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Object:
Control-Plane Session Report
6.2
Control plane

6.2.1
RRC (36.331)

6.2.1.1 
Status

Input from rapporteur only. E.g. endorsement of latest overall rapporteur CR covering changes agreed so far, open issue list and potential further rapporteur update proposals related to non-controversial corrections.
R2-084509:
E-UTRA RRC main issues
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Comments can be provided offline to the rapporteur.
=>
Noted
R2-084510:
CR on Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications
Rapporteur (Samsung)
=> 
Approved as basis for further updates
6.2.1.2
System information broadcast 
Including stage-3 detailed solutions for ETWS
SI-size signalling

R2-084193:
System Information TB size handling
Motorola
Disc
R2-084375:
TBS for the format 1C
Samsung
Disc.
-
Motorola assumes that RAN1 was not unaware of the overhead. However the main reason for RAN1 to do something in this direction is to have a small PDCCH so that they can reach the cell edge sufficient reliably.
-
Ericsson indicates that the comparison is not completely correct: the price of a PDCCH bit is more costly than a PDSCH bit. However there will still be savings if we would not have the SI-1 bits.
Discussion

-
Ericsson wonders if RAN1 could not make the same coupling for 1C as they have done for 1A. 

Size:

-
QC wonders why we should restrict to the RB2/3 column.

-
The size should at least be sufficient to handle the worst case largest size SIB. In addition it could handle concatenation.

-
Motorola points out that 1C also has to cover RACH.

-
Motorola proposes from 70-1600 with exponential granularity. However all octet aligned. Even a bit larger sizes would be nice (e.g. up to 2000) because they would allow more concatenation and decrease UE power consumption.
=>
Will sent a short LS as already agreed (R2-084618). Will indicate that we could add bits in SI-1 if really required, but point out that they are relatively costly due to the repetition SIB1 periodicity. RAN2 wondered why e.g. not a new TBS table could be made but leaves this to RAN1.
=>
For system information size 70-1600 with exponential granularity. However all octet aligned. Even a bit larger sizes would be nice (e.g. up to 2000) because they would allow more concatenation and enable decrease UE power consumption. 
=>
RAN1 has later decided not to have the 2 bits in the SIB1. We will wait for receiving updated information on this before responding. So no need to send R2-084618.

SI-change

R2-084427:
Value tag extension
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331
=> Updated in R2-084702

R2-084702:
Value tag extension
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331
-
Panasonic supports the intention. Panasonic would prefer 1 or 2. E.g. change duration to 3 hours.
-
QC wonders what is the new information ? NTT DCM discovered that UL interference can change up to 20dB during the rush hour. This is possibly to support but it would not be possible to take actions afterwards. Also we have to consider the aggregate of all parameter changes.

-
NTT DCM clarified that in UMTS they had severe problems with the value tag sizes.

-
Ericsson thinks we are going back to previous discussions. First it was mainly ACB which we solved. Now it is UL interference. Ericsson thinks that since the UL is orthogonal the power settings can be more conservative. NTT DCM indicates that currently we have a setting accuracy of 2 bits.

-
Panasonic thinks it would be good to have some more bits/shorter period so that we can have a more reliable system. Panasonic thinks there is no battery consumption impact when we go to 3 hours.

-
CATT supports NTT DCM that also for future requirements it might be nice to have some more freedom.
-
Nokia would like to increase to 10 hours, so that when he comes home in the evening. However they agree it is not a big issue but nothing for free.

-
QC would like to make sure it is the last change.

-
TMO indicates that for the periodic TAU times of 3 hours are quite typical. So 3 hours should be ok.

=>
Go to 5 bits / 3hours. Will see update text proposal in R2-084792
R2-084792:
Value tag extension
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331
=> TP is agreed
R2-084113:
System information change handling during RACH procedure
Panasonic
TP 36.331
-
Panasonic thinks that this text proposal together with the Ericsson CR for MAC RACH (for UP activity) should provide a complete solution.
-
Samsung wonders if it is necessary to handle all parameters rather than only RACH ? 

-
Nokia thinks the wording should be improved, e.g. if periodical reporting is ongoing.

-
Samsung wonders if we should not limit to RACH only ?  RACH should already be handled by the Ericsson MAC CR proposal.

-
Huawei thinks this is somewhat up to UE implementation.

-
Nokia points out that in general it is ofcourse better to take new parameters into account asap.

=>
Noted; can think this more for the future.
R2-084212:
System Information Change during Connection Setup Procedure
Motorola
Disc
=>
Withdrawn
Other non-ETWS
R2-083844:
Speed dependent scaling
T-Mobile
TP
36.331
=>
Huawei indicates that the parameters are already defined. TMO agrees.
-
Huawei wonders if it is really required to be able to able to scale both up and down ? TMO thinks this is important.

=>
Huawei wonders why the base Treselection is removed ? TMO clarified they removed it in SIB3 and added in SIB4.  Should keep this in SIB3.

=>
Infineon would appreciate short names.

=>
Ericsson points out that there are quite a few ASN.1 errors. QC indicates need is missing for quite a few optional parameters

-
NSN wonders where the numbers come from. TMO indicates that they copied from UMTS, and for Qhyst scale up and down. TMO assumes it is sufficient to have 4 scaling values, since the UE will round to the nearest second anyway.
R2-084311:
Scaling parameters in Active mode
Huawei
TP
36.331

=>
Should ensure that the scaling is done in the same way also for Active.

=>
Should use short names

=>
Will see updated text proposal which has the idle mode corrections based on TMO (with agreed corrections), and add the active mode reselection parameters from Huawei (with comments).

=>
Will see text update proposal in R2-084793
R2-084793:
Scaling parameters in Active mode
Huawei
TP
36.331
-
TP now proposes Treselection per frequency
=>
TP is agreed
R2-084489:
Value tag clarification
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
-
QC thought the value tag would not cover SIB1 because it is in SIB1. So it would not give you additional information.
-
Ericsson wonders how it works for changes in the MIB ? E.g. what if the PHICH changes ? Nokia assumes you cannot even read SIB1. QC agrees that if there is a system information change, the UE has to read both MIB and SIB1 ? 

-
Ericsson wonders if this means that if the UE periodically checks the value tag, it always has to read the MIB ?

-
Motorola thinks the second part of the sentence in 5.2.1.3 should not be there; what is the intention. Nokia wants to clarify that then the UE does not need to read the MIB.
-
ZTE thinks it would be nice to exclude SIB1. In this case if the UE is paged for a change and the value tag is not changed, it has taken SIB1 changes into account but does not need to read other SIBs.
-
Samsung assumed the value tag does not cover SIB1. When you read SIB1 you always need to take it into account.
-
Motorola thinks we think further about how the UE knows that the MIB has changed.

-
Panasonic thinks it is better to cover SIB1 with the value tag as well so that you don’t have to check the parameter values in SIB1 when returning in-service. Ericsson thought SIB1 was originally covered, however they are also fine the other way.

-
Infineon would prefer the value tag to cover SIB1.

-
Samsung thinks really currently it is clear that SIB1 is not covered. Before we also had different terminology for SIB1.

-
NTT DCM would be happier if SIB1 is not covered since it would save value tag range. LG also thought SIB1 was not covered.

-
NTT DCM wonders if this means that if the SI scheduling information changes, this does not result in a value tag change ?

=>
Agree that SIB1 is not covered by the value tag as currently indicated. No need for the CR.
R2-083882:
Move of PCCH configuration to SIB1
Qualcomm
TP
36.331
-
ZTE thinks that the delay between the 2 SIBs is in order of 10ms, so there is no real problem. It is only 10ms half the time. The other half is it 90ms. The 25% is for a missed paging occasion, bit a missed page.
-
Nokia sees no big problem. This is why we repeat the paging. Nokia thinks SIB1 is repeated to frequent for such information. Vdf agrees with Nokia. 

-
NTT DCM wonders what the scope of the paging configuration is ? Is it PLMN or can it be different per cell. We agreed it could be different per cell.

-
Samsung assumes there are a lot of parameters in SIB2 for which there would be some gain if we move them, but Samsung hopes we don’t discuss every parameter.
=>
Noted
R2-084147:
Clarifications on SIB 8 and Miscellaneous Corrections for CDMA2000 Interworking
Nokia Siemens Networks
TP
36.331
-
QC indicates that the condition is on network support, which is a bit strange. Normally it is e.g. related to UE support. Samsung agrees that it should just be optional.

-
oneXRTT-LongCodeState should just be OPTIONAL, and then in the field description we can indicate that it is only applicable for SRVCC. Will also need to add a “need”

=>
Will see updated text proposal in R2-084794
R2-084794:
Clarifications on SIB 8 and Miscellaneous Corrections for CDMA2000 Interworking
Nokia Siemens Networks
TP
36.331
=> TP is agreed
R2-084092:
Signalling of Reference Symbol Configuration in Neighbour Cells
Philips, NXP Semiconductors TP
36.331
-
Ericsson assumes the number of reference signals depends on the number of antennas, and this we provide at handover. So what would this parameter denote at handover. Philips thinks that this information as proposed here can be available to the UE before the handover. So it could help measurements before the handover.
-
Ericsson thinks that for the measurements, we already have the neighbourCellConfiguration. Maybe we can check with RAN1 whether this is usefull.

-
After offline discussion, it is not usefull for after handover PDCCH reception, but it might be usefull for measurements for neighbouring cells before handover in FDD as well. Ericsson thinks this is a RAN4 generated parameter. We need also to have a correct reference to RAN4 specs. However Ericsson agrees it is useful for FDD as well.

-
QC proposes to send a small LS. 

=>
Will sent a small LS asking RAN1/4 for scope and usefulness and reference in R2-084796. CATT would also like to ask if this is only intra-freq or also inter-freq
R2-084250:
Paging resuming during RRC connection establishment procedure
CATT
TP
36.331
-
Samsung has a contribution on this, which would like to remove the “stop acting on paging messages” during connection establishment.

