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1
Opening of the meeting

The Chairman opened the meeting 30th March 2008 at 09:00 and welcomed the delegates to the meeting. The Chairman informed the delegates of their IPR obilgations as follows:

	The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was 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 delegates were asked to take note that they were thereby invited:

-
to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.

-
to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/ ).


2
Approval of the agenda

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	2
	G2-080118
	Agenda
	Chairman
	The agenda was presneted by the Chairman. There was no comments. The agenda was agreed
	Agreed


3
Approval of Documents from the previous meeting

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	3
	G2-080119
	G2-37 Meeting Report
	ETSI secretariat
	The meeting report from previous meeting was not presented. Small corrections had been made to the first draft made available at end of previous meeting. The report was approved.
	Approved


4
Letters / Reports from Other Groups

4.1
TSG-CT, TSG-RAN, TSG-SA and PCG/OP

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	4.1
	G2-080167
	LS on Decision of MBMS and LCS in SAE Rel8 Scope Discussions (SA-080223)
	SA
	SA proposal:

Features proposed to be removed from Release 8 work (and associated conditions for removal)

• Functions and procedures for SAE to support LTE MBMS - Removed subject to sending of an LS to SA2 indicating that removal implies ETWS support in LTE cannot be realized by eMBMS in Rel-8.

• Functions and procedures for SAE to support Control Plane LCS - Removed on the assumption that Cell Id can be made available for Lawful Interception purposes, with this assumption to be communicated via LS to SA2.

For information in G2. No further action required.
	Noted

	4.1
	G2-080168
	Reply LS to SA2 regarding ETWS Security (S3-080219)
	S3
	SA3 notes that for ETWS warning system there are two main threats: 

1.) Spoofing of a warning message, where an attacker sends a bogus warning message.

2.) Replaying a warning message at a later time.

The LS discuss countermeasures possible. Decision and further discussion needed in SA2/SA3 prior to any requirements put on GERAN.

For information, no further action required.
	Noted

	4.1
	G2-080169
	LS on various aspects related to GERAN to E-UTRAN interworking (R2-081363)
	R2
	Not presented, not discussed. The LS was seen in GERAN#37 (and GERAN2#37) in GP-080286. Follow up input documents were available for this meeting (GERAN2#37bis).
	Noted


4.2
From Partners and Their Bodies

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

4.3
Others

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5
Technical Work

5.1
Pre-Release 7 Corrections

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.1
	G2-080140
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Release 6)
	Kineto Wireless
	Presented by Michael Gallagher.

The current handover from GAN message flows in TS 43.318 imply that the MS must wait until GA-CSR connection release before sending the GA-RC DEREGISTER message to the GANC. This is in conflict with TS 44.318 section 6.4.1 which states that the MS should send the GA-RC DEREGISTER message to the GANC "when the MS is leaving or about to leave the GAN coverage." In many cases, the MS will lose the WLAN connectivity after handover from GAN and before receiving the GA-CSR RELEASE message. In this situation, it is preferrable for the MS to immediately send the GA-RC DEREGISTER message to explicitly notify the GANC that it is detaching from the generic IP access network. This allow a controlled release of resources in the GANC, versus having the GANC later detect that the TCP connection to the MS has been lost. It is also clarified that the MS is not expected to send or respond to GA-CSR or GA-PSR messages after sending the GA-RC DEREGISTER message and moving to the GA-RC-DEREGISTERED state. This CR also includes corrections to editorial errors in Figures 27 and 28.

Finally, the source company believes that all current, commercial GANC equipment can support the reception and proper handling of the GA-RC DEREGISTER message from the MS at any time, including as described in this CR.

It was acknowledged that the requested clarification describes the intented behaviour. Some discussion if it is needed to reflect this already from Rel-6.

Kineto Wireless clarified that 44.318 will also have to be updated.

CRs to 44.318 in 184-186.
	Revised in G2-080183

	5.1
	G2-080183
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Release 6)
	Kineto Wireless
	R 140. 

While it is not strictly required for draft CRs, the Chairman noted that CRs shall use the latest version of the CR template, now 9.4.

G2 endorse the approval of this CR.
	Endorsed

	5.1
	G2-080184
	CR 44.318-0093: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-6)
	Kineto Wireless
	Stage 3 CR related to 140/183.

Coversheet correction.
	Revised in G2-080214

	5.1
	G2-080185
	CR 44.318-0094: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-7)
	Kineto Wireless
	Stage 3 CR related to 140/183. Mirror.

Coversheet correction.
	Revised in G2-080215

	5.1
	G2-080186
	CR 44.318-0095: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-8)
	Kineto Wireless
	Stage 3 CR related to 140/183. Not exact mirror.
	Revised in G2-080216

	5.1
	G2-080214
	CR 44.318-0093 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-6)
	Kineto Wireless
	R 184.

Agreed conditionally to the complete set being approved together.
	Agreed

	5.1
	G2-080215
	CR 44.318-0094 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-7)
	Kineto Wireless
	R 185. Mirror.

Agreed conditionally to the complete set being approved together.
	Agreed

	5.1
	G2-080216
	CR 44.318-0095 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-8)
	Kineto Wireless
	R 186.

Agreed conditionally to the complete set being approved together.
	Agreed


5.2
Release 7 Work Items

5.2.1
Handover of Shared and Dedicated resources in DTM

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.2.2
Enhancements of VGCS

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.2.3
Downlink Dual-Carrier

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.2.4
REduced symbol Duration, Higher Order modulation and Turbo coding

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.2.4, 5.2.5
	G2-080120
	CR 44.060-1004: EGPRS2 capability in GPRS Cell Options IE (Rel-7)
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Presented by Hyounhee Koo.

- There is no introduction on the EGPRS2 capability supported by the cell and on which packet channel request message shall be used to establish EGPRS2 TBF in GPRS Cell Options IE.

- The field of BEP_PERIOD is used as the filter constant, i.e. the forgetting factor, not the BEP filter averaging period, in 3GPP TS 45.008.

Huawei does not believe this change is needed. The CR assumes that the EGPRS2 support indication need to be sent in all cases, even if the network does not supprot EGPRS2. NSN, Nokia also do not believe the change is needed. It was also clarified that there is no need to include the BEP_PERIOD in the Rel-7 extension part given EGPRS2 requires the support of EGPRS, and thus BEP_PERIOD is already indicated as part of R99.

Qualcomm comments received by mail: Comments on changes to GPRS Cell Option IE.

 There is no need for the network to indicate it’s downlink EGPRS2 level. MS can not request for a downlink TBF in EGPRS2-A mode or EGPRS2-B mode. It is upto the network to decide what kind of downlink TBF to assign taking into consideration MS capability.  Perhaps this is meant to be ‘Uplink EGPRS2A level’? 

With the proposed coding it is possible for the network to include BEP_PERIOD twice in this IE. Which one should a EGPRS2 capable MS take into consideration? Could BEP_PERIOD in R99 extension have a different value from BEP_PERIOD REL 7 extension? If yes, which one should the MS take into consideration? If BEP_PERIOD for EGPRS could be different from BEP_PERIOD for EGPRS2 MS then use a different name for BEP_PERIOD in REL 7 extension. If presence of REL 7 extension also indicates networks support for EGPRS then network will also need to include R99 extension for legacy EGPRS mobiles. In generaly, it is logical that a network that supports EGPRS2 also supports EGPRS because of the similarity between the two capabilities. Is my assumption correct? 

If network broadcasts REL 7 extension but not R99 extension then shall the MS assume that network supports EGPRS and EGPRS2 or shall the MS assume NW only supports EGPRS2? 

Changes in Table 12.24.2

The definition of BEP_PERIOD needs to be changed taking into consideration on the coding of REL 7 extension. 

Considering the description of Downlink EGPRS2 level, it actually implies networks uplink EGPRS2 capability. Is there any need for the network to indicate it’s uplink EGPRS2 level? All the NW needs to indicate is if it supports EGPRS2 channel request and let the network decided if it wants to assign TBF in EGPRS2-A mode or EGPRS2-B mode, based on MS capability?

