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1
Opening of the meeting

Denis Fauconnier and Antti Toskala (Chairmen) opened the meeting and welcomed the delegates to Sophia Antipolis. It was mentioned that unfortunately the document submission deadline for this meeting had not been well respected.

1.1
Call for IPR

Denis Fauconnier (Chairman) reminded the delegates of their obligations with respect to IPRs.

2
Approval of the agenda

12A020001
Draft Agenda (Chairman)

Denis Fauconnier (Chairman) proposed the agenda for the meeting.

Decision: The agenda was approved.

3
Proposed Changes to 34.108

3.1
New RABs and RAB combinations

12A020002
Changes to TS 34.108 - New RABs and RB combinations (Hutchison 3G)

Mony Kochupillai (Hutchison 3G) presented this document.

Discussion: It was clarified that the proposals were additional to existing ones, although not all existing ones were expected to be used by operators.On CR C, it was commented that the proposed RAB had the same bitrate range (and therefore QoS) as the existing 64 class. It was explained that a different physical layer performance (different bitrate) was not felt desirable. Therefore, with QoS, the traffic class and priority were meant in this case. For the 64/64 case, it was commented that instead of the approach followed here, MAC multiplexing could be used.
12A020004
Inclusion of new reference radio bearers into TS 34.108 (Release '99) (Vodafone Group)

Andrea De Pasquale (Omnitel Vodafone) presented this document.

Discussion: One of the proposed RAB combinations was similar to CR B of 12A020002. It was the same RAB combination, but with different RB parameters. It was agreed that one of the two was enough, but which one that was would be discussed after all combinations had been discussed.
12A020007
Additional RAB parameters for TS 34.108 (Ericsson)

Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion: This document was linked to 12A020004. In answer to a question on AMR, it was explained that the bitrate of the codec could be changed in different ways; it was not necessary to use the spreading factor for this. A rationale was given for the choice of the AMR modes (5.9 being a sustainable rate without too much deterioration). Perhaps, in general, some checks with TSG-SA WG4 were needed.
12A020012
Addition of RAB configurations (Nortel Networks)

Claudiu Mihailescu (Nortel Networks) presented this document.

Discussion: It was asked if the UE could actually be restricted from sending data on RACH. The configuration was intended for initial call setup. For idle mode UEs it could perhaps work, but for connected mode problems were foreseen. The value 10.2 had been chosen by TSG-SA WG4 rather than 12.2 because it was considered better for tandem operation.
12A020013
New RAB configurations for TS 34.108 (mmO2 Plc, Vodafone UK)

Antonio Tallan (mmO2) presented this document.

Discussion: The RABs were the same as 12A020004, but with different proposals for the RB configuration. The CR C in 12A020002 was also related.
12A020005
Proposed New RAB parameter combination for 34.108 (Nokia)

Jussi Numminen (Nokia) presented this document.

Discussion: It was explained that in 6.10.2.4.3.4.1.1 (CTCH) MAC was not multiplexed because it was not necessary. There were a few other questions for clarification.
12A020008
Comments on new RAB parameter proposals (France Telecom, Hutchison3G, mmO2, NTT DoCoMo, one2one, Orange, Sonera, Telecom Italia, Vodafone Group)

Takehiro Nakamura (NTT DoCoMo) presented this document.

Discussion: The comments would be discussed when discussing the relevant RABs.
12A020014
Definition of bitrate for TS 34.108 (NTT DoCoMo)

Kota Fujimura (NTT DoCoMo) presented this document.

Discussion: The "256" in the table for downlink was a mistake (it should be 64). It was commented that in 34.108 it would be most helpful to have the RAB level reflected (what services should be provided, non-access stratum). A much longer list of RRM-driven RB combinations could then be provided. For instance one RAB 64/64 could be supported at RB level as 8/8, 16/16, 32/32 or 64/64. An example could be provided to TSG-T WG1 in the form of an LS. Inputs on this issue were welcome. A document with an example was provided in 12A020026.
12A020026
Example to clarify bit rate in 34.108 (NTT DoCoMo)

Takehiro Nakamura (NTT DoCoMo) presented this document.

