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1 Introduction

This document provides an overview of list of issues resulting from the review of the PDU specification including their status. Section includes a number of issues/ proposals that RAN2 is still requested to discuss and conclude. Furthemore, there are several other issues that are still to be done (implemented). The assumption is to handle these in a further revision of the CR towards the next meeting.
2 General discussions

2.1 IE placement

The placement of some IEs seems arbitrary:

· Mobility Control includes a.o. cellIdentity (physical, global, etc), NeighbourCellInformation, Band/FrequencyInfo, PLMN identity, Tracking area code, Scaling related parameters, ReselectionThreshold

· Measurement includes a.o. gapConfig, object, results, bandwidth, qualityConfig, reportConfig, RSRX-Range

· Other includes a.o. UE identities (CRNTI, IMSI, TMSI), UE capabilities, UE timersAndConstants, MMEC, NAS-DedicatedInfo, NeighbourCellConfig, RAT-type, TransactionId, 

Considerations:
· The intention was to use section system information for the SIBs and IEs purely related to the broadcasting aspects e.g. schedulingInfo

· With the exception of the MMEC, all network related identities are in Mobility control. The MMEC is also part of the S-TMSI. In which section to place this seems primarily a matter of taste i.e. there don’t seem to be stong reasons to move the IE

· One can debate if P-Max is better placed in the section on Radio Resources?

Proposals included in Rap-CR:
· General principle is that a global sub-IE should be introduced in the section ‘Mobility control’ for idle mode mobility related information that is used more than once, even if all occurances are on system information

· Move NeighbourCellConfiguration (used in SIB and measurementConfig) to Mobility control
Remaining issues/ proposals that RAN2 is requested to discuss and conclude (not yet included in Rap-CR):

Proposal 1
It seems appropriate to also move P-Max to the section on Radio Resources (note that the IE is already included in RadioResourceConfigCommon)
Proposal 2
It seems appropriate to also move AdditionalSpectrumEmission to the section on Radio Resources or Mobility control
Proposal 3
It seems appropriate to also move CDMA2000-DedicatedInfo and CDMA2000-RAND to the section on Other
2.2 Naming consistentency

The naming of several IEs is somewhat inconsistent, which makes searching somewhat more cumbersome e.g: accessBarring, accessClassBarring, several variants of cellIdentity, config/ configuration, Info/ Information, Meas/ measurement/ measured, Neighbor/ Neighbour/ neighbouring, several variants of OneXRTT
Proposals that are considered agreed, although not (completely) implemented in Rap-CR:

· physicalCellIdentity is used whenever referring to a physicalCellIdentity (applicable for all RATs), whereas cellIdentity is reserved for the longer identity that is broadcasted and globalCellIdentity includes other IEs to identiy the cell uniquely within a wider area
· RATs should be indicated consistently i.e. at the end without dash e.g. physicalCellIdentityUTRA-FDD, globalCellIdentityGERAN
· How to get shorter identities (some are too long)

· Avoid repeating the context in field names (can also simplify procedural specification), unless necessary e.g. because there is a need to have a specific field description
GlobalCellId-UTRA ::=
SEQUENCE {


plmn-Identity

PLMN-Identity,


cellId



BIT STRING (SIZE (28))

}

· Abbreviations and shortened names e.g. SPS, physCellId, Freq, toAddModList, NeighCell, ServCell, BlackCell, meas (i.e. no measured or measurement anymore), report (i.e. no reporting), config (i.e. no configuration), speedStateScalePars, ConnMode, 
· Upper case for abbreviations but not for shortended words e.g. AckNack, Id

· Abbreviations and shorted names should be used consistently

The naming of several constants is also somewhat inconsistent. In some cases there may also be no need for a dedicated constants e.g. a generic maxCell may be used rather than a specific maxCellxxx.

2.3 Other

2.3.1 Use of RAT choices
In some cases there are different variant of the content of a field e.g. depending on the RAT. There are different ways to represent this, as illustrated by means of a number of examples.
Option 1: Single field with content that is entirely RAT specific

RedirectedCarrierInfo ::=


CHOICE {


eutra







DL-CarrierFreqEUTRA,


geran







CarrierFreqGERAN,


utra-FDD






DL-CarrierFreqUTRA,


utra-TDD






DL-CarrierFreqUTRA,


cdma2000-HRPD





CarrierInfoCDMA2000,


cdma2000-1xRTT





CarrierInfoCDMA2000,


...

}

Option 2: Content is entirely RAT specific

DLInformationTransfer-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE {


rat-Type





CHOICE {



nas-3GPP






SEQUENCE




nas-PD







NAS-ProtocolDiscriminator,



nas-Info






NAS-DedicatedInformation,




nas-Par3






NAS-Par3



},



cdma2000






SEQUENCE {




cdma2000-Type





CDMA2000-Type,




cdma2000-DedicatedInfo



CDMA2000-DedicatedInfo



}


},


nonCriticalExtension



SEQUENCE {}





OPTIONAL
--Need OP

}

In addition to the above two rather straingtforward options are one can also think of the following one.

Option 3: Multiple fields with content that is entirely RAT specific

DLInformationTransfer-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE {


dedicatedUpperLayerInfo



CHOICE {



dedicatedInfo3GPP






NAS-DedicatedInformation,



dedicatedInfoCDMA2000





DedicatedInfoCDMA2000

},


otherParameter





CHOICE {



op-3GPP







OtherPar3GPP,



op-CDMA2000






OtherParCDMA2000

},


nonCriticalExtension



SEQUENCE {}





OPTIONAL
--Need OP

}

The use case of option 1 and 2 are rather clear.Option 3 may be useful when there are multiple similar fields for the different (RAT) choices, while there is there is a need to specify something regarding the variants of the fields, either in the procedural specification or in the field descriptions (i.e. there is a need for individual field names).

Remaining issues (169, 171)/ proposals that RAN2 is requested to discuss and conclude (not yet included in Rap-CR):

The specification currently includes the following case:

DLInformationTransfer-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE {


informationType





CHOICE {



nas3GPP







NAS-DedicatedInformation,



cdma2000






SEQUENCE {




cdma2000-Type





CDMA2000-Type,




cdma2000-DedicatedInfo



CDMA2000-DedicatedInfo



}


},


nonCriticalExtension



SEQUENCE {}





OPTIONAL
--Need OP

}

The proposal is to change this to the following (for simplicity)
DLInformationTransfer-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE {


dedicatedInfoType




CHOICE {



dedicatedInfo-NAS




DedicatedInformationNAS,



dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-OneXRTT

DedicatedInfoCDMA2000,



dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-HRPD


DedicatedInfoCDMA2000

},


nonCriticalExtension



SEQUENCE {}





OPTIONAL
--Need OP

}

Proposal 4
Resolve issue 169, 171 in accordance with the above.
2.3.2 Use of if statements in procedural specification (TBD)
If then else statements are not entirely consisten regarding the use of ; and :. The following options are assumed to be valid (still to be implemented consistently in Rap-CR)
-- 1st valid option

if condition a; and

if condition b; and

if condition c:

-- 2nd valid option

If condition a and condition b:
2.3.3 Other outstanding issues
· Consistent application of field descriptions for global sub-IEs i.e. have a field description only when there is something to state regarding the use in this specific case

· Consistent use of field descriptions for local sub-IEs i.e. we could either use seperate tables as used in the section on radioResourceConfigCommon or have a single table with multiple headings (somewhat more concise). Should be done together with issue 24d.
3 Conclusion & recommendation
This paper includes an overview of list of issues resulting from the review of the PDU specification. RAN2 is requested to endorse the status captured in this document as well as the changes included in i the Rap-CR. Furthermore RAN2 is requested to discuss and conclude the folllowing proposals:
Proposal 1
It seems appropriate to also move P-Max to the section on Radio Resources (note that the IE is already included in RadioResourceConfigCommon)
Proposal 2
It seems appropriate to also move AdditionalSpectrumEmission to the section on Radio Resources or Mobility control
Proposal 3
It seems appropriate to also move CDMA2000-DedicatedInfo and CDMA2000-RAND to the section on Other
Proposal 4
Resolve issue 169, 171 in accordance with the following approach.
DLInformationTransfer-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE {


dedicatedInfoType




CHOICE {



dedicatedInfo-NAS




DedicatedInformationNAS,



dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-OneXRTT

DedicatedInfoCDMA2000,



dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-HRPD


DedicatedInfoCDMA2000

},


nonCriticalExtension



SEQUENCE {}





OPTIONAL
--Need OP

}

4 References

[1] 
R2-90170 CR to TS 36.331 (REL-8) on Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications resulting from ASN.1 review [64_LTE_17] (Rapporteur, Samsung)

5 Review issue list (Annex)
Classification: 1: straigthforward clarification/ correction that can be included in next rapporteurs update, 2: small issue i.e. solution expected to be concluded easily e.g. by e-mail, 3: more significant issue i.e. requiring further discussion/ contributions
	No
	Clause(s)
	Description
	Class
	Details (proposed solution/ discussion)
	Status/ ref

	More general comments

	1. 
	References

(& 6.3.4)
	Add [36.101] in 2 Reference and replace [36.101] with TS36.101 [xx]. (X5 times)

Add [44.005] in 2 Reference and replace [44.005] with TS44.005 [xx]. (in GERAN-CarrierFreqList)
	1
	HUA: Should be considered together with issue 2,3
	In Rap-CR

NSN.25

	2. 
	References
(&Field descriptions)
	The specification [36.101] is missing from the list of references. 
	1
	Add TS 36.101 to the list of references and update this reference in field description when applicable. 
	In Rap-CR ERI.4

	3. 
	General
	Style of references
Use a consistent way of referencing
	1
	SAM: Generally change to TS nn.mmm [x(, section]]

ALU: Propose that just e.g. [32] is sufficient in all places. Otherwise there is risk of inconsistency.  If acceptable, rapporteur can make the change after incorporating all other changes. 
ERI: Prefer e.g. TS 36.304 [4]. For L1/L2 parameters it would be good to indicate the particular section as well,  e.g. “See TS 36.213  [23, 10.1]”.
QC: One possibility would be to include the spec number and section outside brackets, and the reference number inside: “TS xx.yyy [z], section a.b.c”
NSN: NSN prefers SAM or ERI solution. TSnn.mmm [x(, section)]
ALU2: OK to mention the spec number (although not needed) but then we should do consistently i.e. also for non 3GPP specs. Some hesitance to have the section number within the square brackets
<RAP: agreement is to use TS 36.304 [4] as default, with the option to include a sub-clause in the brackets e.g. “See TS 36.213  [23, 10.1]”>
	<TBD>
BCM,

SAM.74

HUA.21

ALU.3

QCM.1

	4. 
	General
	Use consistent naming for:

- Neighbouring/ neighbour rather than Neighboring/ neighboring 
	1
	
	In Rap-CR NOK.g1

	5. 
	General

e.g. 5.3.5.4, 5.4.2.3, MobilityControlInformation
	 Cell identity naming is not consist
	2
	Consistently use physicalCellIdentity rather than cellIdentity e.g. targetPhysicalCellIdentity
<RAP: considered agreed; changes still to be done, not only for mobilityControlInfo but also for system information>
	<TBD>
NTT.1

	6. 
	General
	1xRTT identifiers are named inconsistently: i.e. type1XRTT, oneXRTT-SID, cdma2000-1xrttBandClass
and IRAT-CDMA2000-1xRTT-Parameters
	1
	Consistenly apply the name: OneXRTT

Also requires updating of field descriptions and procedure text
NSN: Agree to have consistency where possible but note that tyep1xRTT is a value for the CDMA2000-Type enum while oneXRTT is a label as part of the IE names. So these two should be distinguished to avoid confusion. Also there is a same label viz. “CDMA2000-Type” used a condition tag and as a IE name but differs in the case. The Condtion tag with the same name as an IE could be renamed to avoid confusion.
<RAP: don’t see why we should not apply oneXRTT everywhere>
	<TBD>
HUA.1

	7. 
	General
	SFN is used to refer to System frame number. PHY specs use system frame number. Also SFN is not defined in abbreviations.
	1
	Replace SFN with system frame number.
<RAP: also used in equations e.g. SFN mod x, so proposal is to keep SFN and add abbreviation>
	In Rap-CR MOT.1

	8. 
	General
	View ‘Document map’ includes regular paragraps rather than only headings
	1
	Rapporteur should correct the problem

<RAP: Already addressed by Joern>
	Note
HUA.4

	9. 
	5
	Procedural text for enable/disable
The description upon enabling of some configurations is missing right now. There are 11 IEs/configurations using the structure of enable/disable. So it could be sufficient to have one common statement for the actions upon enabling or disabling. 
	2
	SAM: One possible way forward would be to in general:

· not specify anyting in the procedural specification regarding UE action upon disable, other than a general statement

· to clarify that release comprises of stoping the use of the concerned resources and clearing of the concerned configuration

The general statement should be in a general section e.g. in 5.1 (not only applies for radio resource configurations)

ERI: Add one general statement for the actions upon enabling or disabling.
HUA: agree to add a general statement
<RAP: Considered agreed>
	RAN2#64bis
SAM.5

ERI.2

	10. 
	5
	Do we need procedure text for mandatory paramters and if so, in which cases 
	3
	ERI: it is not required to have procedural text for all madatory parameters.
<RAP: so far there is no requirement to have procedure text for the case an optional IE is received i.e. the only clear requirement for procedure text is upon absence of an optional IE with need code set to OP, for which the UE behaviour upon absence is not specified by field descriptions or in other specifications>
	Note

LGE.4

	11. 
	5
	Editorial

Use of “.” And “;” in the procedural text is not consistent
	1
	Rapporteur can update?
< Since procedure ending is already clarified otherwise, the proposal is that in bullets, never a ‘.’ is never used i.e. neither in case:

a) there are no further bullets in the section or the procedure

b) the bullet includes ‘upon which the procedure ends>
	In Rap-CR ALU.12

	12. 
	5
	Generally use lower caps for the first word in bullets e.g. if rather than If (since there is a preceeding The UE shall)
	0
	Use lower case
	In Rap-CR HUA.10, HUA.14a

HUA.20

	13. 
	6
	Need code in Conditions
It is currently undecided how to specify the need code within conditions
	3
	One way forward would be to indicate one of the regular need code values, whenever the IE is optional to include

E.g. otherwise the field is optionally present, Need ON
ERI: it is ok. We have proposed the same actually.

<RAP: Proposal agreed and implemented. However, a paper is needed to address the cases where currently nothing is currently specified i.e. where just OPTIONAL is indicated, if any>
	In Rap-CR/ RAN2#64b
SAM.9

ALU.15

	14. 
	6
	Use of spares on BCCH


	3
	NOK: Regarding information elements that are sent only on BCCH all spare are proposed to be removed. Regarding information elements that are sent both on DCCH and BCCH the proposal is to remove all spares as well. The latter could be kept, leaving it up to NW implementation issue not to use them, but generally I'd like to avoid such a configurations enabled in the specs if it is easy to achieve. Thus maybe we could remove spares, which could lead to additional overhead on DCCH in future releases as completely new IE needs to be added.
<RAP: It seems difficult to agree excluding all spares i.e. also considering the previous discussions it seems more appropriate to decide on a case by case basis.

ERI: Agree with rapporteur.
NNSN: NNSN will have a contribution on this topic.
<RAP2: It should be noted that when spares are introduced, there is general error handling at the level of a field, in addition to field-specific rules that may be specified. In case no spare is defined, the value becomes an undefined codepoint that when used results in a general ASN.1 violation of the entire message>
	RAN2#64b

NOK.g3

	15. 
	6
	Should we always have a field description? E.g. for ReestablishmentRequest
	2
	Have it for all fields except for
a) the fields using a global sub-IEs, unless there is something specific to note for this case
b) IEs not including multiple field e.g. C-RNTI, RAT-Type, etc. For these cases: remove the field description table completely
Note that behavioural aspects should be comvered in the procedural specification

2>
set the c-RNTI to the C-RNTI used in the source cell (handover failure case) or used in the cell in which the trigger for the re-establishment occurred (other cases);
ERI: Agree with this principle.
<RAP: Principle considered agreed>
	In Rap-CR
SAM.86

	16. 
	6
	Align Field description table when there is no entry 

There are several variants:  %fieldIdentifier% , void and empty 
	2
	No row when no field description is needed, no table when not a single field description is needed (see

<Note that this is different from the guideline in ANNEX A3.3, which suggest an table with one row just indicating: Void>
ERI: Agree with rapporteur.
ALU: OK with this proposal although we had a slight preference for the previous guideline
<RAP: Principle considered agreed>
	In Rap-CR
BCM.37

	17. G
	6
	The maximum number of RBs supported is not consistent:

· For dl-Bandwidth, ul-Bandwidth IE, the maximum is 100

· For some other parameters, a maximum of 110 is assumed e.g. prach-FrequencyOffset (104), etc. 
	2
	Align, either by using 100 or 110 as maximum for all cases

ERI: for dl/ul-Bandwidth the maximum is 100RBs. So prach-FrequencyOffset should be (0..94). What parameters are those using max 110RBs? Need to study case by case.

<RAP: conclude on a case by case basis>
	Note
SAM.75

	18. 
	6
	Editorial

Need should consistently be used in ASN.1
	1
	Always start with a Capital
	In Rap-CR NOK.g1

	19. 
	6
	Currently, in ASN.1 defination, the “explicitValue” branch is placed before the “defaultValue” branch (which is NULL), this is not align with the way we used in “disabe/enable”
	0
	Reverse the order of “explicitValue” branch and “defaultValue” branch. 

Also the procedure description may need adjustment.
ERI: Is this a problem?

<RAP: Aim is to align the use of the branches with/ without parameters. Does not seem needed, but if we go this way it may be better to modify the enable/ disable. Assumed to be concluded as part of that general issue>
	Note
CAT.16

	20. 
	6
	The naming of the ‘last’ spare value is inconsistent i.e. both spare1 and spare0 are used
	0
	Always use spare1
	In Rap-CR HUA.2

	21. 
	6
	Many dots (“.”:s) are missing from field descriptions
	0
	“.” is the solution, at many places.  
	In Rap-CR ERI.3

	22. 
	6
	Use of “otherwise, the field is not applicable.” in the conditions.

The wording ‘not applicable’ may cause different intepretation. And it is not clear with respect to UE behavior in case the field is not present, i.e. is the previously configured value kept or discarded?

E.g. discardTimer is present only at RB setup, otherwise it is not present – but its configured value shall be kept by the UE (i.e. no action).
	2
	Replace, where applicable, “is not applicable” with “is not present”.
<CC-result: I general not applicable will continue to be used, reflecting it is a network error to signal something. So, the general statement is kept unchanged. There may be a need, possibly in limited cases, to clarify the UE behaviour in case the condition for ‘not applicable’ is met e.g no action. Changes related to this latter aspect require a separate contribution>
	RAN2#64b
ERI.5

	23. 
	6.2.2
	In every message header, following information is provided: Signalling radio bearer, RL-SAP, Logical channel: and Direction. However,

1> RLC mode is redundant since

a) in section 5.3.10.1, there’s a note: 

NOTE 2:
RLC AM is the only applicable RLC mode for SRB1 and SRB2

b) 9.1.1.2 specifies that TM mode applies for SRB0
2> Logical channel & direction are redundant since in section 6.2.1, the logical channel and direction info are specified for each message class, e.g.,”the DL-CCCH-Message class is the set of RRC messages that may be sent from the E-UTRAN to the UE on the downlink CCCH logical channel.”
	2
	1) Remove the redundant information RLC-SAP: Logical channel and Direction info. from each message header
<RAP: a note is only informative. A normative statement would be needed to clarify the RLC mode e.g. a statement in the field description>

2) set the RLC configuration value for SRB1 and SRB2 as ‘AM’ in section 9.1.2.1 and 9.1.2.2
<RAP: 9.1 is for specified configurations i.e. for parameters that can not be signalled. Hence not an appropriate location>
ERI: Agree with rapporteur
<CC-result: The information in the message headings, although redundant, is kept>
<RAP: clarification on RLC AM mode is anyhow moved from note to field description of rlc-Configuration within radioResourceConfigDedicated, as part of issue 100>
	Note
HUA.3

	24. 
	SIB3 and so
	 ‘db-6’,…  in q-HystSF-Medium, q-HystSF-High in ASN code, field description in SIB3 should be aligned to ‘dB-6’,…
	1
	Update the ASN code and field description to align ‘db’ to ‘dB’
Affected sections:

· 6.3.1 SystemInformationBlockType3: ASN, field description

· 6.3.1 SystemInformationBlockType8: field description

· 6.3.5 MeasObjectCDMA2000: ASN

· 6.3.5 ReportConfigInterRAT: general description
	In Rap-CR PAN.o15

	24b
	SOS
	Sequence of Sequence

Is the conclusion reached during the RRC Ad Hoc still valid
	3
	RAP: inclusion in the Rap-CR may be desirable, so off line activity to reach an early conclusion is desirable
	RAN2#64b

	24c
	SIBs
	Need codes on system information i.e. use of OP

For several parameters 36.304 specifies the behaviour for the case the related parameters are absent. For such cases OP is used. One can argue that 36.304 does not clarify the dynamic nature indicated by OD i.e. that previously stored values should be discarded following a system info change. On the other hand, we now captured a general rule that all SI fields have need code OD regardless of what is specified. One can regard these statements as is by default "OD" (one can argue though that this is already the current understanding and hence SI does argue that this means there is procedure text clarifying the need for all system information..
	3
	Main question seems to be whether we should indicate need codes for system information and if so, if we should continue using different values (i.e. OP, OD and ON – for upper layer info)
See e.g. 271, 276, 283, 286, 296, 308
	RAN2#64b

	24d
	6
	Field descriptions could be reordered to match ASN.1 definition to improve readability if seen necessary.
	1
	<RAP: This is a general issue. If we remove several field descriptions, it may be possible to do a cleanup. Then, maybe alphabetical order is best i.e. easiest to maintain correct>
	<TBD>
NOK.56

	24e
	general
	Use consistent naming for setup/ release and activation/ deactivation
	3
	<RAP: would be nice to include in Rap-CR, but seems desirable to decide based on a more detailed proposal>
	RAN2#64b

	5.2
 System information

	25. 
	5.2
	“Value tag” is used in several places to refer to systemInformationValueTag in SIB1.
	1
	Replace “value tag” with systemInformationValueTag.
	In Rap-CR MOT.5

	26. 
	5.2.1.3
	Modification period suggests a time while the equation requires a number (i.e. expressed in radio frames)

The modification period boundaries are defined by SFN values for which SFN mod modificationPeriod= 0. The modificationPeriod is configured by system information.
	1
	Introduce m, indicating the number of radio frames comprising the modification period

The modification period boundaries are defined by SFN values for which SFN mod m= 0, where m is the number of radio frames comprising the modification period. The modification period is configured by system information.
ERI: Ok. There is no such field as modificationPeriod. Note that this modificationPeriod also occur in the last sentence of the chapter. Change proposal below (last sentence of the chapter): 

If UE in RRC_CONNECTED, during a modification period, receives one paging message it may deduce from the presence/absence of systemInfoModification whether a change of system information will occur in the next modification period or not.
	In Rap-CR NTT.2

	27. 
	5.2.1.3
	Clarify what the UE should do upon detecting a change notification

Upon receiving a change notification, the UE knows that the current system information is valid until the next modification period boundary. After this boundary, the UE acquires the new system information.
	1
	Acquire system information immediately upon the next modificaiton period

Upon receiving a change notification, the UE immediately acquires the new system information after the next modification period boundary. Until then, the UE applies the previously acquired system information.
	In Rap-CR NTT.3

	28. 
	5.2.1.3
	Section includes the following text:

“SystemInformationBlockType1 includes a value tag that indicates if a change has occurred in the SI messages. UEs may use this value tag, e.g. upon return from out of coverage, to verify if the previously acquired SI messages are still valid. The UE considers system information to be valid for at most 3 hours from the moment it was received.”

It is necessary to make it clear that the value tag is incremented by 1 (modulo 32) when there is a system information change (if the increment is 4 instead of 1 for each system information change, if the UE is out of coverage and there are 8 SI changes, the UE returns to find the same value tag as it has stored).
	2
	Propose to change the text as follows:
SystemInformationBlockType1 includes a value tag that indicates if a change has occurred in the SI messages. The value tag is incremented by 1 (modulo 32) when a change in the SI messages occurs. UEs may use this value tag, e.g. upon return from out of coverage, to verify if the previously acquired SI messages are still valid. The UE considers system information to be valid for at most 3 hours from the moment it was received.
<RAP: Does not seem needed i.e. this just specifies proper E-UTRAN implementation>
ERI: Not needed. Agree with rapporteur’s view: The E-UTRAN must only ensure that the same values are not used within 3 hours. How the field value is toggled is up to E-UTRAN implementation.
NOK: Agree with rapporteur
HUA: see no need., implementation issue
	Note

MOT.6

	29. 
	5.2.1.3
	Validity of csg-PCI-Range in SIB4 is slightly unclear. According to 5.2.1.3 old info becomes invalid when a change notification occurs. On the other hand this particular IE has 24 hours expiry time (see agreed CR R2-087427 for 36.300).
	3
	Capture the agreement from R2-087427 in stage 3. 