Following discussion and offline check, GERAN2 decided that the EGPRS 2 capability changes are not needed i.e. no need for the EGPRS2 support indication by the MS at random access nor for the indication of the network support for EGPRS2 in downlink in GPRS Cell Options IE. On the definition of BEP_PERIOD, should the proposed update be needed, it will be provided in a separate document.
	Rejected

	5.2.4, 5.2.5
	G2-080121
	CR 44.060-1005: EGPRS2 capability in GPRS Cell Options IE (Rel-8)
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Mirror
	Rejected

	5.2.4, 5.2.5
	G2-080122
	CR 44.060-1006: Packet channel request message for EGPRS2 (Rel-7)
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Presented by Hyounhee Koo.

- Missing reference to a few messages using the access burst format in the section of the message format

- With the existing EGPRS Packet Channel Request message, it’s impossible to let the network know whether the mobile station requests packet resources for EGPRS2 TBF or not. In addition, new alternative training sequences are necessary to be introduced for the indication of EGPRS2 capabilities, i.e. EGPRS2-A and EGPRS2-B, supported by the mobile station.

Qualcomm comments received by mail: It would be better to define a new channel request message for EGPRS2 (i.e EGPRS2 PACKET CHANNEL REQUEST) with contents to indicate uplink EGPRS2 level, downlink EGPRS2 level Latency Reduction during one phase packet access. This would also only require one additonal TSC.

Following discussion and offline check, GERAN2 decided that the EGPRS 2 capability changes are not needed i.e. no need for the EGPRS2 support indication by the MS at random access nor for the indication of the network support for EGPRS2 in downlink in GPRS Cell Options IE. On the definition of BEP_PERIOD, should the proposed update be needed, it will be provided in a separate document
	Rejected

	5.2.4, 5.2.5
	G2-080123
	CR 44.060-1007: Packet channel request message for EGPRS2 (Rel-8)
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Mirror
	Rejected

	5.2.4, 5.2.5
	G2-080124
	Draft CR 45.002 Training sequences for EGPRS2 access burst (Rel-7)
	LG Electronics Inc.
	Presented by Hyounhee Koo.

New alternative training sequences for the access burst are necessary to let the network know if an MS requests packet resources for EGPRS2-A TBF establishment or packet resources for EGPRS2-B TBF establishment with EGPRS PACKET CHANNEL REQUEST message (see G2-080122 presented at GERAN2#37bis).

Presented for information in G2.

Following discussion and offline check, GERAN2 decided that the EGPRS 2 capability changes are not needed i.e. no need for the EGPRS2 support indication by the MS at random access nor for the indication of the network support for EGPRS2 in downlink in GPRS Cell Options IE. On the definition of BEP_PERIOD, should the proposed update be needed, it will be provided in a separate document.

This document was noted and will not be resubmitted.
	Noted

	5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.2.6
	G2-080127
	CR 44.060-1008: Definition of the formats for the EGPRS2 combined RLC/MAC headers (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Presented by Paul Schliwa-Bertling.

Adding of definitions of the header formats for EGPRS2 when not using FANR. Alignment of the EGPRS2-B header formats with EGPRS/EGPRS2-A when using FANR.

Nokia: working assumption is that FANR headers are used for EGPRS2 coding schemes even without using FANR itself. Ericsson believes the use of FANR headers mandates the MS support of FANR if it supports EGPRS2. Nokia pointed out that is not the case, only the headers need to be supported, while EGPRS2 Uplink, EGPRS2 Downlink, Latency Reductions are independent features. Huawei and NSN confirmed Nokia’s view. Nortel Networks suggested that this might be good to clarify in 44.060.

Rel-8 CR in 180.
	Revised in G2-080179

	5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.2.6
	G2-080179
	CR 44.060-1008 rev 1: Definition of the formats for the EGPRS2 combined RLC/MAC headers (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 127.

Ericsson clarified the CRs were submitted to address the reaction time issue for EGPRS. Huawei, Nokia were concerned about the proposed changes if the issue to solve is to clarify the reaction time. Clarification needed. It was decided that the technical changes proposed are not needed, but instead the current reaction times need clarification, which will be subject of separate CRs for next meeting.
	Rejected

	5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.2.6
	G2-080187
	CR 44.060-1018: Definition of the formats for the EGPRS2 combined RLC/MAC headers (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Mirror to 179. Not available. The document was awaiting outcome of the Rel-7 version before being submitted, and with the Rel-7 version being rejected, the Rel-8 version would have been too, thus withdrawn instead.
	Withdrawn


5.2.5
Higher Uplink performance for GERAN Evolution

Documents dealt with under 5.2.4.

5.2.6
Latency Reductions

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.2.6
	G2-080125
	One Phase Access Support for LATRED
	Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd.
	Presented by Zhixi Wang

This document describes a proposal for how to indicate one phase packet access for LATRED using the EGPRS PACKET CHANNEL REQUEST message. The proposal focuses on the network’s allocation possibility in the scenarios taking both RTTI and BTTI configurations into account. The network will allocate resources in either BTTI or RTTI configuration depending on its preference.

Chairman: covering the last open issue for One-phase access

Similar issues addressed in G2-080155 (to be revised in G2-080196)
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080126
	Clarification on TBF assignment for LATRED
	Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd.
	No conclusion at G2-37bis. 

GR

-§2.1 Problem 1: NSN: some outline of how this might work should be looked at first while the coding of MTBF messages is optimized today. Need to check also whether the likelihood of segmentation would increase. To be investigated further. 

Vodafone support having both BTTI and RTTI TBFs in single messages

§2.1: Problem 2: Need to check the impact on messages

§2.2: 

Cases 1 and 2: Telecom Italia: do not agree with the possibility for option 2 and want option 1 (i.e. possibility for both BTTI USF mode and RTTI USF mode)

Case 3: Telecom Italia: option 1. It was clarified that the procedures support having RTTI TBFs on one carrier and RTTI TBFs on other carrier using different USF mode however there is no signalling support. This will be investigated further
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080128
	CR 44.018-0660: Immediate Assignment for reduced latency TBF (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Qualcomm comments received by mail were noted, and offline discussion prior to presentation resulted in revision.

See the corresponding discussion paper in G2-080188.
	Revised in G2-080189

	5.2.6
	G2-080129
	Increasing robustness for FANR in acknowledged RLC mode
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Presented by David Hole.

A solution has been outlined that will increase the robustness of the protocol to a similar level as legacy PUAN/PDAN reporting for the reliable data transfer within RLC acknowledged mode. This is done without adding new any messages while not hampering the speed of delivery of data blocks to higher layers at the receiving side. The only addition/change made to the RLC protocol is to when advance the V(A) and how to update the V(B) based on PAN reports and PUAN/PDAN messages.

Qualcomm comments received by mail: If received PAN can not be relied upon then the problem isn’t only when the transmitter and reciever gets out of sync but also with the transmitter unncessarily re-transmititng data blocks when the transmitter incorrectly interprets the received bit or bits in the PAN as a negative acknowledgement. Therefore, this unecessary retransmission can lead to the problems that FANR was designed to overcome. The proposed solution does not fully solve the problem (if there is a problem) even though it may prevent dead-lock. Furthermore, with this proposal the PUAN or PDAN has to be sent frequently to prevent RLC window stall hence what is the benefit of FANR?

Telecom Italia notes there are drawbacks to this proposal, but find it good nevertheless and is ready to accept it.

GERAN2 endorsed the proposal.
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080130
	CR 44.060-0999: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Revised before presentation.
	Revised in G2-080180

	5.2.6
	G2-080131
	CR 44.060-1009: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	
	Revised in G2-080181

	5.2.6
	G2-080132
	CR 44.060-1010: Clean–up to the FANR specifcation (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	
	Withdrawn

	5.2.6
	G2-080133
	CR 44.060-1011: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	
	Revised in G2-080182

	5.2.6
	G2-080150
	CR 44.060-0955 rev 3: Updates to TB-FANR (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Revised before presentation.
	Revised in G2-080197

	5.2.6
	G2-080151
	CR 44.060-1012: Updates to TB-FANR (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Revised before presentation.
	Revised in G2-080198

	5.2.6
	G2-080152
	False positives: Preventing unrecoverable errors
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Presented by David Hole.