Discussion: There were some questions on the meaning of the additions of Table 6.10.2.1.1. Before it had been ambiguous (were they RRM states or RABs or both - only the 0/0 case was obviously an RRM state only). It was not clear if this proposal really reflected what was needed. It did not matter much whether the PDP context was the same or different for the use made of the table in TSG-T WG1. An example was given that entry 26 could sometimes be down switched to entry 23. The interpretation of 23 would then be RRM, because otherwise a renegotiation of the RAB was needed, which was undesirable. In other cases, 23 would reflect a RAB. The sentence "This max.rate does not represent maximum bit rate as a RAB attribute but one of Radio Bearer" was ambiguous. What was meant was "This max.rate does not represent maximum bit rate as a RAB attribute but the bit rate of Radio Bearer".
Decision: The document was noted. In the LS to TSG-T WG1 it would be noted that this issue had been discussed and NTT DoCoMo could then provide further input directly to TSG-T WG1, taking into account the comments received in this meeting.
RAB Discussion

The RABs proposed (and comments on those RABs) were discussed in detail as follows:

3.1.1
Common Channel Related RABs

From 12A020012:

Not included:

-
CR C Combination on SCCPCH
Comments made: How realistic is the test case? To be considered if needed or not? (Limitation of UE RACH use to be checked).

-
SRB for PCCH + SRB for CCCH + SRBs for DCCH + SRB for BCCH.

-
CR C Combinations on PRACH
-
SRB for CCCH + SRBs for DCCH.

CR R01 (12A020015) agreed to contain:

The proposed RAB to support the following two cases: (12A020005, CR cover page to be added)

-
Configuration of two SCCPCHs for FACHs where the first SCCPCH is used by the idle mode UEs and the second SCCPCH is used by the connected mode UEs. A dedicated FACH for the CTCH is mapped into the first SCCPCH.

-
Configuration of two identical SCCPCHs where the UE selects the SCCPCH based on the Initial UE Identity in idle mode and U-RNTI in connected mode.

(The main point noted in the discussions was to test use of two SCCPCH)

3.1.2
Dedicated channel related RABs

3.1.2.1
PS only

From 12A020002:

Not included:

-
CR F: Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 SRBs for DCCH (pair first in 12A020007, only 1 needed, differences in SF etc.).

From 12A020007:

CR R02 (12A020016) agreed to contain:

-
Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH. (see 12A020002)

-
Interactive or background / UL:16 DL:16 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Interactive or background / UL:32 DL:32 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

From 12A020012:

Not included:

(for the time being, commented not to add new issues for the testing)

-
Interactive or background / UL:16 DL:32 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH. (Do we need 16/32 if we have 16/16 & 32/32 was the key question).

3.1.2.2
Two PS services

From 12A020002:

Not included:

-
CR A: Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 SRBs for DCCH (compare with 12A020013, L1 vs MAC multiplexing SF 16 & 32, ) (12A020013, B1 to be used instead).

CR R03 (12A020017) agreed to contain:

-
CR E: Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 SRBs for DCCH (to be combined into CR R03 (12A020017) using 16 kbps (total max bit rate for two PS RABs) MAC multiplexing & TC).

From 12A020013:

CR R04 (12A020018) agreed to contain:

(Exact bit rates to be checked to be checked off-line)

-
Streaming / unknown / UL:16 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:32 DL:32 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH. (How to differentiate streaming & packet data in testing was discussed, this to be mentioned in the LS to T1).

CR R03 (12A020017) agreed to contain:

(Punturing limit to be checked) (+ The RAB from 12A020002)

-
Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

3.1.2.3
AMR SPEECH RELATED (variable rate)

From 12A020007:

CR R05 (12A020019) agreed to contain:

-
Conversational / speech / 12.2 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:0 DL:0 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / (12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / (12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:0 DL:0 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / (12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / (12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:16 DL:16 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / (12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:32 DL:32 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / (12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / (12.2 7.95 5.9 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:128 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

From 12A020012:

CR R06 (12A020020) agreed to contain:

-
Conversational / speech / UL:(10.2, 6.7, 5.9, 4.75) DL:(10.2, 6.7, 5.9, 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

-
Conversational / speech / UL:(7.4, 6.7, 5.9, 4.75) DL:(7.4, 6.7, 5.9, 4.75) kbps / CS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

3.1.2.4
CS + PS cases

From 12A020002:

CR R07 (12A020021) agreed to contain:

-
CR A Conversational / unknown / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 SRBs for DCCH.

