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In table 1 below, all the issues from the review of the Rel-6 RRC messages have been collected. (Sources: Ericsson, IPWireless, LG Electronics, Motorola, NEC, Nokia, Nortel, Qualcomm, Samsung and Siemens.) The issues have been arranged in the table on the basis of the corresponding tabular sub-clause. In this way, the identification of duplicates and issues relating to the same information elements should (hopefully) be simplified.

So far, the issue from the different companies have just been merged into a joint list (222 issues in total). There are likely a number of duplicates that have not been identified, but such are expected to show up during the continued processing of the list.

The source company (-ies) of each issue is (are) indicated in the "status" column. Other comments in the "status" column are preliminary and should not be taken too seriously at this stage. Further processing of the issues is needed in order to verify/propose solutions and to determine a suggested action for each one of them. A draft CR should be prepared, including the proposed solutions, where such are available. A draft CR covering the issues marked in the status column with "correction in draft CR" is attached.

Suggested way forward: 

–
At the RAN2 meeting #49, the focus should be on issues where discussion is needed in order to agree on the principles. The contributing companies are asked to help identifying those issues.

–
The corrections available in the attached draft CR should be agreed as far as possible. A proper CR should be prepared and agreed at RAN2 #49, including the agreed corrections.

–
Ericsson intends to continue processing the issues after the RAN2 #49, with the target to stabilise the contents of the "status" column and to compile a draft CR with corrections corresponding to all the issues where correction is needed. An update of this document, including the draft CR should be provided.

–
The RAN2 meeting should make an assessment of the stability of the Rel-6 RRC messages. A recommendation/indication to the RAN plenary regarding a suitable point in time for freezing the Rel-6 RRC messages should be agreed.

Table 1: Description/status of Release 6 RRC message issues

	Issue
	Tabular 
sub-clause
	Brief description
	Proposed solution/Comment
	Status/Comment

	001
	_General
	"Editorials".
	Editorials problems like: change of font, paragraph style, adjustment of indentation, etc., may be corrected without being explicitly mentioned in the issues list.
	Source: Ericsson (1)



	002
	_General
	Missing REL-6 tags in tabular.
	Add REL-6 tag:

10.2.1, 10.2.16L, 10.2.16m, 10.2.30, 10.2.33, 10.3.4.27, 10.3.6.36a, 10.3.6.69a, 10.3.6.71a, 10.3.6.99
	Source: Ericsson (2), LGE (7), Nokia (14), Siemens (17), IPWireless (5)



	003
	_General
	It does not seem clear when is “maxFACHPCH” used, and when is “maxTrChperSCCPCH” used?
	Discuss

General MBMS issue.
	Source: LGE (34)



	004
	_General
	Is it normal that there is only “should” statements in the tabular that should be implemented as a “shall”?
	Discuss

Only MBMS?
	Source: LGE (36)



	005
	_General
	What to do with unused code points i.e. which ones to mark as spare values and which ones to leave as undefined
	Check still to be done
	Source: Samsung (30)

General issue 2.

	006
	8.6.5.12a
	Is the UE behaviour clear in case the power offset information is not signalled?
	Add clarification
	Source: Samsung (1)

To be discussed.

	007
	10.2.1
	Semantics description of IE 'Scheduling E-DCH cell information' misplaced.
	Move to correct column. (REL-6 tag is also missing!)
	Source: Ericsson (3), Nortel (3)

Correction in draft CR.

	008
	10.2.1
	ACTIVE SET UPDATE: in the tabular, the IE Radio link addition information is marked with REL-6 but it contains already REL-4 extension.
	Used for review purposes only.
	Source: Nortel (2)

No issue.

	009
	10.2.1, 

10.3.6.68
	ActiveSetUpdate-r6-IEs includes CellIdentity-PerRL-List but also uses new r6 ASN.1 IE RL-AdditionInformationList-r6 that also includes CellIdentity. So this information is duplicated.
	Remove CellIdentity-PerRL-List from ActiveSetUpdate-r6-IEs
	Source: NEC (1)

Corrected.

	010
	10.2.1, 10.2.8, 10.2.61
	ACTIVE SET UPDATE: r3 non-critical extension branch ActiveSetUpdate-v6xyext-IEs does not include CN-InformationInfo-r6 as suggested by the tabular but only primary-plmn-Identity.

Same problem in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM and URA UPDATE CONFIRM.
	No issue. Do we need to add a comment in the tabular ?

(XXX-v6xyext-IEs  was added only for NW sharing, scenario SRNS relocation.)
	Source: Nortel (1)



	012
	10.2.8
	CellUpdateConfirm-r6-IEs contains the IE UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 that only has one IE inside (UL-DPCH-Info-r6). This IE is referred to as a CHOICE in the tabular (10.2.8), but also only has one IE.
	1) replace usage of UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 with UL-DPCH-Info-r6
Remove CHOICE in tabular.
	Source: Nokia (19)



	221
	10.2.8
	< CELL UPDATE CONFIRM 10.2.8 >

In this table, there is a little typo in “Semantics description” about IE “New DSCH-RNTI”.
	Current description is below.

“Should not be set in FDD. If received The UE should ignore it”
This sentence should be modified as follows.

“Should not be set in FDD. If received, the UE should ignore it.”
	Source: NEC (5)

Correction in draft CR.

	013
	10.2.16a
	IE “Downlink information common for all radio links” R6 version not included in the handover to UTRAN command message. Some IEs related to DL F-DPCH info common for all RL are missing. 

Section 10.3.6.23oa: missing IEs are “Timing Indication“, “CFN-targetSFN frame offset”, “Downlink F-DPCH power control Information”, “TPC command error rate target”.
	The group should discuss whether F-DPCH should be included in handover to UTRAN command. Given that HS-DSCH and E-DCH configurations cannot be included in handover to UTRAN this seems reasonable. However, rel 6 add PS handover to UTRAN and so there may be value in adding HS-DSCH, E-DCH, F-DPCH.
	Source: Motorola (5)

Discussion.

	014
	10.2.16a
	The 'preconfiguration' CHOICE in the asn1 is referred to the R5 message.
	This is somewhat "unconventional" and it might be incorrect. 

No R6 changes were identified for the 'preconfiguration' case. However, a consequence is that an updated "compressed" R6 version of the message is not available. (Impact e.g. for PS Handover?)
	Source: Ericsson (37)

Discussion needed.

	015
	10.2.16d
	Indentation if IE 'Specific Behaviour Information 1 interRAT' is incorrect.
	Remove angle bracket: ">".
	Source: Ericsson (4)

Correction in draft CR.

	016
	10.2.16d, 10.3.3.42
	Inter RAT handover Info: for IE “UE radio access capability”, and going down the tabular, it appears that IE “Device Type” should be included, but is missing from ASN.1.
	The device type is not essential for the network to have prior to inter rat handover to UTRAN. Do we want to include this IE in case of Inter RAT handover info? This needs to be discussed by the group.
	Source: Motorola (6a), NEC (2)

Discussion.

	017
	10.2.16d, 10.3.3.42a
	Inter RAT handover Info: for IE “UE radio access capability extension”, and going down the tabular, it appears that IE “Frequency Band 2” should be included, but is missing from ASN.1.
	This frequency band 2 information is required by network prior to inter RAT handover to UTRAN hence it is proposed that 'frequency band 2' is included in the ASN.1. It should be inserted in the release 99 extension container as done for UE Capability Information.
	Source: Motorola (6b), NEC (3)



	018
	10.2.16e
	In MBMS Access Information the IE “Access probability factor - Idle” and the IE “Access probability factor – connected” are described differently from normal, is it Integer (0 to 960 by step of 32, 1000).
	Update the description to “enumerated”, or make it real steps of 32, i.e. 0..992.

The description seems OK (cf., TR 25.921, 9.2.3)!
	Source: LGE (1)

No correction proposed.

	019
	10.2.16e, 10.2.16f, 10.2.16g, 10.2.16h, 10.2.16j, 10.2.16k, 10.2.16L, 10.2.16m
	The statement "RLC-SAP: UM" is omitted from the tabular description of several MBMS messages.
	Add the statement RLC-SAP: UM:

10.2.16e MBMS ACCESS INFORMATION

10.2.16f MBMS COMMON P-T-M RB INFORMATION

10.2.16g MBMS CURRENT CELL P-T-M INFORMATION

10.2.16h MBMS GENERAL INFORMATION

10.2.16j MBMS MODIFIED SERVICES INFORMATION

10.2.16k MBMS NEIGHBOURING CELL P-T-M RB INFORMATION

10.2.16l MBMS SCHEDULING INFORMATION

10.2.16m MBMS UNMODIFIED SERVICES INFORMATION
	Source: Siemens (1)



	020
	10.2.16f
	In MBMS Common p-t-m rb Information, should the different fields be optional?
	Make the different IEs optional, i.e. “RB information list”, “TrCh information for each TrCh”, “TrCh information for each CCTrCh”, “PhyCh information”, also to be applied in the ASN.1.
	Source: LGE (4)

Discussion needed.

	021
	10.2.16g
	softComb-TimingOffset is “Default ms0” in the ASN.1 and should be CV
	Change to OPTIONAL

IE is MD for FDD (default 0ms) (not needed for TDD). Should that be reflected in asn1 (i.e., use of the 'DEFAULT' statement) or not?

