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7.2.1
Opening of the meeting

The Chairman opened the meeting Tuesday the 17th may 2011 at 08:00 and welcomed the delegates to the meeting. 

The Chairman informed the delegates of their IPR obligations 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/ ).


7.2.2
Approval of Agenda and Actions related to previous meeting

7.2.2.1
Approval of Agenda
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110524
	Draft Agenda for TSG GERAN WG2 during TSG GERAN no. 50 in Dallas
	GERAN WG2 Chairman
	7.2.2.1
	Agreed
	The Charmans proposed agenda for the meeting was agreed. The SIMTC agenda item has been moved to Rel-11, and this will be reflected in future agendas.


7.2.2.2
Approval of documents from the previous meeting
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110606
	G2-49 meeting report
	MCC
	7.2.2.2
	Approved
	No comments.

	GP-110607
	G2 ad-hoc on MTC meeting report
	MCC
	7.2.2.2
	Noted
	No comments.


7.2.2.3
Challenges to working agreements (must have been previously requested)

7.2.3
Election of TSG GERAN Working Group 2 Chairman and Vice-Chairmen

The GERAN WG2 chairmans position was scheduled for periodic election at this meeting. Guillaume Sebire was the sole candidate, and was re-elected as Chairman of TSG GERAN WG2 for his fourth consecutive two year period. 

The two vice-chair positions for GERAN WG2 remain vacant, as they have been for many years. There was no indication that this need change.
7.2.4
Letters / Reports from Other Groups

7.2.4.1
TSG-CT, TSG-RAN, TSG-SA and PCG/OP

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110583
	LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number R2-112637. To GP. Sent to G2 by GERAN plenary. Presented by Leonardo Provvedi.

At RAN2 #73bis meeting the inconsistencies between RAN2 and CT1/SA2 specifications, and between UMTS and LTE RAN2 specifications has been discussed.

As a result the following agreements have been made in order to align the RAN2 specifications:

1) 
For membership check during UE based mobility (i.e. IDLE and UMTS PCH), the UE shall consider the CSG-Id part of all broadcast PLMN's. 


Note that suitability check will only consider rPLMN/sPLMN/ePLMN as indicated already in 25.304/36.304, i.e. only if (rPLMN/sPLMN/ePLMN, CSG-Id) is in the whitelist, the cell will be considered suitable.

2)  
In connected mode when the UE is asked to report member/non member, the UE considers itself member only if the rPLMN is broadcast by cell and (rPLMN, CSG-Id) is in the UE's whitelist.

3)  
Proximity should only be reported if there is a possibility that a UE membership check could indicate "member".

RAN2 is aware that RAN sharing is not supported in the CN. RAN2 would like to confirm with CT1 whether the above agreements are aligned with CT1 understanding and specifications and whether any issues may arise from the agreements for the non-RAN sharing case. It remains to be seen whether the above will also work for the RAN sharing case.

RAN2 would also like the opinion of SA2 whether for (2) the UE should also consider itself as a member if the cell broadcasts ePLMN, CSD-ID which is in the UE whitelist. 

Further, RAN2 would like to confirm to GERAN the understanding in [1] that it is sufficient for the UE to report the primary PLMN ID of the target CSG/hybrid cell as part of the handover procedure.

The attached CRs were agreed in principle in order to correct the specifications to address the agreements.

	GP-110585
	LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number S2-111267. Related response in GP-110782.

To G2. Presented by Michel Robert.

SA2 thanks CT4 for their LS on GERAN and UTRAN handling of RFSP Index/SPID.

SA2 has noted that CT4 and RAN3 both confirm that stage 3 procedures for storage and transfer of the RFSP Index are only defined for the PS domain.

SA2 has the following answers to CT4 questions:

1.
What are the motivations and use cases for adding support of the RFSP Index in the CS domain considering that this has never been supported so far in the CS domain and that these days CS only registered devices are fewer and fewer? 

SA2 answer: SA2 has discussed the main use cases where SPID seems necessary at the target GERAN but not transferred. 


First use case is a (E-)UTRAN-(E-)UTRAN handover followed by a subsequent (E-)UTRAN-GERAN handover, which is due to the different mechanisms between UTRAN/E-UTRAN which uses the transparent container, and GERAN which does not; this was described by CT1 and CT4 in their LS C4-101573 (C1-101753). This would happen only at MSC borders.


Second use case is SRVCC from E-UTRAN/UTRAN to GERAN where the UE is not aware of its individual priorities to be used at next reselection, and where the target GERAN is not aware of the SPID. This may result in the UE initiating RA Update in GERAN after call release even if the SPID was configured to push the UE to select E-UTRAN. An optimisation is deemed as necessary to avoid the UE to perform RAU if it is configured to select E-UTRAN. 


Third use case is CSFB to GERAN with NACC/CCO or with RRC Connection Release where, even if the UE inherits from the individual priorities provided in E-UTRAN, this might not be sufficient to redirect the UE to the right access in all the cases. An optimisation is deemed as necessary to avoid the UE to perform LAU if it is configured to select E-UTRAN. 

For transferring the SPID from E-UTRAN/UTRAN to GERAN at handover, SA2 has ruled out solutions using CS domain signalling, for the following reasons:


SPID is not specified in CS domain as explained by RAN3 and CT4;


Using CS domain solution would result in changes in many interfaces: Sv, MAP-E, MAP-D, Iu and would affect UTRAN, MME, MSC and HSS.

SA2 has discussed a solution using the Old BSS to New BSS Information transparent container which seems to solve the UTRAN-UTRAN-GERAN CS subsequent handover issue, but it does not address all the other use cases. SA2 needs more time to study a comprehensive solution.

2.
If the intention is to push a UE to camp on the right access technology after a CS call is over, e.g. to push a UE back to LTE after an SRVCC call from LTE to 2G, can't the UE return to LTE based on the RFSP Index acquired via the PS domain before the SRVCC handover ?

SA2 answer: The intention is correct, but especially in the case of E-UTRAN, the UE does not get its individual priorities for next reselection prior to the SRVCC handover, as they can only be sent in the RRC Connection Release message; therefore, SPID transfer to GERAN at SRVCC handover is necessary in order to provide the UE with individual priorities when the CS call is released. 

3.
What is the relationship between the RFSP indexes received from the CS and PS domains?

In case of SRVCC handover and CSFB, how does the RAN node receive the RFSP Index to perform radio resource management if the PS service is suspended ?

SA2 answer: SPID transfer via the Old BSS to New BSS Information transparent container has been discussed but is still under study.

4.
What are the exact stage 2 requirements for handling the RFSP Index in the CS domain?

- when / in which procedures should the RFSP Index be forwarded to the RAN ? 

- how should the MSC/VLR set the RFSP Index ? Should the subscribed RFSP Index received from the HLR be simply forwarded to the RAN or may the value be modified by the MSC/VLR? 

- how should the RFSP Index be handled in roaming scenarios ?

SA2 answer: There is no need for RFSP Index support in CS domain. SPID transfer via the Old BSS to New BSS Information transparent container has been discussed but is still under study.

5.
In which specification(s) is it intended to document those stage 2 requirements? Should this be in RAN3 or/and GERAN2 specifications, or should CT4 consider updating their existing stage 2 TSs for the CS domain (e.g. TS 23.205)?

SA2 answer: At this time, SA2 does not see the need for changes in CT4 specifications. 

6.
Should this new functionality be specified from Rel-10 onwards, or are there frequent and serious misoperations justifying its specification in an earlier release?    

SA2 answer: For all the above scenarios, the issue is that in some cases the UE may not camp to the right access technology immediately after the call is released but only after some delay due to registration. Therefore, SA2 believes that it cannot be considered as FASMO and should only be solved from rel-10 onwards.

ACTION:  SA2 kindly asks GERAN2 and RAN3 to take the above decision i.e. the use of CS domain for SPID transfer shall not be used. SA2 is working on other solutions and will inform GERAN2 on the progress of this activity. For speeding up the study, SA2 would also like to know from GERAN2 and RAN3 whether the addition of the SPID in the Old BSS to New BSS Information is feasible.

Response in GP-110801.

	GP-110586
	LS on Source SAI during SRVCC HO from UTRAN to GERAN
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number S2-112128. Presented by Michel Robert.

cc to G2.

SA2 thanks CT4 for their LS on source SAI during SRVCC handover from UTRAN to GERAN.

In the SRVCC handovers from E-UTRAN to GERAN, a default SAI is configured in the MSC and sent in the BSSMAP Handover Request message. SAI is meaningless in E-UTRAN. In non-SRVCC UTRAN to GERAN handovers, a valid SAI is transferred from the source RNC to the target BSC, and the SAI is meaningful for the target GERAN which could use it e.g. for statistics. 

SA2 believes that the SAI in SRVCC handovers from UTRAN to GERAN should be as meaningful as for a non-SRVCC handover. Therefore, SA2 agreed to add a new Source SAI IE to the SRVCC PS to CS Request message. The CR to 23.216 is attached.

	GP-110587
	Reply LS on Network Sharing
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number S2-112197.

To GP and G2 a.o.  Dealt with by Mondays TSG GERAN plenary session.

SA2 would like to thank SA Plenary for providing their conclusions on the handling of “Network Sharing” in 3GPP. 

SA2 is pleased to inform SA Plenary and other groups that in light of these conclusions, an Annex was created in TS 23.251, which is meant to document all identified interaction issues of RAN sharing with other network capabilities

	GP-110588
	LS on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number S2-112211.

To R2, G2. Presented by Jing Li.

SA2 is studying a feature named reverse SRVCC, with which UE can handover from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA when UE has voice call(s) in CS domain, and after the handover, UE can continue the voice call(s). It is the RNC/BSS that triggers the reverse SRVCC by sending a Handover/Relocation Required message to MSC Server if UE has CS call(s) and VoIP-capable cell is the candidate. MSC Server needs to know the serving PS node (i.e. source SGSN or old MME) because PDP contexts/connections is in there and PS to PS handover may not happen.

During 3GPP SA2 #83 meeting, a solution has been documented in section 6.3.3.9.2 of TR 23.885 v1.2.0 (S2-111571) for MSC Server getting the information of the serving PS node, that is UE reporting one of following information to RNC/BSS by using Measurement Report:

-
RAI, P-TMSI, and P-TMSI signature if serving PS node is in UTRAN

-
RAI and TLLI if serving PS node is in GERAN

-
GUTI if serving PS node is in E-UTRAN (SRVCC without DTM case)

If RNC/BSS determines to trigger the reverse SRVCC, it forwards the information to MSC Server in the Handover/Relocation Required message.

Measurement report is a trigger message for reverse SRVCC, SA2 considers it is possible to extend this message. It is currently discussed whether there’s a suitable RRC/RR message other than Measurement Report, and whether it is possible to make a non-critical extention on the Measurement Report message for including this information. 

SA2 kindly ask RAN2 and GERAN2 to provide their opinion on making an non-critical extension on the Measurement Report message or suggest other RRC/RR message better than Measurement Report.

ACTION:  SA2 kindly ask RAN2 and GERAN2 to response to the LS to provide their opinion on making a non-critical extension on the Measurement Report message or suggest other RRC/RR message better than Measurement Report.

Discussion in GP-110741. Response in GP-110802.

	GP-110785
	Reply LS to R2-112664 on extending Measurement Report for rSRVCC
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	R2-113661. cc G2. Presented by Jing Li.

RAN2 thanks SA2 for their LS asking for the possibility of extension of the Measurement Report message to support rSRVCC operation.

RAN2 believes that the Measurement Report message is not suited to send ‘rSRVCC assistance’ NAS information to the RNC, since measurement reports are often sent during difficult radio conditions and any Measurement Report message size extension should be very carefully considered. RAN2 is also worried that the UE may send the ‘rSRVCC assistance’ NAS information unnecessarily, since the final decision for triggering rSRVCC is in the RNC.

