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Executive Summary

TSG RAN WG3 #40 was held four weeks after TSG RAN #22.

Due to the large number of new RAN3 specifications (52) after RAN #22 in December because of the introduction of REL-6 specifications and the rather short time to prepare contributions (submission deadline 07.01.2004 noon) considering Christmas vacations, this RAN3 meeting #40 was mainly focussed on (see chairman's email of 31.12.2003 on the RAN3 reflector)

- resubmission of not yet treated Rel-6 documents and a big effort to come to conclusions for the Rel-6 work

- R99/Rel-4/Rel-5: RAN tasks and urgent issues only

i.e. therefore just a few CRs (50) were submitted this time and REL-6 conceptual work was the focus.

The main aspects of TSG RAN WG3 #40 were:

· REL-6 WI MBMS: About 30% of all contributions addressing this topic. 5 incoming LSs and 4 outgoing LSs on MBMS. Joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS was held on Wednesday morning to clarify a few open issues with RAN2 (summary in R3-040151 an corresponding 2 outgoing LSs to SA2 in R3-030164 on Handling of RRC connected PMM Idle users and R3-040181 on RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS). Inputs to TS 25.346 discussed. Controversial discussions about Iur linking concepts.

· REL-5 IP Transport related issues: First CR proposals for PWE3 and IP-ALCAP were discussed and basic agreement how the CRs have to be drafted for RAN #23 (according to action item from RAN #22) was achieved. Details have to be discussed by email before RAN3 #41.

· REL-6 WI NACC: Several conclusions with inputs to TR 25.901 and planning of CR preparation for RAN3 #41.
· REL-6 WI Remote Control of Electrical Tilting Antennas: A number of agreements for the study area of the TR 25.802 (already available as v0.3.2 in R3-040172). Decision about an ad hoc on this WI (proposed by Vodafone for February 2004) was postponed to RAN3 #41 and if agreed there intended in April 2004.

· REL-6 WI Subscriber and equipment Trace support in UTRAN: Several agreements for the study area of R3.014.

· REL-6 SI Evolution of UTRAN Architecture: All 12 contributions to this topic were treated with a number of contributions to the study area of TR 25.897. Controversial discussions as comparison of different concepts is difficult.

· REL-6 SI 'FS on Uplink Enhancements for Dedicated Transport Channels': Answer to RAN1 LS R3-031430 from RAN1 was drafted in R3-040162 but was again postponed as there was no consensus. But LS on shorter TTI for E-DCH was sent to RAN1 in R3-040178.

· REL-6 SI Low Output Powers for general purpose FDD BSs: TR 25.807 introduced, filled with contents and agreement reached about a solution.

· REL-6 WI Iu enhancements for IMS: Attempt to draw some conclusions on require SIP signalling RAB attributes failed. Topic needs to be considered in SA2.
Statistics of TSG RAN WG3 meeting #40:

· 48 participants

· 181 contributions (including 50 CRs)

· 11 new incoming liaison statements (in addition: 10 LSs of previous RAN3 meetings reconsidered)

· 9 outgoing liaison statements

· 13 in principle agreed CRs (as inputs for RAN3 #41):

· 0 CR proposals for Rel.99

· 1 CR proposals for Rel.4 (1 category F, 0 category A)

· 5 CR proposals for Rel.5 (4 category F, 1 category A)

· 7 CR proposals for Rel.6 (0 category F, 5 category A, 2 category B)

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 #40 in Sophia Antipolis, France at ETSI premises and he explained the organisation of the meeting.

The meeting started on Monday morning 12.01.2004 at 09:00 o'clock.

2
Approval of the agenda

R3-040003
Agenda RAN WG3 meeting #40 in Sophia Antipolis, France, January 12th - 16th, 2004, chairman

presented by
Alexander Vesely (chairman)

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

conclusion:
The Tdoc is approved.

During RAN3 #40 it was decided to have a joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS on Wednesday morning 14.01.2004. See section 11.1.2 and for a summary of this ad hoc R3-040151 (also available as a copy in annex F).

3
Approval of minutes

R3-040001
Draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #39 held in San Diego, USA, November 17th - 21st, 2003

source:

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

conclusion:
The Tdoc is revised in R3-040002 to include the received review comments.

R3-040002
Revised draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #39 held in San Diego, USA, November 17th -21st, 2003

source:

Joern Krause (MCC), Tdoc was not presented.

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): R3-031737 decision does not exactly reflect the conclusion as solution 2 is also 



not exactly described in the LS.





Note: No further comments were received during RAN3 #40.

conclusion:
Comment from Philippe Godin (Nortel) will be solved offline. The contents of the report was agreed. The 



Tdoc is revised in R3-040138 to provide the final minutes.





Note: During the offline discussion with Philippe Godin (Nortel) the revised sentence of R3-040002:





"After offline discussion, solution 2 (as described in LS R3-031252) was agreed. it was agreed that 




Common Id will not be send together with SNA ('solution 2')."





was modified again for the final report to





"After offline discussion, it was agreed that a Common Id including SNA shall not be sent ('solution 2') 



in case there is no access right for the UE in the location area."

R3-040138
Final report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #39 held in San Diego, USA, November 17th -21st, 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
TSG RAN #22 Report & Tasks

Apart from the following exceptions all RAN WG3 CRs submitted to RAN #22 were approved:

· RP-030644 (RAN1, RAN2, RAN3 combined REL-5 CR package) on HARQ topics for HSDPA:
RAN1 CR was approved. RAN2 and both RAN3 CRs were revised in RP-030713 (to have the expression 'soft channel bits') which was approved. In addition RP-030660 (to add TDD part like in RAN1 CR of RP-030644) was approved. And also RP-030712 (RAN1 CRs only) on a related RAN1 terminology alignment was approved.

· RP-030663 (RAN3 discussed company contribution to 25.423 REL-5 from Ericsson) on Correction of Traffic Class IE:
Discussion about mandatory IEs in extension container was ongoing in RAN3 (Ericsson, Nokia vs. Nortel, Siemens) without consensus. Therefore the CR was not agreed and RAN3 was requested to reconsider the topic.

· RP-030669 CRs (R99 & REL-4/REL-5 cat.A) to 25.413 on Correction of RAB Release Request Inter-working: R99 & REL-4 CRs were rejected due to concerns about necessity from 3 in RP-030707, only REL-5 CR was approved in RP-030715 (just category and WI code revised).

· RP-030670 CRs (R99 & REL-4/REL-5 cat.A) to 25.433 on DCH Information Response Issue:
Motorola, Huaweis and NEC brought up a counter proposal in RP-030700 to modify RNSAP (CRs in RP-030701) instead of NBAP (as in RP-030670). Nortel, Alcatel and Siemens still supported RP-030670 in their answer RP-030718. So as there was no agreement possible the CRs were rejected and RAN3 got the action item to reconsider the topic (see below).

· RP-030696 (25.423 & 25.433 REL-5 CRs) on Modification of the dynamic range of the PCCPCH power:
Due to the open issue of the lower boundary, CRs were sent back to RAN WG2 to decide about this first. So CRs will not be implemented after RAN #22 and topic will be revisited at RAN #23.

Further information regarding approved RAN3 CRs:

· For RP-030678 (25.427 REL-5 CR) on Signalling support for soft handover indicator (which was approved) an additional RAN1 CR was provided for 25.214 REL-5 in the Samsung/Lucent company contribution RP-030661 which was also approved.

· RP-030695 (25.423 & 25.433 REL-5 'technically correct' CRs) on Unsynchronised RL Reconfiguration for HSDPA was finally approved as Nokia didn't object anymore to have the CRs for REL-5.

Further information regarding RAN decisions in general:

· RAN3 update proposal for the RAN3 Terms of Reference in RP-030668 was approved.

· Decision to align RAN2 and RAN3 with regards to ASN.1 REL-5 freezing: As this was not possible for RRC, none of the REL-5 specifications were ASN.1 frozen at RAN#22.

· As in connection with Rec. ITU-R M.1457 the SDOs have to reference REL-6 specifications by May 2004 (see also RAN #21 report) and some SDOs have a longer process for this, RAN #22 requested RAN3 to introduce all RAN3 REL-6 TSs in December 2003 (this was originally not intended before March 2004).
Therefore from now on cat.A REL-6 CRs MUST be provided. Also a RAN3 decision is needed about which TRs of ealier releases are also needed in REL-6.

· As the WI on beamforming enhancements was considered as 100% complete (all CRs are at least in principle agreed) RAN#22 also requested to introduce the REL-6 beamforming enhancement CRs already at RAN #22 in the REL-6 specifications to close the WI. Therefore, in contrast to the RAN3 agreed intention to present the CRs (see R3-031653, R3-031871, R3-031872 and R3-031877) to RAN#23 in March 2004, the RAN3 CRs (together with a 25.215 RAN1 CR) were presented for approval as Nokia company contribution at RAN #22 . The corresponding package RP-030726 was approved.

· No new work or study items with RAN3 impact were agreed.

RAN3 action items from RAN #22:

· RP-030658 (=R3-040015), LS on Multiple MBMS Issues (from SA4): RAN WG1, WG2 and WG3 are tasked to study this LS, provide an answer to SA WG4 if necessary  and report back to TSG RAN.

· RNSAP DCH Information Issue (related to RAN3 CR package RP-030670, counter proposal RP-030700 and CRs RP-03070 from Motorola, Huawei and NEC) and a contribution RP-030718 from Nortel, Alcatel and Siemens to answer RP-030700 and support RP-030670): RAN WG3 is tasked to study the CR implementation error reported in RP-030700 and the CRs in RP-030670 and agree, if possible, a comprehensive solution.

· Interworking solution 3 (RP-030667): RAN WG3 to solve the technical aspects and to provide the necessary CRs to implement each option under discussion.

· To reconsider RP-030663 regarding the Correction of Traffic class IE.

To the first action item:
For the discussion and conclusions about this incoming LS on MBMS from SA4 see R3-040015 in section 5.2.

LS answer was drafted in R3-040147 to clarify "2.1.6 Handling of MBMS Streaming" of the SA4 LS. This LS was revised in R3-040174 and finally sent out in R3-040175 (see section 13).

To the second action item:

Regarding the discussion and conclusions about the "DCH Information Response Issue" see R3-040093 in section 8.6.4.

Decision about REL-4/5 specification CRs is postponed to RAN3 #41 otherwise misalignment will be kept and just the status of the misalignment will be captured in the meeting report.

To the third action item:
Regarding IP-ATM interworking option a number of contributions were submitted and discussed (see section 10.9.1).

To provide a PWE3 CR package at RAN #23 it was agreed to have a 25.411 CR, however the wording in the CR needs further discussion (R3-040145 as a starting point).

To provide an IP ALCAP CR package at RAN #23 it was agreed to produce a package of 25.401, 25.410, 25.414, 25.420, 25.426 and 25.430 CRs, however the wording in the CRs needs further discussion (R3-04165 to R3-040171 as a starting point).

Email discussions will take place.

For the fourth action item 

25.423 REL-5 CR on Correction of Traffic class IE was resubmitted to RAN3 #40 in R3-040019 which was discussed in section 10.6.5. As there was no agreement an email discussion will take place after RAN3 #40 and the topic will be reconsidered at RAN3 #41.

5.2
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #40

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.

LS leftovers from previous meetings for which answers were postponed so far:

R3-031129
LS on Optimisation of Voice over IMS

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

At RAN3 #37, LS was noted but no agreement about a draft LS answer in R3-031190 was achieved and therefore the LS answer was postponed.

At RAN3 #38, R3-031292 was provided as a draft LS answer 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.

At RAN #39 LS answer was postponed until RAN3 will be informed about RAN2 decision.

conclusion:
LS answer postponed as there is not yet a RAN2 decision.
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: 'More clarification is required for the distinction between "all cells in the BSC/RNC" and "full PLMN"'.

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

At RAN3 #38, LS R3-031268 was noted but an LS answer was postponed until a solution is agreed.

At RAN3 #39, LS answer was postponed as it is depending on the availability of a solution.

conclusion:
The issue is closed now. The solution provided by Nortel in documents R3-040043 and R3-040044 (see 



section 10.6.3) was not agreed. No LS answer will be sent to T2.

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

At RAN3 #38, LS was received on Monday morning, LS was noted but an LS answer was postponed to give RAN3 delegates more time to study the attached TR and to prepare the LS answer.

At RAN3 #39, LS was postponed together with the whole SI, confirming that the topic will be handled at RAN3 #40.

conclusion:
The LS was handled in connection with available documents under agenda item 11.2.3. A draft LS 





answer proposing content for the RAN1 TR 25.896 is available in R3-040162 (see section 13). As there 



was no consensus so far about this LS the LS answer is postponed and final conclusions are expected at 



RAN3 #41.

R3-031822
REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, Reply LS on Reply LS R3-031756 on RAN Work Item '"Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on SA5'

(from: SA5; to: RAN3; cc: RAN, SA, SA2); RAN3 action requested.

SA5 answer to R3-031756 which was sent from RAN3 #39 (see section 13).

At RAN3 #39, LS was received on Thursday, presented, discussed and noted. An LS answer was postponed to have more time to prepare a reply.

conclusion:
LS answer was drafted by Andreas Hauser (Vodafone) in R3-040055 (see section 13).




Finally, LS answered in R3-040139 (see section 13).

R3-031832
REL-6, RInImp-WDS, LS on Evaluation of the existence of an impact of Wideband Distribution Systems (WDS) O&M into existing specifications

(R4-030936; from: RAN4; to: RAN3; cc: -), RAN3 action requested.

At RAN3 #39, LS was received on Thursday, presented, discussed and noted. An LS answer was postponed as delegates are asked to study the issue a bit more (it refers to RAN3 #22, July 2-6, 2001, Sophia Antipolis: Tdoc R3-011933 and meeting report R3-012178).

discussion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman): We could at least inform them about the text of the Iub/Iur meeting 





minutes.
conclusion:
Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica) will draft an LS answer in R3-040140 (see section 13).





Finally, LS answered in R3-040154 (see section 13).

LS leftovers which were not treated at all at RAN3 #39:

R3-031499
REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, LS on 'Delay analysis for shorter TTI‘

(R1-031147; from: RAN1; to: RAN2; cc: RAN3); no RAN3 action requested

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Surprised that RAN1 provided this analysis making assumptions about TCP 



parameter, PDU sizes etc.





Related Tdoc in R3-040074.

conclusion:
LS was treated under 11.2.3. LS is noted. No LS answer.




But after discussion of R3-040074 an LS related to this topic was drafted in R3-040161 and the final LS 



was sent in R3-040178 (see section 13).

R3-031847
REL-5, RANImp-RRM1, Reply to LS R3-031244 on identified CRRM issues in Rel-5

(GP-032810; from: GERAN; to: RAN3; cc: -); no RAN3 action requested; LS received on Fri at RAN3 #39.

GERAN answer to R3-031244 of RAN3 #37

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
LS is noted. No LS answer.
R3-031848
REL-5, TEI5, Reply LS to R2-032263 (=R3-031466) on Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE

(R1-031406; from: RAN1; to: RAN2; cc: RAN3, RAN4); no RAN3 action requested; LS received on Fri at RAN3 #39.

RAN1 answer to RAN2 LS R2-032263 = R3-031466 which was received in RAN3 #38

presented by Thomas Ulrich (Siemens)
discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We sent already an answer from RAN3 #39 (R3-031824).

conclusion:
LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031859
REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, LS reply to R3-031470 on Trace parameters over Iu

(S5-032732; from:SA5 SWG-A; to: RAN3; cc: -); no RAN3 action requested; LS received on Fri at RAN3 #39.

SA5 SWG-A answer to R3-031470 sent from RAN3 #38.

presented by Olivier Guyot (Nokia)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Nokia contribution R3-040110 takes this into account.





Vincent Danno (Orange): UMCid was used by RNC but seems that it is not needed. How does it work?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Done by element manager.

conclusion:
LS was handled in connection with agenda item 11.1.7. LS is noted. No LS answer.

R3-031860
REL-6, LS on Explicit Data Volume Reporting in RNC

(S5-034764; from: SA5; to: SA2, RAN3; cc: CN1); RAN3 action requested; LS received on Fri at RAN3 #39.

presented by Michael Diesen (Motorola)

discussion:
Michael Diesen (Motorola): As SA2 is also discussing it we should not react now.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): There is already an SA2 LS on this in R3-040013.





R3-040013 was presented at this point.

conclusion:
LS is noted. LS answer is postponed as RAN3 will wait for SA2 decision.

New liaison statements:

Incoming LSs on MBMS:

R3-040006
MBMS-RAN, Reply LS to R2-022711 on Physical Layer aspects of MBMS

(R1-031428; from: RAN1; to: RAN2, RAN3; cc: -); RAN3 action requested

presented by Mony Kochupillai (3)

discussion:
R3-040068 from NEC is related to this topic.





Michael Diesen (Motorola): Not sure whether RAN1 has an impression how much time should RAN3 




spend on this topic.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Interested to know more about the mentioned complexity.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): Complexity issue is related to timing delay in network for combining.





R3-040068 treated at this point of time (see section 11.1.2.7).

conclusion:
LS was treated under agenda item 11.1.2. LS is noted.





Chenghock Ng (NEC) will draft an LS answer in R3-040146 (see section 13) to summarize discussions 



about R3-040006 and R3-040068.





Finally, LS was answered in R3-040173 (see section 13).

R3-040009
MBMS-RAN, LS reply to S2-033783 LS Response on a new question about RAN assumption

(R2-032692; from: RAN2; to: SA2, RAN3; cc: CN1); RAN3 action requested

RAN2 answer to S2-033783=R3-031505 received at RAN3 #39 which was already answered in R3-031868 at RAN3 #39.

presented by Sungho Choi (Samsung)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): RAN2 is confirming our view.

conclusion:
LS was treated under agenda item 11.1.2. LS is noted. No LS answer (as SA2 LS was already answered in R3-031868 and RAN2 seems to have the same view.)


In fact, the subject of this LS was discussed during the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS on Wednesday based on discussion papers in R3-040123 and R2-040044. As an outcome an LS was drafted in R3-040153 (finally agreed LS in R3-040181, see section 13).

R3-040010
MBMS-RAN, Response LS to S2-033782 on “Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state”

(R2-032707; from: RAN2; to: SA2; cc: RAN3, CN1); no RAN3 action requested

RAN2 answer to S2-033782 = R3-031504 received at RAN3 #39 which was already answered in R3-031861 at RAN3 #39.

presented by Thomas Ulrich (Siemens)
conclusion:
LS was treated under agenda item 11.1.2. LS is noted. No LS answer.

LS R3-040010 was treated together with several documents (see R3-040020, R3-040049, R3-040100) submitted for agenda item 11.1.2.3.


The same topic was also addressed in the discussion of R3-040148 during the joint RAN2-RAN3 MBMS ad hoc on Wednesday. A final LS where SA2 will be informed about the agreed alternative approach can be found in R3-040164 (see section 13, also for first draft LS R3-040152 which was drafted in connection with R3-040148).

R3-040014
MBMS-RAN, LS on paging coordination for MBMS and other services

(S2-034376; from: SA2; to: GERAN2, RAN2, RAN3, CN1; cc: SA1); RAN3 action requested

presented by Andreas Hauser (Vodafone)

discussion:
Sungho Choi (Samsung): UEs in Cell-PCH or URA-PCH may not receive a paging type 2.


Alexander Vesely (chairman): UE capability that has to be reviewed by RAN2. So nothing to do for us so far.

conclusion:
LS was treated under agenda item 11.1.2. LS is noted. No LS answer (as RAN3 not affected).

R3-040015
MBMS-RAN, LS on Multiple MBMS Issues

(S4-030847; from: SA4; to: RAN, RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4, GERAN, GERAN1, GERAN2; cc: SA1, SA2); RAN3 action requested

presented by Mony Kochupillai (3)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Content needs to be synchronized between different cells? If yes, then we would 



have to review a lot of decisions that we made in the past. And what means 'content'? And how exact has 



the 'synchronisation' to be?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): geographical synchronisation (more probable) or timing synchronisation?





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): As question under 2.1.6 talks about GERAN it is not fully clear in how far 




UTRAN is considered.





It was clarified that the list of question was originally drafted by a couple of companies attending 





GERAN, submitted to the adhoc in Baden in October and were assumed to be applicable for both, 





GERAN and UTRAN during that ad hoc.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Former SA1 requirements said the synchronisation is not needed that's why we 



followed this. We should check the joint MBMS ad hoc minutes but this requirement seems not to have 



changed.





The chairman clarified that the only SA1 requirement related to this issue states that the application (the 



codec) needs to be able to cope with a certain data loss (to be expected due to mobility).

conclusion:
LS was treated under agenda item 11.1.2. LS is noted.





Mony Kochupillai (3) will draft an LS answer in R3-040147 (see section 13) to clarify 'content 






synchronisation'.





Finally, LS was answered in R3-040175 (see section 13).

Incoming LSs on HSDPA:
R3-040007
HSDPA-IubIur, LS on HARQ Process ID

(R2-032669; from: RAN2; to: RAN1; cc: RAN3); no RAN3 action requested

presented by Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel)

discussion:
RAN3 had already CRs on this topic.

conclusion:
LS is noted. No LS answer.
R3-040008
HSDPA-IubIur, Reply LS to R3-031458 on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category

(R2-032690; from: RAN2; to: RAN3; cc: -); no RAN3 action requested

RAN2 answer to R3-031458 which was sent from RAN3 #38.