CR R08 (12A020022) agreed to contain:

-
CR D Conversational / unknown / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:16 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 SRBs for DCCH.

3.1.2.5
AMR + PS

From 12A020002:

Not included:

-
CR B Conversational / speech / UL:12.2 DL:12.2 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 SRBs for DCCH (pair with first RAB in 12A020004, only 1 needed, difference in SF, here SF 128) (Modified version from 12A020004 to be used).

From 12A020004:

CR R09 (12A020023) agreed to contain:

-
Conversational / speech / UL:12.2 DL:12.2 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:8 DL:8 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH. (TC to be used).

Not included:

-
Conversational / speech / UL:12.2 DL:12.2 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:16 DL:16 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

CR R10 (12A020024) agreed to contain:

-
Conversational / speech / UL:12.2 DL:12.2 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:32 DL:32 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

3.1.2.6
CS + 2 PS services

From 12A020013:

CR R11 (12A020025) agreed to contain:

-
Conversational / speech / UL:12.2 DL:12.2 kbps / CS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + Interactive or background / UL:64 DL:64 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH.

3.1.3
CR output

12A020015
CR R01 to 34.108 (Nokia)

Jussi Numminen (Nokia) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020016
CR R02 to 34.108 (Ericsson)

Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this CR.

Discussion: It was asked to align on the example of TTI=20. However, it was felt that it was better, especially for the test specifications, to have more than one example, to avoid misconception. The testing coverage was improved by having different TTIs, so TTI=40 should be kept. As a general comment, this CR updated a table of the RAB combinations, which had not been done by any of the other CRs. It should be done, but for practical numbering reasons it was felt easier to highlight it in the LS to TSG-T WG1 and leave the update of that table further to TSG-T WG1.
Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1. However, Takehiro Nakamura (NTT DoCoMo) would provide a separate CR R12 to cover also the TTI=20 case in 12A020028.
12A020017
CR R03 to 34.108 (Vodafone, mmO2, Hutchison 3G)

Antonio Tallan (mmO2) presented this CR.

Discussion: There was a change on purpose from 16/16 to 8/8.
Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020018
CR R04 to 34.108 (Vodafone, mmO2, Ericsson)

Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone Group) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020019
CR R05 to 34.108 (Ericsson)

Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1. However, an error with respect to turbo coding was found, causing a need for a revision in 12A020030.
12A020030
CR R05r1 to 34.108 (Ericsson)

Gerke Spaling (Ericsson) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020020
CR R06 to 34.108 (Nortel Networks)

Claudiu Mihailescu (Nortel Networks) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020021
CR R07 to 34.108 (Hutchison 3G)

Jerome Danneel (Hutchison 3G) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020022
CR R08 to 34.108 (Hutchison 3G)

Jerome Danneel (Hutchison 3G) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020023
CR R09 to 34.108 (Vodafone Group)

Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone Group) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020024
CR R10 to 34.108 (Vodafone Group)

Yannick Le Pezennec (Vodafone Group) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020025
CR R11 to 34.108 (mmO2 Plc, Vodafone UK)

This document was replaced by 12A020029.

12A020029
CR R11r1 to 34.108 (mmO2 Plc, Vodafone UK)

Antonio Tallan (mmO2) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
12A020028
CR R12 to 34.108 (NTT DoCoMo)

Takehiro Nakamura (NTT DoCoMo) presented this CR.

Decision: The CR was agreed to be sent to TSG-T WG1.
Ericsson would provide a merge of all CRs by Thursday 7 February which would be reviewed by e-mail. Deadline for comments on was Wednesday 13 February midnight Pacific time. This time could also be used to correct any problems in the CRs agreed above.

3.2
New RB combinations in support or RAB combinations

There was no input for this agenda item.

4
Proposed changes on Release '99

4.1
Identification of features to correct

12A020003
Support of different TX diversity modes in the same active set in UE (Nokia)

Markku Tarkiainen (Nokia) presented this document.