In general, most companies in RAN2 wonder whether it is really necessary to exchange the indicated information in the AS layer, even with other RRC messages, considering that it seems to be more NAS layer information.

Response in GP-110802.

	GP-110589
	LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM
	TSG SA WG3
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number S3-110544. Presented by Paul Schliwa-Bertling. Related LS in 786,

To: R2; R3; G2; CT1

There are many cases in UTRAN and GERAN where there may be a mismatch between the UE and the network w.r.t. the keys used for integrity protection (when applicable) and ciphering. For example, assume the UE runs a Location Area Update procedure that includes an AKA and a TMSI re-allocation procedure and where there is a change of MSCs. If the connection between the UE and the network breaks between the successful AKA procedure and the TMSI re-allocation procedure, the keys stored on the SIM or USIM will differ from the keys stored in the network. Similarly, in case an SRVCC handover fails after the handover-complete sent from the target BSS/RNS to the target MSC, but before the TMSI re-allocation procedure, there will be different keys stored in the USIM or SIM and compared to what is stored in the network. There are similar cases in the pure packet switched domain.

A result of such mismatch is that for UTRAN, the security mode control procedure will fail since the UE will discard the security mode command (and retransmissions thereof) sent by the network due to failing MAC-I. In GERAN, there is no integrity protection, so the security mode command will be accepted by the UE. However, the security mode complete response from the UE to the network will be ciphered using the incorrect key, so the network will not be able to decrypt it correctly. In either case, a mismatch of keys will cause abnormal conditions for the security mode control procedure. Mismatches will possibly also create problems in other situations.

SA3 assumes that the stage 3 specifications provide sufficient detail to be able to implement a way to recover from abnormal situations like these. However, SA3 would like to request clarification on the following:

•
Q1: Is it correct that there is sufficient detail to implement recovery mechanisms for a mismatch of keys in an interoperable way?

•
Q2: Do the specifications define building blocks from which the recovery mechanisms can be constructed by an implementation or is every single step defined for recovery from each and every error case? 

•
Q3: When SRVCC was introduced, there was yet another situation where there may be a mismatch. Does the addition of the SRVCC error case increase the risk of mismatches to such a degree that the existing recovery mechanisms (assuming such exist) are no longer sufficient?

ACTION: 

•
SA3 kindly asks RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2 and CT1 to provide clarification on the questions above.

•
If it is discovered that the stage 3 specifications do not contain sufficient detail to implement a way to recover from key mismatches in a sufficiently efficient way, SA3 requests RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2 and CT1 to device such mechanisms as seen necessary.

Response in GP-110803.

	GP-110786
	LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	R2-113663. cc G2. Response to S3-110544/GP-110589.  Presented by Paul Schliwa-Bertling. 

RAN2 has discussed the LS related to the security context mismatch in UMTS. RAN2 understand is the following:

If there is a mismatch in security context between UE and RAN node, the RAN node will typically be able to detect this (e.g. by timeout on SECURITY MODE CONTROL procedure due to failed integrity protection check). Any actions taken by the RAN node are not specified by RAN2 specifications. RAN node actions are usually implementation specific. However, CT1 and RAN3 may be able to provide information.

With regards SRVCC, RAN2 would also like to point out to SA3 that a similar issue was already addressed by RAN2 and a LS was sent to SA3 in R2-097508.

	GP-110794
	Reply LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	C1-111972. To G2 a.o.

1. Overall Description:

CT1 thanks SA3 for their LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM and would like to answer the questions:

•
Q1: Is it correct that there is sufficient detail to implement recovery mechanisms for a mismatch of keys in an interoperable way?

Answer 1: It is the view of CT1 that sufficient detail is provided in the NAS specifications to implement recovery mechanisms for security failures that stem from mismatch of security keys.

•
Q2: Do the specifications define building blocks from which the recovery mechanisms can be constructed by an implementation or is every single step defined for recovery from each and every error case? 

Answer 2: Error cases are described in a step wise manner, but when applicable consist of “building blocks”, such as the security mode control procedure or authentication procedure.

•
Q3: When SRVCC was introduced, there was yet another situation where there may be a mismatch. Does the addition of the SRVCC error case increase the risk of mismatches to such a degree that the existing recovery mechanisms (assuming such exist) are no longer sufficient?

Answer 3: Even though new cases of possible security key mismatch may have been introduced with SRVCC, CT1 is not aware of any significant increase of such cases compared to the situation before introduction of SRVCC.

CT1 has not identified any general problems with specification of key mismatch recovery mechanisms. If cases of key mismatch are discovered that due to severity or frequency of occurrence would require specification update, it should be evaluated and addressed on a case by case basis.

	GP-110590
	Reply LS on sending SMS on FACCH
	TSG SA WG4
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number S4-110535.

To G2. Dealt with by Monday TSG GERAN plenary session.

SA4 thanks GERAN 2 for their LS on their investigation of sending of MO/MT SMS data on the FACCH while the MS is in an active voice call, i.e. while in dedicated mode. The action was: 

GERAN2 group kindly asks SA4 group to consider the above and evaluate whether sending MO/MT SMS on the FACCH, instead of the SACCH, while the user is in a voice call would be a viable solution with respect to speech quality impact.

SA4 considered 2 input contributions related to speech quality when SMS is sent over FACCH. SA4 was not able to conclude whether SMS over FACCH is a viable solution or not as there were differing opinions in the expert group on the impact on speech quality. Further evaluations are needed and should be completed before SA4 is able to conclude if sending SMS over FACCH is a viable solution or not with respect to speech quality impact.

ACTION:  SA4 invites GERAN2 to take the above intermediate information into account. SA4 expects further contribution at its next meeting and will liaise to GERAN about any conclusions.

	GP-110592
	LS on Network Sharing
	TSG SA
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number SP-110229.

To: just about everyone. Dealt with by Mondays TSG GERAN plenary session.

Based on the input document in SP-110152 TSG-SA#51 had a discussion on the handling of “Network Sharing” in 3GPP. 

In particular we discussed the following two topics

•
Whether there are baseline requirements or not for Network Sharing support guiding stage 2 and 3 when developing new features and enhancing existing features.

•
In those cases when it is not possible to design a feature so that also Network Sharing is fully supported we discussed if/how such deviations could be documented.

We came to the following conclusions

•
It was reconfirmed that in general all new features (or enhancements to existing features) should be designed to work in network sharing environments. As a consequence, it  was not seen necessary to create new baseline stage 1 requirements every time a new feature or enhancements to an existing feature is developed as the existing text in TS 22.101 on Network Sharing is considered a sufficient baseline. Yet, this does not preclude the potential need for additional requirements on a case by case basis, e.g. PWS, H(e)NodeB, EAB and CBS

•
If/when it is not possible to develop complete support for Network Sharing (i.e. PLMNs in a Shared Network has the same features/capabilities and the same operational situation as a stand alone PLMN) then such deviations shall be documented in relevant stage 1, stage 2 and stage 3 documents. 

2. Actions:

 Working groups are kindly requested to take the above guidelines into account

	GP-110770
	LS on AoIP and Mid-Call Codec Negotiation
	TSG CT WG4
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number C4-110776. Presented by Paul Schliwa-Bertling.

CT WG4 is working on mid-call codec negotiation after inter-MSC handover and during these discussions a number of questions arose regarding the signalling of AoIP-related parameters to the BSS:

i) If the CN changes the list of codecs available for the call, for example if due to a mid-call codec negotiation new codecs are added to the list of codecs originally sent to the BSS in the Codec List (MSC Preferred), should the MSC send an updated list to the BSS? (E.g. does the BSS consult the previously signalled Codec List (MSC Preferred) when deciding to initiate a BSS internal handover not solicited by the MSC with an Internal Handover Enquiry message?) 

 If so, in which BSSAP message should this updated list be sent? Currently only an Assignment Request message would be possible. An Internal Handover Enquiry message might seem more appropriate, but it does not contain the Codec List (MSC Preferred) IE.

ii) It is currently permitted that the CN does not signal all codecs supported by the UE in the Codec List (MSC Preferred) (in particular if the CN cannot support all these codecs at the time of the initial call establishment). Due to the fact that the BSSMAP protocol specifies that the Codec List (MSC Preferred) shall be consistent with the Channel Type IE [see section 3.2.1.1, Note 13]:

The information in Codec List (MSC Preferred) shall be consistent with the information in Channel Type IE.

 – which is interpreted by CT4 as meaning that the Channel Type IE shall not contain codec types that are not listed in the MSC Preferred List and vice versa –, CT4 expects that in such a case also the Channel Type IE will not include all codecs supported by the UE. CT4 would like to know if this is the correct interpretation.

iii) If the CN makes a change to the selected codec due to a mid-call codec negotiation and it does not update the Codec List (MSC Preferred) to include all new codecs, may the MSC still send an Internal Handover Enquiry with a new Speech Codec (MSC Chosen) even if that value was not contained in the previously sent Codec List (MSC Preferred)? TS 48.008 is not clear on this aspect.

iv) If an Assignment procedure is used to change the resources allocated on the radio and AoIP interface, e.g. due to a mid-call codec negotiation procedure or due to a waiting call with a new Codec List (MSC Preferred) being answered by the MS, is it then possible to assign a new AoIP Transport Layer Address (MGW)?

Response in GP-110804.

	GP-110771
	Reply LS on RAN aspect of T-ADS improvement
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number R2-111699.

cc to G2.

In UTRA, for UEs supporting the Rel-8 optional “fast dormancy” feature, state transition of a UE in RRC_CONNECTED is under RNC control. That is, the RNC can restrict UEs from sending “fast dormancy” requests by setting an inhibit timer T323 (5..120 s) by broadcast. Furthermore, whether to make state transition (e.g., to CELL/ URA_PCH or RRC_IDLE) upon receiving a “fast dormancy” request is up to RNC implementation.

However, RAN2 would like to point out that if a UE does not support Rel-8 “fast dormancy” and sends a legacy “Signalling Connection Release Indication” message, the UE may autonomously release the signalling connection and even enter RRC_IDLE.

In addition, RAN2 thinks in certain cases, inter-RAT transition cannot be prevented, whether the UE was connected in UTRA or E-UTRA. For example, if a UE is moving out of coverage of a RAT, inter-RAT handover/ redirection cannot be delayed, as otherwise, this UE will lose service. Moreover, if a UE experiences radio link failure, cell selection by the UE may result in inter-RAT transition. Cell selection should not be restricted in this case, since connection should be recovered as soon as possible in any suitable cell found by the UE. Hence, if such cases are to be covered, RAN2 thinks that some core network solution is anyway required.

RAN2 understands that the case under concern is when inter-RAT transition occurs during the session set up procedure. Depending on the length of this procedure, this race condition can be rather infrequent. RAN2 is of the opinion that (even with fast dormancy) a UE is unlikely to transit to a different RAT within few seconds of connection establishment. Hence, SA2 is recommended to assess how frequent such events could occur, before recommending any specific AS solution.

	GP-110772
	Reply LS on Cell Broadcast Service for MOCN Shared Network
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number S2-111272. Presented by Michel Robert.

cc to G2.

SA2 thanks CT1 for their LS on issues related to deployment of CBS service in a shared network. 

SA2 agrees with CT1 that solution 2 (One dedicated CBC per CN operator) would add complexity in the MOCN case. In addition to the additional complexity, this solution would not allow the users camping in the shared RAN to only receive CBS service from their serving PLMN as the CBS is broadcast for all UEs on the common shared channel. 

Solution 1a “Common CBC is provided by shared RAN network” does not seem to be the best way forward,  for an E-UTRAN based EPS as TS 23.401 specifies an interface between CBC and MME, and the CBS messages are sent to the eNB through S1-MME. For GERAN/UTRAN the solution can be an option.

Solution 1b “Common CBC provided by one of the CN operator based on pre-arranged agreement / configuration“ does not change the existing architecture. Therefore, SA2 would recommend this solution for MOCN and GWCN shared networks, specifically for an E-UTRAN based EPS. 