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

conclusion:
LS is noted. No LS answer.
Incoming LSs to other topics:

R3-040011
TEI5, Response LS to R2-032177 and R1-030954 on Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE

(R4-031043; from: RAN4; to: RAN2; cc: RAN1, RAN3); no action requested

RAN4 answer to R2-032177 and R1-030954 (see latest RAN1 LS R1-031406 = R3-031848 received at RAN3 #39 and RAN2 LS R2-032263 = R3-031466 received at RAN3 #38).

presented by Michael Diesen (Motorola)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
LS is noted. No LS answer.
R3-040012
RInImp-FSLoPw, Response LS to R3-031840 on Clarification of the antenna connector port for low output power BSs

(R4-031157; from: RAN4; to: RAN3; cc: -); no RAN3 action requested

RAN4 answer to R3-031840 which was sent from RAN3 #39.

presented by Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica)
discussion:
-

conclusion:
LS was treated under agenda item 11.2.5. LS is noted. No LS answer.
R3-040013
REL-6, Reply to LS S5-034764 on Explicit Data Volume Reporting in RNC

(S2-034371; from: SA2; to: SA5, RAN3; cc: CN1); RAN3 action requested

SA2 answer to S5-034764 = R3-031860 which was received at RAN3 #39.

presented by Michael Diesen (Motorola)

discussion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman): We will wait for SA2 outcome before answering R3-031860 and R3-




040013.





Michael Diesen (Motorola): S5B000010 is the Tdoc addressed in the second paragraph.

conclusion:
LS is noted. LS answer is postponed. RAN3 will wait for SA2 decision.

R3-040159
REL-5, TEI5, RANimp-ImpRRM, LS on the removal of ASN.1 coding for CRRM fields received by BSS

(G2-040143; from: GERAN2; to: RAN3; cc: -); RAN3 action requested; received on Thu afternoon

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): For Old BSS to New BSS all fields are already described.

conclusion:
LS is noted. LS answer postponed to RAN3 #41 as there was not enough time left to prepare an LS 




answer.

5.3
Other letters and reports

No contribution.

6
Organisation of work

6.1
Work plan and organisation (30.531)

R3-040004
REL-6, TR 30.531 v0.12.1 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3, Editor's proposal for an update, MCC

presented by Joern Krause (MCC)

discussion:
Michael Diesen (Motorola): Will take over rapporteurship for TS 25.410 from Subramanian S. Iyer 




(Motorola).





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Will take over rapporteurships for TS 25.420 and TS 25.422 from Babul Miah 




(Lucent).

conclusion:
TR was revised in R3-040005 to provide RAN3 agreed version without revision marks and to take the 



changes of rapporteurships into account.

R3-040005
REL-6, TR 30.531 v0.13.0 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3, RAN3

not presented

conclusion:
TR is agreed unseen.

6.2
Future meeting dates and hosting

Delegates were informed about the meeting dates/locations:

	Meeting
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	RAN WG3 #40
	12 - 16 January 2004
	Sophia Antipolis, France

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	ETSI

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

(co-located with RAN WG1&2)
	European Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#23
	10 - 12 March 2004
	Phoenix, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3 #42
	10 -14 May 2004
	Montreal (tbc), Canada

(co-located with RAN WG1&2)
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#24
	02 - 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
	08 - 10 September 2004
	Palm Springs, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	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

(all RAN groups co-located)
	NEC

	TSG RAN#26
	08 - 10 December 2004
	Athens, Greece
	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)

No contribution.

7.3
Other issues

No contribution.

8
Release 99 (+Rel4 & Rel5 & Rel6 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

No contribution.

8.6.2
CRs on RANAP (25.413)

No contribution.

8.6.3
CRs on SABP (25.419)

R3-040065
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.419, R99, TEI, Mismatch of the type between 25.419 and 25.324, NEC

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Currently 25.419 (RAN3) is not aligned with 25.324 (RAN2) and 23.041.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): In RAN3 #26 we made a wrong correction to 25.419. Before it was in line with 



23.041.





Change type of information (by adding text to semantic description) or tell RRC to directly put 






information on the air (to the UE).





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Option 1 seems to be reasonable.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): 'The size of Bit string from 1 to 7 is not applicable.' is to avoid padding.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): We should contact RAN2.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Doesn't length of message content needs to be encoded? How does this 




work?.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Working assumption for solution 1 and check with RAN2 and T2 before taking 



actions?





Chenghock Ng (NEC): From Rel-5 on sufficient.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Doesn't agree if UE affected.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Working assumption: option 1 (release question is still open). Chenghock Ng (NEC) will 



draft an LS to RAN2 and T2 in R3-040141 (see section 13).

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

R3-040093
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.423, 25.433, R99, TEI, DCH-id issue in NBAP and RNSAP, Alcatel

Related to second action item from RAN #22 (see section 5.1).

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
Is related to the RAN task.





Michael Diesen (Motorola): Avoiding different behavior structures is not a good reason to justify a R99 



change. Chenghock Ng (NEC) send a good compromise proposal to the RAN3 reflector which should be 



considered.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): How can you say that interpretation b. is possible?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Remove a check in NBAP in DRNC as proposed is just a small change.





Michael Diesen (Motorola): Fears that such a small change might be rejected on RAN level as it might 



just cause IOT problems for a few companies.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): R99 and REL-4 are deeply frozen.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Co-ordinated DCHs are mainly used for AMR voice. So a necessary 




correction would endanger the whole system or at least main applications of UMTS.





So if we have an agreement here in RAN3 it will be certainly also accepted in RAN.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): Proposes to have a summary of different solutions to find a compromise.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): solution 1: NBAP with RNSAP by modifying NBAP.





solution 2: Changing RNSAP by modifying semantics description.





solution 3: leave specs as they are.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): NEC proposal in solution 3 was different: solution 2 and removing an IE.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Solution 3 seems to be more complex.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): RL congestion and not DCH congestion was considered here.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): We have an ambiguity on R99 and REL-4. 

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Further offline discussion to find a compromise. Michael Diesen (Motorola) will come 




with a summary paper of the different proposals to propose a compromise.





On Friday, after offline discussion:





No summary paper provided.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): If there is no consensus at RAN3 #41, we have to live with a 







misalignment?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Have we spotted an error in our application protocols? Agrees to the chairman's 




proposal.





conclusion: Decision about REL-4/5 specification change at the next meeting or we leave the 






misalignment and just put the status in the minutes (although, as the chairman stated, minutes shouldn’t 



serve as "shadow specification text". Clarification CRs for Rel-5 could be another possibility).

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

No contribution.

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 & Rel6 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)

No contribution.

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)

No contribution.

9.6.3
CRs on SABP (25.419)

No contribution.

9.6.4
CRs affecting both RNSAP and NBAP (25.423 and 25.433)

No contribution.

9.6.5
CRs on RNSAP (25.423)

R3-040016
CR cat.F to 25.423 v4.11.0, REL-4, TEI4, Correction of RL Congestion Indication, Ericsson

presented by Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
-

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-040017
CR cat.A to 25.423 v5.8.0, REL-5, TEI4, Correction of RL Congestion Indication, Ericsson

not presented as similar to R3-040016

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed. REL-6 cat.A CR needs also be provided at RAN3 #41.

9.6.6
CRs on NBAP (25.433)

No contribution.

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)

10.1
UTRAN Overall Description 25.401

R3-040111
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.401, 25.413, REL-5, NETSHARE, Handling of emergency calls with the Rel-5 Shared Network Access Control function, Nokia

presented by Olivier Guyot (Nokia)

discussion:
LS to SA2 and CN1 proposed.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Second solution is to start a timer in RNC?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Mobile should be rejected by registration so how can a mobile make a call?





Juan Noguera (NEC): RRC connection can be already established for other reasons without the 






emergency call.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): cs or ps domain needs to be known in RNC for an emergency call.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): If CN detects emergency call then we have all means to inform RNC?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Coordination between cs and ps domain is needed.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Emergency calls are not yet considered in SNAC function. We should not 





mandate relocation but also allow release of connection.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Doesn't see a need for a specification change.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Full coverage was a basic assumption in Shared Networks.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Not possible to be in  a forbidden LA with the ps-connection.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): You might move to a forbidden LA afterwards.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): No, this is not possible.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): We might come back to a requirement that RNC has to be aware of an emergency 



call.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Alignment of idle and connected mode authorization needed.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Authorized network needed for ps-call. So doesn't think that scenario is valid. The 



proposal is a further optimization. We should have same behaviour as for a R99 network.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): What happens if RNC does not receive SNA or SNA is not up-to-date?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





Open issues:





- Requirements to be clarified. Requirement to access all cells (= also the forbidden ones) in case of 




   emergency calls started in parallel to ps sessions?





- Assumption for shared network is full coverage in the overlapping (competitive) areas?





- Alignment of idle and connected mode necessary for this specific scenario?





- Is the considered scenario valid (regarding shared networks)?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia) will provide a draft LS to SA1 (cc: CN1, SA2) in R3-040143 (see section 13) to 



clarify open issues although it seems to be difficult to get an agreement about the LS.





Finally, R3-040143 was withdrawn as no agreement could be reached.

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)

R3-040018
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Correction of GERAN related Release 5 IEs, Ericsson

presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Biggest problem is the first correction mentioned on the CR cover page.

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed. REL-6 cat.A CR needs to be provided to RAN3 #41.

R3-040045
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413, REL-5, TEI5, Coding of Discontinuous Transmission/No_Data mode, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Corresponding CR is in R3-040046.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.

R3-040046
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Coding of Discontinuous Transmission/No_Data mode, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Concern is about discontinious transfer for AMR speech in case of no data mode? 



answer: yes.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): But RANAP can not be misinterpreted. So thinks that no change is needed.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Sees also no ambiguity. So no need for a change.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): In the CR you refer to an IE which is not allowed to be present.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): In one case we have two possibilities but in the other just one, this should be 



consistent (single <-> multiple subflows).

conclusion:
Agreed that for the originally addressed issue there is no need for a change.





Agreed that it is not intended to switch from one IE to the other when switching from one mode to the 




other (only one IE in the SDU FIP is allowed to be used for all the modes; wording should be generic for 



the case of one and several subflows) and a proposal might be provided for this.





CR is revised in R3-040150.

R3-040150
CR rev1 cat.F to 25.413 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Coding of Discontinuous Transmission/No_Data mode, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Same IE shall be used for all the modes (including discontinous transmission).





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Due to late submission we would like to check it first.

conclusion:
CR is postponed to allow further offline checking.

10.6.3
CRs on SABP (25.419)

R3-040043
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.419, REL-5, TEI5, Broadcast Area Alignment with TS23.041, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Related to the LS from T2 in R3-031268. Corresponding CR in R3-030044.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): What is the added value of introducing an IE? It adds complexity.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): For the request it is not a big improvement but this is in line with T2.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Requirement (service area and location area known on both sides) can be 





considered already as fulfilled.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. The proposed solution is not agreed. No LS will be sent to T2.

R3-040044
CR cat.F to 25.419 v5.6.0, REL-5, TEI5, Broadcast Area Alignment with TS23.041, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

conclusion:
CR is not agreed.

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

R3-040059
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.8.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Priority Queue ID for HSDPA, Telecom Modus, NEC

presented by Jonathan Lewis (Telecom Modus)

discussion:
Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Do we have similar statements in other cases (e.g. RL-id is unique)?





Jonathan Lewis (Telecom Modus): Was just an alignment with 25.331.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Would like to have some more time to check.

conclusion:
CR is postponed to allow further offline checking.

R3-040060
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Priority Queue ID for HSDPA, Telecom Modus, NEC

not presented as similar to R3-040059

conclusion:
CR is postponed to allow further offline checking.

R3-040094
Tdoc for Approval, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to MAC-hs Window Size and T1, Nortel

R3-040095
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.8.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to MAC-hs Window Size and T1, Nortel

R3-040096
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.7.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction to MAC-hs Window Size and T1, Nortel

All 3 Tdocs are withdrawn by Nortel.

R3-040114
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.8.0, REL-5, TEI5, Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshold, CATT/CCSA

presented by Na Wu (CATT)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why accuracy class in thresholds IE? How is it used?





Na Wu (CATT): To allow event-triggering.

conclusion:
CR is postponed for offline clarification. Threshold defined with accuracy class needs to be clarified. 




How useful is the definition of a threshold?

R3-040115
CR cat.A to 25.423 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI5, Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshold, CATT/CCSA

R3-040116
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshold, CATT/CCSA

R3-040117
CR cat.A to 25.433 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI5, Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshold, CATT/CCSA

CRs were not presented

conclusion:
CR is postponed for offline clarification.

R3-040118
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.8.0, REL-5, TEI5, Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP, CATT/CCSA

presented by Na Wu (CATT)

discussion:
James Miller (InterDigital): 'conditional' is a copy from RAN2. In RAN3 we would use 'optional'.





Na Wu (CATT): Value is used below zero would be in conflict with RAN2.





James Miller (InterDigital): Doesn't see this problem.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Also proposes to make it optional. How does it work with criticality 'ignore'?





James Miller (InterDigital): The question is: Better to have a value which is off 5dB or to not have a value 



at all?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): IE should not be repeated a number of times at different places and make range 



extensible.

conclusion:
'Conditional' should be changed to 'optional' and other comments (backward compatibility, IE to be 




defined in 9.2.x and make it extensible) should be taken into account.





CR is postponed to solve comments to the CR offline.

R3-040119
CR cat.A to 25.423 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI5, Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP, CATT/CCSA

R3-040120
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP, CATT/CCSA

R3-040121
CR cat.A to 25.433 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI5, Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP, CATT/CCSA

CRs were not presented.

conclusion:
CRs are postponed to solve comments to the CR offline.

10.6.5
CRs on RNSAP (25.423)

R3-040019
CR cat.F to 25.423 v5.8.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Correction of Traffic Class IE, Ericsson

CR is addressing the fourth action item from RAN #22 (see section 5.1).

presented by Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
mandatory ignore in extension container or optional ignore





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Where is logical handling defined is the key question? Nortel, Siemens seem to 



prefer it in the procedure text. Ericsson also wants it in the tabular format.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): No need to discuss abstact layer.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We cannot really say it's mandatory since it is in the extension container.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): The way how we do it in RAN3: Either new elementary procedure or using 



existing elementary procedure and consider it optional.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We have the rule of no procedure text for mandatory IEs. And by default contents 



in extension container has an optional character otherwise you will have backward compatibility 





problems.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Problematic if we have mandatory IE but we are already aware that it will not 




always be available and we have to do something on logical level.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Can we mandate the sender in the procedure text?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Is the traffic class needed anyway here?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Traffic class on wrong level has to be solved here.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Mandatory in presence field means sender has to include it independent of 





whether in extension container or not. Extension container should not be considered as optional by 





default.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Support for this view.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Doesn't agree with Nokia position. Extension container is optional by default.

conclusion:
CR is postponed.





On Friday, after offline discussion:





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): IE should be optional.





There were debates about the statement of several companies that the fact that general QoS IE was 





introduced at the last meeting could result in setting this IE to 'optional' (or to remove IE). However, 




Vincent Danno (Orange) clarified that the Traffic class IE on Iur is meant to be information for QoS to be 



used on Iub (in case Iur has IP transport and Iub has ATM transport, as Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel) clarified 



once again), the TNL QoS IE in RNSAP is meant to be the generic QoS to be used for Iur.





No agreement reached. Email discussion after RAN3 #40 and come back at RAN3 #41.





CR is postponed.

10.6.6
CRs on NBAP (25.433)

R3-040070
CR cat.F to 25.433 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode, IPWireless

not presented

conclusion:
CR was revised in R3-040135.

R3-040135
CR rev.1 cat.F to 25.433 v5.7.0, REL-5, TEI5, Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode, IPWireless

presented by Peter Legg (IPWireless)

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

R3-040071
CR cat.F to 25.433 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI5, Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode, IPWireless

not presented

conclusion:
CR was revised in R3-040136.

R3-040136
CR rev.1 cat.F to 25.433 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI5, Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode, IPWireless

presented by Peter Legg (IPWireless)

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed.

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

No contribution.

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)

R3-040057
CR cat.F to 25.435 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA, Telecom Modus, NEC

presented by Jonathan Lewis (Telecom Modus)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why didn't you name it 'scheduling priority indicator'?

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed under the assumption of a renaming to 'scheduling priority indicator'.

10.7.5
CRs on Iur CCH FP (25.425)

R3-040058
CR cat.F to 25.425 v5.6.0, REL-5, HSDPA-IubIur, Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA, Telecom Modus, NEC

not presented as similar to R3-040057

conclusion:
CR is in principle agreed under the assumption of a renaming to 'scheduling priority indicator'.

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

R3-040088
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.933, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Interworking scenario for PWE3 solution, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): Sees no need for already defining ways how interfaces can be made available 




before the interface is available





Philippe Godin (Nortel): 3rd interworking option was introduced as we didn't make assumptions about the 



extension of ATM.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): PWE3 part of interworking solution 1?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Wouldn't say so, it is just one way to enable dual stack.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): If interworking option 1 is a dual stack solution and PWE3 has a dual stack, then 



in this sense PWE3 is related to interworking option 1.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): There are also other IETF drafts to enable dual stack.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Will put the final CRs for RAN in an LS.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): Can we made clear in the LS to RAN that PWE3 will need the additional box at 



the edge of the IP network?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





Alexander Vesely (chairman) will put in the final package of CRs that will go to RAN #23 the following 



RAN3 agreed explanations:





- PWE3 is a tool to provide ATM connectivity over IP in the context of interworking option 1 (dual stack 



   mode).





- PWE3 is not a mandatory integral part of option 1.





- A PWE3 capable ATM switch needs to be introduced in order to use PWE3.

R3-040047
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.933 REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Specification of the ATM-IP interworking
Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Section 2.2 'the operator who wants to be pure IP nodes can reuse ...' unclear.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): 'wants to deploy pure IP nodes in his IP domain' would be better'





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Just addressing RNCs not Node Bs? How should a pure IP node interwork 




with ATM?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Colourful picture explains it.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): In practice it might lead more to a patchwork than in different clouds.





Dimitris Vasilaras (Lucent): How likely is it that 2 ATM nodes will communicate via IP?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): At RAN #23, all decisions about the 2 interworking solutions (for which CRs 



will be provided) will be possible (e.g. having both).





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Leasing or building the ATM interface might be alternatives for an operator to have 



the IP-ATM interworking without standardizing them in RAN3.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Third option to not standardize the options at all, just have a CR to remove the 



ffs.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Would not agree to this proposal.

conclusion:
Proposal to report to RAN the identification of a further alternative (to standardize neither PWE3 nor IP-



ALCAP) and provide technically correct CRs.





Proposal was not agreed but it is always possible to bring technically correct CRs as a company 





contribution to RAN. Tdoc is noted.

R3-040089
Tdoc for Approval, 25.933 v5.4.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, PWE3 options, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Encapsulation of ATM cells in N to 1 mode intended.





3 proposals in the Tdoc:





1. PWE3 layer is able to support both L2TP and MPLS, and to leave unspecified the layers below PWE3.





2. Since N-to-one mode is the only mandatory mode, it is proposed to follow IETF recommendation and 



   to leave one-to-one mode optional.





3. Since in UTRAN, there is a mixed of AAL5 and AAL2, it is proposed not to use AAL encapsulation.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Seems that the tree gets more and more branches. Worries about 







interoperability.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): Agrees with Thomas' view that the number of boxes for PWE3 is increasing with 



this Tdoc.





Stack figure in R3-040127 displayed.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): MPLS can be below PWE3 or on the data link layer?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Yes, possible. But we could also just agree to MPLS only between L2TP and 



PWE3.





Vincent Danno (Orange) and Philippe Godin (Nortel): Wouldn't agree to restrictions to avoid problems in 



the future.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Why didn't they talk about AAL2? answer: not considered.

conclusion:
Proposal 1 is not agreed (open issue: MPLS/L2TP). Proposal 2 is in the IETF draft. So no extra need to 



discuss it. Proposal 3 is agreed. Tdoc is noted.

R3-040127
Tdoc for Approval, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Choice of Solution for IP/ATM-Interworking Scenario 3, Siemens

presented by Thomas Ulrich (Siemens)
discussion:
Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): PWE3 is another option and we doubt that is useful/necessary to put it in the 



specification. But we would not object if this is proposed to be included in the specification. Nevertheless, 



RAN is looking for a solution for interworking option 3.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Dual stack in all nodes is a wrong assumption.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): 2nd proposal already covered in connection with R3-040088.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Q.2631.1 fulfills requirements of interworking option 3. This can be 





mentioned in the LS to RAN.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): To consider PWE3 just as another L1 is not acceptable for us. It is more.

conclusion:
Agreed that Q.2630.1 is a tool to provide connectivity between ATM and IP in the context of 






interworking option 3. Tdoc is noted.

R3-040035
CR cat.F to 25.414 v5.5.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

presented by Thomas Ulrich (Siemens)
discussion:
Vincent Danno (Orange): Unassured service of a cell used?, 3 types of services.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Should we specify what happens in the interworking unit?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): What is the problem to just trefer to Q.2630.1 instead of Q.2632.1?

conclusion:
Reference to SCTP checksum should be [38] instead of [30] (needs to be checked also for R3-04037). 




Reference to Q.2632.1 should be removed in Tdocs R3-040035 and R3-040037. CR R3-040035 is 





revised in R3-040168.

R3-040036
CR cat.F to 25.420 v5.1.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

presented by Thomas Ulrich (Siemens)
discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): IP-ALCAP should be replaced by Q.2631.1 in section 8.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Ref.[14] should be removed. In general, references to an “IP ALCAP” should be 



replaced by a reference to Q.2631.1 where possible and sensible (mainly in CR to general specifications).

conclusion:
IP-ALCAP needs to be replaced by Q.2631.1. Fig.4 needs to be updated. CR R3-040036 is revised in R3-



040169.

R3-040031
Tdoc for Approval, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040032
CR cat.F to 25.401 v5.7.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040033
CR cat.A to 25.401 v6.2.0, REL-6, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040034
CR cat.F to 25.410 v5.3.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040037
CR cat.F to 25.426 v5.3.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040038
CR cat.F to 25.430 v5.2.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

These 6 Tdocs were not presented as addressing the same topic as R3-040035 and R3-040036..

conclusion:
Tdoc R3-040031 is noted.