Add an explanatory note for csg-PCI-Range (stored information from other cells with scope larger than the cell itself is not considered invalid).


	RAN2#64b
ERI.7

	30. 
	5.2.1.4
	Clarify this procedure is for ETWS capable Ues

ETWS primary notification and/ or ETWS secondary notification can occur at any point in time. The Paging message is used to inform UEs in RRC_IDLE and UEs in RRC_CONNECTED about presence of an ETWS primary notification and/ or ETWS secondary notification. 
	2
	Modify the 2nd sentence: To inform ETWS capable UEs
	In Rap-CR NTT.4

	31. 
	5.2.1.4
	Editor's note:
The details of when the ETWS capable UEs read paging in RRC_CONNECTED is FFS
	3
	To be resolved

ERI: We think that no additional requirements on read of Paging need to be made for ETWS purposes, except what is already defined for sys info modifications, i.e., at least modificationPeriodCoeff times during a modification period. So the editor’s note can be removed.
HUA: we submit a contribution on this issue last meeting, but there was no time to discusse it. In fact, after RAN2#63bis meeting, an offline email discussion was initiated, and no clear objection was raised against our proposal. We’ll re-submit the contribution at the coming meeting.
	RAN2#64b
NOK.3

ERI.8

	32. 
	5.2.2.2
	We should add the case of receiving ETWS info indication as a trigger to acquire system information.
	1
	The UE shall apply the system information acquisition procedure upon selecting (e.g. upon power on) and upon re-selecting a cell, after handover completion, after entering E-UTRA from another RAT, upon return from out of coverage, upon receiving a notification that the system information has changed, upon receiving a notification that ETWS information is available and upon exceeding the maximum validity duration.
	In Rap-CR ERI.9

	33. 
	5.2.2.3
	In the first bullet “1>”, System Information is written with first capital letters
	1
	Write “system information”
	In Rap-CR ERI.10

	34. 
	5.2.2.3
	Clarify that the SIB1 value tag does not apply to the contents of SIB10 and SIB11.

Depending what is decided regarding the validity time for the parameters Message Identifier and Serial Number for SIB10 and SIB11, clarify that the 3hour requirement does/ does not apply to SIB10/ SIB11.
	2
	Change the last sentence in 5.2.2.3 to indicate that the value tag does not apply to these SIBs.

<RAP: It is assumed that the following sentence in 5.2.1.3 is sufficient:>
E-UTRAN may not update the value tag upon change of some system information e.g. ETWS information, regularly changing parameters like CDMA system time (see 6.3). Similarly, E-UTRAN may not include the systemInfoModification within the Paging message upon change of some system information.
ERI: Tend to agree with Rapporteur: The existing text seems sufficient.
NOK: OK – Field description of value tag as well indicates which SIBs are not covered by value tag:

MOT: A clear statement in 5.2.2.3 as Nokia has suggested would be better. The sentence in 5.2.1.3 does not say anything about UE behaviour.
<RAP: UE behaviour w.r.t. when to read SIBs is assumed to be clear. Existing sentence is assumed to be sufficient>
	Note

NOK.4

	35. 
	5.2.2.4
	It seems undesirable to immediately clear the stored msgId and serial number for SIBType11 when entering a new cell where different values are sent. If the UE would move back to the old cell, it could again deliver the same notification to higher layers.
	3
	The UE could keep a record of ‘previously’ delivered notification(s) which clearing is left up to implementation

MOT: Seems to be purely an implementation issue. Not sure why keeping of previously delivered notifications needs to be specified.
HUA: another question maybe: how many values could be stored at the time? If only one value could be store, then every time a new value is coming, the old one should be replaced. Or if multiple values could be stored, then every time a new value arrived, it is stored until a validity time is expired. (see alsoNOK 8, 9)
	RAN2#64b
SAM.1

	36. 
	5.2.2.4
	The sentence:

2> Upon acquiring the concerned system information:

3>
discard the corresponding radio resource configuration information included in the radioResourceConfigCommon previously received in a dedicated message, if any;

Should also include other parameters provided in MobilityControlInformation, e.g. p-Max.
	2
	Propose to move p-Max to radioResourceConfigCommon
NOK: OK
<RAP: Considered agreed. Note that the proposed approach is also applied for one other configuration parameter included in SIB1: TDD-Configuration i.e. this is also included in RadioResourceConfigCommon>
	In Rap-CR
ERI.11

	37. 
	5.2.2.5 
	1> the cell does not transmit or the UE assumes it is unable to acquire the MasterInformationBlock, the SystemInformationBlockType1 or the SystemInformationBlockType2:
	2
	Remove: ‘the UE assumes’ since it does not really add any value brings (i.e. with or without the details of the criterion are not specified)

<RAP: considered agreed>
	In Rap-CR MOT.1

	38. 
	5.2.2.6
	Is the statement regarding the ul-bandwith value to apply only valid for FDD systems ?
	2
	Maybe this is already sufficiently clear?
ERI: We are a bit uncertain of what issue Samsung is referring to. The procedural text related to ul-Bandwidth does not make any distrinction between FDD and TDD. However, the field description specifies that: For TDD this parameter is absent and it is equal to the downlink bandwidth. Hence, we believe that the description is unambiguous and sufficiently clear. However, we think that a default ul-Bandwidth for FDD should also be considered, since the optionality bit is anyway there (Issue 259)
NOK: Probably already clear – Although we do not oppose any changes to indicating that ul-BW only applies to FDD

MOT: Should clarify that this is only for FDD.
HUA: already clear
<RAP: assumed to be sufficiently clear>
	Note

SAM.2

	39. 
	5.2.2.6
	Upon receiving the MasterInformationBlock message the UE shall:

1>
apply the radio resource configuration included in the phich-Configuration;

1>
if the UE is in RRC_IDLE or if UE has received the MasterInformationBlock in order to perform the re-establishment procedure:

2>
if the UE has no valid system information stored according to 5.2.2.3 for the cell in which the MasterInformationBlock is received:

3>
apply the received value of dl-Bandwidth to the ul-Bandwidth until SystemInformationBlockType2 is received.
	1
	Change 2nd bullet 1 & bullet 2 as follows:

1>
if the UE is in RRC_IDLE orin RRC_CONNECTED while T311 is running:

2>
if the UE has no valid system information stored according to 5.2.2.3 for the concerned cell:
HAU: Agree to change bullet1; for bullet 2, we think the original text is more clear.
	In Rap-CR NTT.5

	40. 
	5.2.2.7
	Forwarding of PLMN identities is missing
	2
	Add the forwarding of the plmn-IdentityList to upper layers

NOK: OK – Although should be clear from 36.304 that is is required
	In Rap-CR NTT.6

MOT.2

	41. 
	5.2.2.7
	p-max that is received in SIB1 should be delivered to lower layers
	1
	Upon receiving the SystemInformationBlockType1 message the UE shall:

1>
forward the cellIdentity to upper layers;

1>
forward the trackingAreaCode to upper layers;

1>  forward p-max to lower layers;
<RAP: The change does not seem needed i.e. clear from field descriptions & references>
ERI: agree with Rapporteur.
NOK: agree with rapporteur
	Note
MOT.3

	42. 
	5.2.2.7
	FrequencyBandIndicator received in SIB1 has no related action. How is this used?
	2
	<RAP: The field description refers to 36.101. Is anything more specific needed?>
ERI: The reference to 36.101 in the field description could be clarified by adding a reference to the relevant table (Table 5.2-1 ).
NOK: Should be clear to implementation that UE cannot camp on cell which is of band UE does not support.

<RAP: just a reference to the table is added>
	In Rap-CR MOT.4

	43. 
	5.2.2.9
	Redundant text in:

1>
apply the radio resource configuration included in the radioResourceConfigCommon;
	0
	Change sentence to (i.e. remove redundant ‘radio resource’):

1>
apply the configuration included in the radioResourceConfigCommon
	In Rap-CR NTT.7

	44. 
	5.2.2.15
	Mandatory IEs are explained as “if IE xx is included”

2> if the hrpd-PreRegistrationInfo is included and the UE has not received it within a RRCConnectionReconfiguration message after entering this cell:

3>
if the hrpd-NeighborCellList is included:

3>
if the oneXRTT-NeighborCellList is included:

But hrpd-PreRestrationInfo, hrpd-NeighborCellLis and oneXRTT-NeighborCellList are all mandatory inside IE group.
	1
	The description should be removed.

ERI: Agree. In addition, we note that there is a mis-spelling in the same section: oneXRTT-CSFBRegistrationInfo should be oneXRTT-CSFB-RegistrationInfo
<RAP: the 3 conditions are removed (i.e. not the entire sentence for the first bullet 2)>
	In Rap-CR NSN.1

	45. 
	5.2.2.17
	Validity time for SIB10 Message identifier and Serial Number. The UE should probably not retain these values indefinately and so a criteria for declaring invalid is probably required e.g. UE implementation or 3 hours from storage.
	3
	(Related to SAM.1)
	RAN2#64b

NOK.8

	46. 
	5.2.2.18
	Validity time for SIB11 Message identifier and Serial Number. The UE should probably not retain these values indefinately and so a criteria for declaring invalid is probably required e.g. UE implementation or 3 hours from storage.
	3
	(See NOK.8)
	RAN2#64b

NOK.9

	47. 
	5.2.2.18
	It is not indicated that the UE should assemble the warningMessage from the warningMessageSegments prior to delivery to the upper layer.
	2
	Add a sentence between ‘else if all warningMessageSegments are now received’ and ‘forward the received….’ to indicate that segments should be assembled.
	In Rap-CR NOK.10

	48. 
	5.2.2.18
	It is not indicated that the UE should store warningMessageSegments when received for the first time.
	2
	Add a sentence after the last ‘else’ to indicate that received segments should be stored if not already stored.
	In Rap-CR NOK.11

	5.3
 Connection control

	49. 
	5.3 
	Both EPC and MME are used to refer to core network. Since MME seems to be more related in 36.331, it’s better to use MME instead of EPC 
	2
	Use ‘MME’ when refer to core network.
NOK: OK
<RAP: In general EPC seems the preferred term unless there is a real need to reflect EPC architecture e.g. in case of routing to the previously registered MME. Hence, the suggestion is to change to EPC in s-TMSI field descriptions and in 10.2.4>
	In Rap-CR HUA.5

	50. 
	5.3.1.1
	“The RRC messages to activate security (command and response) are integrity protected” 
The failure response should not be integrity protected
	1
	The RRC messages to activate security (command and successful response) are integrity protected
	In Rap-CR HUA.6

	51. 
	5.3.1.1
	The chapter seems to be an introduction the RRC connection control. Therefore a sentence about release of RRC connection might be added (RRC connection control includes establishment and release of RRC connection). 
	1
	<RAP: Suggested TP: The release of the RRC connection is initiated by E-UTRAN. The procedure may be used to re-direct the UE to another frequency or RAT. In exceptional cases the UE may abort the RRC connection i.e. move to RRC_IDLE without notifying E-UTRAN.>
	In Rap-CR NOK.17

	52. 
	5.3.1.2
	Upon connection establishment new AS keys are derived. No AS-parameters are exchanged to serve as inputs for the derivation of the new AS keys.
	1
	Add ‘at connection establishment’ to the last sentence
	In Rap-CR NTT.8

	53. 
	5.3.1.2
	It might be added that the KAMSE is provided by NAS and not by RRC.
	1
	HUA：We would assume that Kamse is independent of NAS and RRC, so it’s not very precisely correct to say KAMSE is provided by NAS
	In Rap-CR NOK.18

	54. 
	5.3.1.2
	“AS security comprises of the integrity protection of RRC signalling as well as the encryption of RRC signalling and user data.”
“The integrity protection algorithm is common for signalling radio bearers SRB1 and SRB2. The ciphering algorithm is common for all radio bearers (i.e. SRB1, SRB2 and DRBs).”
‘ciphering’ and ‘encryption’ actually referre the same security protection mechanism. Confusion/inconsistency is possible here.
	1
	Only  use ‘ciphering’, that is, all cases of ‘encryption’ shoulb be replaced  with ‘ciphering’
	In Rap-CR HUA.7

	55. 
	5.3.1.2
	Use of a ‘NULL’ integrity protection algorithm is FFS.
	2
	Remove the sentence; the NULL integrity algorithm is not for REL-8 according to SA3 and RAN5.
ALU: Await input from other groups
ERI: remove for the time being. Wait for SA3 further response.
NOK: OK to remove as SA3 indicated that NULL is not needed until REL9 (emergency calls). RAN5 has decided that they do not require functionalities just for testing i.e. NULL is not required by RAN5. See S3-081129 which states that the NULL Integrity algorithm is not for REL-8
<RAP: seems agreeable to ALU after reconsideration>
	In Rap-CR BCM.1

HUA.8

ALU.2

	56. 
	5.3.1.2
	NOTE 1
Security is always activated although in some cases a ‘NULL’ algorithm may be used, e.g. in case of UICC-less emergency calls
	2
	Remove the note; use a ‘NULL’ ciphering algorithm is already indicated in the previous sentence, while UICC-less emergency calls is not part of rel-8.
<RAP: Proposal is to change to: UICC-less emergency calls are not supported in this release of the specification>
	In Rap-CR BCM.2

	57. 
	5.3.1.2
	In order to limit the signalling overhead, individual messages/ packets include a short sequence number (SN).  

This should be made consistent with:

“For each radio bearer an independent counter (COUNT, as specified in TS 36.323 [8]) is maintained”
	1
	In order to limit the signalling overhead, individual messages/ packets include a short sequence number (PDCP SN, as specified in TS 36.323 [8]).
	In Rap-CR ALU.4

	58. 
	5.3.1.2
	In addition, an overflow counter mechanism is used: the hyper frame number (HFN)

This should be made consistent with:

“For each radio bearer an independent counter (COUNT, as specified in TS 36.323 [8]) is maintained”
	1
	In addition, an overflow counter mechanism is used: the hyper frame number (TX_HFN and RX_HFN, as specified in TS 36.323 [8] )
	In Rap-CR ALU.5

	59. 
	5.3.1.3
	For mobility within E-UTRA, handover is the only procedure that is defined.  

Is misleading because redirection on release is possible.
	1
	For connected mode mobility within E-UTRA, handover is the only procedure that is defined
	In Rap-CR ALU.6

	60. 
	5.3.1.3
	Editor's note:
W.r.t. handover there is one UE behaviour regardless of the handover procedures used within the network (e.g. whether the handover includes X2 or S1 signalling procedures).
	1
	SAM: Remove the editors note

ALU: Include this information in the general text in section 5.3.1.3 .  This is useful information for later updates of RRC.
ERI: Prefer the ALU proposal
MOT: Prefer to remove note (X2 vs S1 differentiation does not need to be visible on the air interface)
HUA：agree with SAM
<RAP: eNote is changed into regular text>
	In Rap-CR SAM.65

ALU.8

	61. 
	5.3.2.3
	2>
re-acquire SystemInformationBlockType1 immediately, i.e., without waiting until the next system information modification boundary;
	1
	Change to: modification period boundary;
	In Rap-CR BCM.6

	62. 
	5.3.2.3
	…UE is ETWS capable …
	3
	Need to include ETWS capability in 36.306
<No change to RRC>
ERI: No change needed
NOK: OK
	<Noted>

ALU.10

	63. 
	5.3.2.3
	Italics:


acquire SystemInformationBlockType10
	1
	acquire SystemInformationBlockType10
	In Rap-CR ALU.11

	64. 
	5.3.3.2
	Misleading text in the RRC connection initiation section. Some of the default physical configuration specified in 9.2.4 may remain also after receiving physicalConfigDedicated since delta reconfiguration is allowed
	2
	In 5.3.3.2, reformulate the following text from:

1>
if access to the cell, as specified above, is not barred:

2>
apply the default physical channel configuration as specified in 9.2.4, until explicitly receiving a configuration;

to:

1>
if access to the cell, as specified above, is not barred:

2>
apply the default physical channel configuration as specified in 9.2.4; 

HUA：We think original text is clear. If UE received new configuration, then applies new configuration. This has covered delta reconfiguration case. So nothing needed.
NOK: OK

<RAP: the same change is applied to the semi-persistent scheduling and MAC main configurations>
	In Rap-CR ERI.12

	65. 
	5.3.3.3
	It is not clear how UE-RRC sets the establishmentCause based on information received from upper layers i.e. do we assume the mapping is done in NAS as in UMTS or is it done in AS?
	2
	Didn’t we send an LS. What is the current CT1 status?
ERI: RAN2 sent an LS to CT1. and it is the NAS that defines the mapping.
	Note

BCM.7

CT1

	66. 
	5.3.3.3
	The range of the random value is not clear:
3>
draw a random value and set the ue-Identity to this value;
	1
	Change to:

3>
draw a random value in the range 0 .. 240-1 and set the ue-Identity to this value;
HUA：We think the decription of randomValue in RRCConnectionRequest field descriptions is enough, so nothing needed
<RAP: included since similar text is used already for AC barring>
	In Rap-CR BCM.8

	67. 
	5.3.3.3


	Wrong capatilisation of “Set”:

Set the establishmentCause in accordance with the information received from upper layers
	0
	Change to:

set the establishmentCause in accordance with the information received from upper layers
	In Rap-CR ALU.14

	68. 
	5.3.3.4
	RRCConnectionSetup not only establish the SRB1 but also reconfiguration of the MAC layer and physical layer should be possible
	2
	In 5.3.3.4 change from:

1>
establish SRB1 in accordance with the received radioResourceConfiguration and as specified in 5.3.10;

to:

1>
perform the Radio resource configuration procedure in accordance with the received radioResourceConfiguration and as specified in 5.3.10;

NSN: We are fine with intension but Could we more clearly say that SRB1, MAC and Physical reconfiguration? Instead of just saying radioResourceConfiguration because we cannot setup the DRBs with RRCConnectionSetup... 
<RAP: there is already a condition on E-UTRAN limiting resource configuration to SRB1, so proposal is considered sufficient>
	In Rap-CR ERI.13

	69. 
	5.3.3.4
	2>
set the selectedPLMN-Identity to the PLMN selected by upper layers [TS 23.122, TS 24.008] from the PLMN(s) included in the plmn-IdentityList in SystemInformationBlockType1, in the cell where the RRC connection was established;
	0
	Remove: ‘in the cell where the RRC connection was established’

(note that upon cell re-selection the UE aborts the establishment)
	In Rap-CR NTT.9

	70. 
	5.3.3.4
	We should probably refer to 24.301 and not 24.008 in 

set the selectedPLMN-Identity to the PLMN selected by upper layers [TS 23.122, TS 24.008]
	1
	Update the correct reference
	In Rap-CR ALU.18

	71. 
	5.3.3.4
	1>
if stored, discard the Inter-frequency priority information and the Inter-RAT priority information provided by dedicated signalling using idleModeMobilityControlInfo;
	1
	Change ‘the inter-frequency priority info and the inter-RAT priority info’ to ‘cell re-selection’

ERI: OK to change to: if stored, discard the cell re-selection information provided by dedicated signalling using idleModeMobilityControlInfo

NOK: Similar as ERI

<RAP: main reason is BCM.15 and to be consistent>
	In Rap-CR NTT.10

	72. 
	5.3.3.4
	Since it is an optional IE, the procedural text must mention inclusion in 
2>

if upper layers provide the ‘Registered MME’, set the registeredMME as follows:
	1
	2>

if upper layers provide the ‘Registered MME’, include and set the registeredMME as follows:
<RAP: Not sure if there is a convention i.e. should we explictly say include for all fields or only for optional IEs>
	In Rap-CR ALU.20

	73. 
	5.3.4.3
	It is not entirely clear what the UE action is upon reception of  keyChangeIndicator in SMC
	2
	Change KeyChangeIndicator to an Enum {true} that is conditionally included i.e. not included in case of an SMC (see BCM.45)

ERI: Disagree. As per agreement at RAN2#64, the KeyChangeIndicator is mandatory present; it is a single-bit value for which it does not make sense to introduce optionality.
<RAP: Condition HO i.e. keyChangeInd included in case of handover within E-UTRA and not applicable otherwise>
<CC-Result: Although reflecting current status, defer to the next meeting, as there may be further changes for idle to active following inter-RAT re-selection>
	RAN2#64b
BCM.10

	74. 
	5.3.4.3
	“2>  store the nextHopChainingCount value received by the SecurityModeCommand message;”
	3
	Base on curent agreement, nextHopChainingCount is not used in SMC message, so it is proposed to remove this bullet
According to 7.2.8.3 of 33.401, the MME only provides KeNB, NCC, and NH to eNB in the AS security context. The NCC here is associated with NH, i.e. the eNB does not have the NCC associated with keNB. Thus, the eNB have no way to include NCC associated with keNB in SMC. According to S3-081543, MME and the UE shall initialize the NCC associated with keNB to zero at an initial AS security context needs to be established. So we think the NCC is not needed in SMC case, and the text description in 5.3.4.3 (store the nextHopChainingCount value received by the SecurityModeCommand message) should be deleted also
ERI: Disagree. As per agreement at RAN2#64, the nextHopChainingCount is mandatory present; it is a two-bit value for which it makes no sense to introduce optionality.
NSN: We agree with Huawei. But then why NCC is mandatory in SecurityConfiguration? To save one bit? Should we rather split SecurityConfiguration into two IE group? SecurityConfigurationForSMC and SecurityConfigurationForHO?
The SecurityConfiguation has four IEs now, integrityProtAlgorithm, cipheringAlgorithm, keyChangeIndicator and nextHopChainingCount.
For SMC, only integrityProtAlgorithm and cipheringAlgorithm are needed. For AS continer, integrityProtAlgorithm and cipheringAlgorithm are needed. nextHopeChainCount is needed only for X2 HO. For RRCConnectionReconfiguration (i.e, Handover) all four parameters are needed. Thus we can have two groups of SecurityConfiguration. One for SMC and the other for HO..
	RAN2#64b

HUA.11

	75. 
	5.3.5.3
	1> store the nextHopChainingCount value' 
> Not sure if this is outstanding signaling so that we need to explicitly specify this mandatory field in procedural text
	2
	Remove or leave it
MOT: Can’t find this in 5.3.5.3!
HUA：Couldn’t find it. In 5.3.5.3
<RAP: erroneous comment i.e. no such sentence?>
	Note
LGE.1

	76. 
	5.3.5.4
	1> store the nextHopChainingCount value

> ASN.1 can cover it.(the field is mandatory)
	2
	we could remove '1> store the nextHopChainingCount value'
<RAP: UE action does not seem clear from PDU section>
	Note
LGE.4

	77. 
	5.3.5.4
	 
	0
	Move NOTE 1 to just above NOTE 2
	In Rap-CR SAM.3

	78. 
	5.3.5.4
	NOTE 2:
The UE applies the new configuration, resulting after the following actions, upon switching to the target cell.
	2
	Remove the note; everything should be clear from the normative text

(The main intention of the note was to clarify that the UE does not apply the new configuration in the source cell i.e. not to specify more detailed timing requirements)

NOK:OK

<RAP: Considered agreed, see also 111>
	In Rap-CR QAS.1

	79. 
	5.3.5.4
	Editor's note:
It has been agreed that the UE is not required to determine the SFN of the target cell by acquiring system information from that cell before performing RACH access in the target cell
	3
	Remove the statement only after concluding how to handle SFN dependant activation is specified. Regarding this, it seems preferrable to have a general statement in one place covering all configurations which activation requires SFN

NOK: Maybe this should be changed to NOTE: UE is not rquired to determine the SFN of the target cell by acquiring system information from that cell before performing RACH access in the target cell

NSN: I agree that the note should only be removed if there is a general statement. 
<RAP: Conversion into a regular note seems agreeable>
	In Rap-CR SAM.4

	80. 
	5.3.5.4
	1>
set the C-RNTI to the value of the newUE-Identity;
Setting should only be used for setting a parameter value in an UL message
	0
	Rephrase to: Apply the value of the newUE-Identity as the C-RNTI
	In Rap-CR SAM.87

	81. 
	5.3.5.4
	If MAC successfully completes the random access procedure: 

2>
stop timer T304;

2>
if the UE needs the SFN of the target cell to apply the PUCCH and Sounding RS configuration:

3>
apply the PUCCH and Sounding RS configuration upon acquiring the SFN of the target cell;

2>
else:
3>
apply the PUCCH and Sounding RS configuration;
	2
	There is now a new IE called PUCCH-Configuration. To our knowledge, the PUCCH configuration mentioned in 5.3.5.4 refers to CQI-reporting and Scheduling Request (and not the new PUCCH-Configuration). The text needs to be adapted.
ERI: Yes an update is needed
<RAP: In the concerned text PUCCH configuration is changed into periodic CQI reporting and scheduling request configuration>
	In Rap-CR
NOK.19

	82. 
	5.3.5.4
	The configuration of radioResourceConfigCommon is specified as shown below, 

1>
 configure lower layers in accordance with the received radioResourceConfigCommon;

The configuration of radioResourceConfigConfigDedicated seems missing
	2
	Suggest both being there or not there.
<RAP: Currently the dedicated part of the resourceConfig is covered by the following sentence:

1>
if the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message includes the radioResourceConfiguration
Currently physConfigDedicated is mandatory upon HO while radioResourceConfigDedicates is just optional, need ON. It seems that some alignment may be needed>
ERI: The IE name should be updated to be in line with chapter 6.
NOK: Yes it seems so that some alignment is required
<RAP: the field name was changed to radioResourceConfigDedicated and the procedural section was updated likewise. Same changes for the setup and re-establishment messages (needed because some procedure text is common)>
	In Rap-CR
LGE.3

	83. 
	5.3.5.4
	1>
submit the RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message to lower layers for transmission using the new configuration;
	2
	Remove 'using the new configuration' from the '1>submit the  RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete....' since NOTE2 seems sufficient.