However, SA2 would like to comment that the general solution is a common CBC that connects directly to the RAN according to existing specifications for GERAN/UTRAN or through a CN node (the MME) for the E-UTRAN. The deployment and configuration of the common CBC by the RAN or a CN operator is basically an agreement between the sharing operators. Further the sharing operators need to coordinate the broadcast services between each other.

	GP-110781
	Second LS on enabling detection of unnecessary IRAT HO for A/Gb-mode BSS
	
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number R3-111630.

To G2. Dealt with by Monday TSG GERAN plenary session.

RAN3 would like thank GERAN for their reply in GP-110507.  

RAN3 would like to confirm that CS HO from E-UTRAN to GERAN is within the scope of the “detecting unnecessary IRAT HO” SON feature for Rel-10. RAN3 also considers that support for the reporting setup phase is needed on both the A interface and the Gb interface and it would be beneficial. 

Background information is provided in the attached discussion paper. RAN3 is aware that the requested functionality will be handled on best effort basis in the target RAT, and will depend on the UE support for LTE radio measurements while connected to GERAN.

Action to GERAN2 to take the above into account in the work on enabling this feature for A/Gb mode BSS.

Attached proposal from Alcatel-Lucent:

Alcatel-Lucent have analysed the benefit of the described Rel-10 feature for different cases of support of voice service,  SRVCC and PSHO in E-UTRAN, and submit the following proposal:

Proposal 1: From standard's point of view, support for the configuration phase of detection of unnecessary handover from E-UTRAN to GERAN is needed on both A and Gb interfaces.

Moreover we propose to introduce related O&M requirements in TS 36.300.

Proposal 2: RAN3 captures in TS 36.300 sub-section 22.4.2.4 an O&M requirement linked to choice of measurement quantity (RSRP/RSRQ) in the Reporting Setup phase for IRAT handover from E-UTRAN to GERAN. Such CR should be handled by RAN3 after confirmation from GERAN2.

	GP-110782
	Response LS on SPID during inter-RAT handover
	TSG RAN WG3
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	R3-111683. cc G2. Response to LS in GP-110585

RAN3 thanks SA2 for its liaison on Transfer of SPID during inter-RAT handover referenced here above.

Response in 

In this liaison, SA2 ask RAN3 to take into account that the CS domain shall not be used for the transfer of SPID to UTRAN/GERAN and ask RAN3 for a feedback on the feasibility of using the Old BSS to New BSS Information to transfer the SPID from (E)UTRAN to GERAN.

RAN3 does not see any obstacle to using the Old BSS to New BSS Information IE container.

Response in GP-110801.

	GP-110783
	LS on RIM requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer
	TSG RAN WG3
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	R3-111693. To G2.

RAN3 would like to thank GERAN2 for their support and work on SON and UTRA System Information transfer by RIM to complete Rel-9 functions. 

RAN3 noticed that’s the following requirements were defined in TS 48.018:

-
When multiple reports from a certain cell have been requested, the RAN-Information Send procedure shall be triggered every time the SON information for this cell is changed; the SON Transfer application shall request acknowledgements.

-
When multiple reports from a certain cell have been requested, the RAN-Information Send procedure shall be triggered every time the set of UTRA system information for this cell is changed; the UTRA SI application shall request acknowledgements.

RAN3 would like to kindly mention to GERAN2 that these requirements need to be reworded in order avoid confusion and to align with RAN specifications. 

On SON transfer, it was provided infrequently as defined in TS 36.300 below:

Load information shall be provided in a procedure separated from existing active mode mobility procedures, which shall be used infrequently and with lower priority with respect to the UE dedicated signalling.

On UTRA SI transfer, not all SIBs are included in the SI container as defined in TS 25.331 subclause 10.2.48a. Therefore, the SI transfer should be made, only if the concerned SIBs are changed.

RAN3 kindly asks GERAN2 to take the above into account and modify the requirements accordingly.

Response in GP-110806.

	GP-110784
	Reply LS on single radio video call continuity triggering mechanism
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	R2-113648. cc G2. Presented by Mikka Taponen.

RAN2 thanks SA2 for the LS on single radio video call continuity triggering mechanism at E-UTRAN (R2-111804/S2-111236).

RAN2 has discussed two questions in the LS. Please find the answers provided below;

[Question1]

Does the source RAN (E-UTRAN in this case) take into account service specific information e.g. based on active bearers' QCIs before making the handover decision? In the case of vSRVCC would it be useful for source RAN (E-UTRAN) to know whether the UE is engaged in a voice-only or voice-video call before initiating the handover or this is/should be transparent from the source RAN before selecting the most appropriate cell in Neighbour Cell List (NCL)?

[Answer] 

Depending on the RRM algorithm in the source RAN, service specific information may be taken into account for making the handover decision. However, RAN2 could not agree on whether the information is useful or not because RRM algorithm and handover policy are not the subject of standardization. 

[Question2]

In case of HSPA and UMTS overlapping cells in the same sector, does the source RAN (E-UTRAN in this case) take this into account for the HO decision?

[Answer] 

RAN2 does not see any particular difference between two cases (intra LTE HO and LTE to UMTS HO) regarding whether or not service specific information is considered for handover decision. Hence, depending on the RRM algorithm and handover policy, the source eNB may take this information into account to realize particular handover policies.

	GP-110795
	Reply LS on SGs paging with IMSI for CSFB
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	C1-112193. cc G2.

CT1 would like to thank SA2 for their LS on “SGs paging with IMSI for CSFB” in C1-111650 (S2-111245). CT1 discussed the cases pointed out by SA2 and would like to provide the following feedback:

First of all, CT1 agrees that the problem pointed out by SA2 exists when the UE/MS uses IMSI as the “Mobile identity” in the “Paging Response” message in an MSC pooled deployment. However, CT1 has another view for the Location Updating case as, according to CT1’s understanding, the UE/MS shall always use the TMSI (together with LAI) in the “Location Updating Request” message, if there is a valid TMSI on the (U)SIM, regardless of the LAI value being broadcasted in the new cell (i.e. even if the PLMN-ID is different in the new cell). This means that the identity used in the Location Updating Request, by the UE/MS, has nothing to do with the used identity in the Paging message by the network.

For the case related to the identity used for the “Paging Response” message in GERAN/UTRAN, CT1would like to point out a potential issue with the following scenario in which TMSI is used in “Paging Response” in the target RAT when the first paging in E-UTRAN was done using IMSI. When the MSC/VLR receives a mobile terminated call request after a local VLR reset, the MSC/VLR will send a paging message, to the MME, using IMSI only (i.e. no TMSI provided to the MME). In this particular scenario, in case the UE/MS responds with the TMSI that was allocated before the VLR reset, there may be an undesired collision with another UE/MS as the VLR may have allocated the same TMSI, in the same LA, to yet another UE/MS after the VLR reset. Therefore, unless detected by the receiving MSC/VLR, there will be a possible situation, where a call will be established for another subscriber if the UE/MS responds by TMSI.

For the scenario, identified by SA2, CT1 would prefer a network based solution where UE/MS implementations can remain unchanged.

Lastly, CT1 does not believe that the issue is CSFB specific, but is of the understanding that it also exists in a “pure” CS domain (i.e. no SGs interface) scenario due to a VLR reset. Such a scenario is described in the TS 23.007, section 4. CT1 would also like to bring to SA2’s attention that an operator’s CS domain can be fully operational without having any TMSI allocated to the UE/MS.

	GP-110796
	Reply LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	C1-112302. Allocated to G2 by GERAN plenary. Presented by David Hole.

CT1 thanks RAN2 for their LS (C1-111632/R2-112637) on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB informing CT1 of the agreements RAN2 reached on their work on H(e)NB and the handling of the CSG Whitelist. 

In the LS, RAN2 asked CT1 to confirm whether their agreements reached are aligned to CT1's understand and herewith would like to provide the following response.

On RAN2's agreement 1)

1) 
For membership check during UE based mobility (i.e. IDLE and UMTS PCH), the UE shall consider the CSG-Id part of all broadcast PLMN's. 


Note that suitability check will only consider rPLMN/sPLMN/ePLMN as indicated already in 25.304/36.304, i.e. only if (rPLMN/sPLMN/ePLMN, CSG-Id) is in the whitelist, the cell will be considered suitable.

CT1 is aligned with the agreement that if at least one of the combinations of (registeredPLMN+CSG-Id), (selectedPLMN+CSG-Id), (equivalentPLMN+CSG-Id) is in the whitelist, the cell will be considered suitable.

On RAN2's agreement 2)

2)  
In connected mode when the UE is asked to report member/non member, the UE considers itself member only if the rPLMN is broadcast by cell and (rPLMN, CSG-Id) is in the UE's whitelist.

CT1 also confirms that CT1 is aligned with RAN2's agreement that the UE considers itself member only if the rPLMN is broadcast by cell and (rPLMN+CSG-Id) combination is in the UE's whitelist.

On RAN2's agreement 3)

3)  
Proximity should only be reported if there is a possibility that a UE membership check could indicate "member".

CT1 is not in a position to express an opinion on this agreement as the proximity indication is not an indication that is visible in NAS.

In the LS (C1-111632/R2-112637) RAN2 ask the following question to SA2:-

"RAN2 would also like the opinion of SA2 whether for (2) the UE should also consider itself as a member if the cell broadcasts ePLMN, CSD-ID which is in the UE whitelist."

As CT1 is responsible for 23.122 CT1 feels it is appropriate that CT1 answers this question. 

CT1's answer to this question is, YES, the UE shall also consider itself as a member if the cell broadcasts ePLMN and the (ePLMN+CSD-ID) combination is in the UE's whitelist.

Huawei noted an issue with PLMID in idle mode.

Corresponding CRs have been submitted to this meeting.

	GP-110797
	LS on NAS signalling low priority indicator in the Paging Response message
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number C1-112329.

To G2 cc GP. First dealt with by Mondays TSG GERAN plenary session. 

CT1 would like to inform GERAN2 and GERAN that, in the course of NIMTC specification, a new information element called “Device Properties”, carrying the “NAS signalling low priority”, has been added to the initial MS messages. For example, the Location Updating Request, CM Service Request and CM Re-establishment Request in TS 24.008 as well as the Extended Service Request in TS 24.301 have all been modified in order to carry this information element.

ACTION: CT1 would like to ask GERAN2 to consider the above information and investigate whether the inclusion of the same information element is needed in the “Paging Response” message in 3GPP TS 44.018.

Respone in GP-110805

	GP-110823
	LS on Update of LCLS Configuration
	3GPP TSG CT4
	7.2.4.1
	Noted
	Original number C4-111624. To G2.

CT4 kindly advise GERAN2 that during the CT#51 Plenary meeting in March the 3GPP Technical Specification 23.284 "Local Call Local Switch (LCLS); Stage 2" was approved and is now available as a Release 10 specification. As the technical specification is now under Change Control, CT4 would kindly like to advise GERAN2 of a Change Request that has been agreed at CT4#53 – see attached C4-111448.

The Change Request describes two scenarios which require two new values in the LCLS Configuration IE to be defined in BSSAP.  The description for all scenarios, and the related LCLS Configurations, has also been added to section 4.2.1.

CT4 kindly requests GERAN2 to take note of the attached CR when progressing work on LCLS.

Additionally CT4 discussed the possible values for the LCLS-BSS-Status IE as defined in sub-clause 4.5.1. Currently in this sub-clause the following values are defined:

The LCLS-BSS-Status Information Element is used to indicate whether:

-
the call is locally switched

-
the call is local but not yet locally switched (this indicates that the call has been correlated but not locally switched)

-
the call is not possible to be locally switched (this indicates that the call has been determined not to be a local call)

-
the call is no longer locally switched

-
the requested LCLS-Configuration is not supported

However in the call flows we have included a number of additional values for example "call is locally switched  and UL bicast". If we are to keep these values then they should also be reflected in the sub-clause 4.5.1 as this should list the definitive set of values to be specified in the BSSAP specifications. CT4 discussed the merits of providing such level of granularity and concluded that they were not really needed since the MSC knows which LCLS-Configuration setting was requested and if the BSS responds with "the call is locally switched" this would mean that the requested LCLS-Configuration was performed. 