CRs will be revised:




R3-040032 in R3-040165.





R3-040033 in R3-040166.





R3-040034 in R3-040167.





R3-040037 in R3-040170.





R3-040038 in R3-040171.

R3-040165
CR rev1 cat.F to 25.401 v5.7.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040166
CR rev1 cat.A to 25.401 v6.2.0, REL-6, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040167
CR rev1 cat.F to 25.410 v5.3.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040168
CR rev1 cat.F to 25.414 v5.5.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040169
CR rev1 cat.F to 25.420 v5.1.0, ,REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040170
CR rev1 cat.F to 25.426 v5.3.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

R3-040171
CR rev1 cat.F to 25.430 v5.2.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

CRs were presented (very shortly) by Thomas Ulrich (Siemens)
conclusion:
CRs (as they are) are not agreed.





But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in 




general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.

R3-040039
CR cat.F to 25.933 v5.4.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3, Siemens

Tdoc is withdrawn by Siemens. There is agreement that there is no need for a CR to 25.933 with respect to Q.2631.1.

R3-040048
CR cat.F to 25.411 v5.0.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Specification of the ATM-IP interworking, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): 25.414 and 25.426 would be even a better place than 25.411 as this is just a layer 1 



specification.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): If we specify it in 25.411 we would have an additional benefit as we don't need 



to consider it just for ATM-IP interworking.





Vincent Danno (Orange): If we consider a change just to 25.411 then we would have to consider a 





number of ITU references which would not apply. So just adding another bullet will certainly not be 




sufficient.





Further it was commented that the interrelation between PWE3 and G.826 needs to be checked.

conclusion:
Alcatel, Nortel and Nokia will discuss a counter proposal to have CRs to 25.414 an 25.426 instead of 




25.411. It needs to be ensured that PWE3 is specified for interworking option 1 only.





CR is not agreed. See R3-040145 for further conclusions.

R3-040090
CR cat.F to 25.411 v5.0.0, REL-5, ETRAN-IPtrans, Additional L1 layer for R5, Alcatel

not presented

conclusion:
As CR is going in a similar direction as CR R3-040048, CR R3-040090 was not treated.

R3-040145
CR cat.F to 25.411 v5.0.0, REL-5, Emulated Layer1 for REL-5 ATM-IP interworking, Nokia

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): IP "backbone" should be replaced.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): "backbone" should be replaced by "transport network".





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Proposes to also consider Alcatel proposal as an alternative as RAN requested 



to consider alternatives.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Due to some comments from Orange (ITU spec impacts) we didn't consider 



PWE3 as general emulated Layer 1 option here and not just for ATM-IP interworking.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Wouldn't agree to such a proposal as this would extend the number of options.

conclusion:
CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But the general way how this CR proposes to introduce PWE3 into 




RAN3’s specification is agreed. (i.e. the general assumption expressed during discussions on R3-040048 



that it is not possible to introduce a reference to PWE3 into 25.411 was withdrawn). Further offline 




discussion about the contents is needed before RAN3 #41.

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: 50%).

No contribution.

11.1.2
(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 #24 (stage2 at RAN #23) (status: 60%).

During RAN3 #40 (after discussing a number of documents of 11.1.2) it was decided to have a joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS on Wednesday morning 14.01.2004. For a summary of this ad hoc R3-040151 (also available as a copy in annex F).
11.1.2.1
LSs, TR, TS, documents for information

There were 5 incoming LSs (see section 5) and 4 outgoing LSs (see section 13) on MBMS:

· R3-040006 Physical Layer aspects of MBMS (reply from RAN1 to R2-022711): answered in R3-040173
· R3-040009 RAN assumption on MBMS (reply from RAN2 to S2-033783 which RAN3 answered already in R3-031868): no answer but joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS send a new LS to this topic in R3-040181
· R3-040010 Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state (reply from RAN2 to S2-033782 which RAN3 answered already in R3-031861):
no answer but joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS send a new LS to this topic in R3-040164.
· R3-040014 Paging coordination for MBMS and other services (from SA2): no answer as RAN3 not affected.

· R3-040015 Multiple MBMS Issues (from SA4, also RAN3 action item from RAN #22):
answer with request for clarifications in R3-040175
Latest version of TS 25.346: version 2.4.0 was distributed at RAN #22 in RP-030653.

R3-040069
Tdoc for Information, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Macro diversity and timeslot re-use for MBMS, TDD mode, IPWireless

presented by Peter Legg (IPWireless)

discussion:
Related to LS R3-040006. Will also presented in RAN2 to be included in the TR.





Michael Diesen (Motorola): Any link to FDD? answer: no





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What is the status in RAN1 about this topic for TDD? Just started? answer: 



no, similar to FDD.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.

On Wednesday morning 14.01.2004 a joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS was held in Sophia Antipolis, France (during RAN2 #40 and RAN3 #40) to clarify a number of open issues in RAN3 with RAN2. A corresponding summary is provided in R3-040151.

R3-040151
Report, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Conclusions of joint RAN2/RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS, RAN3 chairman

not presented

conclusion:
Report is noted.

11.1.2.2
Requirements (if necessary

(if necessary, TR25.992 already under change control)

No contribution.

11.1.2.3
Mobility (e.g. Relocation)

R3-040020
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Scenarios for UE in PMM Idle RRC Connected, Ericsson

presented by Peter Edlund (Ericsson)

discussion:
Sungho Choi (Samsung): Why is it assumed that SRNC may not be known by SGSN as downstream 




node?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Might be the case if you are still in old SGSN.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Typing error in solution 4? answer: is RANAP





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): Modified compared to RAN2 proposal.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Main issue is that service context needs to be in place in RNC when 




session starts.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): UE goes PMM connected is not in line with RAN2 solution. I have another Tdoc 



which summarizes RAN2 solution.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Solution 1 is RAN2 solution for me.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Has the same impression with the difference that start indication would not be 



available.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Iur linking only if RNC has information about service to which the UE is 



connected.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): Iur linking before session start is assumed in Ericsson contribution?





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): Dedicated paging at session start is assumed.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Only for drift case we have to find a solution (and this Ericsson paper and 



the RAN2 solution are addressing this).





Later on it was clarified by the chairman that he was not right with this assumption due to the fact that the 



capability to receive data on MCCH while being in CELL_DCH is another issue as the UE needs to be 



paged in a dedicated way (Paging Type 2).





Related Tdocs in R3-040100 and R3-040049 treated at this time.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. See also R3-040100 and R3-040049.

R3-040100
Tdoc for Approval, related to R3.013, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Alternative proposal for handling RRC connected PMM idle users, Lucent

presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent)

discussion:
Treated together with R3-040020 and R3-040049.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): UE interested in new service in middle of cs-call. How does this work?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): SRNC will make request for all UEs? answer: all MBMS capable UEs





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Means some signalling load on Iu.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Concern for Iu flex with this solution.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): IMSI can be included, not a big issue.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): SRNC needs whole service list to use paging type 2.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. See also R3-040020 and R3-040049.

R3-040049
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS – RRC connected PMM idle UEs, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Treated together with R3-040020 and R3-040049.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Solution 1: At session start, why should UE move to PMM connected mode?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Could move but UE does not have to (for the RAN2 solution).





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Step 3 is just needed for some UEs but not for all UEs.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): It's like group paging.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): We could reduce discussion to:




- solution 1 (RAN2),





- solution 2 (Lucent solution connectionless request to SGSN),





- solution 3 (force UE to PMM Connected in case of cs-call).





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Solution 4 (UL flag on Uu) as enhancement to solution 2 might also be 





considered.





Alexander Vesely (Siemens): From Siemens point of view we could rule out solution 3 due to high 




signalling effort.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): RAN2 has not much impact on RAN3. For solution 2 savings on Uu unclear.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Problem with solution 1 is that UE provides information via Uu instead of getting 



information from CN.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Still need for clarification for solution 2 and at the end RAN2 should take a 




decision.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Support for Olivier's proposal.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia)Should CN WGs be involved for Iu flex?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): How to get list of services to RNC is the main difference for solution 1.




Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Just taking RAN2 solution without LS is not sufficient. We should formulate 




RAN3 impacts.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): security might need to be considered for solution 1





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Solution 1 is better regarding signalling load.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Safer to include IMSI than TMSI and SGSN has IMSI.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





Current status of the discussions (before joint ad hoc with RAN2 on MBMS):





Solution 1 (RAN2 solution): Protocol design, no RNL impact





Solution 2 (Lucent solution): might be enhanced by flag on Uu, P-TMSI (or at least P-NRI "network 




resource identifier") needed for routing towards the right SGSN.




Advantage of this solution (to be discussed with RAN2): Optimisation of Uu interface with respect to 




signalling load (depends on the size of the size of the service list).





Solution 3 (to force UE to go to PMM Connected): Ruled out





Sudeep Palat (Lucent) will draft an LS to RAN2 in R3-040148 to inform RAN2 about possible 






optimization of the RAN2 solution on Uu (see solution 2).





Finally, R3-040148 was prepared just as a Tdoc for discussion for the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on 




MBMS on Wednesday. See R3-040151 for the discussion and conclusions about R3-040148.

R3-040148
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Discussion on handling RRC connected PMM idle users, Lucent

Provided after discussion of R3-040020, R3-040049 and R3-040100.

presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent) in the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS
discussion:
See R3-040151 (or annex F).

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Conclusion according to R3-040151:





"Concept will be provided by Sudeep Palat (Lucent) as LS (first draft will be in R3-040152, source: 




Lucent) from RAN3  to SA2 (cc: RAN2) for checking and confirmation and if SA2 confirms the concept 



then it will be included in the TS 25.346. If not endorsed by SA2, the initial decision (UE sending list of 



services) will be used. Further details will be discussed after the answer from SA2."

R3-040109
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, General discussion on Mobility support for MBMS, Samsung

presented by Sungho Choi (Samsung)

discussion:
Open issue 1 related to ongoing SA2 discussion (in line with exchanged LS)





Philippe Godin (Nortel): For open issue 2 I would remove 'if the RNC belongs to MBMS Service Area'. 



SGSN does not know about multicast area.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): It is not so clear that SGSN has no information about multicast area.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Nokia has a contribution to this topic in R3-040123.





R3-040123 treated at this point in time.





Open issue 5: Contribution is related to ongoing session.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): DRNC will not know in which cell the UE is, just the SRNC.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Is option 6 really a RAN3 issue? answer: no, RAN2





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): 'pre-checking MCCH' unclear





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Optimisation to get MCCH information, so should be in RAN2 scope.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Conclusions about the open issues:





Open issue 1: RAN3 will wait for SA2 decision.





Open issue 2: see R3-040123





Open issue 3: can be decided later





Open issue 4: to be presented to RAN2 on Wed morning (RAN2/RAN3 ad hoc after first coffee break)





Open issue 5: depends on Iur linking, will not be decided now, depends also on the neighbour cell 





information in the SRNC.





Open issue 6: RAN2 related





Open issue 7: optimisation in RAN2's scope

R3-040123
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Considerations on sending MBMS Notification in MBMS Multicast area, Nokia

presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia)

discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Notification area: Either intersection betw Routing areas and multicast areas or 



multicast areas from SGSN.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Notification area includes routing areas. Contribution is also sent to RAN2.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): No need for optimising initial notification note. SA2 would not agree to 



the increase of complexity.





Michael Diesen (Motorola): Definition of routing areas related to multicast areas?





answer: defined in RNC





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Notification or to take last routing area is discussed among RAN2, RAN3 



and SA2.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Notification all the time during a session would be needed.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.Wait for SA2 response to LS R3-031868 and RAN3 chairman will inform RAN2 chairman 



about this issue that should be treated together.





R3-040123 (available in RAN2 as R2-040008) was therefore also presented in the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad 



hoc on MBMS on Wednesday.





For results see R3-040151 (also copied into annex F):





"Philippe Godin (Nortel) will provide an LS (first draft will be in R3-040153, source: Nortel) from RAN3 



to SA2 (cc: RAN2) addressing filtering is part of the SGSN but not mandatory, RA impact."





Note: In fact, the final version of the LS R3-040153 in R3-040181 clarifies/discards statements in the 




previous LS R3-031868.

11.1.2.4
Iu functions

R3-040061
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Release of RAB resources upon reception of Session Stop, Telecom Modus, NEC

presented by Jonathan Lewis (Telecom Modus)

discussion:
Cleanup paper to resolve one ffs.

conclusion:
Agreed to remove the note with the 'ffs'. Tdoc is noted.

R3-040067
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, CN De-registration, NEC/ Telecom Modus

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): SGSN and not RNC should indicate that service is no longer available. 






Subscription related handling should be done at NAS level and transparent for the RNC.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): 2 issues addressed here: CN de-registration procedure (regarding Service 



Id removal) and whether we need session stop





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why new de-registration we have session stop?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Needed from a stage 2 point of view.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreements:





- go for option 2





- Stage 3 of CN De-registration is ffs





- Optimisation (include 'Session Stop' in the de-registration procedure) -> company contribution in SA2





- Uu impacts ('may inform UEs') -> RAN2 will be informed at the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS; 



   assumption: no indication on Uu needed





- Triggering the release of NAS contexts in UE via Uu group release is unclear but has to be considered in 



   RAN2. At least it was assessed by RAN3 to be problematic in case UE misses this group release.

R3-040075
Tdoc for Discussion, related 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, RNC Registration/De-registration, 3

presented by Alexander Vesely (chairman) on behalf of Mony Kochupillai (3)

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal to modify 25.346 is agreed with some modifications.





Online modified:

Note: It is FFS whether thiThiss procedure shallcan be initiated before or between sessions.by the DRNC, as soon as a UE link is received over the Iur and there exists no MBMS Service Context for the MBMS service for which the UE link is received.




Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia) is asked to report the agreed text to RAN2/rapporteur.





Removal of the ffs in section 8 for the CN de-registration procedure is not agreed.

R3-040076
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Session Start & Session Stop, 3

presented by Alexander Vesely (chairman) on behalf of Mony Kochupillai (3)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): 'normally executes MBMS Iu data bearer set up' is not correct. Something like 



what we had before 'it sets up one and only one bearer' was better.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal to modify 25.346 is agreed with some modifications.





Online modified:

The MBMS Session Start Request shall contain all information necessary to setup an MBMS RAB. When the RNC receives an MBMS Session Start Request, it normally executes MBMS Iu data bearer set up and shallshall either inform the sending CN node, of the outcome in an MBMS Session Start appropriate response if messageit has executed the MBMS Iu data bearer setup. 

The RNC may not execute the MBMS Iu data bearer setup for a given Iu interface in case of Iu flex. The RNC may reject the procedure if it doesn’t have enough resources available for that MBMS Service. In those cases the CN node shall be informed accordingly. 

Note: It is FFS whether RNC may not execute the MBMS Iu data bearer setup if there is no UE with activated MBMS service for the service.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia) is asked to report the agreed text to RAN2/rapporteur.

R3-040106
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Clarification on Iu Linking, Samsung

presented by Eunjung Kim (Samsung)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): UEs are kept PMM-Connected until session start? This can mean a number of 



UEs.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): At the previous ad hoc we wanted to avoid Iu linking not just because of routing 



area update.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Immediate PMM-Connected after routing area update is a very rare case.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): There is no need to release Iu after routing area update.

conclusion:
An indication in the NAS message should solve the issue (inform CN whether for MBMS or routing area 



update). So nothing to do for this topic in RAN3.





Tdoc is noted.

R3-040107
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Shared Iu Signalling connection for MBMS, Samsung

presented by Eunjung Kim (Samsung)

discussion:
Vincent Danno (Orange): De-regestration can also be used to release Iu connection? answer: yes

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreement to have statements on the Iu sign. conn. for MBMS in the TS. Details of this 



contribution to revise 25.346 will be solved offline.

R3-040108
CR cat.B to 25.413 v5.7.0, REL-6, MBMS-RAN
RANAP changes for MBMS, Samsung

not presented

conclusion:
CR is postponed. It is too early to agree about a CR but delegates are asked to have a look in it as it 




might serve as a working document (collecting RANAP changes) in the future.

11.1.2.5
Iur functions (e.g. Linking via Iur)

R3-040021
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, UE linking over Iur, Ericsson

presented by Peter Edlund (Ericsson)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): 'Iur linking could include session parameters'. Not for the early Iur linking?





Peter Edlund (Ericsson): Correct.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Didn't we decide to not transmit session parameters via Iur?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Iur linking before session start seems to be preferred by Ericsson here/now.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Iur linking should not be done in URA_PCH state/UE.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Treated together with R3-040062, R3-040077, R3-040102, R3-040104, R3-040122.





Proposal: URA_PCH as idle. Reuse existing procedures. Iur linking before session optional.

R3-040062
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Discussion on the status of Iur Linking, Telecom Modus, NEC

presented by Jonathan Lewis (Telecom Modus)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): 'shall register' was agreed today.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Handling of Iur in the service area of a different SGSN unclear.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal: No Iur linking for URA_PCH.

R3-040077
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Service Context Creation in DRNC & UE Linking over Iur, 3

presented by Alexander Vesely (chairman) on behalf of Mony Kochupillai (3)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Iur linking 'between session starts' is unclear. First bullet in section 2 needs to be 



clarified.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Proposal: Iur linking during session.

R3-040102
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Total solution on Iur Linking only after session start, Samsung, Nokia

presented by Chunying Sun (Samsung)

discussion:
Iur linking just at session start to avoid signalling effort.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): There is another contribution to this topic.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): What about no Iur linking for UEs in URA_PCH?





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): We have to take URA_PCH UEs into account.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Sees no benefit for late Iur linking.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Criteria for URA_PCH UEs for channel type decision?





Rare cases where URA_PCH UEs will need access to the service.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Splitting discussion about Iur linking and URA_PCH cases might be 




useful.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Iur linking is under RAN3 responsibility. But we need input from RAN2.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): To handle URA_PCH UEs in the same way as RRC idle UEs seems not be 



possible.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Instant signalling and processing load also considered for Iur linking 




considered?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Handling of URA_PCH?

R3-040104
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Analysis on Iur Linking, Samsung

presented by Eunjung Kim (Samsung)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why can existing procedures not be reused in fig.3?





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Fig.3: Maybe UE is already under DRNC?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.

R3-040122
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, UE Linking via Iur, Samsung, LG Electronics, Nokia

presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia)

discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Handling of UEs when leaving DRNC is unclear.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Why not leave it to SRNC implementation when to start Iur linking?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Less efficient usage of CPU might be the consequence.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Comparing processing load, signalling load and memory needed for the 





different solutions would be necessary. Rush at Iur at session start seems to critical.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): In accuracy in counting.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): There is a time difference between sesseion start and actual data transmission.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): But the longer the configurable anticipation the more you waste radio resources.





Chunying Sun (Samsung): For some sort of UEs early Iur linking will not be possible.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Session starts for different MBMS services will certainly not occur at the same 



time. The 'rush' for one service is negligible. It is just a number of services which might make a difference 



but this is spread over the time.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What is different between Iur linking and linking already decided on Iu?





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): On Iu even more load (regarding the linking) possible than on Iur.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Overdimensioning of processing power/memory due to Iur linking is not needed.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Keep the time of the Iur linking implementation dependent (at least until we come 



to the details of the stage 3, to see the consequences).





Vincent Danno (Orange): It looks as we are trying to optimize the Iur linking for just a very few UEs 




which would be affected.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What about having 'Early Iur linking' as implementation specific?





Vincent Danno (Orange): Such a decision can have an impact on stage 3.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Difficult to consider it implementationspecific.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Agrees that you have to implement both.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. URA_PCH handling will be treated as a separate issue (together with RAN2).





Criterias for a comparison of late (at session start) and early (before session start) Iur linking:





- number of messages: comparable





- memory: higher for early Iur linking





- processing load: rush at session start at late Iur linking





- same number of mechanisms needed for either proposal





No decision was possible regarding Iur linking. Further offline discussion required.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Decision should be available for the RAN plenary in March 2004.

R3-040040
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, On Iur Linking, Siemens

Tdoc is withdrawn by Siemens.

R3-040083
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Concerns on MBMS attach and detach procedure, LG Electronics

R3-040084
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Considerations for UE Mobility, LG Electronics

R3-040103
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Optimization of p-t-m transmission signaling over Iur, Samsung

R3-040133
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, On Attach/Detach functionality, Samsung

These 4 Tdocs were not treated.

11.1.2.6
Iub issues

R3-040063
Tdoc for Discussion, related to R3.013, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Discussion of the complexity of the introduction of a single Iub bearer per Node B for MBMS, Telecom Modus, NEC

R3-040099
Tdoc for Approval, related to R3.013, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Iub data bearer considerations, Lucent

These 2 Tdocs were not treated.

11.1.2.7
Other issues

R3-040068
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Node Synchronization for MBMS selective combining, NEC/ Telecom Modus

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Related to LS R3-040006.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Selective combining: How can you know the same frame from the other cell? Is 



there some signalling for this?





Chenghock Ng (NEC): This is more a problem for RAN2. UE might know this as delay is small.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): No solution for Iur. So how can this be feasible?





Chenghock Ng (NEC): Feasible for inter-NodeB and intra-RNC. For inter-RNC agrees that it is 





complicated.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Is it sufficient to synchronize Node Bs? What about propagation delays which is 



different for different UEs?





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Propagation delay is less than a timeslot.





One PDCP for several MACs. One PDCP per service.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): There might be synchronisation problems even under one RNC (if scheduling 



for different cells is independent).

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. LS will be drafted by Chenghock Ng (NEC) in R3-030146 (see section 13) to answer R3-



040006.





The current status on the common PDCP/MAC in the context of the “MBMS Cell Group” concept will be 



checked in the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS.





Final LS answer to R3-040006 was sent out in R3-040173.