(Cf. sub-clause 10.2.16k, where FDD and TDD are distinguished by CHOICE).
	Source: LGE (26)

Discussion

	022
	10.2.16g
	There is an inconsistency between the range of IE 'TrCH information list' for SIB type 5 SCCPCH in 10.2.16g 'MBMS CURRENT CELL P_T_M RB INFORMATION' and in the associated ASN1. In 10.2.16g the range is 1 to <maxFACHPCH> in the ASN1 'MBMS-TrCHInformation-SIB5List' it is 1..maxTrChperSCCPCH.
	In MBMS-TrCHInformation-SIB5List change '1..maxTrChperSCCPCH' to '1  maxFACHPCH' 

Cf. issues LGE (6) and LGE (34)
	Source: Siemens (5)



	023
	10.2.16g
	In the ASN1 IE ‘MBMS-CurrentCell-SCCPCH-r6 the IE softComb-TimingOffset is shown as having DEFAULT ms0. Since the IE does not apply to TDD (CV-Soft-FDD in 10.2.16g) should it not be optional in the ASN1.
	Make optional in place of the default in the ASN1.
	Source: Siemens (21)



	024
	10.2.16h
	In 10.2.16h ‘MBMS GENERAL INFORMATION‘ the Semantics description for MBMS timers and counters is redundant and inaccurate (there is only T318) and could be removed.  
	Remove the semantics description for MBMS timers and counters.
	Source: Siemens (3)



	025
	10.2.16j
	mbmsNumberOfNeighbourCells in the IE “MBMSModifiedServicesInformation” is not at the same place in the order of the message as in “MBMS Modified services Information”
	Align in one way or the other
	Source: LGE (32), Siemens (6)

Corrected.

	026
	10.2.16j, 10.2.16m, 10.3.4.26, 10.3.4.27
	A number of IEs could be assigned spare values without incurring any signalling cost. Is this worthwhile? They are:

‘MBMS required UE action’ (MBMS-RequiredUEAction-Umod) could have one spare value added.

‘MBMS required UE action’ (MBMS-RequiredUEAction-Mod) could have two spare values added.

‘Timer_DAR’ (TimerDAR-r6) could have two spare values added.

‘Timer_OSD’ (TimerOSD-r6) could have two spare values added. 
	Consider adding spare values.
	Source: Siemens (9)



	027
	10.2.16k
	In MBMS Neighbouring Cell p-t-m RB Information, it should be “maxTrChperSCCPCH” instead of “maxFACHPCH”
	Replace maxFACHPCH with maxTrChperSCCPCH? Also in ASN.1

Part of general issue: unclear which parameter to use in which case.
	Source: LGE (6)

–

	028
	10.2.16k
	In MBMS Neighbouring Cell p-t-m rb Information the indentation of “L1 combining” is wrong, it should be one left.
	Change the indentation of the IE “L1 combining”
	Source: LGE (15)



	029
	10.2.16k
	In MBMS Neighbouring Cell p-t-m rb Information, “Reference to the S-CCPCH in the current cell with which applies exactly the same configuration” should be “Reference to the S-CCPCH in the current cell which uses exactly the same configuration”
	Change the editorial error
	Source: LGE (16)



	030
	10.2.16k
	In MBMS Neighbouring Cell p-t-m rb Information for the Choice “SameAs Current cell” the “MSCH configuration information” should probably be optional?
A note should be included that indicates that the MSCH is mapped on the same transport channel as in the current cell
	Change in Tabular and ASN.1, add a note
	Source: LGE (17)



	031
	10.2.16k
	In MBMS Neighbouring Cell p-t-m rb Information  a note is necessary for IE “TrCh combining status” indicating that for FDD this value should be ignored
	Add a Note
	Source: LGE (18)



	032
	10.2.16k
	In MBMS Neighbouring Cell p-t-m rb Information there is no indication on what the number “MBMS transmission time difference” signifies
	Clarify what is meant: frames? TTIs?

Rephrase semantics description, or add reference to procedure requirement (?).
	Source: LGE (33)



	033
	10.2.16k
	In 10.2.16k 'MBMS NEIGHBOURING CELL P_T_M RB INFORMATION':

The indentation IE of 'L1 Combining' is incorrect.
	Change:

>> L1 combining       to    > L1 combining
	Source: Siemens (4)



	034
	10.2.16L
	MBMS Scheduling Information, in the IE “Next scheduling period” It does not seem to be clear what the period is supposed to mean. Frames? TTIs?
	Discuss
	Source: LGE (20)



	035
	10.2.16L
	The message number 10.2.16l is listed as 10.2.16L making it inconsistent with the labelling convention.
	Change L to l.

This was probably done intentionally in order to distinguish "L" from "1". 
	Source: Siemens (2)



	036
	10.2.22
	PhysicalChannelReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs and (available in r3/r4/r5 branches) contains MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6, which should not be available in r3/r4/r5 branches of the message.
	2) remove MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6 from PhysicalChannelReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs
	Source: Nokia (1b)



	037
	10.2.22
	PhysicalChannelReconfiguration-r6-IEs contains the IE UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 that only has one IE inside (UL-DPCH-Info-r6). This IE is referred to as a CHOICE in the tabular (10.2.22), but also only has one IE.
	1) replace usage of UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 with UL-DPCH-Info-r6
Remove CHOICE in tabular.
	Source: Nokia (20)



	038
	10.2.23, 10.2.28, 10.2.34
	PH CH RECONF COMP, RB RECONF COMP, RB SETUP COMP: in the Tabular a CHOICE between FDD, TDD and 3.84 and 1.28 Mcps is used whereas in the ASN.1 options applicable to FDD, 3.84 McpS and 1.28 Mcps TDD are included.
	There doesn’t seem to be any consistency in the ASN.1 because sometimes CHOICE is used in the ASN.1 and sometimes it isn’t.

Could be difficult to change the ASN.1. Tabular is probably well structured as it is. One option could be to leave as is.
	Source: IPWireless (3)



	039
	10.2.27
	RadioBearerReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs (available in r3/r4/r5 branches) contains MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6, which should not be available in r3/r4/r5 branches of the message.
	2) remove MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6 from RadioBearerReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs
	Source: Nokia (2b)



	040
	10.2.27
	RadioBearerReconfiguration-r6-IEs contains the IE UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 that only has one IE inside (UL-DPCH-Info-r6). This IE is referred to as a CHOICE in the tabular (10.2.27), but also only has one IE.
	1) replace usage of UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 with UL-DPCH-Info-r6
Remove CHOICE in tabular.
	Source: Nokia (21)



	041
	10.2.30
	'RB information to reconfigure list' is only available in the critically extended R6 branch of RADIO BEARER RELEASE.
	Not provided in NCE. No correction proposed.
	Source: Ericsson (5)

Confirmation needed.

	042
	10.2.30
	RB-InformationReconfigList-r6 exists in RadioBearerRelease-r6-IEs, but a similar IE (RB-InformationReconfigList) does not exist in r3/r4/r5 branches
	?

This is probably OK. The IE 'RB information to reconfigure list' is included in the Rel-6 RADIO BEARER RELEASE message according to tabular.
	Source: Nokia (3)



	043
	10.2.30
	RadioBearerRelease-v6xyext-IEs (available in r3/r4/r5 branches) contains MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6 and mbms-RB-ListReleasedToChangeTransferMode, which should not be available to r3/r4/r5 branches of the message.
	2)
remove MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6 and mbms-RB-ListReleasedToChangeTransferMode from RadioBearerRelease-v6xyext-IEs
	Source: Nokia (4b)



	044
	10.2.30
	RadioBearerRelease-r6-IEs contains the IE UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 that only has one IE inside (UL-DPCH-Info-r6). This IE is referred to as a CHOICE in the tabular (10.2.30), but also only has one IE.
	1) replace usage of UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 with UL-DPCH-Info-r6
Remove CHOICE in tabular.
	Source: Nokia (22)



	045
	10.2.33
	Indentation of IE 'RB with PDCP information list' is incorrect.
	Add missing angle brackets: ">>".
	Source: Ericsson (6)

Correction in draft CR.

	046
	10.2.33
	RadioBearerSetup-v6xyext-IEs (available in r3/r4/r5 branches) contains MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6, which should not be available in r3/r4/r5 branches of the message.
	2) remove MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6 from RadioBearerSetup-v6xyext-IEs
	Source: Nokia (5b)



	047
	10.2.33
	RB-InformationChanged-r6 exists without RB-InformationChanged (i.e. no r3/r4/r5 version).
	1) Since this is still useful indication that the IE was created in Rel-6, it is proposed to keep the IE name, although not strictly part of the guidelines.
	Source: Nokia (8)



	048
	10.2.33
	RadioBearerSetup-r6-IEs contains the IE UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 that only has one IE inside (UL-DPCH-Info-r6). This IE is referred to as a CHOICE in the tabular (10.2.33), but also only has one IE.
	1) replace usage of UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 with UL-DPCH-Info-r6
Remove CHOICE in tabular.
	Source: Nokia (23)



	049
	10.2.40
	R6 NCE not implemented in R3 branch.
	Include in R3 branch.
	Source: Ericsson (7)

Correction in draft CR.

	050
	10.2.40
	Multi range of IE 'Signalling RB information to setup' not correctly implemented in asn1.
	Introduce new asn1 IE 'SRB-InformationSetupList2-r6', restricting multi range to "3 or 4" (according to tabular).

Use a new IE SRB-InformationSetupList2-r6 that is of size 3..4 (using the same types that SRB-InformationSetupList-r6, to keep same RB mapping possibilities, etc).
	Source: Ericsson (8), Nokia (6)

Correction in draft CR.

