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1	Brief scope of the LTE legacy contributions
This document contains the summary of documents from agenda item 4.5 (“Other LTE corrections Rel-15 and earlier”) as referenced in Section 4.
2	LTE legacy  summary
2.1	Miscellaneous Rel-15 corrections
The CRs in [1], [2], [3], [4], [5], [13], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], [25] all concern Rel-15. 
Out of these, the following contributions seem very straightforward with simple proposals and could be all proposed for agreement.
	Tdoc, Title, Company
	Proposal(s)

	1) R2-2000663,	“Missing QCI to CAPC mapping”, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	
	In-principle agreed Rel-16 CR from RAN2#107bis: 
Add missing QCI to CAPC mapping

	[bookmark: _Hlk33003310]2) R2-2000636,	“Clarification on default configuration and SRB1 for UP-EDT and RRC_INACTIVE”, Huawei, HiSilicon
	Discussed already in RAN2#108 in eMTC session, but companies requested to handle this in LTE session due to impacts to LTE connected to 5GC: 
Clarify that SRB1 can also be used for RRCConnectionRelease for UP-EDT and RRC_INACTIVE.

	3) R2-2000680,	“Correction on cellReselectionSubPriority“	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	New proposal:
Clarify sub-priorities are applicable to NR SA (since they are used in SIB24).

	4) R2-2000685,	“Correction on LTE early measurement“	MediaTek Inc., Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Ericsson
	New proposal:
Clarify release of measIdleConfig/measIdleConfigSIB and procedural text for stopping of T331.

	5) R2-2000761,	“Corrections to T312 and Discovery Signals measurement“	Lenovo, Motorola Mobility
	New proposal:
Correct procedural text wording for T312, which has been based on “ENUMERATED{setup}”, to be based on BOOLEAN instead (since the type of the field was changed from ENUMERATED to BOOLEAN during Rel-12 ASN.1 review but procedural text was not updated accordingly).

	6) R2-2002056,	“Correction to full configuration”	Google Inc.  (LATE)
	Discussed already in RAN2#108, submitted late:
Clarify that SRB4 is released in fullConfig (if not provided again by network). 

	7) R2-2001158,	“Minor corrections collected by Rapporteur“	Samsung Telecommunications	
	New proposal:
Miscellaneous small RRC corrections from RRC rapporteur.



Out of these proposals, most seem relatively straightforward to agree so the summary rapporteur proposes to treat them as a batch of agreeable CRs. 
Proposal S1_1: Agree to CRs in R2-2000636, R2-2000663, R2-2000680, R2-2000685, R2-2000761, R2-2002056 and R2-2001158.
In case issues are noted with any of these, they can be discussed together with the next set of CRs.
	Tdoc, Title, Company
	Proposal(s)

	8) R2-2001139,	“Inclusion of Maximum Number of PDCP SDUs per TTI for DL Categories 22-26“	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell	
	New proposal:
Add maximum values for DL PDCP SDUs per TTI for UE DL categories 22-26.

	9) R2-2001156,	R2-2001157 “Correction of UE assistance information	Samsung Telecommunications
	Discussed already in RAN2#108:
Add prohibit timer handling as per RAN2#108 discussions.

	10) R2-2001508,	“Correction on the content of RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message“ Google
	New proposal:
Clarify that UE only includes rlf-InfoAvailable, logMeasAvailableMBSFN, logMeasAvailable, logMeasAvailableBT, logMeasAvailableWLAN, connEstFailInfoAvailable, flightPathInfoAvailable in RRCConnectionReconfiguration message while the connected to EPC.

	11a) R2-2001347,	“The problem of LTE RLC out-of-order delivery configuration“	Samsung
	New proposal:
Clarify that RLC out-of-order delivery can only be used with PDCP duplication.

	11b) R2-2001351,	“CR on RLC OutOfOrderDelivery configuration“	Samsung
	New proposal:
RRC CR based on above proposal.



These proposals seems slightly more complicated and likely require some discussion due to:
· R2-2001139: UE category aspects often cause some discussion due to companies needing to check the assumptions.
· R2-2001156, R2-2001157: While the UE assistance information aspects were discussed in RAN2#108, the CRs require further checking offline. However, since the principles were agreed, discussion on those is not expected to happen.
· R2-2001508: The 5GC aspects may require cross-referencing the NR decisions. This also changes the existing procedure text, so the impacts need to be assessed.
· R2-2001347, R2-2001351: Not clearly discussed last time, needs checking whether all companies share the understanding and could be potentially NBC change if not.
DISC S1_1: Discuss the CRs R2-2001139,  R2-2001156, R2-2001157, R2-2001508, R2-2001347 and R2-2001351 over offline (email) discussion to solicit opinions from companies on the proposals and CR correctness.
2.2	Pre-Rel-15 topics
The documents in [8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [14], [15], [16] all concern pre-Rel-15 topics, with focus on CA capabilities.  
	Tdoc(s), Title, Company
	Proposal(s)

	12a) R2-2001134,	“Interpretation of UE capabilities for non-contiguous intra-band CA“	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	New proposal:
Discuss how the UE capabilities for intra-band non-contiguous CA are handled: As intra-band contiguous CA or as inter-band CA?