…

1>
start synchronising to the DL of the target cell;

NOTE 2:
The UE applies the new configuration, resulting after the following actions, upon switching to the target cell.

1>
reset MAC;

…
ERI: do not agree. No need to change.
NOK: Agree

HUA: the solution in issue 78 is prefferred. Normative text is more formative than NOTE.

<RAP: Note 2 is removed. Nevertheless the application of the new configuration should be clear already i.e. there are earlier statements about configuring lower layers in accordance with the received radioResourceConfigCommon/ Dedicated>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR LGE.2

	84. 5
	5.3.5.5
	T304 may be running
	2
	Add stop T304, if running

<RAP: My understanding is that this section is entered in case of non-compliance. In case of non-compliance T304 is not started. So no change seems needed>
ERI: agree with Rapporteur.
NOK: Agree that change is not required
	Note
LGE.5

	85. 
	5.3.5.6
	NOTE suggest use of multple dedicated preambles
	1
	Remove the ‘s’ to clarify only a single preamble may be allocated

<RAP: changed to any dedicated preamble, if proivded .., is not available..>
	In Rap-CR LGE.5a

	86. 5
	5.3.6
	The procedure text does not cover unidirectional bearers
	3
	Rewrite the procedure text. Two options:

a) Simple (i.e. not optimise for uni-directional): keep conters mandatory in the messages and set/ assume value to be 0 for the unused direction

b) More extensive change i.e. make counters optional. Also requires changes to the checking by the UE e.g. it may need to include a DRB if E-UTRA has a different configuration regarding the direction as the UE
NOK: option a seems to be appropriate

NSN: As eNB knows which IE/direction to read, the simple solution would be fine.
<RAP: Propose to agree the above principle, while leaving the TP for the next meeting>
<CC-Result: agree to base the soltution on the simpler option a. Anyhow, requires a separate contribution>
	RAN2#64b
BCM.11

	87. 
	5.3.6
	Two NOTE s that do not have a colon.
	0
	Add colon in both places as follows:

NOTE:
	In Rap-CR ALU.27

	88. 
	5.3.7.2
	1>
after having detected radio link failure, in accordance with 5.3.11; or

1>
upon handover failure, in accordance with 5.3.5.6; or

1>
upon mobility from E-UTRA failure, in accordance with 5.4.3.5; or
	0
	Change to ‘upon’ as used for all other cases’
1> upon having detected radio link failure, in accordance with 5.3.11; or


	In Rap-CR HUA.12

	89. 
	5.3.7.4
	Use consistent wording

3>
with the KRRCint key and integrity protection algorithm that was used in the cell the UE was connected to prior to the failure; and
	1
	Change to: was used in the source cell (handover failure case) or used in the cell in which the trigger for the re-establishment occurred (other cases)
	In Rap-CR BCM.12

	90. 
	5.3.7.4,


	2>
set the c-RNTI to the C-RNTI used in the source cell (handover failure case) or used in the cell in which the trigger for the re-establishment occurred (other cases);

2>
set the physCellIdentity to the physical cell identity of the source cell (handover failure case) or of the cell in which the trigger for the re-establishment occurred (other cases);


	2
	We assume that UE shall set the c-RNTI and physCellIdentity to source cell also in case of mobility From E-UTRA failure. The following changes are suggested:

2>
set the c-RNTI to the C-RNTI used in the source cell (handover failure and mobility from E-UTRAN failure case) or used in the cell in which the trigger for the re-establishment occurred (other cases);

2>
set the physCellIdentity to the physical cell identity of the source cell (handover failure and mobility from E-UTRAN failure case) or of the cell in which the trigger for the re-establishment occurred (other cases);
NOK: Seems reasonable
	In Rap-CR HUA.13

	91. 
	5.3.7.4
	physCellIdentity 

should be in the italic font style.
	1
	physCellIdentity
	In Rap-CR HUA.14

	92. 
	5.3.7.5
	The RRCConnectionReestablishment message may not just imply reconfiguration of the SRB1 but also other parts, e.g. the physicalConfigDedicated may be included in the message 
	2
	In 5.3. Change following text from:

The UE shall:

1>
stop timer T301;

1>
re-establish PDCP for SRB1;

1>
re-establish RLC for SRB1;
1>
resume SRB1 after reconfiguring it in accordance with the received radioResourceConfiguration as specified in 5.3.10;

to:

The UE shall:

1>
stop timer T301;

1>
re-establish PDCP for SRB1;

1>
re-establish RLC for SRB1;
1>
perform the Radio resource configuration procedure as specified in 5.3.10;
1>
resume SRB1;

NOK: Agree with intention as the radioResourceCOnfiguration includes parts that affect also other than SRB1

NSN: We agree on the proposal.
	In Rap-CR ERI.14

	93. 
	5.3.7.6
	The UE shall submit the RRCConnectionReestablishmentComplete message to lower layers for transmission.
	1
	Remove subclause and move the single sentence to 5.3.7.5

(note: this is the only case where there is such a subclause for a response/ complete message)

ERI: ok to remove the subclause, but in 5.3.7.5 change the last line to “1> submit the RRCConnectionReestablishmentComplete message to lower layers for transmission, upon which the procedure ends”. In order to align with other procedures.
	In Rap-CR NTT.11

	94. 
	5.3.7.8
	1>
if the selected cell becomes no longer suitable according to the cell selection criteria as specified in TS 36.304 [4], the UE shall:
	1
	Remove the redundant ‘the UE shall’
	In Rap-CR BCM.14

	95. 
	5.3.8.3
	2>
store the idleModeMobilityControlInfo
	1
	Change to:

2>
store the cell reselection priority information provided by the idleModeMobilityControlInfo

(somewhat related to the discussion on the need for the fields within this IE i.e. to what extend there is delta signalling)

<RAP: main reason is BCM.15 and to be consistent>
	In Rap-CR NTT.12

	96. 
	5.3.8.3
	1>
if the RRCConnectionRelease message includes the idleModeMobilityControlInfo:

2>
store the idleModeMobilityControlInfo

2>
if the t320 is included:

3>
start timer T320, with the timer value set according to the value of t320;

1>
else:

2>
use the idle mobility parameters broadcast in the system information;
	2
	Change the sentence after the else to only cover priority information i.e. the other parameters are applicable

2>
use the cell reselection priority information broadcast in the system information;

<Relates somewhat to the discussion on the need for this IE>
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR BCM.15

NTT.13

	97. 
	5.3.8.4
	Should we say:

use the idle mobility parameters broadcast in the system information also on T320 expiry as we do when these are not sent?
	2
	The UE shall:

1>
if T320 expires: 

2>
discard the cell reselection priority information provided by dedicated signalling, i.e. using idleModeMobilityControlInfo;

2> use the idle mobility parameters broadcast in the system information;
NOK: OK – maybe just similar sentence as in the NTT.13/BCM.15
	In Rap-CR ALU.29

	98. 
	5.3.10.1
	In SRB reconfiguration case:

4>
reconfigure the RLC entity in accordance with the default configuration applicable for this srb-Identity as specified in 9.2.1.1;
	1
	Change “9.2.1.1” to “9.2.1”
	In Rap-CR CAT.1

	99. 
	5.3.10.3
	It might be mentioned that the DTCH logical channel is established with the id logicalChannelIdentity. 
	1
	
	In Rap-CR NOK.20

	100. 
	5.3.10.3
	There are some restrictions for DRB reconfiguration that are described in RadioResourceConfigDedicated (for rlc-Configuration and pdcp-Configuration). But for SRBs, the restrictions are given in the procedural text (notes in 5.3.10.1). It would be helpful if all these restrictions are given by either by the procedural text or the IE description (but not a mix).
	1
	Move all SRB constraints i.e. the notes in 5.3.10.1 to the field descriptions (value related)
	In Rap-CR NOK.21

	101. 
	5.3.10.4
	The procedural specification includes text regarding the action upon ‘disable’ but not upon ‘enable’, which is considered confusing/ inconsistent.
	2
	General issue (see SAM.5)

ERI: see issue 9
<RAP: covered by issue 9, so this one can be noted>
	Note

SAM.5a

	102. 
	5.3.10.4
	Last sentence is: reconfigure the mac-MainConfig in accordance with the default configuration as specified in 9.2.2.
	1
	change from “mac-MainConfig” to “MAC main configuration”; mac-MainConfig is a field name in RRC signalling, not the name of the stored configuration.
<RAP: italics is assumed to be used only for fields and IEs that are received or included in a variable>
	In Rap-CR CAT.2

	103. 
	5.3.10.6
	The second line:

2> reconfigure the physical channel configuration in accordance with the received physicalConfigDedicated;
	2
	Remove this sentence.

This is a general descrioption, however there are no such general descrioption in 5.3.10.4 or 5.3.10.5. So the use of such general descrioption are not consistent.

<RAP: If all fields are covered, in principle nothing is needed regarding the top level. However, currently not all fields are covered. Moreover, this somewhat relates to general issue LGE.4>
ERI: see issue 9
<RAP: There is no need to have procedure text to describe the UE action upon presence of an IE. Consequence would be that most sections in 5.3.10 would become empty i.e. no specific UE actions are currently specified that would be kept>

<CC-Result: The general principle proposed above seems acceptable. Companies would however like to review a concrete text proposal. Rapporteur will provide this seperately, before including in Rap-CR>
	RAN2#64bis
CAT.3

	104. 
	5.3.10.6
	There is missing a text for the (new) ackNackRepetition in PUCCH-Configuration

Similar text might be needed for the tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUCCH and the tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUSCH
	2
	2>
if physicalConfigDedicated includes PUCCH-Configuration and PUCCH-Configuration includes ackNackRepetition and the configuration is set to ‘disable’:

3>
deactivate any uplink resources used for ACK/NACK repetition, if active;

3> release the ackNackRepetition configuration;

2> if physicalConfigDedicated includes tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUCCH and the configuration is set to ‘disable’ … 

2> if physicalConfigDedicated includes tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUSCH and the configuration is set to ‘disable’ … 

ERI: see issue 9
<RAP: assumed to be covered by issue 9>
	<Note>

NOK.22

	105. 
	5.3.10.6
	The corresponding procedure descriptions regarding the optionality of tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUCCH/tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUSCH is missing.
	2
	CAT: Do nothing?

These IE also contain enable/disable entry. enable/disable operation will affect the PDCCH blind decoding function, so not clear whether they need some procedure descriptions.

NSN suggested the following TP:

2>
if physicalConfigDedicated includes PUCCH-Configuration and PUCCH-Configuration includes ackNackRepetition and the configuration is set to ‘disable’:

3>
deactivate any uplink resources used for ACK/NACK repetition, if active;

4> release the ackNackRepetition configuration;
2> if physicalConfigDedicated includes tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUCCH and the configuration is set to ‘disable’ … 
2> if physicalConfigDedicated includes tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUSCH and the configuration is set to ‘disable’ … 
<RAP: Relates to general issue SAM.5>
ERI: see issue 9
NSN: General description is fine for us. But the existing text for ackNackRepetition should be removed.
<RAP: assumed to be covered by issue 9>
	<Note>

CAT.4

NSN.8

	106. 
	5.3.11
	Should we add anything regarding start/ stop of RLF monitoring as suggested in R1-084566, R4-083298
	2/3
	Start/ stop indications towards the physicla layer are not needed i.e. it is already clear we just start counting when no timers are running (see below). So everything seems clear already? 
HUA: already clear with current text

ERI: need to be resolved.
NOK: To us current text is OK

ERI: Proposal is to change the heading of 5.3.11.1 to clarify this is for RRC_CONNECTED: 5.3.11.1
Detection of physical layer problems in RRC_CONNECTED
<RAP: Final ERI proposal seems acceptable, although maybe not really needed i.e. during establishment timers are running>
<CC-Result: Add the ‘in RRC-CONNECTED to the title of 5.3.11.1
	In Rap-CR
SAM.77

	107. 
	5.3.13
	Change to clarify that RRC releases the resources and that MAC just provides a trigger i.e. an indication of a timer expiry

Upon notificication of PUCCH/ SRS Release from lower layers, the UE shall:
	2
	Change to: Upon receiving an PUCCH/SRS resource release request from lower layers' (also update title)
Note: small editorial: notification
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR BCM.16

	5.4
 Inter-RAT mobility

	108. 
	5.4.1
	
	1
	Move the second sentence of the 1st paragraph to the end of the 2nd paragraph. Move the 3rd paragraph to the end of the 1st paragraph.

<RAP: Maintaining alignment with intra-EUTRA mobility, see ALU.6>
	In Rap-CR SAM.6

	109. 
	5.4.1
	NOTE
 The mobility procedures between E-UTRA and UTRAN are based on the assumption that handover to E-UTRA is performed only after integrity protection has been activated in UTRAN

> same text is identified in 5.4.2.1: Handover from UTRAN to E-UTRAN applies only after integrity has been activated in UTRAN.

	2
	Remove NOTE
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR LGE.6

	110. 
	5.4.2.1
	Editor's note:
It may be desirable to avoid, to some extend, duplication of specification for parts that are common for the regular RRC connection reconfiguration procedure and the inter RAT handover case.
	1
	Remove; lets keep the separate procedures
	In Rap-CR SAM.7

	111. 
	5.4.2.3
	NOTE:
The UE applies the new configuration, resulting after the following actions, upon switching to the target cell.
	2
	Remove note 2, see 5.3.5.4
<RAP: same issue as QAS.1>
ERI: do not agree. Either we do according to the editor’s note indicated in 110 above, i.e. separate descriptions with some (rather large) duplication, or we need to rework and make one paragraph (at least) applicable to both HO and IRATHO. It seems simpler and safer at this late point in time to keep double procedures with some duplication.
NOK: OK

MOT: 5.4.2.3 is for inter-RAT mobility (HO to EUTRA) and 5.3.5.4 is for connected mode mobility (intra-LTE mobility). So what we have currently should be fine.
<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 79>
	In Rap-CR QAS.2

	112. 
	5.4.2.3
	Clarify the key derivation, as done for intra LTE handover
	1
	Proposed text:

1>
derive the KeNB key, as specified in [32];

1>
derive the KRRCint, key associated with the integrityProtAlgorithm indicated in the securityConfiguration, as specified in [32];

1> derive the KRRCenc key and the KUPenc key associated with the cipheringAlgorithm indicated in the securityConfiguration, as specified in [32];
	In Rap-CR NTT.14

HUA.15

	113. 
	5.4.2.3
	Actions upon reception of securityReconfiguration IEs in Handover to E-UTRA are not specified 
	2
	Specify handling of security parameters in 5.4.2.3 (copy from handover section)

ERI: See 112.

<RAP: mostly handled by NTT.14. In addition, storing of NCC is added. Somewhat related to HUA.11?>
	In Rap-CR BCM.46

	114. 
	5.4.2.3
	One step after reception of RRCConnectionReconfig for Inter-RAT handover to EUTRA is:

1>
for the target cell, apply the uplink bandwidth indicated by the ul-Bandwidth;

Ul-Bandwidth inclusion is optional.
	2
	Change to:

1>
for the target cell, if ul-Bandwidth is included apply the uplink bandwidth indicated by the ul-Bandwidth; otherwise apply the value indicated by dl-Bandwidth.
ERI: Agree. Maybe this change can be considered unnecessary, since the Field description says “If absent for FDD (includes the case eutra-CarrierBandwidth is absent), apply the same uplink bandwidth as for the current cell.”. But there is no harm in making it crystal clear.
NOK: OK
<RAP: the current statement seems valid regardless of whether the ul-Bandwidth is absent or present. The field description will clarify which value to apply in case of absence, see issue 259)>
	Note
MOT.28

	115. 
	5.4.3.3
	2>If the CellChangeOrder is set to ‘geran’:

3>if networkControlOrder is included in the MobilityFromEUTRACommand message:

4>
apply the value as specified in TS 44.060 [36];
	
	2> if the IE targetRAT-Type is set to ‘geran’:
	In Rap-CR NSN.9

MOT.29

	116. 
	5.4.4.1
	Figure 5.4.4.1-1:
The ASN.1 field and type identifiers used in text references should be in the italic font style.

The naming of HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest message in Figure 5.4.4.1-1 is incorrect.
	1
	Modify ‘HANDOVER FROM E-UTRA PREPARATION REQUEST’ to ‘HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest’ in Figure 5.4.4.1-1.
NSN: Agree with the proposal
	In Rap-CR HUA.16

	117. 
	5.4.4.3
	1>
if cdma2000-Type = type1XRTT forward the cdma2000-RAND to the CDMA upper layers. 


	1
	Modify the text as following:

1>
if cdma2000-Type = typeOneXRTT forward the cdma2000-RAND to the CDMA upper layers. 
(see HUA.1)

NSN: Our preference is to leave “type1XRTT” which is a enum value as is.
<RAP: assumed to be covered by general issue on naming for 1XRTT (iss. #6) i.e. this one can be noted>
	Note
HUA.17

	118. 
	5.4.4.3
	Upon reception of the HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest message, the UE shall:

1>
indicate the request to prepare handover and forward the cdma2000-Type and the cdma2000-MobilityParameters, if present, to the CDMA upper layers; 

1>
if cdma2000-Type = type1XRTT forward the cdma2000-RAND to the CDMA upper layers. 


	1
	cdma2000-Mobilityparameters is included only when cdma2000-Type is set to type1XRTT.

Upon reception of the HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest message, the UE shall:

1>
indicate the request to prepare handover and forward the cdma2000-Type to the CDMA upper layers; 

1>
if IE cdma2000-Type is set to‘type1XRTT’ forward the cdma2000-RAND and and the cdma2000-MobilityParameters to the CDMA upper layers. 
NSN: Our understanding is also that cdma2000-MobilityParameters IE is applicable for 1xRTT only. So the proposed change is fine.
	In Rap-CR NSN.2

	119. 
	5.4.5.1
	The ASN.1 field and type identifiers used in text references should be in the italic font style.
The naming of ULHandoverPreparationTransfer message in Figure 5.4.5.1-1 is incorrent.
	1
	Modify ‘UL HANDOVER PREPARATION TRANSFER ’ to ‘ULHandoverPreparationTransfer’ in Figure 5.4.5.1-1.
NSN: Agree with the proposal.
	In Rap-CR HUA.18

	120. 
	5.4.5.4
	The ASN.1 field and type identifiers used in text references should be in the italic font style.
1>
if the UE is unable to guarantee successful delivery of ULHandoverPreparationTransfer messages:

2>
inform upper layers about the possible failure to deliver the information contained in the concerned ULHandoverPreparationTransfer message.

	1
	Modify ULHandoverPreparationTransfer to ULHandoverPreparationTransfer.
NSN: Agree with the proposal.
	In Rap-CR HUA.19

	5.5
 Measurements

	121. 
	5.5.1
	The following part does not reflect the latest RAN2 status.

The measurement objects are specified per RAT type, with the E-UTRA measurement object list including both the intra-frequency object (i.e. the object corresponding to the serving frequency) and the inter-frequency object(s). The reporting configuration includes separate lists for E-UTRA and for inter-RAT reporting configurations. The E-UTRA reporting configuration list includes both intra- and inter-frequency reporting configurations (and events). There is a single measurement identities list.
	2
	Can be updated to:

The UE maintains a single measurement object list, a single reporting configuration list, and a single measurement identities list. The measurement object list includes measurement objects that are specified per RAT type, including an intra-frequency object (i.e., the object corresponding to the serving frequency), inter-frequency objects, and inter-RAT objects. The reporting configuration list includes intra- and inter-frequency reporting configurations as well as inter-RAT reporting configurations.
Alternatively, this can all be captured in the preceding descriptions for 1. Measurement objects, 2. Reporting configurations, and 3. Measurement identities.
ERI: Agree,  the proposed description is clearer
NOK: OK
<RAP: Captured mostly as suggested in the above, except that the sentence on intra and inter-frequency reporting configuration is removed i.e. there is no such distinction>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m1

	122. 
	5.5.1
	It is common understanding that any E-UTRA measurement object can be linked to any E-UTRA reporting configuration. Hence, it more of a typo error for the following texts:

 “.. Some E-UTRA reporting configurations may not be linked to a measurement object ..”.
	1
	Correct 5.5.1 as follows:
Some E-UTRA reporting configurations may not be linked to an E-UTRA measurement object.
<RAP: Could this introduce ambiguity i.e. that it could be linked to an inter-RAT measObject?>

ERI: Rapporteurs question needs to be justified

<RAP2: The entire paragraph is somewhat rephrased i.e. in a manner not E-UTRA specific>
	In Rap-CR PAN.m1

	123. 
	5.5.2.4
	measObjId is used in several places instead of the proper measObjectId.
	1
	Correct to measObjectId.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m2

	124. 
	5.5.2.5
	measObjId occurs in several places instead of the proper measObjectId.
	1
	Correct to measObjectId.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m3

	125. 
	5.5.2.5
	Use of “IE” should be corrected.

3>
for all IEs, other than the cellsToAddModifyList, the blacklistedCellsToAddModifyList, the cellsToRemoveList and the blackListedCellsToRemoveList of the corresponding measurement object within VarMeasurementConfiguration:

4>
set the entry with the corresponding measObjId value within VarMeasurementConfiguration to the corresponding entry of the received parameter measObjectToAddModifyList;


	2
	Can be updated to:

3>
set the entry with the matching measObjectId within VarMeasurementConfiguration to the received measObject configuration, except for the cellsToAddModifyList, the blacklistedCellsToAddModifyList, the cellsToRemoveList and the blackListedCellsToRemoveList;
NOK: OK
<RAP: Less drastic change included i.e. as follows:

2>
if an entry is included in the parameter measObjectList within VarMeasurementConfiguration with the corresponding measObjectId value:

3>
for all fields, other than the cellsToAddModifyList, the blacklistedCellsToAddModifyList, the cellsToRemoveList and the blackListedCellsToRemoveList of the corresponding measurement object within VarMeasurementConfiguration:

4>
set the concerned field of the entry with the corresponding measObjectId value within VarMeasurementConfiguration to the received field of the corresponding entry of the measObjectToAddModifyList;
<No further similar change seemed to be needed in other sections>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m4

	126. 
	5.5.2.6
	The following part seems to be redundant

2>
if the removed entry included the purpose set to ‘reportCGI’:

3>
Stop timer T321, if running;

since the subsequent removal of associated measId’s would cover this.

2>
if an entry is removed from the measIdList within VarMeasurementConfiguration:
3>
remove the entry within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId, if included;
3>
reset the periodical reporting timer or timer T321, whichever one is running, as well as associated information (e.g. timeToTrigger) for this measId;
	2
	Can remove

2>
if the removed entry included the purpose set to ‘reportCGI’:

3>
Stop timer T321, if running;

ERI: Do not agree, the removed reportConfigId may not have a corresponding measId
NOK: OK
<RAP: ERI comment seems valid. Only the bullet 3 in 5.5.2.5 is changed to ‘stop the periodical.. and reset the associated ..’ since reset may be an ambigous term for timers (and is not used elsewhere)>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m5

	127. 
	5.5.2.8
	The filtering description that begins with

3> if a filterCoefficient…

is under

2> for each measId…

This seems strange since filtering is per measurement quantity, not per measId.
	2
	Some update seems to be necessary.
ERI: Agree, 3> could be made part of 1> ?
<RAP: It seems the only thing to do is to clarify the ‘concerned quantity’ in the following sentence:

3>
if a filterCoefficient has been configured for the concerned quantity, filter the measurement information, before using the information for measurement report triggering or for measurement reporting, by changing this to: ‘for the quantity(ies) configured for this measurement’>
<CC-Result: Above TP is agreed>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m6

	128. 
	5.5.3
	The “idle period” is not defined anywhere in RRC.