R3-040064
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Clarification of MBMS definitions for UE Context and UE Linking, Telecom Modus, NEC

R3-040066
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Local Multicast Area, NEC/ Telecom Modus

R3-040078
Tdoc for Discussion, related to R3.013, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Distribution of MBMS Data to a RNC outside MBMS area, 3

R3-040082
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Context handling in RAN, LG Electronics

R3-040085
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS service area in UTRAN, LG Electronics

R3-040105
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.346, REL-6, MBMS-RAN, MBMS Service Area, Samsung

These 6 Tdocs were not treated.

11.1.3
(TR 25.901) Network Assisted Cell Change (NACC) from UTRAN to GERAN – Network-Side aspects

RAN3 WI (RANimp-NACC). Target: RAN#23 (status: 35%).

R3-040129
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, RANimp-NACC, NACC – Iu Procedural Requirements and Procedural Logic, Siemens

presented by Alexander Vesely (Siemens)

discussion:
Some minor issues will be considered offline.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): Within RIM message there is a CGI.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): In 2G-2G RIM message cannot be handled transparently. CGI has to be 



taken from it. RNC-Id in BSSGP-RIM message for 2G-3G case.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): RANAP terminates on 2G-SGSN or 3G-SGSN?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): 3G-SGSN or combined 2G/3G-SGSN.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Further differences between Siemens and Nortel proposal: Class2 procedures and 



not any request.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Open issues:





- RNC-Id on RANAP level? Align with CN4 (Gn interface). No LS will be drafted to CN4. For this 




   companies are invited to check internally. If nothing is decided so far, then we will take a decision and 



   inform CN4.





- BSC addressing on RANAP level (e.g. CGI)?





NACC WI rapporteur is asked to put all agreements in a CR.

R3-040052
Tdoc for Approval, related 25.901, REL-6, NACC, NACC Solution, Nortel

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): RIM message for one cell or several cells?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Addressed cells.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): If we go for Information exchange, you will have to create a local database for 



all surrounding RNCs.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): To conclusion 2 for GERAN storing is optional.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





To conclusion 1 agreed.





To conclusion 2: no mandate to store information (although highly recommended)





To conclusion 3: Iur still to be discussed.





To conclusion 4: Message on Iur still open. Using RL setup or Information exchange (in this case: local 



storage in SRNC would be necessary) is the question.





To conclusion 5: not related to the RAN3 NACC WI.





To conclusion 6: will be handled with the CR (has to be prepared)





To conclusion 7: agreed.





To conclusion 8: will be handled with the CR





Philippe Godin (Nortel) will merge CRs of R3-040129 und R3-040053 for RANAP and start discussion 



by email.





For RNSAP 2 CRs one for NACC information in Information exchange and one for NACC information 



in RL setup will be provided by Vodafone and decision will be made at the next meeting.





Vodafone will also provide CRs for 25.401, 25.410 and 25.420.





Rapporteur will also update also TR 25.901 for next meeting.

R3-040053
CR cat.F to 25.413 v5.7.0, REL-6, NACC, NACC Solution, Nortel

CR was not treated.

R3-040113
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.901, REL-6, RANimp-NACC, Impact in UTRAN of GERAN NACC flexible protocol support, Nokia

Tdoc is withdrawn by Nokia.

R3-040130
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, RANimp-NACC, NACC – Iur Procedural Requirements and Procedural Logic, Siemens

Not presented as related comments along the content of this document were already given when discussing R3-040052.

Tdoc was not treated.

11.1.4
(TR 25.852) Iu enhancements for IMS support in the RAN

RAN3 WI (RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS). Target: RAN#23 (20%).

R3-040092
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.852, REL-6, RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS, Optimisation of Voice over IMS, Alcatel

conclusion:
Tdoc was not treated as we will wait for RAN2 decision before answering SA2 LS.

R3-040041
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS, Attempt to draw some conclusions on required SIP Signalling RAB attributes, Siemens

presented by Alexander Vesely (Siemens)

discussion:
Proposal:




"Conclude that the definition of the Signalling Indication Attribute provides sufficient information to 




handle a RAB characterised by this attribute in an optimum way from a UTRAN perspective.





Recommend not to set the signalling flag (from Rel-5 onwards) if the second issue (uncertainity whether 



additional user data is contained within an signalling SDU) is either not solved on SA2/CN1 level or the 



application is not sure whether it is appropriate to set it (which is pretty much the same) and request the 



relevant groups to comment on this recommendation via a to be drafted LS."





Juan Noguera (NEC): Shouldn't this be discussed in SA2.





Lucent, Nortel and Alcatel propose to wait for SA2 decision.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): For REL-5 SA2 asked RAN3 already to do something.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Supports Siemens not use the signalling flag when something else is sent. 





It was reported that on Thuesday, there were lengthy discussions about this issue in RAN2 (secondary 




scrambling etc.).





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Perhaps we need something in addition to the flag.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): We are talking about signalling not user data.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Keep signalling flag to speed up solution in SA2. Removal would pose burden 



on congestion case.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Proposal here is not to remove it but to clarify usage of the signalling flag.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): No requirement in RAN3 present for this, as application is addressed.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): We should not mix up REL-5 and the new REL-6 WI. In REL-5 there is a 




mandate to set signalling flag (even if second issue is not solved).





Alexander Vesely (chairman): In how far is the problem in REL-6 different from REL-5?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Compromise: Put in TR: In REL-6 signalling flag can not mandate UTRAN to 




fulfill requirements as it is not clear whether additional user data is contained.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Both proposals not agreed. Companies are asked to trigger this topic in SA2.

R3-040050
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.852, REL-6, RANImp-RABSEIuEnhIMS, IMS Requirements, Nortel

R3-040051
REL-6, RANImp-RABSEIuEnhIMS, TR 25.852 v0.1.2 Iu enhancements for IMS support in UTRAN (Release 6) - Update, Nortel

These 2 Tdocs were withdrawn by Nortel.

11.1.5
(TR 25.802) Remote Control of Electrical Tilting Antennas

RAN3 WI (RANimp-TiltAnt). Target: RAN#23 (status: 30%).

The incoming LS R3-031822 of RAN3 #39 was finally answered in R3-040139 which was sent to SA5 on Tuesday morning.

R3-040149
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.802, REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, Update of the proposed input for TR 25.802 in R3-031821, Vodafone

presented by Andreas Hauser (Vodafone)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): Nokia has also a contribution to Layer 1.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): HDLC for connectionless or connection oriented mode? Do we need both?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): HDLC is by default connection oriented protocol.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Doesn't agree and doesn't see a need for redundancy here. Proposal is technically 



feasible but he might come with a counter proposal to the next meeting.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include text in the study area of TR 25.802.

R3-040022
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.802, REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, Comments on RET Antenna Proposal, Ericsson

presented by Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): SA5 will create an own work item so we can speed up the RAN3 work as 



proposed by Ericsson.





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Device scan procedure might be useful e.g. for address conflicts. So 





proposes to leave the procedure until we have a better means.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): There should be better a LAN function for this.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): To 2.3: One RET control can control more than one antenna. So 1 to many 



instead 1 to 1 proposed.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): Functions in parallel is much more flexible.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Coaxial cable is certainly more attractive.





Mikael Ahlberg (Allgon): Need for sub-adressing? answer: no. of devices are not yet clear





Mikael Ahlberg (Allgon): Coaxial and RS485 are both needed.





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Our view: 150kbit/s mandatory for parallel otherwise lower bitrate 





mandatory (value to be decided) and higher rates optional.





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): 3 new requirements already covered.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to have a new section in the study area of TR 25.802 to introduce Ericsson 





proposal but coaxial will be kept and no new requirements will be introduced.





Especially link speed and device scan needs to be further studied.

R3-040124
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.802, REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, RET Antenna L1, Nokia

not presented

conclusion:
Tdoc was revised in R3-040142.

R3-040142
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.802,  REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, RET Antenna L1, Nokia

presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Looks as if new interface is not Node B internal.





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Change of 'Node B' to 'BS' in fig.x might be more senseful.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Main point of this contribution is modulation and not the picture. The picture 



can be removed.





Mikael Ahlberg (Allgon): Extra filters needed to suppress interference.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Not needed.





Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Feeder cable restrictions?





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): That's why we prefer coaxial cable because it has less losses.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): New section for Nokia proposal or updating the TR?





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Would like to see it as a second option for the modulation.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Nokia proposal will be included as a second modulation option in the study area of the TR 



25.802.

R3-040056
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.802, Rel-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, Further Input for Study Area of TR 25.802 on RET Control, Vodafone

presented by Andreas Hauser (Vodafone)

discussion:
Vincent Danno (Orange): tbd in 6.4.5.19?

Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Input from AISG expected.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): 'Delete flash' unclear. Chart is from AISG? answer: yes

Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Chart is fro

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include text in study area (not annex) of TR 25.802 and clarify vendor codes 



and 'tbd'. Furthermore remove reference 8.4.2 in the annex.

Vodafone proposed to host a 2 days (Tue/Wed) ad hoc on RET WI in the first week of February 3-4, 2004 in Duesseldorf. Goal: Come to agreements/solutions and to prepare TSs so that the deadline March 2004 can be achieved.

Sami Kekki (Nokia): What about having email discussions?

Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): Ad hoc is necessary in addition.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): As REL-6 deadline was shifted to June/September 2004 is there really a need for the ad hoc?

Andreas Hauser (Vodafone): As from experience it is not easy to get agreements, the ad hoc is considered necessary. It will also help reducing required meeting time in the plenary.

Sami Kekki (Nokia): As there are just 2 weeks from now it might be difficult to prepare inputs.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Can we agree about an ad hoc on RET in April, 2004?

Conclusion:
Depending on progress in the RAN3 meeting in Malaga, a 2 day RAN3 ad hoc on RET WI in Duesseldorf is agreed to be held in April 2004

R3-040172
Rel-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, TR 25.802 v0.3.2 Remote Control of Electrical Tilting Antennas - Rapporteur's update after RAN3 #40, Vodafone

Provided directly after RAN3 #40 including agreements of RAN3 #40 and therefore not treated during RAN3 #40.

11.1.6
Multiple Input Multiple Output Antennas Iub/Iur Protocol Aspects

RAN3 WI (RInImp-MIMO-IubIur). BB under RAN1 feature. Target: RAN#23 (0%).

No contribution.

11.1.7
(TR R3.014) Subscriber and Equipment Trace support in UTRAN

RAN3 WI (OAM-Trace-RAN). Target: RAN#23 (status:35 %).

Leftover LS R3-031859 from RAN3 #39 was noted (see section 5) under this agenda item without an LS answer.
R3-040110
Tdoc for Approval, related to R3.014, REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Rel-6 Trace signaling based (de)activation support in RANAP, Nokia

presented by Olivier Guyot (Nokia)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): 6.2.2 'trace record session' should be 'trace recording session'.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Forgot to replace a 'public Id' by 'private Id'.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): For Trace session propagation: How do you identify IE if not by private Id?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Open issue for SA5. We will inform SA5 offline.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Note requested that these are changes for signalling based activation.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): 6.2.2 is already under 6.2 with is signalling based activation.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. With minor corrections (taken into account by the rapporteur) it is agreed to include the 



text in the study area of the TR R3.014.

R3-040023
Tdoc for Approval, related to R3.014, REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Details on management activation solution 2, Ericsson

presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Alexander Vesely (chairman): There is a Tdoc R3-040132 from Nortel commenting this Tdoc.





R3-040132 treated at this point in time.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreements see conclusions of R3-040132.

R3-040132
Tdoc for Approval, related to R3.014, REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Details on Management Activation solution 1, Nortel

presented by Yann Sehedic (Nortel)

discussion:
Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Part of this document is similar to the Ericsson Tdoc in R3-040023. Differences 



are marked in yellow.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Some more actions needed for solution 1.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Ericsson paper R3-040023 is about solution 2 and Nortel paper is partly 



addressing this solution but also solution 1 (see also R3-040134).





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We could put both in separate sections.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Trigger is different for both solutions, rest is similar (but not fully identical) 



for both solutions.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Proposes common section with explaining different triggers at the beginning.





R3-040134 was treated at this point.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Concern to solution 1 that CN can receive deactivation in case of Iuflex 




even if temporarily not available.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): For solution 2 element manager might have a recovery mechanism.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Common section and a delta section for solution 2 text in R3-040023 and R3-040132 will 



be prepared and included in study area of the TR R3.014.





Section 2.3 will be included in the study area of the TR with the change that 'trace specific prcedure' will 



be a class 1 procedure (acknowledged).





Unavailability of one CN node in case of Iuflex will be added to open issue list.

R3-040134
Tdoc for Approval, related to R3.014, REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Applicability of the two solutions, Ericsson

presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson)

discussion:
Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Complexity points mentioned apply also to solution 2?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Perhaps for solution 1 a bit more effort on Iu and for solution 2 a bit more 





configuration effort.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Doesn't see any Iu flex related problems for solution 2.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Most CN nodes have their own element manager, so you would have to configure 



them (effort) or the network element manager would have to do this via a non standardized interface.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Whenever O&M solution affecting several elements you have additional 





configuration effort.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Therefore we see some additional effort for solution 2 in case of Iuflex.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Additional effort if different operators with different element managers?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Only for multi-operator CN there is an issue but not for network sharing as in 




REL-5.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Agrees that no issue for REL-5 network sharing in connected mode but for 




network sharing in REL-6.





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): SA5 told us solution 2 is feasible.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): They said 'acceptable'.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





Pro solution 2:





Solution 2 is found acceptable by SA5 if consistency between different management systems is ensured 



by the operator.





Contra solution 2:





Iuflex impacts, network sharing impacts, EM-NM interface not yet standardized, configuration effort 




could be a source for mistakes.





Contribution addressing this is expected in the future:





List of comparison criterias and list of open issues for solution 1 and 2 to be collected and agreed offline 



(via email) which can be included in the TR.









The second proposal was agreed with a modification to also state the condition mentioned in 



the statement from SA5 LS in R3-031267
R3-040131
REL-6, OAM-Trace-RAN, Proposed modifications to Trace TR R3.014, Nortel

Tdoc is withdrawn by Nortel.

11.1.8
Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN

RAN2 WI (NTShar-UTRANEnh). BB under SA1 feature. Target: RAN #24 (5%).

R3-040024
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, NTShar-UTRANEnh, Re-routing mechanism for Network Sharing, Ericsson

Tdoc was not treated.

11.1.9
Improved Access to UE Measurement Data for CRNC to support TDD RRM

RAN3 WI (RANimp-RRMopt-UEMsD). SI TR was TR 25.801. Target: RAN#23 (60%).

No contribution (CR R3-031603 is still available for comments).

11.1.10
Evolution of the transport in the UTRAN

Generic feature (ETRAN).

No contribution.

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%).

General documents:

R3-040097
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Proposed Changes to the “Analysis of R99 Architecture” Section in TR25.897, Nortel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Nokia agrees with intent of the Tdoc but rewording/moderation of the text considered necessary.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Transmission delay is an open issue.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): This delay is negligible.





Ingela Ericsson (Ericsson): Support for the document.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Intention of the Tdoc is agreed. Wording will be solved offline (by email discussion) so 



that finally a corresponding text can be included in the study area of the TR 25.897.

Scenario documents:

R3-040028
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Example of an introduction scenario for a decentralised UTRAN, Siemens

presented by Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Fig.3: How will new control plane server integrated in existing network? New 



interface?





Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): Not intended. Implementationspecific connection.





Alexander Vesely (Siemens): Control plane server and user plane server can be on same site.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Interface should be standardized.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): It's a question of migration, at the beginning it can not be standardized but in 



the future we will need to standardize it.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): How would Iur work without standardised interface?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): 'Pooling' term doesn't fit to the concept described.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Nokia contribution R3-040125 is also addressing this topic from a different view 



point.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Transport network gains? What about soft handovers, relocation handovers? 



UPS far from RNC how to do admission control?





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): As before it we have a technical feasible concept we could include it in the 




study area of the TR.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): In the past we added also the open issues.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Relaxed QoS needs to be proven for all concepts.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Transport network gains due to relaxed QoS needs to be proved instead.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Advantages for scalability on network level needs to be shown.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Does agree to consider scalability on network level but not on node level.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Interoperability via Iur is an open issue.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Doesn't agree to granularity of capacity upgrades is smaller.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. In an email discussion an update of the Tdoc will be discussed (including open issues) so 



that an input to the study area of TR 25.897 will be agreed.

R3-040042
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, Rel-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Cell - UE split, SRNS relocation, NEC





Juan Noguera

presented by Juan Noguera (NEC)

discussion:
Proposed to consider one open issue (requested by Nokia) in NEC proposal in 25.897 as solved.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Would like to have a reference to this Tdoc in the TR.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Relocation between 2 UPS?





Juan Noguera (NEC): Not shown as you use Iui for this.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): UPS change without relocation on RANAP level possible?





Juan Noguera (NEC): There has to be messages on RANAP level for UPS-relocation.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): RCS and UPS are always relocated together? Consequence is distributed 






architecture visible to the CN. What does this mean for legacy CN?

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Open issue will be described as solved (including a reference to R3-040042) in the TR and 



open issue will be added regarding UPS-change (scenario needed, impact on CN?).

R3-040101
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Updates to Evolved Architecture based on iNodeB and RAN server, Lucent

presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Where are the RNC functions in this proposal? User plane usually in the center 



(here at the edge of the network).





Wilfried Speltacker (Lucent): Main funtion of RAN server: transferring RANAP to Inode B





Wilfried Speltacker (Lucent): Main difference to Nokia proposal: User plane part to not involve SGSN.





Wilfried Speltacker (Lucent): Single point of failure in transport network is avoided here (even for a 




possible drawback of increasing the overall traffic load).





Wilfried Speltacker (Lucent): From control plane just one RNC visible.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Analogy with media gateway servers. Problem with RRC connection.





Wilfried Speltacker (Lucent): RRC only on Uu not on Iui.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): We should create a table to list the protocol terminations of the different concept.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): There should be no impact on CN was agreed at the beginning, which includes 




RANAP.





Juan Noguera (NEC): But we are talking about specification impacts and not implementation impacts.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Table for study area of TR with protocol terminations for the different concepts will be 



introduced at the next meeting.





RRC protocol termination should be clarified. Text to clarify streamlining requested for this concept in 



the future.

2 weeks email discussions for UTRAN evolution inputs to get agreements for 25.897 study area inputs (including open issues to be added). No additional Tdoc numbers will be allocated for these discussions. TR 25.897 update shall be available one week before RAN3 #41. This Tdoc will be the summary of the email discussions.

R3-040086
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Discussion on Mobility Control in Evolved UTRAN Architecture, LG Electronics

presented by Yong Woo Shin (LG Electronics)

discussion:
Proposes to add open issue to the TR.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Perfomance and interoperability issue separated?





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Proposes: Number of relocations as a comparison criteria instead of open 




issue.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Impacts on RANAP and performance issues should be separated.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Lucent proposal seems to have impact on the relocation topic. So they should 



check this.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Performance impacts due to frequent relocations should be avoided and should be studied 



for the different concepts. Rapporteur will check whether this is already covered in the TR otherwise it 



will be included as open issue for all concepts.

Evaluation contributions:

R3-040079
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Mobility in Evolved UTRAN Architecture, Panasonic

presented by Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): Last sentence: What is 'nearly optimal implementation'?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Lossless relocation mechanism in UTRAN would be needed for this.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): More an HSDPA enhancement than an UTRAN evolution topic?





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): HSDPA is not used for realtime.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): DL streaming should be possible with HSDPA.





Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic): We are not just tconsidering realtime.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Maybe not in the scope of the study item.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. New architecture proposal expected for the future. Text will not be included in the TR.

R3-040080
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo
Channel Type Switching in Evolved UTRAN Architecture, Panasonic

presented by Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Any need for synchronisation on Iui?





Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): How did you obtain 5 times Iui delay?





Juan Noguera (NEC): Trigger for Channel type switching?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Channel type switching delays are critical.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Why is it stated that channel type switching is less efficient with Iui?





Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic): It's a trade off either you damage the user performance or the capacity.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Contribution provides a tool to evaluate different concepts although some 



details might still be debated.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Also in left column of table 1 should not be 'void'.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Is the reference case. Although values could be discussed but formulas seem to be 



rather reasonable.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Question is what are the consequences of the calculated delays?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Should have one Tsync less.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Not only Iub only case should be considered. With Iur the calculation might be 



different.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Agrees with Thomas Ulrich (Siemens).





Sami Kekki (Nokia): We could now or later ask RAN1 whether channel type switching delays of new 




architecture concepts should be smaller than in R99.





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Shares concern of Juan Noguera (NEC) that calculated times might be 





misinterpreted (e.g. if values are small compared to the overall delay).

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Time calculation tool is in principle agreed but further refinement is needed (e.g. 





consider Iur, optimisation of flows etc., RRC execution time).

R3-040125
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Analysis of the split RNC scenarios, Nokia

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): Doesn't agree with this comparison of the Siemens and Nokia 





concepts.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Architectural diversity considered as drawback (inter-vendoroperability)





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Doesn't agree to Siemens view: Upgrade RNC more complex than UPS. UPS 




installation remote in the field is much more expensive than upgrading existing RNC of an existing site.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Iui only for signalling., transport savings regarding high bandwith interface not 




seen.





Wilfried Speltacker (Lucent): Current tree shape architecture in conflict with IP approach?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): High bandwidth interfaces might mean that transport savings are not so relevant.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Separation of control and user plane is not sufficient for introduction of a new 



interface. Nortel supports this Nokia view. Separation is already possible today but no new interface is 



needed.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Geographical split of c- and u-plane is not possible today.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Doesnt agree to Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) but supports NEC and Siemens that it is 



not useful to put the focus just on drawbacks of one aspect (c-/u-plane split).





Mohammad Ali Memar (Siemens): Network more efficient and multi-vendor competetion are two 





advantages of the c-/u-plane split.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Fig.2 and 3 is possible today. So scalability is already included. So what are 



the advantages of geographically splitting c-plane and u-plane? Cutting a big resource would mean a 




disadvantage.





