revision of R3-031258
	-

	5
	R3-031260
	LSin
	-
	-
	via RAN
	-
	-
	REL-6
	PRIOR (Priority Service)
	LS on TR 22.952, Priority Service Guide – request for review and comment (RP-030470 = S1-030935; from: SA1; to: SA2, SA5, CN, RAN, T, GERAN; cc: -)
	RAN
	noted
	R3-031471
	forwarded from RAN #21 to RAN3 ; action from RAN requested; draft LS answer in R3-031428; final LS answer in R3-031471
	Alexander Vesely

	5
	R3-031261
	LSin
	-
	-
	via RAN
	-
	-
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	LS on Consent of Q.2630.3, Q.2631.1, and Q.2632.1 (RP-030541 = ITU-T SG11 LS16; from: ITU-T SG11; to: SA, RAN, CN; cc: -)
	RAN
	noted
	 
	forwarded from RAN #21 to RAN3 ; no action requested; no LS answer
	Alexander Vesely

	5
	R3-031262
	LSin
	-
	-
	via RAN
	-
	-
	REL-6
	ETRAN
	LS on Electronic Meeting on Signalling Requirements for IP-QOS (RP-030542 = ITU-T SG11 LS10; from: ITU-T SG11; to: ITU-T SG16, Q.F/16; cc: ITU-T SG2, Q.2/2; ITU-T SG9, Q.13/9; ITU-T SG12, Q.13/12; ITU-T SG13, Q.16/13 & Q.6/13 & Q.7/13; ETSI (for 3GPP); TIA (for 3GPP2); ETSI (TIPHON & SPAN); Study Group SSG on IMT-2000 and beyond, Q.6/SSG & Q.7/SSG)
	RAN
	noted
	 
	forwarded from RAN #21 to RAN3 ; no action requested; no LS answer
	Sudeep Palat

	5
	R3-031263
	LSin
	-
	-
	cc R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	LS reply to S4-030388 = R3-030627 on Usage of RTCP & SDP in MBMS (R2-032032; from: RAN2; to: SA4; cc: SA2, RAN3)
	RAN2
	noted
	R3-030627
	RAN2 answer to S4-030388 = R3-030627 which was treated at RAN3 #36 without LS answer; no RAN3 action requested in R3-031263; no LS answer
	Sungho Choi

	5
	R3-031264
	LSin
	-
	-
	cc R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	LS reply to S1-030876 and S1-031002 on “Update of WID on MBMS" (S4-030670; from: SA4; to: SA1; cc: SA2, SA3, SA5, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN1, GERAN2, CN1)
	SA4
	noted
	 
	SA4 answer to S1-030876 and S1-031002; no RAN3 action requested; no LS answer
	-

	5
	R3-031265
	LSin
	-
	-
	cc R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Reply to LS to R2-032032 = R3-031263 on “Usage of RTCP & SDP in MBMS" (S4-030686; from: SA4; to: RAN2; cc: SA2, RAN3, GERAN1, GERAN2)
	SA4
	noted
	R3-031263
	SA4 answer to R2-032032 = R3-031263; no RAN3 action requested; no LS answer
	Tuomas Hakuli

	5
	R3-031266
	LSin
	-
	-
	cc R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	LS reply to R2-030089  on scalable codecs for MBMS (S4-030687; from: SA4; to: RAN2; cc: RAN3, SA2)
	SA4
	noted
	 
	SA4 answer to R2-030089 which was sent from the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS in Jan.2003; no RAN3 action requested; no LS answer
	Tuomas Hakuli

	5
	R3-031267
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Reply LS to R3-031242 on Trace in UTRAN (S5-038547; from: SA5 SWG-D; to: RAN3; cc: -)
	SA5 SWG-D
	noted
	R3-031242
	SA5 SWG-D answer to R3-031242 of RAN3 #37; RAN3 action requested; no LS answer
	Martin Israelsson

	5
	R3-031268
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	-
	-
	LS reply to R3-030353 on Clarification on “Restriction of Service Area List” (T2-030489; from: T2; to: RAN3; cc: -)
	T2
	noted
	R3-030353
	T2 answer to R3-030353 of RAN3 #34; RAN3 action requested; LS answer postponed until a solution is agreed
	Philippe Godin

	11.2.1
	R3-031269
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.3.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Architectural principles for the evolution of the UTRAN architecture: Separation of cell, multi-cell and user related functions
	Alcatel
	noted
	 
	Channel switching needs to be further studied. Proposal is agreed to be included in the study area of the TR with adding 'the nodes containing' and replacing 'functions' by 'nodes'.
	Dietrich Zeller

	11.1.11
	R3-031270
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	ETRAN
	Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment
	Nortel, Lucent
	noted
	 
	Corresponding CRs in R3-031271, R3-031272, R3-031273 and R3-031274. No agreement reached.
	Saso Stojanovski

	11.1.11
	R3-031271
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.401
	6.1.0
	REL-6
	ETRAN
	Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment
	Nortel, Lucent
	not agreed
	 
	Further offline discussion necessary
	Saso Stojanovski

	11.1.11
	R3-031272
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.426
	5.3.0
	REL-6
	ETRAN
	Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment
	Nortel, Lucent
	not agreed
	 
	Further offline discussion necessary
	Saso Stojanovski

	11.1.11
	R3-031273
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-6
	ETRAN
	Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment
	Nortel, Lucent
	not agreed
	 
	Further offline discussion necessary
	Saso Stojanovski

	11.1.11
	R3-031274
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.434
	5.2.0
	REL-6
	ETRAN
	Optional Use of ALCAP for Iub Bearer Establishment
	Nortel, Lucent
	not agreed
	 
	Further offline discussion necessary
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031275
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Intention of the Tdoc is agreed.
	Saso Stojanovski

	10.6.4
	R3-031276
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows 
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-031440
	revised in R3-031440
	Saso Stojanovski

	10.6.4
	R3-031277
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-031441
	revised in R3-031441
	-

	10.6.6
	R3-031278
	CR
	-
	 
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Resource Status Indication for HSDPA
	Nortel
	not agreed
	 
	agreement about this CR objected by Nokia who sees no need for a CR. Further email discussion possible.
	Saso Stojanovski