1>
if a measurement is configured which the UE should attempt to perform during idle periods:
2>
if for one of the measurements purpose within the reportConfig is set to ‘reportCGI’ and
2>
if timer T321 is running:
	2
	Can be changed to:

2>
if the measId is associated to a reportConfig with the triggerType set to ‘periodical’ and the purpose set to ‘reportCGI’; and

2>
if timer T321 is running:

Furthermore, a note can be added to clarify that this is done by best effort using “idle periods”.
ERI: The proposed text is OK but could be simplified as follows, note purpose in italic.

         2>
if the measId is associated to a reportConfig with the purpose set to ‘reportCGI’; and

         2>
if timer T321 is running:

However the note is not really needed since this is said already at the very beinning of 5.5.3. “The UE supports measurements using a reporting configuration with the purpose set to ‘reportCGI’, if the network provides sufficient idle periods”
NOK: OK

<RAP: Agree that the condition on triggerType is redundant and that the note is not required considering the first sentence in the paragraph>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m7

	129. 
	5.5.3
	The following text can be improved.

3>
determine the global cell identity of the cell included in the associated measObject by acquiring the relevant system information from the concerned cell;


	2
	Can be changed to:

3>
try to acquire the global cell identity of the cell indicated by the cellForWhichToReportCGI in the associated measObject by acquiring the relevant system information from the concerned cell;

ERI: Agree, but not a big issue.
NOK: OK

NSN: Agree with the proposal.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m8

	130. 
	5.5.3
	The “additional PLMN identities” is unclear.
	2
	Should refer to the “PLMN-IdentityList” for E-UTRA and “list of PLMN identities” for other RATs.
NOK: OK – But GERAN does not have list of PLMN ids

NSN: The intension was PLMN Id in addition to the first PLMN ID in the list. But any suggestion to clarify the text is fine for us.
<RAP: The additional should be kept and a note may be included to clarify that the ‘primary’ PLMN identity is handled as part of the globalCellIdentity. It may be desirable to in general be more specific about the IEs and SIB for the different RATs, not just for the PLMN identity reporting. However this should be addressed by a separate contribution>
<CC-Result: Above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m9

	131. 
	5.5.3
	The following seems to mandate “acquisition” of the parameters. However, this should only be done at best effort.
4>
acquire the additional PLMN Identities, if multiple PLMN identities are broadcast in the concerned cell;
	2
	Can be changed to:

4> try to acquire…

to align with other cases.
NOK: OK

NSN: Agree with the proposal.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m10

	132. 
	5.5.4.1
	The applicable cells for event and periodic are exactly the same except for the case purpose is set to “reportCGI” and “reportStrongestCellsForSON” ? 
	1
	Duplication of specification can easily be avoided since purpose is applicable only for periodic. The specification could simply state: ‘if purpose is included and set to .., then’ (i.e. without referring to the triggerType)
	In Rap-CR SAM.8

	133. 
	5.5.4.1
	The order of if/ else structure is “UTRA or CDMA2000” => “GERAN” => “EUTRA”.
	1
	Can be changed to the order “EUTRA” => “UTRA or CDMA2000” => “GERAN”.
NSN: Agree with the proposal.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m11

	134. 
	5.5.4.1
	Error for the second of the 2nd indentation for triggerType as periodical as the variable of cellForWhichToReportCGI for each individual RATs does not use a common variable name as physicalCellIdentity.
…..
3>
if the corresponding reportingConfig includes a purpose set to ‘reportCGI’:

4> consider any neighbouring cell detected on the associated frequency/ set of frequencies (GERAN) which  has a physicalCellIdentity matching the value of the cellForWhichToReportCGI included in the corresponding measObject within the VarMeasurementConfiguration to be applicable
	1
	Correct 5.5.4.1 as follows:
….

3>
if the corresponding reportingConfig includes a purpose set to ‘reportCGI’:

5> consider any neighbouring cell detected on the associated frequency/ set of frequencies (GERAN) which -has a physical cell identity matching the value of the cellForWhichToReportCGI included in the corresponding measObject within the VarMeasurementConfiguration to be applicable


	In Rap-CR PAN.m2

	135. 
	5.5.4.1
	Related to No_14 in Rapporteur’s issue list 
In RAN2#64, it was agreed that:

· Want the UE to send the report asap if all information is available, and if not everything can be obtained only at T321 expiry.
=>
Samsung thinks a new trigger condition should be added on T321 expiry.
However, there are the following issues in current 36.331

Issue1) The UE action to initiate measurement reporting when ‘all information is available’, is not captured yet.

Issue2) It is not clear what UE reports in case of T321 expiry.

Current 36.331 ASN implies that UE does not report any in globalCellIdentity at T321 expiry unless UE acquires both GCI and tac-Id for EUTRA CGI reporting.

measObject
Mandatory present

Optionally present

EUTRAN

GCI, tac-Id

PLMN-id list

UTRAN

GCI

LAC,RAC,PLMN-id list

GERAN

GCI

RAC

CDMA2000

GCI

(none)


	3
	Regarding Issue1), it can be captured by switching branch depending on purpose as pointed by the Rapporteur.

…
2>
if the purpose is set to ‘reportStrongestCells’ or ‘reportStrongestCellsForSON’and if a (first) measurement result is available for one or more applicable cells:

3>
include an entry within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId;

3>
set the numberOfReportsSent defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId to 0;

3>
initiate the measurement reporting procedure, as specified in 5.5.5;
…
2>
if the purpose is set to ‘reportCGI’ and all information within globalCellIdentity are available for the requested cell:

3>
include an entry within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId;
3>
initiate the measurement reporting procedure, as specified in 5.5.5;
Regarding Issue2), we think it would be better to report at least GCI at T321 expiry if available since it is main purpose of this reporting. Thus we propose to make tac-Id OPTIONAL:

MeasResultListEUTRA ::=



SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxCellReport)) OF SEQUENCE {


physicalCellIdentity
PhysicalCellIdentity,


globalCellIdentity

SEQUENCE {



globalCellID-EUTRA
GlobalCellId-EUTRA,



tac-ID
TrackingAreaCode OPTIONAL,



plmn-IdentityList
PLMN-IdentityList2 OPTIONAL

}


 











OPTIONAL,
<RAP: proposal for first issue seems fine. Re. second issue: note that TAC is always available i.e. in same SIB as cellIdentity, so this does not seem needed (same actually applies for PLMN identities also)>
ERI: Issue 1: Agree. Issue 2:  Agree with rapporteur that tac-ID shall remain mandatory
NOK: For EUTRA TAC/PLMNid are in same SIB as CGI i.e no need for optionality
NSN: GCI is mandatory in case the purpose is reportCGI. And for EUTRAN, TAC is also mandatory because reading TAC doesn't need to be best-effort. (TAC is in the same SIB with CGI) But for other RAT, except GCI other parameters are optional because readin the parameter is best-effort. Except first PLMN ID in the list, others are optional becasue if the network sharing is not used, PLMN list is not broadcast. Currently reporting after T321 expiry is specified in the 36.331 and reporting before T321 expiry because UE read all the parameters is missing. NNSN will bring a text proposal unless others volunteer..
<RAP: Proposal 1 included, proposal 2 noted. For additions to the reporting procedure a separate TP should be provided>
<CC-Result: Above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR PAN.m4

	136. 
	5.5.4.1,
5.5.5
	reportingConfig is used instead of reportConfig twice in 5.5.4.1 and twice in 5.5.5.
	1
	Replace reportingConfig by reportConfig
	In Rap-CR PAN.m5

	137. 
	5.5.4.1
	The yellow highlighted ‘if’ should be corrected to ‘else if’ so that the ‘else’ branch is not selected in case purpose is set to ‘reportStrongestCellsForSON’ in ReportConfigInterRAT.

…
2>
if the triggerType is set to ‘event’ consider a neighbouring cell on the associated frequency/ set of frequencies (GERAN) to be applicable as follows:

…
2>
else consider a neighbouring cell on the associated frequency/ set of frequencies (GERAN) to be applicable as follows:

3>
if the corresponding reportingConfig includes a purpose set to ‘reportStrongestCellsForSON’:
…
3>
if the corresponding reportingConfig includes a purpose set to ‘reportCGI’:
…
3>
else:
…

	2
	Correct the sentences as follows:

…
2>
if the triggerType is set to ‘event’ consider a neighbouring cell on the associated frequency/ set of frequencies (GERAN) to be applicable as follows:

…
2>
else consider a neighbouring cell on the associated frequency/ set of frequencies (GERAN) to be applicable as follows:

3>
if the corresponding reportingConfig includes a purpose set to ‘reportStrongestCellsForSON’:

…
3>
else if the corresponding reportingConfig includes a purpose set to ‘reportCGI’:

…
3>
else:

…
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR PAN.m6

	138. 
	5.5.4.1
	The following part should be in Itaric.

…
2>
if the triggerType is set to ‘periodical’ and a (first) measurement result is available for one or more applicable cells:

3>
include an entry within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId;

3>
set the numberOfReportsSent defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId to 0;

3>
initiate the measurement reporting procedure, as specified in 5.5.5;

2>

if the triggerType is set to ‘event’ and if the leaving condition applicable for this event is fulfilled for one or more of the cells included in the cellsTriggeredList defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId for a duration exceeding the value of timeToTrigger defined within the VarMeasurementConfiguration for this event:

3>
remove the concerned cell(s) in the cellsTriggeredList defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId;

3>
if reportOnLeave is set for the corresponding reporting configuration:

4>
initiate the measurement reporting procedure, as specified in 5.5.5;
3>
if the cellsTriggeredList defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId is empty:


	1
	Correct to be in Italic
	In Rap-CR PAN.m7

	139. 
	5.5.4.1
	For event triggered case, when the first cell triggers the event, it states:

3>
include the concerned cell(s) in the cellsTriggeredList defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId, if not included;
	2
	“if not included” can be removed, since there should be no cells yet included.
NOK: OK
<RAP: same is also done for subsequent cells triggering (for alignment) since the trigger condition is only triggered for new cells>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m12

	140. 
	5.5.4.1
	The description for the “subsequent cell triggers” appears after the description for “periodical”.
	0
	The “subsequent cell triggers” case should be moved before the description for “periodical”.
<RAP: purely matter of taste i.e. currently the ‘first’ cases are grouped. However, with the additional bullets for CGI it seems to make sense to split event and periodical. Now performed a split as follows:

a) event triggered (first, subsequent, leave)

b) periodical, non-CGI (first, periodical timer expiry)

c) periodical, CGI (all information acquired, t321 expiry)
	In Rap-CR NTT.m13

	141. 
	5.5.4.1
	Statement “reportOnLeave is set …” is unclear as it does not state the value.
	1
	Since reportOnLeave is a BOOLEAN, it can be fixed to “reportOnLeave is set to ‘TRUE’ …”.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m15

	142. 
	5.5.4.2
	The following text can be improved

1>
apply inequality A1-1, as specified below, as the entry condition for this event;

1>
apply inequality A1-2, as specified below, as the leaving condition for this event;

Inequality A1-1 (Entering condition)
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Inequality A1-2 (Leaving condition)
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	0
	Can be updated to:

1>
consider the entering condition for this event is satisfied when entering condition A1-1 is fulfilled, as specified below;

1>
consider the leaving condition for this event is satisfied when leaving condition A1-2 is fulfilled, as specified below;

Entering condition A1-1
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Leaving condition A1-2
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ERI: Do not agree that new text is better. So, nog agree to any subsequent corresponding changes

NOK: OK – “Inequality” condition could be misleading

<RAP: Not sure if anything is really needed. If we change, proposal is: ‘Consider the entry condition to be fulfilled if inequality A1-1, as specified below, is met>

<CC-Result: the original proposal from NTT is agreed>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m16

	143. 
	5.5.4.2
	For the parameters Ms, Hys and Thresh, descriptions and units appear in different lines.
	0
	Can be merged to a single line per parameter. For example:

Ms is the … Unit in dBm for RSRP, dB for RSRQ.

Hys is the … Unit in dB.

Thresh is the … Same unit as for Ms.
<RAP: the current text is quite efficient for cases where several entities are using the same unit, so only the change to Thresh is currently performed>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m17

	144. 
	5.5.4.3
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m16
	NTT.m18

	145. 
	5.5.4.3
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m17
	NTT.m19

	146. 
	5.5.4.4
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m16
	NTT.m20

	147. 
	5.5.4.4
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m17
	NTT.m21

	148. 
	5.5.4.4
	Clarification for Mn is necessary, to make the description similar to Ms in Event A1/ A2.
	1
	“not taking into account any cell individual offset” can be added to the description of Mn.
<RAP: We could either in general apply:

a) not taking into account any cell and frequency specific offsets (depending on the case)

b) not taking into account any offsets

Latter seems simplest and is hence applied also for Ms>
	In Rap-CR NTT.m22

	149. 
	5.5.4.5
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m16
	NTT.m23

	150. 
	5.5.4.5
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m17
	NTT.m24

	151. 
	5.5.4.5
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m22 (clarification for Mn, Ofn, Ocn is necessary, to make the description similar to Ms, Ofn, Ocn in Event A3).
	NTT.m25

	152. 
	5.5.4.6
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m16
	NTT.m26

	153. 
	5.5.4.6
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m17
	NTT.m27

	154. 
	5.5.4.6
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m22 (clarification for Ofn, Ocn).
	NTT.m28

	155. 
	5.5.4.7
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m16
	NTT.m29

	156. 
	5.5.4.7
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m17
	NTT.m30

	157. 
	5.5.4.7
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m22 (clarification for Ofn).
	NTT.m31

	158. 
	5.5.4.8
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m16
	NTT.m32

	159. 
	5.5.4.8
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m17
	NTT.m33

	160. 
	5.5.4.8
	
	0
	Similar change as for NTT.m22 (clarification for Ofn).
	NTT.m34

	161. 
	5.5.4.8
	The following ‘B3-3’ should be corrected to ‘B2-3’ 

…
1>
apply inequality B2-1 and inequality B2-2 i.e. both have to be fulfilled, as specified below, as the entry condition for this event;

1>
apply inequality B3-3 and inequality B2-4 i.e. at least one of the two has to be fulfilled, as specified below, as the leaving condition for this event;

	1
	Replace the yellow highlighted word with B2-3
	In Rap-CR PAN.M8

	162. 
	5.5.5.
	…..
1>
increment the numberOfReportsSent as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId by 1;

1>
stop the periodical reporting timer, if running;
1>
if the numberOfReportsSent as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId is less than the reportAmount as defined within the corresponding reportingConfiguration as defined in the VarMeasurementConfiguration:

2>
stop the periodical reporting timer, if running;
2>
start the periodical reporting timer with the value of reportInterval as defined within the VarMeasurementConfiguration for this measId;


	1
	Remove the latter one
1>
increment the numberOfReportsSent as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId by 1;

1>
stop the periodical reporting timer, if running;

1>
if the numberOfReportsSent as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId is less than the reportAmount as defined within the corresponding reportingConfiguration as defined in the VarMeasurementConfiguration:

2>
stop the periodical reporting timer, if running;
2>
start the periodical reporting timer with the value of reportInterval as defined within the VarMeasurementConfiguration for this measId;


	In Rap-CR PAN.M3

NTT.m35

	163. 
	5.5.5
	There is a typo: rscpResult should be replaced by rsrpResult.

…
4>
if the measObject associated with this measId concerns E-UTRA:

5>
if the reportQuantity within the concerned reportConfig is set to ‘both’ (E-UTRA):

6>

set the measResult to include both quantities (i.e. rscpResult and rsrqResult) in order of decreasing triggerQuantity, i.e. the best cell is included first;

	1
	Replace the yellow highlighted word with rsrpResult
	In Rap-CR PAN.M9

	164. 
	5.5.5
	The following part should be in Itaric.

…
1>
increment the numberOfReportsSent as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId by 1;

1>
stop the periodical reporting timer, if running;

1>
if the numberOfReportsSent as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId is less than the reportAmount as defined within the corresponding reportingConfiguration as defined in the VarMeasurementConfiguration:

2>
stop the periodical reporting timer, if running;

2>
start the periodical reporting timer with the value of reportInterval as defined within the VarMeasurementConfiguration for this measId;

1>
else if the numberOfReportsSent as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId is equal to the reportAmount as defined within the corresponding reportingConfiguration as defined in the VarMeasurementConfiguration:
…
1>
if the measured results are for CDMA 1xRTT:

2>
set the hrpdPreRegistrationStatus to `0’;

	1
	Correct to be in Italic
	In Rap-CR PAN.M10

	165. 
	5.5.4.1,

5.5.5
	 ‘the requested reportQuantity’ is used in NOTE1 in 5.5.4.1 and 5.5.5 as the quantity to be reported in measurement reporting.

However, for InterRAT measurement reporting, quantity is not signalled in reportConfig,  and UE uses quantity signalled in quantityConfig instead.

NOTE1 in 5.5.4.1

If the purpose is set to ‘reportStrongestCells’ or to ‘reportStrongestCellsForSON’, the UE initiates a first measurement report immediately after the requested reportQuantity becomes available for at least either serving cell or one of the applicable cells
5.5.5

…
1>
set the neighbouringMeasResults to include the best neighbouring cells up to maxReportCells in accordance with the following:
2>
if the triggerType is set to ‘event’:
3>
include the cells included in the cellsTriggeredList as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId;

2>
else:

3>
set the neighbouringMeasResults to include the applicable cells for which the requested reportQuantity has been available since the last periodical reporting or since the measurement was initiated or reset;
…

	2
	Modify as follows:

NOTE1 in 5.5.4.1

If the purpose is set to ‘reportStrongestCells’ or to ‘reportStrongestCellsForSON’, the UE initiates a first measurement report immediately after the requested quantity becomes available for at least either serving cell or one of the applicable cells
5.5.5
…
1>
set the neighbouringMeasResults to include the best neighbouring cells up to maxReportCells in accordance with the following:
2>
if the triggerType is set to ‘event’:
3>
include the cells included in the cellsTriggeredList as defined within the VarMeasurementReports for this measId;

2>
else:

3>
set the neighbouringMeasResults to include the applicable cells for which the requested quantity has been available since the last periodical reporting or since the measurement was initiated or reset;
…
<RAP: changed requested reportQuantity to ‘quantity to be reported’>
	In Rap-CR PAN.M11

	166. 
	5.5.5
	In the following

2>
set the hrpdPreRegistrationStatus to `0’;

hrpdPreRegistrationStatus is a BOOLEAN, and should either be set to TRUE or FALSE.
	1
	Can be changed to:

2>
set the hrpdPreRegistrationStatus to `FALSE’;


	In Rap-CR NTT.m36

	167. 
	5.5.6.1
	measObjId is used in some places instead of the proper measObjectId.
	1
	Can be fixed to measObjectId.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m37

	168. 
	5.5.6.2
	The following may be mis-interpreted as cumulative multiplification of timeToTrigger, resulting in an undesired value.

1>
if high mobility state is detected:
2>
multiply timeToTrigger by timeToTriggerSF-High within VarMeasurementConfiguration;
1>
else if medium mobility state is detected:
2>
multiply timeToTrigger by timeToTriggerSF-Medium within VarMeasurementConfiguration;

	2
	Can be changed to:

1>
if high mobility state is detected:
2>
use the timeToTrigger value multiplied by the timeToTriggerSF-High within the VarMeasurementConfiguration;
1>
else if medium mobility state is detected:
2>
use the timeToTrigger value multiplied by the timeToTriggerSF-Medium within the VarMeasurementConfiguration;
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR NTT.m38

	5.6
 Other

	169. 
	5.6.1.3
	As NAS-DedicatedInformation is the type and nas3GPP is the field name
	1
	Change FROM: Forward the NAS-DedicatedInformation to the NAS upper layers

TO: Forward the nas3GPP to the NAS upper layers
<RAP: Maybe changing field names should be considered i.e. field names currently do not reflect their content very well?> 
ERI: Could do as rapporteur proposed to change field name.
<RAP: field re-naming considered agreed>
	<TBD>
NEC.1

	170. 
	5.6.2.2
	A UE in RRC_CONNECTED initiates the UL information transfer procedure whenever there is a need to transfer NAS or non-3GPP dedicated information.
	1
	Change to:

A UE in RRC_CONNECTED initiates the UL information transfer procedure whenever there is a need to transfer NAS information (except at RRC connection establishment when the NAS information is concatenated to the RRCConnectionSetupComplete message) or non-3GPP dedicated information. 
	In Rap-CR NTT.15

	171. 
	5.6.2.3
	Reason: As NAS-DedicatedInformation is the type and nas3GPP is the field name
	1
	Change FROM: include the NAS-DedicatedInformation. 

TO: include the nas3GPP.
ERI: See comment for 169
<RAP: similar field re-naming is considered agreed>
	<TBD>
NEC.2

	172. 
	5.6.2.3
	Reason : There is no explicit statement what the UE should do with the message after it has set it.
	1
	Add : The UE shall submit the ULInformationTransfer  message to lower layers for 
transmission.
	In Rap-CR NEC.3

	173. 
	5.6.3.3

	CDMA2000-1xRTT Bandclass
An eroneousl space is used between ‘RTT’ and ‘Bandclass’
	1
	Remove the space: 

CDMA2000-1xRTTBandclass
	In Rap-CR HUA.22

	174. 
	5.6.3.1, 

RAT-Type in 6.3.6
	NOTE: Change of the UE's GERAN and/ or UTRAN UE radio capabilities in RRC_IDLE state is supported by use of Tracking Area Update.

We assume that UE can also change CDMA capabilities manually.
	2
	Add CDMA2000 1xRTT in the NOTE.
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR HUA.23

	175. 
	5.6.3.3
	The field identifier should be italic font style.

1>
set the contents of UECapabilityInformation message as follows:

2>
If the ue-RadioAccessCapRequest includes E-UTRA:
	1
	Change ‘E-UTRA’ to ‘eutra’;

Accordingly, change ‘GERAN’ to ‘geran’; change ‘UTRA’ to ‘utra’; change ‘CDMA2000-1xRTT Bandcalss’ to ‘cdma2000-OneXRTT-BandClass’.
	In Rap-CR HUA.24

NEC.4-7

	176. 
	5.6.3.3
	Setting of the UE-EUTRA-Capability is not specified in detail, while some parts do not seem to be entirely obvious e.g.

RF-parameters includes the band currently in use

Measurement-Parameters does not include intraF entries e.g. from eBand n to eBand n (regardless of n)
	3
	Some more detailed procedural specification seems needed
ERI: Depends on the outcome of the email discussion [64_LTE_14],
	RAN2#64b
SAM.88

	177. 
	5.6.4.3
	RRC-TransactionIdentifier (from 5.1.2)

1>
set the rrc-TransactionIdentifier in the response message, if included, to the same value as included in the message received from E-UTRAN that triggered the response message;

Is it clear which value the UE shall set in case of a CDMA2000-CSFBParametersRequest (is there is a pre-ceeding message)
	2
	Either remove or add a note to clarify the UE selects an arbitrary value in this case

ERI: delete transaction ID in the CDMA2000-CSFBParametersRequest.
HUA: we agree a clarification is needed, however prefer a normal text rather than a note.
<RAP: It seems there is no preceeding message, so according to principle 5 in A.6 there should be no transaction ID>
	In Rap-CR SAM.85

	178. 
	5.6.4.4
	The IE ‘cdma2000-OneXRTTMobilityParameters’ should be instead by ‘cdma2000-MobilityParameters’. To our understanding, the IE cdma2000-MobilityParameters is not only used in handover to CDMA2000 procedure but also in CSFB to 1xRTT procedure. 