Juan Noguera (NEC): Geographically splitting has additional gain.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Redundandancy was discussed last time. But you don't have this on the u-




plane.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Gain of statistical sharing of user-plane processing power is higher if you have 



more resources.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Scalability at network level and implementation level needs to distinguished.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): In order to avoid duplication we should have a general section where criterias 



can be considered for all proposals.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Email discussion will be kicked off by Sami Kekki (Nokia) about the controversial aspects 



of this document to get an agreement for some input to the study area of the TR 25.897.

R3-040091
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, UTRAN Evolutions - Last Mile impacts for NodeB+, Alcatel

presented by Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel)

discussion:
Related answer from Nokia in R3-040126 and Nortel Tdoc R3-040098 is addressing both.





R3-040126 and R3-040098 were treated at this point in time.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Nothing will be included in the TR 25.897. Further offline discussion necessary.





See conclusions under R3-040098.

R3-040126
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, About the analysis in R3-031591, Nokia

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
R3-040098 treated at this point in time.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What is 'optimum topology'?





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Chain of Node Bs (there was a Nokia contribution in the past) to avoid last mile 




problems.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Different opinion as optimization would be linked to a specific topology.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. See conclusions under R3-040098.

R3-040098
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, On Transport Layer Utilisation with Node B+, Nortel

presented by Saso Stojanovski (Nortel)

discussion:
Addressed by this Tdoc: Alcatel Tdoc decribes Impact of softHO to last mile, Gains and losses from 




service mix.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Quality of service differentiation on last mile taken into account for 3,77% and 




7,77%?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Not considered here.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): This means main advantage of Node B+ and RCS/UPS is not taken into account. 



Therefore we cannot agree. Especially as HSDPA is considered here which is an optional feature.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Thromboning effect mentioned in Alcatel paper is independent from RT/NRT 



considerations.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Justification that QoS differentiation up to the edge of the network would 




bring a benefit from the transport point of view?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Location of PDCP in NodeB+ (instead of RNG) is one considered alternative.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. PDCP header compression location and QoS differentiation are not considered regarding 



transport efficiency. Therefore no agreement reached to include the contribution in the TR.





"How does QoS differentiation up to the edge of the network improves transport efficiency?" will be 




added as open issue for Node B+ and RCS/UPS concepts.

R3-040087
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.897, REL-6, RANimp-FSEvo, Affecting items for the evaluation of transport utilisation in last mile, Panasonic

presented by Hidenori Ishii (Panasonic)

discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): compressor synchronisation: ROHC considered? Periodically refreshing IP 




headers intended?





Hidenori Ishii (Panasonic): PPP over PDCP is not an issue.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): header compression is not mandatory in PDCP





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Voice of IP without header compression would mean 3 times more data than 



via cs. So operators wouldn't use this.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Traffic classes, Traffic in inter Node B handover, PDCP header compression and RRC 




retransmission traffic should be considered in future contributions when evaluating concepts regarding 



last mile transport utilisation benefits/impacts (it is not necessary to consider all points in parallel).





Vincent Danno (Orange): UL and DL should be distinguished.

11.2.2
FS on UTRA Wideband Distribution Subsystems

RAN4 SI (RInImp-WDS). Target: approval at RAN#23 (60%).

To the LS R3-031832 (see section 5) of RAN3 #39 an LS answer was sent out in R3-040154 (see section 13).

No further 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#23 (60%).

Two incoming LSs (see section 5) were reconsidered:

· R3-031430 (leftover of RAN3 #38 whose LS answer was postponed so far): LS answer postponed again as no consensus so far about the draft LS in R3-040162.

· R3-031499 (received at RAN3 #39 but not treated): No LS answer. But after discussion of R3-040074 an LS related to this topic was sent out in R3-040178 (draft LS was in R3-040161).

R3-040074
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, E-DCH – Issues on Short TTI, Nokia

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
Proposal to send LS to RAN1.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Short TTI in connection with HARQ repetition option is not analysed in Nokia 



contribution. Assumes that it would reduce duration of RRC transactions.





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Short TTI is already considered in the TR.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): What did RAN2 do with the RAN1 LS?





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): Not yet treated.





Sudeep Palat (Lucent): We can not talk about air interface but just over Iub in the LS.





Nokia, Nortel, Lucent and Panasonic will have offline discussion to agree about an LS text to RAN1.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Frame protocol: In DL for HSDPA we have already 2ms. So where is the 




problem?





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): UL is different concatenation or sending it immediately.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Just sending frames if you have something to send? If this is the case then it 



will depend on the traffic profile. An impact but not a major impact.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





Comment on second option will be added by Nortel to the draft LS to RAN1 which will be drafted by 




Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia) in R3-040161 for Friday.

R3-040073
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.896, REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, E-DCH L2/L3 issues, Text proposal for TR 25.896 Chapters 10 and 11, Nokia

not presented

conclusion:
Tdoc was revised in R3-040158 to merge R3-040073 and R3-040081.

R3-040081
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.896, REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, Text Proposal for Chapters 10 and 11 of the TR 25.896, Panasonic

not presented

conclusion:
Tdoc was revised in R3-040158 to merge R3-040073 and R3-040081.

R3-040158
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.896, REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, Text Proposal for Chapters 10 and 11 of the TR 25.896, Panasonic, Nokia


Merge of R3-040073 and R3-040081.

presented by Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic)
discussion:
Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Fig.10.1 physical layer on top of MAC functionality.





Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic): We can check with 25.401.





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): PHY is addressing macro diversity combining.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Soft handover with HARQ repetitions?





Sungho Choi (Samsung): MAC-e in Node B and MAC-e in RNC are different, so different terms should 



be used.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): MAC-e is splitted in Node B and RNC. Macrodiversity combining before the rest of 



MAC-e functions are performed.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Section 11.4: Fast transmission from CELL_FACH to CELL_DCH was never 



discussed.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted.





MAC- will be renamed in fig. 10.1 (either in Node B or in RNC). Last paragraph in 11.4 will be replaced





by 'impact of fast DCH setup is ffs'. With these modifications agreed to be put in an LS to RAN1 which 



will be drafted by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia) in R3-040162 (in reply to R3-031430).

R3-040144
Tdoc for Discussion, REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, Impact of E-DCH on UTRAN architecture, Lucent

Similar to Nokia contribution. Summarizing architectural issues for RAN3.

not presented

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Delegates are asked to have a look into this Tdoc.

11.2.4
FS on Uplink Enhancements for UTRA TDD

RAN1 SI (RInImp-FSUpEnhTDD). RAN2/3/4: 2nd responsible for the TR. Target: RAN#25 (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%)

LS R3-040012 from RAN4 was noted without LS answer (see section 5).

R3-040128
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, RInImp-FSLoPw, Clarification on the use of the downlink and the uplink gain, Telefonica

presented by Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica)

discussion:
Sami Kekki (Nokia): Difference between distributed antenna systems and repeaters?





Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica): Both can be connected after the Node B.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): As there is a separate specification for repeaters but not for distributed antenna 




systems it might be better to put the focus on distributed antenna systems.





Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica): Was taken from RAN4 but figure can be revised.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Replace 'Node B' by 'base station'.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Agreed to include text in the TR with the 2 changes discussed.

R3-040137
Tdoc for Approval, REL-6, RInImp-FSLoPw, Solutions for LOP, Telefonica

presented by Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica)

discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Concerned about late submission (Thursday) and not sending it to the reflector.



Alexander Vesely (chairman): Agrees that this is an exceptionial case since we are on the way to finalise 



this WI.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): We should ask RAN4 to check whether our RAN3 solution is in line with their 



test specifications.

conclusion:
Agreed to include the text in the TR provided that there are no concerns raised by Alcatel during next 




week. Also conclusion of the Tdoc is agreed. Agreed to have a 25.8xx TR. MCC will provide the TR 




number in the RAN3 #40 report. Regarding the testing LS will be sent to RAN4 from the next meeting 



RAN3 #41.





Tdoc is noted.





Alcatel stated on the RAN3 reflector on 20.01.2004 that they have no objections to the proposed 



'

Solutions for LOP'.





Note: The RAN3 TR will have the number TR 25.807 with the title "Low Output Powers for General 




Purpose FDD BS (Release 6)" and the rapporteur will be Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica).

11.3
Others

11.3.1
Technical Enhancements and small Improvements

RAN WI (TEI6).

R3-040112
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413, REL-6, TEI6, Need to signal LCS QoS Class over Iu vs need to signal back accuracy fulfillment indicator, Nokia

presented by Olivier Guyot (Nokia)

discussion:
Is related to SA2 discussion/proposal.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Why did SA rejected CR from SA2?





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Since not aligned with RAN specs.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Currently best effort handling.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): In SA2 this week, there is a related input from Vodafone and there is already some 



agreement with the Nokia input there.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): SA2 is waiting for feedback from RAN/RAN3. LCS accuracy class down to the 



RAN would mean additional complexity which is not needed. RAN has a best effort handling. 





Philippe Godin (Nortel): If RNC cannot fulfill accuracy, another request for a positioning estimate would 



be necessary. This was a problem mentioned at the last meeting.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): Does RAN provide an accuracy or does GMLC solve it internally? So at first we 



have to decide this.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): LCS QoS was not approved by SA2 so we don't need to discuss stage 2 here.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Wait for SA2 for the decision about the LCS QoS indication and we will 



just discuss here how a signalling could work in principle.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): Requested accuracy helps RNC to select positioning determination method. So it 



is a guideline for the RNC. So 'requested accuracy' should be understood first. GMLC will have its own 



accuracy limits.





Tim Frost (Vodafone): Different UEs could report position uncertainties with different manufacturer 




dependent confidence levels. This is another aspect of the problem.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): LCS QoS is the limit for the position uncertainty above which it doesn't make 




sense to determine a position.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Might be better to reconsider the topic as soon as the stage 2 in SA2 is a bit more 



stable.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. No decisions. Intention/impacts of introduction of LCS QoS seem to be not fully clear. 




Another related proposal in R3-040054 treated.

R3-040054
Tdoc for Approval, related to 25.413, REL-6, TEI6, LCS QoS Class over Iu, Nortel





Philippe Godin

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): How will the GMLC know what to put in the alternative QoS class?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): GMLC has a bottom line for the accuracy.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Does SA2 discuss how the LCS QoS should look like? E.g. is it a range?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): 15m and alternative 1000m so every method below 1000m is of interest, so if 



RNC can achieve 100m it is ok.





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Currently in RAN, one accuracy is requested and if you cannot fulfill it you will 



determine the position on a best effort base.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): It is always best effort so also for the alternative QoS requests.

conclusion:
Tdoc is noted. Further offline discussion necessary to clarify the concept of LCS QoS in general.





Note: Also 'best effort' (reaching a target/staying just below the limit with the least effort) might be a 




source for misunderstandings here.





Finally, LS to SA2 was drafted by Olivier Guyot (Nokia) in R3-040160 (see section 13). Final LSout see 



R3-040176.

R3-040025
CR cat.B to 25.423 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI6, Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD, Siemens

shortly presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

conclusion:
CR was already in principle agreed in the past.

R3-040026
CR cat.B to 25.433, v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI6, Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD, Siemens

not presented as similar to R3-040025

conclusion:
CR was already in principle agreed in the past.

R3-040027
CR cat.F to 25.453 v6.3.0, REL-6, TEI6, Initial UE Position IE only necessary for GPS, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)

discussion:
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Change from mandatory (REL-5) to conditional (REL-6) for UE positioning 



estimate might mean an interworking problem.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Presence in ASN.1. How will REL-5 node behave if it receive 'presence-





mandatory'?





Vincent Danno (Orange): What about a REL-5 change?





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): Cannot be changed there. It is mandatory there.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If there is no problem with the presence at the decoder we can agree to the 





intention of the change.

conclusion:
Criticality for cell/OTDOA IE to be reconsidered.





REL-5 node behaviour to be checked with respect to to a possible presence of the IE from an ASN.1 




decoder point of view.





Check possibility to include OTDOA in the condition providing initial UE position (only applicable for 



GPS?).





Alternative to clarify presence problem (proposed by Nortel, supported by Alcatel): Abnormal condition 



in procedure text.





Intention of the CR is agreed. Revision will be necessary to the next meeting. ASN.1 needs to be checked.





CR as it is is not agreed so far.

R3-040029
CR cat.F to 25.423 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI6, Measurement Recovery Behavior for Common and Dedicated Measurement Procedures, Siemens

presented by Manfred Fehringer (Siemens)
discussion:
Sungho Choi (Samsung): Procedure also for periodical reporting?





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): Can be used also for periodical.





Sungho Choi (Samsung): For 'on demand' and 'event triggered' not really applicable.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Proposal for improvement for 'on modification' type. Applicability to other 



reporting types should be checked.





Chunying Sun (Samsung): Text change below fig. 22 is unclear.





Manfred Fehringer (Siemens): 'Measurements are available' is considered as an additional trigger.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Sees backward compatibility issue as this was implementation specific before.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Reporting criteria not met but measurement is available again. What will happen 



then? Two different behaviours if measurement is available depending on whether criteria/threshold is 



met?





Sungho Choi (Samsung): In some cases RNC might have a problem but it can recover. This is not yet 




clear.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Then we should reconsider R99 cause value.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Still unclear.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): As category is a correction what is the benefit.





Alexander Vesely (Siemens): Reduction of load (message/processing) for polling a measurement report 



all the time.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Category should not be F.

conclusion:
Additional sentence below fig.22 needed to clarify introduced paragraph. Applicability to other reporting 



types should be checked. Clarification on 'temporarily unavailable' needed (although cause value exists 



already in R99!). Delegates are asked to check before next meeting. CR will be reconsidered at RAN3 




#41. CR is therefore postponed.

R3-040030
CR cat.F to 25.433 v6.0.0, REL-6, TEI6, Measurement Recovery Behavior for Common and Dedicated Measurement Procedures, Siemens

not presented as similar with R3-040029

conclusion:
CR is postponed (compare R3-040029).

11.3.2
Other (already finalised) REL-6 WIs

R3-040072
Tdoc for Discussion, related to 25.433, REL-6, RANimp-BFE, Further Consideration on Beamforming Enhancement, Nokia

Tdoc was 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 of RAN3 #40

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.

R3-040055
REL-6, RANimp-TiltAnt, Draft Reply LS to S5-038807 = R3-031822 on RAN Work Item '"Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on TSG SA 5', Vodafone

(to: SA5; cc: RAN, SA, SA2)

LS S5-038807 = R3-031822 was received at RAN3 #39

presented by Andreas Hauser (Vodafone)

discussion:
SA5 meeting in the same week.

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040055 is agreed due to the absence of comments.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040139 to provide the final LS.





R3-040139 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC on Tuesday morning.

R3-040140
REL-6, RInImp-WDS, Draft reply LS to R4-030936 = R3-031832 on Evaluation of the existence of an impact of Wideband Distribution Systems (WDS) O&M into existing specifications, Telefonica

(to: RAN4; cc: -)

LS R4-030936 = R3-031832 was received at RAN3 #39.

presented by Ana Burgos Martinez (Telefonica)
conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040140 is agreed.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040154 to provide the final LS.





R3-040154 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC after RAN3 #40.

R3-040141
R99, Draft LS on mismatch of the IE type, NEC

(to: T2, RAN2; cc: -)

LS was drafted in connection with R3-040065

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

conclusion:
LS will be revised in R3-040155 to remove actions and also paragraph above actions and to modify title.

R3-040155
R99, Revised draft LS on mismatch of the IE type in 25.419, 23.041 and 25.324, NEC

(to: T2, RAN2; cc: -)

LS was drafted in connection with R3-040065

not presented

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040155 is agreed unseen.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040156 to provide the final LS (MCC added 'None' to empty 




actions field and corrected meeting location for RAN3 #42).





R3-040156 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC after RAN3 #40.

R3-040143
REL-5, NETSHARE, Draft LS to clarify open issues on Handling of emergency calls with the Rel-5 Shared Network Access Control function, Nokia

(to: SA1; cc: CN1, SA2)

Was intended to be drafted in connection with R3-040111 (see section 10.1).

conclusion:
Tdoc is withdrawn (and not provided) as no agreement could be achieved.

R3-040146
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Draft LS answer to R1-031428 = R3-040006 on signalling and timing requirement from RAN3 perspective for simulcast/selective combining, NEC

(to RAN1, RAN2; cc: -)

Related Tdoc in R3-040068 (see 11.1.2.7).

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

discussion:
Second action could be removed as already handled.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): A RAN1 comment offline that already available soft handover support 





indicates that possibility for similar MBMS mechanism should be possible, would it make useful to add a 



clarification to the UE: 'The current simultaneous transmission on Iub relies on UL transmission from the 



UE in order to synchronize Uu transmission.'





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Maximum ratio combining in one Node B might be already difficult as MAC 



for common channels is in the RNC.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Drawback of radio performance not having this synchronisation between RNCs 



needs to be clarified by RAN1.





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Proposes to add sentence "For inter-RNC, RAN3 thinks it* is not feasible without 



reconsidering the currently agreed basic principles for MBMS architecture in UTRAN." (*: achieve 




timing delay requirements and support for simulcast/selective combing) -> will be added





Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Simulcast over one Node B (not a major problem) should be distinguished from 



simulcat over several Node Bs (problematic). Accuracy of Node B synchronisation measurements might 



be a problem.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): So we should be careful to say it is feasible before we know the exact timing 



requirements  from RAN1.





Chenghock Ng (NEC): See R3-040068 section 3 for this point.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): So 'Achieved accuracy can be in the order of one TTI.' can be added to the LS.





-> will be added

conclusion:
LS will be revised in R3-040157 to replace some text at the end of section 1 and to remove second action 



item in section 2.

R3-040157
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Revised draft LS answer to R1-031428 = R3-040006 on signalling and timing requirement from RAN3 perspective for simulcast/selective combining, NEC

(to RAN1, RAN2; cc: -)

Related Tdoc in R3-040068 (see 11.1.2.7).

presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC)

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040157 is agreed.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040173 to provide the final LS (MCC added Tdoc numbers of 



the answered LS and corrected meeting location for RAN3 #42).





R3-040173 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC after RAN3 #40.

R3-040147
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Draft answer LS to S4-030847 = R3-040015 on Multiple MBMS Issues, 3

(to: SA4; cc: SA1, SA2, RAN1, RAN2)

presented by Alexander Vesely (chairman) on behalf of Mony Kochupillai (3) who is in RAN2 #40

discussion:
Sudeep Palat (Lucent): What if point-to-point in one cell and point-to-multipoint in other cell?





Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Order of magnitude (TTI, second...) regarding synchronisation unclear? Needed 



to decide feasibility.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): Content synchronisation is considered here.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): What is the need to synchonize within on RNC if you are in soft HO with 




another RNC?





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): At the moment not synchronized. Also not for change from point to point to 



point to multipoint (in an RNC).





Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Transmission to all cells? Only to cells where we have registered users.

conclusion:
LS was revised online by Alexander Vesely (chairman) in R3-040174.


The following paragraph was added:


"Two cases where synchronisation is not possible were identified by RAN3:


Synchronisation between RNCs is not possible due to the current architectural assumptions in RAN3.


Synchronisation between streams provided via point-to-point and point-to-multipoint radio links.


However, having in mind that from a requirement point of view (see TS 22.146) the MBMS application (codec) is required to cope with certain data losses, it would be of interest which order of magnitude would be needed for synchronisation from an application (codec) point of view."


Further it was clarified that the RNC is in principle able to transmit data simultaneously in cells where p-to-m is configured.

R3-040174
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Revised draft answer LS to S4-030847 = R3-040015 on Multiple MBMS Issues, 3

(to: SA4; cc: SA1, SA2, RAN1, RAN2)

note: Tdoc number on the LS is wrong.

not presented

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040174 is agreed.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040175 to provide the final LS (MCC corrected meeting location 



for RAN3 #42).





R3-040175 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC after RAN3 #40.

R3-040152
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Draft LS on Revised proposal on Handling of RRC connected PMM Idle users, Lucent


(to: SA2; cc: RAN2)

LS was drafted in connection with R3-040148 which was presented in the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS.

presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent)
discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Why MSC instead of RNC?





Olivier Guyot (Nokia): NRI should not be in RANAP transfer.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Sentence below figure needs to be reworded: Include in RRC signalling (e.g. 




RRC Initial Direct Transfer to establish the cs connection) towards RNC the 'routing parameter'/NRI.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Iu linking: Should we use 'UE context' or 'list'?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): To the first sentence: Is it clear that this is an optimisation of 'RAN2 solution'?





Sungho Choi (Samsung): Replace 'session' by 'activation' above the action.





Chunying Sun (Samsung): Correction in the figure necessary to 'Intial UE transfer message'.

conclusion:
LS will be revised in R3-040163 to take comments into account. (The drafting of the LS in R3-040163 



was performed offline by the chairman together with Nortel and Nokia along the lines discussed during 



the meeting.)

R3-040163
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Revised draft LS on Revised proposal on Handling of RRC connected PMM Idle users, Lucent

(to: SA2; cc: RAN2)

not presented

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040163 is agreed unseen.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040164 to provide the final LS (MCC corrected meeting location 



for RAN3 #42).





R3-040164 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC after RAN3 #40

Note: An editorial change was made after RAN3#40. In the original version of R3-040164 a wrong reference was made to S2-040013 “LS on NAS/AS issue for Shared Network in connected mode” instead of S2-040015 “Answer LS on Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state”. The corrected version was sent to SA2 (cc: RAN2, CN1). An according note was made in the CN1 Meeting Report.

R3-040153
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Draft LS on ‘RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS’, Nortel

(to: SA2; cc: CN1)

Drafted in connection with the R3-040123 discussions at the joint RAN2 - RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS.

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

During RAN2-RAN3 joint ad hoc on MBMS it was decided to send this LS to SA2.