	051
	10.2.40
	RRCConnectionSetup-r6-IEs contains the IE UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 that only has one IE inside (UL-DPCH-Info-r6). This IE is referred to as a CHOICE in the tabular (10.2.40), but also only has one IE.
	1) replace usage of UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 with UL-DPCH-Info-r6
Remove CHOICE in tabular.
	Source: Nokia (24)



	052
	10.2.48.8.1
	MasterInformationBlock-v6xyext: since there is only one IE inside the v6xy extension, the (double) optional is not needed
	Remove optional

The practice seems to shift, but in many cases it might be preferable to make the "…-vNxyext-IEs" MP and let the IEs contained in it OP. In particular, if new IEs are introduced in the container later on, the OP of the original IE might get lost otherwise (maybe not the case when we are about to freeze, but anyhow).
	Source: Samsung (22)

General 1: this may be treated as a general issue

	053
	10.2.48.8.6
	The need of IE Domain Specific Access Restriction List is not specified
	Should be set to MP (to align with ASN.1)
	Source: Samsung (2)



	054
	10.2.48.8.6
	The IEs Domain Specific Access Restriction Parameters For PLMN Of MIB and Domain Specific Access Restriction Parameters For Operator1 and so are optional. Is it clearly specified that absence of the IE means ‘no restriction’
	Note that the IE Domain Specific Access Restriction (10.3.1.3b) includes a value ‘no Restriction’, which may be regarded as redundant.

Note that the Domain Specific Access Restriction List could be implemented as a real list, both in tabular and in ASN.1
	Source: Samsung (3)

Change concerns frozen part of REL-6 and not really needed

	055
	10.2.48.8.6
	System Information Block type 3: The IE "The Domain Specific Access Restriction Parameters" is added in the same line as the associated entry of CHOICE. Usually we do not put an actual IE in the same line and use the line just below the CHOICE.
	The IE "The Domain Specific Access Restriction Parameters" is moved to the next row.
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-10)

	056
	10.2.48.8.8
	SysInfoType5-v6xyext-IEs: Although the names (e.g. sccpch-CommonForMBMSAndNonMBMS) and structure (i.e. use of a choice) of the ASN.1 is expressive and clear, as a result the mapping between tabular and ASN.1 is not very clear
	We could use names more consistent with the tabular and add expressive comments

We could introduce a condition in the tabular, to reflect the choice in the ASN.1
	Source: Samsung (23)



	057
	10.2.48.8.8
	SysInfoType5-v6xyext-IEs: the IE sccpch-CommonForMBMSAndNonMBMS should be optional i.e. only included if MCCH is mapped to an S-CCPCH used for non- MBMS purposes also
	Change to optional
	Source: Samsung (24)



	058
	10.2.48.8.8
	IE "Frequency band indicator" is present in Tabular of SIB 5 and 5bis as a Rel-6 IE, but it is included in a Rel-4 extension. It is not included in the Rel-5 tabular.
	Discuss if Rel-4 and Rel-5 tabular of SIB5 should be corrected with the addition of the IE "Frequency band indicator".
	Source: Qualcomm (FG-3)

Open

	059
	10.2.48.8.8, 10.2.48.8.9
	SIB 5 and 5bis, SIB6: the asn1 is correct and introduces a choice between 3.84 and 1.28 Mcps TDD, with different options provided. This choice is not shown in the tabular.
	The tabular should be corrected (originally a Rel-4 problem).
	Source: IPWireless (2)



	060
	10.2.48.8.14
	SysInfoType11: since there is only one optional IE inside the v6xy extension, the (double) optional is not needed
	Remove optional
	Source: Samsung (28)

See general 1

	061
	10.2.48.8.15
	SysInfoType12: since there is only one optional IE inside the v6xy extension, the (double) optional is not needed
	Remove optional
	Source: Samsung (29)

See general 1

	062
	10.2.48.8.19
	The IEs RLC-Info and RB mapping info, that are extended in REL-6, are referenced within:

- Signalling RB information to setup List

- RB information to setup list


	The newly introduced IEs are not considered essential to be included in the pre-configuration:

- RLC-Info: IE DL Reception Window Size and the IE Alternative E-bit interpretation 

- RB mapping: E-DCH mapping option

The IEs are also not considered essential to start upon handover to UTRAN, RRC connection establishment, RB establishment

Hence, the proposal is as follows:

- to specify that the new IEs are conditional i.e. not needed if included in SIB16.
	Source: Samsung (4)

To be discussed

	063
	10.2.48.8.19
	The IEs Added or Reconfigured DL/ UL TrCH information, that are extended in REL-6, are referenced within:

- Predefined TrCH configuration
	The newly introduced IEs are not considered essential to be included in the pre-configuration:

- Added or Reconfigured DL TrCH information: IE TFS Size is extended to include the additional TF (for RACH)

- Added or Reconfigured UL TrCH information: E-DCH configuration info

The IEs are also not considered essential to start upon handover to UTRAN, RRC connection establishment, RB establishment

Hence, the proposal is as follows:

- to specify that the new IEs are conditional i.e. not needed if included in SIB16.
	Source: Samsung (5)

To be discussed

	064
	10.2.50
	TransportChannelReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs (available in r3/r4/r5 branches) contains MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6, which should not be available in r3/r4/r5 branches of the message.
	2) remove MBMS-PL-ServiceRestrictInfo-r6 from TransportChannelReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs
	Source: Nokia (7b)



	065
	10.2.50
	TransportChannelReconfiguration-r6-IEs contains the IE UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 that only has one IE inside (UL-DPCH-Info-r6). This IE is referred to as a CHOICE in the tabular (10.2.50), but also only has one IE.
	1) replace usage of UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 with UL-DPCH-Info-r6
Remove CHOICE in tabular.
	Source: Nokia (25)



	066
	10.2.53
	The tabular representation of the TRANSPORT FORMAT COMBINATION CONTROL message (SAP-TM) defines a CHOICE of three formats, two of which are removed in 12.4.1.1.
	No ASN.1 representation is used for SAP-TM. The detailed coding is defined in 12.4.1.1. Originally (Rel-4) there were a 3, a 5 and a 10-bit format. Only the 3-bit format remains (Rel-5 and later). The tabular should be aligned.

The configuration information for these formats should be checked (??).

Cf. issue 222 (NEC (6)).
	Source: IPWireless (1)



	222
	10.2.53
	In consistency of tables and ASN.1 for TFC subset - 3 bit format with RLC TM.

Fact1:

<TABLE from TS25.331> 10.2.53 TRANSPORT FORMAT COMBINATION CONTROL RLC-SAP: TM Logical channel: DCCH Direction: UTRAN(UE
# There are 3 bit format, 5 bit format, and 10 bit format.

Fact2:

<TABLE from TS25.331> 12.4.1.1.1 TRANSPORT FORMAT COMBINATION CONTROL, 3 bit format

12.4.1.1.2 Void

12.4.1.1.3 Void

# There is only 3 bit format.

Fact3:

<ASN.1 from TS25.331>

Chapter 11.3
TFC-Subset-ID-With3b ::= INTEGER(0..7)

TFC-Subset-ID-With5b ::= INTEGER(0..31)

TFC-Subset-ID-With10b ::= INTEGER(0..1023)

“Transport Format Combination Control” in AM and UM RLC mode exists in Chapter 11.2. However, the one for TM does not exist in Chapter 11.2.
	NEC proposes to keep consistency among three sections.

Solution1: 

Define 5 bit and 10 bit format in 12.4.1.1.2 and 12.4.1.1.3, and do Nothing on other tables and ASN.1

Add message primitive for TRANSPORT FORMAT COMBINATION CONTROL in RLC TM into ASN.1

Solution2: 

Add message primitive for TRANSPORT FORMAT COMBINATION CONTROL in RLC TM into ASN.1

Delete description below from ASN.1

<ASN.1 from TS25.331>

Chapter 11.3

TFC-Subset-ID-With5b ::= INTEGER(0..31)

TFC-Subset-ID-With10b ::= INTEGER(0..1023)

Update as VOID on 10.2.53 TRANSPORT FORMAT COMBINATION CONTROL

 RLC-SAP: TM

 Logical channel: DCCH

 Direction: UTRAN(UE
# Remove 5 bit format and 10 bit format.
	Source: NEC (6)



	067
	10.2.56
	UE Capability Information: question about the use of the "ueCapabilityContainer" (bit string container) in the asn1.
	Unclear why is bit string used here? Description and format used to be updated after discussion by the group.
	Source: Motorola (7)

Discussion.

	068
	10.3.1.3b
	The need of IE CHOICE restriction status is not specified
	The need should be specified to be MP
	Source: Samsung (6)



	069
	10.3.1.3b
	Domain Specific Access Restriction: The IE "Domain Specific Access Class Barred List” is MD. The semantic description for the IE says “This IE is mandatory and its default value is the Access Control Barred List contained in the IE "Cell Access Restriction" of the System Information Block Type 3”.
	The sentence “This IE is mandatory” is not necessary and should be deleted.
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-11)

	070
	10.3.1.7a
	Multiple PLMN List: The IE “PLMN identity with Optional MCC” is defined in the same line as the list “Multiple PLMNs” which has a value in ‘multi’ column.