Discussion: It was explained that WG2's intention had not been to change physical layer requirements. WG2 had believed that lack of signalling was the (only) cause of the layer 1 requirements. Now the wording in WG1 and WG2 was inconsistent and also a little too strong. The layer 1 requirements could be relaxed a little. A draft WG2 CR was available to correct this inconsistency and a CR for WG1 needed to be drafted. It was commented that this particular case was an exceptional one, and that there were many cases where the WG1 specifications posed restrictions; it was not the intention to review all of those only because signalling was now able to handle them. It was also commented that the "may" (in R'99) should be reconsidered, to be changed to a "shall" (possibly, and only for later releases), as it was not really nice if terminals were left for themselves to decide whether to make use of the signalling. As a conclusion of this topic, there was an advice to operators to align the diversity modes.
Decision: The document was noted. Qualcomm would provide a CR for WG2 and Panasonic would provide a CR for WG1 to correct the problem.
12A020010
Discussion Paper on "RRC states applicability of UE Layer 1 measurements" (Nortel Networks)

Claudiu Mihailescu (Nortel Networks) presented this document.

Discussion: Some work had already been done by Nokia, but the measurements had to be checked one by one for consistency. After discussion, it was agreed to have a CR on applicability of layer 1 measurements.
Decision: The document was noted. Nortel Networks would provide a draft CR on the applicability of layer 1 measurements..
4.2
Proposals for features migration towards optionality in R'99

12A020009
Functional priorities of operators (France Telecom, Hutchison3G, mmO2, NTT DoCoMo, one2one, Orange, Sonera, Telecom Italia, Vodafone Group)

Takehiro Nakamura (NTT DoCoMo) presented this document.

Discussion: The column "mandatory/optional" confused people. It was explained that this column reflected current status, but that there were some errors. The column "Priority" was a relative ranking from the operators' point of view. The measurement "SFN-SFN observed time difference type 2", indicated by mistake as "low" in the document, was intended to be "high". The interim set of testing referred to conclusions reached in TSG-RAN. Not all tests could be available in a short time frame, and one of the uses of this document was to indicate priorities. In TSG-RAN it had been agreed there would be one bit to indicate whether a UE was tested against a minimum (interim) set of tests or against the full set of tests. It was also commented that no position should be assumed on features that were not mentioned (such as DRAC).
Decision: The document was noted.
12A020011
Discussion paper on Definition of a list of mandatory features to be made optional in R99 as part of an "optional package" (Nortel Networks)

Claudiu Mihailescu (Nortel Networks) presented this document.

Discussion: This document was intended to discuss optionality. Hutchison 3G commented that low priority features could be deferred. Vodafone commented that it preferred not to make mandatory features optional, but to delete them entirely, or defer them to a later release, or correct them. Nokia and Ericsson concurred. It was agreed that this was the proper approach for features that were not correct or incomplete, but it was explained that this document listed features that were complete, but that were judged not to be absolutely essential. NEC stated it did not see a need for an 'optionality' list and that it did not want to defer features either. An alternative was to leave things as they were today. Ericsson reminded the group that there would be two TRs to cover problems and errors discovered later (as approved in TSG-RAN). The question was whether it was useful for a mobile to have a list of features that could be deferred. From offline discussion several problematic features had been found that were difficult to remove, while features that could be removed did not always cause problems. Motorola did not believe there would be much benefit in defining an 'optionality' list and believed that most of the problems for development and testing were in the field of RRC and protocols, and that it was generally agreed that those were necessary anyway. Alcatel concurred. Samsung stated that it could be useful to review the marketing and commercial aspects once more (through other fora). A show of hands showed that 2 companies objected to the whole process of trying to identify features to be deferred, while 12 companies supported the process. A possibility was to use the list in 12A020009 to see what it would yield in candidates for deferral. A quick check was done in the meeting. Only a handful of features, mostly WG1-related, were both mandatory and 'low' priority according to 12A020009 and could thus be candidate. It was explained that most of these had recently been discussed in WG1. The features were discussed, with the question whether it would be beneficial from a mobile implementation/testing point of view to defer the feature.

-
Closed loop mode 2: In WG1 the verification algorithm was missing. However, it was commented that this was informative only. Mode 2 had been shown in the past to be more complicated than Mode 1, but there were different views of whether this was a significant difference.