1>
forward the cdma2000-RAND and the cdma2000-OneXRTTMobilityParameters to the CDMA 1xRTT upper layers.
	1
	Change the IE ‘cdma2000-OneXRTTMobilityParameters’ to ‘cdma2000-MobilityParameters’.
NSN: Agree with the proposal.
	In Rap-CR HUA.25

NEC.8

	6.2.2 Message definitions

	179. 
	CDMA2000-CSFBParametersRequest
	Message (PDU) identifiers should be ordinary mixed case without hyphenation
	1
	Change the IE name to ‘CDMA2000CSFBParametersRequest’. The reference to the IE in procedure text should also be changed.
NSN: Agree with the proposal but have an alternate proposal to rename the message to make it clear that CSFB is to 1xRTT. New proposed name is OneXRTTCSFBParametersRequest
<RAP: In principle covered by general discussion on naming which concluded that RAT prefix should be at the end i.e. name should become: CSFBParametersRequestCDMA2000>
	In Rap-CR
HUA.32

	180. 
	CDMA2000-CSFBParametersRequest
	CDMA2000-CSFBParametersRequest  field descriptions field descirptions is still FFS.
	1
	HUA: Remove FFS.
NEC: Message contains no fields, so remove the field descriptions

NSN: Agree with the proposal. Seem to be a duplicate of 182
<RAP: already covered by issue 16>
	Note

HUA.33

NEC.15

	181. 
	CDMA2000-CSFBParametersResponse
	Message (PDU) identifiers should be ordinary mixed case without hyphenation
	1
	Change the IE name to ‘CDMA2000CSFBParametersResponse’. The reference to the IE in procedure text should also be changed.
NSN: Agree with the proposal but have an alternate proposal to rename the message to make it clear that CSFB is to 1xRTT. New proposed name is OneXRTTCSFBParametersResponse.
<RAP: see issue 179>
	In Rap-CR
HUA.34

	182. 
	CDMA2000-CSFBParametersResponse  
	The description of the fields are not necessary.
	1
	Remove field description table
NSN: Agree with the proposal. Seem to be a duplicate of 180
<RAP: already covered by issue 16>
	Note

NEC.16

	183. 
	CounterCheck
	nonCriticalExtension: the Need code is missing 
	1
	Add: -- Need OP
	In Rap-CR BCM.17

	184. 
	CounterCheck
	The message does not properly cover unidirectional bearers
	3
	countMSB-Uplink and countMSB-Downlink IEs may need to become optional with condition on bearer type. See BCM.11
ERI: depends on comment 86
NOK: Maybe just setting to predefined value is enough
<RAP: For conclusion: see issue 86>
	RAN2#64b
BCM.18

	185. 
	CounterCheckResponse
	The message does not properly cover unidirectional bearers
	3
	count-Uplink and count-Downlink IEs may need to become optional with condition on bearer type. See BCM.11

ERI: depends on comment 86
NOK: Maybe just setting to predefined value is enough
<RAP: For conclusion: see issue 86>
	RAN2#64b
BCM.19

	186. 
	DLInformationTransfer
	The acronym should be set off with a hyphen:

The naming of nas3GPP field should be changed.

	1
	Modify nas3GPP to nas-3GPP. The reference to the IE in procedure text should also be changed.
	RAN2#64b
HUA.35

	187. 
	DLInformationTransfer
	Reason: To incorporate the NOTE: If SRB2 is suspended, E-UTRAN does not send this message until SRB2 is resumed.
	1
	FROM: Signalling radio bearer: SRB2 or SRB1 (only if SRB2 not established yet)

TO: Signalling radio bearer: SRB2 or SRB1 (only if SRB2 is not established yet. If SRB2 is suspended, E-UTRAN does not send this message until SRB2 is resumed) (& remove the note)
	In Rap-CR NEC.9

	188. 
	DLInformationTransfer
	Reason: Clearer text for DLInformationTransfer field descriptions nas3GPP
	1
	FROM: The RRC layer is transparent for this information

TO: RRC transparently transfers this information.
ERI: don’t see a big  problem with original text.
	Note

NEC.10

	189. 
	HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest
	The ASN.1 field and type identifiers used in text references should be in the italic font style.
Conditional Explanation: The field is mandatory present if the cdma2000-Type = type1XRTT; otherwise it is not applicable
	1
	Modify cdma2000-Type: cdma2000-Type

Modify type1xRTT: typeOneXRTT

<RAP: Renaming of RAT-type covered by issue 6>
	In Rap-CR HUA.36

	190. 
	HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest
	cdma2000-RAND and cdma2000-MobilityParameters are included conditional on cdma2000-Type, where cdma2000-Type refers to the condition that the target network is a 1xRTT network.


	1
	For consistency with other uses of conditional field change “Cond cdma2000-Type” to “Cond 1xRTT”, and change the field description to:
The field is mandatory present if the target network is a 1xRTT network; otherwise it is not applicable.
ERI: don’t see the change is better.
<RAP: In general it is preferrable for conditions to refer to the value of a field>
	Note

MOT.32

	191. 
	MIB
	Editor’s note: The behaviour of Rel-8 UE when one of the two spare values is received for dl-Bandwidth is FFS
	3
	Also included in open issue list

NNSN: We will bring a contribution on this.
	RAN2#64b

SAM.10

ERI.17

	192. 
	MIB
	dl-Bandwidth, systemFrameNumber
References are missing
	1
	Add reference into the field descriptions as follows:
· dl-Bandwidth: see TS 36.101 [Table5.4.2-1]

· systemFrameNumber: see TS 36.211 [6.6.1]
ERI: Suggestion TP

dl-Bandwidth

The transmission bandwidth configuration NRB in TS 36.101 [x]. n6 corresponds to 6 resource blocks, n15 to 15 resource blocks and so on
	In Rap-CR SAM.80

ERI.16

	193. 
	MobilityFromEUTRACommand
	si and psi in geran-SystemInformation
Fields need descriptions.
	2
	To be added

ERI: not needed actually

<RAP: for fields for which there is no need to clarify anything special, the descriptions may be absent>
	Note

MOT.30

	194. 
	MobilityFromEUTRACommand
	The csFallbackIndicator has a single value and is optionally included. It is better to make this mandatory and and have a value of true or false for it. 

Corresponding change to section 5.4.3.5 will be needed
	2
	Change to:

MobilityFromEUTRACommand-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE {


csFallbackIndicator




ENUMERATED {true, false}




,


purpose







CHOICE{



handover






Handover,



cellChangeOrder





CellChangeOrder


},

nonCriticalExtension



SEQUENCE {}






OPTIONAL
-- Need OP

}
<RAP: seems OK, unless value true would actually be conditional e.g. depending on purpose. Also affects procedural spec>
	In Rap-CR MOT.31

	195. 
	Paging
	There is no benefit to define an IE (type) PagingRecord; this is not consistent/ in accordance with other lists
	2
	Remove the IE

Note: affects the procedural specification i.e. that will have to talk about ‘for eadh entry of the PagingRecordList’
<Assumes the earlier conclusion regarding the Sequence of Sequence (SoS) issue is still valid>
ERI: introducing the Type ‘PagingRecord’ is exactly because of the problem with the current Sequence of Sequence where each entry in this case needs to be pointed easily.
NOK: OK

<RAP: this case is not according to the current conventions. However, the conventions are under discussion as part of issue 24b. After reconsideration, the Issue is postponed noting that there are also impacts on the procedural specification>
	RAN2#64bis
BCM.20

	196. 
	Paging
	Field description table should refer to field name (not type)
	1
	Change to Paging-UEue-Identity 

MOT: The current structure seems to avoid the sequence of sequence problem. Can’t see the problem with keeping it as it is.
<RAP: See issue 195>
	In Rap-CR BCM.21

	197. 
	Paging
	IMSI is only used in the paging message
	1
	Move IMSI from section 6.3.6 and make it a local sub-IE

(alternatively remove the field descriprion as already specified in 6.3.6)
	In Rap-CR BCM.22

	198. 
	Paging
	s-TMSI is defined as a global sub-IE so no field description is needed 
	1
	Remove field description locally and add reference to 23.003 in section 6.3.6

–
S-TMSI
The IE S-TMSI contains an S-Temporary Mobile Subscriber Identity, the temporary UE identity provided by the MME which uniquely identifies the UE within the tracking area, see TS 23.003 [27].
	In Rap-CR BCM.23

SAM.89

ALU.9

	199. 
	RRCConnectionReconfiguration
	Message description

It is useful to clarify that the NAS dedicated information in the reconfiguration message is not a generic transfer mechanism
	1
	Change as follows:

The RRCConnectionReconfiguration message is the command to modify an RRC connection. It may convey information for measurement configuration, mobility control, dedicated NAS information, radio resource configuration (including RBs, MAC main configuration and physical channel configuration) including any associated dedicated NAS information, security configuration and UE related information.
	In Rap-CR ALU.25

	200. 
	RRCConnectionReconfiguration
	nas-securityParamToEUTRA
This field is used to activate NAS security after inter-RAT handover to E-UTRA. The content is defined in TS 24.301.
	2
	The field also activates AS security, so replace NAS by ‘NAS and AS’

NOK:OK

NSN: Not very strong opinion. But the content of the bit string will be defined in 24.301. (NAS specification) That's why the original name has only "NAS".
<RAP: Seems it is sufficient to update the field description to reflect that the parameter ‘is transferred transparently by RRC (but affects activation of AS security)’>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR NTT.16

	201. 
	RRCConnectionReconfiguration
	securityConfiguration

RRG generally refers to “RRC signalling” and “user data” rather than “CP” and “UP”
	1
	Change to “This field is used to configure AS integrity protection (RRC signallingCP) and AS ciphering (RRC signalling and user dataCP and UP).
HUA: Preference to (consistently) refer to SRBs and DRBs respectively
<RAP: Proposal is to consitently use SRB and DRBs. However, field is removed since this is a global sub-IE>
	<Note>
BCM.24

	202. 
	RRCConnectionReconfiguration
	UE-relatedInformation is now included in mobilityControlInformation 
	1
	Change to 

The RRCConnectionReconfiguration message is the command to modify an RRC connection. It may convey information for measurement configuration, mobility control, dedicated NAS information, radio resource configuration (including RBs, MAC main configuration and physical channel configuration), and security configuration and UE related information.
	In Rap-CR BCM.25

HUA.30

	203. 
	RRCConnectionReconfiguration
	It is a bit unusual to define a condition for the case where an IE is not included.  

nonHO  The field is not applicable in case of handover within E-UTRA or to E-UTRA; otherwise it is optional present, continue.
	2
	Better to capture this restriction in the field description?
ERI: the condition is ok. But the text should be aligned with Cond HO. Use ‘if the IE MobilityControlInformation is present in the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message’ instead of ‘in case of handover within E-UTRA or to E-UTRA’
<RAP: Conditions are more appropriate to reflect this>
	In Rap-CR ALU.26

	204. 
	RRCConnectionReconfiguration
	radioResourceConfiguration


RadioResourceConfigDedicated
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON 

> The field radioResourceConfiguration is mandatory for intra-EUTRA HO, to-EUTRA HO. 
	2
	This might need to be captured with 'condition' property
ERI: the condition seems to be captured in the lower level IE, e.g. physicalConfigDedicated. We could clarify in the procedural text for HO radioResourceConfiguration should be mandatory. Related to issue 381 and 391
<RAP: within physicalConfigDedicated all fields are optional, need ON. So, is there really a need for physicalConfigDeidcated to be mandatory upon intra-LTE handover? Upon HO to E-UTRA the IE could be optional, provided that we specify that the UE starts with the default configuration>
<CC-Result: Above proposal for intra-LTE handover is agreed. Proposal for handover to E-UTRA is not concluded i.e. contributions are invited for the next meeting>

<RAP: the original condition Misc implied that physConfigDedicated was mandatory upon setup and re-establishment. This is considered to be obsolete and hence mandatory inclusion is kept only for inter RAT handover>
	In Rap-CR RAN2#64b

LGE.7

	205. 
	RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete
	Editor's note:
(Temporary note, just for information, i.e. nothing to be captured) Also when this message is used to confirm a successful handover, the same transfer mechanism applies, i.e. SRB1, RLC AM, DCCH. Contention is handled at the MAC (control element including C-RNTI), while PDCP includes regular MAC-I. If segmentation is needed, the eNB may provide an additional allocation, e.g. in the sub-frame following Msg3 transmission.
	1
	Remove; everything should be covered by normative text already


	In Rap-CR SAM.11

	206. 
	RRCConnectionReestablishment
	Can only re-establish SRB1
	1
	Change to  “The RRCConnectionReestablishment message is used to resolve contention and to re-establish SRB1s”


	In Rap-CR BCM.31

	207. 
	RRCConnectionReestablishment
	NextHopChainingCount is a globally sub-IE
	1
	Field description/ Definition is not needed here (given in 6.3.3)
	In Rap-CR BCM.32

HUA.26

	208. 
	RRCConnectionReestablishmentRequest
	Field table should refer to field name not IE name
	1
	Change to RreestablishmentCause

	In Rap-CR BCM.33

	209. 
	RRCConnectionReestablishment
	radioResourceConfiguration 
radioResourceConfiguration

Only SRB1 configuration information is applicable (modification, i.e., delta signalling)
Field description suggests that only SRB configuration is applicable. However, other configuration information is also applicable e.g. PhysicalConfigDedicated, SPS-Configuration, MAC-MainConfig.
	2
	Change the field description as follows:

radioResourceConfiguration

For SRB, DRB configuration, only SRB1 is applicable
Note that field description is intended to limit configuration part to be configured in this message and not intended to explain the overview of this field
<RAP: For conclusion, see issue 220>
	PAN.o1

	210. 
	RRCConnectionReestablishment
	Editor's note:
For this message specific HARQ operation applies, i.e., only UEs for which the Initial UE identity matches provide a HARQ acknowledgment.
	2
	SAM: Remove; should be covered by MAC

ALU: ??

ERI: agree with SAM.
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR SAM.12

ALU.28

	211. 
	RRCConnectionReject
	Editor's note:
For this message specific HARQ operation applies, i.e. only UEs for which the Initial UE identity matches provide a HARQ acknowledgment.
	2
	SAM: Remove; should be covered by MAC

ALU: ??

ERI: agree with SAM.
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR SAM.13

ALU.28

	212. 
	RRCConnectionRelease
	RedirectionInformation ::=


CHOICE {


eutra-CarrierFreq




EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq,


interRAT-target





CHOICE {



geran







GERAN-CarrierFreq,



utra-FDD






UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq,



utra-TDD






UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq,



cdma2000-HRPD





CDMA2000-CarrierInfo,



cdma2000-1xRTT





CDMA2000-CarrierInfo,



...


}

}
> ‘interRAT-target’ is not proper field name since the field shall mean carrier frequency. 
	1
	Suggest to use:

RedirectionInformation ::=


CHOICE {


eutra-CarrierFreq




EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq,


interRAT-CarrierFreq



CHOICE {



geran-CarrierFreq



GERAN-CarrierFreq,



utra-FDD- CarrierFreq


UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq,



utra-TDD-CarrierFreq


UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq,



cdma2000-HRPD-CarrierFreq
CDMA2000-CarrierInfo,



cdma2000-1xRTT-CarrierFreq
CDMA2000-CarrierInfo,



...


}

}
<RAP: eutra and the other RATs can be at the same level. In this case the IE type can be represented in the IE name i.e. there is no real need to repeat this in the choice names:

RedirectedCarrierfo ::=

CHOICE {


eutra




EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq,



geran




GERAN-CarrierFreq,>
	In Rap-CR

LGE.8

	213. 
	RRCConnectionRelease
	IdleModeMobilityControlInfo

> The need code of t320 within IdleModeMobilityControlInfo is Need OD

> Not sure this should be OD or ON.
	2
	We think ON is more proper since there is no case that UE already has a stored value of t320 when UE receives t320.

If the need code of t320 is ON, then the need code of IdleModeMobilityControlInfo in RRCConnectionRelease could be ON since all sub-IEs then have Need ON
<RAP: OD signifies that there is no delta signalling for this parameter and hence seems appropriate> 
	Note

LGE.9

	214. 
	RRCConnectionRelease
SIB3, SIB5, SIB6, SIB7, SIB8
	cellSelectionPriority is used in several occasions, both within this message and within the SIBs


	2
	Introduce an IE CellSelectionPriority :== INTEGER (0..7) and a generic definition as the field name is different for each RAT and is difficult to link to the ‘cellSelectionPriority’ field in the table 
	In Rap-CR

BCM.35

NOK.52

PAN.o5

	215. 
	RRCConnectionRelease
	The fields in the Fields table do not match the fields in the message and it is not clear whether they refer to redirectionInformation IE or idleModeMobilityControlInfo
	2
	Remove description for  GERAN-CarrierFreq , UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq, CDMA2000-CarrierInfo, and  x-CarrierFreq or x-BandClass
Add description of interRAT-target
Add description of interFreqPriorityList, geran-FreqPriorityList, utra-FDD-FreqPriorityList, utra-TDD-FreqPriorityList, hrpd-BandClassPriorityList and oneXRTT-BandClassPriorityList
NOK:OK

<RAP: It seems that the name interFreqPriorityList is incorrect i.e. the list should also include serving frequency if applicable. So e-utra seems a better prefix (note: take naming conventions into accoun). TBD i.e. this suggestion is not yet covered>
	In Rap-CR

BCM.34

	216. 
	RRCConnectionRequest
	Editor's note:
It has been concluded that there is no need to transfer UE capability info early (i.e. redirection may be performed after the UE context is transferred across S1)
	1
	Remove; just background information/ motivation
	In Rap-CR

SAM.14

	217. 
	RRCConnectionRequest
	s-TMSI is defined as a global sub-IE. No field description is needed 
	1
	Remove field description locally and add reference to 23.003 in section 6.3.6
	In Rap-CR

BCM.26

SAM.90

ALU.17

	218. 
	RRCConnectionRequest
	2**40 is not the usual to represent power of 2 values  
	1
	Change to 240 (or 2^40)
	In Rap-CR

BCM.29

	219. 
	RRCConnectionSetup
	Editor's note:
For this message specific HARQ operation applies, i.e. only UEs for which the Initial UE identity matches provide a HARQ acknowledgment.
	2
	SAM: Remove; should be covered by MAC

ALU: ??

NOK:OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.15

ALU.28

	220. 
	RRCConnectionSetup
	radioResourceConfiguration 
radioResourceConfiguration

Only SRB1 configuration information is applicable (modification, i.e., delta signalling)
Field description suggests that only SRB configuration is applicable. However, other configuration information is also applicable e.g. PhysicalConfigDedicated, SPS-Configuration, MAC-MainConfig.
	2
	Change the field description as follows:

radioResourceConfiguration

For SRB, DRB configuration, only SRB1 is applicable
Note that field description is intended to limit configuration part to be configured in this message and not intended to explain the overview of this field
NOK:OK

NSN: We think that the old text is clearer. Additionally, the correction does not help to solve the problem (e.g. MAC,... not mentioned).
<RAP: Note that there already is a condition in the procedural specification. Should we repeat it in the field description or have it in the field description in all cases>
<CC-Result: Keep the high level conditions on E-UTRA in the procedural specification for now. Rapporteur will provide a TP to address the specific field description>
	RAN2#64bis
PAN.o1

	221. 
	RRCConnectionSetupComplete
	selectedPLMN-Identity : Spelling 
	1
	Change to “Index of the PLMN selected by the UE from the plmn-IdentityList included in SIB1”
	In Rap-CR

BCM.27

	222. 
	RRCConnectionSetupComplete
	In the field description, plmn-IdentyList should be in italics
	1
	selectedPLMN-Identity

Index of the PLMN selected by the UE from the plmn-IdentyList included in SIB1. 1 if the 1st PLMN is selected from the plmn-IdentityList included in SIB1, 2 if the 2nd PLMN is selected from the plmn-IdentityList included in SIB1 and so on
	In Rap-CR

ALU.19

	223. 
	RRCConnectionSetupComplete
	registeredMME(GUMMEI)  and mmegi are defined in other specifications 
MMEC is also defined in other specifications (6.3.6)
	2
	Add a reference to TS 23.303 [27] in field description

ERI: reference should be to 23.003
NOK:OK

<RAP: for registeredMME an structured IE is defined, so it seems sufficient to have references for its fields. For mmegi it is added here, while for MMEC it is added to IE heading. Field description is not needed for nas-DedicatedInfo.>
	In Rap-CR

BCM.28

	224. 
	RRCConnectionSetupComplete
	It is useful to indicate that the values for Registered MME is received from the upper layers.
	1
	Change as follows:

registeredMME

This field is used to transfer the GUMMEI of the MME provided by the upper layers where the UE is registered.
mmegi

Provides the Group Identity of the registered MME within the PLMN as provided by the upper layers.
	In Rap-CR

ALU.22

	225. 
	SecurityModeCommand
	Message description: RRC typically refers to “RRC signalling” and “user data” rather than to “CP” and “UP”
	1
	Change to “This field is used to provide the configuratione for AS integrity protection (RRC signallingCP) and AS ciphering (RRC signalling and user dataCP and UP).
HUA: Preference to (consistently) refer to SRBs and DRBs respectively
<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 201>
	In Rap-CR

BMC.36

	226. 
	SecurityModeCommand
	The number of spares for critical extension seems excessive i.e. for other messages with few parameters ConnectionRelease/ Reject) 3 spares are used
	2
	Change to 3 spares; noting also that security is not that likely to be changed

NOK:OK
	In Rap-CR

BCM.38

	227. 
	SecurityModeCommand
	securityConfiguration
Field description can be removed as it a already captured in the definition of the IE
	1
	Delete the field description

<RAP: Same applies for ConnectionReconfiguration>
	In Rap-CR

ALU.23

	228. 
	SecurityModeComplete
	Field Description of  SecurityModeComplete
	0
	Change the field description to void/ remove (see general issue)

<RAP: covered by general issue 16>
	Note

HUA.27

	229. 
	SecurityModeFailure
	-- Enter the IEs here   FFS
	1
	Remove the comment

No IEs are considered to be needed
	In Rap-CR

SAM.15

HUA.28

ALU.24

	230. 
	SecurityModeFailure
	Field Description is not needed
	1
	Change the field description to void/ remove (general issue)

<RAP: covered by general issue 16>
	Note

HUA.29

	231. 
	SystemInformation
	sib-TypeAndInfo
-- Size if FFS
	2
	Remove the comment

ERI: Agree

NOK:OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.16

ERI.15

	232. 
	SIB1
	Editors note: RAN1 has agreed (R2-080475) that DL RX Tx power should be indicated on BCCH mapped to DL-SCH. FFS in which SIB and SI this should be provided
	2
	Remove the editors note

Assumed to be covered already by the referenceSignalPower within PDSCH-ConfigCommon, within RadioResourceConfigCommon within SIB2
NOK:OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.17

	233. 
	SIB1
	cellSelectionInfo:




   -- need FFS
	2
	Remove need FFS i.e. make the IE mandatory.

Needed by the UE to evaluate cell suitability. If not mandatory then default values are needed for all fields within cellSelectionInfo
NOK:OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.18

NOK.38

ERI.19

	234. 
	SIB1
	p-Max

Field description for p-Max should refer to 36.304 and point to correct parameter name as used in 36.304
	2
	Change field description to: Parameter pmax in 36.304 [4]. If absent the UE applies the maximum power according to the UE capability.
<RAP: We agreed that fields that refer to a global sub-IE do not need a field description, so it seems we can remove the field description and move this to P-Max?>
NOK:OK
	In Rap-CR

NOK.39

	235. 
	SIB1
	si-WindowLength
	3
	The tabular description defines now :If value spare1 is received, it is interpreted as ms40. In later releases we can’t introduce new value bigger for this as REL8 UEs would search only for 40ms and as the shorter values are already covered we would prefer to just remove the spare.
ERI: it does not help to remove the spares only. ASN.1 encoder will generate the spares anyway. So the UE behaviour is just left unspecified.
NOK:OK

<RAP: there is a difference between having spares and not defining code points, see issue 14>
	RAN2#64b

NOK.41

	236. 
	SIB1
	csg-Identity is OPTIONAL, but not with any need codes or conditional.
	2
	Make it as conditional Cond CSG, and the define ‘Cond CSG’ identical to ‘Cond CSG’ defined in SIB4 as follows:
This field is optional (need OP) for non-CSG cells, and mandatory for CSG cells.
ERI: in the field description it says that ‘The IE is present in a CSG cell, otherwise the IE is absent’. Should use this text to define the condition.
NOK: OK

RAP: Assumed to be as proposed by PAN, but with need OD (as for (more or less) all system information>
<CC-Result: Although this seems to reflect the current status, defer to RAN2#64b since further contributions addressing these IEs are expected>
	RAN2#64b

PAN.o4

MOT.8

	237. 
	SIB1
	si-Periodicity
	3
	The tabular description defines now :If value spare1 is received, it is interpreted as rf512. This is not a good definitioins since rel8 terminal in rel9 network needs to search the system information in such a occasions where SI is not sent. Additionally only viable alternative in the future is to double the periodicity or otherwise REL8 UE will not be able to receive the SIB (and will indefinitely look for it).  Two solutions – 1) do not define spare. 2) Specify one more value to Si periodicity in REL8
ERI: Related to 235.
	RAN2#64b

NOK.42

	238. 
	SIB1
	trackingAreaCode
> Field description can be removed since this is covered by IE description of TrackingAreaCode
	1
	Remove the field description for trackingAreaCode
<RAP: in this case the field description is needed to clarify that the TAC is common between all PLMNs that are listed>
	Note
LGE.10

	239. 
	SIB1
	Field description, trackingAreaCode: the abbreviation TAC is only used here, and never explained. 
	1
	Expand TAC to Tracking Area Code, or add the TAC abbreviation to the abbreviation list. 
<Not relevant anymore after LGE.10>
	In Rap-CR

ERI.18

	240. 
	UECapabilityEnquiry
	Field description

Inconsistant using of ue-RadioAccesCapabilityReq in the field description, while UE-RadioAccessCapRequest in ASN.1
	1
	Modify the ue-RadioAccesCapabilityReq to UE-RadioAccessCapRequest in field description
<RAP: to improve consistent naming, the IE is changed to ue-CapabilityRequest>
	In Rap-CR

HUA.31

NOK.43

NEC.13

	241. 
	UECapabilityEnquiry
	ue-RadioAccessCapRequest Field description

Reason: Current text tries to capture a logical combination of  supported RATs which is not necessary.
	1
	FROM: List of the RATs for which the UE is requested to transfer the UE radio access capabilities i.e. E UTRA and/ or other RATs, e.g., UTRA, GERAN or 
CDMA2000

TO: List of the RATs for which the UE is requested to transfer the UE radio access capabilities i.e. E-UTRA /UTRA/ GERAN/CDMA2000.
	In Rap-CR

NEC.14

	242. 
	UECapabilityInformation
	ueCapabilitesRAT-Container, exact contents for UTRAN, GERAN & CDMA2000
	3
	Addressed by e-mail discussion [64_LTE_14]

NNSN: We will have some contribution on this topic.
	RAN2#64b

SAM.19

	243. 
	UECapabilityInformation
	Currentlly, nonCriticalExtension is agreed to be placed at the very end of message based on R2-083955. However, nonCriticalExtension is placed not at the end within UECapabilityInformation-r8-IEs since UECapabilityInformation-r8-IEs is defined as SEQUENCE of SEQUENCE.