-
Panasonic assumes that checking of SI-change is always continuing. Is this the common understanding ? Panasonic assumes the sentence was only for unicast.

-
Some clarification is needed
After offline discussion

=> 
UE should continue to check for system information changes (on whatever mechanism it is using).

=>
Dedicated paging reception should be continued in LTE_IDLE. Should only be stopped at reception when going to connected. If paging is received after starting connection establishment (but not in connected mode yet), NAS should handle collisions. NAS anyway handles other collision cases.

=>
Need to see a TP which removes this “stop acting on paging messages” from RRC Conn establishment.

=>
This change is covered by R2-084383
R2-084383
Corrections for connection control
Samsung
TP
36.331
=>
Text proposal is agreed.
ETWS: Primary notification
R2-084478:
ETWS Primary Notification delivery over E-UTRA
NTT DOCOMO, Inc.
-
QC assumes we still need some indication in paging ? NTT DCM thinks at least a 1 bit “immediate change” should be included.
-
IDT understands the 4s is not a requirement for security information.  So why not send the primary notification on paging,  and the corresponding security information on the SIB. NTT DCM would be fine with this if it is clear that the security would not need to meet the 4s requirement. However we did receive the indication of “asap”, so therefore NTT DCM thinks their current proposal is sensible.

-
NSN wonders if security would typically be there ? If it is typically there, it might be sensible to combine it in a SIB.

-
NSN wonders how we handle late entrants. Late entrants are probably easier to handle if everything is combined.

-
Vodafone thinks the information should be combined.
R2-084151:
Paging Enhancement for ETWS-PWS notification
Vodafone
-
Vdf thinks this can be used for secondary notifications also, and also for UMTS.

-
Motorola wonders what happens if the UE starts to receive in the middle ? Vdf explains that the UE can still collect the complete message based on the SN’s.

-
Huawei thinks that this method is possible but we should choose the simplest. Huawei thinks the paging method is more complex. E.g. segmentation. So why not use the broadcast channel ? QC also thinks the SIB approach is simpler. 

-
Huawei wonders if normal paging continues during the 5s period. Vdf agrees there would be no normal paging during this period.

-
NTT DCM is assuming that there is security information on the secondary information. Maybe this is something to check.

R2-084307:
System Information for ETWS message
Huawei

-
It was questioned whether this for all UE’s or only for ETWS UE’s ?  Huawei only wants it for ETWS UE’s. Huawei is thinking we have a general mechanism, but the actions would only be for ETWS UE’s.
-
QC wonders how this works ? Does the UE realize from SIB1 that it is only for the primary notification ? 

-
Ericsson assumes that when the UE receives the immediate paging, the UE would acquire SIB1 which contains scheduling information for the “primary-notification-SIB”. Question is how this works for non-ETWS UE’s ? 

-
Question is whether the bit in the paging is an “ETWS bit” or an “immediate SI change bit”. Also Nokia would like to limit this to ETWS.

-
IDT was assuming that SIB1 would always include the ETWS scheduling information
R2-083994:
Scheduling of ETWS primary notification
ZTE
Disc
-
Huawei prefers to keep the information together. Seems to introduce quite some complexity if we split. Ericsson agrees with this. Ericsson pointed out that the SIM will indicate whether the UE should accept an unsecure indication or not.
-
Keeping the information together should enable to stop the paging much earlier. NTT DCM sees no real gains with splitting the information and agrees it is simpler to keep the information together

-
Panasonic would prefer to make a more general mechanism. Since it is quite complex it seems strange to only have it for ETWS. Ericsson thinks that since it is quite complex, UE would strongly prefer to only have it for ETWS UE’s.
-
IDT is fine to send all the information together. But why not always include all the scheduling information always ?

-
QC sees some benefits of having preconfigured scheduling information. Infineon thinks it will complicate the scheduling. You have more control if you do it with the normal scheduling e.g. prioritise the ETWS SIB.
-
Note that a system should not make a SIB1 change within the 80ms.
-
NTT DCM confirms the secondary notification has security information.
	 Agreements:
 1) Primary Notification + Security information will be provided by system information
 2) At least for now, the introduced mechanism is only for ETWS. 

 3) Have 1 bit in the paging message which indicates “ETWS primary notification present”. UE would then immediately (i.e. not wait for SI modification period) read SIB1 to find the scheduling information for the “prim-not-SIB” and read the corresponding SIB. 




ETWS: Secondary notification

R2-084481:
ETWS Secondary Notification delivery over E-UTRA
NTT DOCOMO, Inc.
-
Support message segmentation
R2-084496:
System Information Segmentation
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
-
Nokia would prefer to have the ETWS specific SB as proposed in 3.1.

-
QC wonders if is usefull to change the size of the segments during the transmission. QC thinks it is important that the UE can obtain the segments from different rounds. Nokia also thinks it is important to be able to collect the segments from different rounds. Maybe we only need to limit that the size cannot change when the transmission has started (unless another message needs to be transmitted).

-
Samsung assumes that if we do not need the segment number if we have a fixed scheduling. Samsung thinks it could be implicit where the first segment starts. Ericsson thinks this could work, but Ericsson would like some robustness and be happy to have the segment indication and last indication.

-
NTT DCM points out that we received LS that the size should be extendeable for the future.
R2-083934:
Details of delivering secondary ETWS notification in E-UTRAN
Ericsson
Disc
R2-083995:
Delivery of ETWS secondary notification
ZTE
Disc
-
Samsung wonders why we would have padding ? We can change the number of RB’s / MCS.

-
ZTE thinks that at least for the last one we need padding. Nokia thinks we already have padding for BCCH.
-
The ASN.1 OCTET STRING will have a length indication for the contents.

-
QC agrees that padding is a network implementation issue.
	Agreements:

1) Will have a special SIB for ETWS which segments the ETWS secondary information conform section 3.1. in R2-084496, but with a separate segment index field and one OCTET STRING. 

2)  Transmission will cycle through the different segments at subsequent occasions for this SIB.   Within one window, only one segment is transmitted
Detailed handing of scheduling of secondary notification SIB is FFS.


R2-084064:
Considerations on ETWS mechanisms
Qualcomm
Disc
Only discuss proposals 2, 7
Proposal 2:

-
NTT DCM see no large problem with adding a bit in the paging since we are still designing LTE. Also sending an IMSI is much bigger. QC agrees.

Proposal 7

-
Question is up to what extend we can use the value tag for this ? QC is mainly concerned about how the UE knows that the ETWS SIBs are transmitted ?

-
Ericsson thinks the scheduling is stil a bit open. Ericsson assumes that the scheduling information in SIB1 is only provided when the UE is actually transmitting the secondary notification. Only if we have preconfigured scheduling information, we seem to need this specific bit.

-
NTT DCM wonders if we are optimising for more than we are required. NTT DCM thinks that by the repetition, a UE entering the cell would already  see the message.
-
NTT DCM clarified that for UMTS we “open” and “close” the CTCH again.
=>
Noted

R2-084093:
Scheduling of ETWS Notifications
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
-
IDT wonders if the a large part of the contribution is based on the assumption that the ETWS changes more often than SI. However this is not correct. LG thinks the secondary notification might be changed frequently. NTT DCM thinks this depends on the operator, but assumes it will not be updated very frequently (at least in the order of minutes / tens of minutes). LG indicates this is relative.

-
NTT DCM agrees with the intention of not changing the value tag, but is it something we need to capture in the spec ? Could be an operator choice ? Ericsson agrees it could be an operator use, but e.g. if we use it for making UE’s aware of changing the secondary notification then it would have to change.
=>
Noted: keep scheduling of secondary notification FFS, however should try to use the existing mechanisms as much as possible.


=> Will see text proposal capturing all ETWS agreements in R2-084797 [come back Friday]
Not available/Late

R2-084094:
Introduction of ETWS to 36.331
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

6.2.1.3
Connection control 
Re-establishment cause values
R2-084434:
Re-establishment cause values
NTT DOCOMO
-
Panasonic assumes integrity failure is rare. So does it really need a separate cause value ? Ericsson agrees with this. If the reconfiguration is succesfull, we could include something in a later message. NTT DCM thinks since it might happen, it would be good to indicate early. Ericsson thinks this is not really needed.
-
QC indicated that for security problems, the re-establishment is only recovering a count problem. QC thinks the integrity failure cause is not essential. ALU agrees.

-
ALU thinks it might be usefull to have radio link failure and handover failure separately. Nortel agrees with this. ZTE also agrees

-
QC thinks radio link failure could be handled under “other”. NTT DCM agrees. NTT DCM thinks that handover failure is not really needed, since handling of handover failure and other cases is the same. Probably only relevant for statistics.

-
NTT DCM thinks still integrtity failure would be interesting to detect that a malicious eNB is in the system.

-
NSN thinks maybe integrity failure is not so important.

-
Samsung wonders if there is any difference in handling of the re-establishment based on the cause value. Samsung assumes that e.g. the basic configuration we have at connection setup (and probably re-establishment) should not be a problem.

-
NTT DCM thinks handover failure can be detected by other means (no reconfiguration complete received)
-
QC understand RLF versus handover, but why is RLF not in other.
R2-083959:
RRC Connection Re-establishment cause values
Ericsson

R2-083881:
Indication of cause values for reestablishment
Qualcomm
TP
36.331

R2-084129:
Update to the RRCConnectionReestablishment Message
Nortel
TP
36.331

=> 
Will come back after the break in R2-084819
R2-084819:
Report of offline discussion on re-establishment cause values
-
Panasonic wonder what “reconfiguration failure does not involve” means ? 
=>
Should clarify that the first cause value is used when the “UE cannot comply with requested configuration”.