The goal of this contribution is to agree a way forward on processing PANs which appear inconsistent with the transmit window. False positive PAN decoding has the possibility that the RLC transmitter would stall, because a PAN which contained an ACK allowing the transmit window to advance was lost. Nokia Siemens Networks points out with this paper, that there exists already a mechanism for indicating and recovering from stalls – the SI bit in the RLC/MAC header is applicable here. Further, it considers the failure scenario which arises when an RLC transmitter receives a NACK for a block which it had previously discarded on the basis of the reception of an ACK. There is no mechanism for recovery of such a case, these are more serious than stall events, and can arise in both time-based and SSN-based FANR.


	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080153
	CR 44.060-0965 rev 3: Recovery from RLC errors due to PAN decoding errors (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	See G2-080180 and corresponding docs.
	Withdrawn

	5.2.6
	G2-080154
	CR 44.060-1013: Recovery from RLC errors due to PAN decoding errors (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	
	Withdrawn

	5.2.6
	G2-080155
	One Phase Access Support for Reduced Latency Multislot Class Signalling
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Huawei notes that BTTI configurations should be addressed, not just RTTI configurations.

Ericsson: RTTI should be the main focus

Huawei believe that configuration E not needed

Nokia notes that configuration E considered for completeness while not affecting the proposed grouping

Huawei notes that configuration F considers 4+4 but we should consider 2+4
	Revised in G2-080196

	5.2.6
	G2-080156
	CR 44.060-0976 rev 3: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	In order to avoid forcing the use of two phase access to allow establishing a TBF using Reduced Latency (i.e. FANR, or FANR and RTTI), it is necessary to provide an indication of support of Reduced Latency at one phase access.

Huawei: grouping will be discussed separately

Huawei had comments to table 7.1.2.1.1. 

Ericsson: support the CR as part of whole pack.

LGE: EGPRS TBF to be included in reason for change

LGE: §7.1.2.1.1 impacted paragraph does not apply to EGPRS2. Chairman disagrees. An EGPRS2 MS is EGPRS capable and can use OPA indicating support of reduced latency.
	Revised in G2-080199

	5.2.6
	G2-080157
	CR 44.060-1014: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mirror
	Revised in G2-080200

	5.2.6
	G2-080158
	CR 44.018-0651 rev 2: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	In order to avoid forcing the use of two-phase access to allow establishing a TBF using Reduced Latency (i.e. FANR, or FANR and RTTI), it is necessary to provide an indication of support of Reduced Latency at one-phase access.

LG asked for change of “Reduced Latency Access” to something else e.g. “One Phase Access for Reduced Latency” for it may otherwise be confusing.
	Revised in G2-080203

	5.2.6
	G2-080159
	CR 44.018-0659: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mirror
	Revised in G2-080204

	5.2.6
	G2-080160
	CR 44.060-1015: Correction of RTTI assignments (Rel-7)
	Nokia Corporation
	Presented by Antti Kangas.

No comments.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080161
	CR 44.060-1016: Correction of RTTI assignments (Rel-8)
	Nokia Corporation
	Mirror.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080163
	Observations about Latency Reduction
	Nortel Networks
	This discussion paper contains different observations about Latency Reduction implementation in the standards and suggests related areas for improvements or clarifications.

Presented by René Faurie. Revision of the paper seen in GERAN#37

Proposal in §2.1 endorsed by GERAN2. Draft CR in G2-080164.

NSN: regarding terminology “ordering”, “enabling”, “use” the original intention that FANR may be ordered but might not be able to be used. Check in the specs whether there is any clarification necessary.

Nortel Networks asks for terminology to be double-checked: “Enabling” is better than “Ordering”.

§2.2: Issue of assignment of a TBF violating the rule “all concurrent TBFs assigned TBFs shall use FANR, or none”.

NSN: packet idle > packet transfer mode is not an issue

GERAN2 agreement that if such TBF is assigned by the network, abnormal cases have to be defined: MS handling to be defined

§2.3: GERAN2 agreement to follow RRBP field according to current TBF configuration. Specs to be clarified.

GERAN2 agreement to consistently encode RRBP values pointing to the same configurations.

§2.4: as currently specified, an MS supporting LATRED shall support both FANR and RTTI. Some configurations may however prohibit the use of RTTI (e.g. in DTM, while not in packet transfer mode). This will be investigated. Nortel Networks is suggesting to allow the support of FANR only for multislot classes that cannot support RTTI, instead of preventing these multislot classes from using any of the latency reduction feature altogether. For multislot classes that allow RTTI support, both FANR and RTTI would be supported if Latency Reduction is indication as being supported.

Telecom Italia in favour of allowing limitations for DTM  (e.g. RTTI not usable while it would be possible in packet transfer mode). NSN also in favour of that. Huawei commented this is as currently specified.
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080164
	Draft CR 44.060: FANR usage and concurrent TBFs (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks
	Presented by Rene Faurie.

The statement in 5.2.1 that "If a mobile station is assigned a TBF using FANR, all concurrent TBFs assigned to the mobile station shall support FANR" is ambiguous on whether this entails obligations to the network or to the mobile station.

Furthermore, the RLC/MAC header format to be used for data blocks of a downlink TBF for which FANR has been ordered but when no concurrent uplink TBF exists for that mobile station is not clearly indicated.

Finally, the statement in 9.1.14.1 that "If the mobile station has no concurrent TBF in the uplink direction, the mobile station shall not use FANR in uplink direction" is unclear and partly redundant with description in 9.1.14.2.

The proposed changes were found to be applicable to same issue as dealt with in 181 thus merged into the revision thereof.
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080165
	Draft CR 24.008: Latency Reduction support for non RTTI capable MSs (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks
	Addresses the issue 2.4 in G2-080163 which GERAN2 agreed to investigate until GERAN#38
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080166
	CR 44.060-1017: Incomplete implementation of GP-080206 (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks
	Presented by Rene Faurie.

Trivial correction of incomplete implementation of earlier CR.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080170
	CR 44.018-0663: Latency Reduction support for non RTTI capable MSs (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks
	Not commented. Discussion taken under 163.
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080180
	CR 44.060-0999 rev 1: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 130. Presented by Paul Schliwa-Bertling.

CR on FANR issue dealt with in discussion document 129.

When operating in RLC AM it is possible to update V(A) using information received in PAN field. However, it has been shown that this may result in a mismatch between the transmitter and the receiver and thus in abnormal TBF release.

Suggestions for clarifying the CR.  In particular the note.
	Revised in G2-080207

	5.2.6
	G2-080181
	CR 44.060-1009 rev 1: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 131. Presented by Paul Schliwa-Bertling.

The current specification is incomplete regarding the behavior when FANR is applied when no concurrent uplink TBF is assigned. It is clarified that the network may assign a downlink TBF using FANR independent of whether a concurrent uplink TBF is assigned or not. Further on the mobile station’s behavior, when it is polled for a PAN  and it has no TBF assigned in the uplink direction, is specified.

Nokia Siemens Networks do not disagree, but point out the needed text can be simplified substantially. Ericsson doubt that abnormal procedures can be avoided. 

Discussion focus on choise between baseline CRs 181 and 164.
	Revised in G2-080209

	5.2.6
	G2-080182
	CR 44.060-1011 rev 1: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 133.

Presented by Paul Schiwa-Bertling.

Specification of the MCS-0 format is missing. It is specified that the optional header octets and the control message contents octets shall be encoded following the field mapping convention for EGPRS RLC data.

Rel-8 mirror in cr 1019 in G2-080206.

Nortel: some inconsistencies with in §10.0b.3.1 so some clarification is needed there
	Revised in G2-080205

	5.2.6
	G2-080188
	Gains from Setup of a Concurrent Downlink TBF using Immediate Assignment for Reduced Latency TBF
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Presented by Andreas Bergström.