-
YES: Nokia, Qualcomm, Mitsubishi

-
NO: (Motorola), NEC

-
Channel coding "no coding": This was not used by anyone. Actually it seemed possible to delete this feature completely.
-
YES: Nokia, Qualcomm, Mitsubishi

-
NO: (no company)

-
UL short scrambling code: There might be a penalty to pay in Node B if this was deferred.

-
YES: Qualcomm, Panasonic

-
NO: Motorola, Ericsson, Nortel Networks, NEC

-
Power control Algoritm 2 (emulated): 

-
YES: Qualcomm

-
NO: (Motorola), (Nokia), NEC

-
Power control DPC Mode 1: This was not supported by WG3 in the network.
Power control ITP Mode 1:

-
YES: (no company)

-
NO: (Nokia), NEC

-
Power control RPP Mode 1: This was the same as Mode 0 with different step size.

-
YES: (no company)

-
NO: Alcatel, NEC

-
SSDT: There had been long discussions in WG1 and the TSG-RAN plenary.

-
YES: Qualcomm, Mitsubishi, Nokia, Ericsson

-
NO: NEC, Lucent Technologies, Fujitsu

Decision: The document was noted. CRs would be written to propose the following candidates to TSG-RAN: 

-
Closed loop mode 2 (for deferral to Rel-4; different opinions, Nokia would draft the relevant CRs)

-
Channel coding "no coding" (for removal from standard; there was consensus on this, Siemens would draft the relevant CRs)

-
Power control Algoritm 2 (emulated) (for deferral to Rel-4; different opinions, Qualcomm would draft the relevant CRs)

-
Power control DPC Mode 1 (for deferral to Rel-4; different opinions, Panasonic would draft the relevant CRs)

-
SSDT (for deferral to Rel-4; different opinions, Nortel Networks would draft the relevant CRs)

The CRs needed to be checked for technical correctness (not for consensus) by WG1 and/or WG2. An LS would detail the status of the level of support and TSG-RAN would then have to decide.

NOTE:
NEC stated that it was strongly opposed to the fact that CRs would be checked for technical correctness and would be presented to the RAN plenary without any agreement at TSG-RAN WG1 level. The process was considered as unfair and as not regular by NEC.

12A020006
UE Consistency Checking (Nokia)

Quan Tat (Nokia) presented this document.

Discussion: This was a document mainly for discussion by WG2. It was explained that WG2 had always taken the view that its specifications had to specify UE behaviour, not "UTRAN should (not)". It was also explained that not all invalid configurations were covered, nor was this possible. It was stated that the cases for forward compatibility should be tested, but that these were at the moment indistinguishable from cases that are 'just' invalid. Putting anything in the main body of the specifications meant that it should also be tested, which would explode the number of test cases. An intermediate proposal was to use "may". Having the information in an informative annex was also possible, but there was scope for error. It was commented that it seemed difficult to have general checking, as there were many exceptions. There was some doubt as to what the savings would be in doing this exercise. It was felt impossible for WG2 to do anything during its meeting in Orlando, as there was other work to do that needed to be finished for the March plenary.
Decision: The document was noted. Companies were requested to review the issue and further discussion could take place in Orlando (WG2#27).
5
Liaison and output to other groups

12A020027
Draft LS (to TSG-T WG1) on 34.108 updates (Chairmen)

Antti Toskala (Chairman) presented this LS.

Discussion: Some statements were not necessary any longer because of the merged CR which would be provided by Ericsson. Some corrections needed to be made. The comment that operators would provide the document to TSG-T WG1 would be deleted (operators could decide if and what they liked to submit).
Decision: The LS was approved. A clean revision would be provided on the e-mail reflectors. The final version to be sent to TSG-T WG1 would be made available in 12A020031 (after the discussion period for the CRs was over).
12A020031
LS (to TSG-T WG1; copy TSG-SA WG4) on 34.108 updates (TSG-RAN WG1, TSG-RAN WG2)

Decision: The LS was approved.
6
Any other business

There was no input for this agenda item.

7
Closing of the meeting

Future RAB proposals (Rel-4 and later) could be handled after the March plenary, and then the relevant group to discuss them depended on the feature in question. It was probably the best approach to start in WG2 and then forward the proposals to WG1 for physical layer issues.

Antti Toskala and Denis Fauconnier (Chairmen) thanked the delegates for their participation and closed the joint meeting.
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