=>
Update text proposal in R2-084858
R2-084858:
Report of offline discussion on re-establishment cause values
=>
Text proposal is agreed
TAU in connected mode
R2-084135:
Text proposal for TAU in RRC_Connected and MME Load
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
TP
36.331

-
NEC would like the establishment in the connection request message so that it can be used for prioritisation. NSN wonders what is so different for this case compared to a normal TAU ?
R2-084052:
Tracking Area Update (TAU) after RRC Connection Release
Ericsson
Disc
-
Proposes that UE id in connec req & absence of registeredMME indicates the load balancing.

-
NSN wonders if the second part is not slightly diverting from the SA2 agreement ?  Ericsson indicates that RAN3 already has an indication over S1 to stop forwarding to a certain MME.

-
ALU wonders how this is possible without reserving a UE-Id value ? 

-
ALU thinks one alternative would be in the UE identity to indicate it is for load balancing.

-
Why not have a random nr in the CONN REQ, and absence of the registeredMME. That is actually the Ericsson proposal.

-
ALU is ok with this proposal
-
NEC wonders if the eNB could be under heavy load at the same time as the MME and wants to prioritise connections ? Ericsson does not see any difference compared to the causes we already have (i.e. why prioritise these TAU;s over other TAU’s). Note the MME is not only load balancing UE’s in heavy traffic.

-
Samsung wonders if the UE still has a valid S-TMSI ? NSN assumes the UE does not.
R2-084513:
Impacts of MME load rebalancing in RRC
NEC
TP
36.331

R2-084281:
Cause value and other corrections in RRC connection release
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
TP
36.331

R2-084336:
TAU in RRC Connected and handover for load balancing
Huawei
TP
36.331

	Agreements:

1) TAC is forwarded in both IDLE and CONNECTED

2) New release cause “load balancing TAU” in RRC connection release; Mandatory 2 bit field (“load balancing TAU”, “Other”, “Spare”, “Spare”)

3) UE sends random nr in conection request and no registeredMME. Absence of the registeredMME should trigger the eNB to select an MME (not to capture in stage3, maybe in stage-2)




=> We see text update proposal in R2-084799 [come back Friday]
Physical layer failure detection

R2-084505:
TP on RLF – Higher layer details
Samsung
Proposal 1:
-
ZTE wonders why T311 we need to specify that there is no action on physical layer indications ? Samsung explains that T311 is not only restarted at T310 expiry.

-
Ericsson assumes this proposal is already agreed. Motorola also thinks is already the current situation.  Samsung agrees there is no text changes related to this.

Proposal 2:
-
Huawei wonders if this is really consistent with the definition used so far for “in service” ? Samsung clarifies is that re-entry of service area is something different from “in service” “out of service”; we need to have a starting point when we start RL monitoring. 
-
Samsung assumes in-sync / out-of-sync indications monitoring from L1 is started, but then the RRC has to maintain the state in-service or out-of-service state

-
Nokia wonders where this “in-service” “out-of-service” is used in the current spec ? Nokia thinks it could be modelled without using these terms.

-
Ericsson indicates that in-service/out-of-service are in UMTS only used for IDLE/PCH/FACH mode monitoring. 
-
Infineon wonders whether we could not only model it depending on whether T310 is running or not ? When T310 is not running you would count the in-sync’s, and when T310 is running you count the out-of-syncs.
R2-084048:
Detection of Radio Link Failure
Ericsson
TP
36.331
-
QC wonders why we don’t need L3 filtering. In UMTS also the L1 had filtering (160ms). Ericsson assumes the 200ms indication is sufficient. TMO assumes that most UMTS networks use the filtering. 

-
Huawei thinks with this approach, we would also stop T310 very easily. Do we really want to stop T310 is the UE is above the threshold for 200ms during a longer period of insufficient quality ?

-
Motorola thinks we should keep it simple so if there is no clear need for upper layer filtering we should not introduce it. Nokia is not sure this works. We should first understand the details of the L1 averaging before deciding if higher layers should filter. Nokia’s initial assumption would be that we need filtering.

-
Nokia would like to understand how DRX impacts the L1 measurements to understand the quality of the measurements.
-
Samsung points out that for measurement reports we already gave L3 filtering.  Ericsson thinks the sampling frequency is very different.  Samsung would assumes the sampling frequency woud be similar to intra-freq.
-
Ericsson wonders how the DRX would impact this handling ? Nokia thinks it is unclear how often we get these indications in DRX mode. Ericsson thinks it could be handeled by setting different T310 values.

-
ALU wonders how often the indications come ? LS indicate every radio frame. Ericsson thinks it would be enough that the L1 only reports when it is changed.
=>
Will have an email discussion up to the next meeting [Nokia] on radio link failure monitoring:


1) Do we need filtering in L3 ?


2) Impacts/relation with DRX ?

R2-084328:
Criteria for detecting physical layer problem
Huawei
Disc

R2-084335:
Criteria for re-entry in service
Huawei
TP
36.331

Timer handling at connection establishment

R2-084428:
RRC connection reject handling and T302, T303, T305
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331

=> R2-084703

R2-084703:
RRC connection reject handling and T302, T303, T305
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331

Proposals 1-4:
-
After offline, it was agreed to continue with only 1 timer for reject (T302).

-
QC indicates that the stopping of T302 at reselection is different from UMTS. They are ok with the current simpler behaviour since there is no redirection in the reject message, but they would like to know it is not forgotten.

-
NSN wonders whether T302 can run at T300 expiry. NTT DCM assumes that this could happen at emergency call establishment.

-
CATT wonders about the emergency callback. How is this handled during T302 ? Currently we do not support emergency callback (no paging cause).
	Agreements:

1) Only 1 timer to handle all reject cases (T302)

2) While T302, no access attempts other than emergency calls (i.e. no paging response)

3) Upon cell reselection during T300, the timers T302, T303 and T305 shall be stopped.

4) Upon T300 expiry, the timers T302, T303 and T305 shall not be stopped, if they were running.

5) Upon change of accessBarringInformation in SIB2, the timers T302, T303 and T305 shall not be stopped, if they were running.

6) Upon expiry of T302, T303 or T305, RRC shall inform NAS about barring alleviation for mobile terminating access, mobile originating calls or mobile originating signalling, respectively.


=> Will see an updated text proposal in R2-084803
R2-084803:
RRC connection reject handling and T302, T303, T305
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331
-
Infineon wonders why it is still needed to replace all ACB text ?

=>
Will see update text proposal with only minimal change in R2-084846 [Come back Friday]
=>
Cleanup CR proposal for ACB section which will go for email approval in R2-084847 [Come back Friday]
R2-084332:
Discussion on handling of MT access upon T302 is running  Huawei
TP
36.331

=> Noted without presentation (already covered)
R2-084370:
Clarification on MT access barring during T302 is running
ASUSTeK
TP
36.331

=> Noted without presentation (already covered)
R2-084516:
Clarification on some RRC timers
NEC
TP
36.331

=> Noted without presentation (already covered)
R2-084065:
Timer handling and NAS indication in RRC connection establishment procedure
Qualcomm TP 36.331

=> Noted without presentation (already covered)
T312

R2-084431:
Removal of T312
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331

-
Motorola wonders why NTT DCM thinks that T312 is only for UL/DL problems ? NTT DCM thinks so because in all other cases an other RRC timer is running.

-
PREAMBLE_TRANS_MAC is also used for limiting the number of retransmissions in case of DL data resuming. NTT DCM thinks the same behaviour applies.

-
Ericsson thinks if we want this, we should increase the PREAMBLE_TRANS_MAX. Since PREAMBLE_TRANS_MAX is also used for dedicated preambles, this will increase the reserved resources. NTT DCM indicates this is not correct: the preambles should be reserved during T304.

=>
Come back on Friday

R2-084214:
Handling of RRC Timers T310 and T312
Motorola
Disc

=> Updated in R2-084798
R2-084798:
Handling of RRC Timers T310 and T312
Motorola
Disc

-
Panasonic thinks this was already discussed and then we agreed to have a separate timer. The reason is that the source is different (L1 & MAC). Panasonic is happy to remove T312, but would not prefer to merge the 2 timers. Motorola thinks the indications are used in the same way in RRC. Panasonic thinks that if we have intermittent RACH/L1 problems and only 1 timer, the behaviour is not so clear.

=>
Noted
CS fallback

R2-084517:
Some CS fallback impacts on RRC
NEC
TP
36.331

=> Update in R2-084615
R2-084615:
Some CS fallback impacts on RRC
NEC
TP
36.331

-
Ericsson understands CT1 wants this, but the indication is only needed for error cases. So why introduce the indication in normal cases ? It is optional. It should only be included when the handover is triggered for CS fallback.
-
Ericsson thinks that when an inter-RAT handover fails after NAS received a CS fallback indication, then the UE can conclude that CS fallback failed. 
R2-083936:
Remaining RAN2 issues for CS fallback
Ericsson
R2-084131:
Text proposal for PagingUE-Identity
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
TP 36.331

Discussion

Handover failure handling

-
NSN wonders if the Ericsson solution is really sufficient. If every failure really a reliable indication ?

-
NTT DCM thinks it is nicer if handover success rate is high. So NTT DCM has a small preference for the indicator if this improves the success rate. 
Paging solution
-
Nokia indicates that the MSC can page with TMSI or IMSI. If we map this to S-TMSI, the UE does not know with what identity to respond ?

-
ALU wonders how you would page over the radio if you where paged with IMSI by the MSC ? If the MME pages with IMSI if the MSC pages with IMSI, and pages with S-TMSI if the MSC pages with TMSI, then the UE knows what identity to use after CS fallback.

-
IDT supports having paging cause. ALU supports having the cause

	Agreements:
1) Paging:
- Have paging cause for “CS callback”
2) Handling of handover failure:

- Will have the indicator in the mobility from E-UTRAN. If this handover fails, AS informs NAS.


Look at text proposal in R2-084615:

-
Should also have another cause value in the paging cause and a 3-bit field and a value “psPaging”.
-
In general ALU wonders why we don’t have more cause values ? Does CT1 not need them ? NSN assumes there is no need.