The paper noted that it is likely that data will be going in both directions and thus that a TBF needs to be assigned both in uplink as well as in downlink. It propose suggests setup of the DL TBF at the same time as for the UL TBF when using one phase access. This is done by adding extra optional information elements to the Immediate Assignment message. In doing so, as much as 70ms could be saved on an initial access time when no TBFs are set up from the beginning. The amount of control messages sent and thus the PACCH load is decreased. When having multiple users on the same resources, the freed downlink blocks can be used for other mobiles thus increasing the system throughput. In addition, a significant reduction in the expected failure rate of the joint UL and DL TBF establishment could be expected. This is because of the fact that only one rather than two control messages are transmitted on the PACCH.

Nortel Networks concerned about network response time and that the second TBF could be established immediately after contention resolution.. Ericsson state that network response is much faster than etablishing a new downlink TBF, thus not an issue. 

Nortel Networks also highlighted that e.g. a VoIP call will start by SIP signalling anyway, so the proposal would not be useful, or yield only marginal benefits.

Nokia questioned the benefits of the proposal.

Huawei was also not convinced by the gains highlighted and asked for more time to study the proposal

Vodafone supported the proposal.

Chairman: this proposal is a new feature; and proposed this to be considered for Rel-8 only. GERAN2 agreed.
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080189
	CR 44.018-0664: Immediate Assignment for reduced latency TBF (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Presented by Andreas Bergström.

CR related to proposal discussed in 188. 

With the possibility for the MS to report RTTI and FANR support in EGPRS Packet Channel Request, it becomes possible for the network to assign RTTI + FANR TBFs during a one-phase access. The missing part is the updates needed to Immediate Assignment, which is covered in this CR.This will result in that reduced latency can be achieved from the very first block in new TBF(s) setup with a one-phase access over CCCH. Also, by assigning both UL and DL TBFs in one message, PACCH load is decreased as well as initial access time.

The CR was presented for information only, as the discusson on the overall concept is not yet concluded.

Segmentation need to be reviewed considering IP frame lengts. Offline work required. Unclear what is the trigger for the network to establish downlink TBF.

See corresponding discussion of G2-080188
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080196
	One Phase Access Support for Reduced Latency Multislot Class Signalling
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 155.

Chairman commented that G2-080125 and G2-080196 (155) are not far apart and expect an agreement in this meeting,

It was suggested that the procedure described in this document is the working assumption. Huawei agreed with the working assumption if BTTI and RTTI configurations are treated equally. This was agreed. The details of the CRs are for further study until next meeting, therefore postponed.
	Noted

	5.2.6
	G2-080197
	CR 44.060-0955 rev 4: Updates to TB-FANR (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 150. Presented by David Hole.

Updated proposal of contribution already presented and agreed at earlier G2 meeting, but postponed by GERAN.

Qualcomm comment: Using variable bitmap for PAN can lead to worse performance than with exting PAN field coding because mis-interpreting (or false detection) of one bit value can lead to mis-interpreation of rest of the bitmap even though the remaining PAN bits were correctly received.

No objections were made to adding EGPRS2 support to TB-FANR. 

Telecom Italia belives two indication bits are all that are needed, and notes the issue is of tradeoff between reliability and efficiency. Nokia and Nokia Siemens Networks point out that this does not differ between old and new coding.

It was spotted, that 0955 was already implemented after last plenary in rev 2 by mistake. Due to that, it was decided to withdraw 197/198 and make new CRs reflecting the actual versions of the specs instead. These are in 218 and 219.
	Withdrawn

	5.2.6
	G2-080198
	CR 44.060-1012 rev 1: Updates to TB-FANR (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 151. See 197.
	Withdrawn

	5.2.6
	G2-080199
	CR 44.060-0976 rev 4: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 156. 

While the CRs adrress the endorsement of G2-080196 (with the assumption of BTTI, RTTI configurations being treated equally), time was requested to double check the CRs until GERAN#38, where the issue is expected to be closed.
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080200
	CR 44.060-1014 rev 1: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 157. Mirror.
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080203
	CR 44.018-0651 rev 3: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 158
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080204
	CR 44.018-0659 rev 1: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 159. Mirror.
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080205
	CR 44.060-1011 rev 2: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 182.

Rel-8 mirror in cr 1019 in G2-080206.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080206
	CR 44.060-1019: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Mirror to 182/205.
	Revised in G2-080217

	5.2.6
	G2-080207
	CR 44.060-0999 rev 2: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 180. Revised for editorials and small clarification.
	Revised in G2-080220

	5.2.6
	G2-080208
	CR 44.060-1020: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Mirror
	Revised in G2-080221

	5.2.6
	G2-080209
	CR 44.060-1009 rev 2: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks, Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 181.

It was decided that if the network polls for a PAN but the MS has no data to send, it would send instead a (EGPRS) Packet Downlink Ack/Nack
	Revised in G2-080222

	5.2.6
	G2-080210
	CR 44.060-1021: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-8)
	Nortel Networks, Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Mirror
	Revised in G2-080223

	5.2.6
	G2-080217
	CR 44.060-1019 rev 1: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 206.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080218
	CR 44.060-1022: Updates to TB FANR PAN (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corp
	It was noted, that these CRs are additions to CR 0955 rev 2, which erroneously had been implemented in 44.060 Rel-7 and Rel-8 after GP-37. If not agreed, corrective CRs removing CR 0955 rev 2 will be submitted by ETSI MCC.

Huawei, Telecom Italia were not ready to agree these CRs. It was noted that a decision is needed at the next meeting. It was also agreed that some changes are needed. It was suggested that those concerned produce alternative version of the proposal so that discussion and decision can be facilitated.
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080219
	CR 44.060-1023: Updates to TB FANR PAN (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corp
	Mirror.
	Postponed

	5.2.6
	G2-080220
	CR 44.060-0999 rev 3: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 207.

Huawei noted there are few more changes to make to the CR, however they would not disagree to it. To overcome the hurdle, it was agreed to agree the CRs now despite the known issue and at next meeting before GERAN approval either update them with revisions or agree additional corrective CRs.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080221
	CR 44.060-1020 rev 1: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 208. Mirror.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080222
	CR 44.060-1009 rev 3: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks, Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 209.
	Agreed

	5.2.6
	G2-080223
	CR 44.060-1021 rev 1: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-8)
	Nortel Networks, Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 210. Mirror.
	Agreed


5.2.7
Support of PS conversational services in A/Gb mode

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.2.8
PS Handover between GERAN/UTRAN mode and GAN mode

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.2.9
A-GNSS

This agenda item was not treated in this meeting. 

5.2.10
LCS Enhancements related to LBS

This agenda item was not treated in this meeting.

5.2.11
SIGTRAN for A, Lb, Lp interfaces

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.2.12
Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for Release 7

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.2.12
	G2-080148
	CR 44.018-0661: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Presented by David Hole.

The rules for knowing whether the network supports Talker Priority are not clearly stated. A clarification is added that Talker Priority is supported if and only if indicated in the Uplink Busy message.

Huawei suggestion that change in 9.1.1.46 is sufficient. It was agreed that the desciption should cover the general case, and thus not be described only for a specific subcase. Nortel Networks suggested to re-phrase the clarification
	Revised in G2-080190

	5.2.12
	G2-080149
	CR 44.018-0662: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mirror
	Revised in G2-080191

	5.2.12
	G2-080190
	CR 44.018-0661 rev 1: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	R 148.
	Agreed

	5.2.12
	G2-080191
	CR 44.018-0662 rev 1: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mirror. R 149.
	Revised in G2-080224

	5.2.12
	G2-080224
	CR 44.018-0662 rev 2: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mirror. R 191.
	Agreed


5.3
Other Technical Work (Release 8)


5.3.1
Enhancements for VGCS Applications

There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.3.2
GAN Enhancements (GAN Iu mode)

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.3.2
	G2-080139
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Changes to align GAN Stage 2 with GAN Stage 3 (Release 8)
	Kineto Wireless
	Presented by Michael Gallagher.

To align GAN Stage 2 with GAN Stage 3 (TS 44.318 Rel-8) and to incorporate the feedback from RAN2 received in GP-080074. Changes and corrections to the GA state diagram, Annex B.2 and the following procedures: GA-RRC connection handling, security mode control, MO CS call, CS channel modify, CS handover to GAN, PTC activation, and PS handover to GAN.

