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1 Introduction

It is believed that quite a few of the FFSs indicated in TS 36.300 ‎[1] can, based on current agreements, be either closed or considered Stage 3 material. This contribution presents a list of these FFSs and proposes actions for their removals.
2 Closable FFSs
In this section, we present a list of FFSs from ‎[1] which we believe should be closed based on current agreements and/or for being of Stage 3 character. 
	
	Section
	Location
	Current text and Proposal

	#1
	5.4.1.1
	1st subbullet under "Support for Hybrid-ARQ-related signalling"
	-Transport via physical layer of Hybrid-ARQ related information (exact info is FFS) associated with the DL-SCH, to the peer HARQ process at the receiver side;
Proposal: The exact info mentioned does not seem to be Stage-2 material. Hence "(exact info is FFS)" could probably just be removed.


	#2
	6.1.1
	last bullet
	-Padding (FFS).
Proposal: As a consequence of the TF selection agreement, MAC padding has in principle been agreed. We propose to remove the FFS.


	#3
	6.2.1
	3rd last bullet
	-Flow Control between eNB and UE (FFS);
Proposal: It is our understanding that no reasons for having flow control between eNB and UE in E-UTRAN have really been presented. Thus, we propose to remove this line completely.



	#4
	6.3.1
	4th bullet
	-In-sequence delivery of upper layer PDUs at HO in the uplink (FFS);
Proposal: We believe this bullet can be rephrased similar to the text capturing the DL agreement. In fact they could be combined into: "-In-sequence delivery of upper layer PDUs at HO;". Possibly with an addition of "for both UL and DL" at the end for clarity.


	#5
	7.3
	1st bullet ("concatenated messages"), 3rd subbullet
	-Integrity protection of the NAS messages from RRC is FFS as integrity protection is already applied in the MME.
Proposal: As discussed (and agreed?) in Sorrento, we don't need to specify this in Stage-2. Thus, we would propose to remove this line from the Stage-2 TS.


	#6
	7.3
	3rd bullet
	-It is FFS if RRC Direct Transfer messages or RRC messages with concatenated NAS messages can use the same logical channel as the RRC only messages.
Proposal: As previously agreed, also mentioned in Sorrento, the main differentiator between our currently agreed 2 SRBs is priority not content. Hence, we can remove this bullet or rephrase it to indicate that it is not the content (RRC only or NAS), but rather the priority that determines which SRB to use.



	#7
	8.2
	under identities broadcast in the cell (close to end)
	-Uniquely identifying the cell in the area (size of area is FFS).
Proposal: The actual size of the area seems a bit off-topic. What is meant is probably the required size of the identity. Could this be a Stage-3 issue? Then we can remove the FFS part; i.e. the "(size of area is FFS)".


	#8
	10.1.1.2
	2nd bullet, 1st subbullet
	-Cells listed in the serving cell system information broadcast are searched and measured by the UE; it is FFS whether the UE can search and measure cells that are not listed in system information;
Proposal: As agreed at RAN2#56bis, cell-search would be used intra-frequency to find neigbour cells. Thus it seems that the UE should have the capability to search and measure cells not listed in system information.


	#9
	10.1.1.2
	3rd bullet
	-Measurements may be omitted if the serving cell attribute fulfils particular search or measurement criteria. The criteria and rules relating to which measurements may be omitted are FFS;
Proposal: The last sentence, including the FFS, can be moved to Stage-3.


	#10
	10.1.1.2
	4th bullet
	-Cell reselection identifies the cell that the UE should camp on. It is based on cell reselection criteria which involves measurements of the serving and neighbour cells. Details for cell reselection criteria are FFS (e.g. whether a cell specific offset is applied to measurements);
Proposal: The last sentence, including the FFS, can be moved to Stage-3.



	#11
	10.1.1.2
	last paragraph
	Cell access restrictions apply as for UTRAN, which consist of access class (AC) barring and cell reservation (e.g. for cells “reserved for operator use”, other purpose are FFS) applicable for mobiles in RRC_IDLE mode.
Proposal: The "other purposes are FFS" can be removed since the inconclusiveness is anyway indicated by the "e.g. ...".



3 Possibly closable FFSs
In this section, we present a list of FFSs from ‎[1] which we believe could be closed based on current agreements, for being of Stage 3 character and/or after minor discussion.
	
	Section
	Title
	Current text and Proposal

	#12
	4.1
	Overall Architecture( Functional Split
	NOTE: it is FFS whether User Plane tunnel establishment takes place together with the RRC activation.
Status: Pending RAN3 decision

Proposal: This note does not seem to make sense if the UP tunnel is established by EPC so we could probably just remove the note.


	#13
	5.4.1.5
	Physical Layer for E-UTRA( Physical-layer model of E-UTRA transport channels( Uplink Shared Channel
	-Transport via physical layer of Hybrid-ARQ related information (exact info is FFS) associated with the UL-SCH, to the peer HARQ process at the receiver side;

Status: it was agreed at RAN2#56bis not to signal TF in UL to minimize UL control signaling. NDI remains to be discussed, but NDI-less UL HARQ has been proposed to completely eliminate Hybrid-ARQ-related UL signaling.

Proposal: it is proposed to discuss the UL NDI  in order to close this open issue.


	#14
	6.1.1
	MAC Sublayer( Services and Functions
	NOTE: How the multiplexing relates to the QoS of the multiplexed logical channels is FFS.
Proposal: it is proposed to remove this FFS from Stage 2 and study it as part of Stage 3.


	#15
	10.1
	Mobility( Intra-E-UTRAN
	-The QoS profiles in use by the UE (SAE bearer attributes) are sent to the target eNB by the source eNB, and it is FFS if also the currently used AS configuration is sent (intra-MME case);
Proposal: consider it an optimization for Stage 3
-UE accesses the target cell via contention-based RACH (the use of dedicated resources for accessing the target cell in a contention-free manner is FFS).

Proposal: agree on possibility to use dedicated signatures



	#16
	10.1.2.7
	Mobility( Intra E-UTRAN( Mobility Management in LTE_ACTIVE ( Timing Advance
	In RRC_CONNECTED, it remains FFS whether the timing advance is permanently maintained or not. If not, MAC knows if the L1 is synchronised and which procedure to use to start transmitting in the uplink (FFS for RRC).

Note: it appears to be an unnecessary restriction to require UL sync to be permanently maintained in RRC_CONNECTED. It would also seem unnecessary to involve RRC with UL sync.

Proposal: it is proposed to change the text to: “In RRC_CONNECTED, MAC knows if the L1 is synchronised and which procedure to use to start transmitting in the uplink”.



4 Proposal
It is proposed to discuss and try to agree on closing the FFSs presented in this contribution.
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