	12b) R2-2001135,	R2-2001136, R2-2001137, R2-2001138 “Clarification to UE capabilities for non-contiguous intra-band CA“	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	New proposal:
CRs from Rel-12 to clarify intra-band non-contiguous is handled as intra-band contiguous as proposed by discussion document.

	13) R2-2001140,	R2-2001141, R2-2001142 “Clarification on codebook-HARQ-ACK-r13 capability for CA with more than 5CCs“	Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell
	New proposal:
Clarify it is mandatory for UEs to support both CC and DAI for more than 5CCs.



As legacy CA aspects always cause some discussions, these proposals are all expected to require discussion: :
· R2-2001134: The discussion document asks a basic question on interpretation of intra-band non-contiguous CA capabilities. The primary matter to be decided seems to be which interpretation indicated is correct, and whether a specification clarification to capture the correct interpretation is needed (and from which release onwards) After those aspects are decided, the CRs R2-2001135, R2-2001136, R2-2001137, R2-2001138 contain proposed clarification according to the proposed interpretation from Rel-12 onwards.
· R2-2001140, R2-2001141, R2-2001142: These CRs attempt to clarify the meaning of “mandatory” for a Rel-13 capability, which requires companies to indicate whether they share the interpretation proposed. This requires (short) discussion on whether the interpretation is correct, whether a CR is needed and from which release. 
DISC S2_1: Discuss which interpretation in R2-2001134 is correct, whether a clarification CR is needed and from which release onwards. After that is decided, determine which of the CRs R2-2001135, R2-2001136, R2-2001137, R2-2001138 are needed.
DISC S2_2: Discuss the CRs R2-2001140, R2-2001141, R2-2001142 to determine if the interpretation is correct and how a correction should be captured (if needed).

2.3	Summary of UE security handling
The LS in R2-2000073 indicates some security issues discussed in SA3, and the topic was also discussed in RAN2#108 for NR, with the CR R2-1916589 being agreed. The new Tdocs [6], [7], [23], [24] relate to these matters.
	Tdoc(s), Title, Company
	Proposal(s)

	[bookmark: _Hlk33090232]14) R2-2000965,	“Discussion on security requirement for UE capability enquiry“	Huawei, HiSilicon
	New proposal, relates to LS in R2-2000073:
Discuss what to do based on SA3 LS: Wait for SA3 progress or agree to capture CP CIoT aspects already?

	15a) R2-2001096,	“Security requirement for UE capability enquiry for LTE“	Intel Corporation, NTT DoCoMo, Apple
	Discussed already in RAN2#108:
LTE equivalent of NR CR R2-1916589 agreed in RAN2#108.

	15b) R2-2001604,	R2-2001614, “Unsecured UE capability handling“	NTT DOCOMO INC
	Discussed already in RAN2#108:
Add a new field ueCapabilitySecured in HandoverPrepareationInformation message to notify target node whether the UE capability is secured or unsecured.



Since these topics also intersect with some NR contributions (see R2-2001608, R2-2001619, R2-2002041), the topic will be treated first jointly in the NR (main) web conference and after decision is made, there may or may not be a dedicated email discussion for the LTE CRs.
Proposal S3_1: Treat these contributions jointly with corresponding contributions from NR session. 

3	Conclusions
Agreements proposed to be agreed in this meeting (from all sub-topics)
Proposal S1_1: Agree to CRs in R2-2000636, R2-2000663, R2-2000680, R2-2000685, R2-2000761, R2-2002056 and R2-2001158.
Proposal S3_1: Treat these contributions jointly with corresponding contributions from NR session. 
Open items proposed to be further discussed in this meeting (from all sub-topics)
DISC S1_1: Discuss the CRs R2-2001139,  R2-2001156, R2-2001157, R2-2001508, R2-2001347 and R2-2001351 over offline (email) discussion to solicit opinions from companies on the proposals and CR correctness.
DISC S2_1: Discuss which interpretation in R2-2001134 is correct, whether a clarification CR is needed and from which release onwards. After that is decided, determine which of the CRs R2-2001135, R2-2001136, R2-2001137, R2-2001138 are needed.
DISC S2_2: Discuss the CRs R2-2001140, R2-2001141, R2-2001142 to determine if the interpretation is correct and how a correction should be captured (if needed).
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