	10.6.4
	R3-031279
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	 
	Saso Stojanovski

	10.6.4
	R3-031280
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA
	Nortel
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR is in principle agreed with the removal of 'measurement power offset'. Nokia & Motorola would prefer to see the CR for REL-6 only.
	Saso Stojanovski

	10.6.4
	R3-031281
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA
	Nortel
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR is in principle agreed with the removal of 'measurement power offset'. Nokia & Motorola would prefer to see the CR for REL-6 only.
	-

	11.1.10
	R3-031282
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-RRMopt-UEMsD
	Initial Discussion on UE measurement availability
	InterDigital
	noted
	 
	Proposals of the Tdoc are agreed but delegates are asked to raise possible additional comments (if any) on the email reflector well before RAN3 #39 submission deadline.
	James Miller

	10.6.4
	R3-031283
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of Backward Compatibility for Uni-directional DCH indicator.  
	InterDigital, Nortel
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	James Miller

	10.6.4
	R3-031284
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7 .0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of Backward Compatibility for Uni-directional DCH indicator.  
	InterDigital, Nortel
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031285
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-031431
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031286
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7 .0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-031432
	-

	11.1.3.7
	R3-031287
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Combination of PTM transmission procedure
	Samsung
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031288
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	On Attach/Detach functionality
	Samsung
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031289
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Analysis on Iur UE Linking
	Samsung
	noted
	R3-031306, R3-031326
	treated together with R3-031306 and R3-031326; agreed to reuse as much as possible existing Iur procedures. 'UE link via Iur for Cell_DCH and Cell_FACH users during service availability' and 'Cell_PCH linking at session start' are issues for further study, i.e. no agreements about this so far.
	Sungho Choi

	5.1
	R3-031290
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.427
	5.2.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Signaling support to change TPC pattern during loss of UL synchronization
	Samsung
	withdrawn
	R3-031291
	After discussion of R3-031445 a new CR is provided in R3-031460.
	Chunying Sun

	5.1
	R3-031291
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.427
	-
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Power control handling during loss of UL synchronization
	Samsung
	noted
	R3-031377, R3-031445
	see also R3-031445
	Chunying Sun

	11.1.5
	R3-031292
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS
	Draft response LS to SA2 LS S2-033244 = R3-031129 on Voice over IMS (to: SA2; cc: RAN2, SA4)
	3
	not treated
	R3-031129
	Response to S2-033244 = R3-031129; not treated as we wait for RAN2 decisions
	-

	11.1.2
	R3-031293
	for Info
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-BFE
	Email discussion report for Beamforming Enhancement
	Nokia
	withdrawn
	 
	withdrawn as there was no email discussion
	-

	11.1.2
	R3-031294
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-BFE
	Signalling Support for Beamforming Enhancement
	Nokia
	not agreed
	R3-031464
	revision needed in the future; revision was provided in R3-031464 on Friday
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	11.1.2
	R3-031295
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-BFE
	Further Consideration on Beamforming Enhancement
	Nokia
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.1
	R3-031296
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-IfIsM
	The Benefit of Code Sharing during Compressed Mode
	Nokia
	noted
	 
	Email discussion will be kicked off by Nokia on the reflector and companies are asked to state all their concerns there so that the concerns and solutions can be covered in the TR R3.006.
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	11.2.3
	R3-031297
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	E-DCH L2/L3 issues
	Nokia 
	noted
	 
	Just questions for clarifications were considered.
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	11.2.1
	R3-031298
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	UE / Cell Split UTRAN evolved architecture
	NEC
	noted
	 
	Agreed to include sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 proposal in study area of the TR adding a list of several open issues
	Juan Noguera

	10.6.4
	R3-031299
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Modification of the dynamic range of the PCCPCH Power
	CATT/CCSA
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	Na Wu

	10.6.4
	R3-031300
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Modification of the dynamic range of the PCCPCH Power, DwPCH Power and Max FPACH Power
	CATT/CCSA
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR is in principle agreed under the condition that the upper boundary of the range is changed to 43dBm.
	Na Wu

	10.7.1
	R3-031301
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.425
	5.5.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Clarification of Rx Timing Deviation for 1.28Mcps TDD
	CATT/CCSA
	not agreed
	 
	Intention of CR is agreed, but CATT is asked to solve the problem in a backwards compatible way
	Na Wu

	10.7.1
	R3-031302
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.427
	5.2.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Clarification of Rx Timing Deviation for 1.28Mcps TDD
	CATT/CCSA
	not agreed
	 
	Intention of CR is agreed, but CATT is asked to solve the problem in a backwards compatible way
	-

	10.7.1
	R3-031303
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.435
	5.5.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Clarification of Rx Timing Deviation for 1.28Mcps TDD
	CATT/CCSA
	not agreed
	 
	Intention of CR is agreed, but CATT is asked to solve the problem in a backwards compatible way
	-

	10.6.6
	R3-031304
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Clarification of Timing advance applied for 1.28Mcps TDD
	CATT/CCSA
	not agreed
	 
	Intention of this CR is agreed but not the CR as it is. CATT is asked to prepare REL-4 and REL-5 CRs and to solve the problem in a backward compatible way.
	Na Wu

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031305
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Transferring MBMS data on Iur
	NEC, Telecom Modus
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031306
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Iur linking
	NEC, Telecom Modus
	noted
	R3-031289, R3-031326
	treated together with R3-031289 and R3-031326
	Chenghock Ng

	11.1.3.4
	R3-031307
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Iu bearer for local service area
	NEC, Telecom Modus
	noted
	R3-031459
	Chenghock Ng (NEC) will draft an LS to SA2 in R3-031459 to check the status of the requirement and for which release it is intended.
	Chenghock Ng

	11.1.3.4
	R3-031308
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Session Stop and MBMS Iu Signalling connection
	NEC, Telecom Modus
	noted
	 
	Agreed working assumption: If repetition scheme is transparent to RNC then releasing RAB at Session Stop.
	Chenghock Ng

	10.6.2
	R3-031309
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Handling of non-standard cause
	NEC
	noted
	 
	No agreement for the proposed change.
	Chenghock Ng

	10.6.2
	R3-031310
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of SNA Access Information
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR is in principle agreed but it will be merged in a RANAP review CR for RAN3 #39
	Ingela Ericsson