We usually use different lines in this type of case.
	The IE “PLMN identity with Optional MCC” is defined in the line right under the one for the list “Multiple PLMNs”.
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-1)



	071
	10.3.1.11a
	should the UE consider the MCC of the original PLMN identity if the IE “MIB PLMN Identity” within IE “Multiple PLMN List” is set to FALSE
	Add clarification e.g. that the MCC of the original PLMN in the MIB should be considered irrespective of the setting of the IE “MIB PLMN Identity”   
	Source: Samsung (7)



	072
	10.3.2.3
	Section 10.3.2.3 Cell selection and re-selection info for SIB3/4, the IE "DeltaQrxlevmin" can be sent alone, but in the ASN.1 the IE is always together with IE "deltaQhcs" in CellSelectReselectInfo-v590ext
	Discuss if we should align the Tabular to ASN.1 or vice versa. Note that IE "deltaQhcs" is optional.
	Source: Qualcomm (FG-2)

Open/Not a Rel-6 problem

	220
	10.3.3.3
	< CELL UPDATE 10.2.7 > 
In ASN.1, about “CellUpdateCause-ext”, the following is written: CellUpdateCause-ext ::= ENUMERATED { mbms-Reception, mbms-PTP-RB-Request, spare2, spare1}
	In Table “Cell update cause (10.3.3.3)”, the following is written:

“One spare value is needed.”
So, NEC proposes to keep consistency among these points.
	Source: NEC (4)

Correction in draft CR.

	073
	10.3.3.29
	The ">" indentation of IE 'GSM target cell info' is incorrect.
	The IE 'GSM target cell info' is not linked to the CHOICE. The conditional presence is linked to the value of the IE 'Inter-RAT info' (if present). – Correct by including the IE 'GSM target cell info' within the IE 'Inter-RAT info'.
	Source: Ericsson (11)

Correction in draft CR.

	074
	10.3.3.29
	The IE 'GSM target cell info' is missing in the asn1 representation of RRC CONNECTION RELEASE for CCCH.
	Include R6 NCE in the RRC CONNECTION RELEASE for CCCH.
	Source: Ericsson (12)

Correction in draft CR.

	075
	10.3.3.32a
	The IE 'RF Capability Compressed' has not been extended (in either ASN.1 or tabular) to support the frequency bands VIII and up.
	Should this IE be extended to allow RF capability compressed to also indicate these potential new bands? Should be discussed by the group.
	Source: Motorola (9)

Cf. CR 2686 (R2-052708, Ericsson)

	076
	10.3.3.42
	Certain corrections from the Rel-5 ASN.1 review are missing in IE "UE radio access capability" 
	Reinstate: (1) condition for IE 'DL capability with simultaneous HS-DSCH configuration ', (2) conditional IE 'RF capability TDD 1.28 Mcps', (3) 'Note 1' and (4) condition explanations for IEs (1) and (2).
	Source: Ericsson (13)

Correction in draft CR.

	077
	10.3.3.42
	(ASN.1) The IE “Device type” is not included in the UE Radio Access Capabilities in the RRC container 
(R2-052301, 25.331 CR 2677)
	It's in the IE 'UE-RadioAccessCapability-v6xyext' (??)
	Source: Nortel (7)



	078
	10.3.3.42a
	Last IE 'Frequency band' spare value taken.
	Remove semantics description indicating remaining spare.
	Source: Ericsson (14)

Correction in draft CR.

	079
	10.3.3.44
	Tabular pointlessly gives default values to fields that are MP.
	Action: Remove these defaults from the descriptions (editorial).
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-1)



	080
	10.3.4.2
	In PDCP info the IE “PDCP PDU header” is not MD, but MP in the ASN.1 “PDCP-Info-r4”
	Should be changed to MP in the tabular to align on the ASN.1
	Source: LGE (21)



	081
	10.3.4.8
	The IE 'MBMS Session identity' is missing in the RB SETUP, pre-configuration case.
	The asn1 IE 'RAB-Info-r6' should be used in the pre-configuration case. – Somewhat unclear if the IE 'MBMS Session identity' is needed in the pre-configuration case. Presumed there is no strong reason to exclude it.
	Source: Ericsson (19)

Correction in draft CR.

	082
	10.3.4.21
	The CPCH option is removed from the UP transport channel types. The acronym is still used in the asdn1 CHOICE struct.
	Remove 'cpch' from IE 'UL-LogicalChannelMapping-r6' in the asn1.
	Source: Ericsson (15)

Correction in draft CR.

	083
	10.3.4.21
	RB mapping info: In "UL-LogicalChannelMapping-r6", the IE "UL-TransportChannelType" is defined. However it does not contain E-DCH, which is contradicting the tabular. (i.e. The tabular contains E-DCH)
	In the tabular E-DCH is removed from the IE "Transport channel" and the IE should be included in the CHOICE "DCH, RACH, USCH".
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-2)

	084
	10.3.4.23
	The IE 'DL Reception Window Size' and IE 'Alternative E-bit interpretation' are only present in R6 critical extensions.
	This is probably all right. Introducing it in NCE would be complicated, because the information is RB specific and difficult to map to the right RB entity in the NCE.
	Source: Ericsson (16)

Confirmation needed.

	085
	10.3.4.23
	Asn1: the element names like 'dl-AM-RLC-Mode' and 'ul-AM-RLC-Mode' should not have "-r5" suffix, only the IE type name.
	Delete "-r5" in element names. Keep "-r5"/"-r6" in type references.

See Nortel (5).
	Source: Ericsson (17)



	086
	10.3.4.23
	The RLC Info parameters: 'DL Reception Window Size' (UM RLC) and 'Alternative E-bit interpretation' are not included in NCEs.
	The problem probably affects all of the "reconfiguration" and "setup" messages, including the SRNS Relocation Info message. Including these parameters using NCE is complicated, because they are nested deep down in the RB information. – Proposal: leave it as it is. The network should use the R6 branch when these parameters are used.
	Source: Ericsson (18)

Confirmation needed.

	087
	10.3.4.23
	In the IE “DL-RLC-Mode-r6”, the IE “dl-UM-RLC-Mode-r5” is of type “DL-UM-RLC-Mode-r6”

Same for the structure “RLC-Info-r6”
	(MINOR) Corrects dl-UM-RLC-Mode-r5 to dl-UM-RLC-Mode-r6

dl-RLC-Mode-r5          changed to -r6

The element name should not contain release reference, only the type reference. See Ericsson (10.3.4.23).
	Source: Nortel (5)



	088
	10.3.4.23
	RLC PDU size in the DL AM case is described as an integer in the tabular, but as the CHOICE IE "OctetModeRLC-SizeInfoType1" in the ASN.1.
	Action: Align one way or the other.  Either version will work, but the bit representations are different.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-2a)



	089
	10.3.4.23
	"Alternative E-bit interpretation" shouldn't really be MD; the only possible default value would be "true" (since that's the only entry in the enum), but absent is intended to mean "false".
	Action: Change to OP.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-2b)



	090
	10.3.4.23a
	Should the IEs DL Duplication Avoidance and Reordering info and DL Out of sequence delivery info really be optional i.e. should the UE not configure these functions if absent
	It seems better not to have an IE with the collective UM extensions for MBMS applied for all MBMS channels but to apply the appropriate elements directly for each case (MCCH: Out of sequence SDU delivery, MSCH: none, MTCH: Duplication Avoidance and Re-ordering)
	Source: Samsung (8)

To be discussed

	091
	10.3.4.26
	Why is there one spare value in WindowSizeDAR-r6, since this gives 9 values?
	Check whether it is compliant with the rules. Possibly remove "spare1" from the enumerated list for WindowSizeDAR-r6.
	Source: LGE (22), Siemens (8)



	092
	10.3.4.26
	A spare value can not be defined for an IE that is MP Window size DAR
	
	Source: Samsung (9)

Spare checking may be done as a second step

	093
	10.3.4.27
	UM Out of sequence delivery info, Indication Rel-6 is missing in the first line
	Add indication rel-6

Part of general issue.
	Source: LGE (7)

–

	094
	10.3.4.27
	A spare value can not be defined for an IE that is MP Window size OSD
	
	Source: Samsung (10)

Spare checking may be done as a second step

	095
	10.3.5.1b
	The IE 'Max MAC-e PDU contents size' is given with a very high resolution: INTEGER (1..19982).
	The binary representation requires 15 bits. If a granularity of this parameter is introduced, the number of bits could probably be reduced. – No correction proposed.
	Source: Ericsson (20)

Discussion might be needed.

	096
	10.3.5.1b
	Mis-spelling in IE E-DCH-AddReconf-MAC-d-Flow ->transmissionGrantType->non-ScheduledTranmGrantInfo 
	1) change IE name to non-ScheduledTransmGrantInfo
	Source: Nokia (9)



	097
	10.3.5.2
	IE UL-AddReconfTransChInformation-r6:

Since there is only one TrCh in EUL and 8 Mac-D flows can be mapped to that TrCh. It looks like IE e-dch in above IE should include List of IE "E-DCH-AddReconf-MAC-d-Flow". 

This will also help in indicating only one set of TTI and HARQ-Info for a list of mac-D-flows. Note that for HS-DSCH, multiple MAC-d flows can be listed for one transport channel.
	Proposed Change:

UL-AddReconfTransChInformation-r6 ::=
CHOICE {


[…]


e-dch


SEQUENCE {



tti



E-DCH-TTI


OPTIONAL,



harq-Info

E-DCH-Harq-Info

OPTIONAL,



addReconf-MAC-d-Flow-List



E-DCH-AddReconf-MAC-d-Flow-List
OPTIONAL


}

}
New definition:

E-DCH-AddReconf-MAC-d-Flow-List ::=



SEQUENCE (SIZE(1..maxE-DCHMACdFlow))








E-DCH-AddReconf-MAC-d-Flow
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-13)

Corresponding Tabular also need to be modified.