Ericsson and Huawai and comments and suggestions for better phrasing, merely clarifications, no technical objections.
	Revised in G2-080192

	5.3.2
	G2-080192
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Changes to align GAN Stage 2 with GAN Stage 3 (Release 8)
	Kineto Wireless
	R 139.
	Revised in G2-080225

	5.3.2
	G2-080225
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Changes to align GAN Stage 2 with GAN Stage 3 (Release 8)
	Kineto Wireless
	R 192.

G2 endorse the approval of this CR.
	Endorsed


5.3.3
GERAN support for GERAN -3G Long Term Evolution interworking

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.3.3
	G2-080134
	Alternatives for E-UTRAN neighbour cell information
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	How information about neighbouring E-UTRAN cells shall be transferred to the mobile stations while in GERAN is an open issue. Two different alternatives have been discussed, the so called “white list” and “black list” alternatives. In the white list alternative an explicit E-UTRAN neighbour cell list would be sent to the mobile stations. In measurement reports, a mobile station would then use the index in the Neighbour Cell Lists (NCL) to identify the reported E-UTRAN cell, just as is done for GERAN and UTRAN cells today. In the so called “black list” alternative, which is the alternative to be used for mobility within E-UTRAN, only the centre frequencies for neighbouring E-UTRAN cells are broadcasted. The mobile station then identifies the reported cells with the “physical layer Cell ID” in the measurement reports to the network. In addition a list with “not allowed” cells to be broadcasted to the mobile stations could be introduced for e.g. national border cases.

This paper further discuss benefits and drawbacks with each of the two approaches.

The key difference between the two alternatives is the amount of data that needs to be sent on the broadcast channels in order to inform the mobile stations about the E-UTRAN neighbour cells. With the black list approach that impact can be minimised since no cell specific information needs to be broadcasted. As section 2 indicates, for a small number of E-UTRAN neighbour cells (below 16) the differences between the white list and black list in BCCH space requirements, and thus acquisition time for SI2quater, are limited. However, for cells with more than 16 overlapping E-UTRAN cells there is a significantly increased BCCH space requirement for the white list approach. The acquisition time for SI2quater can be reduced by using BCCH Ext.

The difference in O&M effort between the two approaches could be quite limited. However, for an operator that does not support (PS) Handover the O&M effort could be kept to a minimum for the black list approach and there would then be a significant difference.

Telecom Italia suggest that the forbidden frequences always be included in both options. National border issues were aired, need further investigation. Huawei belive black list approach is adequate to cover border line issue. The two approaches need not be mutually exclusive, and they appear to have distinct capabilities that would suit idle and connected mode for black/white approach respectively. Ericsson suggested that some type of load-sharing like splitting of the listed channels could be used.
	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080135
	Use of Subscriber Types within GERAN
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Presented by Jens Bergqvist.

This paper is a response to liaisons in GP-080077 and GP-080283 seen at previous meeting.

The conclusion is that the principle of allowing a global approach to “subscriber type” policy information across all RATs seems reasonable and is therefore viewed according to the following when considering mobility between GERAN networks and UTRAN/E-UTRAN networks:

• CN based “Subscriber Type” information may be conveyed as NAS information to a mobile station for use in mobility decisions it makes while in idle mode.

• CN based “Subscriber Type” information may be conveyed to a BSS using legacy messages and IEs for use in mobility decisions the BSS makes for a mobile station in active mode.

Huawei wonder about subscriber type information, and belive this has not been analysed in sufficient detail. Ericsson agrees subscriber type information need to be discussed further, but see it as complementary to the discussion in this paper.

It was noted that subscriber type info is used for load sharing and mobility and thus quite relevant. Nokia note this is described for idle mode, but wonder if this will be for active mode too.

It was decided to ask for more clarification on subscriber type before any change is made to GERAN specifications.

The issue of subscriber type information should be indicated in the final liaison statement. LS in 195.
	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080136
	2G Parameters in EPS
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Presented by John Diachina.

At GERAN#37 an LS in GP-080070 was received from CT4 asking GERAN WG2 to investigate if handling of 2G specific parameters in EPS can be avoided during preparation for a possible handover to GERAN. This document is Ericssons result of their analysis and concludes on a number of changes which will result. Key conclusions:

• TS 29.060 must be changed so that PFI and SAPI shall not be included in the message sent from the old MME to the new SGSN during the preparation phase of the PS Handover.

• In TS 24.008, PFI and SAPI must be included in either the “NAS Container for PS HO” or in a new similar container included in the PS Handover Command message.

• A way to indicate to the source MME how successful the allocation of resources on the target side was must be found.

• The 2G SGSN must support assignment of PFI and SAPI values corresponding to the different PDP Contexts and also insert these values in a container to be sent transparently to the MS.

• The MS must support internal creation of PDP Contexts based on the set of PFI/SAPI specific information passed to it in the reverse transparent container. 

• A relationship between each active LTE bearer and each defacto created PDP Context needs to be established as part of the handover procedure so that both the MS and target SGSN associate each LTE Bearer Id with a specific PFI/SAPI.

No immediate agreement. A draft LS is prepared in 226.
	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080141
	E-UTRAN Neighbour Cell List in GERAN
	Vodafone Group Plc
	Revised before the meeting.
	Revised in G2-080177

	5.3.3
	G2-080147
	Implications of Blacklists or Whitelists for GERAN / E-UTRAN Interworking
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	Presented by Vlora Rexhepi - van der Pol.

The paper discuss impacts of a whitelist or blacklist approach to distributing neighbour cell information and highlight the following considerations:

• A whitelist approach will generate more (P)SI information but it has been shown that GERAN can support the required increase. 

• A blacklist approach requires significant changes to the measurement reporting messages and may limit the number of cells that can be reported.  

• Blacklists have some advantages for mobile controlled autonomous cell reselection. 

• Network controlled cell reselection with blacklists precludes the possibility to prioritise E-UTRAN cells and provide neighbour cell specific information such as measurement parameters.  

• If PS Handover is supported there is a need to configure cell mapping information in the network in any case. 

Telecom Italia do not agree on first conclusion and state that GERAN cannot support this increase. Agree on second conclusion and suggest that new message is introduced to overcome this limitation. Conclusion 4 can be address by network controlled reselection. Huawei ask for the optimizations suggested end of part 2 to be clarified. Agree on 2nd point. With blacklist the operators tasks will be eased. All scenarios need to be evaluated to allow decision to be taken on correct foundation.

Nokia responded that the purpose of this paper was not to argue pro/contra one particular solution, but to evaluate white- and blacklist approach. Nokia noted that the apparently widely supported suggestion for a new message is likely to lead to a generally acceptable solution.

Telecom Italia noted that the impact on the GERAN specification should not be confused with the impact on GERAN networks. From a network point of view, Telecom Italia cannot for the time being agree to the whitelist approach. Telecom Italia would like to have a LS response sent from G2 indicating the operators concern about whitelist expressed in G2. The Chairman noted that a LS can be sent if and only if it contains technical evaluation on both white- and blacklist and it clarifies that G2 does not have the mandate to decide on the approach.

LG wonder how often GERAN-LTE will be used by the operators. Optimize for a rare case seems inappropriate.

Draft LS in 194.
	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080174
	Introducing inter-RAT PS handover between GERAN and E-UTRAN
	Nokia Corporation /Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Presented by Vlora Rexhepi - van der Pol.

Re-issue of proposal presented at GERAN2#36bis in G2-080092. With respect to inter-RAT PS Handover signalling procedures between GERAN and E-UTRAN  there are still some open issues which have yet to be solved such as the issue of mapping of NSAPI and PFI to Radio Bearer ID or the relationship between GERAN and EPS security parameters.

Discussion on the way to make progress. Companies were known to be keen on progressing this, resulting in contributions like this one which cannot be finally dealt with by G2. It was pointed out that GERAN has not yet been formally tasked to do this work, awaiting liaison from UTRAN side. 

This will be subject to discussion at the forthcoming GERAN plenary #39.
	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080175
	Container Handling during inter-RAT PS handover between GERAN and E-UTRAN
	Nokia Corporation /Nokia Siemens Networks
	Presented by Vlora Rexhepi - van der Pol.