-
CATT thinks that “true” is a reserved word in TTCN. ASN.1 syntax checker does not complain if the true is not in capitals.

=>
Need to see text update for update paging cause field in R2-084805
R2-084805:
Some CS fallback impacts on RRC
NEC
TP
36.331





=>
Can remove the “Other cause values are FFS”.

=>
Agreed with this change
=>  Will send a reply to CT1/SA2 to indicate these decisions, indicate this mapping NAS identities and ask further information on the cause. Can also ask whether paging with IMEI needs to be suported R2-084572
Connection establishment: other
R2-084280
Miscellaneous minor corrections related to connection establishment procedure
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
TP
36.331

-
QC thinks it would be nice to have a reference to the other specifications for the identities.

=>
Will see text update with this change in R2-084806
R2-084806
Miscellaneous minor corrections related to connection establishment procedure
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel Shanghai Bell
TP
36.331

=>
TP is agreed
Handover: other
R2-084380:
Information for the security configuration
Samsung
TP
36.331

=>
KeyIndicator should not be removed

-
QC assumes this is only for handover ? Samsung indicates they also incude the NCC in the re-establishment.

-
It was explained that the “keyincrease” is only from source to target.

-
ZTE wonders whether the ue-RadioAccessCapablityInfo in the AS-Context includes UE supported security configuration ? 

-
NTT DCM wonders whether the new NCC should not be included in the container ? Can be checked offline.
=>
Will see updated text proposal in R2-084807
R2-084807:
Information for the security configuration
Samsung
TP
36.331
=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-084209:
Clarifications on RRC Connection Reconfiguration
Motorola
Disc

Proposal 1a:

-
Ericsson thinks there is no reason to limit this to handover. QC also thinks this might be usefull, e.g. in a reconfiguration and a RLF happens.  Then you can determine whether the UE received the reconfiguration message or not. 
-
Panasonic thinks it is good to remove flexibility, so they would like to support the proposal. Nokia thinks that it is a bit difficult to change the RNTI because the UE needs to receive different PDCCH commands. So it depends on how quickly UE can process the message. So is this really usefull ?
-
ALU sees no use for changing the C-RNTI. 

-
NTT DCM thinks it would be fine to only be able to signal the RNTI at handover.


-
NSN indicates they have provided the same proposal.

-
CATT/QC would like one more meeting to think about this.

=>
Can come back at the next meeting

Proposal 2:

-
Can include this later based on an Ericsson proposal which also adds it for the inter-RAT case.



Proposal 4/4a:

-
In the proposal, no physical channel reconfiguration is applied anymore in the non-handover case. We have to call  the 2 steps separately.
-
Nokia wonders if the network should be aware of the processing time for step2 since it determines when to allocate ?
-
Samsung is a bit uncertain about this way to go. Do we still have a consistent configuration ? In principle we should not apply any new configuration until we act on the new cell.
-
Motorola things today we have 2 steps. Samsung agrees there is a second step but it is quite limited. It is not the total physical channel reconfiguration.

-
Huawei indicates that the physical channel configuration is performed twice. So we should not do that. Panasonic agrees that the physical channel common configuration should be performed in step 1.

-
Samsung thinks it should only be the SPS and PUCCH resource with the special handling.
=> 
Noted
R2-084329:
RRC Connection Reconfiguration including mobility Control Information
Huawei
Disc

Infineon wonders why the SPS text is not also moved ? This should be done as part of step1.
=>
Text proposal is agreed.
R2-084114:
Intra-cell handover
Panasonic
Disc

=>
Confirm that there is no special handling for intra-cell handover
R2-084126:
Update to the RadioResourceConfigCommon IE Definition
Nortel
TP
36.331

Why was the additional condition included. Nortel agrees this should be removed.

=>
Agree to change the 2 parameters to “OC”; rapporteur should include this. 
R2-084204:
Signaling Antenna Configuration and Transmission Mode at Handover
Motorola
Disc

-
Samsung thinks it is not possible in general to avoid all network errors of combination of parameters. There can also be problems related to what the BCCH indicates and what this IE includes. If we have a clear split, we know what part is related to system information.

-
Ericsson would prefer not to do this just to save 1 bit.

=>
No support for this type of optimisation
Re-establishment: other
R2-083983
About PDU content of RRC connection re-establishment message
NXP Semiconductors, Philips TP
36.331

-
CATT wonders how the eNB would know how to set the redirection (network does not know the UE, no UE capability) ? 
-
Huawei thinks we should not add this type of optimisations.

-
NTT DCM thinks if inter-RAT handover fails and then the UE comes back. This could be a potential use case. In this case you can also use connection release

=>
Noted
R2-083972:
About RRC connection re-establishment procedure
NXP Semiconductors, Philips
TP 36.331

=> Noted without presentation
R2-083887:
Correction for RRC Connection Re-establishment Procedure
VIA-TELECOM
TP 36.331

=> 
Revised in R2-084553

R2-084553:
Correction for RRC Connection Re-establishment Procedure
VIA-TELECOM
TP 36.331
=>
Text proposal is agreed
Connection release: other

R2-084305:
Redirection information in RRC connection release message
Huawei
Disc

-
Ericsson would be fine with that. However the intention of the redirection info is to shorten the interruption when the UE is not able to receive paging. So is this not a danger.
-
TMO agrees that this is for limiting the outage time. TMO prefers to keep it.
-
TMO assumes that the dedicated priorities and the redirection info are aligned.  Is this is so, NTT DCM wonders why the UE cannot just select the highest priority layer.

-
TMO indicates that the priorities are only considered in reselection. So if we remove the redirection info, the UE would first camp on the current layer and perform a TAU, and only after that reselect to the highest priority layer.

-
NTT DCM indicates that we agreed to do TAU’s in connected mode. So it seems no problem ?

-
NSN wonders if the priority info needs to be based on the subscription information. So do all UE’s have that ? 

-
QC thinks this is a principle issue. If we can use the highest priority layer for cell selection, there is no problem.

-
We could say that the UE shall select the cell on the highest priority layer.

-
ALU thinks that the redirection info can also be used for redirection to CDMA. Nortel wonders whether there could be cases in which we want to redirect the UE to a layer that is not broadcast in the broadcast. TMO thinks this might still be possible.

=>
Noted; Will take a decision at the next meeting. Will have email discussion on this:” can we remove the redirection info in the connection release ?” [Huawei]
R2-084466:
Miscellaneous Correction on RRCConnectionRelease reception
LG Electronics Inc.
TP 36.331

R2-084115:
TP on duplicated text of RRC connection release
Panasonic
TP
36.331

-
Difference between Panasonic and LG is where the sentence is introduced.

-
QC thinks the Panasonic proposal is more correct.

=>
Agree on R2-084466
Other

R2-083954:
Value ranges of RRC timers
Ericsson
TP
36.331

Proposal 1:
-
Nokia thinks we cannot decide now if we do not know DRX handling. Probably it is better to have this and might update this later when we know more. So can be reconsidered later when DRX impacts require this.

Proposal 3:
-
Nokia wonders if we really need a configurable timer. Could we not just have a fixed timer in the spec ?  Ericsson thinks that since the repetition in the target cell is also configured, it seems logical to configure this. Nokia thinks we could just use the largest value ?  Motorola agrees with Nokia that not so many values are needed. Ericsson thinks it is not nice to always to have the UE away for the longest time. TMO assumes the UE is back earlier if it has found the information. Nokia clarifies that still the UE has to follow the DRX.

-
Nokia asks what is the problem to specify 1s for intra-LTE, and 8s for inter-RAT ? Huawei is fine with a non-configurable timer. TMO thinks also 1 timer is fine.

Proposal 5:

-
Panasonic is fine with the values, however would like to apply T304 only to inter-RAT CCO.

	Agreements: ?

Proposal 1: T310 is proposed to be configurable to [0, 50, 100, 200, 500, 1000, 2000, spare] milliseconds.  
Proposal 3: Fixed value of 1s for intra-LTE, and 8s for inter-LTE

Proposal 4: Introduce the configurable value 2 seconds for T304 at intra-LTE handovers.  
Proposal 5: Introduce the configurable values [ms100, ms200, ms500, ms1000, ms2000, ms4000, ms8000, spare] milliseconds for T304 at inter-RAT handovers. 

Proposal 6: Assignment of T304 to the value of t304 is introduced according to the attached text proposals.


=>
Will see an updated text proposal in R2-084809
R2-084809:
Value ranges of RRC timers
Ericsson
TP
36.331
=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-083958:
Value range for bearer identities
Ericsson
TP
36.331

-
Was already discussed as part of the ALU document before. ALU is fine to stop at 32 for the drb range.
=>
Noted; issue was already discussed.
R2-084519:
Clarification on AS NAS concatenation (stage 3)
NEC
TP
36.331

=> Updated in R2-084802
R2-084802: 
Clarification on AS NAS concatenation (stage 3)
NEC
TP
36.331

-
ALU thinks the note can be removed
-
Samsung indicates that a condition for the network is normaly described in the beginning of the section.

-
Did we conclude on the inter-RAT handover ?

-
NSN wonders about the handling of the release.  Will there be concatenation for that case ?

=>  Noted: should first also think about the inter-RAT handover/release cases before finally including something.
R2-083977:
About RRC connection reconfiguration procedure
NXP Semiconductors, Philips
TP 36.331

-
Samsung indicates that Nokia had a paper in the past, and then we agreed not to specify this storing.
=>
Noted; should be clear already (revert back everything except physical channel configuration)
R2-084066:
DRB establishment indication to NAS
Qualcomm
TP
36.331

-
Ericsson wonders if DRB modifications also need to be indicated to higher layers ? TMO wonders if there is anything that can be modified that is relevant for NAS ? 
=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-084310:
Miscellaneous Corrections on Connection Control
Huawei
TP
36.331

=> 
Text proposal is agreed but w.r.t. proposal 1 indicating “and connection re-est” instead of “or connection re-est”.