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Latest comment from Nokia is not yet included here.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): To first filtering: Even if UEs are not in RNC which is concerned by the 




service the RNC should be aware.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): You send Iu link and that's all.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): For idle mode mobiles SGSN is not aware of multicast areas.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): We have to make sure that SA2 has the same view.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): They have the same view.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Second level filtering is described as outcome of the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc 



but as it is not exactly as the Nokia contribution, the Nokia contribution was not attached.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Doesn't agree. Ad hoc decided to have filtering (as optional feature) but two 




levels were not decided.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): Routing Area list should be updated is missing in the LS.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Is RNC implementation and was left out to put not to many information in the 



LS.

conclusion:
Update of Routing Area will be included. Offline discussion about levels of filtering necessary.





LS was revised in R3-040179.

R3-040179
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Revised draft LS on ‘RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS’, Nortel

(to: SA2; cc: CN1)

presented by Philippe Godin (Nortel)

discussion:
Philippe Godin (Nortel): Changes on second level filtering according to Nokia were done.





Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): URA/cell filtering on RAN level possible?





Philippe Godin (Nortel): It is not precluded in the LS so you could do it.





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Saving resources should be clarified (related to discussions of joint ad hoc on 



MBMS).





Philippe Godin (Nortel): LS was sent for clarifying filtering.





Alexander Vesely (chairman): In connection with R2-040044 the introduction of signalling load on Uu 



due to the repetition of notifications was considered as being not so significant.





Philippe Godin (Nortel): Doesn't agree to add the comment from Thomas Ulrich (Siemens).
conclusion:
LS will be revised in R3-040180 to remove URA/cell in the headline and a paragraph in the same section.

R3-040180
REL-6, MBMS-RAN, Revised draft LS on ‘RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS’, Nortel

(to: SA2; cc: CN1)

Note: Although not mentioned on the Tdocs R3-040153, R3-040179 and R3-040180, all 3 are DRAFT LSs with source: Nortel.

not presented

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040180 is agreed unseen.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040181 to provide the final LS (MCC corrected meeting location 



for RAN3 #42 and put RAN2 on 'cc' and not under 'from' otherwise RAN2 would never receive a copy of 



the LS!).





R3-040181 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC after RAN3 #40.

R3-040160
REL-6, TEI6, Draft LS on UTRAN LCS QoS handling for location request and report in release 6, Nokia

(to: SA2, RAN2; cc: -)

Drafted in connection with R3-040054 and R3-040112 (see section 11.3.1).

presented by Olivier Guyot (Nokia)

discussion:
Nortel, Nokia, Ericsson reviewed this LS.

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040160 is agreed.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040176 to provide the final LS





R3-040176 is agreed unseen and was sent out by MCC on Friday morning.

R3-040161
REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, Draft LS on Shorter TTI for E-DCH, Nokia

(to: RAN1; cc: RAN2)

Drafted in connection with R3-040074.

presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia)

discussion:
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Contradiction: 'RAN3 doesn't see significant delay gain' <-> 'however, some 



companies...'





Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Move text to actions.

conclusion:
LS is revised online in R3-040177.

R3-040177
REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, Revised draft LS on Shorter TTI for E-DCH, Nokia

(to: RAN1; cc: RAN2)

not presented

conclusion:
Contents of this draft LS R3-040177 is agreed unseen.




Draft LS will be revised by MCC in R3-040178 to provide the final LS (MCC corrected meeting location 



for RAN3 #42).





R3-040178 is agreed unseen and will be sent out by MCC after RAN3 #40.

R3-040162
REL-6, RInImp-FSUpDTrCh, Draft LS response to R1-031108 = R3-031430 on 'Feasibility Study for Enhanced Uplink for UTRA FDD' TR for review, Nokia

(to: RAN1; cc: RAN2)

presented by Sami Kekki (Nokia)

discussion:
Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Still physical layer above frame protocol and usually we have even number.





Sami Kekki (Nokia): Is similar in 25.401 R99.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): But here in the LS we have physical layer above MAC layer.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Functions in MAC-e and MAC-es unclear. Proposed to change MAC-e into 



PHY-e.





Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia): RAN2 has not yet discussed MAC-e.





Nicolas Drevon (Alcatel): PHY should be changed to macro-diversity combing or something like that.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): HARQ repetition could be done in Node B or RNC. So figure should be 




divided into 2 parts to cover both cases.





Dragan Petrovic (Panasonic): Scheduling functions are definitely in Node B.





Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): With these enhanced functions you cannot have PHY/macro diversity 





combing in RNC.

conclusion:
LS answer is postponed to RAN3 #41 to solve options of functional architecture (which functions in 




which node) and corresponding protocol stack issues by email discussion (Masatoshi Nakamata (Nokia) 



will kick off email discussion on Monday next week and it is intended to have a consensus on a draft LS 



at the beginning of next meeting). As RAN1 and RAN3 are co-located at the next meeting there will be 



no further delay.

14
Next meetings (agendas, etc.)

Tdoc and CR numbers for RAN3 #41 for CRs which were in principle agreed in RAN3 #40 can be found in annex E.

15
Any other business

RAN WG3 chairman and RAN3 delegates thanked Joern Krause (Siemens, Germany) for his dedication to the support of RAN WG3 as a member of the Mobile Competence Centre (ETSI) and they gave a warm welcome to Juergen Caldenhoven (Vodafone, Germany) who will take over Joern's tasks after 23.01.2004.

16
Closing of the meeting

The TSG RAN WG3 chairman Alexander Vesely thanked the delegates for participating and contributing to RAN WG3 meeting #40 and ETSI for hosting this meeting. He closed the meeting on January 16th, 2004 at about 14:00 o'clock.
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Annex B:
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #40

	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. As there was no RAN2 decision at RAN3 #39 and also at RAN3 #40 LS answer was postponed so far.

	R3-031268 = T2-030489
	Clarification on “Restriction of Service Area List”
	R3-030353
(RAN3 #34)
	T2
	RAN3
	-
	yes
	Celltick
	was noted at RAN3 #38; at RAN3 #38 and RAN3 #39 the LS answer was postponed until a solution is agreed; at RAN3 #40 Nortel proposed a solution in R3-040043 and R3-040044 which was not agreed, so no LS answer will be sent

	R3-031430 = R1-031108
	'Feasibility Study for Enhanced Uplink for UTRA FDD' TR for review
	-
	RAN1
	RAN2, RAN3, RAN4
	-
	yes
	Nokia
	was noted at RAN3 #38; at RAN3 #38 and #39, LS answer was postponed; at RAN3 #40 an LS answer was drafted in R3-040162 but as there was not yet a consensus the LS answer was postponed again

	R3-031499 = R1-031147
	Delay analysis for shorter TTI
	-
	RAN1
	RAN2
	RAN3
	no
	Nokia
	at RAN3 #39 LS was not treated; at RAN3 #40 LS was noted; no LS answer
note: in connection with R3-040074 and to the same topic an LS was drafted in R3-040161 (update R3-040177); final LS in R3-040178

	R3-031822 = S5-038807
	RAN Work Item "Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on SA5
	R3-031756
	SA5
	RAN3
	RAN, SA, SA2
	yes
	Vodafone
	was noted at RAN3 #39; at RAN3 #39 LS answer was postponed as there was not enough time to prepare an answer (LS arrived on Thu); at RAN3 #40 LS answer was drafted in R3-040055; final LS answer in R3-040139 was sent out on Tue morning

	R3-031832 = R4-030936
	Evaluation of the existence of an impact of Wideband Distribution Systems (WDS) O&M into existing specifications
	-
	RAN4
	RAN3
	-
	yes
	Tekmar
	was noted at RAN3 #39; at RAN3 #39 LS answer was postponed as as delegates are asked to study the issue (LS arrived on Thu); at RAN3 #40 LS answer was drafted in R3-040140; final LS answer in R3-040154

	R3-031847 = GP-032810
	Identified CRRM issues in Rel-5
	R3-031244
	GERAN
	RAN3
	-
	no
	Nokia
	at RAN3 #39 LS was received on Fri and not treated; at RAN3 #40 LS was noted; no LS answer

	R3-031848 = R1-031406
	Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE
	R2-032263 = 
R3-031466
	RAN1
	RAN2
	RAN3, RAN4
	no
	Philips
	at RAN3 #39 LS was received on Fri and not treated; at RAN3 #40 LS was noted; no LS answer

	R3-031859 = S5-032732
	Trace parameters over Iu
	R3-031470
	SA5 SWG-A
	RAN3
	-
	no
	Nokia
	at RAN3 #39 LS was received on Fri and not treated; at RAN3 #40 LS was noted; no LS answer

	R3-031860 = S5-034764
	Explicit Data Volume Reporting in RNC
	-
	SA5
	SA2, RAN3
	CN1
	yes
	Motorola
	at RAN3 #39 LS was received on Fri and not treated; at RAN3 #40 LS was noted; LS answer is postponed as RAN3 will wait for SA2 decision

	R3-040006 = R1-031428
	Physical Layer aspects of MBMS
	R2-022711
	RAN1
	RAN2, RAN3
	-
	yes
	Qualcomm
	noted; LS answer was drafted in R3-040146 in connection with R3-040068; updated draft LS answer in R3-040157; final LS answer in R3-040173

	R3-040007 = R2-032669
	HARQ Process ID
	-
	RAN2
	RAN1
	RAN3
	no
	Qualcomm
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-040008 = R2-032690
	HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category
	R3-031458
 (RAN3 #38)
	RAN2
	RAN3
	-
	no
	Nokia
	noted; no LS answer

	R3-040009 = R2-032692
	LS Response on a new question about RAN assumption
	S2-033783 = 
R3-031505
	RAN2
	SA2, RAN3
	CN1
	yes
	Samsung
	noted; no LS answer

RAN3 #39 answered S2-033783 already in R3-031868.

In connection with R3-040123 and R2-040044 discussed at the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS an LS was drafted in R3-040153 (revisions in R3-040179 and R3-040180) addressing the same issue; final LS in R3-040181.

	R3-040010 =  R2-032707
	Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state
	S2-033782 = 
R3-031504
	RAN2
	SA2
	RAN3, CN1
	no
	Siemens
	noted; no LS answer
RAN3 #39 answered S2-033782 already in R3-031861.

In connection with R3-040148 discussed at the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS an LS to SA2 was drafted in R3-040152 (revision in R3-040163) addressing the same issue; final LS in R3-040164.

	R3-040011 = R4-031043
	Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE
	R2-032177,
R1-030954

(see latest RAN1 LS R1-031406 = R3-031848 received at RAN3 #39 and RAN2 LS R2-032263 = R3-031466 received at RAN3 #38)
	RAN4
	RAN2
	RAN1, RAN3
	no
	Motorola
	noted, no LS answer

	R3-040012 = R4-031157
	Clarification of the antenna connector port for low output power BSs
	R3-031840
(RAN3 #39)
	RAN4
	RAN3
	-
	no
	Telefonica
	noted, no LS answer

	R3-040013 = S2-034371
	Explicit Data Volume Reporting in RNC
	S5-034764 = 
R3-031860 (see above)
	SA2
	SA5, RAN3
	CN1
	yes
	Ericsson
	noted, LS answer is postponed as RAN3 will wait for SA2 decision

	R3-040014 = S2-034376
	LS on paging coordination for MBMS and other services
	-
	SA2
	GERAN2, RAN2, RAN3, CN1
	SA1
	yes
	Vodafone
	noted, no LS answer  (as RAN3 not affected).

	R3-040015 = S4-030847
	Multiple MBMS Issues
	-
	SA4
	RAN, RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4, GERAN, GERAN1, GERAN2
	SA1, SA2
	yes
	3
	related also to RAN #22 action item (RP-030658);

noted; LS answer was drafted in R3-040147 (revised in R3-040174); final LS answer in R3-040175

	R3-040159 = G2-040143
	Removal of ASN.1 coding for CRRM fields received by BSS
	-
	GERAN2
	RAN3
	-
	yes
	Nortel
	received on Thu afternoon;

noted; LS answer was postponed as there was not enough time left to prepare it


21 incoming Liaison statements: 11 new incoming LS (1 of them received during RAN3 #40) and 10 leftover LSs from previous meetings (5 of them already noted at previous meeting but for these an LS answer was postponed; 5 of them arrived at RAN3 #39 but they were never treated so far; for leftover LSs see previous Tdoc lists);

5 of the 21 incoming LSs have to be reconsidered at RAN3 #41 (as their LS was answer postponed)

Annex C:
Outgoing liaison statements of TSG RAN WG3 #40
	final LS Tdoc no.
	Subject
	Reply to
	to
	cc
	Release
	contact company
	history, comments

	R3-040139
	RAN Work Item '"Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on TSG SA 5'
	S5-038807 = R3-031822
	SA5
	 RAN, SA, SA2
	REL-6
	Vodafone
	draft LS in R3-040055; final LS R3-040139 was sent out to SA5 on Tuesday morning

	R3-040154
	Evaluation of the existence of an impact of Wideband Distribution Systems (WDS) O&M into existing specifications
	R4-030936 = R3-031832
	RAN4
	-
	REL-6
	Telefonica
	draft LS in R3-040140

	R3-040156
	Mismatch of the IE type in 25.419, 23.041 and 25.324
	-
	T2, RAN2
	-
	R99
	NEC
	prepared in connection with R3-040065; draft LS in R3-040141 and R3-040155

	R3-040164
	Revised proposal on Handling of RRC connected PMM Idle users
	-
	SA2
	RAN2
	REL-6
	Lucent
	prepared in connection with R3-040148 discussions at joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS; draft LS in R3-040152, R3-040163

	R3-040173
	Signalling and timing requirement from RAN3 perspective for simulcast/selective combining 
	R1-031428 = R3-040006
	RAN1
	RAN2
	REL-6
	NEC
	related Tdoc in R3-040068;

draft LS in R3-040146 and R3-040157

	R3-040175
	Multiple MBMS Issues
	S4-030847 = R3-040015
	SA4
	SA1, SA2, RAN1, RAN2
	REL-6
	3
	draft LS in R3-040147 and R3-040174

	R3-040176
	UTRAN LCS QoS handling for location request and report in release 6
	-
	SA2, RAN2
	-
	REL-6
	Nokia
	prepared in connection with R3-040054 and R3-040112;

draft LS in R3-040160; LS was sent out on Fri 16.01.04 morning

	R3-040178
	Shorter TTI for E-DCH
	-
	RAN1
	RAN2
	REL-6
	Nokia
	prepared in connection with R3-040074; draft LS in R3-040161 and R3-040177

	R3-040181
	RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS
	-
	SA2
	CN1
	REL-6
	Nortel
	prepared in connection with R3-040123 discussions at joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS;

draft LS in R3-040153, R3-040179 and R3-040180


9 outgoing Liaison Statements. (In addition one draft LSout in R3-040143 was withdrawn and another draft LSout in R3-040162 was postponed to RAN3 #41.)

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.
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	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
	R3-040001
	Report
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #39 held in San Diego, USA, November 17th - 21st, 2003
	MCC
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040002 to include review comments
	-

	3
	R3-040002
	Report
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Revised draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #39 held in San Diego, USA, November 17th -21st, 2003
	MCC
	revised
	R3-040001
	revision of R3-040001; revised in R3-040138
	-

	2
	R3-040003
	Agenda
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Agenda RAN WG3 meeting #40 in Sophia Antipolis, France, January 12th - 16th, 2004
	chairman
	approved
	 
	 
	Alexander Vesely

	6.1
	R3-040004
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	30.531
	0.12.1
	REL-6
	-
	30.531 v0.12.1 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3, Editor's proposal for an update
	MCC
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040005
	Joern Krause

	6.1
	R3-040005
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	30.531
	0.13.0
	REL-6
	-
	30.531 v0.13.0 Work plan and working procedures - RAN WG3
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040004
	revision of R3-040004
	-

	5
	R3-040006
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Reply LS to R2-022711 on Physical Layer aspects of MBMS (R1-031428; from: RAN1; to: RAN2, RAN3; cc: -)
	RAN1
	noted
	 
	RAN1 answer to R2-022711; RAN3 action requested; LS answer was drafted in R3-040146 in connection with R3-040068; updated draft LS answer in R3-040157; final LS answer in R3-040173
	Mony Kochupillai

	5
	R3-040007
	LSin
	-
	-
	cc R3
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	LS on HARQ Process ID (R2-032669; from: RAN2; to: RAN1; cc: RAN3)
	RAN2
	noted
	 
	no RAN3 action requested; no LS answer
	Dietrich Zeller

	5
	R3-040008
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Reply LS to R3-031458 on HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category (R2-032690; from: RAN2; to: RAN3; cc: -)
	RAN2
	noted
	R3-031458
	RAN2 answer to R3-031458 which was sent from RAN3 #38; no RAN3 action requested; no LS answer
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	5
	R3-040009
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	LS reply to S2-033783 LS Response on a new question about RAN assumption (R2-032692; from: RAN2; to: SA2, RAN3; cc: CN1)
	RAN2
	noted
	R3-031505, R3-031868
	RAN2 answer to S2-033783=R3-031505 received at RAN3 #39 which was already answered in R3-031868 at RAN3 #39; RAN3 action requested; no LS answer [In connection with R3-040123 and R2-040044 discussed at the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS an LS was drafted in R3-040153 (revisions in R3-040179 and R3-040180) addressing the same issue; final LS in R3-040181.]
	Sungho Choi

	5
	R3-040010
	LSin
	-
	-
	cc R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Response LS to S2-033782 on “Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state” (R2-032707; from: RAN2; to: SA2; cc: RAN3, CN1)
	RAN2
	noted
	R3-031504, R3-031861
	RAN2 answer to S2-033782 = R3-031504 received at RAN3 #39 which was already answered in R3-031861 at RAN3 #39; no RAN3 action requested;  no LS answer [In connection with R3-040148 discussed at the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS an LS to SA2 was drafted in R3-040152 (revision in R3-040163) addressing the same issue; final LS in R3-040164.]
	Thomas Ulrich

	5
	R3-040011
	LSin
	-
	-
	cc R3
	-
	-
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Response LS to R2-032177 and R1-030954 on Signalling of DL TPC-bit Power Offset to UE (R4-031043; from: RAN4; to: RAN2; cc: RAN1, RAN3)
	RAN4
	noted
	R3-031466, R3-031848
	RAN4 answer to R2-032177 and R1-030954 (see latest RAN1 LS R1-031406 = R3-031848 received at RAN3 #39 and RAN2 LS R2-032263 = R3-031466 received at RAN3 #38); no action requested; no LS answer
	Michael Diesen

	5
	R3-040012
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSLoPw
	Response LS to R3-031840 on Clarification of the antenna connector port for low output power BSs (R4-031157; from: RAN4; to: RAN3; cc: -)
	RAN4
	noted
	R3-031840
	RAN4 answer to R3-031840 which was sent from RAN3 #39; no RAN3 action requested; no LS answer
	Ana Burgos Martinez

	5
	R3-040013
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	-
	Reply to LS S5-034764 on Explicit Data Volume Reporting in RNC (S2-034371; from: SA2; to: SA5, RAN3; cc: CN1)
	SA2
	noted
	R3-031860
	SA2 answer to S5-034764 = R3-031860 which was received at RAN3 #39 but not yet treated; RAN3 action requested; LS answer is postponed as RAN3 will wait for SA2 decision.
	Michael Diesen

	5
	R3-040014
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	LS on paging coordination for MBMS and other services (S2-034376; from: SA2; to: GERAN2, RAN2, RAN3, CN1; cc: SA1)
	SA2
	noted
	 
	RAN3 action requested; no LS answer (as RAN3 not affected).
	Andreas Hauser

	5
	R3-040015
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	LS on Multiple MBMS Issues (S4-030847; from: SA4; to: RAN, RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4, GERAN, GERAN1, GERAN2; cc: SA1, SA2)
	SA4
	noted
	 
	RAN3 action requested; related also to RAN #22 action item (RP-030658); LS answer was drafted in R3-040147 (revised in R3-040174); final LS answer in R3-040175
	Mony Kochupillai

	9.6.5
	R3-040016
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	4.11.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Correction of RL Congestion Indication
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed
	 
	 
	Ingela Ericsson

	9.6.5
	R3-040017
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.423
	5.8.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Correction of RL Congestion Indication
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed
	 
	REL-6 cat.A CR needs also be provided at RAN3 #41.
	-

	10.6.2
	R3-040018
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of GERAN related Release 5 IEs
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed
	 
	REL-6 cat.A CR needs also be provided at RAN3 #41.
	Ingela Ericsson

	10.6.5
	R3-040019
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.8.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction of Traffic Class IE
	Ericsson
	postponed
	 
	No agreement reached. Email discussion after RAN3 #40 and come back at RAN3 #41.
	Ingela Ericsson

	11.1.2.3
	R3-040020
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Scenarios for UE in PMM Idle RRC Connected
	Ericsson
	noted
	R3-040049, R3-040100
	treated together with R3-040049 and R3-040100
	Peter Edlund

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040021
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.2.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	UE linking over Iur
	Ericsson
	noted
	R3-040062, R3-040077, R3-040102, R3-040104, R3-040122
	Treated together with R3-040062, R3-040077, R3-040102, R3-040104, R3-040122. Proposal: URA_PCH as idle. Reuse existing procedures. Iur linking before session optional.
	Peter Edlund

	11.1.5
	R3-040022
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.802
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	Comments on RET Antenna Proposal
	Ericsson
	noted
	 
	Agreed to have a new section in the study area of TR 25.802 to introduce Ericsson proposal but coaxial will be kept and no new requirements will be introduced. Especially link speed and device scan needs to be further studied.
	Ingela Ericsson

	11.1.7
	R3-040023
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Details on management activation solution 2
	Ericsson
	noted
	R3-040132
	treated together with R3-040132, see there
	Martin Israelsson

	11.1.8
	R3-040024
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	NTShar-UTRANEnh
	Re-routing mechanism for Network Sharing
	Ericsson
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.3.1
	R3-040025
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.423
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD
	Siemens
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR was already in principle agreed at RAN3 #39
	Manfred Fehringer

