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1
Introduction
This contribution summarizes email discussion [63bis_LTE_B02] on BCCH/PCCH/CCCH error handling.
2
Discussion
14th of October, Rapportuer kicked off the emails discussion and the attached contribution has following proposals.
Proposal#1: To remove the messageClassExtension from the DL-CCCH-MessageType and add four spares for future messages. 

Proposal#2: If the UE receives an unknown DL-CCCH message, the message is ignored, and the UE operation continues as if the message had not been received. (This operation needs to be captured in [1] section 5.7., Generic error handling.)

Proposal#3: Only non-critical extensions, and no spares, are to be used in the DL-CCCH messages. 

Proposal#4: To remove the messageClassExtension from BCCH-DL-SCH-MessageType.

Proposal#5: To remove all spare values from MIB and SIBs.

Proposal#6: To remove the criticalExtensions from system information (and use only the non-critical extensions).

Proposal#7: To remove the messageClassExtension from the PCCH-MessageType.

Proposal#8: To remove the messageClassExtension from the UL-CCCH-MessageType, and add spares to the UL-CCCH-MessageType for future messages (number of spares to be defined).

Proposal#9: To remove the criticalExtensions from the UL-CCCH messages.  

Samsung and Ericsson participated in the discussion and both companies indicated that we should not remove the messageClassExtension in the common channels nor critical extension containers not to restrict future extendibility. For the sake of progress, Nokia and NSN also agreed to focus only on spare values in BCCH. 
For the handling of spare values in BCCH, the following way forward was proposed.

- in some cases it may be possible to specify that when a REL-8 UE receivess a spare, ti should assume a certain value e.g. the highest value it supports
- if for a certain parameter it is not possible to specify such kind of behaviour, it seems appropriate to remove the spares
And based on the discussion above, text proposal is proposed in R2-086268. For the general description on UE behaviour, a contribution (R2-086566) has been submitted to RAN2#64 by Samsung.
3
Conclusion
The messageClassExtension in the common channels and the critical extension containers will be kept as they are. And text proposal will concentrate only on the spare values in BCCH.
And R2-086268 contains the text proposal according to this conclusion.
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