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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 FFSs proposed to be closed in TS 36.300
In this section, we present a list of FFSs from ‎[1] which we believe can be closed based on current agreements and/or for being of Stage 3 character. 
	
	Section
	Location
	Current text and Proposal

	#1
	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: RAN1 has agreed not to support data associated UL control signaling ‎[2].

Proposal: it is proposed to remove this bullet in line with previous RAN1 and RAN2 decisions


	#2
	6.1.2.1
	Logical Channels(Control Channels
	-Common Control Channel (CCCH)

Uplink channel for transmitting control information between UEs and network. This channel is used by the UEs having no RRC connection with the network. FFS if CCCH needed in downlink as well.
Status: Since the contention resoulution message at random access can be transmitted when the UE has no RRC connection a CCCH channel seems to be  needed.

Proposal: it is proposed that CCCH is defined both for DL and UL and that the FFS is removed



	#3
	8.2
	“MME identity” and “UPE identity"
	Status: The Early User-Plane solution proposal ‎[3] was relying on having a valid UP ciphering entity in the UPE in LTE_IDLE state.   With the recent decision to move ciphering from UPE to eNB, it is no longer possible to send encrypted data prior to connection establishment (in a security-sense) in LTE. This is because the UP security context has to be available in the eNB. This was clarified by Vodafone just prior to RAN#35 and UPE identity was removed from Section 8.2.

We note that in describing the use of the MME identity, there no longer appears to be reason to distinguish between traffic initially related to UP or CP.
Proposal: We propose to remove the distinction between traffic initially related to UP and CP, respectively as indicated below. In particular, the FFS of the second bullet is removed.
a)
MME identity:

- 
It is agreed that a UE in LTE_IDLE establishing an RRC connection has to provide a unique identification of its current MME to the eNB when the connection establishment is initially related to NAS signalling, in order for the eNB to fetch the UE context from the MME;

-
It is FFS whether this MME identity is also provided when the RRC connection is initially intended for user plane traffic;

-
It is FFS whether this MME identity is provided by the UE to the eNB as a separate identity, or whether this MME identity is included in the TMSI for MME.

	#4
	8.2
	under identities broadcast in the cell (close to end)
	-Uniquely identifying the cell in the area (size of area is FFS).
Status: As discussed at RAN2#57, it is not quite clear what is meant with “size of area” in this bullet, nor what is FFS.

Proposal: It is proposed to clarify the meaning of “size of area” and what is FFS for Stage 2.


	#5
	10.1
	Mobility( Intra-E-UTRAN
	-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 resources (e.g. dedicated signatures)


	#6
	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;
Status: 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. At RAN2#57 some companies disagreed to the above. We note, however, that for initial cell search, a UE would need to search and measure cells not listed in system information. Thus, a UE should indeed have this capability. Furthermore, from a standard point of view, it would be a little peculiar to prohibit an implementation from searching and measuring if it can be done without adverse side effects.
Proposal: agree that a UE can search and measure cells that are not listed in system information.


	#7
	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;
Status: At RAN2#57 it could not be agreed that the detailed criteria and rules would be specified in Stage 3. It was, however, a little unclear what would need to be done in Stage 2.

Proposal: discuss and clarify what needs to be done in Stage 2.


	#8
	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);
Status: At RAN2#57 it could not be agreed that the details for the cell reselection criteria would be specified in Stage 3. It was, however, a little unclear exactly what would need to be done in Stage 2.

Proposal: discuss and clarify what needs to be done in Stage 2.


	#9
	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 1: it is proposed to change the first sentence to: “In RRC_CONNECTED, timing advance does not have to be permanently maintained. Timing advance is established and maintained as needed.”

Proposal 2: it is proposed to change the second sentence to: “ MAC knows if the L1 is synchronised and which procedure to use to start transmitting in the uplink”.



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