UECapabilityInformation-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxRAT-Capabilities)) OF SEQUENCE {


rat-Type




RAT-Type,


ueCapabilitiesRAT-Container
OCTET STRING,


nonCriticalExtension

SEQUENCE {}






OPTIONAL

}
	2
	To place nonCriticalExtension out of SEQUENCE of SEQUENCE , and at the end of this message as follows:

UECapabilityInformation-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE {


 ueCapabilitiesRAT-ContainerList (SIZE (1..maxRAT-Capabilities)) OF SEQUENCE {



rat-Type




RAT-Type,



ueCapabilitiesRAT-Container
OCTET STRING

},


nonCriticalExtension

SEQUENCE {}






OPTIONAL

}
NOK: OK
ERI: yes, it is correct that the NCE should be placed outside of SOS. But there will be a need to have another sequence on top of the SOS. We propose to change to:

UECapabilityInformation-r8-IEs ::=   SEQUENCE {

    ueCapabilitiesRAT-ContainerList      SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxRAT-Capabilities)) OF SEQUENCE {

        rat-Type                         RAT-Type,

        ueCapabilitiesRAT-Container      OCTET STRING

    },

    nonCriticalExtension   SEQUENCE{}    OPTIONAL

}
<RAP: ERI proposal seems agreeable, except that at least the current practice for avoiding the SoS problem should be used ie. defining a separate type for the ueCapabilitiesRAT-ContainerList>
	In Rap-CR

PAN.o2

	244. 
	UECapabilityInformation
	SIZE of SEQUENCE in UECapabilityInformation-r8-IEs starts from 1. However, UE will report no UE capability if UE does not support any requested RAT(s).
	2
	Change it to start from 0.

UECapabilityInformation-r8-IEs ::=
SEQUENCE (SIZE (0..maxRAT-Capabilities)) OF SEQUENCE {
<In other words should E-UTRA be able to request an inter-RAT capability without the E-UTRA capabilities>
NOK: OK

<RAP: Ok. Note that it will now take 4 bits to encode the length>
	In Rap-CR

PAN.o3

	245. 
	UECapabilityInformation
	Size of OCTET STRING missing from ueCapabilitiesRAT-Container
	2
	Add SIZE limit
ERI: it is allowed to have no size limit. ASN.1 encoder will generate a length indicator.
NOK: OK

<RAP: It is clear that from an ASN.1 perspective there is no issue to have a no size constraint. Nevertheless, the question is whether the specification should include a constraint for octet strings like these. Perhaps some initial discussion be desirable>
<CC-Results: in specific cases, where limitations exists, constaints may be introduced. If so, a contribution will need to be provided>
	RAN2#64b
NEC.17

	246. 
	ULInformationTransfer
	Reason: To incorporate the NOTE: If SRB2 is suspended, the UE does not send this message until SRB2 is resumed.
	1
	FROM: Signalling radio bearer: SRB2 or SRB1 (only if SRB2 not established yet)

TO: Signalling radio bearer: SRB2 or SRB1 (only if SRB2 is not established yet. If SRB2 is suspended, E-UTRAN does not send this message until SRB2 is resumed) (& remove the note)

<RAP: included except that E-UTRAN is changed to ‘the UE’>
	In Rap-CR

NEC.11

	247. 
	ULInformationTransfer
	Reason: Clearer text for ULInformationTransfer field descriptions

nas3GPP
	1
	FROM: The RRC layer is transparent for this information

TO: RRC transparently transfers this information.

ERI: don’t see a big problem with original text.
	Note

NEC.12

	6.3.1 System information blocks

	248. 
	SIB-Type
	SIB type IE is only referenced in SIB1. so it can be a sub IE within SIB1
	1
	Move sib-Type definition to SIB1 message, introduce field description for sib-Type, and delete the entire SIB-Type section from 6.3.1 
	In Rap-CR

ERI.23

	249. 
	SIB-Type
	7 spares are included in sib-Type. Need to define the rel-8 UE behaviour when one of the spares in SIB-Type is received. 
	3
	New SIB types could be introduced in the future. If new SIB Type is used, rel-8 UE has to ignore the new SIB if received. 
<RAP: This seems already the current behaviour according to the generic error handling>
ERI: agree with Rapporteur.
NOK: OK

NSN: We agree with Rapporteur. This is already covered by generic error handling.
	Note

ERI.24

	250. 
	SIB2
	Editor’s note: The behaviour of Rel-8 UE when one of the two spare values is received for ul-Bandwidth is FFS
	3
	Already included in the open issues list

NNSN: We will bring a contribution on this.
	RAN2#64b

SAM.20

ERI.22

	251. 
	SIB2
	additionalSpectrumEmission
The value range is not aligned with 36.101,  6.2.4-1
· In ASN.1: integer (0..31), in 36.101, integer (1..32)
	2
	Correct value range according to the table 6.2.4-1 in 36.101

· additionalSpectrumEmission: integer (1..32)

· clarify the field description by adding the reference TS 36.101 [x, Table 6.2.4-1]
ERI: same changes apply for MobilityControlInformation
	In Rap-CR

SAM.82

PAN.o13

ERI.21

	252. 
	SIB2
	additionalSpectrumEmission
Furthermore, it is unclear if the IE should be mandatory?  
	2
	Discuss if the IE should be mandatory IE
ERI: In case RAN2 agrees to make the field optional, then a default behavior needs to be defined. It appears appropriate to define “1”, (i.e. the first entry in 36.101, table 6.2.4-1, to default.
	RAN2#64b
SAM.82

	253. 
	SIB2,

MobilityControlInformation
	additionalSpectrumEmission
IE is referred more than once from several clauses
	2
	Make additionalSpectrumEmission as global-IE defined in 6.3.6 Other, similarly as P-Max.
<RAP: maybe another section is more appropriate – see similar issue for Pmax>
	In Rap-CR

PAN.o6

	254. 
	SIB2
	Incomplete reference of SIB2

· additionalSpectrumEmission, ul-EARFCN, ul-Bandwidth: table number in the corresponding specification is missed
	1
	Add table number into corresponding specification

· additionalSpectrumEmission: see TS 36.301 [Table 6.2.4-1]

· ul-EARFCN: see TS 36.301 [Table 5.4.4-1]

· ul-Bandwidth: see TS 36.301 [Table 5.4.2-1]
ERI: Agree that the referencing should be clarified. (Should be  *.101, not *.301)
	In Rap-CR

SAM.83

	255. 
	SIB2
	There is  field description for radioFrameAllocation, but there is no such a field
	2
	Group all radioFrameAllocation parameters (offset&period) behind a SEQUENCE with name radioFrameAllocation
<RAP: Prefer not to change the ASN.1 but instead align/ split the field description>
ERI : Agree with Rapporteur. no ASN.1 change needed. A very simple approach is to change the field description “header” to “radioFrameAllocationPeriod and radioframeAllocationOffset”, since both fields are described here.  Alternatively, a split should be performed. No strong preference between the two. Note that also the field description of subframeAllocation will be affected (reference to non-existing field radioFrameAllocation
NOK: OK

<RAP: considered agreed to just update the field descriptions>
	In Rap-CR

NOK.40

	256. 
	SIB2
	Editorial: Parameter “Additional Spectrum Emission” refers to 36.101 Table 6.2.4-1: Additional Maximum Power Reduction (A-MPR) / Spectrum Emission requirements. For consistency the RRC parameter should be called Additional Maximum Power Reduction (A-MPR).
	2
	Change parameter name (if deemed necessary).
ERI: No strong preference on naming, but correct referencing of the table would improve the mapping.
MOT: Leave it as it is.
<RAP: the clarification of the mapping was covered by 254>
	Noted

NOK.47

	257. 
	SIB2
	ue-TimersAndConstants is reffered only from SystemInformationBlockType2.
	2
	Alt1) Leave as it is

Alt2) Make it as local sub-IE

We prefer Alt1) since we assume UE-timers is fairly important IE
<RAP: should we deviate from the normal rule to only have global sub-IEs for IEs used multiple times? Questions is whether or not this applies for ‘major IEs’ also>
ERI: We have no strong preference in this particular case: Rules would talk for integrating into SIB2. However, it will make the ASN.1 section for SIB2 quite large.
<RAP: Keep major IEs separate i.e. similar to the case of measurementConfiguration (although the introduces some grey area in the rules>
	Note

PAN.o11

	258. 
	SIB3
	CellReselectionPriority  -- Need FFS
	2
	SAM, NOK: Should be mandatory; it is assumed that cell re-selection procedures require the UE to have a priority for the serving frequency

ERI: We think it should be Optional Need OP because:
1. S 36.304 says 'UE shall only perform reselection evaluation for E-UTRAN frequencies and inter-RAT frequencies that are given in system information and for which the UE has a priority provided'. So it is very clear that if no priority provided the UE should not perform reselection towards that freq. 

2. Need OD is not clear in this case because OD ‘discontinue the associated functionality’ could be intepreted as the reselection is turned off, which is not true in this case.

3. no need to differentiate the serving frequency case. Therefore not to make it mandatory in SIB3.
MOT: If absent UE can assume lowest priority.
ERI: We are fine with mandatory presence in SIB3
CAT: IE should be mandatory

<RAP: Proposed to make this IE mandatory>
<CC-Result: the above proposal is agreed i.e. field is mandatory in SIB3>
	In Rap-CR

SAM.21

NOK.48

ERI.26

MOT.14

	259. 
	SIB2
	Definition of ul-bandwidth field in SIB2:

ul-Bandwidth

Parameter: Uplink bandwidth [36.101]. Value n6 corresponds to 6 resource blocks, n15 to 15 resource blocks and so on. For TDD this parameter is absent and it is equal to the downlink bandwidth.

If this parameter is absent (even for FDD), the same value as dl-bandwidth should be used.
	1
	Change to:

ul-Bandwidth

Parameter: Uplink bandwidth [36.101]. Value n6 corresponds to 6 resource blocks, n15 to 15 resource blocks and so on. For TDD this parameter is absent and it is equal to the downlink bandwidth. For FDD, if this parameter is absent, it is equal to the downlink bandwidth.
	In Rap-CR

MOT.9

ERI 20

	260. 
	SIB2
	ul-EARFCN is included OP in SIB2, but field description is not clear about what value applies when it is absent:

ul-EARFCN

For FDD: Default value determined from default TX-RX frequency separation defined in [36.101]

For TDD: This parameter is absent and it is equal to the downlink frequency.
	1
	Change to:

ul-EARFCN

For FDD: If absent, the default value determined from default TX-RX frequency separation defined in [36.101] applies.

For TDD: This parameter is absent and it is equal to the downlink frequency.
	In Rap-CR

	261. 
	SIB3
	cellReselectionPriority
Field description: Parameter “priority” in 36.304 [4]. Absolute priority of the serving layer (0 means: lowest priority)
	1
	Parameter naming (‘priority’) needs to be aligned in 36.304
ERI: agree. But this affects 36.304 only.
	Note

NOK.57



	262. 
	SIB3
	cellReselectionInfoCommon

Field description: Cell re-selection information common for cells
	1
	Could be clarified to:

Cell re-selection information common for all EUTRA-cells
<RAP: This does not seem correct e.g. MobiliyStateParameters affects all re-selections>
	Note

NOK.55

	263. 
	SIB3
	threshServingLow
	2
	SAM: It seems this IE should be optional i.e. not required in case serving is lowest priority. It may be possible to use need code OP i.e. this may already covered by 36.304?

NOK: This can be regarded as an optimisation. One can think of several others, but not needed for REL-8

ERI: We think it should be kept mandatory.
NOK: Having it optional would be quite difficult to specify
	Note

SAM.22

NOK.66

ERI.27

	264. 
	SIB3
	sameRefSignalsInNeighbour
RAN4 is evaluating the usefulness of signalling an alternative parameter, applicable for both FDD and TDD (see R4-083331)

RAN1 wondered if the alternative paramater (related to number of ports) should be provided per frequency (see R1-084093)
	3
	Wair for RAN4 (was discussed at RAN2#64 in relation to R2-086408)
If needed, we should also: 

-
Renaming the field to measurementAntennaPortsNeighbour

-
Change the field description

-
Add correct reference

-
Apply this IE also for UEs in RRC_connected
	RAN2#64b

SAM.23

ERI.25

	265. 
	SIB3
	The field description of s-Intrasearch:

s-IntraSearch 

Parameter Sintrasearch, see [4]. If the field is not present, the UE behaviour is specified in [4].

However, the behaviour when this parameter is absent is not specified in 36.304. This can be easily remedied by using a value of infinity if the field is absent.
	2
	Change to:

s-IntraSearch 

Parameter Sintrasearch, see [4]. If the field is not present, a value of infinity applies.
ERI: do not agree. See CR20R1 to 36.304.(R2-087287)
NOK: Prefer to keep old text as the current CRs to 36.304 cover the handling when the field is not present
	Note

MOT.12

	266. 
	SIB3
	The field description for s-nonIntraSearch:

s-NonIntraSearch 

Parameter Snonintrasearch,see TS 36.304 [4]. If the field is not present, the UE behaviour is specified in [4].

However, the behaviour when this parameter is absent is not specified in 36.304. This can be easily remedied by using a value of infinity if the field is absent
	2
	Change to:

s-NonIntraSearch 

Parameter Snonintrasearch,see TS 36.304 [4]. If the field is not present, a value of infinity applies.
ERI: do not agree. See CR20R1 to 36.304.(R2-087287)
NOK: Prefer to keep old text as the current CRs to 36.304 cover the handling when the field is not present
	Note

MOT.13

	267. 
	SIB3, SIS5, measObjectEUTRA and

MeasurementBandwidth
	measurementBandwidth 

Field name is misleading as the field does not dictate the measurement bandwidht but just indicates what is possible maximum measurement BW.


	2
	Change the field name to allowedMeasurementBandwidth and IE description to: ‘

The IE AllowedMeasurementBandwidth used to indicate maximum allowed measurement bandwidth defined by the parameter Transmission Bandwidth Configuration "NRB" [36.104]. The values mbw6, mbw15, mbw25, mbw50, mbw75, mbw100 indicate 6, 15, 25, 50, 75 and 100 resource blocks respectively.
ERI: We accept this change.
<RAP: field descriptions removed for SIB5 and measObjectEUTRA, since all is covered by IE heading>
	In Rap-CR NOK.50

	268. 
	SIB3,

SIB5, SIB7
	q-RxLevMin
IE is referred more than once from several clauses
	2
	Make q-RxLevMin as global-IE defined in 6.3.1 System information blocks
ERI: This is OK, but it should be noted that SIB1/3/5 use one definition of q-RXlevmin, SIB6 another and SIB7 a third. So only the ones in SIB1/3/5 shall have a common global-IE definition and that implies that names must be changed to differentiate from SIB6 and SIB7. But if done properly, this change is OK. (Similar issue as in line 272)

NOK: OK – Note that there are different q-RxLevMins (EUTRA/UTRA/GERAN)

<RAP: a global sub-IE is included in mobilityControl section, see general discussion. This IE is used for E-UTRA only>
	In Rap-CR PAN.o7

	269. 
	SIB3,

SIB5, SIB6, SIB7, SIB8
	t-ReselectionXXXX-SF-Medium/ High have same value range in multiple places, where XXXX can be UTRA (SIB6), GERAN (SIB7), EUTRAN (SIB5,3), OneXRTT/ HRPD (SIB8)
	2
	Introduce a global sub-IE

<RAP: covered by 272>
	In Rap-CR NOK.51

	270. 
	SIB3, SIB5, SIB6, SIB7, SIB8
	t-ReselectionXXXX has same value range in multiple places, where XXXX can be UTRA(SIB6), GERAN (SIB7), EUTRA(SIB5,3), OneXRTT/HRPD (SIB8)
	2
	Introduce a global sub-IE

<RAP: similar differentiation issue as for 268>
	<Note>

NOK.53

PAN.o8

	271. 
	SIB3
	speedDependentScalingParameters 

SEQUENCE {


t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-Medium 


ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0},


t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-High 


ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0}

}
OPTIONAL

-- Need OD
	2
	NOK: Need should be ‘OP’ as the functionality as the UE behaviour is specified in [4]”.
ERI: Need should be OP since te UE behaviour upon absence of speedDependentScalingParameters is described in field description.

MOT: The field descriptions for optional parameters t-Reselection EUTRAN-SF-Medium and t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-High say if these are absent, behaviour is specified in 36.304, which does not seem to be true. However, behaviour when optional parameters (in SIB3) q-HystSF-Medium q-HystSF-High are absent, the behaviour is specified in 36.304. To keep it consistent, changes should be made to sec 5.2.4.3.1 of 36.304.
ERI: Agree with MOT.  Subclause 5.2.4.3.1 in 36.304 has the phrase “…” if sent on system information” for Qhyst, but missed it for scaling factors. So the impact is on 36.304 and Need should be OP
<RAP: Change to OP for now. Relates to a more general issue regarding need codes for optional system information parameters, see 24c>
	In Rap-CR NOK.56

ERI.28

MOT.17

	272. 
	SIB3
	speedDependentScalingParameters 

SEQUENCE {


t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-Medium 


ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0},


t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-High 


ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0}

}
OPTIONAL

-- Need OD
	2
	The same IE is used multiple times (just with different field names), so it seems appropriate to define a global sub-IE

Make speedDependantScalingParameters as global-IE defined in MobilityControl. Note that the value range of Hysteresis is different among RATs.
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR SAM.101

PAN.o9

	273. 
	SIB3
	Misc editorial corrections:
	1
	In the ASN1 need in place of Need (one instance).

In the ASN1, for q-HystSF-Medium and q-HystSF-High db should be replaced by dB for consistency with other cases. Field descriptions would need to be updated to be consistent.

The first sentences of the field descriptions for speedDependentScalingParameters and speedDependentScalingParametersHyst could include a reference to 36.304.

The second sentence in the field descriptions of t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-Medium and t-ReslectionEUTRAN-SF-High could be removed.

Field descriptions are missing for neighbourCellConfiguration and mobilityStateParameters.
	In Rap-CR NOK.54

	274. 
	SIB3
	Editorial updates
	1
	In field description

In db ( the value in dB

Value db-6 ( value dB-6

For q-Hyst ( for Qhyst
The serving layer ( the serving frequency layer 

Would be good to update the order in field description based on ASN.1 

In ASN.1 

 db (dB
<RAP: already covered by previous comments. For ordering, see issue 24d>
	<Note>

ERI.29

	275. 
	SIB3
	Field descriptions could be reordered to match ASN.1 definition to improve readability if seen necessary.
	1
	<RAP: see general issue 24d>
	<Note>

NOK.56

	276. 
	SIB4
	intraFreqNeighbouringCellList  -- Need FFS
intraFreqBlacklistedCellList  -- Need FFS
	2
	SAM: For cases like this OD seems appropriate i.e. if absent after system info change, the UE should stop using the information.

(We should limit use of OP to cases where ON & OD are inappropriate. Note that 36.304 only specifies the static behaviour i.e. if the parameter is present, do this..)

Note that E-UTRAN may just broadcast SIB4 to indicate the pci-Range.

NOK: assumes OP is more appropriate i.e. it isn’t it in general sufficient if procoedures state that UE applies the parameters that are broadcast. Additionally with OD, is the UE behaviour clear if SIB4 is not trasnmitted at all? Anyway probably everyone agrees that UE should start using new NCL whenver it finds one. Maybe OP would be good choice with written description in 36.304 that UE shall use currently valid system information for reselection purposes. 
ERI: Should be Need OD and also to be alighed with SIB5
MOT: intraFreqNeighbouringCellList: Field description should say that if this is absent then the intraFreqNeigbouringCellList is empty. (Using need OD may not be the right option. Need OD ensures that previously used value is deleted; however if the previously used value was the empty set, deleting it does not make sense)
intraFreqBlacklistedCellList is optional but no action is specified if absent.

intraFreqBlacklistedCellList: Field description should say that if this is absent then the intraFreqBlacklistedCellList is empty. (Using need OD may not be the right option. Need OD ensures that previously used value is deleted; however if the previously used value was the empty set, deleting it does not make sense).
<RAP: relates to general issue 24c>
	RAN2#64b
SAM.24

NOK.69

ERI.30

MOT.15/6

	277. 
	SIB4
	q-OffsetCell,
In the field description for  dB-22 should be dB22. Also should 24 dB be 24dB and 22 dB be 22dB.
	1
	ERI: First change not needed. Second change is OK.
	<???>
NOK.70

	278. 
	SIB4, SIB5
	q-Offsetcell value range has 31 values. One spare value is needed.
	1
	Include spare1 at the end of q-Offset value range.
ERI: Based on discussion from RAN2#64 on R2-086268 it was agreed to remove the spare.
NOK: One should avoid having spare values in BCCH parameters
	Note

MOT.19

	279. 
	SIB4,  SIB5
	q-OffsetCell and q-OffsetFrequency

Both use same value range but not same type definition
	2
	Make a common type definition for value range without spare values
	In Rap-CR NOK.73

PAN.010

	280. 
	SIB4, SIB5
	q-Offsetcell is mandatorily included. This may not be necessary. A default value (of 0 db) can be specified as in the case of q-Offsetfreq in SIB5.
	2
	Specify default value of 0 db for q-Offsetcell.
ERI: do not agree. The whole list is OPTIONAL and only PCIs with an offset needs to be included. Doesn’t that imply Offset=0 for all non-listed PCIs? See 36.304, 5.2.4.6.
NOK: Why would you list a cell with 0dB offset?
	Note

MOT.18

	281. 
	SIB4
	condition CSG
clarification on the condition CSG: This field is optional (need OP) for non-CSG cells, and mandatory for CSG cells maybe needed. 

What is the intended use for CSG-PCI-Range for non-csg cells?
	3
	NOK: We think that conditions is correct – Optionally present in macro cell allows to indicate CSG cells present in the macro cell carrier. This should be made clear in the field description of CSG-PCI-Range
	RAN2#64b

ERI.31

	282. 
	SIB4
	Validity of csg-PCI-Range needs clarification.

It was agreed at RAN2#64 (see agreed CR R2-087427) that this IE is valid for 24 hours in the same carrier and PLMN. But this is not captured, i.e. the parameter now has only scope = the cell it is broadcasted in, which defeats its purpose.
	2
	Capture validity of 24 hours for csg-PCI-Range in Field description (related comment in 5.2.1.3 above)

NOK: OK

<RAP: propose to also change the general system info section i.e. to clarify that the 3hrs applies unless explicitly stated otherwise>
	In Rap-CR ERI.32

	283. 
	SIB5
	CellReselectionPriority
  -- Need FFS
	2
	SAM: Change to optional, need OD

In general it seems clear that some of the broadcasted frequencies may be accessible only for a subset of the UEs. From 36.304 it is clear that if the UE receives dedicated priorities, it completely ignores the priorities that are broadcast i.e. if dedicated signalling does not include a freq, the UE does not consider it.

It seems that it should be possible to omitt the priority on broadcast i.e. to accommodate in an efficient way the cae that a frequency is accessible only for a small population of the Ues

and by allocating to the relevant Ues the priority of the concerned frequency

So, for neighbouring frequencies the field would be optional, need OD)

(We should limit use of OP to cases where ON & OD are inappropriate. Note that 36.304 only specifies the static behaviour i.e. if the parameter is present, do this..)