	098
	10.3.5.2a
	In the ASN.1 the value range of the IE RLC Size equals [0, 4968]
	Align the tabular to the ASN.1 and/ or introduce a comment in the ASN.1
	Source: Samsung (11)



	099
	10.3.5.5
	The IE UL-DeletedTransChInfoList-r6 allows deletion of the E-DCH MAC-d flows. According to section 8.5.28, the E-DCH activity will cease if there are no more MAC-d flows configured (i.e. to delete E-DCH completely, all MAC-d flows must be removed). However, it is not clear if in a subsequent configuration the UE would still remember TrCH information (e.g. TTI).
	Procedural CR is required to delete any stored E-DCH TTI information if all MAC-d flows are deleted.
	Source: Nokia (10)



	100
	10.3.5.7d
	The IE 'HARQ RV Configuration' is MD in tabular, but OPTION bit not needed in asn1.
	The entire IE 'HARQ Info for E-DCH' is OP in the context where it is included. Only one OPTIONAL bit should be needed in the asn1. Proposed to remove OPTIONAL bit for IE 'HARQ RV Configuration' in IE 'HARQ Info for E-DCH'.

Or vice versa: which OPTION bit should be kept.
	Source: Ericsson (22)

Correction in draft CR, but discussion might be needed.

	101
	10.3.5.9
	Predefined TrCH configuration: The tabular says it contains Rel-6 IEs. But in the ASN.1, the corresponding IE "PreDefTransChConfiguration" (and SIB16) doesn't include r6 version of IEs.
	The notation of REL-6 is removed.
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-3)

	102
	10.3.5.11
	TTI size appears in different places in the tabular and the ASN.1.  This is commented in the ASN.1, so it appears to be intentional.
	Action: Is there any reason not to align the tabular to the ASN.1 implementation?
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-3)



	103
	10.3.5.13
	TFCS Explicit Configuration should include a note that in the case it is included in the message MBMS Common p-t-m RB Information only Choice “Complete reconfiguration” is valid.
	Discuss

The asn1 allows the full set of choices. – Semantics description or note in the table might be required. – Restriction in asn1?
	Source: LGE (3)

Discussion needed.

	104
	10.3.5.20
	Name of this IE appears occasionally in tabular as "transport formation combination".
	Action: Normalise to "transport format combination".
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-4)



	105
	10.3.5.23
	The CV for IE 'Additional Dynamic Transport Format Information' for CCCH' is too wide.
	The IE is stated as OP for FDD, but in this context (IE 'Transport Format Set'), the actual condition should be narrowed down to: OP for FDD PRACH configuration in SIB5, SIB5bis and SIB6; otherwise not needed. – Clarify in tabular. 
Note: The IE 'Additional Dynamic Transport Format Information' for CCCH' is not included in the asn1 representation of the R6 "reconfiguration messages", which is believed to be correct.
	Source: Ericsson (21), Motorola (4)

Correction in draft CR to be confirmed.

	106
	10.3.5.23
	Transport Format Set, should there be a specific clause saying that for MBMS only the “Common transport channels” should be used?
	Add a note?

The asn1 allows both "dedicated" and "common". – Semantics description or note in the table might be required. – Restriction in asn1?
	Source: LGE (2)

Discussion needed.

	107
	10.3.5.23
	It does not seem entirely clear in which cases the IE Additional Dynamic Transport Format Information for CCCH applies. According to the current tabular, it applies to FDD TrCh other than DCH
	Clarify this only applies for RACH (FDD). It does not really seem appropriate to specify the additional TF in this IE that is used for all TrChs (e.g. USCH, PDSCH, RACH, FACH, PCH, DCH <SIB 16>…)

I.e. why is not the same approach used as for the IE Additional RACH TFCS for CCCH that is included only in PRACH system information list (10.3.6.55). Such an approach would also make it easier to specify that the two IEs are conditional i.e. neither or both should be included (as is reflected by the ASN.1)
	Source: Samsung (12)



	108
	10.3.5.23
	The tabular doesn’t seem to correspond very well with the ASN.1 TransportFormatSet definition. The structure seems to be rather different as far as Common Transport Channels are concerned.
	Issues:

1) It seems that there is a separate TransportFormatSet-LCR IE which is referenced by PRACH-SystemInformation-LCR-r4. Neither TransportFormatSet-LCR or PRACH-SystemInformation-LCR-r4 appear to have entries in the Tabular!

2) For the CHOICE “Common Transport Channels” CommonTransChTFS, the ASN.1 definition seems to imply for both FDD and TDD (3.84):

a. There is a choice of TTI 10, 20, 30 or 40 ms (note for 1.28 Mcps TDD, the only difference introduced by TransportFormatSet-LCR is the inclusion of a 5 ms TTI)

b. For the TTI chosen, CommonDynamicTF-Info, there is a choice of OctetMode for FDD and a further choice between either OctetMode or BitMode for TDD and then an associated no of TBlocks and list of logical Channels which are defined to be associated with the chosen TTI

What is explained above seems to conflict with what is shown by the tabular 10.3.5.23.
	Source: IPWireless (4)

	109
	10.3.5.23
	Contents of dedicated TF info list are different
	Action: Align tabular to ASN.1 (presumably this is the right direction).
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-5a)



	110
	10.3.5.23
	ASN.1 includes a CHOICE on the TTI size that isn't reflected in the tabular
	Action: Align tabular to ASN.1 (presumably this is the right direction).
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-5b)



	111
	10.3.5.23
	ASN.1 has a separate IE for the dedicated dynamic TF info in the case of a dynamic TTI size; not reflected in tabular
	Action: Align tabular to ASN.1 (presumably this is the right direction).
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-5c)



	112
	10.3.5.24
	IE "TFC subset" is misplaced in the tabular.
	Action: Move "TFC subset" under the FDD choice heading.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-6)



	113
	10.3.6.18
	The IE 'Timing maintained Synchronization indicator' has specific type defined in asn1. Not used in NCEs.
	Replace 'ENUMERATED { true }' by reference to the specific type in asn1. (The same problem in NCE to several reconfiguration messages).
	Source: Ericsson (23)

Correction in draft CR.

	114
	10.3.6.18
	In DL-DPCH-InfoCommon-r6, references to r6 branches of messages are missing in the comment paragraph
	1)
add reference to RRCConnectionSetup-r6 IEs

2)
add reference to HandoverToUTRANCommand-r6 IEs

Or: reference messages (without "rN") rather than "…-rN-IEs". -- The English could be improved (the "… absent … or … or …" does not really make sense, does it? Split in to sentences).
	Source: Nokia (11)



	115
	10.3.6.18
	CFN-targetSFN frame offset IE still exists in 10.3.6.18 but it was removed from DL-DPCH-InfoCommon-r6 (it cannot be used according to 8.6.6.28)
	1)
tabular should reflect this IE cannot be used.

Cf. Ericsson (25).
	Source: Nokia (12)



	116
	10.3.6.23oa
	IE 'dl-FDPCH-TPCcommandErrorRate' in asn1 has spare values. Unclear how those shall be treated by UE.
	Remove spare values in asn1 or clarify UE behaviour.
	Source: Ericsson (24)

Correction in draft CR to be confirmed.

	117
	10.3.6.23oa
	IE 'CFN-targetSFN frame offset' missing in R6 asn1.
	Add IE in asn1.

Cf. Nokia (12, 13).
	Source: Ericsson (25)

Correction in draft CR to be discussed (possibly incorrect!).

	118
	10.3.6.23oa
	CFN-targetSFN frame offset IE exists in 10.3.6.23oa, but does not exist in DL-FDPCH-InfoCommon.
	1) remove IE from tabular

Cf. Ericsson (25).
	Source: Nokia (13)



	119
	10.3.6.24
	In the IE “Downlink information common for all radio links” mention that the choice “Downlink F-DPCH info common for all RL” is not available for the message HO TO UTRAN
	(MINOR) Add Comment in the tabular
	Source: Nortel (6)



	120
	10.3.6.35b
	The values are not listed in order while the table should be abstract and hence not reflect encoding
	Move ‘bandVI’ to the appropriate position
	Source: Samsung (13)



	121
	10.3.6.36a
	DHS-Sync is missing indication that it is a Rel-6 IE in 10.3.6.36a - HS-SCCH Info
	1) add ‘Rel-6’ indication to the tabular (10.3.6.36a)
	Source: Nokia (14)



	212
	10.3.6.37
	In the ASN.1 no CHOICE is used but separate IndividualTimeslotInfo-LCR-r4 and IndividualTimeslotInfo-LCR-r4-ext are used
	
	IPWireless (6)



	213
	10.3.6.41
	In the ASN.1 a separate construct is used for 1.28 Mcps TDD MidambleShiftAndBurstType-LCR-r4
	
	IPWireless (7)



	122
	10.3.6.46
	PDSCH system information: The tabular says it contains Rel-6 IE "TFS". But the corresponding extension "Additional Dynamic Transport Format Information for CCCH", which is defined in 10.3.5.23 “Transport Format Set”, does not apply in this case.
	The notation of REL-6 is removed. (But, should be checked with TDD companies.)
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-4)

	214
	10.3.6.49
	In the ASN.1 a separate construct is used for 1.28 Mcps TDD PICH-Info-LCR-r4 (Why? It appears to be same as for 3.84 Mcps TDD)
	
