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1 Discussion

The following proposals were discussed in the offline session on RAN2 time budget and seemed agreeable. 
Proposal 1 For eIMTA, only the outcome of the ongoing email discussion on RACH aspects will be discussed in the RAN2 main room in Q1/2014. Correspondingly, no time needs to be allocated for the LTE main session in Q1. 

Proposal 2 For eIMTA, UP specific stage-3 topics (e.g. PDCCH monitoring) will be discussed in the LTE UP session. It is expected to consume about 0.5 TU. 
Proposal 3 In accordance with the updated WI description, work on SDDTE and UEPCOP would be executed sequentially in RAN2 (SDDTE in Q1; UEPCOP in Q2). Therefore, 0.5 TU would be sufficient in each meeting. There is no impact on RAN3 in Q1. This is still subject to approval of the WI. 
Proposal 4 No time is allocated for TEI12 (LTE, UMTS and Joint). Companies may still submit their proposals and they will be treated on best effort basis if time permits. Otherwise, they should be re-submitted in Q2. 

Observation 1 The proposed WI on “Terrestrial Beacon System for UTRA and LTE” is withdrawn (as RAN4 studies should progress first). Correspondingly, no time allocation is required in RAN2 (nor in any other WG)

The time budget for the RAN2 UMTS session requires further discussion which in turn requires further discussion and update of the individual time budget proposals. 

Proposal 5 Do not approve any time budget for the RAN2 UMTS session before time budget proposals and the time budget overview have been discussed and updated accordingly. 
If the proposals above are agreed, it appears feasible to approve the proposed time budgets for the LTE and Joint WIs/SIs. However the following should be observed and kept in mind:

Observation 2 The currently allocated RAN2 time budget for “MTC Low Cost” (in particular the extended coverage aspects) and “D2D” bears a risk of not being sufficient to complete the items on time. 

Observation 3 If the time budget is approved as proposed, no time will be available in Q2 to e.g. extend a study item or to start a new WI. 

2 Conclusion

It is proposed to agree the proposals listed in section 1 while taking note of Observation 2 and Observation 3. 
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