	11.1.3.3
	R3-031311
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.1.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Session start and Iu user plane establishment – RRC connected
	Ericsson
	noted
	 
	As Tdoc was based on an assumption which is against current agreement (no session start via Iur) the proposal was not agreed. Nevertheless, contributions on whether agreements have to be reconsidered because of not yet considered scenarios are always welcomed.
	Peter Edlund

	11.1.3.3
	R3-031312
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.1.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Session start and Iu user plane establishment – RRC idle
	Ericsson
	noted
	 
	Proposal is not agreed.
	Peter Edlund

	11.1.8
	R3-031313
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.0.2
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Trace recording in DRNC
	Ericsson
	noted
	 
	Proposals of this Tdoc are not agreed due to discussions about R3-031415
	Martin Israelsson

	8.6.4
	R3-031314
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.423, 25.433
	3.14.0, 3.14.0
	R99
	TEI
	Correction for the activation time of new configurations
	NEC
	noted
	R3-031449
	Agreed: Releasing of RL not intended but clarifying what Node B should expect. Naoto Itaba (NEC) will check 25.212 section 4.12.14 to see whether change is needed from REL-5 on or from R99. Further email discussion on R3-031449 will take place.
	Naoto Itaba

	10.6.6
	R3-031315
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Ambiguity of the activation time of the Physical Shared CH Reconfiguration
	NEC
	noted
	 
	Intention of the Tdoc is agreed. CR will be prepared.
	Naoto Itaba

	10.6.4
	R3-031316
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction for the HS-DSCH Initial Capacity Allocation
	NEC
	in principle agreed
	 
	Note: It is left up to the companies whether they want to bring a new CR adding 2 new IEs on the control plane and to leave the upper bound of the initial window size at 2047.
	Naoto Itaba

	10.6.4
	R3-031317
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction for the HS-DSCH Initial Capacity Allocation
	NEC
	in principle agreed
	 
	See also note to R3-031316.
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031318
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	The usage of the MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size
	NEC
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	Naoto Itaba

	10.6.4
	R3-031319
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	The usage of the MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size
	NEC
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031320
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction for the implicit partition of HARQ process memory
	NEC
	postponed
	 
	 
	Naoto Itaba

	10.6.4
	R3-031321
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction for the implicit partition of HARQ process memory
	NEC
	postponed
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.6
	R3-031322
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Ambiguity of the Physical Shared CH Reconfiguration Response
	NEC
	not agreed
	 
	Agreed that Node B has to reply immediately (but needs to be further checked). Problem of parallel transactions needs to be solved. 
	Naoto Itaba

	10.6.6
	R3-031323
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction for the Dedicated Measurement procedure with all Node B Communication Context
	NEC
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR is in principle agreed with removing 'when Node B communication context exists' from 8.3.8.1 and 8.3.10.1.
	Naoto Itaba

	11.1.3.6
	R3-031324
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Consideration of the Iub transport bearer for MBMS
	NEC, Telecom Modus
	noted
	 
	No agreements reached so far.
	Chenghock Ng

	11.1.3.1
	R3-031325
	TS
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	TS 25.346 v2.2.0, Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in the Radio Access Network, Rapporteur's update of agreed changes of RAN2/3 #37
	Nokia
	noted
	 
	RAN3 comments (e.g. missing timeline figure in definition section) will be provided by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia) to the TS rapporteur
	Tuomas Hakuli

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031326
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	UE Linking via Iur
	Nokia
	noted
	R3-031289, R3-031306
	treated together with R3-031289 and R3-031306
	Tuomas Hakuli

	10.7.4
	R3-031327
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.435
	5.5.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Power control correction for DSCH for TDD
	Siemens, IPWireless, Interdigital
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	Mohammad Ali Memar

	11.3.1
	R3-031328
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD
	Siemens
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.3.1
	R3-031329
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD
	Siemens
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031330
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.423, 25.433
	5.7.0, 5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Discarding of MAC-hs SDUs
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	Proposal is not agreed. New solution with reasoning on how the problem is solved is needed.
	Mohammad Ali Memar

	10.9.1
	R3-031331
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.933
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Usage of PWE3 in UTRAN
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	no agreement achieved
	Mohammad Ali Memar

	10.9.1
	R3-031332
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.426
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	TNL QoS for IP Transport Option
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	 
	Mohammad Ali Memar

	9.6.6
	R3-031333
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	TDD-Corrections for NBAP Rel-4
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-031402
	corresponding cat.A CR in R3-031402; CR is not agreed as it is as CR needs to be divided into 3 parts (CTrCH, Synchronisation, ASN.1) and tabular has to be aligned with ASN.1. So an update will be needed in the future.
	Manfred Fehringer

	10.6.6
	R3-031334
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	TDD-Review Corrections for NBAP Rel-5
	Siemens
	postponed
	 
	CR will be discussed on the email reflector after RAN3 #38.
	Manfred Fehringer

	7.2
	R3-031335
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.921
	5.1.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Incorporation of PCAP
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	RAN3 agreed that attached CR can be included by RAN2 in 25.921. This proposal will be included in the draft LS R3-031429 also informing RAN2 that PCAP exists only from REL-5 onwards.
	Manfred Fehringer

	9.6.4
	R3-031336
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting
	Siemens
	not agreed
	 
	need for a change was agreed, but Siemens has to come back with a backward compatible solution
	Manfred Fehringer

	9.6.4
	R3-031337
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting
	Siemens
	not agreed
	 
	see comments to R3-031337
	-

	9.6.4
	R3-031338
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting
	Siemens
	not agreed
	 
	see comments to R3-031338
	-

	9.6.4
	R3-031339
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Range Extension for GPS Almanac Reporting
	Siemens
	not agreed
	 
	see comments to R3-031339
	-

	9.6.6
	R3-031340
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Correction of wrong number in GPS Timing calculation
	Siemens
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	Manfred Fehringer

	9.6.6
	R3-031341
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Correction of wrong number in GPS Timing calculation
	Siemens
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031342
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.423, 25.433
	5.7.0, 5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Common Measurement procedures behavior
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	 
	Manfred Fehringer