CT4 would like to know GERAN2 opinion on this; if GERAN2 would like to detail each LCLS-BSS-Status setting then CT4 will update section 4.5.1 to include all values, otherwise CT4 will update all the call flows to replace the additional values with "the call is locally switched".

ACTION:  CT4 asks GERAN2 group to take note of the attached CR when progressing work on LCLS. CT4 kindly ask GERAN2 to indicate their preference for detailing the LCLS-BSS-Status setting. 

Discussion related to 739.

Response in GP-110825.


7.2.4.2
From Partners and Their Bodies

7.2.4.3
Others

7.2.5
Technical Work

7.2.5.1
Pre-Release 10 Corrections

7.2.5.1.1
Miscellaneous Pre-Release 10 Corrections

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110729
	CR 44.060-1499: Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-9)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1
	Postponed
	Presented by Sudeep Manithara Vamanan. 

When PBCCH was removed, GPRS Cell Reselection - the reselection mode for PBCCH - should have been removed.

Still GPRS Cell Reselection can be triggered via NC_FREQUENCY_LIST in PMO or PCCO, and it  has to be implemented in handsets.

Much as PBCCH, GPRS Cell Reselection has not been thoroughly tested and is predicted not to be used.

	GP-110730
	CR 44.060-1500: Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1
	Postponed
	Mirror

	GP-110764
	EGPRS2 link quality measurements reporting in DLDC
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted
	Presented by Rene Faurie. 

This contribution has investigated existing limitations affecting EGPRS PACKET DOWNLINK ACK/NACK TYPE 2 message reporting capacity for EGPRS2 in case of a Downlink Dual Carrier configuration and has identified way forwards that would increase the number of per slot Mean BEP measurements that could be reported from 11 to 15 by:

1) Allowing the mobile station to omit the EGPRS Ack/Nack Description IE when link quality measurements are requested in priority,

2) Not using an extension structure for encoding the relevant information elements in the message.

Further study required. CRs expected for the next meeting.

	GP-110765
	Draft CR 44.060 Corrections to RTTI assignments CSN.1 encoding (Rel-7)
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted
	Presented by Rene Faurie. 

A number of encoding issues and inconsistencies have been identified in the RTTI assignment constructions of the following messages (see GP-110301 - GERAN#49):

- Uplink TBFs description is moved after downlink  TBFs description (PS Handover Radio Resources 2 & DTM Handover PS Radio Resources 2 IEs)

- RTTI_USF_MODE indicator is moved before Uplink TBF Assignment 2 (all messages)

- Doubled option { 0 | 1 { 0 | 1 …} } prefixing of the description in the Multiple Uplink Assignment 2 struct is removed

- Global Timeslot description IE is removed from EGPRS mode struct (not applicable to RTTI and already present in Multiple Uplink Assignment 2 struct  for BTTI (PS HO - DTM HO)

- Fixed tag '1' prefixing the Multiple Uplink Assignment IE is changed to a choice "{ 0 | 1 …}" (PS HO - DTM HO)

- Dual Carrier Timeslot description struct is renamed to Timeslot description 2 struct (definition)

- Timeslot description struct definition replaced with Timeslot description 2 struct definition (DTM HO)

Comments: none except from the noting that changes are needed. Further study required, and proper CR will be expected for approval at the next meeting.

Proper CR in GP-110810.

	GP-110810
	CR 44.060-1501: Corrections to RTTI assignments CSN.1 encoding (Rel-7)
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.1
	Postponed
	Proper CR based on draft CR in GP-110765.

Companies were invited to provide feedback to RIM (Rene Faurie) in time for a solution to be developed and brought forward for approval at next meeting.

	GP-110807
	CR 48.018-0308: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-9)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Revised in GP-110931
	See GP-110783.

Presented by Michel Robert.

RIM requirements requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer have been updated to be fully consistent with RAN Specifications.

	GP-110931
	CR 48.018-0308 rev 1: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-9)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110807.

	GP-110808
	CR 48.018-0309: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Revised in GP-110932
	See GP-110783. Mirror.

	GP-110932
	CR 48.018-0309 rev 1: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110808.

	GP-110893
	CR 45.008-0540 rev 1 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-9)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted
	Not presented.

	GP-110894
	CR 45.008-0541 rev 1 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted
	Not presented.

	GP-110776
	CR 45.008 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-9)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1 7.1.5.1.6
	Noted
	Noted without presentation.

	GP-110777
	CR 45.008 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1 7.1.5.1.6
	Noted
	Noted without presentation.


7.2.5.1.2
Support of Home NB and Home eNB enhancements – GERAN aspects (Rel-9)

7.2.5.2
Release 10 Work Items

7.2.5.2.1
Local Call Local Switch
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110612
	CR 44.018-0899: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110933
	Presented by Jiyong Wang.

It was agreed in GP-110583/R2-112637 that “In connected mode when the UE is asked to report member/non member, the UE considers itself member only if the rPLMN is broadcast by cell and (rPLMN, CSG-Id) is in the UE's whitelist.” That means, the CSG membership check is made based on the registered PLMN (rPLMN). It is needed to clarify the CSG reporting criteria.

A MS in DTM has two different rPLMNs, i.e. rPLMN in CS domain and rPLMN in PS domain, when inter-PLMN handover happens because LAU is not triggered and RAU is performed. In the handover preparation phase of inboud handover to CSG, the source CN makes access control check based on the CSG subscription data which only includes the CSG ID belonging to the rPLMN. In order to ensure the continunity of CS service, the MS in DTM should make membership check based on the rPLMN in CS domain.

	GP-110933
	CR 44.018-0899 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110612.

	GP-110613
	CR 44.018-0900: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110934
	Mirror

	GP-110934
	CR 44.018-0900 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110945
	Revision of GP-110613.

	GP-110945
	CR 44.018-0900 rev 2: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110934.

	GP-110614
	CR 44.060-1496: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110935
	Companion to GP-110612.

	GP-110935
	CR 44.060-1496 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110614.

	GP-110615
	CR 44.060-1497: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110936
	Mirror

	GP-110936
	CR 44.060-1497 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110615.

	GP-110736
	CR 44.060-1482 rev 1: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-9)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110811
	Presented by David Hole.

1. Names for 3G/E-UTRAN CSG Cells Reporting Description structs are incorrect

2. Values received in PMO should not apply to subsequent sessions of dedicated mode / DTM  (e.g. when an MO voice call is initiated during a packet transfer session, when DTM is not supported, the MS should use the values in SI2q, not those received in PMO)

3. Copy-paste error (FDD should read TDD)

Need to check for consistency and alignment of changes across specs. Chairman suggested to merge these rather tiny changes into other CR.

	GP-110811
	CR 44.060-1482 rev 2: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-9)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110736.

	GP-110737
	CR 44.060-1483 rev 1: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110812
	Mirror

	GP-110812
	CR 44.060-1483 rev 2: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110737. Mirror

	GP-110739
	CR 48.008-0324 rev 6: Local Call Local Switch procedures (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Telefon AB LM Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.1
	Revised in GP-110826
	Presented by Jing Li.

The procedures to enable/disable/establish/release local switching need to be defined. Changes are base on the conclusions reached in CT4.

It was informed that the wording of the CR has not yet matured, and it will be subject to further offline work.

	GP-110826
	CR 48.008-0324 rev 7: Local Call Local Switch procedures (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Telefon AB LM Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.1
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110739.

It was noted that additional changes may be needed as consequence of progress in CT.


7.2.5.2.2
GERAN Improvements for Machine-type Communications
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110701
	Comparison of CCCH Protection Mechanisms
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Andreas Bergström.

This paper has presented evaluations of the CCCH capacity and performance for the accessing devices in mixed traffic scenarios with simultaneous CS legacy and low-priority MTC traffic for the different CCCH protection mechanisms.

Given that the accessing MTC device is able to indicate that it indeed is configured for low priority access, then it is possible for the network to, in an implementation specific manner, prioritize the blocks sent on the AGCH accordingly and thus completely alleviate any impact on the CS legacy traffic by the accessing low-priority MTC devices. Since the AGCH is the main CCCH bottleneck, this in turn will completely alleviate the impact any amount of accessing low-priority MTC devices will have on the service of the legacy traffic (e.g. high Access Success Rate, low Access Times etc.), even better than either of the evaluated proposals. Hence, there is no need at all to introduce any new mechanismin order to protect the legacy traffic from the impact of these low-priority MTC devices with respect to CCCH overload. What instead is of interest is e.g. the ability of the said proposals to be useful also for other purposes than CCCH overload control, such as e.g. for internal BSS overload control, overload on other channels, lack of identifiers (USFs, TFIs etc.), possible overload in the core network etc. All this is possible with the Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject proposal.

Renesas noted that the paper credited the Renesas proposal with good performance. 

The assumptions for the simulations were clarified. 

Lengthy debate on the merits of the various proposals. The key Ericsson argument is that available information should be used to advantage whenever possible.

	GP-110702
	CCCH Evaluation of different RACH Time Spreading Schemes
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Andreas Bergström.

This paper presents an evaluation of the CCCH capacity and performance for the accessing devices in the mixed scenarios with simultaneous CS legacy and MTC traffic.

	GP-110703
	pCR 43.868 - New RACH procedure for devices configured for low priority access
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Andreas Bergström.

To provide functionality so that momentaneous congestions on the CCCH can be solved without involving the network in taking any further actions. Low priority mobile devices will have an uplink CCCH access methodology that in congestion situations will be able to solve the congestion.

	GP-110944
	Way forward on MTC low access priority and implicit reject
	Renesal Mobile Europe Ltd, Research in Motion UK Ltd., ZTE Corporation
	7.5.2.2.2, 6.3
	Plenary
	Not available at end of WG2 session.


7.2.5.2.2.1
Study Item

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110603
	Further Discussion on simulation assumption
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Noted
	It was noted that the analysis is based on 20 mobiles per second, rather than 15. This will be taken into account in the TR.

	GP-110620
	Evaluation on RACH solutions with mixed traffic
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary
	Not presented due to lack of time

	GP-110621
	pCR to TR 43.868 on RACH Overload Control
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary
	Not presented due to lack of time

	GP-110623
	Discussion on evaluation assumptions
	Huawei Technologies. Co., Ltd, Telecom Italia S.p.A., China Mobile Comm Corp
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Noted
	Presented by Ming Fang.

Discussion whether a benchmark ASR and prioritization of different KPIs are needed for simulation evaluation.

Discussion:

It was clarified that the basic reference for evaluation is the degradation that definitely will happen to legacy traffic if new machine generated traffic mix in without any MTC optimisations. The Chairman insist that the MTC optimisations cannot be phrased as degradation of legacy traffic, but should be phrased as improvements compared to the degradation that would otherwise have happened.

Some companies appeared to expect that MTC devices could be introduced into existing networks with no negative impact on legacy traffic. Other companies clarified that any introduction of MTC devices will seriously reduce ASR for legacy traffic. 

The MTC enhancements work is about preventing the serious degradation that would occur if MTC devices were introduced without optimisation.

It was clarified that machine generated traffic will be introduced in existing networks no matter if they are optimised with MTC enhancements or not. The MTC enhancements thus serve to limit or minimise the degradation that will occur when they are not implemented.

	GP-110742
	Enhancement on RACH with mixed traffic
	ZTE Corporation
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary
	Not presented due to lack of time

	GP-110766
	Enhancements to Hybrid Packet Channel
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary
	Not presented due to lack of time.


7.2.5.2.2.2
Network improvements for Machine-type Communications (Stage 3)

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110616
	Further discussion on IPA message
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Ming Fang.