<It should be clear that in this case OD applies to the broadcasted parameter only i.e. if there is a system info change not including the parameter, the UE discards the stored system info parameter/ stops using if (if it was using the broadcast priorities)>

NOK: Our understanding is that this should be MP, as already the case for SIB8

ERI: We think it should be Optional Need OP (see ERI.26):
ERI: Making priority mandatory can work, but can imply more signalling (every UE needs to get dedicated priorities) and that one or more priorities of the small number 8 are “locked” as “the lowest”. Seems a bit inefficient. (one can be sceptical about ever using dedicated priorities, which can make this issue academic. But for now  this is what we have for shared networks). And as we already have a behaviour rule in 36.304, OP seemed like the right choice.
NOK:  OK to have optional – Mandatory to have for serving frequency i.e. in SIB3

<RAP: seems we can agree to have the priorities (other than in SIB3) as optional, need OP. Further discussion on the need code can be handled as part of the general issue 24c>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed i.e. optional, need OP for all cases other than in SIB3>
	In Rap-CR SAM.25

NOK.71

ERI.34

	284. 
	SIB5
	q-offsetFreq
Spare value
	2
	Remove the spare value in order to avoid undefined UE behaviour
ERI: Based on discussion from RAN2#64 on R2-086268 it was agreed to remove the spare value in q-OffsetFreq
<RAP: already covered by previous comments>
	Note

NOK.72

ERI.36

	285. 
	SIB5
	InterFreqCarrierFreqList
 – Field description missing
	2
	Add field description
ERI: needed?
	Note

NOK.75

	286. 
	SIB5
	speedDependentScalingParameters

The UE behaviour upon absence of speedDependentScalingParameters is described in field description. but  at the same time, it is marked Need OD in ASN.1. 
	2
	Different proposals, See similar issue for SIB3 i.e. ERI.28>
ERI: Note that the proposals are not really different. All say “OP”, but MOT also explains that 36.304 needs an update
<RAP: covered by previous comments, see 271 i.e. change to OP>
	Note

ERI.33

MOT.17

	287. 
	SIB5
	Update the parameters names in the field description for threshX-High/Low

Note: this comment also applies to SIB6, SIB7, and SIB8
	1
	Parameter "Thresx,high" ( Parameter "Threshx,high" 

Parameter "Thresx,low" ( Parameter "Threshx,low"
	In Rap-CR ERI.35

	288. 
	SIB5
	Miscellaneous editorial corrections:
	1
	In the ASN1, need in place of Need (two instances).

The second sentences in the field descriptions of t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-Medium and of t-ReselectionEUTRAN-SF-High could be omitted.
ERI: Second proposal: prefer not to change.
<RAP: already covered by previous comments>
	Note

NOK.74

	289. 
	SIB5
	Editorial updates
	1
	In field description:

In seconds ( value in seconds

On the frequency ( on this carrier frequency
<RAP: partly covered by previous comments>
	In Rap-CR ERI.37

	290. 
	SIB6
	Editor's note:
In accordance with TS 36.300, cell specific parameters are not included in this SIB.
	1
	Remove and update preceeding description (which suggests use of cell speicifc parameters)

NOK: Agree, as the 36.300 states the following: “SystemInformationBlockType6 contains information about UTRA frequencies and UTRA neighbouring cells relevant for cell re-selection (including cell re-selection parameters common for a frequency as well as cell specific re-selection parameters);”
	In Rap-CR SAM.26

NOK.84

PAN.o18

ERI.38

	291. 
	SIB6
	CellReselectionPriority  -- Need FFS
	2
	Change to optional, need OD

See corresponding issue for SIB5  (SAM.25)

Note: to facilitate the specification, it seems desirable to apply the same field name for all RATs i.e. just: cellReselectionPriority
ERI: Should be OPTIONAL, need OP (see ERI.26)

<RAP: already covered by previous comments>
	Note

SAM.27

ERI.39

	292. 
	SIB6
	q-Rxlevmin  -- Need FFS (FDD & TDD) 
	2
	SAM: Should be mandatory i.e. all suitability related parameters are assumed to be mandatory to provide (as in UTRA), since otherwise the UE would have to read this from the target inter-RAT cell (though only for the highest ranked one). 
NOK: Agree; Should be mandatory as these are needed for reselection purposes. Otherwise the UE needs to go to the target cell for reading the q-RxLevMin in order to perform reselection evaluation.
	In Rap-CR SAM.28

NOKI.79

ERI.40

	293. 
	SIB6
	q-RxLevMin 
Value range for for UTRA is agreed to change from (-139..-43dBm // 2dBm) to (-119..-25dBm // 2dBm) as a result of harmonisation of RRC IEs in EUTRA and UTRA (R2-086380)
	2
	Change as follows:

q-RxLevMin
INTEGER (-60..-13),
-- need FFS
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR PAN.o12

ERI.41

	294. 
	SIB6
	q-RxLevMin, maximumAllowedTxPower
Reference needs to change, since 36.304 will not include evaluation of S-criterion for cell reselection, but will only reference to 25.304 and 45.008.
	1
	Replace 36.304 [4] by 25.304 [40]
	In Rap-CR PAN.o14

ERI.42,

NOK.80a

	295. 
	SIB6
	q-QualMin
Values should be in dB
	2
	Change to dB

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR SAM.29

PAN.o14

ERI.42

	296. 
	SIB6
	speedDependentScalingParameters 
SEQUENCE {


t-ReselectionUTRA-SF-Medium 

ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0}, 


t-ReselectionUTRA-SF-High 


ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0}


}   OPTIONAL,


-- need OD
	2
	Change Need to ‘OP’ as the functionality in the case of missing parameters is defined in 36.304
MOT: No action is specified when t-ReselectionUTRA-SF-Medium and t-ReselectionUTRA-SF-High are not included. Changes should be made to sec 5.2.4.3.1 of 36.304.

<See same discussion for SIB3 e.g. NOK.56)

ERI: agree with MOT and NOK.
<RAP: Covered by previous comments, see 271 i.e. change to OP>
	Note

NOK.83

MOT.20

	297. 
	SIB6
	maximumAllowedTxPower
Align field name by renaming to p-MaxUTRAN.
	2
	As the maximumAllowedTxPower seems to be the similar to p-MaxGERAN, it could be renamed to p-MaxUTRAN in order the spec to be consistent in namings.
	In Rap-CR NOK.84

	298. 
	SIB6
	Misc editorial corrections:
	1
	In the ASN1, need in place of Need (three instances).

The second sentences in the field descriptions of t-ReselectionUTRA-SF-Medium and of t-ReselectionUTRA-SF-High could be omitted.
ERI: Second proposal: prefer not to change.
<RAP: Covered by previous comments>
	Note

NOK.80b

	299. 
	SIB7
	CellReselectionPriority  -- Need FFS
	2
	SAM: Change to optional, need OD

See corresponding issue for SIB5  (SAM.25)

ERI: Should be OPTIONAL, Need OP (See ERI.26)

<RAP: Covered by previous comments, see issue 283>
	Note

SAM.30

ERI.44

	300. 
	SIB7
	Editor's note
RAN2 has agreed not to provide cell specific re-selection parameters for GSM/ GERAN neighbours. To be confirmed by GERAN/ RAN4
	3
	Wait for GERAN?

ERI: We think it is sufficient to delete “—Need FFS”, i.e. change in the same way as described for SIB6.
<CC-Result: it is agreed to remove the eNote>
	In Rap-CR SAM.31

ERI.45

	301. 
	SIB7
	Currently, 

· GERAN-NeigbourFreqList is a list of GERAN-BCCH-Group, and

· GERAN-BCCH-Group has geran-CellReselectionPriority and p-MaxGERAN as OPTIONAL parameters.
For OPTIONAL parameters (priority, p-Max), special handling is defined upon absence in field description

· first element of the list shall have a complete set of parameters i.e. priority, p-Max shall present

· subsequent elements of the list shall use the value from the presiding element if priority and/or p-Max is absent

However, there are several issues due to this special handling upon absence.

Issue1: Network can not signal GERAN-BCCH-Group with no priority if the first element has priority. 

It shall be possible to signal a group of GERAN cells with no prioirty so that network can grant access to the limited UEs in dedicated signalling.

Issue2: It conflicts with the field description for p-Max: maximum power according to UE capability is used upon absence of p-Max
	3
	1) Modify the handling upon absence as follows:

· Priority: use the handling upon absence defined in 36.304

· p-Max: align with UTRA, EUTRA i.e. maximum power according to UE capability is used upon absence

They can be reflected as follows in field description (just remove the special handling)
geran-BCCH-Configuration

Defines the set of cell reselection parameters for the group of GERAN carrier frequencies.
2) Make geran-CellReselectionPriority as Need OP since UE action upon absence is described in field description/36.304
	RAN2#64b

PAN.o16

	302. 
	SIB7
	geran-BCCH-Configuration

In the field description, I think we should have used “preceding” instead of “presiding”

	1
	geran-BCCH-Configuration

Defines the set of cell reselection parameters for the group of GERAN carrier frequencies. In the first element of the geran-NeigbourFreqList field, a complete set of cell reselection parameters shall be provided in the geran-BCCH-Configuration field. In subsequent elements of the geran-NeigbourFreqList field, value(s) from the precesiding element is used as default, if one or more of the cell reselection parameters in the geran-BCCH-Configuration field are absent.
	In Rap-CR ALU.30

	303. 
	SIB7
	q-RxLevMin and p-MaxGERAN
Field description are misleading 
	2
	q-rxLevMin and p-MaxGERAN refers to 36.304 although for UTRA cell selection criteria 36.304 refers to 25.304, thus we feel the field description should also refer to 25.304 for both parameters related to cell selection evaluation at cell reselection
ERI: This comment seems misplaced – should apply to SIB6. Maybe concerns the general comment in line 294 (ERI.42)? If that is the case the reference should be 45.008 for SIB7.
<RAP: generally do not refer to 36.304 for cases like this but to the spec of the concerned RAT i.e. see 294>
	In Rap-CR NOK.86

ERI.46

	304. 
	SIB7
	q-RxLevMin, value range
At RAN2#64 R2-086380 was to a large extent agreed and this range was changed to -115..-25dBm.
	2
	Change 



q-RxLevMin




INTEGER (0..31),

 to 



q-RxLevMin




INTEGER (0..45),

and

Parameter “Qrxlevmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. The actual value of Qrxlevmin in dBm = (IE value * 2) ( 119.

To

Parameter “Qrxlevmin” in TS 36.304 [4]. The actual value of Qrxlevmin in dBm = (IE value * 2) ( 115.
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR ERI.47

	305. 
	SIB7
	Editorials

Following typo within ASN code should be corrected

Neighour ( Neighbour

1)

geran-NeigbourFreqList
GERAN-NeigbourFreqList



OPTIONAL,
-- Need OD

2)

GERAN-NeigbourFreqList ::=
SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxGNFG)) OF GERAN-BCCH-Group


	1
	Correct the typo in ASN code and field description accordingly.

Affected sections:

· 6.3.1 SystemInformationBlockType7: ASN, field description


	In Rap-CR PAN.o17

	306. 
	SIB7
	Misc editorial corrections:
	1
	In the ASN1, need in place of Need (two instances).

Field description for geran-BCCH-Configuration makes reference to geran-NeighbourFreqList which is a higher level IE, could be revised.

The second sentences in the field descriptions of t-ReselectionGERAN-SF-Medium and of t-ReselectionGERAN-SF-High could be omitted.
ERI: for the last proposal, prefer not to change.
<RAP: 1st point already covered. 2nd comment does not really seem a problem and relates to 301. So no change for now>
	Note

NOK.90

	307. 
	SIB8
	speedDependentScalingParameters 
SEQUENCE {

t-ReselectionCDMA-HRPD-SF-Medium 
ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0}, 

t-ReselectionCDMA-HRPD-SF-High 
ENUMERATED {oDot25, oDot5, oDot75, lDot0}




}










OPTIONAL

-- need OD
	2
	Should the Need be ‘OP’? Additionally field description is missing (although it should not be needed is a new IE is to be defined)
<RAP: already covered, see 271 i.e. change to OP>
	Note

NOK.91

	308. 
	SIB8
	The IEs cdma2000-systemTimeInfo and searchWindowSize are listed as OD but in section 5.2.2.15, RRC simply passes the parameters to the higher layer. This seems inconsistent.
	2
	Remove the Need OD from the ASN1?
ERI: Seems clearer with OP + text in Field description or 5.2.2.15.
<RAP: I assume we intended to use ON for these cases. Handle as part of general discussion, see issue 24c)
	Note
NOK.92

	309. 
	SIB8
	threshX-High and threshX-Low each appear twice in the ASN1 (for HRPD-BandClassList and OneXRTT-BandClassList) and in the field description with different descriptions.
	1
	Rename the parameters and in the field description refer to 36.304 with correct 36.304 paramters name (as it is done currently)
<RAP: There does not seem to be a need for double fields, so in the field descriptions one copy was removed and the other slightly generalised>
	In Rap-CR NOK.93

	310. 
	SIB8
	Editorial corrections for field descriptions:

Neighboring and neighbor should be replaced by neighbouring and neighbour in several places.

References are not in the normal format in several places i.e. [24, Table 1.5] and [24].
	1
	
	In Rap-CR NOK.94

	311. 
	SIB8
	Editorial corections for ASN1:
	1
	One case of Need written as need.
<RAP: Covered by previous comments>
	Note

NOK.95

	312. 
	SIB9
	HNBID

SA1 has changed the name of hnbId to "HNB Name" - See agreed CR S1-084409.
	2
	Change parameter name from hnbid -> hnb-Name
	In Rap-CR NOK.106

	313. 
	SIB10
	SystemInformationBlockType10 includes IEs, which are going to be defined in 23.041 but no specific reference is given.

messageIdentifier, serialNumber, warningType exist under slightly different names in 23.041, the reference should be made more explicit (e.g., referencing the respective clause in 23.041).

The referred 36.413 also misses references of corresponding IEs.
	2
	A specific reference to the variable and corresponding clause in 23.041 should be added.
NOK: OK
<RAP: deferred, unless someone forwards the appropriate references to rapporteur>
	RAN2#64b

ERI.48

	314. 
	SIB10
	No definition for warningSecurityInformation exists in 23.041, as referenced from the field descriptions
	3
	23.041 needs to be updated to include the definition of warningSecurityInformation.
<RAP: No change to 36.331>
	Note

ERI.49

	315. 
	SIB11
	dataCodingScheme
The including of the IE dataCodingScheme is inefficient. It could be made Optional. It would have to be included in one segment but eNB could be relied upon to do this. 

If adopted changes to section 5.2.2.18 would be required to implement storage of the dataCodingScheme IE.
	3
	Consider making optional.
ERI: this is probably class 3 issue. Needs to be discussed. Making it optional has

Con: 

· more complex spec

· risk for delayed presentation, since the UE must wait for the initial segment, before starting presentation.

Pro:

· simpler for UE, which doesn’t need to consider case of segments coded in different ways??
	RAN2#64b

NOK.96

	316. 
	SIB11
	SystemInformationBlockType11 includes IEs, which are going to be defined in 23.041 but no specific reference is given.

messageIdentifier, serialNumber exist under slightly different names in 23.041, the reference should be made more explicit (e.g., referencing the respective clause in 23.041).

The referred 36.413 also misses references of corresponding IEs, including the WarningMessageSegment definition.
	2
	A specific reference to the variable and corresponding clause in 23.041 should be added.
<RAP: deferred, unless someone forwards the appropriate references to rapporteur>
	RAN2#64b

ERI.50

	6.3.2 Radio resource control information elements

	317. 
	AntennaInformation
	Unclear IE description for AntennaInformation
	1
	Proposed change of the IE description:

From : The IE AntennaInformation is used to specify the antenna configuration to be applied by the UE.

To: The IE AntennaInformationCommon and IE AntennaInformationDedicated are used to specify the common and the UE specific antenna configuration respectively.
	In Rap-CR ERI.62

	318. 
	AntennaInformation
	Unnecessary extension marker for codebookSubsetRestriction
	2
	Proposed change: Remove the extension marker in the codebookSubsetRestriction
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR ERI.63

	319. 
	CQI-Reporting
	cqi-ReportingConfigurationAperiodic
	2
	Believe this parameter should be optional since it is possible to have a configuration with periodic reporting only.
ERI: correct, the CQI on PUSCH is not mandatory.
<RAP: included with need OD>
	In Rap-CR QCM.2

	320. 
	LogicalChannelConfig
	ul-SpecificParameters -- Cond UL
	2
	Currently all fields in LogicalChannelConfig are for UL. Moreover, it is not possible to add parameters for DL. There seem to be two possibilities:

a) Remove the ul- grouping (i.e. LogicalChannelConfig IE directly contain 4 IEs and the extention marker).

b) Add a an optional dl-grouping, just including an extension marker

It seem unlikely that we need to add parameters for DL in future, so a) seems the way to go

NOK: OK
ERI: 1) Seems to save only 1 bit per bearer at the cost of some structural loss. No strong view on the need for this. However, LogicalChannelConfig would need to be renamed LogicalChannelConfigUL and the uplink conditionality be transferred to the IE LogicalChannelConfigUL and be combined with the current conditionality on bearer setup.

2) Question is whether the current extension marker should not rather be in the IE LogicalChannelConfig rather than in the IE ul-SpecificParameters to facilitate future addition of DL LCH configuration?
HUA: DL is for eNB. So it is unnecessary to inform UE.
<RAP: in UTRA we can indicate one parameters at the DL-SCH level i.e. MAC header format. So proposal is to just move the extension marker as suggested by ERI>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR CAT.5

	321. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	The content of dl-SCH-Configuration is empty
	2
	Remove the dl-SCH-Configuration field

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR CAT.6

	322. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	drx-Configuration
	2
	Sequence is long enough to be unreadable.  Let’s break out some of it into a separate IE for clarity.
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR QCM.4

	323. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	drx-RetransmissionTimer 
	1
	Silimial to drx-InactivityTimer, the unit is PDCCH sub-frames, so change “sfX” to “psfX”
	In Rap-CR CAT.7

	324. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	maxHARQ-Tx
‘Cond ConnSU’ applies with ConnSU is defined as follows:

The fieldIE is mandatory default if the field is included in RRCConnectionSetup; otherwise it is optionally present, continue.
However, network always signals delta from currently used configuration. In case of connection setup, network would signal delta from default configruation. Therefore, Conditional is not necessarily needed. In addition, action upon absence is not needed for maxHARQ-Tx.

maxHARQ-Tx

Parameter: max-HARQ-Tx [36.321].

If absent in the RRCConnectionSetup message, the default value as defined in 9.2.2 applies.

	2
	PAN: Remove ‘Cond ConnSU’ and make it as Need ON.

Update the field description as follows:

maxHARQ-Tx

Parameter: max-HARQ-Tx [36.321].
Also, remove ‘Cond ConnSU’ from section 10.5

ERI: In the condition description, change current text: “…otherwise it is optionally present, continue”

to:

 “…otherwise it is optionally present, no action”.
NOK: Panasonic proposal seems to be OK

<RAP: Panasonic proposal aligns to what is used for other fields and hence should be agreeable>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR PAN.o20

ERI.85

	325. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	maxHARQ-Tx

Field description refers to parameter “max-HARQ-Tx” in TS 36.321. The name in TS 36.321 is “Maximum number of HARQ transmissions”.
	1
	In the field description, change “max-HARQ-Tx” to “Maximum number of HARQ transmissions”.
<RAP: considering the discussion at the last meeting, prefence is to defer this until after the next meeting>
	Note

ERI.86

	326. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	periodicBSR-Timer

Field description refers to parameter “PERIODIC_BSR_TIMER” in TS 36.321. The name in TS 36.321 is “PERIODIC BSR TIMER”.
	1
	In the field description, change “PERIODIC_BSR_TIMER” to “PERIODIC BSR TIMER”.
<RAP: for proposed conclusion see 325>
	Note

ERI.87

	327. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	periodicPHR-Timer

Field description refers to parameter “PERIODIC_PHR_TIMER” in TS 36.321. The name in TS 36.321 is “PERIODIC PHR TIMER”.
	1
	In the field description, change “PERIODIC_PHR_TIMER” to “PERIODIC PHR TIMER”.
<RAP: for proposed conclusion see 325>
	Note

ERI.88

	328. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	prohibitPHR-Timer

Field description refers to parameter “PROHIBIT PHR TIMER” in TS 36.321. The name in TS 36.321 is “PROHIBIT_PHR_TIMER”.
	1
	In the field description, change “PROHIBIT PHR TIMER” to “PROHIBIT_PHR_TIMER”.
<RAP: for proposed conclusion see 325>
	Note

ERI.89

	329. 
	MAC-MainConfiguration
	Cond ConnSU
	1
	The phrase “optionally present, continue” is no longer meaningful.  Suggest changing to “optional (need ON)”.
<RAP: Covered by general issue (SAM.9)>
	Note
QCM.3

	330. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	discardTimer
-- Cond Setup, range FFS
	2
	Remove the ‘range FFS’

ERI: Agree to remove “FFS. See (ERI.77)”
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR SAM.32

	331. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	Rlc-UM condition:
The field is mandatory present upon setup of a PDCP entity for a radio bearer configured with RLC UM, continue. Otherwise the field is not applicable.
	2
	Remove “, continue”

<Relates to the general issue of how to specify the need code within conditions (SAM.9)>

ERI:: Agree this is related to general issue.See (ERI.78)”
NOK: OK

<RAP: Agreed i.e. need code does not apply for mandatory fields>
	In Rap-CR CAT.8

	332. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	statusReportRequired 

This is the only occurence of this field identifier in any specification.

· There is no description in field description table

· It does not appear in any procedural text

· There is no equivalent in TS 36.323

(In TS 36.323, only subclause 5.3.1 state “if the radio bearer is configured by upper layers to send a PDCP status report in the uplink”.)
	2
	Add field description:

statusReportRequired

Indicates whether or not the UE shall send a PDCP Status Report upon re-establishment of the PDCP entity as specified in TS 36.323 [8].
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR ERI.76

	333. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	discardTimer

This is the only occurence of this field identifier in any specification.

It is not clear from the use of “not applicable” whether the already configured value is kept when the field is not present (no procedural text for this).

Range is still listed as FFS. No need to modify the values 
Note: corresponds to Discard_Timer in TS 36.323
	2
	1) add field description:

discardTimer

Indicates the value of the parameter Discard_Timer TS 36.323 [8] in milliseconds. ms50 means 50 ms, ms100 means 100 ms and so on.

2) update Cond Setup (it applies only to this parameter):

“The field is mandatory present in case of radio bearer setup. Otherwise the field is not present, no action.” 

3) Remove “range FFS”
NOK: OK

<RAP: Item 2 is covered by general issue 22. Other parts agreed>
	In Rap-CR ERI.77

	334. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	pdcp-SN-Size

len7bits and len12bits are not defined, only occurance in TS 36.331, and the values not described in field description.

The use of “continue” (applies also to Cond Rlc-AM) may not be consistent anymore.
	2
	1) update field description:

pdcp-SN-Size

Indicates the PDCP Sequence Number length in bits. len7bits means that the 7-bit PDCP SN format is used and len12bits means that the 12-bit PDCP SN format is used, as specified in TS 36.323 [8].

2) modify the cond Rlc-UM

“The field is mandatory present upon setup of a PDCP entity for a radio bearer configured with RLC UM. Otherwise the field is not present, no action.” 

3) modify the cond Rlc-AM

“The field is mandatory present upon setup of a PDCP entity for a radio bearer configured with RLC AM. The field is optional in case of reconfiguration of a PDCP entity at handover for a radio bearer configured with RLC AM. Otherwise the field is not present, no action.” 
NOK: OK

<RAP: Item 2 & 3 are covered by general issue 22. Item 1 is agreed>
	In Rap-CR ERI.78

	335. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	maxCID

The field corresponds to the MAX_CID parameter in TS 36.323, but this is not indicated in field description.


	1
	update field description:

maxCID

Indicates the value of the parameter MAX_CID TS 36.323 [8].
NOK: OK

<RAP: for proposed conclusion see 325>
	Note

ERI.79

	336. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	profiles

The field corresponds to the PROFILES parameter in TS 36.323, but this is not indicated in field description.