	10.6.4
	R3-031343
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Information recovery behavior for Common Measurement procedures
	Siemens
	postponed
	 
	Further offline discussion necessary.
	Manfred Fehringer

	10.6.4
	R3-031344
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Information recovery behavior for Common Measurement procedures
	Siemens
	postponed
	 
	Further offline discussion necessary.
	-

	9.6.2
	R3-031345
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Missing failure cause for location reporting
	Siemens
	noted
	R3-031436
	LS will be drafted to RAN2 in R3-031436 to indicate misalignment RANAP/25.305 in REL-5 and to clarify RAN3 understanding (RANAP always returns a positioning estimate with the best possible accuracy) 
	Manfred Fehringer

	11.3.1
	R3-031346
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.453
	6.2.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Initial UE Position IE only necessary for GPS 
	Siemens
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.3.1
	R3-031347
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.453
	6.2.0
	REL-6
	LCS-Rel4Pos
	Improvement of position calculation by increasing the number of measurements
	Siemens
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.3.1
	R3-031348
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.453
	6.2.0
	REL-6
	LCS-Rel4Pos
	Improvement of position calculation through set enlargement
	Siemens
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3.3
	R3-031349
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	CRNC context handling for UEs in URA_PCH
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	noted
	 
	Proposal was not agreed at the moment as situation in URA_PCH was considered to be different from idle mode. It is necessary to further study this issue.
	Chenghock Ng

	11.2.1
	R3-031350
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Requirements for UTRAN Architecture Evolution
	Panasonic
	noted
	 
	Requirement is agreed to be included in TR 25.897.
	Dragan Petrovic

	11.2.1
	R3-031351
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Mobility in Evolved UTRAN Architecture
	Panasonic
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.6
	R3-031352
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.802
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	Introduction of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna Control into UTRAN Architecture
	Vodafone, Siemens, Telecom Italia
	noted
	 
	Agreed to include the proposal in the study area of the TR without stating that there is no change to the architecture (removal of a sentence). Nevertheless, concerns were raised regarding the Node B internal interface that it is intended to be standardised here. Requirement section is likely to be modified.
	Andreas Hauser

	9.6.2
	R3-031353
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	-
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Correction of RAB Release Request
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Agreed: For interaction descriptions 'should' will be changed 2 times to 'may'. CRs for R99, REL-4 and REL-5 will be provided and either RAN3 #39 will agree about them or they will got to RAN #22 as technically correct CRs 
	Philippe Godin

	9.6.2
	R3-031354
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Correction of RAB Release Request
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	9.6.2
	R3-031355
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Correction of RAB Release Request
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	9.6.2
	R3-031356
	for Appr
	-
	-
	 
	25.413
	-
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Backwards compatibility for LCS
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Solution 3 (see R3-031357) is agreed
	Philippe Godin

	9.6.2
	R3-031357
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-031437, R3-031438
	revised in R3-031437 (REL-4) and R3-031438 (REL-5) to formulate statement in a positive way.
	Philippe Godin

	9.6.2
	R3-031358
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Backwards Compatibility for LCS-Full Solution
	Nortel
	not agreed
	 
	not agreed after discussion of R3-031356
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031359
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	no agreement achieved
	Philippe Godin

	10.9.1
	R3-031360
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.420
	5.1.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	not treated due to no agreement about R3-031359
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031361
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.414
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	not treated due to no agreement about R3-031359
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031362
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.426
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	ATM-IP Inter-working Specification in release 5 
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	not treated due to no agreement about R3-031359
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031363
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Correction of PE-node as an ATM switch Solution
	Nortel
	noted
	R3-031364
	 
	Philippe Godin

	10.9.1
	R3-031364
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.933
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans 
	Correction of PE-node as an ATM switch Solution
	Nortel
	not agreed
	 
	Intention of the CR is agreed however the CR as it is is not agreed as text has to be revised and discussed offline
	Philippe Godin

	10.9.1
	R3-031365
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.411
	-
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans 
	Selection of Q.IPC and PWE Solutions
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	no agreement achieved
	Philippe Godin

	10.9.1
	R3-031366
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.411
	5.0.0
	REL-6
	ETRAN-IPtrans 
	Selection of Q.IPC and PWE Solutions
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	not treated due to no agreement about R3-031365
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031367
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.413, 25.433
	-
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans 
	RNL Solution for IP Symmetrical TNL QoS 
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Agreed to not consider the 'direct DSCP' solution (in section 3) but a generic TNL QoS will be further studied (e.g semantics are not clear yet) which might include 'direct DSCP'. Due to concerns from Orange a decision is postponed.
	Philippe Godin

	10.9.1
	R3-031368
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	RNL Solution for IP Symmetrical TNL QoS 
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031369
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	RNL Solution for IP Symmetrical TNL QoS
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.2
	R3-031370
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	-
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of Position Data
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Alignment with GERAN; further offline discussion is necessary to agree about the reason for the proposed change.
	Philippe Godin

	10.6.2
	R3-031371
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of Position Data
	Nortel
	postponed
	 
	Alignment with GERAN; postponed due to R3-031370 discussions
	-

	11.1.3.4
	R3-031372
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS – Iu Bearer Set up
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	No queuing but immediate Iu bearer setup agreed. Redundancy of Iu bearers is an open issue as no agreement was possible. Latest SA2 situation has to be reflected in the RAN TS 25.346.
	Philippe Godin

	11.1.3.4
	R3-031373
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS – Iu Bearer Set up - CR proposal
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	Philippe Godin (Nortel) is asked to provide a text proposal for modifying TS 25.346 according to the agreements of R3-031372 so that at RAN3 #39 we can agree about an input document for the TS for the TS rapporteur.
	-

	11.1.5
	R3-031374
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.852
	-
	REL-6
	RANImp-RABSEIuEnhIMS
	IMS Requirements
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Not agreed to include proposed requirement.
	Philippe Godin