For the inter-RAT PS handover between GERAN and E-UTRAN as well as UTRAN and E-UTRAN the “source adapts to target” principle should be followed. This principle seem to be already reflected in the TS36.300 and TS23.401. In addition GERAN has endorsed already the inter RAT principles included in TS36.300, section 10.2.2. 

Therefore it is suggested that this principle is reflected in TS43.129 as depicted in the draft CR attached to this paper. 

It should also be noted that GERAN WG2 should be kept informed by SA2 of the work ongoing on TS23.401 as well as by RAN2 and RAN3 of the work ongoing on E-UTRAN Stage2 specifications.

Only loose discussion and clarifications at G2-38bis. It is expected that a formal CR will be submitted to the next meeting.
	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080176
	Clarification on the on 2G parameters on S3 interface for EPS
	Nokia Corporation /Nokia Siemens Networks
	Presented by Vlora Rexhepi - van der Pol.

CT4 has with LS asked GERAN2 to investigate if the 2G specific access parameters transmitted during PS handover such as: Packet Flow ID; XID Parameters: SNDCP XID Parameters, LLC XID Parameters; List of Set Up PFCs can be allocated by the 2G SGSN and as such removed from the GTP v2 protocol over S3 or possibly sent in a transparent container.

This paper attempts to identify / clarify these issues such that a reply could be sent to CT4. It should also be noted that GERAN WG2 should be kept informed by SA2 of the work ongoing on TS23.401.

Several companies indicated they would like more time to study the issues. Most problematic case is the PFI handling.
	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080177
	E-UTRAN Neighbour Cell List in GERAN
	Vodafone Group Plc; Telecom Italia
	Revised before presentation.
	Revised in G2-080178

	5.3.3
	G2-080178
	E-UTRAN Neighbour Cell List in GERAN
	Vodafone Group Plc; Telecom Italia; T-Mobile USA
	R 177. Presented by Leo Patanapongpibul.

This is a further discussion on the use of the whitelist versus the blacklist approach for the NCL. Firstly, it is necessary to clarify that the E-UTRAN NCL broadcast in GERAN will contain a list of centre frequencies and physical-layer cell IDs (PCIs) to assist the mobile in identifying forbidden cells. Because of this, our understanding is that the blacklist only applies to the PCI part of the NCL. RAN2 has already agreed to this blacklist approach for the E-UTRAN NCL broadcast in UTRAN. This means that the E-UTRAN centre frequencies plus the forbidden PCIs are provided in UTRAN.

Concerns on the effectiveness of the blacklist NCL approach to deal with country border issues and presence of HeNBs within a GERAN macro coverage have been discussed. This paper argues that the issues related to country border cell search and monitoring cannot be addressed by a whitelist or blacklist approach. Moreover, it is understood that no HeNBs are indicated to the UE in the system information. The benefit of the blacklist approach is the simplification of the operator’s O&M effort and the likelihood of a smaller NCL. The drawback of the whitelist approach is the increase in the number of instances of some (P)SI messages relevant to NCL, leading to potentially serious impacts to the BCCH mapping and scheduling. 

Telecom Italia clarified that the blacklist option really contain whitelist as a subset. Related discussion in SA2. It was noted that need for system information block 1 is the most important single drawback. If needed already for other use, this turns a non-issue. Synchronization procedure need further study. Huawei believe they will be the same for white and black. Nokia argued that SIB1 monitoring is not as such needed for the whitelist while the whitelist can contain the needed information, which the blacklist cannot contain. Vodafone, Telecom Italia felt otherwise that SIB1monitoring is a requirement irrespective of the white/black list. There was no agreement on this matter which should be studied further. The procedure for performing the synchronisation is the same, only the mapping with the white/black list differs.

Borderline issues were discussed. While not impossible it was noted that with cross-border planning they can be avoided. Telecom Italia noted that R2 had discarded the whitelist approach for O&M reasons. R2 have asked GERAN to report reasons why blacklist is not feasible. The Chairman informed that R2 cannot as such dictate GERAN matters and that the decision in GERAN will be based on a technical analysis of the approaches, while accounting for RAN2 feedback. The current and correct approach is to evaluate whitelist and blacklist approach for minimal impact on GERAN networks, and report the outcome to GERAN and R2.


	Noted

	5.3.3
	G2-080195
	Draft reply LS on applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	See 135.

Suggestion to clarify question 2.
	Revised in G2-080228

	5.3.3
	G2-080228
	Reply to LS on applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 195. See 135.

To: SA2, RAN3, RAN2

Cc: GERAN, CT1
	Approved


5.3.4
U-TDOA Enhancement
There were no contributions to this agenda item.

5.3.5
A interface over IP

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.3.5
	G2-080137
	Draft CR 48.008, New IEs for AoIP
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	This was not reviewed in detail, it was noted as a first attempt to draft the needed changes to 48.008 for inclusion of AoIP.
	Noted

	5.3.5
	G2-080143
	Supporting Data and Fax Services for AoIP
	Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd.
	In order to support data and fax services for AoIP, a solution is proposed in this paper. The main idea is to transport RTP packets containing 4 or 2 V.110 frames in one RTP packet over IP-based A interface and let MGW do the rate adaptation work, including RAA and RA2.

The main features of this proposal are:

1. Bandwidth between BSC and MGW is reduced for data and fax services;

2. TRAU will be completely moved to CN and this will be in line with the requirements of the AoIP target architecture. 

Ericsson informed they viewed this as a temporaty stage, and that  they have a different, more complete approach in drafting and expected to be ready to present it at a near future meeting.

Discussion concluded in general support for the proposal, noting that there is still more work to do.
	Noted

	5.3.5
	G2-080144
	Draft CR 43.903-0001: Clarification on RFC profile of GSM HR
	ZTE Corporation
	Revised before presentation.
	Revised in G2-080201

	5.3.5
	G2-080145
	CR 48.001-0005: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE Corporation
	Revised before presentation.
	Revised in G2-080202

	5.3.5
	G2-080146
	Analysis on BFI flag of TRAU frame
	ZTE Corporation
	Presented by Xinhui Wang.

This paper analyses the usage of BFI in TRAU frame in term of simulation based on PESQ and outlines a proposal of payload format packetization without any impact on the existing RFC3551 profile. In the case of A interface IP, the almost same voice subjective quality could be achieved by using the existing RFC 3551 profile without BFI flag be conveyed to TC in MGW.

Ericsson noted that the figures need to be confirmed with analysis in several languages and will look into this further. Losses on the end-to-end path will also have an impact.

It was clarified that SA4 need to be involved on such analysis, and it was recommended that SA4 is addressed directly by the source company.
	Noted

	5.3.5
	G2-080171
	CRxxx-TR43.903: Corrections to MSS – MGW signalling (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Presented by Sergio Parolari.

There are two separate "negotiations"; one between MSS and MGW (H.248) and another one between the MSS and BSC (BSSAP/BSSMAP). The MSS cannot be a transparent NE between the MGW and BSC. MSS - MGW signalling is clarified, reusing existing H.248 procedures. It is proposed that in termination reservation phase, the MSS indicates the type of (IP) reference point to MGW.

Generally positive response, but multiple suggestions for clarification. CT4 to be involved via company contributions.
	Revised in G2-080212

	5.3.5
	G2-080172
	CRxxx-TR43.903: Miscellaneous corrections  (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Not available.
	Withdrawn

	5.3.5
	G2-080173
	Draft CR to TS48.008: BSSMAP changes for AoIP
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	Presented by Sergio Parolari.

Early draft not ready for approval. Introduction of BSSMAP changes for A-interface over IP. Not reviewed in detail, but presented as a first draft of the changes required in 48.008 for inclusion of AoIP.
	Noted

	5.3.5
	G2-080201
	Draft CR 43.903-0001 rev 1: Clarification on RFC profile of GSM HR (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	R 144. Presented by Xinhui Wang.

Official RFC profile had not yet been defined at the time of AINTIP study item. A draft RFC profile of GSM_HR based on existing specification TS 101 318 has been submitted to IETF on February, 2008 and it is foreseen that the draft profile would be approved by IETF sooner. Slight clarification and modification on user plane chapter of 43.903 could reflect the latest progress of other SDO in 3GPP Specification.