R2-084433:
Dedicated signalling of T311
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331

-
CATT wonders what the UE should do if the value is not included at handover: continue to use the current value, or use the value from the SIB in the new cell ?  NTT DCM assumes the UE would continue to use the old value. This should be clarified.
-
Motorola wonders if we need this in both common and dedicated ? 

-
TMO wonders why we would want to have a shorter one for voice ? Main concern from NTT DCM is a correct quick indication to the user in the voice case. 

-
Nokia wonders what really the user experience difference is ?  ALU has some sympathy for this proposal.
-
TMO thinks this is a very small optimisation
=>
Noted

R2-084132:
Text proposal for PagingCause
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
TP 36.331

=>
Withdrawn
R2-084279:
CDMA Message type for  UL Information Transfer
Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Motorola, Nortel, Nokia Siemens Networks, Verizon
TP
36.331

=>
Withdrawn
Not available/Late

R2-084318:
Text proposal for Clarify of RLF
Huawei
TP
36.331
6.2.1.4
Measurements
Ocs

R2-084512:
Clarification on Event A3 parameters
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
T 36.331

-
LG is fine with the proposal from Nokia. 
-
LG thinks it would be good to also clarify Ofs (taken from serving frequency).

=>
Should add clarification for the Ofs offset

=>
Will see text proposal update in R2-084810
R2-084810:
Clarification on Event A3 parameters
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
T 36.331
=>
TP is agreed
R2-084345:
Clarification on Ocs IE
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

=> Noted (covered with R2-084512)
Equations

R2-084485:
Measurement report triggering
Fujitsu
TP
36.331

=> Text proposal (change highlighted in yellow) are agreed.
R2-084385:
Corrections for measurement control
Samsung
TP
36.331

=> Noted (already agreed with R2-084485)
Measurement configuration

R2-084326:
IRAT measurement & report quantity
Huawei
TP
36.331

Do we need the report quanty ? Only for E-UTRA we so far have the separate reportquantity and quantityconfiguration.
=>
Can remove the ReportQuantity IE fro the ReportConfigInterRAT IE.

-
NSN wonders why have enumerations with one value ?  They don’t cost any bits.

=>
Should see text update correcting the ASN.1 errors and removing the indicated IE in R2-084811
R2-084811:
IRAT measurement & report quantity
Huawei
TP
36.331

=>
TP is agreed
R2-084068:
Activation of measurement
Qualcomm
TP
36.331

NSN thinks the first intended new sentence is more logical in the 4th indented sentence.

=>
Will see slightly update text proposal in R2-084812
R2-084812:
Activation of measurement
Qualcomm
TP
36.331

=>
Agreed
R2-084116:
Clarification on measurement configuration
Panasonic
TP
36.331
Proposal 1:

-
Ericsson wonders if this is a network constraint or UE behaviour ? LG thinks this is an error case and should not be captured. LG thinks the UE behaviour is already clear when one of the two legs is removed. Panasonic thinks it is not clear at configuration, when only 1 of the 2 legs is configured. This is indeed a network implementation error.
-
CATT sees no harm to clarify this.

-
Should be captured as a constraint on the network ? Samsung wonders where we stop if we start to clarify this type of error. Ericsson agrees that it would be good to clarify
=>
Should be captured as network constraint.

Proposal 2

-
NSN wonders what the UE is expected to do ?

-
Ericsson wonders if this limitation is really needed ? If you don’t have the intra-freq object, you don’t have intra-freq measurements.

-
Samsung wonders what happens with the existing intra-freq measurement id ? Probably it is lost.

-
NTT DCM is fine with the constraint

=>
Should be captured as a network constraint

Proposal 3/4:
-
Ericsson wonders whether it would not be sufficient to link it to gap creation ? 

-
Samsung thinks we have the same problem for handover and re-establishment. Maybe something like “the next reconfiguration message reactivates the measurement”.

-
Do inter-freq/inter-RAT measurements always need gaps ? No. So we cannot only link it to the measurement gap configuration.

=>
Can think about these proposals for the next meeting: Email discussion up to next meeting Panasonic [Panasonic]: 

1. how are inter-freq/inter-RAT measurements exactly continued at handover/re-establishment ?

2. have to consider UE’s that do require gaps and UE’s that do not require gaps

3. e.g. always stop and continue at first reconfiguration message after re-establishment/handover, or at first change of objects after re-establishment/handover, …..

=> Will see updated text proposal for proposal1/2 in R2-084813
R2-084813:
Clarification on measurement configuration
Panasonic
TP
36.331
=>
Agree to the yellow highlighted changes in section 5.5.2.3 

5.5.6.1.3:

-
There was some discussion whether this is the best place to capture this. Can discuss this in the future.
-
Panasonic thinks the object can also be configured in the handover command.

-
Panasonic wants to ensure that the object for the intra-freq exists after the handover.

-
TMO asks if handover is still possible. Panasonic confirms.

=>
Agree to the yellow highlighted changes in section 5.5.6.1.3. 
R2-084123:
LTE-CDMA Measurement IE definitions
Nortel
TP
36.331

=>
For the cdma2000 report quantity, no spare is so far needed. So can align to the Huawei proposal in R2-084326.
-
Samsung thinks that only 2 gap patterns are currently defined in RAN4 ? Anyway it would be good have some spare values. Samsung proposes an enumerated with 2 patterns and 2 spares.

=>
Replace by enumerated

-
 Panasonic points out that if we change to 80ms pattern, then the offset might not be needed. Anyway can keep it for now.

=>
Will see text proposal update in R2-084814
R2-084814:
LTE-CDMA Measurement IE definitions
Nortel
TP
36.331
-
There is an ASN.1 error in the new ENUMERATED (wrong brackets). Also error in bandclass
=> 
Will see text update in R2-084848
R2-084848:
LTE-CDMA Measurement IE definitions
Nortel
TP
36.331
=>
TP is agreed
R2-084344:
Clarification on VarEventsTriggered variable
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

-
CATT indicates that what is still missing after this CR is that we do not create an entry in the variable when we create a measurement.
-
Samsung they address this issue and the CATT concern in R2-084506.

=>
Noted

R2-084506:
Discussion and TP on SON-ANR measurement issues
Samsung
TP
36.331

Proposal 1:

-
Nokia wonders whether it is really so that we cannot have multiple measurement objects per frequency ?  Samsung indicates that that is the current status (section 5.5.1). Samsung clarified that the proposal from the conclusion is incorrect.

=>
Agreed
Proposal 2:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3:

-
LG wonders about 5.5.4.1 fist if, “on the associated frequency”. This is not correct for GERAN.

=>
This should be corrected.

-
LG wonders if the clearing the “cellstoReportList” at periodical reporting expiry is correct for the case of event triggered periodical reporting. For event triggered periodical reporting the new cells should just be added.

-
Intended behaviour:


- for normal periodical reporting: clear the list and include the newly applicable cells.


- for event triggered periodical reporting: continue with the list based on entry/exit criteria

=>
This should be correctly captured in the updated text proposal.

Proposal 4:

-
LG would prefer the term “VarMeasurementReports” instead of “VarReportsTriggered” because the variable is also applicable for periodic reporting. Samsung use this term because the section uses the name. Nokia likes VarMeasurementReports name.

=>
Should use name “VarMeasurementReports”.

-
QC wonders about the multiplicity of the variable. Why “maxReportsTriggered” ? Is it not more logical to have maxMeasurements ?

=>
Multiplicity should be related to maximum number of measurements we can configure.

General:

-
Ericsson wonders if the cellsAddModList includes all cells or only the latest added ?

=> 
Will see a text proposal update of R2-084506 in R2-084815 taking into account comment [Come back Friday]
R2-084251:
Clarification on some issues of measurement
CATT
TP
36.331

Proposal 4 already covered by previous document
Proposal 1:

=> 
Agreed

Proposal 2:

-
The concerning line is the first change in 5.5.4.1. Samsung wonders when this is executed ? Samsung assumes we only create an entry in the variable when the first event occurs.
=>
For now no change.

Proposal 3

-
NSN agrees with the intention but would prefer a slightly improved wording.

=>
Agree to update the field descriptions of reportInterval reportAmount but improve the wording.

Proposal 5:

=>
After 4506, only thing is remaining is to add the import of “measId”

=>
Changes will be included in R2-084815.

R2-084340:
Removal of periodical reporting configuration
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

=>
Noted (already covered)
R2-084343:
Clarification on Measurement configuration
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

Proposal 1:
=>
Agreed
Proposal 2:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3:

-
Samsung thinks in general in case of absence of an IE in ASN.1 which has a default, the default applies. If you want to continue with the old value it should be “OC”.

=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-084465:
Considerations on the unit of Thresh
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

-
The field description of bx-Thresholds should not mention rsrq and rsrp since this is interrat.
=>
Should see text update in R2-084816 [Come back Friday]
R2-084467:
Removal of periodicalReportingOngoing
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

Proposal 1:

-
Ericsson wonders why this change is needed ? LG thinks there is redundancy
=>
Agreed

Proposal 2/3:

-
Should only discuss this when we have agreed on the values.

Proposal 4:

-
Already covered

Proposal 5

=>
Agreed
=>
Agreed changes will be included in R2-084815.

R2-084468:
One shot measurement
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

Proposal 1:
-
Nokia was fine with the old text

-
LG clarifies the only problem after removing the periodicalReportingOngoing is that the Interval sometimes has to be configured unnecessarily.

=>
Noted
R2-084470:
On Conditions to Perform Measurement
LG Electronics Inc.
TP
36.331

Proposal 1:

-
Samsung thinks the intention is when measurements should be performed, not the detailed timing of when the samples are taken. That is more RAN1/4.  QC shares the same opinion: in RRC we have a state of the measurement.

Proposal 2:

-
IDT thinks the intention is to be able not to configure an s-Measure. So the text should be correct.