This paper response the concerns raised on the last adhoc meeting, and gives modified struct for the IPA message and EGPRS Packet Channel Request message. It is proposed to introduce this new Immediate Packet Assignment message in Release-10 to increase the AGCH capacity.

Comments: Simulations are needed. Address space is a concern. One phase access inefficient. Some delay due to buffering.

	GP-110617
	CR 44.018-0895 rev 3: Introduction of Immediate Packet Assignment (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Postponed
	Presented by Ming Fang.

A large amount of devices (e.g. M2M devices) access the network will cause the congestion on the AGCH. Assigning PS resources for multiple devices in one AGCH block can efficiently enhance AGCH capacity and solve this congestion.  Introducing a new packet resource assignement is necessary.

Ericsson: improvement and clarification comments.

	GP-110618
	CR 44.060-1484 rev 2: Support indication of Immediate Packet Assignment in EGPRS Packet Channel Request (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Postponed
	Presented by Ming Fang.

Modify EGPRS Packet Channel Request to indicate the support of Packet Immediate Assignment message, and can only be sent by the Packet Immediate assignment capable MS if the network indicates the support of this message in GPRS Cell Options IE.

Further work required. Evaluation pending. No assumptions can be made on implementation or use of optional feature.

	GP-110650
	Mechanism to signal if network broadcasts SI 21
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Mungal Dhanda.

A proposal was presented in 3GPP TSG GERAN #49 to signal if SYSTEM INFORMATION TYPE 21 is broadcast in a cell. The proposal used SI Change field within SYSTEM INFORMATION TYPE 13. The drawback with this proposal was that it required both the network and the mobile station to support GPRS.

This document proposes a mechanism to signal the same information but without the need for the network and the mobile station to support GPRS.

	GP-110704
	CR 45.002-0155 rev 2 - Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110965
	Not presented. Revised by WG1.

	GP-110731
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 4: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110819
	Presented by John Diachina.

The introduction of the MTC use case requires the introduction of new Extended Access Barring information sent on the BCCH. 

Work in progress. Text alignment to be checked with SA1.

	GP-110745
	Comments on Realization of EAB
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by David Navratil.

In GERAN#49 meeting, a realization of extended access barring (EAB) was discussed together with proposed CRs. This document addresses this proposal and highlights an alternative to the proposed realization of EAB aiming to avoid the use of GPRS Cell Options IE which is seen as a drawback of the proposed realization. This contribution is an update of G2-110010 from the AdHoc on MTC, to address the remaining open issues. The proposal is to  realize EAB in GERAN so that:

• a new SI message be defined (SI21) to broadcast EAB information (as an optional struct); and

• an indication be sent in SI3 (Control Channel Description IE) whether EAB is activated in the cell or not, and whether SI21 is broadcast on BCCH Norm or BCCH Ext in order to trigger the acquisition of EAB information by MS configured for EAB (it could be also considered whether SI21 could always be sent on BCCH Ext if BCCH Ext is in the cell, otherwise SI21 is sent on BCCH Norm) ; and

• SI21 occur at fixed occurrence (fixed TC count). The network must ensure SI21 is always sent always at the same TC count if present; and

• it should be clarified when EAB is activated (always on, overload only) before a decision on an indication of SI21 update in other SI is taken.

	GP-110819
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 5: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110942
	Revision of GP-110731.

Discussion on the way forward. It was made clear no further extension can be expected for Rel-10. NSN had submitted substantially different proposal very late, but the Chairman recommended that if a solution shall be approved for Rel-10, it needs to be based on the drafts which have been progressed in WG2 for a longer time. NSN clarified that 824 is a complement to 819, not a competition. EAB indication should be included  in new SI message, which will also carry additional informaion. New SI21 should be linked to EAB.

Offline discussion.

Qualcomm: still in support of 650.

Vodafone: support

NSN: ask for further discussion.

Huawei: 650 acceptable

Renesas: support 650

Alcatel-Lucent: 650 acceptable

ST-Ericsson: support 650

Ericsson: support 650

Revision of 819 to include Qualcomm proposal in 650

	GP-110942
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 6: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110973
	Revision of GP-110819.

Decision to remove UE indicator.

	GP-110965
	CR 45.002-0155 rev 3 - Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	Not presented. Revision of GP-110704.

Agreed by WG1.

	GP-110973
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 7: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary
	Revision of GP-110942.

	GP-110651
	Extended wait period for low priority devices
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Mungal Dhanda.

This paper proposes two complementary mechanisms for conveying implicit reject with extended wait periods to mobile stations configured to make low priority mechanism. Furthermore, the mechanism defined in this document can be extended in the future to taker for more than one low priority if further low priority levels are introduced. It is proposed this mechanism for conveying implicit reject and extended wait period are agreed to be introduced into 3GPP GERAN standards.

Concern that this is not a futureproof proposal. Not flexible enough. Propose this would be part of an overall control information to be made available for low priority devices. 

Discussion turned to range of timers. 

Is this a NAS level timer to prevent network overload? On RAN side, there is only one timer. Debate on relation between the various barring mechanisms.

Offline discussion.

	GP-110732
	CR 44.018-0882 rev 4: Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110830
	Presented by John Diachina.

A primary RRC signalling scenario of concern is where a mobile station is configured for “low access priority” and has corresponding packet data payload to send. A BSS may at any time determine that it wants to offload access attempts triggered by such mobile stations by explicitly rejecting up to 4 mobile stations within an Immediate Assignment Reject message. However, due to the expected dramatic increase in access attempts triggered by mobile stations configured for “low access priority” for the MTC use case, the current limitation of rejecting a maximum of 4 mobile stations is not considered to offer sufficient offloading capability: 

• The 4 mobile station limitation of the legacy Immediate Assignment Reject message may not be able to keep up with unwanted access load.

• Valuable AGCH capacity will be consumed using the legacy Immediate Assignment Reject message transmission to get rid of unwanted access load.

	GP-110830
	CR 44.018-0882 rev 5: Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary
	Revision of GP-110732.

Not presented due to lack of time.

	GP-110728
	Separated CCCH handling for MTC devices
	LG Electronics Inc.
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Jinsook Ryu.

Several discussion papers have been submitted and it was discussed that CCCH handling mechanism should be improved in order to avoid expected CCCH congestion such as RACH and AGCH when a large number of MTC devices deployed. However, no agreement has been reached yet due to lack of consensus and different company’s view on the proposed solutions. Furthermore, many of these solutions are targeting to Rel-11 or further release. Therefore this paper proposes to discuss about straightforward solution to resolve CCCH congestion both for RACH and AGCH and which is available in Rel-10 time frame.

Once MTC devices deployed in GERAN network, it is assumed that long term operation would be desirable. Considering that GERAN network is more suitable to voice service and MTC service, congestion of CCCH is more serious than shortage of PDCH. Then it is assumed that separated CCCH handling mechanism is straightforward solution. Moreover, proposed separated CCCH handling mechanism is reuse of the legacy multiple CCCH channel mechanism; only slightly change to allow separated CCCH handling between H2H legacy devices and MTC devices. With this mechanism, H2H device service will not be degraded and MTC devices will compete with only MTC devices within same CCCH channel. Therefore other proposals also easily compromised with separated CCCH handling mechanism.

	GP-110743
	Comparison of Overload Control for CCCH and Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	This document compares the CCCH Congestion Avoidance mechanism and Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject.

Discussed together with 701. Massive debate on relative merits and assumptions. No real conclusion yet.

	GP-110744
	CR 44.018-0898 rev 3: Overload control for CCCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Postponed
	Presented by David Navratil.

There is a problem of overload on CCCH (RACH, AGCH) when a large number of mobile stations access the network concurrently.The number of mobile stations is expected to increase dramatically. For the purpose of protection from overload, the mobile station may be configured for low access priority. It should be ensured that the mobile stations configured for low access priority have minimum impact on other (i.e. higher priority) devices operated in GERAN. 

 The overload on CCCH, which impacts any service in GERAN, by the low priority mobile stations can be avoided if the low priority mobile station reads blocks sent on AGCH and sends the request on RACH only if AGCH is not fully loaded, i.e. the network transmit L2 fill frames. This approach of CCCH overload control has been studied in GP-11xxxx. The simulation results shows remarkable gains in random access performance of legacy services and the low priority mobile stations.

The CR details the Renesas proposal on CCCH congestion.

	GP-110733
	CR 44.018-0896 rev 2: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110820
	Presented by John Diachina.

The concept of a mobile station configured for “low access priority” has been introduced as part of Rel-10 support of the MTC use case (e.g. see TS 23.060). As such, a mobile station having this configuration will need to provide a corresponding low priority indication at the access stratum level regardless of the application triggering  any given access attempt. For user plane triggered access attempts the EGPRS Packet Channel Request message allows for including a 2 bit “Priority” field which can be set to indicate the lowest priority level for a mobile station configured for “low access priority”. However, there is currently no ability for NAS triggered access attempt to indicate “low priority” and as such the Rel-10 requirement for supporting mobile stations configured for “low access priority” cannot be fully realized.

Offline discussion needed.

	GP-110734
	CR 44.060-1485 rev 2: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110821
	Companion to GP110733.

	GP-110757
	System reasons for MTC low priority indicator
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted
	Presented by Leo Patanapongpibul.

Background information on the MTC low priority indicator issues being debated in non-GERAN 3GPP working groups.

No strong opinions were expressed. Companies were urged to make up their mind so the issue can be progressed.

	GP-110820
	CR 44.018-0896 rev 3: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary
	Revision of GP-110733.

A number of companies question the need for the low priority indication at RACH. The benefit of using the RACH is one round trip saved (delay and capacity) but tradeoff uses resources in RACH. RIM concerned about using scarce RACH codepoints in Rel-10 when vast capacities will be made availble in Rel-11.

Not presented due to lack of time.

	GP-110821
	CR 44.060-1485 rev 3: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary
	Revision of GP-110734.

Not presented due to lack of time.

	GP-110824
	CR 44.018-0904: Introduction of Indication for Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary
	The introduction of the MTC use case requires the introduction of new Extended Access Barring information sent on the BCCH. For this an indication mechanism to inform the devices supporting the evaluation of Extended Access Barring about the presence of the information to allow for low latency in regard to the acquisition of the Extended Access Barring information is missing.  Furthermore, this indication mechanism allows an immediate reduction in network load as mobiles will cease network access attempts until they have acquired a valid the Extended Access Baring information set.

Not presented due to lack of time.


7.2.5.2.3
Tightened Link Level Performance Requirements for Single Antenna MS
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110637
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Revised in GP-110897
	Revised following presentation in GERAN WG1.

	GP-110829
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Revised in GP-110938
	Revision of GP-110897.

	GP-110897
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Revised in GP-110829
	Presented by Leonardo Provvedi.

TSG GERAN has agreed the TIGHTER feature whereby, thanks to the continuous improvements in the  performance of single antenna mobile stations,  terminals with enhanced receivers are capable of meeting tightened downlink performance requirements. In order to take advantage of the enhanced mobile performance, the network needs an indication from the mobile station that it supports the tightened performance requirements.

	GP-110938
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Endorsed
	Revision of GP-110829.

G2 endorse the approval of this CR.

	GP-110653
	Draft CR 24.008 for introducing capability indication for TIGHTER
	Qualcomm Incorporated, VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.3
	Noted
	Not presented


7.2.5.2.4
Support of Multi-Operator Core Network by GERAN
7.2.5.2.5
Enhancements of Iur-g interface

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110740
	CR 48.008-0340: Define D-RNTI for EIur-g (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.5
	Revised in GP-110822
	Presented by Jing Li.

According to the 43.130, it requires the CN to send the HANDOVER REQUEST message to the tBSS with the D-RNTI encapsulated in the Old BSS to New BSS IE, however, the D-RNTI has not been defined in Old BSS to New BSS IE.