	11.1.5
	R3-031375
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	25.852
	0.1.1
	REL-6
	RANImp-RABSEIuEnhIMS
	TR 25.852 v0.1.1 Iu Enhancements for IMS Support in UTRAN - Rapporteur's proposal for an update
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.4
	R3-031376
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.901
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-NACC
	NACC Solution
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	5.1
	R3-031377
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Signalling Soft Handover Status to control TPC during loss of UL synchronization  
	Lucent
	noted
	R3-031291, R3-031445
	see also R3-031445
	Dimitris Vasilaras

	11.2.1
	R3-031378
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Discussion on benefits and drawbacks of standardisation of evolution of UTRAN architecture
	Lucent
	noted
	 
	Agreed to include text in the study area of the TR. Sudeep Palat (Lucent) and Sami Kekki (Nokia) could make slight revisions to the benefits to clarify the assumed conditions for the mentioned benefits.
	Sudeep Palat

	11.2.1
	R3-031379
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Architectural Proposal for UTRAN evolution Study Item
	Lucent
	noted
	 
	Proposal will be included in the study area of the TR adding all open issues of R3-031298 also to this proposal (modifications in the future not excluded).
	Sudeep Palat

	8.6.2
	R3-031380
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	3.14.0
	R99
	TEI
	Cause value for service handover
	Alcatel
	noted
	 
	No change agreed so far. GERAN can inform RAN3 as soon as there is a need to change something in RANAP 
	Nicolas Drevon

	8.6.2
	R3-031381
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI
	Cause value for service handover
	Alcatel
	withdrawn
	 
	withdrawn after discussion of R3-031380
	-

	8.6.2
	R3-031382
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	-
	R99
	TEI
	Draft LS to GERAN on Cause value for service handover
	Alcatel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	9.4
	R3-031383
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.414
	-
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel
	noted
	R3-031427
	treated together with counter proposal R3-031427
	Nicolas Drevon

	9.4
	R3-031384
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.414
	4.6.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel
	not agreed
	R3-031427
	 
	Nicolas Drevon

	9.4
	R3-031385
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.414
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel
	not agreed
	R3-031427
	 
	Nicolas Drevon

	10.9.1
	R3-031386
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.411
	5.0.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Additional L1 layer for R5
	Alcatel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031387
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.421
	5.0.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Additional L1 layer for R5
	Alcatel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-031388
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.433
	 
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	UL QoS Signalling in IP-Transport option
	Alcatel
	noted
	 
	Agreed to raise working assumption to go for an RNL solution to an agreement.
	Nicolas Drevon

	10.9.1
	R3-031389
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	UL QoS Signalling in IP-Transport option
	Alcatel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.5
	R3-031390
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.852
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS
	RTP.RTCP multiplexing for Voice over IMS
	Alcatel
	not treated
	 
	Tdoc was not treated as we wait for RAN2 decisions.
	-

	11.1.5
	R3-031391
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.852
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS
	IMS signalling considerations
	Alcatel
	noted
	 
	Section 2.2 will be included in the study area of the TR 25.852 changing the header to "Possible Mechanisms to satisfy the requirements 'priority' and 'delay' using the existing 'Signalling Indication'".
	Nicolas Drevon

	11.2.1
	R3-031392
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	UTRAN Evolutions - Last Mile impacts for NodeB+
	Alcatel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.5
	R3-031393
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.8xx
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSLoPw
	New approach regarding low output power BS
	Telefonica
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.5
	R3-031394
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	25.8xx
	0.0.1
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSLoPw
	TR on ‘Low Output Powers for general purpose FDD BSs’
	Telefonica
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-031395
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Analysis of split RNC proposal
	Nokia
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-031396
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Analysis of R99 - demand for evolution?
	Nokia
	noted
	 
	Agreed to be included in the study area of the TR.
	Sami Kekki

	8.7.1
	R3-031397
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R99
	TEI
	On the Frame Protocol Spare Extension mechanism
	Nokia
	noted
	 
	no agreement reached so far, further studying requested before coming to CRs
	Sami Kekki

	10.6.2
	R3-031398
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	RANAP review
	Nokia
	postponed
	 
	provided after RAN3 #38 to start RANAP REL-5 review
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031399
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.0.2
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Signalling Based Activation
	Nokia
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031400
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.0.2
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Iur mobility
	Nokia
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-031401
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Proposed function split for evolved UTRAN
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	Proposed text will go into the study area of the TR with the following changes: 1. termination of NBAP has to be clarified and 2. two sentences will be removed (last sentence of 3rd paragraph in 2.1 and 3rd bullet point of UPS function list in 2.2 ('e.g.' will be added to this UPS list).
	Mohammad Ali Memar

	9.6.6
	R3-031402
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	TDD-Corrections for NBAP Rel-5
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-031333
	corresponding cat.F CR in R3-031333; CR is not agreed as it is as CR needs to be divided into 3 parts (CTrCH, Synchronisation, ASN.1) and tabular has to be aligned with ASN.1. So an update will be needed in the future.
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031403
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category
	Nokia
	postponed
	 
	 RRC allows to modify the HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category but it is not considered to be senseful. LS to RAN2 was drafted in R3-031444 (final R3-031458) to clarify this. 
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	10.6.4
	R3-031404
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category
	Nokia
	postponed
	 
	 RRC allows to modify the HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category but it is not considered to be senseful. LS to RAN2 was drafted in R3-031444 (final R3-031458) to clarify this. 
	-

	8.6.1
	R3-031405
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R99
	TEI
	DCH Information Response Issue
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	no agreement reached whether RNSAP should be aligned with NBAP or whether NBAP alone should be modified or whether nothing needs to be modified; discussion will be continued by email also to address the question of the release for such a CR
	Yann Sehedic

	10.6.6
	R3-031406
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	NBAP Review
	Nortel
	postponed
	 
	CR will be discussed on the email reflector after RAN3 #38.
	-

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031407
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Timing of linking via Iur.
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031408
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.0.2
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Skeleton TR R3.014 v0.0.2 "Support of Subscriber and Equipment Trace in UTRAN".
	Nortel
	agreed
	R3-031461
	Assuming that 'OMC-R' is replaced by 'RNC-EM' R3-031408 is agreed to become v0.1.0 in R3-031461 
	Yann Sehedic