	11.3.1
	R3-040026
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD
	Siemens
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR was already in principle agreed at RAN3 #39
	-

	11.3.1
	R3-040027
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.453
	6.3.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Initial UE Position IE only necessary for GPS
	Siemens
	not agreed
	 
	Intention of the CR is agreed. Revision will be necessary to the next meeting. ASN.1 needs to be checked. CR (as it is) is not agreed so far.
	Manfred Fehringer

	11.2.1
	R3-040028
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.4.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Example of an introduction scenario for a decentralised UTRAN
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	In an email discussion an update of the Tdoc will be discussed (including open issues) so that an input to the study area of TR 25.897 will be agreed.
	Mohammad Ali Memar

	11.3.1
	R3-040029
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Measurement Recovery Behavior for Common and Dedicated Measurement Procedures
	Siemens
	postponed
	 
	Applicability to other reporting types should be checked. Clarification on 'temporarily unavailable' needed (although cause value exists     already in R99!). Delegates are asked to check before next meeting.
	Manfred Fehringer

	11.3.1
	R3-040030
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Measurement Recovery Behavior for Common and Dedicated Measurement Procedures
	Siemens
	postponed
	 
	Applicability to other reporting types should be checked. Clarification on 'temporarily unavailable' needed (although cause value exists     already in R99!). Delegates are asked to check before next meeting.
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040031
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	CRs see R3-040032 to R3-040038
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040032
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.401
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040165
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040033
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.401
	6.2.0
	REL-6
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040166
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040034
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.410
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040167
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040035
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.414
	5.5.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040168
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040036
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.420
	5.1.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040169
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040037
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.426
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040170
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040038
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.430
	5.2.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040171
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040039
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.933
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	withdrawn
	 
	There is agreement that there is no need for a CR to 25.933 with respect to Q.2631.1.
	-

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040040
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	On Iur Linking
	Siemens
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.4
	R3-040041
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS
	Attempt to draw some conclusions on required SIP Signalling RAB attributes
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	Both proposals not agreed. Companies are asked to trigger this topic in SA2.
	Alexander Vesely

	11.2.1
	R3-040042
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.4.0
	Rel-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Cell - UE split, SRNS relocation
	NEC
	noted
	 
	Open issue will be described as solved (including a reference to R3-040042) in the TR and open issue will be added regarding UPS-change (scenario needed, impact on CN?).
	Juan Noguera

	10.6.3
	R3-040043
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.419
	-
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Broadcast Area Alignment with TS23.041
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	proposed solution is not agreed; no LS will be sent to T2
	Philippe Godin

	10.6.3
	R3-040044
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.419
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Broadcast Area Alignment with TS23.041
	Nortel
	not agreed
	 
	 
	Philippe Godin

	10.6.2
	R3-040045
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Coding of Discontinuous Transmission/No_Data mode
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	 
	Philippe Godin

	10.6.2
	R3-040046
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Coding of Discontinuous Transmission/No_Data mode
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-040045
	revised in R3-040150 so that only one IE in the SDU FIP is allowed to be used for all the modes and wording should be generic for the case of one and several subflows
	Philippe Godin

	10.9.1
	R3-040047
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.933
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans 
	Specification of the ATM-IP interworking
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	proposal to standardize neither PWE3 nor IP-ALCAP was not agreed
	Philippe Godin

	10.9.1
	R3-040048
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.411
	5.0.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans 
	Specification of the ATM-IP interworking
	Nortel
	not agreed
	R3-040145
	Alcatel, Nortel and Nokia will discuss a counter proposal to have CRs to 25.414 an 25.426 instead of 25.411. The counter proposal was finally withdrawn and R3-040145 was proposed instead.
	Philippe Godin

	11.1.2.3
	R3-040049
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS – RRC connected PMM idle UEs
	Nortel
	noted
	R3-040020, R3-040100, R3-040148
	treated together with R3-040020 and R3-040100; additional enhancement of RAN2 solution by flag on Uu (see R3-040100) discussed and corresponding input to joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS provided in R3-040148
	Philippe Godin

	11.1.4
	R3-040050
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.852
	-
	REL-6
	RANImp-RABSEIuEnhIMS
	IMS Requirements
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.4
	R3-040051
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	25.852
	0.1.2
	REL-6
	RANImp-RABSEIuEnhIMS
	TR 25.852 v0.1.2 Iu enhancements for IMS support in UTRAN (Release 6) - Update
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.3
	R3-040052
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.901
	-
	REL-6
	NACC
	NACC Solution
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Conclusion 1 agreed. Conclusion 2: no mandate to store information (although highly recommended). Conclusion 3: Iur still to be discussed. Conclusion 4: Message on Iur still open. Using RL setup or Information exchange (in this case: local storage in SRNC would be necessary) is the question. Conclusion 5: not related to the RAN3 NACC WI. Conclusion 6: will be handled with the CR (has to be prepared). Conclusion 7: agreed. Conclusion 8: will be handled with the CR. CR proposals will be discussed by email before RAN3 #41.
	Philippe Godin

	11.1.3
	R3-040053
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.7.0
	REL-6
	NACC
	NACC Solution
	Nortel
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.3.1
	R3-040054
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	-
	REL-6
	TEI6
	LCS QoS Class over Iu
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	After offline discussions LS drafted to SA2 in R3-040160 (final LS see R3-040176)
	Philippe Godin

	13
	R3-040055
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	Draft Reply LS to S5-038807 = R3-031822 on RAN Work Item '"Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on TSG SA 5' (to: SA5; cc: RAN, SA, SA2)
	Vodafone
	revised
	R3-031822
	draft answer to LS S5-038807 = R3-031822 received at RAN3 #39; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040139 to provide the final LS
	Andreas Hauser

	11.1.5
	R3-040056
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.802
	0.3.1
	Rel-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	Further Input for Study Area of TR 25.802 on RET Control
	Vodafone
	noted
	 
	Agreed to include text in study area (not annex) of TR 25.802 and clarify vendor codes and 'tbd'. Furthermore remove reference 8.4.2 in the annex.
	Andreas Hauser

	10.7.4
	R3-040057
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.435
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR is in principle agreed under the assumption of a renaming to 'scheduling priority indicator'.
	Jonathan Lewis

	10.7.5
	R3-040058
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.425
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	in principle agreed
	 
	CR is in principle agreed under the assumption of a renaming to 'scheduling priority indicator'.
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040059
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.8.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Priority Queue ID for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	postponed
	 
	postponed to allow further offline checking
	Jonathan Lewis

	10.6.4
	R3-040060
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Priority Queue ID for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	postponed
	 
	postponed to allow further offline checking
	-

	11.1.2.4
	R3-040061
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Release of RAB resources upon reception of Session Stop
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	noted
	 
	Agreed to remove the note with the 'ffs'.
	Jonathan Lewis

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040062
	For Disc
	-
	-
	-
	R3.013
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Discussion on the status of Iur Linking
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	noted
	R3-040021, R3-040077, R3-040102, R3-040104, R3-040122
	Proposal: No Iur linking for URA_PCH.
	Jonathan Lewis

	11.1.2.6
	R3-040063
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	R3.013
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Discussion of the complexity of the introduction of a single Iub bearer per Node B for MBMS
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.7
	R3-040064
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Clarification of MBMS definitions for UE Context and UE Linking
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	8.6.3
	R3-040065
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.419
	3.11.0
	R99
	TEI
	Mismatch of the type between 25.419 and 25.324
	NEC
	noted
	 
	Working assumption: option 1 (release question is still open). LS to RAN2 and T2 will be drafted in R3-040141 
	Chenghock Ng

	11.1.2.7
	R3-040066
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Local Multicast Area
	NEC/ Telecom Modus
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.4
	R3-040067
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	CN De-registration
	NEC/ Telecom Modus
	noted
	 
	Agreements: - go for option 2. - Stage 3 of CN De-registration is ffs. - Optimisation (include 'Session Stop' in the de-registration procedure) -> company contribution in SA2. - Uu impacts ('may inform UEs') -> RAN2 will be informed at the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS (assumption: no indication on Uu needed). - Triggering the release of NAS contexts in UE via Uu group release is unclear but has to be considered in RAN2. At least it was assessed by RAN3 to be problematic in case UE misses this group release.
	Chenghock Ng

	11.1.2.7
	R3-040068
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Node Synchronization for MBMS selective combining
	NEC/ Telecom Modus
	noted
	 
	LS will be drafted in R3-030146 to answer R3-040006 (final LS answer was sent in R3-040173). The current status on the common PDCP/MAC in the context of the “MBMS Cell Group” concept will be checked in the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS.
	Chenghock Ng

	11.1.2.1
	R3-040069
	For Info
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Macro diversity and timeslot re-use for MBMS, TDD mode
	IPWireless
	noted
	 
	 
	Peter Legg

	10.6.6
	R3-040070
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode
	IPWireless
	revised
	 
	CR was revised in R3-040135
	-

	10.6.6
	R3-040071
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode
	IPWireless
	revised
	 
	CR was revised in R3-040136
	-

	11.3.2 
	R3-040072
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.433
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-BFE
	Further Consideration on Beamforming Enhancement
	Nokia
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.3
	R3-040073
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.896
	1.0.0
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	E-DCH L2/L3 issues, Text proposal for TR 25.896 Chapters 10 and 11
	Nokia 
	revised
	R3-040081, R3-040158
	Tdoc was revised in R3-040158 to merge R3-040073 and R3-040081.
	-

	11.2.3
	R3-040074
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	E-DCH – Issues on Short TTI
	Nokia 
	noted
	 
	Comment on second option will be added by Nortel to the draft LS to RAN1 which will be drafted in R3-040161 for Friday.
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	11.1.2.4
	R3-040075
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	RNC Registration/De-registration 
	3
	noted
	 
	Proposal to modify 25.346 is agreed with some modifications. Removal of the ffs in section 8 for the CN de-registration procedure is not agreed.
	Alexander Vesely

	11.1.2.4
	R3-040076
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Session Start & Session Stop
	3
	noted
	 
	Proposal to modify 25.346 is agreed with some modifications.
	Alexander Vesely

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040077
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Service Context Creation in DRNC & UE Linking over Iur
	3
	noted
	R3-040021, R3-040062, R3-040102, R3-040104, R3-040122
	Proposal: Iur linking during session.
	Alexander Vesely

	11.1.2.7
	R3-040078
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	R3.013
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Distribution of MBMS Data to a RNC outside MBMS area
	3
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-040079
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.4.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Mobility in Evolved UTRAN Architecture
	Panasonic
	noted
	 
	New architecture proposal expected for the future. Text will not be included in the TR.
	Dragan Petrovic

	11.2.1
	R3-040080
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.4.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Channel Type Switching in Evolved UTRAN Architecture 
	Panasonic
	noted
	 
	Time calculation tool is in principle agreed but further refinement is needed (e.g. consider Iur, optimisation of flows etc., RRC execution time).
	Dragan Petrovic

	11.2.3
	R3-040081
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.896
	1.1.2
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	Text Proposal for Chapters 10 and 11 of the TR 25.896
	Panasonic
	revised
	R3-040073, R3-040158
	Tdoc was revised in R3-040158 to merge R3-040073 and R3-040081.
	-

	11.1.2.7
	R3-040082
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Context handling in RAN
	LG Electronics
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040083
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	TS 25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Concerns on MBMS attach and detach procedure
	LG Electronics
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040084
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	TS 25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Considerations for UE Mobility
	LG Electronics
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.7
	R3-040085
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS service area in UTRAN
	LG Electronics
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-040086
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	TR 25.897
	0.4.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Discussion on Mobility Control in Evolved UTRAN Architecture
	LG Electronics
	noted
	 
	Performance impacts due to frequent relocations should be avoided and should be studied for the different concepts. Rapporteur will check whether this is already covered in the TR otherwise it will be included as open issue for all concepts.
	Yong Woo Shin

	11.2.1
	R3-040087
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.4.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Affecting items for the evaluation of transport utilisation in last mile
	Panasonic
	noted
	 
	 Traffic classes, Traffic in inter Node B handover, PDCP header compression and RRC retransmission traffic should be considered in future contributions when evaluating concepts regarding last mile transport utilisation benefits/impacts (it is not necessary to consider all points in parallel).
	Hidenori Ishii

	10.9.1
	R3-040088
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.933
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Interworking scenario for PWE3 solution
	Alcatel
	noted
	 
	agreement achieved about a few statements about PWE3 that will be included in the LS for RAN #23 which will include the PWE3 CR package
	Nicolas Drevon

	10.9.1
	R3-040089
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.933
	5.4.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	PWE3 options
	Alcatel
	noted
	 
	Proposal 1 is not agreed. Proposal 2 is in the IETF draft. So no extra need to discuss it. Proposal 3 is agreed.
	Nicolas Drevon

	10.9.1
	R3-040090
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.411
	5.0.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Additional L1 layer for R5
	Alcatel
	not treated
	 
	As CR is going in a similar direction as CR R3-040048, CR R3-040090 was not treated.
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-040091
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	 
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	UTRAN Evolutions - Last Mile impacts for NodeB+
	Alcatel
	noted
	R3-040098, R3-040126
	Nothing will be included in the TR 25.897. Further offline discussion necessary. See conclusions under R3-040098.
	Nicolas Drevon

	11.1.4
	R3-040092
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.852
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-RABSE-IuEnhIMS
	Optimisation of Voice over IMS
	Alcatel
	not treated
	 
	not treated as we will wait for RAN2 decision before answering SA2 LS
	-

	8.6.4
	R3-040093
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.423, 25.433
	-
	R99
	TEI
	DCH-id issue in NBAP and RNSAP
	Alcatel
	noted
	 
	Decision about REL-4/5 specification change at the RAN3 #41 or we leave misalignment. Clarification CRs for Rel-5 could be another possibility.
	Nicolas Drevon

	10.6.4
	R3-040094
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to MAC-hs Window Size and T1
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040095
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.8.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to MAC-hs Window Size and T1
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040096
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Correction to MAC-hs Window Size and T1
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-040097
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Proposed Changes to the “Analysis of R99 Architecture” Section in TR25.897
	Nortel
	noted
	 
	Intention of the Tdoc is agreed. Wording will be solved offline (by email discussion) so that finally a corresponding text can be included in the study area of the TR 25.897.
	Saso Stojanovski

	11.2.1
	R3-040098
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	On Transport Layer Utilisation with Node B+
	Nortel
	noted
	R3-040091, R3-040126
	PDCP header compression location and QoS differentiation are not considered regarding transport efficiency. Therefore no agreement reached to include the contribution in the TR. "How does QoS differentiation up to the edge of the network improves transport efficiency?" will be added as open issue for Node B+ and RCS/UPS concepts.
	Saso Stojanovski

	11.1.2.6
	R3-040099
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.013
	0.1.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Iub data bearer considerations
	Lucent
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.3
	R3-040100
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.013
	0.1.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Alternative proposal for handling RRC connected PMM idle users
	Lucent
	noted
	R3-040049, R3-040020
	treated together with R3-040049 and R3-040020
	Sudeep Palat

	11.2.1
	R3-040101
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	0.4.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Updates to Evolved Architecture based on iNodeB and RAN server
	Lucent
	noted
	 
	Table for study area of TR with protocol terminations for the different concepts will be introduced at the next meeting. RRC protocol termination should be clarified. Text to clarify streamlining requested for this concept in the future.
	Sudeep Palat

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040102
	For Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Total solution on Iur Linking only after session start
	Samsung, Nokia
	noted
	R3-040021, R3-040062, R3-040077, R3-040104, R3-040122
	 
	Chunying Sun

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040103
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Optimization of p-t-m transmission signaling over Iur
	Samsung
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040104
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Analysis on Iur Linking
	Samsung
	noted
	R3-040021, R3-040062, R3-040077, R3-040102, R3-040122
	 
	Eunjung Kim

	11.1.2.7
	R3-040105
	For Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	 
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	MBMS Service Area
	Samsung
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.2.4
	R3-040106
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Clarification on Iu Linking
	Samsung
	noted
	 
	no issue for RAN3 as indication in NAS message should solve the problem
	Eunjung Kim

	11.1.2.4
	R3-040107
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Shared Iu Signalling connection for MBMS
	Samsung
	noted
	 
	Agreed to have statement in TS 25.346. Details of this contribution to revise 25.346 will be solved offline.
	Eunjung Kim

	11.1.2.4
	R3-040108
	CR
	-
	-
	B
	25.413
	5.7.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	RANAP changes for MBMS
	Samsung
	postponed
	 
	 too early to agree about a CR but delegates are asked to have a look in it as it might serve as a working document (collecting RANAP changes) in the future.
	-

	11.1.2.3
	R3-040109
	For Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	 
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	General discussion on Mobility support for MBMS
	Samsung
	noted
	 
	Open issue 1: RAN3 will wait for SA2 decision. Open issue 2: see R3-040123. Open issue 3: can be decided later. Open issue 4: to be presented to RAN2 in joint ad hoc. Open issue 5: depends on Iur linking, will not be decided now, depends also on the neighbour cell       information in the SRNC. Open issue 6: RAN2 related. Open issue 7: optimisation in RAN2's scope.
	Sungho Choi

	11.1.7
	R3-040110
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.2.0
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Rel-6 Trace signaling based (de)activation support in RANAP
	Nokia
	noted
	 
	With minor corrections (taken into account by the rapporteur) it is agreed to include the text in the study area of the TR R3.014.
	Olivier Guyot

	10.1
	R3-040111
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.401, 25.413
	-
	REL-5
	NETSHARE
	Handling of emergency calls with the Rel-5 Shared Network Access Control function
	Nokia
	noted
	 
	as a conclusion an LS to SA1 (cc: CN1, SA2) was drafted in R3-040143 to clarify open issues; finally R3-040143 was withdrawn as no agreement regarding the LS was reached 
	Olivier Guyot

	11.3.1
	R3-040112
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	-
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Need to signal LCS QoS Class over Iu vs need to signal back accuracy fulfillment indicator
	Nokia
	noted
	R3-040054
	No decisions. Intention/impacts of introduction of LCS QoS seem to be not fully clear.
	Olivier Guyot

	11.1.3
	R3-040113
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.901
	0.3.0
	REL-6
	RANimp-NACC
	Impact in UTRAN of GERAN NACC flexible protocol support
	Nokia
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040114
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.8.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshlod
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	postponed to allow further offline checking
	Na Wu

	10.6.4
	R3-040115
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.423
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshlod
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	postponed to allow further offline checking
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040116
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshlod
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	postponed to allow further offline checking
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040117
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Introduce the description of AOA measurement in the Allowed Combinations of Dedicated Measurement and measurement threshlod
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	postponed to allow further offline checking
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040118
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.423
	5.8.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	CR is postponed to solve comments to the CR offline
	Na Wu

	10.6.4
	R3-040119
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.423
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	CR is postponed to solve comments to the CR offline
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040120
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	CR is postponed to solve comments to the CR offline
	-

	10.6.4
	R3-040121
	CR
	-
	-
	A
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Extension of the range of PCCPCH RSCP
	CATT/CCSA
	postponed
	 
	CR is postponed to solve comments to the CR offline
	-

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040122
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	UE Linking via Iur
	Samsung, LG Electronics,Nokia
	noted
	R3-040021, R3-040062, R3-040077, R3-040102, R3-040104
	No decision was possible regarding Iur linking. Further offline discussion required.
	Tuomas Hakuli

	11.1.2.3
	R3-040123
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	2.4.0
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Considerations on sending MBMS Notification in MBMS Multicast area
	Nokia
	noted
	R3-040151, R3-040153
	R3-040123 was treated in RAN3 as well as in the joint RAN2 - RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS on Wednesday; see R3-040151 for the results (led to draft LS R3-040153 to SA2)
	Tuomas Hakuli

	11.1.5
	R3-040124
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.802
	0.3.1
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	RET Antenna L1
	Nokia
	revised
	 
	revised in R3-040142
	-

	11.2.1
	R3-040125
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	Analysis of the split RNC scenarios
	Nokia
	noted
	 
	Email discussion will be kicked off by Sami Kekki (Nokia) about the controversial aspects of this document to get an agreement for some input to the study area of the TR 25.897.
	Sami Kekki

	11.2.1
	R3-040126
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.897
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-FSEvo
	About the analysis in R3-031591
	Nokia
	noted
	R3-040091, R3-040098
	 
	Sami Kekki

	10.9.1
	R3-040127
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Choice of Solution for IP/ATM-Interworking Scenario 3
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	Agreed that Q.2630.1 is a tool to provide connectivity between ATM and IP in the context of interworking option 3.
	Thomas Ulrich

	11.2.5
	R3-040128
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.8xx
	0.0.1
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSLoPw
	Clarification on the use of the downlink and the uplink gain
	Telefonica
	noted
	 
	Agreed to include text in the TR with 2 changes.
	Ana Burgos Martinez

	11.1.3
	R3-040129
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-NACC
	NACC – Iu Procedural Requirements and Procedural Logic
	Siemens
	noted
	 
	Open issues: - RNC-Id on RANAP level? Align with CN4 (Gn interface). No LS will be drafted to CN4. For this companies are invited to check internally. If nothing is decided so far, then we will take a decision and inform CN4. - BSC addressing on RANAP level (e.g. CGI)?
	Alexander Vesely

	11.1.3
	R3-040130
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-NACC
	NACC – Iur Procedural Requirements and Procedural Logic
	Siemens
	not treated
	 
	Not presented as related comments along the content of this document were already given when discussing R3-040052.
	-

	11.1.7
	R3-040131
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	0.2.1
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Proposed modifications to Trace TR R3.014
	Nortel
	withdrawn
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.7
	R3-040132
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Details on Management Activation solution 1
	Nortel
	noted
	R3-040023
	Common section and a delta section for solution 2 text in R3-040023 and R3-040132 will be prepared and included in study area of the TR R3.014. Section 2.3 will be included in the study area of the TR with the change that 'trace specific prcedure' will be a class 1 procedure (acknowledged). Unavailability of one CN node in case of Iuflex will be added to open issue list.
	Yann Sehedic