Proposal 3:

-
Already covered

=>
Noted
R2-084488:
Measurements during DRX
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-
Panasonic is concerned about changing the TTT based on the DRX. If the reports are needed for mobility, large delays could occur to the mobility reports. Nokia partly agrees with this. Nokia thinks we could set the normal TTT to 100ms, and then if we set the multiplication to 5 for a DRX of 500ms, indeed 2.5s might be to long. However still not only one measurement sample should not trigger a report. So maybe we should not linear change the value, but more 3 different values (non-DRX, short DRX, long DRX). Main first question is whether we need to be able to scale the TTT based on the DRX. Maybe also other parameters need to be updated. Note that  this topic is RAN4 related.
-
NTT DCM shares the concern of Panasonic. Mobility reports should be independent of DRX. NTT DCM thikns that if one sample indicates a very low quality, this means that the condition might already have been met during the IDLE period. So it is even more important to report. So they were more thinking about a solution that the UE would take additional measurements when certain criteria are met.
-
Motorola assumes this has been somewhat discussed in RAN4. Main issue is how much harm there is to mobility performance. Ericsson thinks that if the network is concerned about measurement performance, the network should just use shorted DRX cycles.
-
IDT thinks it would be good to do something, but probably more to discuss in RAN4.

-
QC assumed that when the s-measure is crossed, then measurement does not need to be bound to the DRX. Nokia assumes no s-measure only impacts when to measure.
-
Two principle ways to go:

1) Continue to measure in DRX and accept lower performance

2) Specify additional mechanisms so that even in DRX certain/same measurement performance is obtained. (e.g. additional measurements when quality is low)

-
Recollection from the chairman is that in past discussions (more than 1 year ago), for LTE we were more going to 1), and give the responsibility to the network configuration. TMO thinks this should not mean that effectively DRX cannot be used.
-
Ericsson indicates that RAN4 has now specified measurement performance that is relaxed in DRX.
-
NTT DCM would prefer to have additional mechanisms to guarantee some performance.

-
Samsung wonders what the RAN4 status is w.r.t. long DRX performance ?

=>
Can continue offline. If measurement performance requirement continue to be relaxed based on DRX, a proposal like this seems to make some sense. 
Measurement result
R2-083950:
Clarifications on measurement reporting
Ericsson
TP
36.331

=>  revised in R2-084537

R2-084537:
Clarifications on measurement reporting
Ericsson
TP
36.331

Proposal 1,2,3:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 4

-
Panasonic wonders what the intention is for the separation ? Ericsson thinks there are cases when only the serving cell is reported. 

-
Panasonic thinks that e.g. for CGI reporting, there is no need to report the serving cell. LG thinks that for e.g. A4 the serving cell should not be included. 

-
Samsung wonders why it was not solved inside measured results.

-
The usefulness of reporting servingcellquality in case of CGI reporting depends on whether other measurements will continue during CGI reading.

=>
Should think more what should be included in what cases.

=>
Should see TP update in R2-084818
R2-084818:
Clarifications on measurement reporting
Ericsson
TP
36.331

=>
Changes to section 5.5.5. (in green) are agreed
R2-084127:
EUTRAN Measurement Results
Nortel
TP
36.331

=>
Updated in R2-084817
R2-084817:
EUTRAN Measurement Results
Nortel
TP
36.331

=>  Text proposal is agreed
R2-084325:
EUTRA measurement result
Huawei
TP
36.331

=> 
Noted (already covered or decided to think about further)
R2-084118:
Reporting Serving Cell Measured Result
Panasonic
TP
36.331

Proposal 2:
-
Nokia thought we would always use RSRP for serving cell. Panasonic wonders how the comparison would work ? Samsung wonders how this works if you report 2 quantities for neighbouring cell.
-
For intra-freq, Nokia thinks RSRQ is useless.
-
For inter-freq, Nokia wonders if there is a problem if the serving cell is reported with RSRP and RSRQ for inter-freq neighbours. Maybe it does not make so much cell. Ericsson thinks this is really wrong.
For inter-RAT, Nokia thinks RSRP is fine. 

=>
Can think about it for next meeting.
Not available/Late

R2-084117:
DRx dependant reporting criteria
Panasonic
Disc


R2-084216:
Measurement Procedure and Reporting Details
Motorola
Disc

R2-084480
Handling of Periodic Reporting in case Measurement Result is Unavailable
LG Electronics Inc. TP 36.331

6.2.1.5
Inter-RAT Mobility
Non-CDMA

R2-083939:
Alignment of Neighbour Cell Lists and UE-specific priorities
Ericsson
Disc

Proposal 1

Proposal 1 should also apply to other RAT’s in principle.

-
Nokia wonders when this would realy happen. Ericsson thinks this would most likely happen for GSM with multiple carriers. I.e. when the UE moves far away, this could happen. Ericsson agrees this is somewhat of an error case.

-
It was questioned whether when the parameters are not broadcast, does it not mean the frequencies are not there ? Ericsson was thinking about shared network cases where this might happen, but they agree that this is a marginal case.
-
Ericsson clarified the concern is only for dedicated priorities.

-
TMO assumes that when different regions have different deployment strategies, the UE is forced to do a TAU and will get new priority information.

-
Nokia thinks it is already clear in 36.304 in 5.2.4.1 that the UE is only required to consider frequencies for which it has a priority and which is indicated in BCCH.

=> 
Behaviour 2 is already clear in 36.304.
Proposal 2:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3:

-
Some ASN.1 errors

=>
Agreed

=>
Will see updated text proposal in R2-084821
R2-084821:
Alignment of Neighbour Cell Lists and UE-specific priorities
Ericsson
Disc
=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-083941:
GERAN messages used for NACC in MobilityFromEUTRACommand
Ericsson
Disc

-
TMO wonders where the PCCO would be created ? Ericsson clarifies it has to be in the source.
-
NSN wonders if this is really to go. eNB will have to prepare the GERAN message. Furthermore they think there will be a lot of overhead in PCND. Due to segmentation we might have to include up to 20 PCND messages.
-
Samsung points out that if GERAN would create a specific message for this, there should be no real size difference between us including specific IE’s or the new GERAN message. Then NSN thinks we should ask GERAN to make a new message. NSN woud prefer an approach in which the E-UTRAN signals the SI blocks from GERAN. (NSN is worried about the overhead that the fixed size segmentation would create to the SI blocks, whereas the segmentation overhead is only needed to make it over the GSM radio interface).

-
TMO thinks that since we have only CCO to GERAN, the alignment with other RAT’s should not be a big concern. TMO thinks that re-using the RIM procedures (which provide the SI’s) should be simpler than having GERAN define a new message.
-
Ericsson thinks the overhead should not be such a problem since we talk about neighbouring cell information for only 1 cell. So it might be a few PCND messages.

-
If you want to re-use RIM for this case, the eNB has to encode the PCND messages.

-
ALU supports the NSN concerns. Ericsson originally also proposed this approach.
-
Samsung thinks that in principle it would have been nicer if GERAN would have define a NACC message which could have been used from any future RAT type.

=>
Revert the decision; so for CCO to GERAN, we will directly include the necessary GERAN IE’s in the E-UTRAN message.
R2-084119:
Inter-RAT mobility timer handling and other remaining issues
Panasonic
TP 36.331

Proposal 1:
-
Ericsson thinks the timer in UTRAN has a range of values and a default of 1s. Panasonic thinks that the timer should be set the same as the timer in the target RAT, so probably dependant on the RAT type.
-
Motorola wonders if the case of T304 expiring before the timer in the target RAT, is that not an error case ? Panasonic is not so clear why we have T304 at all.

-
Samsung wonders what happens if we don’t have a timer T304, what happens if you don’t find the target RAT ? Panasonic thinks this is handled by UE implementation for GERAN(UTRAN: based on UE implementation, the UE will stop the cell search.

-
Panasonic assumes that in case of handover, the UE does not receive BCCH from the target UTRAN BCCH. So no T312 reading. Ericsson was assuming that the UE would set T312 to the T304 value signalled by E-UTRAN.
-
Panasonic agrees this is possible, but sees no large need.
-
So two usages for the timer:


1) Set T312 to T304 <= Probably not possible since started at different times ?


2) T304 will limit the max search time if the target cell is not found.

-
NTT DCM wonders if we don’t have this timer, when is T312 started ? Panasonic assumes it is started after the target cell is found i.e. after reading SFN.

-
Panasonic think that when the cell search procedure is started, normally we do not stop it. So after it is finished the UE will return with failure.
-
Samsung wonders what happens when T304 expires while you are “connecting” ?

-
ZTE agrees with Panasonic. Motorola supports.
-
If we do not have this timer, the cell search limitation is based on UE implementation, and the default value for T312 is used.

-
NSN would like to get confirmation that the cell search is really not limited at inter-RAT handover ?
-
Samsung wonders why if we remove it for handover, why keep it for CCO ?

-
NTT DCM would slightly prefer to keep the timer.

=>
Can check during one meeting if the process is not sufficiently limited by other timers in source RAT already
Proposal 2,4:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3:

-
Not reflected in the text proposal yet

=>
Will see text update proposal in R2-084842
R2-084842:
Inter-RAT mobility timer handling and other remaining issues
Panasonic
TP 36.331
-
Text in 5.4.2.3 should not refer to 5.3.10.3 but include the corresponding text in accordance with agreed Huawei TP for normal handover.

=>
Will see updated text proposal in R2-084849
R2-084849:
Inter-RAT mobility timer handling and other remaining issues
Panasonic
TP 36.331
=>
second sentence of NOTE in 5.4.3.5 should be removed
=>
Text proposal is agreed with this change
R2-084333:
Timer for handover to E-UTRAN
Huawei
TP
36.331
=>
Proposed text on stopping the timer T304 in R2-084842
=>
Instead of reference to 5.3.10.5, the text now moved to the handover section should also be copied in R2-084842
R2-084125:
Clarifications for Inter-RAT HO
Nortel
TP
36.331

Proposal 1

NSN thinks that since we have now decided on a different proposal for CCO, maybe it is better to have a more general cleanup of the section.