Ericsson proposed improvements to the CR.

	GP-110822
	CR 48.008-0340 rev 1: Define D-RNTI for EIur-g (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.5
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110740.


7.2.5.2.6
Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for Release 10
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110619
	CR 44.060-1498: Miscellaneous corrections (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Rejected
	Presened by Ming Fang.

“Timeslot Number” parameter is missing in EGPRS Packet Downlink Ack/Nack Type 2 message. Due to absence of this parameter, the network can not support to set RRBP on one timeslot but require the MS to response on another timeslot which is useful function for polling mechanism when EGPRS2 is used.

Uplink Control Timeslot C1 and Uplink Control Timeslot C2 are missing in the message escape for dual carrier, RTTI, BTTI with FANR activated, EGPRS2 in the Packet Downlink ASSIGNMENT message. Due to absence of these parameterS, the network can not support to set RRBP on one timeslot but require the MS to response on another timeslot which is useful function for polling mechanism when dual carrier, RTTI, BTTI with FANR activated, or EGPRS2 is used.

Offline study required. It was not considered urgent, and Huawei suggested to move this to Rel-11. The reject shall thus merely be seen for Rel-10 for this meeting, and the corrections are expected to be subject to other CRs later on.

	GP-110647
	Enabling mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode – working assumptions
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Noted
	Revision of GP-110500 from previoius meeting. 

Presented by David Hole. 

G2 reviewed the assumptions, forming the foundation for the further work.

Discussion on assumptions turned out the following preferences on assumption options not previously confirmed: 9a, 7a, 8b.

	GP-110738
	CR 44.060-1475 rev 5: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Revised in GP-110814
	Presented by David Hole.

Mobility between GERAN and E-UTRAN/UTRAN CSG cells in packet transfer mode in NC2 is not possible without the support of PS Handover by both network and MS.

	GP-110814
	CR 44.060-1475 rev 6: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Revised in GP-110939
	Revision of GP-110738.

	GP-110937
	CR 44.018-0905: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Revised in GP-110972
	Companion CR to GP-110814.

Mobility between GERAN and E-UTRAN/UTRAN CSG cells in packet transfer mode in NC2 is not possible without the support of PS Handover by both network and MS.

In order to ensure that a mobile station does not send a PCCN message to a network which does not support the feature, a network capability indicator is required.

	GP-110939
	CR 44.060-1475 rev 7: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Plenary
	Revision of GP-110814.

Not available at end of WG2 session.

	GP-110972
	CR 44.018-0905 rev 1: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Agreed
	Companion CR to GP-110939.

Revision of GP-110937. 

Agreed conditionally to approval of GP-110939.

	GP-110747
	CR 44.018-0901: Additional indicator for power reduction on RACH (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed
	Presented by Sudeep Vamanan.

Indication of power reduction in RACH was introduced in SI2qtr message through GP-110386. Since SI2qtr is transmitted at a lower periodicity and since it is not mandatory to acquire all SI2qtr instances before RACH access it cannot be guaranteed that all mobile stations can be aware of and apply power reduction in RACH. There is a need to introduce this indication in another System Information message which is transmitted more often.

Problem might persist, as SI4 is not mandatory.

	GP-110815
	CR 44.018-0901 rev 1: Additional indicator for power reduction on RACH (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.6
	Withdrawn
	Revision of GP-110747.

	GP-110748
	CR 48.008-0341: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed
	Update of GP-110290 from previous meeting. Presented by Marguerite Woch.

Introduction by TSG RAN WG3 of a new SON feature for detecting unnecessary IRAT HO from E-UTRAN to GERAN.

11.3.115 first sentence need clarification. Procedural description to be elaborated.

	GP-110817
	CR 48.008-0341 rev 1: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Withdrawn
	Revision of GP-110748.

	GP-110749
	CR 48.018-0307: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed
	Update of GP-110291 from previous meeting. Companion to GP-110748.

	GP-110818
	CR 48.018-0307 rev 1: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Withdrawn
	Revision of GP-110749.

	GP-110762
	CR 44.018-0889 rev 2: Introduction of Selective Ciphering on SACCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed
	Not presented.

	GP-110763
	Draft CR 24.008 Introduction of Selective Ciphering on SACCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed
	Not presented.


7.2.5.2.7
Other

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110746
	Analysis of the new SON feature for detecting unnecessary IRAT HO from E-UTRAN to GERAN
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.7
	Noted
	Presented by David Navratil.

This contribution analyzed the new SON feature for detecting unnecessary IRAT handover specified by TSG RAN WG3 utilizing only the accompanying CRs to the LS. From GERAN perspective there are concerns with the proposal that can be summarized as follows:

•
Impacts to E-UTRAN measurement reporting procedures in GERAN are inevitable in order to provide the E-UTRAN measurement reporting as requested in the “IRAT measurement configuration” by the eNB in the E-UTRAN cell; 

•
A BSS can only perform comparison of the measurement results on one of the thresholds RSRP or RSRQ depending on the one in use by the network not on both;  

•
The new procedure is a hybrid between the RIM and handover procedures where a trigger for sending the handover report is not a RIM message itself but an IE in the Source to Target transparent container.  In addition the procedure seem to imply that the SON transfer will be initiated from a BSS, thus differently from the current 3GPP TS 48.018.

•
It is not clear what additional information in terms of measurement results is expected to be received from a terminal shortly after successful handover that cannot be obtained otherwise from a terminal in packet transfer mode.

•
The reliability of this new feature to prevent unnecessary IRAT handovers is questionable as the requested E-UTRAN measurement reporting of two or more different mobiles in the same GERAN cell may not necessarily be the same and as such an eNB adjusting its serving threshold based on some measurements may only be beneficial for some IRAT handovers;   

Considering these points this new SON feature requires changes to the E-UTRAN measurement reporting in GERAN as well as to the RIM Application for SON Transfer. It is therefore proposed to inform TSG RAN WG3 on these findings and check with RAN3 if they have foreseen/expected that some changes are required to E-UTRAN measurement reporting in UTRAN/GERAN in order to allow measurement reporting of a particular E-UTRAN frequency. It is also proposed to clarify with TSG RAN WG3 which additional measurement information is expected to be received by a terminal right after successful handover that cannot be obtained otherwise.

Response in GP-110816.

	GP-110754
	CR 44.018-0884 rev 2: Alternating between different neighbour cell description formats, etc (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110940
	Presented by Leo Patanapongpibul.

Recent attacks on the A5/1 algorithm have benefitted from the plain-text contents of the ciphered SACCH messages being relatively easily to derive.

This attack can be mitigated if the SI 5, 5bis and 5ter message contents are changed when the cipher mode is changed (either ciphering turned on, or ciphering turned off).

It was commented that the updated format potentially impact power consumption of legacy mobiles due to need to monitor additional frequencies. Alcatel-Lucent concerned about how to guarantee that legacy mobiles will be compliant with this modification.

Renesas and Alcatel-Lucent  indicated that the risk of problems with legacy MS was low. It was made clear that the risk to legacy MS is not zero, and unknown for MS from vendors not participating in the work.

	GP-110940
	CR 44.018-0884 rev 3: Alternating between different neighbour cell description formats, etc (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110968
	Revision of GP-110754.

	GP-110968
	CR 44.018-0884 rev 4: Alternating between different neighbour cell description formats, etc (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110940.

	GP-110775
	CR 44.018-0903: Clarification on the transmission of SI5, SI5bis, SI5ter and SI6 (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110828
	Presented by Leo Patanapongpibul. Linked to 754.

In order to maintian good quality roaming experiences, it is important that all networks correctly implement the SACCH security countermeasures.  Hence it is clarified that the change of the SACCH message contents needs to be tightly synchronised with reception of the CIPHERING MODE COMPLETE message/commencement of ciphered transmission by the network.

Qualcomm: encoding change unnecessarily restricted to A5/1 ciphering only.

Ericsson: need to clarify details of encoding change. Vodafone, RIM: details should be specified elsewhere. It should be clear where.

	GP-110828
	CR 44.018-0903 rev 1: Clarification on the transmission of SI5, SI5bis, SI5ter and SI6 (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110969
	Revision of GP-110775.

	GP-110969
	CR 44.018-0903 rev 2: Clarification on the transmission of SI5, SI5bis, SI5ter and SI6 (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Agreed
	Revision of GP-110828.


7.2.5.3
Other Technical Work (Release 11+)


7.2.5.3.1
Full Support of MOCN by GERAN

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110750
	Full Support of Multi-Operator Core Network by GERAN
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.1
	Noted
	Moved from 7.2.5.2.4. Presented by Michel Robert.

This document aims to discuss the possible evolutions related to Full Support of MOCN by GERAN as proposed in the 3GPP Work Item description approved during GERAN #49.

Four main technical issues are analyzed: 

• A multiple PLMN list shall be broadcast by the network (5 PLMNs at the most), using the BCCH Extended feature.

• Optionally, a multiple set of ACs list (one set of 16 ACCs per PLMN) may be broadcast by the network to provide specific access rights on a per PLMN basis.

• The MS/UE has to indicate the selected PLMN identity to the network.

• The name of the Operator corresponding to the selected PLMN has to be displayed on the MS/UE.

Work in progress.

	GP-110751
	Draft CR 43.022 – Broadcast of PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing  (Rel-11)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.3.1
	Noted
	Moved from 7.2.5.2.4.

Presented by Michel Robert.

Some information needs to be added about the handling of broadcast PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing.

Work in progress.

	GP-110752
	CR 44.018-0902: Broadcast of PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing (Rel-11)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.3.1
	Postponed
	Moved from 7.2.5.2.4. Companion CR to 751.

For Network Sharing it is necessary to add PLMNs list within SI 7/8 and ACs lists within SI 16/17.

Few comments made towards improvement of CR. 

Work in progress.

	GP-110753
	Draft CR 45.002 – Broadcast of PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing  (Rel-11)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.3.1
	Noted
	Moved from 7.2.5.2.4. Companion CR to 751.


7.2.5.3.2
Solutions for GSM/EDGE BTS Energy Saving
7.2.5.3.3
Other
	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110741
	Discussion on LS from SA2 on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC
	ZTE Corporation
	7.2.5.3.3
	Noted
	Presented by Jing Li.

Related to S2-112211/GP-110588. The document concludes that it is technically possible to provide the information for identifying the serving PS node by using above potential solution1 or potential soultion 2, and can always keep the BSS has the right serving PS node information. 

Proposal to inform SA2 that following two potential solutions can be used aiming to keep the BSS always have the right serving PS node information:

- MS sends the information for identifying the serving PS node in ASSIGNMENT COMPLETE and HANDOVER COMPLETE messages 

- MS sends the information for identifying the serving PS node in ASSIGNMENT COMPLETE message, and BSS includes it in Old BSS to New BSS information IE when handover occurs.

Disagreement if solution shall be based on access/non-access stratum. Request for additional time to offline study. No conclusion for the time being.

Response LS in 802.

	GP-110778
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Revised in GP-110827
	Presented by Ming Fang. 

In recent years, mobile networks have experienced a significant increase of mobile data. This has been mainly due to the rapid increase of penetration of smart phones. The increase of mobile data has introduced new challenges to mobile networks and the traffic characteristic of a wide variety of data applications is considerably different from that of traditional services. 

Some mobile data applications may result in adverse impact to the mobile network, e.g. due to frequent idle-active mode changing, frequent start or stop of services, small data transmission, frequent live update, heartbeat packets, etc. Hence, the GERAN network faces great challenges to accommodate a large amount of signalling and data traffic load. Moreover, the GERAN network also faces the problems on efficiency degradation on radio resource usage for these kinds of mobile data applications.