	11.1.8
	R3-031409
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Requirements in TS 32.421
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031410
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Further considerations on Management Activation solutions
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	R3-031424
	see update in R3-031424
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031411
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Details on solution 1 for Management Activation
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031412
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Details on Trace Parameters
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Agreed to put proposal in the study area of TR R3.014. Triggering event just for signalling based activation and note that tracing on Iupc is ffs will be added. Public Ids will be addressed in the LS to SA5 R3-031462.
	Yann Sehedic

	11.1.8
	R3-031413
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	SRNS Relocation Aspects
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Proposal to include text in section 2 of TR R3.014 is agreed. LS to SA2 is not agreed.
	Yann Sehedic

	11.1.8
	R3-031414
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Study of R99 solution for Signaling based Activation
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Agreed to put proposed text in the study area of the TR R3.014. Proposed way forward will also be included in the study area of the TR. Olivier Guyot (Nokia) will draft an LS to SA5 in R3-031462 (see section 13) to clarify e.g. needed parameters on Iu for signalling based activation, meaning of     Trigger Id and OMC(EM)-Id. Also R3-031412 might have impact on the LS R3-031462 to SA5 (see conclusions there).
	Yann Sehedic

	11.1.8
	R3-031415
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Further consideration on "Tracing in the DRNC".
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	No working assumption about limiting Tracing with management based activation to the SRNC is agreed this time. So contribution(s) to the next meeting is needed that tracing with management based activation in the DRNC is really needed/useful otherwise the not yet agreed working assumption will become a working assumption.
	Yann Sehedic

	10.6.2
	R3-031416
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Clarification to NAS Synchronisation Indicator
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-031123
	Re-submission of R3-031123, CR589 not treated during RAN3#37; revised in R3-031439 to have 'no impact' on the CR cover sheet
	Olivier Guyot

	11.1.3.7
	R3-031417
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Protocol Model for MBMS transport channel
	LG Electronics
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031418
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Considerations for UE Mobility
	LG Electronics
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3.5
	R3-031419
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Concerns on MBMS attach procedure
	LG Electronics
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3.4
	R3-031420
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS UE context in UTRAN
	LG Electronics
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-031451
	-

	11.1.3.4
	R3-031421
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Considerations on MBMS Deregistration
	LG Electronics
	noted
	 
	Modification of first added bullet in 5.1.1: "- or if the MBMS Service Context does not contain any UE link at the time of a Session Stop". Second added bullet in 5.1.1 will be removed. 5.1.8 addition is not agreed so far.
	Min-Jung Kim

	11.2.1
	R3-031422
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.2.1
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Additional requirements for the evolution of UTRAN architecture
	LG Electronics
	noted
	 
	2nd requirement is not agreed. First requirement will be modified to 'The evolved architecture shall minimise impact on the core network.' and included in TR 25.897.
	Yong Woo Shin

	11.1.4
	R3-031423
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.901
	0.3.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-NACC
	Agreement on Open Issues in TR 25.901
	Vodafone
	noted
	 
	Checked that GERAN discussions have no impact on RAN3 NACC discussion. No decisions at this meeting but decisions about this Tdoc will be taken at RAN3 #39 so delegates are asked to be prepared.
	Brendan Mc Williams

	11.1.8
	R3-031424
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Further considerations on Management Activation solutions
	Nortel, Lucent, Motorola
	noted
	R3-031410
	Revision of R3-031410. Agreed to include section 2 in the study area of TR R3.014. Not agreed to put text in agreement section.
	Yann Sehedic

	11.2.1
	R3-031425
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.3.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	More about last mile
	Nokia
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	3
	R3-031426
	Report
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Final report of  3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #37 held in Budapest, Hungary, August 25th-29th, 2003
	RAN3
	approved
	R3-031255, R3-031256
	revision of R3-031256
	-

	9.4
	R3-031427
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.414
	4.6.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Nortel 
	not agreed
	R3-031383
	counter proposal to R3-031383; almost consensus reached to send Link Characteristics mandatory from R99 on; finally due to concerns from 3 only CRs from REL-4 on accepted (see R3-031433, R3-031434, R3-031435)
	Philippe Godin

	13
	R3-031428
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	PRIOR (Priority Service)
	Draft  reply LS to S1-030935 = R3-031260 on “Comments on Priority Service Guide” (to: SA1; cc: -)
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-031471
	Contents of this draft LS is agreed; draft LS revised in R3-031471 to prepare final LS
	Philippe Godin

	13
	R3-031429
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	25.921
	-
	REL-5
	-
	Draft LS on incorporation of PCAP in 25.921 (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	Siemens
	revised
	R3-031335, R3-031452
	Drafted in connection with the discussion about R3-031335; contents of this draft LS is agreed with removing a '.' and adding the attachment; draft LS revised in R3-031452 to prepare final LS
	Manfred Fehringer

	5
	R3-031430
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	LS on 'Feasibility Study for Enhanced Uplink for UTRA FDD' TR for review (R1-031108; from: RAN1; to: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4; cc: -)
	RAN1
	noted
	 
	RAN3 action requested; LS received on Mon morning 06.10.03; LS answer is postponed until RAN3 #39
	Sami Kekki

	10.6.4
	R3-031431
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital
	revised
	R3-031285
	revision of R3-031285; revised in R3-031442 to solve tabular/ASN.1 discrepancy
	James Miller

	10.6.4
	R3-031432
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital
	revised
	R3-031286
	revision of R3-031286; revised in R3-031443 to solve tabular/ASN.1 discrepancy
	-

	9.4
	R3-031433
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.414
	3.13.0
	R99
	TEI
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel
	withdrawn
	R3-031383, R3-031427
	outcome of discussions about R3-031383 and R3-031427
	-

	9.4
	R3-031434
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.414
	4.6.0
	REL-4
	TEI
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel
	in principle agreed
	R3-031383, R3-031427
	outcome of discussions about R3-031383 and R3-031427
	-

	9.4
	R3-031435
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.414
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	TEI
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel
	in principle agreed
	R3-031383, R3-031427
	outcome of discussions about R3-031383 and R3-031427
	-

	13
	R3-031436
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	-
	Draft LS on Location Reporting (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	Siemens
	revised
	R3-031345
	Drafted in connection with the discussion about R3-031345; revised in R3-031453
	Manfred Fehringer