=>
Noted. Awaiting more general update

Proposal 2:
-
Nokia wonders how the eNB would know whether it is 1sRTT or CDMA2000 ? Nortel assumes the eNB will know.
Proposal 3:

-
NSN wonders if we can really delete it ?

=>
Proposals 2/3 agreed; will see text update in R2-084843
R2-084843:
Clarifications for Inter-RAT HO
Nortel
TP
36.331
=> TP is agreed
R2-084252:
UTRA frequency priority list in RRC CONNECTION RELEASE message
CATT
TP 36.331

-
TMO wonders if there is a case that an operator would deploy both FDD and TDD UTRAN. Could be different operators.
-
CATT clarifies that in some frequency bands, it is not clear from the carrier whether it is a TDD or FDD band.

=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-084528:
Reselection thresholds for the priority-based algorithm
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-
Huawei wonders why we need to change this. Nokia thinks that originally the thresholds were used quite differently, but now they are used quite the same. Nokia explains that functionally there should be no change: it is just that for one UE a frequency is either higher or lower priority, and only one threshold needs to be applied.

-
NTT DCM agrees with Huawei concerns. 

-
You can give different dedicated priorities to different users, so for one user another freq can be higher priority, and for another user it is a lower priority. With having 2 thresholds you can implement some kind of hysteresis.
=>
Noted for now.

CDMA

R2-084121:
1xRTT CS Fallback Support
Nortel
TP
36.331

=>
Updated in R2-084713

R2-084713:
1xRTT CS Fallback Support
Nortel
TP
36.331

-
Samsung points out that the conditions are not used correctly for SIB8 since this is a network condition. Can indicate in field description.

-
ALU explains that the registration procedures are quite different in CDMA and 3G. So the MME cannot take ay action
=>
Updated text proposal in R2-084845
R2-084845:
1xRTT CS Fallback Support
Nortel
TP
36.331
=> Text proposal is agreed
R2-084323:
pre-registration in 1x RTT network
Huawei
TP
36.331

=>Withdrawn
R2-084122:
CDMA System Information
Nortel
TP
36.331

=>
Updated in R2-084714
R2-084714:
CDMA System Information
Nortel
TP
36.331

-
QC thinks that the threshX-low/high might need to be in dBm. Nortel thinks it is correct.

=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-084124:
CDMA Mobility Control Information IEs
Nortel
TP
36.331

=>
Updated in R2-084715
R2-084715:
CDMA Mobility Control Information IEs
Nortel
TP
36.331

=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-084317:
CDMA2000 Related Considerations in 36.331
Huawei
TP
36.331

=>
Updated in R2-084804
R2-084804:
CDMA2000 Related Considerations in 36.331
Huawei
TP
36.331

=>
Text proposal is agreed
Not available/Late

R2-084321:
MEID for 1xRTT Pre-registration
Huawei
TP
36.331

6.2.1.6
Other

E.g. general failure handling, UE capability,….

R2-084037:
Protection of RRC messages
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
=> 
Presented in the joint session
R2-083878:
UE capability updates while attached
Qualcomm
TP
36.331
-
Nokia thinks this can be Rel-9.
=>
Capabilities can only be updated at ATTACH/DETACH.
R2-083879:
Proposed reply LS to SA5 on neighbouring cell lists
Qualcomm
Disc
=>
See tomorrow Friday in joint session
R2-083885:
Updating of frequency priority lists for connected UEs and introduction of layer type indicator Qualcomm
TP
36.331
Priorities in reconfiguration

-
TMO thinks having it in the connection release only is fine. Ericsson agrees (no additional test cases).
Layer type

-
TMO sees no reason to have this. Nokia sees some potential benefits but we can think about this.

=>
Should understand CSG mobility better before deciding this.

=>
Noted

R2-083925:
Correcting the field description of need for measurement gaps for Inter-RAT
Ericsson TP 36.331
=>
TP is agreed
R2-083987:
About Generic error handling
NXP Semiconductors, Philips
TP
36.331
-
Nokia/NSN thinks the approach is quite reasonable to have a general error handing section.
-
They woud like to keep only 2 sections from this contribution: ASN1 violation (5.7.1) and unknown or unforeseen message type (5..7.2). The rest seems to be covered by these 2.

-
In 5.7.2., the would like to replace “logical channel” with “DCCH”

-
Samsung assumes that in general we will specify little requirements on the UE for error cases for dedicated cases. So in this respect Samsung agrees with Nokia. Samsung thinks that we do however have to clarify UE behaviour for BCCH extensions.  QC agrees the error handling shoud stay at a quite high level.

-
NXP thinks it is important to have 5.7.3.

-
Ericsson would like to start from 25.331 the corresponding section, and check which section is really needed and which we can do without.

-
Ericsson wonders whether we focus on testing phase or commercial networks ? We sohud define the cases relevant for a commercial network.

=>
Email discussion up to the next meeting which cases to cover in 5.7. and hopefully come to text (NSN)
R2-084072:
RRCStatus message usage
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
=>
Noted  (same subject)
R2-084128:
Mobility IE Range and value updates
Nortel
TP
36.331
=>
Agreed
R2-084253:
Value range of Offset in idle and connected mode
CATT
TP
36.331
=>
Agreed
R2-084133:
Clarification for RRC Status
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc
-
Samsung thinks that we have decided that we have UE controlled mobility until going to connected and not until SMC.
-
In principle we have 3 “mobility situations”:


1) Up to RRC connected: UE based mobility


2) While in RRC connected and no SMC yet: network control mobility, but network cannot really perfom handover


3) After SMC: network controlled mobility

=>
Noted (no need for clarification)
R2-084134:
Text Proposal for RRC Connection re-establishment
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
TP
36.331
-
NSN indicated first change is not really correct

-
We should not indicate stopping individual transmissions (e.g. SRS). 

-
Samsug assumes we should say that the UE forgets the dedicated configuration, and continues with the common phys configuration . Can address for next meeting.

=>
Agree to remove the second sentence in NOTE2 in 5.3.5.6. (rapporteur will take care)
R2-084149:
Dedicated System Information Transfer-Stage 3 TP
Vodafone
TP
36.331
=>
Withdrawn
R2-084150:
Extended Paging Mechanism for LTE
Vodafone
Disc
-
TMO assumes that in LTE we page much less than in GERAN, so they think it is not needed.

-
Vdf thinks that might be possible but they are not sure.

-
TMO explains that in GERAN you page for every packet you transfer, and here it is only for IDLE->ACTIVE. So paging rate in LTE should be significantly lower.

-
Nokia wonders if this could be done in Rel-9 ? This would require sending the UE release to all paging eNB’s.

-
Motorola thinks the paging capacity is not a problem in LTE and we should not have optimisations.

-
Motorola thinks there is some battery impact. However this is only when the extension is really used.
-
Vdf would like to work with max 1 or 2 paging subframes. Motorola thinks paging is just one part. The calls that will be the result will anyway generate much more overhead.

=>
Noted (no support for Rel-8)

R2-084180:
Issue on C-RNTI in Earlier Handover Preparation
ETRI
Disc
-
NTT DCM think they understand the problem, but since after CondA the UE endorses the target cell configuration, the UE has no memory of the source cell configuration. This includes the security configuration.

-
Mechanisms means that the UE has to remember all configuration from source cell even after successful handover. Very late/costly change for Rel-8.

-
Motorola thinks this would be a lot of work or an infrequent case.

=>
Noted

R2-084185:
Miscellaneous Clarifications on Security
Alcatel-Lucent
TP
36.331
-
Spelling error in “characterised”
-
Should talk about Kenb instead of base-key

-
Samsung thinks we have agreed on a CR which makes an AS configuration and an AS context. So the AS configuration does e.g. not include the key (part of the context).

-
ALU+Samsung will do a joint effort to also e.g. clarify NCC and have a complete picture.

=>
Noted

R2-084187:
Need for Key Sequence Indicator in AS messages
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
-
ALU would like to sent a sentence in the LS indicating that RAN2 thinks that KSI synchronisation should not be done with handover command or SMC.
=>
Agree to include such a sentence in the outgoing LS in R2-084573
R2-084283:
NAS triggering connection recovery after RLF
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
36.331
-
ALU proposes to limit the spike by e.g. only having GBR UE’s triggering the recovery.

-
Ericsson still does not see this as a big problem. E.g. Ericsson thinks the T311 could be set to a small value (but still long enough). 
-
For voice, it should never take long before there is again UL data.

-
NTT DCM supports ALU. NTT DCM thinks the system is much less robust for RLF (short T311 (some seconds), only 1 cell re-establishment) and they have some concerns with that. They were ok with these choices assuming NAS would recover. E.g. for tunnel scenario.
-
Nokia thinks in the tunnel scenario, for GBR probably the voice cal is dropped (user does not want to continue with very bad quality). For non-GBR, the UE will probably sent some UL data which will trigger a new connection. OK to have some more delay for these bearers.
-
NTT DCM is afraid about the indication to the user that the connection has been lost. Nokia assumes we are attached always ? It is maybe user interface implementation how this connection state is indicated.
-
QC wonders whether an implementation is not anyway allowed to do this with a layer above NAS ? TMO would prefer a consistent UE behaviour and not tricks. Ether it is a problem or it is not. TMO does not consider it an essential problem.
-
NTT DCM would like to reconsider the multiple re-establishment attempts. (e.g. not start T311 at connection re-establishment initiation, and repeat it if it fails during T311).
-
Ericsson wonders how T311 solves the problem ? NTT DCM thinks that if multiple attempts are allowed, you could set a long T311 which survives the tunnel.

-
TMO thinks the main problem left is probably the user interface indication, and thus we should not spent more time on this.