As a result, GERAN network needs to study new mechanisms to cope with this new traffic and make efficient usage of the available resources while providing high capacity and throughputs, although the introduction of machine type communications in the networks can cover parts of these challenges brought by these mobiles data applications. It becomes increasingly attractive to try to keep these MSs efficiently in Packet Transfer Mode, avoid the frequent change of RR state in some cases and minimize the paging messages triggered by the push service. In order to facilitate this type of operation, a number of further enhancements of the Packet Transfer Mode should be considered. The focus for this study should be to ensure that MSs with low to medium packet data activity can operate in Packet Transfer Mode with a high resource utilization efficiency, a low consumption on MS battery and a minimum impact on CS service on both signaling and traffic aspects, and can operate in (Packet) Idle Mode to receive push data by paging efficiently. The pre-Rel-11 features will serve as a natural basis for any further improvements of the Packet Transfer Mode or (Packet) Idle Mode.

In order to make the GERAN network better suited for mobile data applications, e.g. IM chatting, heartbeat like operation comparing to legacy CS/PS services and HTTP/WAP browsing services, this study aims to consider the following objectives: 

• Study related mechanism to improve efficiency of radio resource utilization

 - Optimize the resource allocation flexibility and efficiency to improve the throughput on per PDCH with minimum impact on user experience

 - Reduce the resource consumption to keep the TBF active when data transmission is inactive in Packet Transfer Mode

 - Investigate the feasibility for an application-aware radio access network to improve PS resource utilisation

• Study related improvements on signalling reduction and MS battery improvements 

 - Minimise paging requests when multiple applications on a single device are configured for push data (email, news updates, etc.)

 - Avoid the frequent change between Packet Transfer Mode and Packet Idle Mode

 - Study the feasibility to introduce fast dormancy function in GERAN

• Study mechanisms to reduce the impact to CS service 

 - Reduce the interference to CS services

The Chairman noted that similar work is ongoing in RAN groups and alignment and avoidance of overlap is needed.

Ericsson: overlaps with existing SI for improvements on MTC.

RIM: acks that while the goals appears identical, the MTC study in GERAN has much focused on one particular scenario, and a broader study makes sense.

Vodafone: real networks see paging congestion etc. and invite studies of realistic traffic pattern scenarios.

The Chairman noted that an alternative is to broaden the scope of the existing MTC study. It might be difficult to prevent overlap between two similar studies. Conflicting conclusions must absolutely be avoided.

	GP-110827
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Revised in GP-110941
	Revision of  GP-110778.

Main objective to be clarified. Some details for clarification. Qualcomm wondered what information this study will bring which is not already available. Vodafone noted there are scenarios with new use patterns which have not yet been sufficiently evaluated. These comments refer to existing study on MTC. 

Further offline discussion required. The focus of the study need to be crystallized before decision is made.

	GP-110941
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Revised in GP-110971
	Revision of  GP-110827.

Ericsson: wording unclear.

	GP-110971
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Plenary
	Revision of GP-110941.


7.2.6
Letters to Other Groups

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110805
	Reply LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	To SA2, CT4, R3 cc CT1.

Response to 585/782 (S2-111267).

	GP-110802
	LS on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	Response to 588/785.

Source: 3GPP TSG GERAN WG2

To: 3GPP TSG SA2

Cc: 3GPP TSG RAN2

GERAN2 discussed the possibility of extending MEASUREMENT REPORT message and concluded that it is not recommended to include serving PS node information in the MEASUREMENT REPORT or ENHANDCED MEASUREMENT REPORT message.

GERAN2 also discussed whether there is a suitable RRC/RR message other than MEASUREMENT REPORT message and two potential solutions were discussed, however no conclusion can be reached at this stage. GERAN2 could not reach any agreement on whether access stratum changes are necessary or not.

	GP-110803
	LS on Security context mismatch in GSM
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Revised in GP-110943
	Response to GP-110689/S3-110544. 

To S3. cc R3, CT1.

	GP-110943
	LS on Security context mismatch in GSM
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	Revision of GP-110803.

Response to GP-110689/S3-110544. 

To S3. cc R3, CT1.

	GP-110804
	LS on AoIP and Mid-Call Codec Negotiation
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	Response to GP-110770/C4-110776.

To CT4.

	GP-110801
	LS on NAS signalling low priority indicator in the Paging Response message
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	Response to GP-110797/C1-112329.

To: TSG CT WG1

Cc: TSG GERAN

	GP-110806
	LS on RIM requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	Response to GP-110783.

Source: GERAN2

To: RAN3

Cc: RAN2

	GP-110816
	LS on enabling detection of unnecessary IRAT HO for A/Gb-mode BSS
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	Response LS to R3-111630. See GP-110746.

To: TSG RAN WG3

Cc: TSG RAN WG2

	GP-110825
	LS on Update of LCLS Configuration
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved
	Source: 3GPP TSG GERAN2

To: 3GPP TSG CT, CT4

Response to GP-110823/C4-111624.

	GP-110966
	LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Plenary
	See GP-110933.

Not presented in WG2 due to lack of time.

	GP-110967
	LS on Signalling of TIGHTER capability
	TSG GERAN
	7.2.6
	Revised in GP-110970
	To communicate GP-110938.

	GP-110970
	LS on Signalling of TIGHTER capability
	TSG GERAN
	7.2.6
	Endorsed
	Revision of GP-110967.

Source: TSG GERAN

To: TSG CT, TSG CT WG1

G2 endorse the approval of this LS.


7.2.7
Work Plan and Future Meetings

Meeting Schedule:

	Meeting
	Date
	Place

	3GPPGERAN#51 and WGs
	29 Aug - 2 Sep 2011 
	Göteborg, Sweden

	3GPPGERAN#52 and WGs
	21 - 25 Nov 2011 
	Bratislava, Slovakia


NOTE:
The Chairman reserves the right to arrange additional meetings if so required. 

7.2.8
Any Other Business

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status
	Report

	GP-110526
	Proposal to close Release 99
	MCC
	7.2.8
	Noted
	GERAN WG2 could not identify any problems by closing R99.


7.2.9
Closure of the Meeting

The Chairman closed the meeting at 16:00, Thursday the 19th may 2011.

Annex A:
Participants List

This table lists those participants who SIGNED the participants list some time during the meeting. (will be inserted in final version of the report)
Annex B:
Documents List

	Doc
	Subject
	Source
	Agenda
	Status

	GP-110524
	Draft Agenda for TSG GERAN WG2 during TSG GERAN no. 50 in Dallas
	GERAN WG2 Chairman
	7.2.2
	Agreed

	GP-110526
	Proposal to close Release 99
	MCC
	7.2.8
	Noted

	GP-110583
	LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110585
	LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110586
	LS on Source SAI during SRVCC HO from UTRAN to GERAN
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110587
	Reply LS on Network Sharing
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110588
	LS on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110589
	LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM
	TSG SA WG3
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110590
	Reply LS on sending SMS on FACCH
	TSG SA WG4
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110592
	LS on Network Sharing
	TSG SA
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110603
	Further Discussion on simulation assumption
	China Mobile Com. Corporation, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Noted

	GP-110606
	G2-49 meeting report
	MCC
	7.2.2.2
	Approved

	GP-110607
	G2 ad-hoc on MTC meeting report
	MCC
	7.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110612
	CR 44.018-0899: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110933

	GP-110613
	CR 44.018-0900: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110934

	GP-110614
	CR 44.060-1496: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110935

	GP-110615
	CR 44.060-1497: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110936

	GP-110616
	Further discussion on IPA message
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110617
	CR 44.018-0895 rev 3: Introduction of Immediate Packet Assignment (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Postponed

	GP-110618
	CR 44.060-1484 rev 2: Support indication of Immediate Packet Assignment in EGPRS Packet Channel Request (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Postponed

	GP-110619
	CR 44.060-1498: Miscellaneous corrections (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Rejected

	GP-110620
	Evaluation on RACH solutions with mixed traffic
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary

	GP-110621
	pCR to TR 43.868 on RACH Overload Control
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary

	GP-110623
	Discussion on evaluation assumptions
	Huawei Technologies. Co., Ltd, Telecom Italia S.p.A., China Mobile Comm Corp
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Noted

	GP-110637
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Revised in GP-110897

	GP-110647
	Enabling mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode – working assumptions
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Noted

	GP-110650
	Mechanism to signal if network broadcasts SI 21
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110651
	Extended wait period for low priority devices
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110653
	Draft CR 24.008 for introducing capability indication for TIGHTER
	Qualcomm Incorporated, VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.3
	Noted

	GP-110701
	Comparison of CCCH Protection Mechanisms
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110702
	CCCH Evaluation of different RACH Time Spreading Schemes
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110703
	pCR 43.868 - New RACH procedure for devices configured for low priority access
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110704
	CR 45.002-0155 rev 2 - Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110965

	GP-110728
	Separated CCCH handling for MTC devices
	LG Electronics Inc.
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110729
	CR 44.060-1499: Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-9)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1
	Postponed

	GP-110730
	CR 44.060-1500: Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1
	Postponed

	GP-110731
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 4: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110819

	GP-110732
	CR 44.018-0882 rev 4: Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110830

	GP-110733
	CR 44.018-0896 rev 2: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110820

	GP-110734
	CR 44.060-1485 rev 2: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110821

	GP-110736
	CR 44.060-1482 rev 1: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-9)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110811

	GP-110737
	CR 44.060-1483 rev 1: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110812

	GP-110738
	CR 44.060-1475 rev 5: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Revised in GP-110814

	GP-110739
	CR 48.008-0324 rev 6: Local Call Local Switch procedures (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Telefon AB LM Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.1
	Revised in GP-110826

	GP-110740
	CR 48.008-0340: Define D-RNTI for EIur-g (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.5
	Revised in GP-110822

	GP-110741
	Discussion on LS from SA2 on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC
	ZTE Corporation
	7.2.5.3.3
	Noted

	GP-110742
	Enhancement on RACH with mixed traffic
	ZTE Corporation
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary

	GP-110743
	Comparison of Overload Control for CCCH and Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110744
	CR 44.018-0898 rev 3: Overload control for CCCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Postponed

	GP-110745
	Comments on Realization of EAB
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110746
	Analysis of the new SON feature for detecting unnecessary IRAT HO from E-UTRAN to GERAN
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.7
	Noted

	GP-110747
	CR 44.018-0901: Additional indicator for power reduction on RACH (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed

	GP-110748
	CR 48.008-0341: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed

	GP-110749
	CR 48.018-0307: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed

	GP-110750
	Full Support of Multi-Operator Core Network by GERAN
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.1
	Noted

	GP-110751
	Draft CR 43.022 – Broadcast of PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing  (Rel-11)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.3.1
	Noted

	GP-110752
	CR 44.018-0902: Broadcast of PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing (Rel-11)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.3.1
	Postponed

	GP-110753
	Draft CR 45.002 – Broadcast of PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing  (Rel-11)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.3.1
	Noted

	GP-110754
	CR 44.018-0884 rev 2: Alternating between different neighbour cell description formats, etc (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110940

	GP-110757
	System reasons for MTC low priority indicator
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110762
	CR 44.018-0889 rev 2: Introduction of Selective Ciphering on SACCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed

	GP-110763
	Draft CR 24.008 Introduction of Selective Ciphering on SACCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.6
	Postponed

	GP-110764
	EGPRS2 link quality measurements reporting in DLDC
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted

	GP-110765
	Draft CR 44.060 Corrections to RTTI assignments CSN.1 encoding (Rel-7)
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted

	GP-110766
	Enhancements to Hybrid Packet Channel
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	7.2.5.2.2.1
	Plenary

	GP-110770
	LS on AoIP and Mid-Call Codec Negotiation
	TSG CT WG4
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110771
	Reply LS on RAN aspect of T-ADS improvement
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110772
	Reply LS on Cell Broadcast Service for MOCN Shared Network
	TSG SA WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110775
	CR 44.018-0903: Clarification on the transmission of SI5, SI5bis, SI5ter and SI6 (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110828

	GP-110776
	CR 45.008 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-9)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1 7.1.5.1.6
	Noted