	9.6.2
	R3-031437
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution
	Nortel
	in principle agreed
	R3-031357
	revision of R3-031357; with removing 'Limited Solution' from the title and taking the correct version of the specification the CR is in principle agreed
	Philippe Godin

	9.6.2
	R3-031438
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution
	Nortel
	in principle agreed
	R3-031357
	related to revision of R3-031357; with removing 'Limited Solution' from the title and taking the correct version of the specification the CR is in principle agreed
	-

	10.6.2
	R3-031439
	CR
	-
	1
	D
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Clarification to NAS Synchronisation Indicator
	Nokia
	in principle agreed
	R3-031123, R3-031416
	revision of R3-031416
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031440
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows 
	Nortel, Alcatel
	not agreed
	R3-031276
	revision of R3-031276; CR is not agreed so far; email discussion and new contribution for RAN3 #39 expected
	Saso Stojanovski

	10.6.4
	R3-031441
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to Addition of HS-DSCH MAC-d Flows
	Nortel, Alcatel
	not agreed
	R3-031277
	revision of R3-031277; CR is not agreed so far; email discussion and new contribution for RAN3 #39 expected
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031442
	CR
	-
	2
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital
	in principle agreed
	R3-031285, R3-031431
	revision of R3-031431
	James Miller

	10.6.4
	R3-031443
	CR
	-
	2
	F
	25.423
	5.7 .0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital
	in principle agreed
	R3-031286, R3-031432
	revision of R3-031432; including changes which are not backward compatible to the previous version of REL-5
	James Miller

	13
	R3-031444
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Draft LS on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-031403
	Drafted to clarify question regarding RRC in R3-031403; revised in R3-031454
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	5.1
	R3-031445
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Soft-handover signalling for UL-sync
	Samsung
	noted
	 
	agreed to use soft handover indicator on frame protocol (but to study frame protocol extensions first)
	Chunying Sun

	10.6.4
	R3-031446
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Tabular format notation when special ASN.1 constructs are used
	Interdigital
	noted
	 
	Solution 2 is agreed
	James Miller

	5
	R3-031447
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-5
	-
	LS reply to R3-031254 on Reporting of attempted UE positioning methods over Iu (R2-032264; from: RAN2; to: RAN3; cc: SA2, GERAN, RAN, CN4)
	RAN2
	noted
	R3-031254
	RAN2 answer to R3-031254 of RAN3 #37; no RAN3 action requested; received Tue evening 07.10.03; no LS answer
	Brendan Mc Williams

	13
	R3-031448
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	-
	Draft LS on alignment of the range of the PCCPCH power (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	CATT/CCSA
	not treated
	R3-031299, R3-031300
	LS drafted in connection with the CRs in R3-031299 and R3-031300
	-

	8.6.4
	R3-031449
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.423, 25.433
	3.14.0, 3.14.0
	R99
	TEI
	Problem of the activation time for the new configuration
	NEC
	not treated
	R3-031314
	Will be discussed in the email discussion of R3-031314.
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-031450
	for Info
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Instruction for the usage of the Protocol IE Single Container
	NEC
	noted
	 
	just provided for information
	-

	11.1.3.4
	R3-031451
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS UE context in UTRAN
	LG Electronics
	noted
	R3-031420
	revision of R3-031420; agreed to include 'UE link contains all the MBMS UE contexts (as defined in 23.246) of a given UE' in definition section of TS 25.346.
	Yong Woo Shin

	13
	R3-031452
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	25.921
	-
	REL-5
	-
	Final LS on incorporation of PCAP in 25.921 (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031429
	Drafted in connection with the discussion about R3-031335; revision of R3-031429; sent out on Wed 08.10.03
	-

	13
	R3-031453
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	-
	Draft LS on Location Reporting (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	Siemens
	revised
	R3-031345, R3-031436
	revision of R3-031436; revised in R3-031455
	Manfred Fehringer

	13
	R3-031454
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Draft LS on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-031403, R3-031444
	revision of R3-031444; revised in R3-031457
	-

	13
	R3-031455
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	-
	Draft LS on Location Reporting (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	Siemens
	revised
	R3-031345, R3-031436, R3-031453
	revision of R3-031453 (provided online); contents of this draft LS R3-031455 is agreed with removing last sentence under actions; draft LS revised by MCC in R3-031456 to prepare final LS
	-

	13
	R3-031456
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	-
	Final LS on Location Reporting (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031345, R3-031436, R3-031453, R3-031455
	discussion about R3-031345 led to this LS; revision of R3-031455; sent out on Wed 08.10.03
	-

	13
	R3-031457
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Draft LS on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-031403, R3-031444, R3-031454
	revision of R3-031454; contents of this draft LS R3-031457 is agreed; draft LS revised by MCC in R3-031458 to prepare final LS
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	13
	R3-031458
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Final LS on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category (to: RAN2; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031403, R3-031444, R3-031454, R3-031457
	question regarding R3-031403 led to this LS; revision of R3-031457; sent out on Wed 08.10.03
	-

	13
	R3-031459
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Draft LS on Local Service area concept for MBMS (to: SA2; cc: SA1)
	NEC
	revised
	R3-031307
	outcome of discussions about R3-031307; revised in R3-031468 (online)
	Chenghock Ng

	5.1
	R3-031460
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.427
	5.2.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Signalling Support for soft handover indicator
	Samsung, Lucent
	not treated
	 
	First proposal in the direction of the agreements of R3-031445. But not treated due to a lack of time.
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031461
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.1.0
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	TR R3.014 v0.1.0 "Support of Subscriber and Equipment Trace in UTRAN".
	Nortel
	noted
	R3-031408
	 
	-

	13
	R3-031462
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Draft LS on Trace parameters over Iu (to: SA5; cc: -)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-031414
	LS drafted in connection with R3-031414; revised in R3-031467
	-

	5
	R3-031463
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	LS Reply to LS R3-031247 on RAN Work Item "Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on SA5 (S5-038681; from: SA5; to: RAN3; cc: RAN, SA, SA2)
	SA5
	noted
	R3-031247
	SA5 answer to R3-031247 of RAN3 #37; RAN3 action requested; LS received on Thu afternoon 09.10.03; LS answer is postponed
	Andreas Hauser