=>
Noted
R2-084306:
Counter Check Implementation
Huawei
Disc
=>
Note without presentation (await SA3)
R2-084320:
Small correction
Huawei
TP
36.331
=>
TP is agreed
R2-084324:
Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications 36.331
Huawei
TP
36.331
- 
Proposal 2 is withdrawn

Proposal 1:

-
Not really needed since already in field description.

=>
Noted

R2-084374:
Correction to minor errors
ASUSTeK
TP
36.331
-
Only fouth change is relevant.
-
Ericsson wonders if it is possible that these timer are running ? Asustek thinks that if we stop them at normal handover, then we should also stop them at inter-RAT handover.

-
Ericsson thinks that if T310 is running, the UE is trying to resync to the cell.

=>
Agree to text proposal for 4th change.

Not available/Late

R2-084437:
Definition for Cell id, CSG id and TAI for SIB1
Qualcomm
Disc
R2-084422:
CR for deciated preamble expiry control to 36.331
Alcatel Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
TP 36.331
6.2.1.7 
PDU contents details

Inputs regarding general message/SIB contents and information structure (e.g. parameters and their placement) should be submitted under this agenda item, with the exception of L12 configuration aspects (see 5.4). 
R2-083842:
Range of EUARFCN
T-Mobile
Disc
-
CATT is concerned about TDD room. For TTD, the number starts from 26000. TMO thinks RAN4 defines chunks of frequency bands, and with the remaining space we can handle up to 2Ghz spectrum extra for FDD. However TMO would also be fine with going to 16 bits.

-
CATT would like to use 16 bits.

-
Ericsson indicates that currently only 40% of the range is used. So more than 50% can still be allocated.

=>
Text proposal is agreed. If further proof is brought for extending, we could increase.
R2-083851:
Length of the HNBID
T-Mobile
Disc
=>
Agree the text proposal.
R2-083880:
Inter-RAT priorities in idleModeMobilityControlInfo
Qualcomm
Disc
-
TMO thinks that we agreed on per RAT per freq priorities. But you are allowed to set them to the same value for one RAT.
=>
Noted
R2-083955:
Application of ASN.1 extension agreements
Ericsson
TP
36.331
-
Samsung wonders what the situation is for the MIB ? Ericsson assumes it is fixed length TB. Ericsson believes there is only 15 bits so maybe 1 spare should be added. However not included in this paper.
-
QC brings forward that an extensible CHOICE in an extensible CHOICE might lead to parser problems. Ericsson believes this was not a problem for PER.

-
Samsung is ok with the approach for system information. The length encoding might be a bit longer but it is fine.

=>
Agree to the text proposal.
R2-083957:
Spare bits in RRC Connection Request and Re-establishment Request
Ericsson
TP 36.331
-
Samsung would prefer a general statement somewhere e.g. in section 8. For the MIB we might also have it in DL.

=>
Agree that rapporteur will add a sentence to section 8 that “spare bits should be set to zero by the transmitter”. 
R2-084069:
RB mapping info supporting unidirectional RLC-UM
Qualcomm
TP
36.331
-
Infineon wonders if UL and DL could not always use the same logical channel id for on RB ?
=>
Should see updated text proposal which includes only 1 logical id and field description can clarify that something like “the value is applicable for any direction the RB is used”. In R2-084851. Later it was decided to include in R2-084731.
R2-084254:
UE security capability information in handover preparation procedure
CATT
TP 36.331
-
NSN thinks we should have the same parameter over S1. So could reference 36.413 ? So instead of referring to 24.301, we should reference an IE in 36.413.

-
Ericsson wonders whether RAN3 includes this already in the information over X2 ? NSN thinks we could use as a principle to place in the container anything for which the MME does not need to intervene at an S1 handover.

=>
Agree on the TP, but with a change of the reference to 36.413

R2-084255:
Paging DRX cycle
CATT
Disc
-
Nokia indicates that the values are already captured in our specifications (36.304), so there is no reason to inform CT1/SA2/RAN3 explicitly.
=>
Clear in 36.304 which can be used for internal communication

R2-084256:
Some Considerations about Inter-Nodes Message
CATT
TP
36.331
Proposal 1:
-
NSN thinks there is an interaction with the Samsung paper on the container.

-
NSN thinks TDDConfiguration should be imported.

-
Chairman wondered if we should not send SIB1 completely ? CATT thinks that since most of this is access related, it is not so relevant for the target eNB.

=>
Agreed

Proposal 2:

-
CATT is fine with not accepting this, but wonders all this optionality is a good approach for the container. All this information really needs to be present.

=>
Need text proposal update only first proposal in R2-084852
R2-084852:
Some Considerations about Inter-Nodes Message
CATT
TP
36.331
=>
Text proposal is agreed
R2-084348:
Correcting the location of RRC Transaction Identifier
Ericsson
TP
36.331
=>
Noted (already covered)
R2-084376:
Clarification for SFN
Samsung
TP
36.331
-
NTT DCM wonders whether this should not also be indicated in the section on MIB reception ? Nokia thinks there are other cases where we only handle it in the field description.
=>
Text proposal is agreed, with replacing “RF” to “radio frame” in 4 places.
6.2.1.8 
UE specific RRM information at handover

Additional information to be exchanged between source and target eNB at handover ?
R2-084308:
HO analysis
Huawei
Disc
=>
Withdrawn
6.2.1.9 
Methodology

Methodology issues e.g. related to new tabular/ ASN.1 format.
R2-084257:
Use of ENUMERATED {true}
CATT
TP
36.331

-
CATT has verified that there is no TTCN problem anymore for this so they propose to note the paper.
=>
Noted

R2-084282:
Use of Need OC
Alcatel-Lucent
TP
36.331
Delta configurations

-
ALU thinks we might not have any need for this.

-
Samsung thinks if we want to specify behaviour for the presence case we would use OP, if we don’t we use OC.

Transparent IE’s

-
QC would prefer an “need” for every optional IE so also here. However with the updated definition, use of OP seems not possible.

L12 parameters

-
Samsung noted that there are many L1/2 parameters for which we do not specify any behaviour. What about these ? ALU sees no problem. You could use OC or OD if there is nothing else to specify.

General:

-
ALU thinks that for transparent and delta, we coud possibly use optional without a need.

=>
Email discussion up to the next meeting on the usage of these “need”. [ALU] Closing date is one week before the submission deadline.
6.2.2
Cell selection & re-selection (36.304)

6.2.2.1 
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
6.2.2.2
In principle agreed CRs

CR’s already in principle agreed during RAN2#62bis should be resubmitted here for approval

R2-083838:
CSG related correction to 36.304
T-Mobile
CR
36.304
0007
=>
Agreed R2-084853 CR0007 R1 (no change, only removal of first page)

R2-083850:
Support for Manual CSG ID Selection
T-Mobile
CR
36.304
0009
=>
CR is agreed
R2-084258:
Clarification of the medium mobility state criteria
CATT
CR
36.304
0008
-
RAN impact box should be unticked

=>
CR is agreed in R2-084854 CR0008 R1

R2-084494:
CR on Considerations on various open items in 36.304
Nokia Corporation
CR 36.304 0006
- 
CR number not on CR cover but instead wrong rev number.
=>
CR is agreed in R2-084855 CR0006 R1
6.2.2.3 
Other

R2-083841:
USIM less paging occasion calculation
T-Mobile
CR
36.304
(0010)

-
CATT was wondering what happens in the emergency call back ? 

-
Nokia clarifies that only if the UE has a shorter UE specific DRX it will apply that.

-
USIM less UE will not have a UE specific DRX, so always use the default.

=>
CR is agreed in R2-084856 CR10

R2-083997:
Consideration on mobility state detection
ZTE
Disc

-
IDT wonders whether number of handovers and reselections is really the same ?
-
Panasonic wonders what ZTE is really proposing ? 

-
ZTE clarified the proposal:


1) When the UE changes state, what should happen with the evaluation.


2) When the control parameters change without changing state, what shoud happen

-
Panasonic thinks the evaluation is not so time critical so we do not have to specify. Nokia also wonders if there is anything we need to specify. Motorola agrees. 

-
Huawei assumes you should at least not use the old mobility state when you change RRC state or parameters. This could cause unwanted effects.
-
QC thinks it will be hard to test.

-
NTT DCM agrees that this can be left to implementation.

=>
Agree that the detailed handling at these transitions can be left to UE implementation
R2-084259:
Definition of Qoffset in cell reselection criteria
CATT
CR
36.304
(0013)

-
TMO thinks we should use the subscribts consistently
-
Heading of the section changed “intra-freq or equal priority inter-freq cell reselection criteria”

-
Cover sheet should be update (untick RAN)

=>
Some editorial comments. Will see update in R2-084857 CR13R0
R2-084316:
Clarification on cell reselection parameters
Huawei
Disc

-
Coversheet should be updated with correct reason for change
=>
CR is agreed in R2-084871 CR0019

R2-084439:
Removal of cellReservationExtension
NTT DOCOMO
TP
36.331

-
TMO would like to keep it for the same reason as in UMTS. It could also be used 12,13,14.
-
Samsung agrees with NTT DCM: if it is never used, why keep it.

-
NTT DCM thinks unless we define any new behaviour in Rel-8, we cannot use it for 12,13,14.

=>
Noted; operators will discuss a way forward.
R2-084440:
CR to 36.304 on Removal of cellReservationExtension
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.304 (0015)

=>
Noted (accompanying CR)

R2-084532:
Correction to Discontinuous Reception for paging
Research In Motion Limited, NTT DOCOMO CR 36.304
(0017)

-
It was confirmed we only use 10 bits
-
CATT supports this contribution.

=>
CR is agreed in R2-084872 CR0017 R0

R2-084533:
Draft Liaison to RAN3 on “IMSI bits sent on the S1 interface used to determine DRX Paging frame and subframe”
Research In Motion Limited, NTT DOCOMO
LSout

=>
Come back Friday
Not available/Late

R2-083843:
Speed dependent scaling
T-Mobile
CR
36.304
(0011)

R2-084331:
IP check failure
Huawei
CR
36.304
(0014)