	GP-110777
	CR 45.008 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	7.2.5.1.1 7.1.5.1.6
	Noted

	GP-110778
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Revised in GP-110827

	GP-110781
	Second LS on enabling detection of unnecessary IRAT HO for A/Gb-mode BSS
	
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110782
	Response LS on SPID during inter-RAT handover
	TSG RAN WG3
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110783
	LS on RIM requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer
	TSG RAN WG3
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110784
	Reply LS on single radio video call continuity triggering mechanism
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110785
	Reply LS to R2-112664 on extending Measurement Report for rSRVCC
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110786
	LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS
	TSG RAN WG2
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110794
	Reply LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110795
	Reply LS on SGs paging with IMSI for CSFB
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110796
	Reply LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110797
	LS on NAS signalling low priority indicator in the Paging Response message
	TSG CT WG1
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110801
	LS on NAS signalling low priority indicator in the Paging Response message
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110802
	LS on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110803
	LS on Security context mismatch in GSM
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Revised in GP-110943

	GP-110804
	LS on AoIP and Mid-Call Codec Negotiation
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110805
	Reply LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110806
	LS on RIM requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110807
	CR 48.018-0308: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-9)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Revised in GP-110931

	GP-110808
	CR 48.018-0309: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Revised in GP-110932

	GP-110809
	Withdrawn
	
	
	Withdrawn

	GP-110810
	CR 44.060-1501: Corrections to RTTI assignments CSN.1 encoding (Rel-7)
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.1
	Postponed

	GP-110811
	CR 44.060-1482 rev 2: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-9)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed

	GP-110812
	CR 44.060-1483 rev 2: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed

	GP-110813
	Withdrawn
	
	
	Withdrawn

	GP-110814
	CR 44.060-1475 rev 6: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Revised in GP-110939

	GP-110815
	CR 44.018-0901 rev 1: Additional indicator for power reduction on RACH (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.2.6
	Withdrawn

	GP-110816
	LS on enabling detection of unnecessary IRAT HO for A/Gb-mode BSS
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110817
	CR 48.008-0341 rev 1: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Withdrawn

	GP-110818
	CR 48.018-0307 rev 1: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.2.6
	Withdrawn

	GP-110819
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 5: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110942

	GP-110820
	CR 44.018-0896 rev 3: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary

	GP-110821
	CR 44.060-1485 rev 3: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary

	GP-110822
	CR 48.008-0340 rev 1: Define D-RNTI for EIur-g (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.5
	Agreed

	GP-110823
	LS on Update of LCLS Configuration
	3GPP TSG CT4
	7.2.4.1
	Noted

	GP-110824
	CR 44.018-0904: Introduction of Indication for Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Nokia Siemens Networks 
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary

	GP-110825
	LS on Update of LCLS Configuration
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110826
	CR 48.008-0324 rev 7: Local Call Local Switch procedures (Rel-10)
	ZTE Corporation, Telefon AB LM Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	7.2.5.2.1
	Agreed

	GP-110827
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Revised in GP-110941

	GP-110828
	CR 44.018-0903 rev 1: Clarification on the transmission of SI5, SI5bis, SI5ter and SI6 (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110969

	GP-110829
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Revised in GP-110938

	GP-110830
	CR 44.018-0882 rev 5: Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary

	GP-110893
	CR 45.008-0540 rev 1 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-9)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted

	GP-110894
	CR 45.008-0541 rev 1 Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA
	7.2.5.1.1
	Noted

	GP-110897
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Revised in GP-110829

	GP-110931
	CR 48.018-0308 rev 1: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-9)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Agreed

	GP-110932
	CR 48.018-0309 rev 1: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	7.2.5.1.1
	Agreed

	GP-110933
	CR 44.018-0899 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed

	GP-110934
	CR 44.018-0900 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Revised in GP-110945

	GP-110935
	CR 44.060-1496 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed

	GP-110936
	CR 44.060-1497 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed

	GP-110937
	CR 44.018-0905: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Revised in GP-110972

	GP-110938
	Draft CR 24.008 Signalling of TIGHTER capabilities (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.2.5.2.3
	Endorsed

	GP-110939
	CR 44.060-1475 rev 7: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Plenary

	GP-110940
	CR 44.018-0884 rev 3: Alternating between different neighbour cell description formats, etc (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Revised in GP-110968

	GP-110941
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Revised in GP-110971

	GP-110942
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 6: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Revised in GP-110973

	GP-110943
	LS on Security context mismatch in GSM
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Approved

	GP-110944
	Way forward on MTC low access priority and implicit reject
	Renesal Mobile Europe Ltd, Research in Motion UK Ltd., ZTE Corporation
	7.5.2.2.2, 6.3
	Plenary

	GP-110945
	CR 44.018-0900 rev 2: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.
	7.2.5.1.2
	Agreed

	GP-110965
	CR 45.002-0155 rev 3 - Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Noted

	GP-110966
	LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB
	TSG GERAN WG2
	7.2.6
	Plenary

	GP-110967
	LS on Signalling of TIGHTER capability
	TSG GERAN
	7.2.6
	Revised in GP-110970

	GP-110968
	CR 44.018-0884 rev 4: Alternating between different neighbour cell description formats, etc (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Agreed

	GP-110969
	CR 44.018-0903 rev 2: Clarification on the transmission of SI5, SI5bis, SI5ter and SI6 (Rel-10)
	Vodafone (all 3GPP IM)
	7.2.5.2.7
	Agreed

	GP-110970
	LS on Signalling of TIGHTER capability
	TSG GERAN
	7.2.6
	Endorsed

	GP-110971
	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc
	7.2.5.3.3
	Plenary

	GP-110972
	CR 44.018-0905 rev 1: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	Research in Motion UK Ltd.
	7.2.5.2.6
	Agreed

	GP-110973
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 7: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA, Vodafone Group Plc
	7.2.5.2.2.2
	Plenary

	GP-110974
	G2-50 Draft Meeting Report
	MCC
	8.2
	

	GP-110975
	G2 Chairmans overview of the outcome of GERAN WG2 #50
	Chairman
	8.2
	


Annex C:
Agreed and Endorsed CRs:

C.1: Agreed CRs

	Subject
	Workitem
	Doc

	CR 44.018-0899 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	EHNB-GERAN
	GP-110933

	CR 44.018-0900 rev 2: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	EHNB-GERAN
	GP-110945

	CR 44.060-1482 rev 2: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-9)
	EHNB-GERAN
	GP-110811

	CR 44.060-1483 rev 2: Correction to CSG measurement reporting (Rel-10)
	EHNB-GERAN
	GP-110812

	CR 44.060-1496 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-9)
	EHNB-GERAN
	GP-110935

	CR 44.060-1497 rev 1: Correction on CSG reporting criteria (Rel-10)
	EHNB-GERAN
	GP-110936

	CR 48.008-0340 rev 1: Define D-RNTI for EIur-g (Rel-10)
	EIur-g
	GP-110822

	CR 48.008-0324 rev 7: Local Call Local Switch procedures (Rel-10)
	LCLS
	GP-110826

	CR 44.018-0884 rev 4: Alternating between different neighbour cell description formats, etc (Rel-10)
	TEI10
	GP-110968

	CR 44.018-0903 rev 2: Clarification on the transmission of SI5, SI5bis, SI5ter and SI6 (Rel-10)
	TEI10
	GP-110969

	CR 44.018-0905 rev 1: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	TEI10
	GP-110972

	CR 48.018-0308 rev 1: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-9)
	TEI9
	GP-110931

	CR 48.018-0309 rev 1: RIM Requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (Rel-10)
	TEI9
	GP-110932


Annex D:
Documents needing presentation in GERAN plenary:

D.1: Reports

	Subject
	Doc
	Source

	G2 Chairmans overview of the outcome of GERAN WG2 #50
	GP-110975
	Chairman

	G2-50 Draft Meeting Report
	GP-110974
	MCC


D.2: CRs needing GERAN presentation due to lack of time in WG2:

	Workitem
	Subject
	Doc

	NIMTC
	CR 44.018-0882 rev 5: Implicit Immediate Assignment Reject (Rel-10)
	GP-110830

	NIMTC
	CR 44.018-0883 rev 7: Realizing Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	GP-110973

	NIMTC
	CR 44.018-0896 rev 3: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	GP-110820

	NIMTC
	CR 44.018-0904: Introduction of Indication for Extended Access Barring (Rel-10)
	GP-110824

	NIMTC
	CR 44.060-1485 rev 3: Low Priority NAS Indication (Rel-10)
	GP-110821

	TEI10
	CR 44.060-1475 rev 7: Mobility to CSG cells in NC2 mode (Rel-10)
	GP-110939


D.3: Discussion documents needing GERAN presentation due to lack of time in WG2:
	Subject
	Doc
	Source

	Enhancement on RACH with mixed traffic
	GP-110742
	ZTE Corporation

	Enhancements to Hybrid Packet Channel
	GP-110766
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	Evaluation on RACH solutions with mixed traffic
	GP-110620
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.

	New Study Item on GERAN Enhancements for Mobile Data Applications
	GP-110971
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., China Mobile Comm Corp, Telecom Italia S.p.A., VODAFONE Group Plc

	pCR to TR 43.868 on RACH Overload Control
	GP-110621
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd.

	Way forward on MTC low access priority and implicit reject
	GP-110944
	Renesal Mobile Europe Ltd, Research in Motion UK Ltd., ZTE Corporation


D.4: New deliverables

None from this meeting.

D.5: Work Plan and WIDs

GP-110971 (not agreed/endorsed by WG2 due to lack of time)
D.6: Liaisons sourced plenary (endorsed by WG2):

	Subject
	Doc

	LS on Signalling of TIGHTER capability
	GP-110970


D.7: Liaisons sourced WG2:

	Subject
	Doc

	LS on AoIP and Mid-Call Codec Negotiation
	GP-110804

	LS on enabling detection of unnecessary IRAT HO for A/Gb-mode BSS
	GP-110816

	LS on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
	GP-110802

	LS on NAS signalling low priority indicator in the Paging Response message
	GP-110801

	LS on RIM requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer
	GP-110806

	LS on Security context mismatch in GSM
	GP-110943

	LS on Update of LCLS Configuration
	GP-110825

	Reply LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover
	GP-110805


D.8: Liaisons not finalised by WG2:

	Subject
	Doc

	LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB
	GP-110966


Annex E:
Documents postponed by this meeting:

None of the CRs will be automatically re-submitted later on.  
	Doc
	Subject
	Source

	GP-110618
	CR 44.060-1484 rev 2: Support indication of Immediate Packet Assignment in EGPRS Packet Channel Request (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated

	GP-110729
	CR 44.060-1499: Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-9)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

	GP-110763
	Draft CR 24.008 Introduction of Selective Ciphering on SACCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

	GP-110762
	CR 44.018-0889 rev 2: Introduction of Selective Ciphering on SACCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

	GP-110749
	CR 48.018-0307: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent

	GP-110617
	CR 44.018-0895 rev 3: Introduction of Immediate Packet Assignment (Rel-10)
	Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd., Qualcomm Incorporated

	GP-110810
	CR 44.060-1501: Corrections to RTTI assignments CSN.1 encoding (Rel-7)
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.

	GP-110730
	CR 44.060-1500: Removal of mandatory support of PBCCH/GPRS Reselection Mode (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson

	GP-110744
	CR 44.018-0898 rev 3: Overload control for CCCH (Rel-10)
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

	GP-110748
	CR 48.008-0341: Support for detection of unnecessary IRAT HO  (Rel-10)
	Alcatel-Lucent

	GP-110747
	CR 44.018-0901: Additional indicator for power reduction on RACH (Rel-10)
	Telefon AB LM Ericsson, ST-Ericsson SA

	GP-110752
	CR 44.018-0902: Broadcast of PLMNs/ACs lists for Network Sharing (Rel-11)
	Alcatel-Lucent