The draft HR specification is attached.

Several companies noted that the change might not be required, and one suggested that it should for the time being be viewed as a discussion paper rather than a CR to endorsed.
	Noted

	5.3.5
	G2-080202
	CR 48.001-0005 rev 1: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	R 145. Presented by Xinhui Wang.

The use of A interface over IP is added to 48.001.

Unclear during the meeting what is the correct WI acronym to use.
	Revised in G2-080213

	5.3.5
	G2-080211
	Proposed Proceeding on AoIP
	China Mobile
	Presented by Shuaiyu Wang.

This document has proposed the general proceeding in 3GPP GERAN2 related to the AoIP work item opened at GERAN#37. It is proposed to hold a phone conference to find agreements on the specification modifications between both plenary meetings in order to achieve sufficient progress until GERAN#40 plenary.

No comments on the proposed timeline. It was noted that the work in CT4 and in GERAN is strongly related, however the completion of AoIP can happen in advance of the completion in CT4. The features need to be aligned technically, not in implementation time.

AoIP Telco on 48 series expected 30 April morning European time, to be confirmed and agreed via reflector.
	Noted

	5.3.5
	G2-080212
	CRxxx-TR43.903: Corrections to MSS – MGW signalling (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	R 171.

It was clarified that this proposal is not intended for approval at this meeting. Huawei belive further analysis is required, and intend to submit document for the next meeting. The document is thus only to be viewed as NSNs proposal, for input to futher disucssion later on.
	Noted

	5.3.5
	G2-080213
	CR 48.001-0005 rev 2: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	R 202.

The Chairman noted that the complete set of related CRs should be available and approved together. 

Ericsson spotted that an intended correction had been removed incidentially in this revision of the CR.
	Revised in G2-080227

	5.3.5
	G2-080227
	CR 48.001-0005 rev 3: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	R 213.

While there was no objections to the content of this CR, G2 postponed it as the complete set of stage 3 AoIP CRs should be approved together. The CR is technically endorsed by G2-37bis, and will be re-submitted to next meeting without new discussion being expected.
	Postponed


5.3.6
Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for Release 8

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.3.6
	G2-080138
	CR 44.318-0092: Triggering GAN Registration Update by Changing UARFCN (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	Presented by John Diachina.

At GERAN#37 it was agreed to modify the Registration Update procedure described in TS 43.318 to allow changes in UARFCN (UTRA Absolute Radio Frequency Channel Number) within the current serving cell to trigger MS transmission of a GA-RC REGISTER UPDATE UPLINK message (see GP-080397). Corresponding changes must therefore be made within TS 44.318. The Registration Update procedure is enhanced to allow a change in UARFCN as well as other events to trigger MS transmission of a GA-RC REGISTER UPDATE UPLINK message. The GA-RC REGISTER UPDATE UPLINK message is modified to allow for inclusion of the UARFCN IE.

Nokia concerned. Revised.
	Revised in G2-080193

	5.3.6
	G2-080162
	Multiplexing Enhancements for Single TBF Operation
	Nokia Corporation
	Presented by Antti Kangas.

The multiplexing of acknowledged and unacknowledged data on single TBF is discussed in this paper. The proposed solution splits the sequence number space to two parts and thus allows acknowledge and unacknowledged data transfer on a single TBF. Algorithms from scheduling theory can be used with the solution to control the allocation of throughput between the two windows, in particular in uplink.  The fair queuing presented in the paper seems to be a proper choice when there is a lack of knowledge about requirements on the data transfer in the two windows, e.g. the delivery time constraints, block/frame erasure ratio, etc.

Procedures were discussed in detail. Concern on how to meet voice call quality requirments.
	Noted

	5.3.6
	G2-080193
	CR 44.318-0092 rev 1: Triggering GAN Registration Update by Changing UARFCN (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	R 128.

Need to check details, sent to next meeting.
	Postponed


5.3.7
Other

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	5.3.7
	G2-080142
	ETWS Primary Notification
	Vodafone Group Plc
	Presented by Leo Patanapongpibul.

The document describes the background for the requirement for a primary notification within 4 seconds. It is a japanese requirement based on the earthquake wave propagation.

The paper clarifies that more than 4 seconds for the primary notification does not really make sense for an earthquake warning scenario. 

It also clarifies that while secondary notification can bring much more detail to the paged user, it is not possible to rely on secondary notification to inform the user of the charachter of the imminent danger, as the secondary notification cannot be guaranteed.

Some discussion on the best effort approach for delivering the primary notification.

Telecom Italia clarified the tradeoff between speed of paging and the network pagign capacity. The random nature of earthquake occurances would require short paging time configuration to be set constantly in earthquake prone areas, severely impacting network paging capacity and reducing operator flexibility.
	Noted


6
Letters to Other Groups
	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	6
	G2-080194
	LS on Implications of Blacklists or Whitelists for GERAN / E-UTRAN Interworking
	G2
	See the Blacklist/Whitelist documents, in particular 147 for the background for this LS. Drafted by Vodafone and Telecom Italia. There was a request from Motorola to include a statement that operators were supportive of the black list option. 

Debate if this type of statements were appropriate in an LS. The Chairman noted that a LS requires consensus on the content in the group and is to reflect the view of the group view as opposed to companies’ views. It was noted also that Huawei’s comment that both whitelist and blacklist could be used as valid options (i.e. not mutually exclusive) was not reflected.

Proposal to re-phrase the list of pros and cons in the LS as a way to progress matters.

China Mobile support the views of Vodafone and Telecom Italia.

Telecom Italia noted the solution shall contain all of  GERAN, UTRAN and E-UTRAN.

Huawei would like to have the LS asking RAN2 when the operators expect to use whitelist respectively blacklist. Motorola belive this is not needed. It was clarifed that if whitelist is pursued in GERAN, it will have no impact on RAN specifications. As it is solely an internal GERAN matter with no explicit actions to RAN groups, the Chairman questioned the purpose of the LS to RAN groups.

Vodafone stated that cell planning cause impact on RAN. The Chairman stated that the impact of whether to use a black list or a white list for EUTRAN Neighbours in GERAN is is on GERAN networks and terminals.
	Revised in G2-080229

	6
	G2-080226
	LS on 2G Parameters in EPS
	G2
	See 136 and 176. Revised following offline discussion.
	Revised in G2-080230

	6
	G2-080229
	LS on Implications of Blacklists or Whitelists for GERAN / E-UTRAN Interworking
	G2
	R 194.

LG concerned about a potential ping-pong problem with the blacklist approach. The Chairman clarified that G2 cannot decide on GERAN issues, but only on GERAN2 matters, and therefore the conclusion in the LS must be phrased accordingly. Motorola, Vodafone, Telecom Italia noted that the discussed issues do overlap with G1 responsibility (BCCH impact).

NSN question the need to involve RAN1 as RAN1 has no responsibility for any of this.

Most operators present in G2 stated they favoured the black list approach. 

A number of manufacturers explicitly expressed their support for blacklist approach. In the LS that was agreed to be phrased as many manufacturers are in favour of the blacklist approach.

Upon request from Vodafone, it is recorded that China Mobile, Vodafone, Telecom Italia,  T-mobile USA, Ericsson, Motorola, ZTE, Huawei explicitly declared their support of the blacklist approach.