	IPWireless (8)



	215
	10.3.6.52
	In the ASN.1 a separate construct is used for 1.28 Mcps TDD PRACH-RACH-Info-LCR-r4
	
	IPWireless (9)

	216
	10.3.6.55
	In the ASN.1 a separate construct is used for 1.28 Mcps TDD PRACHSystemInformationList-LCR-r4 however no CHOICE between 3.84 Mcps and 1.28 Mcps TDD is indicated in the tabular!
	Essential
	IPWireless (10)



	217
	10.3.6.58
	We have a separate PrimaryCCPCH-InfoPostTDD-LCR-r4 so there is not a good correspondence between the tabular and ASN.1
	
	IPWireless (11)



	123
	10.3.6.66
	PUSCH system information: The tabular says it contains Rel-6 IE "TFS". But the corresponding extension "Additional Dynamic Transport Format Information for CCCH", which is defined in 10.3.5.23 “Transport Format Set”, does not apply in this case.
	The notation of REL-6 is removed. (But, should be checked with TDD companies.)
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-5)

	124
	10.3.6.68
	sccpch-InfoforFACH is present in RL-AdditionInformation, but not in RL-AdditionInformation-r6
	1) this should have been part of the DRAC removal – make earlier version into ‘dummy’.
	Source: Nokia (17)



	125
	10.3.6.69a
	10.3.6.69a (Scheduling E-DCH cell information) defines the condition which is not used anywhere in that section.
	1) delete the condition definition
	Source: Nokia (18)



	126
	10.3.6.71
	IEs "STTD indicator", "Pilot symbol existence", "TFCI existence", and "Fixed or flexible position" are all MD in tabular but mandatory in ASN.1.
	Action: Change these to OPTIONAL in ASN.1.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-7a)



	127
	10.3.6.71
	Choice between TDD options is missing in tabular.
	Action: Add the TDD-mode choice in tabular.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-7b)



	218
	10.3.6.71
	A CHOICE between 3.84 Mcps TDD and 1.28 Mcps TDD is included in the ASN.1 (with some differences between the 2 branches). There is no choice shown in the tabular!
	Essential
	IPWireless (12)



	128
	10.3.6.71a
	In Secondary CCPCH info MBMS there are some empty lines.
	Remove the empty lines.

Already correct in v6.7.0.
	Source: LGE (5)

No correction needed.

	129
	10.3.6.71a
	STTD indicator in Secondary CCPCH info MBMS is not aligned with ASN.1 SecondaryCCPCHInfo-MBMS-r6 where it is MP
	Should be MP in the tabular
	Source: LGE (23)



	130
	10.3.6.71a
	timingOffset in SecondaryCCPCHInfo-MBMS-r6 should be optional, but it says “DEFAULT 0”.
	Change to OPTIONAL

IE is MD in tabular (default 0). Should that be reflected in asn1 (i.e., use of the 'DEFAULT' statement) or not?
	Source: LGE (24)

Discussion

	131
	10.3.6.71a
	In SecondaryCCPCHInfo-MBMS-r6 there are TDD option for 1.28 and 3.84, but it does not exist in the tabular
	Discuss
	Source: LGE (25)



	132
	10.3.6.71a
	Version column is missing (REL-6)
	Add the version column
	Source: Samsung (14)



	133
	10.3.6.71a
	The TDD part is quite different from the non-MBMS case i.e. as in 10.3.6.71. Intentionally? 
	
	Source: Samsung (15)

To be checked by TDD proponents

	134
	10.3.6.71a
	There is an inconsistency between the tabular entry for IE ‘STTD indicator’ in 10.3.6.71a ‘Secondary CCPCH info MBMS’ and its representation in the associated ASN1 ‘SecondaryCCPCHInfo-MBMS-r6. 
	In the tabular the IE is MD with the default value ‘True’ whilst in the ASN1 it is Boolean. This seems to be incorrect but is copied from earlier versions e.g. Secondary SCCPCH info in-R99/r4 so maybe it is ok.

Possibly make the ASN1 IE Enumerated (false) and Optional. This would, however, be inconsistent with treatment in R99/r4.
	Source: Siemens (18)



	135
	10.3.6.71a
	IE "STTD indicator" MD in tabular but mandatory in ASN.1.
	Action: Change to OPTIONAL in ASN.1.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-8a)



	136
	10.3.6.71a
	Choice between TDD options is missing in tabular.
	Action: Add the TDD-mode choice in tabular.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-8b)



	137
	10.3.6.72
	SCCPCH-SystemInformationList-MBMS-r6-ext: the last sentence of the comment is somewhat unclear (The order of the IEs indicates which SCCPCH-SystemInformation-MBMS-r6-ext

-- IE extends which SCCPCH-SystemInformation IE)
	The comment may be rephrased to indicate that the order of S-CCPCH’s in the IE SCCPCH-SystemInformationList-MBMS-r6-ext is the same as the order of S-CCPCHs within the IE SCCPCH-SystemInformation
	Source: Samsung (25)



	138
	10.3.6.72
	SCCPCH-SystemInformation-MBMS-r6-ext: For every S-CCPCH there is a list of 1..maxFACHPCH. The list is missing in the ASN.1
	Introduce the additional list (or apply the TrCh identity to identify to the FACH carrying MCCH)
	Source: Samsung (27)



	139
	10.3.6.72
	MBMS extensions are present in tabular, absent in ASN.1.
	Action: Remove from tabular (the extensions should be handled by the MBMS version of the IE).
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-9)



	140
	10.3.6.72a
	The IE Scheduling information is better called FACH carrying MSCH, while the latter is better called TFCS (Alignment/)
	
	Source: Samsung (16)

Mostly matter of taste

	141
	10.3.6.72a
	SCCPCH-SystemInformation-MBMS-r6: the IE mschConfigurationInfo should not be optional
	Remove the ‘optional’
	Source: Samsung (26)



	142
	10.3.6.74a
	HARQ-Preamble-Mode in Serving-HSDSCH-CellInformation is an OPTIONAL with two INTEGER values (0,1).
	1) Optimise HARQ-Preamble-Mode to be OPTIONAL with ENUMERATED with only one value (will save one bit). This change will not be required if N28 is agreed. (Note: this change will be automatically reflected in all occurrences of HARQ pre-amble in v6xy extensions – see N1-N5 and N8)

2) Correct tabular (10.3.6.74a "Serving HS-DSCH cell information") to reflect this change
	Source: Nokia (28)



	143
	10.3.6.79
	Choice between TDD modes is not captured in ASN.1.
	Action: Align one way or the other; the semantics are the same but the bit representation is different.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-10), IPWireless (13)


	144
	10.3.6.84
	Choice between TDD modes is not captured in ASN.1.

In ASN.1 we have separate definitions TimeslotNumber (3.84) and TimeslotNumber-LCR-r4 (1.28)
	Action: Align one way or the other; the semantics are the same but the bit representation is different.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-11), IPWireless (14)


	145
	10.3.6.88
	If Nokia (19…25) are agreed, UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 will be redundant
	1) remove UL-ChannelRequirement-r6 definition
	Source: Nokia (26)



	146
	10.3.6.91
	IE 'HARQ preamble mode' and IE 'D(hs-sync)' are missing in some NCE.
	Missing in R6 NCE of the RRC CONNECTION SETUP. – Presumptively correct, because R5 branch of this message does not support HSDPA.
	Source: Ericsson (26)

Confirmation needed.

	147
	10.3.6.91
	PhysicalChannelReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs, RadioBearerReconfiguration-v6xyext-IEs and RadioBearerRelease-v6xyext-IEs (available in r3/r4/r5 branches) contain “HARQ-Preamble-Mode”, which should not be available in r3/r4 branches.
	1) insert a comment stating that UE behaviour is unspecified if HARQ-Preamble-Mode is received with r3/r4 branches
	Source: Nokia (1a, 2a, 4a, 5a, 7a)



	148
	10.3.6.91
	HARQ-Preamble-Mode in UL-DPCH-PowerControlInfo-r6 is an OPTIONAL with two INTEGER values (0,1). 
	1)
Optimise HARQ-Preamble-Mode to be OPTIONAL with ENUMERATED with only one value (will save one bit). (Note: this change will be automatically reflected in all occurrences of HARQ pre-amble in v6xy extensions – see Nokia (1…5 and 8).

2)
Correct tabular (10.3.6.91) to reflect this change
	Source: Nokia (27)



	149
	10.3.6.93
	IE "TPC step size" missing in ASN.1.
	Action: Add to ASN.1.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-21a)



	150
	10.3.6.93
	TDD-mode choice bit missing in ASN.1; the two have the same semantics but different bit representations.

In ASN.1 there is no CHOICE but options applies on it to 3.84 Mcps TDD.
	Action: Align one way or the other.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-21b), IPWireless (15)


	151
	10.3.6.99
	Type definition of IE 'Reference E-TFCI PO' in ASN.1 is missing/incorrect.
	Add type: INTEGER (0..29).
	Source: Ericsson (27), Motorola (1), Nokia (15)

Correction in draft CR.

	152
	10.3.6.99
	Type definition of IE 'PL(non-max)' in ASN.1 is incorrect. Wrong value range.
	Correct value range: E-DPDCH-PL-NonMax ::=INTEGER (11..25). Actual value = IE * 0,04.
	Source: Ericsson (28), Motorola (2)

Correction in draft CR.