	11.1.2.5
	R3-040133
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.346
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	On Attach/Detach functionality
	Samsung
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	11.1.7
	R3-040134
	For Appr
	 
	-
	-
	R3.014
	-
	REL-6
	OAM-Trace-RAN
	Applicability of the two solutions
	Ericsson
	noted
	 
	List of comparison criterias and list of open issues for solution 1 and 2 to be collected and agreed offline (via email) which can be included in the TR. Proposal of R3-040134 to include text in study area of R3.014 is agreed with replacing reference to LS by explicit text.
	Martin Israelsson

	10.6.6
	R3-040135
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.433
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode
	IPWireless
	in principle agreed
	R3-040070
	revision of R3-040070
	Peter Legg

	10.6.6
	R3-040136
	CR
	-
	1
	A
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode
	IPWireless
	in principle agreed
	R3-040071
	revision of R3-040071
	Peter Legg

	11.2.5
	R3-040137
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.8xx
	0.0.1
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSLoPw
	Solutions for LOP
	Telefonica
	noted
	 
	Agreed to include the text in the TR. Also conclusion of the Tdoc is agreed. Agreed to have a 25.8xx TR. Regarding the testing LS will be sent to RAN4 from the next meeting RAN3 #41.
	Ana Burgos Martinez

	3
	R3-040138
	Report
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Final report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #39 held in San Diego, USA, November 17th -21st, 2003
	MCC
	approved
	R3-040001, R3-040002
	revision of R3-040002 (only one sentence in conclusion to R3-031737 was revised compared to R3-040002)
	-

	13
	R3-040139
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	Final Reply LS to S5-038807 = R3-031822 on RAN Work Item '"Control of Remote Electrical Tilting Antenna" and possible impact on TSG SA 5' (to: SA5; cc: RAN, SA, SA2)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031822, R3-040055
	final answer to LS S5-038807 = R3-031822 received at RAN3 #39; revision of R3-040055; LS was sent out to SA5 on Tuesday morning
	-

	13
	R3-040140
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-WDS
	Draft reply LS to R4-030936 = R3-031832 on Evaluation of the existence of an impact of Wideband Distribution Systems (WDS) O&M into existing specifications (to: RAN4; cc: -)
	Telefonica
	revised
	R3-031832
	draft answer to LS R4-030936 = R3-031832 received at RAN3 #39; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040154 to provide the final LS
	Ana Burgos Martinez

	13
	R3-040141
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R99
	-
	Draft LS on mismatch of the IE type (to: T2, RAN2; cc: -)
	NEC
	revised
	R3-040065
	LS drafted in connection with R3-040065; revised in R3-040155 to remove actions and also paragraph above actions and to modify title.
	Chenghock Ng

	11.1.5
	R3-040142
	for Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.802
	0.3.1
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	RET Antenna L1
	Nokia
	noted
	R3-040124
	revision of R3-040124; Nokia proposal will be included as a second modulation option in the study area of the TR 25.802.
	Tuomas Hakuli


	13
	R3-040143
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-5
	NETSHARE
	Draft LS to clarify open issues on Handling of emergency calls with the Rel-5 Shared Network Access Control function (to: SA1; cc: CN1, SA2)
	Nokia
	withdrawn
	R3-040111
	was intended to be drafted in connection with R3-040111
	-

	11.2.3
	R3-040144
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	Impact of E-DCH on UTRAN architecture
	Lucent
	noted
	 
	Similar to Nokia contribution. Summarizing architectural issues for RAN3.
	-

	 
	R3-040145
	CR
	-
	-
	F
	25.411
	5.0.0
	REL-5
	 
	Emulated Layer1 for REL-5 ATM-IP interworking
	Nokia
	not agreed
	R3-030048
	counter proposal to R3-040048; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But the general way how this CR proposes to introduce PWE3 into      RAN3’s specification is agreed. Further offline discussion about the contents is needed before RAN3 #41.
	Sami Kekki

	13
	R3-040146
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Draft LS answer to R1-031428 = R3-040006 on signalling and timing requirement from RAN3 perspective for simulcast/selective combining (to RAN1, RAN2; cc: -)
	NEC
	revised
	R3-040006, R3-040068
	draft answer to LS R1-031428 = R3-040006; related Tdoc in R3-040068; revised in R3-040157 to replace some text at the end of section 1 and to remove second action item in section 2.
	Chenghock Ng

	13
	R3-040147
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Draft answer LS to S4-030847 = R3-040015 on Multiple MBMS Issues (to: SA4; cc: SA1, SA2, RAN1, RAN2)
	3
	revised
	R3-040015
	draft answer to LS S4-030847 = R3-040015; revised online in R3-040174
	Alexander Vesely

	13
	R3-040148
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Discussion on handling RRC connected PMM idle users
	Lucent
	noted
	R3-040020, R3-040049, R3-040100
	related Tdocs R3-040020, R3-040049 and R3-040100; orginally planned as LS to RAN2 but then treated in the joint RAN2 - RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS on Wednesday; see R3-040151 for the results (led to draft LS R3-040152 to SA2)
	Sudeep Palat

	11.1.5
	R3-040149
	For Appr
	-
	-
	-
	25.802
	0.2.1
	REL-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	Update of the proposed input for TR 25.802 in R3-031821
	Vodafone
	noted
	 
	Agreed to include text in the study area of TR 25.802.
	Andreas Hauser

	10.6.2
	R3-040150
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.413
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Coding of Discontinuous Transmission/No_Data mode
	Nortel
	postponed
	R3-040046
	revision of R3-040046; postponed to allow further offline checking
	Philippe Godin

	11.1.2
	R3-040151
	Report
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Conclusions of joint RAN2/RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS
	RAN3 chairman
	noted
	 
	also provided in RAN2 as R2-040284
	-

	13
	R3-040152
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Draft LS on Revised proposal on Handling of RRC connected PMM Idle users (to: SA2; cc: RAN2)
	Lucent
	revised
	R3-040020, R3-040049, R3-040100, R3-040148
	drafted in connection with R3-040148 which was presented at the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS; revised in R3-0401 63
	Sudeep Palat

	13
	R3-040153
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Draft LS on ‘RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS’ (to: SA2; cc: CN1)
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-040123
	drafted in connection with the R3-040123 discussions at the joint RAN2 - RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS; revised in R3-040179
	Philippe Godin

	13
	R3-040154
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-WDS
	Final reply LS to R4-030936 = R3-031832 on Evaluation of the existence of an impact of Wideband Distribution Systems (WDS) O&M into existing specifications (to: RAN4; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-031832, R3-040140
	final answer to LS R4-030936 = R3-031832 received at RAN3 #39; revision of R3-040140
	-

	13
	R3-040155
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R99
	-
	Revised draft LS on mismatch of the IE type in 25.419, 23.041 and 25.324 (to: T2, RAN2; cc: -)
	NEC
	revised
	R3-040065, R3-040141
	LS drafted in connection with R3-040065; revision of R3-040141; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040156 to provide the final LS
	-

	13
	R3-040156
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	R99
	-
	Final LS on mismatch of the IE type in 25.419, 23.041 and 25.324 (to: T2, RAN2; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040065, R3-040141, R3-040155
	prepared in connection with R3-040065; revision of R3-040155
	-

	13
	R3-040157
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Revised draft LS answer to R1-031428 = R3-040006 on signalling and timing requirement from RAN3 perspective for simulcast/selective combining (to RAN1; cc: RAN2)
	NEC
	revised
	R3-040006, R3-040068, R3-040146
	revised draft answer to LS R1-031428 = R3-040006; related Tdoc in R3-040068; revision of R3-040146; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040173 to provide the final LS
	Chenghock Ng

	11.2.3
	R3-040158
	for Disc
	-
	-
	-
	25.896
	1.0.0
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	Text Proposal for Chapters 10 and 11 of the TR 25.896
	Panasonic, Nokia
	noted
	R3-040073, R3-040081
	merge of R3-040073 and R3-040081; with some modifications agreed to be put in an LS to RAN1 which will be drafted in R3-040162 (in reply to R3-031430)
	Dragan Petrovic

	5
	R3-040159
	LSin
	-
	-
	to R3
	-
	-
	REL-5
	TEI5, RANimp-ImpRRM
	LS on the removal of ASN.1 coding for CRRM fields received by BSS (G2-040143; from: GERAN2; to: RAN3; cc: -)
	GERAN2
	noted
	 
	received on Thu afternoon; RAN3 action requested; LS answer was postponed as there was not enough time left to prepare it
	Philippe Godin

	13
	R3-040160
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	-
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Draft LS on UTRAN LCS QoS handling for location request and report in release 6 (to: SA2, RAN2; cc: -)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-040054, R3-040112
	drafted in connection with R3-040054 and R3-040112; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040176 to provide the final LS
	Olivier Guyot

	13
	R3-040161
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	Draft LS on Shorter TTI for E-DCH (to: RAN1; cc: RAN2)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-040074
	drafted in connection with R3-040074; revised online in R3-040177
	Masatoshi Nakamata

	13
	R3-040162
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	Draft LS response to R1-031108 = R3-031430 on 'Feasibility Study for Enhanced Uplink for UTRA FDD' TR for review (to: RAN1; cc: RAN2)
	Nokia
	postponed
	R3-031430,
	draft answer to LS R1-031108 = R3-031430 received at RAN3 #38; finally LS answer was postponed to solve options of functional architecture and corresponding protocol stack issues by email discussion before RAN3 #41
	Sami Kekki

	13
	R3-040163
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Revised draft LS on Revised proposal on Handling of RRC connected PMM Idle users (to: SA2; cc: RAN2)
	Lucent
	revised
	R3-040020, R3-040049, R3-040100, R3-040148, R3-040152
	revision of R3-040152; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040164 to provide the final LS
	-

	13
	R3-040164
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Final LS on Revised proposal on Handling of RRC connected PMM Idle users (to: SA2; cc: RAN2)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040020, R3-040049, R3-040100, R3-040148, R3-040152, R3-040163
	prepared in connection with R3-040148 discussions at joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc; revision of R3-040163
	-

	10.9.1
	R3-040165
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.401
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-040032
	revision of R3-040032; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040166
	CR
	-
	1
	A
	25.401
	6.2.0
	REL-6
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-040033
	revision of R3-040033; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040167
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.410
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-040034
	revision of R3-040034; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040168
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.414
	5.5.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-040035
	revision of R3-040035; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040169
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.420
	5.1.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-040036
	revision of R3-040036; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040170
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.426
	5.3.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-040037
	revision of R3-040037; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.
	Thomas Ulrich

	10.9.1
	R3-040171
	CR
	-
	1
	F
	25.430
	5.2.0
	REL-5
	ETRAN-IPtrans
	Introduction of ITU-T Q.2631.1 for interworking solution 3
	Siemens
	not agreed
	R3-040038
	revision of R3-040038; CR (as it is now) is not agreed. But after offline checking the way of introducing Q.2631.1 into RAN3 specifications was agreed in general. Details need to be discussed before RAN3 #41.
	Thomas Ulrich

	11.1.5
	R3-040172
	TR
	-
	-
	-
	25.802
	0.3.2
	Rel-6
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	TR 25.802 v0.3.2 Remote Control of Electrical Tilting Antennas - Rapporteur's update after RAN3 #40
	Vodafone
	not treated
	 
	 
	-

	13
	R3-040173
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Final LS answer to R1-031428 = R3-040006 on signalling and timing requirement from RAN3 perspective for simulcast/selective combining (to RAN1; cc: RAN2)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040006, R3-040068, R3-040146, R3-040157
	final answer to LS R1-031428 = R3-040006; related Tdoc in R3-040068; revision of R3-040157
	-

	13
	R3-040174
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Revised draft answer LS to S4-030847 = R3-040015 on Multiple MBMS Issues (to: SA4; cc: SA1, SA2, RAN1, RAN2)
	3
	revised
	R3-040015, R3-040147
	draft answer to LS S4-030847 = R3-040015; revision of R3-040147; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040175 to provide the final LS
	-

	13
	R3-040175
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Final answer LS to S4-030847 = R3-040015 on Multiple MBMS Issues (to: SA4; cc: SA1, SA2, RAN1, RAN2)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040015, R3-040147, R3-040174
	final answer to LS S4-030847 = R3-040015; revision of R3-040174
	-

	13
	R3-040176
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	25.413
	-
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Final LS on UTRAN LCS QoS handling for location request and report in release 6 (to: SA2, RAN2; cc: -)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040054, R3-040112, R3-040160
	prepared in connection with R3-040054 and R3-040112; revision of R3-040160; LS was sent out on Fri 16.01.04 morning
	-

	13
	R3-040177
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	Revised draft LS on Shorter TTI for E-DCH (to: RAN1; cc: RAN2)
	Nokia
	revised
	R3-040074, R3-040161
	drafted in connection with R3-040074; revision of R3-040161; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040178 to provide the final LS
	-

	13
	R3-040178
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	RInImp-FSUpDTrCh
	Final LS on Shorter TTI for E-DCH (to: RAN1; cc: RAN2)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040074, R3-040161, R3-040177
	prepared in connection with R3-040074; revision of R3-040177
	-

	13
	R3-040179
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Revised draft LS on ‘RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS’ (to: SA2; cc: CN1)
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-040123, R3-040153
	revision of R3-040153; revised in R3-040180 to remove URA/cell in the headline and a paragraph in the same section
	Philippe Godin

	13
	R3-040180
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Revised draft LS on ‘RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS’ (to SA2; cc: CN1)
	Nortel
	revised
	R3-040123, R3-040153, R3-040179
	revision of R3-040179; LS contents agreed; revised by MCC in R3-040181 to provide the final LS
	-

	13
	R3-040181
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	REL-6
	MBMS-RAN
	Final LS on ‘RNC-based filtering and RA-based filtering options for MBMS’ (to SA2; cc: CN1)
	RAN3
	agreed
	R3-040123, R3-040153, R3-040179, R3-040180
	prepared in connection with R3-040123 discussions at joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc; revision of R3-040180
	-
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Annex E:
List of in principle agreed RAN WG3 CRs of RAN3 #40

The table below lists the CRs that were already in principle agreed in RAN3 #40 that have to be provided for RAN3 #41 (one week before the usual submission deadline).

Note 1: There is no need to request Tdoc or CR numbers for these CRs. Please find these numbers in the table below.

Note 2: The table takes already into account all shadow/category A CRs that have to be provided.

Note 3: CRs for RAN3 #41   M U S T    be based on the official December 2003 RAN3 specifications.

	RAN3 #41 Tdoc #
	CR #
	rev.
	Cat.
	TS/TR #
	Vers.
	Rel.
	WI code
	Title
	Source
	comments

	R3-040185
	899
	-
	F
	25.423
	4.11.0
	REL-4
	TEI4
	Correction of RL Congestion Indication
	Ericsson
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040016 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040186
	900
	-
	A
	25.423
	5.8.0
	REL-5
	TEI4
	Correction of RL Congestion Indication
	Ericsson
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040017 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040187
	901
	-
	A
	25.423
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI4
	Correction of RL Congestion Indication
	Ericsson
	REL-6 cat.A CR to the CR R3-040017 which was in principle agreed at RAN3 #40

	R3-040188
	633
	-
	F
	25.413
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Correction of GERAN related Release 5 IEs
	Ericsson
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040018 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040189
	634
	-
	A
	25.413
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Correction of GERAN related Release 5 IEs
	Ericsson
	REL-6 cat.A CR to the CR R3-040018 which was in principle agreed at RAN3 #40

	R3-040190
	902
	-
	B
	25.423
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD
	Siemens
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040025 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040191
	952
	-
	B
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI6
	Interference measurement in UpPTS for 1.28Mcps TDD
	Siemens
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040026 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040192
	110
	-
	F
	25.435
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040057 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040193
	111
	-
	A
	25.435
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	REL-6 cat.A CR to the CR R3-040057 which was in principle agreed at RAN3 #40

	R3-040194
	068
	-
	F
	25.425
	5.6.0
	REL-5
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040058 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040195
	069
	-
	A
	25.425
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	HSDPA-IubIur
	Common Transport Channel Priority Indicator for HSDPA
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	REL-6 cat.A CR to the CR R3-040058 which was in principle agreed at RAN3 #40

	R3-040196
	953
	-
	F
	25.433
	5.7.0
	REL-5
	TEI5
	Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode
	IPWireless
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040135 at RAN3 #40

	R3-040197
	954
	-
	A
	25.433
	6.0.0
	REL-6
	TEI5
	Enabling of closed loop transmit diversity in TDD mode
	IPWireless
	CR was in principle agreed in R3-040136 at RAN3 #40


13 in principle agreed CRs for RAN3 #41: REL-4: 1x cat.F; REL-5: 4x cat.F, 1x cat.A; REL-6: 2x cat.B, 5x cat.A

Annex F:
Summary of joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS

For convenience the summary of the joint RAN2-RAN3 ad hoc on MBMS R3-040151 (= R2-040284), held on 14.01.2004 during RAN2 #40 and RAN3 #40 in Sophia Antipolis is copied into this annex F.
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 R3-040151

Sophia Antipolis, France, 14th January 2004











(R2-040284)

Agenda Item:
R2-10.2.1/R3-11.1.2

Source: 
RAN3 Chairman
Title: 
Summary of  Joint RAN2/3 MBMS Session

Meeting: January 14, 2004 from 11:15 to 13:15 o'clock

Topics:

1. Discussions on Simulcast (LS from RAN1)

This would require a common PDCP (and MAC?) entity

Is the shared PDCP entity among multiple cells suitable for that purpose (would require one PDCP for the whole simulcast-area)

conclusion:

Under discussion also in RAN2 (similar understanding as in RAN3).
2. Uu indication of De-Registration (Session Stop + Service Removal) (R3-040067)

discussion:

De-registration from Broadcast/Multicast-center is considered here.

Not yet at all discussed in RAN2.

Moving to a different service area would be a problem: You will never receive it.

conclusion:

Further discussion necessary.

3. UE Linking via Uu in case PMM Idle/RRC Connected

Lucent proposal (see LS from Sudeep in R3-040148)

- Optimisation of Uu interface wrt signalling load (depends on the size of the service list)

- P-TMSI (RNI) needed

- new RNL procedure (retrieve Service List via Iu connectionless)

R3-040148 presented by Sudeep Palat (Lucent)
discussion:

Will the information not be received twice (from SGSN)?

UE remains in PMM-idle.

At session, start UE would be moved to PMM connected, e.g. to get linking information (we cannot trust the list from the UE)? Is not necessary.

PMM-Connected: Some of the UEs will go to PMM-Connected (e.g. for counting)? This is possible.

One problem is UEs in PMM Idle will not receive paging: service list via Uu (RAN2) or information via Iu (RAN3, more flexible if more information needed in the future) is the question.

Is it more an enhancement?

List of services that a user joint is available at SGSN via NAS signalling. Might be a longer list depending of the number of services.

SRNS relocation means also transfer the list of services from one RNC to the next RNC? Yes.

UE might not receive session start.

Service list in RNC is sufficient for counting even for UEs not in PMM connected.

Different views on PMM-connected: Just to receive data, just for tracking UEs.

List of PMM Connected UEs and cs-connected UEs will be provided with this proposal?

In cs-Id the PTMSI always included, no further interaction on Uu? yes

conclusion:

Concept will be provided by Sudeep Palat (Lucent) as LS (first draft will be in R3-040152, source: Lucent) from RAN3  to SA2 (cc: RAN2) for checking and confirmation and if SA2 confirms the concept then it will be included in the TS 25.346.

If not endorsed by SA2, the initial decision (UE sending list of services) will be used.

Further details will be discussed after the answer from SA2.

4. SGSN Filtering

RAN2 sent an LS to SA2 in R2-032692/R3-040009

Siemens document in R2-040044 on radio utilisation (in fact on one assumption in the LS)

R2-040044 presented by Norbert Kroth (Siemens).

discussion:

To section 2: Does this preclude some RRM?

For UEs not seen session start, you would never send notification message? yes

UEs moving from service area to non service area would also not see the notification.

Broadcast of MBMS support was not agreed so far.

Concept was considered to have some drawbacks and to be too complicated by a few companies.

SGSN filtering might not be needed (at least not at the start of the MBMS feature).

Looking at problems due to UE mobility, sending information periodically is much safer.

Did SA2 agree to send session start indication during a session?

Session start is the point to start to send MBMS notification. Does session stop then stop this?

conclusion:

Tdoc is noted. Concept is not agreed because of complexity.

LS will be sent to SA2 (see R3-040153 below) to confirm RAN decision to have SGSN filtering as part of the architecture.

Nokia document in R2-040008/R3-040123 proposes further optimisation (SGSN sends RA list in Session Start (“Notification Area”))

R2-040008/R3-040123 presented by Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia).

discussion:

Considering modifications during session start and session stop? Yes.

Fig. 2: When moving to RA2 and stop in RA1, what will happen when coming back to RA1? To start notification again? Yes.

Might lead to ping pong effects along the whole RA1 (several cells).

SGSN filtering as a solution?

Is there a benefit to consider different routing areas (RA) in the same RNC?

List of routing areas at session start can be sufficient.

Is a proposal for second level of SGSN filtering.

conclusion:

Philippe Godin (Nortel) will provide an LS (first draft will be in R3-040153, source: Nortel) from RAN3 to SA2 (cc: RAN2) addressing filtering is part of the SGSN but not mandatory, RA impact.

5. Handling of UEs in URA_PCH

RAN  (i.e. dedicated) paging of UEs in URA_PCH 

could have impact on RAN3 discussions wrt UE linking via Iur (URA could span over several RNCs) 

2 solutions (from Vodafone and Samsung) are discussed in RAN2 at the moment.

conclusion:

No impact on RAN3.
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