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1 Introduction
This paper aims to focus the stage 3 E-UTRA RRC specification work. This is done by providing a general overview of how the specification work is planned to be progressed. Furthermore, the document provides an overview of the main open issues that the E-UTRA RRC specification work is focussing on.

2 General i.e. main focus areas
The current focus of the work is on resolving the main issues for the major RRC specification areas (since these are assumed most critical for the timely completion of the specification):

1. System information
2. Connection control (including associated security and intra LTE mobility)
3. Measurements 

4. Inter RAT mobility (including associated security)
5. Other e.g. NAS dedicated information transfer, UE capability transfer
The outstanding issues are becoming more and more detailed. Instead of listing each and every detailed issue, it may be considered to start detailed reviews of specific procedural sections and the corresponding PDUs.
3 Main issues

This section includes the main topics on which the E-UTRA RRC specification work is currently focussing on i.e. these are the main topics for the E-UTRA RRC agenda items at RAN2 meetings as well as during the off line work in-between the meetings.

1. System information

· Scheduling information signalling details (i.e. what to signal precisely within the scheduling block). Are SUs scheduled in subsequent sub-frames
· Is concatenation of SUs supported/ needed?
· Which SUs are needed and what are their contents including: how much flexibility is needed wrt. mapping of SIBs to SUs

· Change notification mechanism details: how long can the UE assume the value tag to be valid when returning (from out of service) to a given cell

2. Connection control
· Do we need a procedure to handle the key change in RRC_CONNECTED e.g. following inter RAT handover (stage 2, to be confirmed by SA3). If so, is anything special required for the intra cell handover procedure
· Handover failure/ alignment with RL failure. Also, what are the criteria for detecting ‘in service’ and ‘RL problems’

· The AC checking is incorrect and incomplete e.g. not covering AC 11+ and emergency calls. Also, cell reservation status related checking may be better specified in 36.304. Action upon unsuccessful AC check is missing

· How to handle cell-reselection during connection establishment
· Connection release: to what extend shall the UE try to deliver RLC ACK for RELEASE message

· How to resume operation for RBs other than SRB1 following connection re-establishment

· Detailed message contents and associated procedure details i.e. any additional parameters required e.g. to support key derivation upon inter eNB handover
3. Measurement configuration

· More detailed structure of the measurement configuration information structure e.g. how to handle the interF measurements upon interF handover, how to support modification

· Shall the UE be able to perform Inter-freq/RAT measurements if no measurement gap pattern is activated (i.e. use available DRX occasions)

· Are additional parameters required e.g. to control the stopping the event triggered reporting, to cover SON and or CGI e.g. reporting of specific cells

4. Inter RAT mobility

· How to support CCO i.e. can we transparently transfer a GERAN message (PCCO) as for the handover

· Detailed message contents and associated procedure details i.e. any additional parameters required e.g. to support key derivation upon inter eNB handover
5. Other

· Should the NAS information be forwarded if the AS procedure fails i.e. for the case of a EPS bearer establishment ? Also, should UE-AS initiate re-transmission, assuming NAS supports duplication detection
· How are the capabilities for the different RATs transferred e.g. do we have a seperate container for each RAT?

· Is there a need to introduce a normative section clarifying the UE actions in RRC_IDLE, RRC_CONNECTED and/ or the UE actions upon state change

6. PDUs

· Any additional messages needed e.g. which SUs are needed and what is their contents e.g. mapping of SIBs to SUs – how much flexibility is needed, are specific messages needed for Handover to E-UTRA message and/ or UE capability transfer compact
· Detailed message contents including e.g. which system information is NAS (e.g. TAC)
· Use of pre-defined configurations
· A restructuring of the IE section may be desirable to align as much as possible with the new structure of the procedural specification. Also some sub-IEs do not seem to be needed e.g. because they are obsolete or because for simple sub-IEs no additional level is needed
7. Specification methodology

· Tabular format i.e. can we do without or with a tabular format including limited information

· Are there ways to improve the ‘presentation’ of the ASN.1

· Protocol extension mechanism and the associated error handling
8. MBMS

· MCCH related message sequences and contents
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