No companies explicitly supported the whitelist approach, but not all companies expressed their view at G2-37bis.
	Revised in G2-080231

	6
	G2-080230
	Response LS on 2G parameters on S3 interface for EPS
	G2
	See 136 and 176. R 226.

To: CT4, SA2
	Revised in G2-080232

	6
	G2-080231
	LS on Implications of Blacklists or Whitelists for GERAN / E-UTRAN Interworking
	G2
	R 229.

To: GERAN, GERAN WG1, RAN WG2

Cc: RAN WG1, RAN WG4
	Approved

	6
	G2-080232
	Response LS on 2G parameters on S3 interface for EPS
	G2
	See 136 and 176. R 230.

To: CT4, SA2
	Approved


7
Work Plan and Future Meetings

Meeting Schedule:

	Meeting
	Date
	Place

	GP-38 and WGs
	12 - 16 May 2008 
	Malaga, Spain

	G2-38bis
	24-27 June 2008
	Xian, China

	GP-39 and WGs
	25 - 29 August 2008
	Florence, Italy

	G2-39bis
	30 September - 03 October 2008
	Sophia Antipolis, France

	GP-40 and WGs
	17 - 21 November 2008 
	Miami, Florida (to be confirmed)


8
Any Other Business

	Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Report
	Status

	8
	G2-080333
	Chairman's summary from G2-37bis
	
	Presented by the Chairman.
	Noted


9
Closure of the Meeting

The Chairman closed the meeting at 14:00, Thursday the 03 April 2008.
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	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Revised in G2-080209

	G2-080182
	CR 44.060-1011 rev 1: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Revised in G2-080205

	G2-080183
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Release 6)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Endorsed

	G2-080184
	CR 44.318-0093: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-6)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Revised in G2-080214

	G2-080185
	CR 44.318-0094: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-7)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Revised in G2-080215

	G2-080186
	CR 44.318-0095: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-8)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Revised in G2-080216

	G2-080187
	CR 44.060-1018: Definition of the formats for the EGPRS2 combined RLC/MAC headers (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.4, 5.2.5, 5.2.6
	Withdrawn

	G2-080188
	Gains from Setup of a Concurrent Downlink TBF using Immediate Assignment for Reduced Latency TBF
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Noted

	G2-080189
	CR 44.018-0664: Immediate Assignment for reduced latency TBF (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080190
	CR 44.018-0661 rev 1: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.12
	Agreed

	G2-080191
	CR 44.018-0662 rev 1: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.12
	Revised in G2-080224

	G2-080192
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Changes to align GAN Stage 2 with GAN Stage 3 (Release 8)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.3.2
	Revised in G2-080225

	G2-080193
	CR 44.318-0092 rev 1: Triggering GAN Registration Update by Changing UARFCN (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.3.6
	Postponed

	G2-080194
	LS on Implications of Blacklists or Whitelists for GERAN / E-UTRAN Interworking
	G2
	6
	Revised in G2-080229

	G2-080195
	Draft reply LS on applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.3.3
	Revised in G2-080228

	G2-080196
	One Phase Access Support for Reduced Latency Multislot Class Signalling
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Noted

	G2-080197
	CR 44.060-0955 rev 4: Updates to TB-FANR (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Withdrawn

	G2-080198
	CR 44.060-1012 rev 1: Updates to TB-FANR (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Withdrawn

	G2-080199
	CR 44.060-0976 rev 4: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080200
	CR 44.060-1014 rev 1: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080201
	Draft CR 43.903-0001 rev 1: Clarification on RFC profile of GSM HR (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	5.3.5
	Noted

	G2-080202
	CR 48.001-0005 rev 1: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	5.3.5
	Revised in G2-080213

	G2-080203
	CR 44.018-0651 rev 3: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080204
	CR 44.018-0659 rev 1: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080205
	CR 44.060-1011 rev 2: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080206
	CR 44.060-1019: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Revised in G2-080217

	G2-080207
	CR 44.060-0999 rev 2: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Revised in G2-080220

	G2-080208
	CR 44.060-1020: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Revised in G2-080221

	G2-080209
	CR 44.060-1009 rev 2: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Revised in G2-080222

	G2-080210
	CR 44.060-1021: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Revised in G2-080223

	G2-080211
	Proposed Proceeding on AoIP
	China Mobile
	5.3.5
	Noted

	G2-080212
	CRxxx-TR43.903: Corrections to MSS – MGW signalling (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	5.3.5
	Noted

	G2-080213
	CR 48.001-0005 rev 2: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	5.3.5
	Revised in G2-080227

	G2-080214
	CR 44.318-0093 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-6)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Agreed

	G2-080215
	CR 44.318-0094 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-7)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Agreed

	G2-080216
	CR 44.318-0095 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-8)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Agreed

	G2-080217
	CR 44.060-1019 rev 1: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080218
	CR 44.060-1022: Updates to TB FANR PAN (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corp
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080219
	CR 44.060-1023: Updates to TB FANR PAN (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corp
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080220
	CR 44.060-0999 rev 3: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080221
	CR 44.060-1020 rev 1: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080222
	CR 44.060-1009 rev 3: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080223
	CR 44.060-1021 rev 1: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080224
	CR 44.018-0662 rev 2: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.12
	Agreed

	G2-080225
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Changes to align GAN Stage 2 with GAN Stage 3 (Release 8)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.3.2
	Endorsed

	G2-080226
	LS on 2G Parameters in EPS
	G2
	6
	Revised in G2-080230

	G2-080227
	CR 48.001-0005 rev 3: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	5.3.5
	Postponed

	G2-080228
	Reply to LS on applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.3.3
	Approved

	G2-080229
	LS on Implications of Blacklists or Whitelists for GERAN / E-UTRAN Interworking
	G2
	6
	Revised in G2-080231

	G2-080230
	Response LS on 2G parameters on S3 interface for EPS
	G2
	6
	Revised in G2-080232

	G2-080231
	LS on Implications of Blacklists or Whitelists for GERAN / E-UTRAN Interworking
	G2
	6
	Approved

	G2-080232
	Response LS on 2G parameters on S3 interface for EPS
	G2
	6
	Approved

	G2-080333
	Chairman's summary from G2-37bis
	
	
	Noted


Annex C:
Agreed and Endorsed CRs:

Annex C.1:
Agreed CRs:

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status

	G2-080190
	CR 44.018-0661 rev 1: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.12
	Agreed

	G2-080224
	CR 44.018-0662 rev 2: Network support of Talker Priority (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.12
	Agreed

	G2-080220
	CR 44.060-0999 rev 3: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080222
	CR 44.060-1009 rev 3: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080205
	CR 44.060-1011 rev 2: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080160
	CR 44.060-1015: Correction of RTTI assignments (Rel-7)
	Nokia Corporation
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080161
	CR 44.060-1016: Correction of RTTI assignments (Rel-8)
	Nokia Corporation
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080166
	CR 44.060-1017: Incomplete implementation of GP-080206 (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080217
	CR 44.060-1019 rev 1: Clarification to the MCS-0 format (Rel-7)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080221
	CR 44.060-1020 rev 1: Clarifying the V(A) update procedure when FANR is used together with RLC AM (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080223
	CR 44.060-1021 rev 1: Clarifying FANR behavior when a concurrent TBF in the uplink direction is not assigned (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Agreed

	G2-080214
	CR 44.318-0093 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-6)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Agreed

	G2-080215
	CR 44.318-0094 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-7)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Agreed

	G2-080216
	CR 44.318-0095 rev 1: Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Rel-8)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.1
	Agreed


Annex C.2:
Endorsed CRs.

	G2-080225
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Changes to align GAN Stage 2 with GAN Stage 3 (Release 8)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.3.2
	Endorsed

	G2-080183
	Draft CR to 43.318 - Clarification of MS deregistration after handover from GAN to GERAN/UTRAN (Release 6)
	Kineto Wireless
	5.3.2
	Endorsed


Annex D:
Documents postponed by this meeting:

None of these documents will be automatically re-submitted later on.

	G2-080203
	CR 44.018-0651 rev 3: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080204
	CR 44.018-0659 rev 1: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080170
	CR 44.018-0663: Latency Reduction support for non RTTI capable MSs (Rel-7)
	Nortel Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080189
	CR 44.018-0664: Immediate Assignment for reduced latency TBF (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080199
	CR 44.060-0976 rev 4: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-7)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080200
	CR 44.060-1014 rev 1: Reduced Latency Support Indication at One Phase Access (Rel-8)
	Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080218
	CR 44.060-1022: Updates to TB FANR PAN (Rel-7)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corp
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080219
	CR 44.060-1023: Updates to TB FANR PAN (Rel-8)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corp
	5.2.6
	Postponed

	G2-080193
	CR 44.318-0092 rev 1: Triggering GAN Registration Update by Changing UARFCN (Rel-8)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson
	5.3.6
	Postponed

	G2-080227
	CR 48.001-0005 rev 3: Introduction of A interface over IP transport (Rel-8)
	ZTE
	5.3.5
	Postponed
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