	153
	10.3.6.99
	The IEs 'Serving Grant' and 'Primary/Secondary Grant Selector' are both optional, independent of each other.
	Isn't the "grant selector" is meaningless without the "serving grant"? If that is true, shouldn't they be grouped together as a common option?
	Source: Ericsson (29)

Discussion and decision needed. (Nothing in draft CR so far.)

	154
	10.3.6.99
	Element 'schedulingTransmConfiguraration' misspelled in asn1.
	Correct spelling mistake
	Source: Motorola (3), Nokia (16)

Corrected.

	155
	10.3.6.99
	IE E-DPDCH-PeriodicyOfSchedInfo: Table 10.3.6.99 indicates that its value is in ms while ASN1 indicates its value is in pdus. ASN1 needs to match with tabular.
	Old:

E-DPDCH-PeriodicyOfSchedInfo ::= ENUMERATED {


everyMACePDU, pdu4, pdu10, pdu20, pdu50, pdu100,


pdu200, pdu500, pdu1000 }

Proposed Change: 

E-DPDCH-PeriodicyOfSchedInfo ::= ENUMERATED {


everyMACePDU, ms4, ms10, ms20, ms50, ms100, 


ms200, ms500, ms1000 }
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-12), Ericsson (30)
Correction in draft CR.

	156
	10.3.7.39
	Intra-frequency measurement reporting criteria: For the IE "Intra-frequency event identity", section 10.3.7.34 is referred to. In section 10.3.7.34 one spare value for the corresponding IE is mentioned, which is not the case when this IE is included in the IE "Intra-frequency measurement reporting criteria".
	This is the case from Rel-5 version of the specification. Not sure we want to correct this.
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-6)

	157
	10.3.7.43a
	MBMS preferred frequency information, missing lines under the “CHOICE Layer convergence information” field.
	Add one entry “No HCS” and another entry “HCS”.
	Source: LGE (8)

Corrected.

	158
	10.3.7.43a
	MBMS preferred frequency information, the mapping of Qoffmbms is still FFS
	Action should be given to RAN4/1?
	Source: LGE (9)



	159
	10.3.7.43a
	MBMS preferred frequency information, the mapping of HCS_OFFmbms is still FFS 
	Action should be given to RAN4/1?
	Source: LGE (10)



	160
	10.3.7.43a
	MBMS preferred frequency information, the “MBMS PL Service Restriction Information” is supposed to be one indent further, i.e. per preferred frequency according to the ASN.1
	Align to the ASN.1
	Source: LGE (11)



	161
	10.3.7.43a
	In 10.3.7.43a ‘MBMS preferred frequency information’ there are a number of issues:

(i) Should the MBMS preferred frequency list be OP because the IE  ‘MBMS preferred frequency information’ is itself OP in MBMS GENERAL INFORMATION (10.2.16h). It is not optional in the ASN1.

(ii) MBMS PL Service Restriction Information should be > in the tabular. The ASN1 is correct.

(iii) The semantics description for Qoffmbms contains a statement that the mapping to actual values is FFS.

(iv) There is a difference in the range specified for ‘MBMS preferred frequency’ in the tabular and the ASN1. 0..<maxMBMS-Freq>-1 in the tabular and 1..maxMBMS-Freq in the ASN1.
	(i) Make the list MP in the tabular.

(ii) Correct the tabular.

(iii) The correct mapping should be inserted if known.

(iv) Change the range in the tabular to align with the ASN1 and change the semantics description to be consistent with the modified range i.e. change “Value n corresponds with the (n+1)th frequency….” to “Value n corresponds with the nth frequency..”.
	Source: Siemens (19)



	162
	10.3.7.45
	The IE “Measured results on RACH” is not perfectly aligned with ASN.1.
	(Not specific to R6) In the tabular, the IE “Measurement result for current cell” may be made MP and all its sub-levels indented one level down.
	Source: Nortel (4)

Corrected.

	219
	10.3.7.45
	I can’t seem to match MeasuredResultsOnRACH up with the tabular and I can’t seem to find any ASN.1 specific to 1.28 Mcps TDD !! Is there a problem or do I misunderstand something?
	Could be essential
	IPWireless (16)



	163
	10.3.7.70
	ASN.1 (IE "TrafficVolumeMeasurementList") contains the IE "UL-TrCh-Identity".  Based on the tabular, I think what's intended is "UL-TransportChannelIdentity", but this isn't right either; the enum for "UL-TrCh-Type" doesn't include the value "rach" (needed in this case per the tabular), and the transport channel ID isn't optional.

There doesn't seem to be any enum that includes the RACH as an uplink TrCh type.
	Action: Define a new enum { dch, rach, usch } to match the tabular, use it, and include "Transport channel identity" as an optional IE.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-16)



	164
	10.3.7.71
	The tabular and ASN.1 descriptions are bit-compatible but very different-looking (to the point that I initially thought I was reading the wrong IE).
	Action:  Consider aligning tabular to ASN.1.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-17)



	165
	10.3.7.72
	Same problem as with "Traffic volume measurement object" (10.3.7.70).
	The misalignment renders the tabular backward incompatible; aligning to the ASN.1 will fix it.

See Qualcomm (NT-16).
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-18)



	166
	10.3.7.86
	Name appears inconsistently in tabular; sometimes "cipher", sometimes "ciphering".
	Action: Normalise to "ciphering".
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-19)



	167
	10.3.7.98
	Positions of the IEs "IP_Start" and "IP_Slot" are switched.
	Action: Align one way or the other.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-20)



	168
	10.3.7.106
	IE "SFN offset" missing from ASN.1.
	Action: Add it.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-12a)



	169
	10.3.7.106
	Order of IEs "SFN offset validity" and "SFN-SFN relative time difference" is switched.
	Action: Reverse order of these IEs in ASN.1 (the tabular version makes more semantic sense).
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-12b)



	170
	10.3.7.106
	Cell position IEs "relative north/east/altitude", "fine SFN-SFN", and "round trip time" are missing from tabular.
	Action: Add to tabular.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-12c)



	171
	10.3.7.106a
	Tabular has the first IE as "UE positioning OTDOA neighbour cell info", ASN.1 has an explicit copy of the contents of that IE, with the choice bit from the "UE-based/UE-assisted" CHOICE IE missing.  The semantics are the same but the bit representations are different.
	Action: Suggest actually including the IE rather than a fieldwise copy of it.  (Note that this will mean that the IEs "relative north/east/altitude" need to be removed from the tabular---they're included in the "neighbour cell info" IE.)
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-13a)



	172
	10.3.7.106a
	2) IE "UE positioning relative time difference quantity" is missing from the ASN.1, and points to the wrong IE in the tabular.
	Action: Add the missing IE to the ASN.1, and change the tabular to point to "UE positioning relative time difference quantity, 10.3.7.109" instead of "UE positioning OTDOA quality, 10.3.7.106a".
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-13b)



	173
	10.3.7.108a
	Tabular shows the first IE being "UE positioning OTDOA reference cell info"; ASN.1 instead contains an explicit copy of the contents of that IE, but omits a CHOICE bit.
	Action: Align one way or the other.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-14)



	174
	10.3.7.109a
	IE does not exist in ASN.1!  (Note that it's not referenced in the tabular; where it should be referenced inside "UE positioning OTDOA neighbour cell info for UE-based", the wrong IE was named in the tabular and the reference was omitted entirely in the ASN.1.)
	Action: Implement this IE.
	Source: Qualcomm (NT-15)



	175
	10.3.8.4g
	Spelling error: 'CelIs' instead of 'Cells' in IE "GSM Target Cell Info" 
	Correction.
	Source: Ericsson (32)

Correction in draft CR.

	176
	10.3.8.13
	References to other system information blocks
IE "SIB Type SIBs only" is extended in Rel-6 (for SIB5-bis). But there is no mentioning of “REL-6”.
	“REL-6” is indicated for the IE "SIB Type SIBs only".
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-7)

	177
	10.3.8.14
	References to other system information blocks and scheduling blocks: IE "SIB and SB Type" is extended in Rel-6 (for SIB5-bis). But there is no mentioning of “REL-6”.
	“REL-6” is indicated for the IE "SIB and SB Type ".
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-8)

	178
	10.3.8.16
	Scheduling information: For the semantic description of the IE "Cell Value tag" it is stated that this IE is included if the area scope for the system information block is set to "cell" in table 8.1.1. This is not the case for some SIBs (e.g. SIB7)
	This is the case from Rel-5 version of the specification. Not sure we want to correct this.
	Source: Qualcomm (MK-9)

	179
	10.3.8.18a
	SIB Type 8, 9 and 10 are still mentioned in the tabular.
	Remove.
	Source: Ericsson (31)

Correction in draft CR.

	180
	10.3.8.18a
	SIB types 8…10 have become obsolete. Furthermore, SIB type 5bis is not marked as REL-6 and not listed in alphabetical order
	Remove SIB type 8- 10 and add (REL-6) and list immediately after SIB type 5 (as with the other late additions)
	Source: Samsung (17)



	181
	10.3.8.21
	SIB type 5bis is not marked as REL-6 and not listed in alphabetical order 
	Add (REL-6) and list immediately after SIB type 5 (as with the other late additions)
	Source: Samsung (18)



	182
	10.3.8.22
	SIB type 5bis is not marked as REL-6 and not listed in alphabetical order 
	Add (REL-6) and list immediately after SIB type 5 (as with the other late additions)
	Source: Samsung (19)



	183
	10.3.9.1
	In section 10.3.9.1 the dash "-" is missing from the IT title: "ANSI 41 Core Network Information"
	It should be replaced with " ANSI-41 Core Network Information"


	Source: Qualcomm (FG-1)

Editorial

	184
	10.3.9a.5
	There is an inconsistency between 10.3.9a.5 'MBMS Current cell S-CCPCH identity' and the ASN1 'MBMS-SCCPCHIdentity'. 