	11.1.2
	R3-031464
	CR
	-
	1
	B
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-BFE
	Signalling Support for Beamforming Enhancement
	Nokia
	not treated
	R3-031294
	revision of R3-031294
	-

	5
	R3-031465
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	LS on Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state (R2-032282; from: RAN2; to: CN1, SA2, RAN3; cc: -)
	RAN2
	noted
	 
	RAN3 action requested; LS received on Fri morning 10.10.03; LS answer is postponed
	Gert-Jan van Lieshout

	5
	R3-031466
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-5
	TEI
	Reply LS to R1-030954 on Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE (R2-032263; from: RAN2; to: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4; cc: -)
	RAN2
	noted
	 
	LS answer to R1-030954; RAN3 action requested; LS received on Fri noon 10.10.03; LS answer is postponed
	Martin Israelsson

	13
	R3-031467
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Draft LS on Trace parameters over Iu (to: SA5; cc: -)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-031414, R3-031462
	LS drafted in connection with R3-031414; revision of R3-031462; contents of this draft LS R3-031467 is agreed; draft LS revised in R3-031470 to prepare final LS
	Olivier Guyot

	13
	R3-031468
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Draft LS on Local Multicast area concept for MBMS (to: SA2; cc: SA1)
	NEC
	revised
	R3-031307, R3-031459
	outcome of discussions about R3-031307; online revision of R3-031459; contents of this draft LS R3-031468 is agreed; draft LS revised by MCC in R3-031469 to prepare final LS (also correcting one missing 'Service' to 'Multicast' change)
	-

	13
	R3-031469
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Final LS on Local Multicast area concept for MBMS (to: SA2; cc: SA1)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031307, R3-031459, R3-031468
	outcome of discussions about R3-031307; revision of R3-031468; sent out on Fri 10.10.03
	-

	13
	R3-031470
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Final LS on Trace parameters over Iu (to: SA5; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031414, R3-031462, R3-031467
	LS drafted in connection with R3-031414; revision of R3-031467; sent out on Fri 10.10.03
	-

	13
	R3-031471
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	PRIOR (Priority Service)
	Final reply LS to S1-030935 = R3-031260 on “Comments on Priority Service Guide” (to: SA1; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031428
	revision of R3-031428; sent out on Fri 10.10.03
	-

	11.1.8
	R3-031472
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.1.1
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	TR R3.014 v0.1.1 "Support of Subscriber and Equipment Trace in UTRAN" - rapporteur's summary of RAN3 #38
	Nortel
	not treated
	R3-031408
	 
	-
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Annex E:
List of in principle agreed CRs of RAN WG3 #38

The table lists all CRs which were in principle agreed at RAN3 #38 and which will be resubmitted to RAN3 #39 (based on the official September 2003 version of the specification) to come to a quick agreement. The table includes already the Tdoc numbers and CR numbers that have to be used at RAN3 #39.

Submission deadline: In principle agreed CRs have to be made available on the RAN3 reflector before Wed 05.11.2003 noon CET (i.e. one week before the usual submission deadline).

	RAN3 Tdoc # (RAN3 #39)
	RAN3 Tdoc # (RAN3 #38)
	CR #
	rev.
	Cat.
	TS/TR #
	Vers.
	Rel.
	WI code
	Title
	Source

	R3-031477
	R3-031437
	596
	-
	F
	25.413
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution
	Nortel

	R3-031478
	R3-031438
	597
	-
	A
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Backwards Compatibility for LCS- Limited Solution
	Nortel

	R3-031479
	R3-031434
	068
	-
	F
	25.414
	4.6.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel

	R3-031480
	R3-031435
	069
	-
	A
	25.414
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Inclusion of AAL2 Link Characteristics in ERQ
	Alcatel

	R3-031481
	R3-031340
	899
	-
	F
	25.433
	4.10.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Correction of wrong number in GPS Timing calculation
	Siemens

	R3-031482
	R3-031341
	900
	-
	A
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Correction of wrong number in GPS Timing calculation
	Siemens

	R3-031483
	R3-031316
	867
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction for the HS-DSCH Initial Capacity Allocation
	NEC

	R3-031484
	R3-031317
	901
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction for the HS-DSCH Initial Capacity Allocation
	NEC

	R3-031485
	R3-031284
	868
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7 .0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of Backward Compatibility for Uni-directional DCH indicator
	InterDigital, Nortel

	R3-031486
	R3-031283
	902
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of Backward Compatibility for Uni-directional DCH indicator
	InterDigital, Nortel

	R3-031487
	R3-031443
	869
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7 .0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital

	R3-031488
	R3-031442
	903
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Reconfiguration of Multiple Radio Links in TDD
	InterDigital

	R3-031489
	R3-031318
	870
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	The usage of the MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size
	NEC

	R3-031490
	R3-031319
	904
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	The usage of the MAC-hs Reordering Buffer Size
	NEC

	R3-031491
	R3-031280
	871
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA
	Nortel

	R3-031492
	R3-031281
	905
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA
	Nortel

	R3-031493
	R3-031439
	598
	-
	D
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Clarification to NAS Synchronisation Indicator
	Nokia

	R3-031494
	R3-031299
	872
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Modification of the dynamic range of the PCCPCH Power
	CATT/CCSA

	R3-031495
	R3-031300
	906
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Modification of the dynamic range of the PCCPCH Power, DwPCH Power and Max FPACH Power
	CATT/CCSA

	R3-031496
	R3-031323
	907
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction for the Dedicated Measurement procedure with all Node B Communication Context
	NEC

	R3-031497
	R3-031327
	105
	-
	F
	25.435
	5.5.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Power control correction for DSCH for TDD
	Siemens, IPWireless, Interdigital

	-
	R3-031310
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of SNA Access Information
	Ericsson


22 CRs were in principle agreed at RAN3 #38 (1 of them R3-031310 will be merged in the RANAP REL-5 review CR.

The coloured fields are already revised for RAN3 #39 (compared to RAN3 #38).

Note: R3-031439 will be included in the RANAP review CR by the the RANAP rapporteur Olivier Guyot (Nokia), therefore R3-031493 will not be submitted to RAN3 #39.
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