Integer(1..16) in the tabular is INTEGER (1..maxSCCPCH) in the ASN1. 
	Change 10.3.9a.5 to Integer (1..maxSCCPCH)
	Source: Siemens (10)



	185
	10.3.9a.7a
	There is no difference between “MBMS-PTM-RBInformation-S” and “MBMS-PTM-RBInformation-C”
	Should be merged

Remove IE "MBMS-PTM-RBInformation-S" and use IE "MBMS-PTM-RBInformation-C". (Also a naming issue in asn1: it should be 'MBMS-TrCHInformation-CurrList' rather than '…-CommList'.)
	Source: LGE (27)

Correction to be confirmed.

	186
	10.3.9a.7a
	In “MBMS p-t-m RB information”, the IE “L1 combining status” would better be CV-Neighb and Boolean, instead of Enumerated true, because in the ASN.1 it is anyway coded in a different branch. Also there is no indication on what “absence” means in the tabular.
	Discuss, this is just a proposal…
	Source: LGE (35)



	187
	10.3.9a.7a
	In 10.3.9a.7a 'MBMS p-t-m RB information' the Semantics description for L1 combining status contains some typing errors.
	Change 'parial L1 comining' to 'partial L1 combining'
	Source: Siemens (11)



	188
	10.3.9a.7a
	Is the description of CV-Neigh following 10.3.9a.7a ‘MBMS p-t-m RB information’ correct because it implies that the IE ‘L1 combining status’ has to be present whereas it should only be present if L1 combining is possible for the RB. The ASN1 correctly shows the IE as optional.
	Revise the CV-Neigh explanation to the following:

"The IE is mandatory present default if the IE "MBMS p-t-m RB information list" is included in the MBMS NEIGHBOURING CELL P-T-M RB INFORMATION message and not needed otherwise"

The default value is FALSE
	Source: Siemens (20)



	189
	10.3.9a.7o
	The ASN1 IE ‘MBMS-PtMActivationTime’ should be changed to ‘MBMS-PtMActivationTime-r6’ to be consistent with other MBMS IEs.
	Change ‘MBMS-PtMActivationTime’ to ‘MBMS-PtMActivationTime-r6’.
	Source: Siemens (14)



	190
	10.3.9a.8
	MBMS Service identity, this is used in the messages, “MBMS Modification request”, “MBMS Modified services Information” “MBMS Unmodified services Information” and “MBMS Scheduling Information”. But the PLMN should only be used for the “MBMS Modification request”.
	At least the ASN.1 should be different branches in order to optimize the size. Maybe the “conditional” should be changed.
	Source: LGE (14)



	191
	10.3.9a.8
	MBMS Service identity does not reflect the possibility of the ASN.1 to indicate also one entry of multiple PLMNs in the MIB.
	Align the tabular to the ASN.1? Anyway it could be beneficial to have different types of MBMS Service Identity, see above.
	Source: LGE (31)



	192
	10.3.9a.8
	The implementation of PLMN identity in the ASN1 IE ‘MBMS-ServiceIdentity is inconsistent with the tabular description in 10.3.9a.8. 

The tabular contains a single CV reference to PLMN identity. The ASN1 contains a more complex choice structure that reflects the PLMN definitions contained in the MIB. It appears that the tabular is out of date and in need of revision to make consistent with the ASN1.
	The tabular should be aligned with ASN1 by including the multiple PLMN list as in the Master Information Block. and the choice options defined in the ASN1.
	Source: Siemens (7)



	193
	10.3.9a.8
	The ASN1 IE ‘MBMS-ServiceIdentity’ should be changed to ‘MBMS-ServiceIdentity-r6’ to be consistent with other MBMS IEs.
	Change ‘MBMS-ServiceIdentity’ to ‘MBMS-ServiceIdentity-r6’.
	Source: Siemens (15)



	194
	10.3.9a.9
	In 10.3.9a.9 'MBMS Session identity' the text "Octet string (1)" is in the wrong column. 
	"Octet string (1)" should be removed from Semantics description field and placed in the Type and reference field.
	Source: Siemens (12)



	195
	10.3.9a.11

	MBMS specific timers and counter, the “type and reference” should be “Enumerated” instead of “Integer”
	Change from Integer to Enumerated
	Source: LGE (12)



	196
	10.3.9a.11
	MBMS-TimersAndCouneters-r6 contains T318, which should be optional, and should be enumerated.
	Change the ASN.1 accordingly.

IE is MD in tabular (default 1000). Should that be reflected in asn1 (i.e., use of the 'DEFAULT' statement) or not?
	Source: LGE (28)

Discussion

	197
	10.3.9a.11
	MBMS-TimersAndCouneters-r6 should be “MBMS-TimersAndCounters-r6”
	Remove the e in Couneters
	Source: LGE (29), Siemens (16)

Corrected.

	198
	10.3.9a.12
	MBMS Transmission identity, the session Id should not be useful for the case of the Scheduling? So it might be usefull to have a separate branch, or at least a Note to make it conditional….
	Discuss
	Source: LGE (19)



	199
	10.3.9a.13
	The condition ‘rel-6’ does not really reflect in which case it is applied
	Use CV-mbms instead
	Source: Samsung (20)



	200
	10.3.9a.14
	MICH configuration information, the STTD indicator is still for FFS
	Decide on the use of STTD for MICH, align on Boolean as in ASN.1
	Source: LGE (13)



	201
	10.3.9a.14
	In “MBMS-MICHConfigurationInfo” several times DEFAULT is used. Is this normal?
	Check

IE is MD in tabular (default 4). Should that be reflected in asn1 (i.e., use of the 'DEFAULT' statement) or not?
	Source: LGE (30)



	202
	10.3.9a.14
	In 10.3.9a.14 'MICH configuration information' the 'Need' column for 'STTD indicator' is marked as FFS. 
	Change to MP. An alternative would be to make it MD but this would be inconsistent with the ASN1 (MBMS-MICHConfigurationInfo-r6).
	Source: Siemens (13)



	203
	10.3.9a.16
	Neither the DAR nor the OOS functionality applies for MSCH (see previous comment (Samsung (??)))
	Tabular and ASN.1 are consistent
	Source: Samsung (21)

To be discussed

	204
	10.3.10
	The constant 'maxMBMSservDedic' seems not to be used.
	Remove.
	Source: Ericsson (9)

Correction in draft CR.

	205
	10.3.10
	Missing REL-5 tag (constant <maxTFCsub2>).
	Add REL-5 tag.

Is it used anywhere? Should it be deleted?
	Source: Ericsson (10)

REL-5 added in draft CR.

	206
	14.12.4.1
	Inter RAT Handover Info With Inter RAT Capabilities: the GSM security mode info IE is present in the ASN.1 but is not in the tabular. Should it be added tabular?
	It is understood that the IE 'GSM Security Capability' contains the GPRS encryption algorithm used in case of PS handover to UTRAN. Hence, it seems tabular should be aligned to ASN.1, but required confirmation from the group.

Ericsson: question about consistency with IE "MS Network Capability" (TS 24.008), where GEA/1 to GEA/7 bits are provided (but GEA0 to GEA2 in TS 25.331).
	Source: Motorola (8b), Ericsson (38)

Discussion.

	207
	14.12.4.1, 10.3.3.42, 10.3.3.42a
	Like in the "Inter RAT handover Info", certain IEs seem to be missing, cf. 10.2.16d (Motorola 6a/6b).
	Solving the problem for 10.2.16d should solve the problem here as well.

Not an issue if 10.2.16d is solved.
	Source: Motorola (8a)

–

	208
	14.12.4.2, 10.3.3.42
	IE 'UE-CapabilityContainer-IEs' missing in R6 branch of SRNS RELOCATION INFO message.
	Physical Channel Capabilities (R6) have been merged into the R6 branch. To be deleted and replaced by the "container" (including, e.g., IE 'Device type' from 10.3.3.42 (IE 'UE radio access capability').
	Source: Ericsson (34)

Correction in draft CR.

	209
	14.12.4.2, 10.3.3.42a
	Comment text in asn1 with criteria for including IE 'UE-RadioAccessCapabBandFDDList-ext' is unclear.
	Clarify that the IE shall be included in IE 'UE-RadioAccessCapabBandFDDList-r6' when the UE supports Band I-VII and needs to indicate measurement capabilities for Band VIII-XXII.
	Source: Ericsson (35)

Correction in draft CR.

	210
	14.12.4.2, 10.3.7.45
	The 'measurement results for monitored cells on non-used frequencies' not included in R6 NCE.
	Include in 'SRNS Relocation Info' R6 NCE.
	Source: Ericsson (36)

Correction in draft CR.

	211
	14.12.4.2, 10.3.8.7
	If the IE 'UE-CapabilityContainer-IEs' is included in the R6 branch of SRNS RELOCATION INFO message, the IE 'MS Radio Access Capability' is duplicated.
	Revert IE 'InterRAT-UE-RadioAccessCapabilityList-r6' to IE 'InterRAT-UE-RadioAccessCapabilityList-r5' and delete the 'r6' version.
	Source: Ericsson (33)

Correction in draft CR.

	223
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