The “should” with respect to the handling of the profile identifiers should be “shall”. Otherwise if the wrong value is used, compression would not work.
	2
	Update field description:

profiles

The list of profiles used by both compressor and decompressor in both UE and E-UTRAN, corresponding to the parameter PROFILES in [8]. The value is a list of indices to ROHC profiles specified in [8]. Profiles 0x0000 shall always be supported when the use of ROHC is configured. If two ROHC profile identifiers with the same 8 LSB’s are signalled, only the profile corresponding to the highest value shall be applied.
<Relates to the general issue of aligning MAC, RLC and PDCP to use RRC names>

ERI: Agree with RAP, the proposed change intended to follow what seems to be current practice in 36.331
NOK: OK, BUT: there is also error that the tabular description of profiles says it is a "List of indices to ROHC profiles specified in [8]", even though in the ASN.1 it is a SEQUENCE of BOOLEANs. So the field's description should be something such as:
 profiles

The profiles used by both compressor and decompressor in both UE and E-UTRAN, corresponding to the parameter PROFILES in [8]. The value is a support-bitmap of the ROHC profiles specified in [8], i.e. value '1' indicates that the profile is supported. Profiles 0x0000 shall always be supported when the use of ROHC is configured. If support of two ROHC profile identifiers with the same 8 LSB’s are signalled, only the profile corresponding to the highest value shall be applied.
Also one, more general comment about the suggested field-description text "Otherwise the field is not present, no action." in ERI.77,78: if this is an already established expression in the spec, OK. Otherwise, can we say for sure that the field is not present, what if it is anyway present? In that sense the current text "Otherwise the field is not applicable." also makes sense.
<RAP: for proposed conclusion regarding parameter name mapping, see 325. Proposal is to add some clarification regarding the bitmap as suggested by NOK>
	In Rap-CR ERI.80

	337. 
	PDCP-Configuration
	profiles
	2
	Field description table includes the text “If two ROHC profile identifiers with the same 8 LSB’s are signalled, only the profile corresponding to the highest value should be applied”.  This doesn’t seem really to be a signalling restriction and should probably be moved to a procedural section instead.
<RAP: simple value related constraints seem appropriate within the field descriptions i.e. close to where the value details are specified>
ERI: Disagree with comment. Agree with RAP. Ie no change needed: this is not part of normal procedure and is handling of error case due to signalling restriction.
	Note

QCM.5

	338. 
	PDSCH-Configuration
	IE description
Unclear
	1
	Proposed change of the IE description:

From : The IE PDSCH-Configuration is used to specify the PDSCH configuration 

To: The IE PDSCH-ConfigCommon and IE PDSCH-ConfigDedicated are used to specify the common and the UE specific PDSCH configuration respectively
	In Rap-CR ERI.64

	339. 
	PDSCH-Configuration
	p-a
	1
	Description: “dB-4dot77 corresponds to -4dot77 dB” presumably should say “-4.77 dB”.
	In Rap-CR QCM.6

ERI.67

	340. 
	PDSCH-Configuration
	p-b
Unnessesary enumeration and misleading field description
	2
	Proposed change:

From:  

p-b
 

ENUMERATED {pb0, pb1, pb2, pb3}

p-b
Parameter:  
[image: image5.wmf]B

P

 see TS 36.213 [23, Table 5.2-1]. Value pb0 corresponds to 0, pb1 to 1 etc where the actual value depends of the number of antennas used.

To:   
p-b
 

INTEGER (0..3)

p-b
Parameter: 
[image: image6.wmf]B
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, see TS 36.213 [23, Table 5.2-1].
	In Rap-CR ERI.65

	341. 
	PDSCH-Configuration
	referenceSignalPower
Unclear field description
	1
	Proposed change of the field description for referenceSignalPower:

From:
Parameter: Downlink Reference-signal power EPRE see TS 36.213 [23, 5.2]. The actual value in dBm.

To:
Parameter: Reference-signal-power , which provides the downlink reference-signal EPRE, see TS 36.213 [23, 5.2]. The actual value in dBm.
	In Rap-CR ERI.66

	342. 
	PDSCH-Configuration
	p-a

Unclear value clarification in the field description
	1
	Proposed change of the field description for p-a:

From: 
Parameter: 
[image: image7.wmf]A
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  see TS 36.213 [23, 5.2]. Value dB-6 corresponds to -6 dB, dB-4dot77 corresponds to -4dot77 dB etc.

To:
Parameter:  
[image: image8.wmf]A

P

, see see TS 36.213 [23, 5.2]. Value dB-6 corresponds to -6 dB, dB-4dot77 corresponds to -4.77 dB and so on
<RAP: Same as 339>
	Note

ERI.67

	343. 
	PHICH-Configuration
	Unclear field description for phich-Duration
	2
	Proposed change of the field description for phich-Duration:

From:
Parameter: PHICH-Duration, see TS 36.211, 6.9.3. Table 6.9.3-1 provides duration for MBSFN and non-MBSFN subframes

To:
Parameter: PHICH Duration, see TS 36.211 [21, Table 6.9.3-1]
	In Rap-CR ERI.68

	344. 
	PHICH-Configuration
	Unclear field description for phich-Resource
	2
	Proposed change of the field description for phich-Resource:

From:
Parameter: Ng, see TS 36.211, 6.9. OneSixth, half, one, two correspond to  
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To:
Parameter: Ng, see TS 36.211 [21, 6.9]. Value oneSixth corresponds to 1/6, half corresponds to 1/2 and so on  
	In Rap-CR ERI.69

	345. P
	PRACH-Configuration
	prach-FrequencyOffset
Range is upto 104 based on the assumption maximum number of RBs are 110 not 100.
	2
	Depends on the outcome of SAM.75

<RAP: ERI suggests range 0..94, see issue 17>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR SAM.84

	346. 
	PRACH-Configuration
	rootSequenceIndex

The field description refers to parameter “Root-sequence-index” in TS 36.211 while TS 36.211 only refers to “RACH_ROOT_SEQUENCE” and “logical root sequence index”.
	2
	In the field description, change current text: “Parameter: Root-sequence-index, see TS 36.211 [21, table 5.7.2-4 and 5.7.2-5]”

to:

“Parameter: RACH_ROOT_SEQUENCE, see TS 36.211 [21, 5.7.2]”
	In Rap-CR ERI.90

	347. 
	PRACH-Configuration
	prach-ConfigurationIndex

The field description refers to parameter “PRACH configuration index” in TS 36.211, while TS 36.211 refers to “PRACH-Configuration-Index” being configured by higher layers.
	2
	In the field description, change current text: “Parameter: PRACH configuration index. For FDD, see TS 36.211 [21, 5.7.1: table 5.7.1-1 and 5.7.1-2] (providing mapping of Preamble format and PRACH configuration to PRACH Configuration Index). For TDD, see TS 36.211 [21, table 5.7.1-3]”

to:

“Parameter: PRACH-Configuration-Index, see TS 36.211 [21, 5.7.1]” 
	In Rap-CR ERI.91

	348. 
	PUCCH-ConfigDedicated
	tddAckNackFeedbackMode ENUMERATED {bundling, multiplexing}
It is desirable if an FDD eNB need not transmit this field that is applicable for TDD only
	2
	SAM: No change; it is already clear the field is ignored for FDD

NSN, QC: In general our preference is to have TDD parameters optional/ conditional

ERI: agree with SAM.
NSN: We still prefer TDD parameters are optional/conditional.
<RAP: Main question is whether we in general agree to have

a) a presence bit for TDD IEs, even if the field is 1 bit or

b) we can have e.g. a statement in the field description ‘ignore in case of FDD’.

Note that e.g. we signal e.g. reportInterval even if reportAmount= 0, so approach b seems appropriate>
<CC-Result: the field will be made optional, with a condition reflecting it is only signalled in case of TDD>
	In Rap-CR SAM.33

NSN.15

QCM.8

	349. 
	PUCCH-ConfigDedicated
	tddAckNackFeedbackMode
	1
	Naming convention: should be “tdd-AckNackFeedbackMode”.
	In Rap-CR QCM.7

	350. 
	PUCCH-ConfigDedicated
	n1PUCCH-ANRep
R1-084437 indicates that n1PUCCH-ANRep should be added when configuring PUCCH i.e. within the "enable"
	2
	NOK: Add the field, with the following details: FFS

SAM: Field is assumed to be same as for SPS i.e. INTEGER (0..2047).
ERI: We think it is already included within the ackNackRepetition
ERI: it seems SAM is correct.
NSN: Currently PUCCH-ConfigDedicatged is as following;
PUCCH-ConfigDedicated ::=


SEQUENCE {


ackNackRepetition




CHOICE{



disable







NULL,



enable







SEQUENCE {




repetitionFactor




ENUMERATED { n2, n4, n6, spare1}



}


},


tddAckNackFeedbackMode



ENUMERATED {bundling, multiplexing}

}

 

It has only repetitionFactor but we are proposing to include n1PUCCH-ANRep. We still think this parameter should be included in the above structure based on RAN1 agreement.
<RAP: considered agreed>
	In Rap-CR NSN.0,

SAM.76

ERI.61

	351. 
	PUCCH-ConfigDedicated
	Set of n_PUCCH^(1) for A/N of SPS
R1-084598 indicates that this IE should be introduced
	2
	Add set of n_PUCCH^(1) in PUCCH-ConfigDedicated and corresponding filed description
ERI: This parameter is already in SPS-Configuration: n1Pucch-AN-Persistent
<RAP: The existing parameter in SPS-Configuration should be updated to become a set of up to 4>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR
SAM.78

	352. 
	PUCCH-Configuration
	nCS-An

Value range is (0..7)
	2
	Change range to (0..8); to align with 36.211 v840

<RAP: During RAN1#55 the value ranges were modified in accordance to what is in 36.331, so no issue more?>
ERI: agree with Rapporteur. No issue.
	Note

CAT.9

	353. 
	PUCCH-Configuration
	nCS-An

The field description of nCS-An says “where ncs0 corresponds to value 0; ncs1 corresponds to value 1 etc.”
	1
	Remove “where ncs0 corresponds to value 0; ncs1 corresponds to value 1 etc.” because its type is INTEGER.
	In Rap-CR CAT.10

	354. 
	PUCCH-ConfigCommon
	deltaPUCCH-Shift
There are spares
	3
	Remove the spare in order not to introduce undefined UE behaviour as the IE is sent on BCCH
	RAN2#64b

NOK.102

	355. 
	PUSCH-ConfigCommon
	pusch-HoppingOffset
Value range is (0..63)
	3
	RAN1 had an email discussion on the range of this parameter. Not clear whether they have reached an agreement. Ask RAN1 to confirm?

ERI: see 359. we think the value range has been confirmed.
<RAP: Noted for now. If needed a proposal can be brought>
	RAN2#64bis CAT.11

	356. 
	PUSCH-Configuration
	IE description
Unclear
	2
	Proposed change of the IE description:

From : The IE PUSCH-Configuration is used to specify the PUSCH configuration 

To: The IE PUSCH-ConfigCommon is used to specify the common PUSCH configuration and the reference signals configuration for PUSCH and PUCCH. The IE PUSCH-ConfigDedicated is used to specify the UE specific PUSCH configuration.
	In Rap-CR ERI.70

	357. 
	PUSCH-ConfigCommon
	n-SB
Unnessesary enumeration for 
	2
	Proposed change:

From:
n-SB            ENUMERATED {nsb1, nsb2, nsb3, nsb4}

n-SB
Parameter: Nsb see TS 36.211 [21, 5.3.4] where nsb1 corresponds to value 1 nsb2 corresponds to value 2 etc.

To:
n-SB            INTEGER (1..4)

n-SB
Parameter: Nsb , see TS 36.211 [21, 5.3.4]
	In Rap-CR ERI.71

	358. 
	PUSCH-ConfigCommon
	pusch-HoppingOffset
The field description of pusch-HoppingOffset says “Parameter: 
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 see TS 36.211 [21, 5.3.4].”
	2
	CAT: There are two ways to align RRC with 36.211 v840

a) in 36.211 chap 5.3.4, replace the symbol 
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 by 
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b) in RRC ASN.1, change the name “pusch-HoppingOffset” to “pusch-RBofPUCCH” and in field description replace 
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 by 
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Proposal is to adopt option b)

ERI: pusch-HoppingOffset is the better term, so b) is misleading (incorrect). This parameter is only used for frequency hopping. RAN1 spec should of course also try to be clear, the question is if that is our task. However, if it is important that the names are aligned, why not change to 
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 in the RRC spec.

<RAP: would be good to conclude in which group the change should be done>
<CC-Result: the ERI proposal is agreed i.e. with mapping based on the current RAN1 specification>
	In Rap-CR CAT.12,

SAM.84a

	359. 
	PUSCH-ConfigCommon
	pusch-HoppingOffset

Value range is upto 63 i.e. this does not cover cases when more than 63 RBs are used for PUCCH. ?
	2
	Should we need to cover a scenario, which more than 63RBs are used for PUCCH?

ERI: We think 64 RBs must be enough. 20 MHz is 100 RBs. 

Actually not RBs but scheduling blocks (an RB is 0.5 ms)
<RAP: for conclusion, see 355. Same issue, so just note this one>
	Note

SAM.84a

	360. 
	PUSCH-ConfigCommon
	enable64Qam
	2
	Alrough RAN2 has agreed to introduce this parameter, in RAN1 specs there seems no corresponding text proposal.

Ask RAN1 to confirm?

ERI: we think it is no issue.
CAT: Agree with ERI.72, so no need to confirm
	Noted
CAT.13

	361. 
	PUSCH-ConfigCommon
	enable64Qam
Use term 64QAM instead of 64 QAM and 64Qam and clraify the meaning of  the enable64QAM parameter 
	1
	Proposed change of parameter name and field description:

From:
enable64Qam      BOOLEAN

enable64Qam
See TS 36.213 [23, 8.6.1] TRUE indicates that 64 QAM is enabled while FALSE indicates that no 64 QAM is allowed.

To:
enable64QAM      BOOLEAN

enable64QAM
See TS 36.213 [23, 8.6.1]. TRUE indicates that 64QAM is allowed while FALSE indicates that 64QAM is not allowed.
	In Rap-CR ERI.72

	362. 
	PUSCH-ConfigDedicated
	deltaOffset-ACK-Index, detlaOffset-RI-Index, deltaOffset-CQI-Index
Names of IE and field are not aligned with R1-084034 ie. should be betaXXX rather than deltaXXX
Furthermore, the reference should be to different tables
	1
	SAM: Correct corresponding name and filed descriptions

· betaOffset-ACK-Index: see TS 36.213 [Table 8.6.3-1]

· betaOffset-RI-Index: see TS 36.213 [Table 8.6.3-2]

· betaOffset-CQI-Index: see TS 36.213 [Table 8.6.3-3]
ERI: In the field description for parmeter deltaOffset-RI-Index change from:  Table 8.6.3-1 to:  Table 8.6.3-2

In the field description for parmeter deltaOffset-CQI-Index change from:  Table 8.6.3-1 to: Table 8.6.3-3
	In Rap-CR SAM.79

ERI.73

	363. 
	RACH-ConfigDedicated / RACH-ConfigCommon
	
	1
	Alphabetical order of these clauses is reversed.
	In Rap-CR QCM.9

	364. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	maxHARQ-Msg3Tx

Field description refers to parameter “max-HARQ-Msg3-Tx” in TS 36.321. The name in TS 36.321 is “Maximum number of Message3 HARQ transmissions”.
	1
	In the field description, change “max-HARQ-Msg3-Tx” to “Maximum number of Message3 HARQ transmissions”.
<RAP: for proposed conclusion see 325>
	Note

ERI.94

	365. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	messagePowerOffsetGroupB
Values other than –infinity and step size are FFS
	3
	SAM: Waiting for RAN1

ERI: Agree with Rapporteur’s comment: Wait for RAN1 reply to LS R2-087402.
MOT: Remove messagePowerOffsetGroupB or discuss if other values are needed.
	RAN2#64b

SAM.34

ERI.93

MOT.25

	366. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	preambleInitialReceivedTargetPower

This parameter is used by both MAC (for preamble power ramping) and PHY (for Msg3 power control). 
	3
	Rapporteur of TS 36.321 provides CR for MAC (TS 36.321 v8.4.0) to provide this value to PHY. MAC already provide PHY with amount of power ramping prior to Msg3 transmission so can provide also PREAMBLE_INITIAL_RECEIVED_TARGET_POWER (P0_PRE in PHY terminology) at the same time. 
<RAP: no change needed for RRC>
	Note

ERI.94

	367. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	preambleInitialRecievedTargetPower
dBM should be dBm
	1
	Correct into dBm
	In Rap-CR SAM.83

	368. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	sizeOfRA-PreamblesGroupA, messageSizeGroupA
There are spares
	3
	Remove the spares in order not to introduce undefined UE behaviour as the IE is sent on BCCH
	RAN2#64b

NOK.99

	369. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	preamblesGroupAConfig
	3
	Why does this sequence have an extension marker?
ERI: See minutes from RAN2#64 where this was explicitly agreed (related to messageSizeGroupA)
<RAP: Maybe there are reasons to have the extension at this low level. Anyhow, if changes are considered needed, a separate contribution seems needed>
	RAN2#64b

QCM.10

	370. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	messagePowerOffsetGroupB

Has spare value as well uncomplete value range
	3
	To our understanding this is under consideration in RAN1
	RAN2#64b

NOK.100

	371. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	preambleTransMax

There are spares 
	3
	Remove the spare values as the IE is sent on BCCH
	RAN2#64b

NOK.101

	372. 
	RACH-ConfigCommon
	PreambleTransMax has a value range upto 200. What is the point of such a high number of RACH attempts?
	3
	Discuss a more reasonable value range for PreambleTransMax (limit to 10?).
	RAN2#64b

MOT.24

	373. 
	RACH-ConfigDedicated
	ra-PreambleIndex

Value range should be 0..63 i.e. should be able to signal preamble id 0 due to latest MAC CR’s
	1
	SAM, ERI: Change range to 0..63

CATT: Considering the size of common preamble is at least 4, the first 0-3 index is not applicable for dedicated preamble allocation. We propose to change range to (4..63)
ERI: Note that value 0 should be available as one way of indicating to UE that contention-based procedure shall be used. Further, there is no saving with range (4..63) so should have range (0..63)
<RAP: Proposal is to change to 0..63. Some valus/ value combination may not really be applicable for EUTRAN to signal, but it seems impossible to reflect all such cases in field descriptions>
	In Rap-CR SAM.35

ERI.92

CAT

	374. 
	RACH-ConfigDedicated
	ra-PreambleIndex

Value range should be 0..63 i.e. should be able to signal preamble id 0 due to latest MAC CR’s
	2
	Agree with Rapporteur’s comment: Change range to 0..63
NOK: OK

<Duplicate of 373, so just note>
	Note

ERI.92

	375. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommon
	SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon
Need code for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon in RadioResourceConfigCommon is Need ON while it is Need OD in SIB2.

It should be possible to disable sounding RS during handover e.g. from the cell in which souding RS is disabled to the cell in which it is disabled.
	3
	Make SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon in RadioResourceConfigCommon also as Need OD
ERI: We don’t see any need for the proposed update: The disabling/enabling of sounding is performed using soundingRsUl-Config in PhysicalConfigDedicated (SoundingRsUl-ConfigDedicated). This can be done in the handover message.

If we define the common parameters to OD according to the suggestion, then all common sounding parameters have to be transmitted in case “continuous” sounding is desired throughout the handover.

NSN: We think the current Need is correct. For SIB, if the parameter is not broadcast, SRS should be diabled. But for HO, if the parameter is not signalled by default, UE keeps the parameter. Thus, if target eNB wants to disable SRS, it has to disable in the RRCConnectionReconfiguration.
<RAP: If for HO we want the delta signalling option in combination with enable/ disable, we could need to introduce the enable/ disable choice. Anyhow, if changes are considered needed, a separate contribution should be brought>
	RAN2#64b

PAN.o19

	376. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommon
	BCCH-Configuration

There is spare in the modificationPeriodCoeff 
	3
	Remove the spare in order not to introduce undefined UE behaviour as the IE is sent on BCCH
ERI: Removing the “Spare” from  2bit  field in the ASN.1 text does not remove the undefined behavior: The undefined code-point is still present in the signal, though not visible in the specification.
	RAN2#64b

NOK.98

	377. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommon
	nB

Field description for nB:  The reference [4] should not be in italics.  
	0
	<RAP: seemed to be ok already>
	Note

ERI.51

	378. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommon
	nB
	1
	Typo in enum: “oneEightT” should be “oneEighthT”.  Meanings of enum values should also be called out in the field description table.
	In Rap-CR QCM.11

	379. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommon
	
	1
	Italicisation change in middle of clause title.  (This is Qualcomm’s entry in the “pickiest detailed correction” competition.)
	In Rap-CR QCM.12

	380. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	IE description

the word “modifiy” is mis-spelled. Add also a “.” At the end of the sentence. 
	0
	
	In Rap-CR ERI.52

	381. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	The case of inter RAT HO to EUTRA need to be clatified so that at HO to EUTRA, Physical/Mac/SPS configuration should be mandatory as well as SRBs and at least one DRB for default EPS bearer should be setup at HO to EUTRA. 
	3
	ERI: related to 391

NOK: Something really seems to be needed

NSN: We agree on the comment.
<RAP: part of the comment relates to 204. For further details see also 391>
	RAN2#64b

ERI.55

	382. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	logicalChannelConfig (in SRB-ToAddModifyList)
	3
	It appears that this field could be deleted entirely.  Its contents are empty for DL channels, and the UL parameters seem meaningful only for DRBs.
ERI: we don’t see the justification of this restriction

NSN: We do not agree - it should be possible to set some of these parameters; e.g. priority for SRB2
<RAP: hopefully this proposal can be noted. If changes are considered needed, a separate contribution should be brought>
	RAN2#64b

QCM.14

	383. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	logicalChannelConfig in DRB-ToAddModifyList. 

Clean up the indentation
	1
	
	In Rap-CR ERI.53

	384. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	DRB-toAddModifyList
pdcp-Configuration

-- Cond DRB-Setup


	2
	Condition should be changed to   -- Cond Setup

(Same as for RLC and LogicalChannelConfig)

NOK: According to the condition a configuration is not applicable except for setup and HO (not at normal modification or reestablishment). the field description says “E-UTRAN can reconfigure PDCP header compression for DRBs only when the PDCP re-establishment procedure is performed”. What is correct?
ERI: Agree with proposed change, revert to Cond Setup. The issue comes from a small error when implementing R2-087274.
<RAP: Change of condition considered agreed. See 385>
	In Rap-CR SAM.36

NSN.14

	385. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	pdcp-Configuration
	2
	Field description does not seem necessary; suggest deleting it.
ERI: Disagree with comment. The text needs to remain; header compression cannot possibly be reconfigured unless the reconfiguration is received during an ongoing procedure that triggers PDCP re-establishment, ie the reconfiguration of header compression outside the PDCP re-establishment procedure is not supported by PDCP specifications.

<RAP: The field description contains information that may actualy be reflected in the condition. It could use more RRC rather than PDCP terminology ie. use handover and re-establishment rather than PDCP re-establishment>
<CC-Result: above proposal is agreed>
	In Rap-CR QCM.15

	386. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	pdcp-Configuration in DRB-ToAddModifyList

Missing reference to PDCP re-establishment procedure.
	1
	Update field description:

pdcp-Configuration

E-UTRAN can reconfigure PDCP header compression for DRBs only when the PDCP re-establishment procedure is performed as specified in TS 36.323 [8].
<Depends on outcome of QCM.15>
ERI: see 385.
<RAP: for proposed conclusion, see 385>
	Note

ERI.81

	387. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	DRB-toAddModifyList
Suggestion was to use one presence bit for all IEs for which the same condition applies
	2
	Do not change

This could save 1b only, but the consequence is that the possibility to apply different conditions in future is lost

ERI: ok
	Note

SAM.37

	388. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	Inconsistency in field description of rlc-configuration and logical channel configuration in the way its use for SRBs is captured 
	1
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated field descriptions
rlc-Configuration

For SRBs a choice indicates whether the RLC configuration is set to the values signalled explicitly or to the values defined in the default RLC configuration for SRB1 in 9.2.1.1 or for SRB2 in 9.2.1.2. E-UTRAN does not reconfigure the RLC mode of DRBs.
pdcp-Configuration

E-UTRAN can reconfigure PDCP header compression for DRBs only when the PDCP re-establishment procedure is performed.
mac-MainConfig

The default MAC main configuration is specified in 9.2.2. 
sps-Configuration

The default SPS configuration is specified in 9.2.3.
physicalConfigDedicated

The default dedicated physical configuration is specified in 9.2.4.
logicalChannelConfig [in SRB-ToAddModifyList]
For SRBs a choice is used to indicate whether the logical channel configuration is signalled explicitly or set to the values defined in the default logical channel configuration for SRB1 in 9.2.1.1 or for SRB2 in 9.2.1.2.
logicalChannelIdentity

The logical channel identity for both UL and DL.

	In Rap-CR ALU.16

	389. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated,

CounterCheck(6.2.2)
	drb-Identity
IE is referred more than once from several clauses
	2
	Make drb-Identity as global-IE defined in 6.3.6 Other
NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR PAN.o21

	390. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	eps-BearerIdentity haven’t been defined in either 36.331 or RAN3 spec.
	2
	1, Change eps-BearerIdentity  to eRAB-ID to align with RAN3 spec and add reference in field description for it.

2, Since this IE is forward to NAS layer by UE, the NAS spec 24.301 needs to be changed also.
(It seems that CT1 is waiting for the decision of SA2, meanwhile SA2 has agreed to the RAN3 proposal)
NOK: Agree
ERI: A field description with referencing is to be added. Only naming alignment issue. RAN2 can wait until CT1 and SA2 have settled the NAS specs first.

<RAP: change seems possible to, possibly apart from adding a detailed reference>
<CC-Result: defer the issue since it is not yet entirely clear how the mapping is actually performed>
	RAN2#64b
HUA.37

	391. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	physicalConfigDedicated
Cond Misc applies, and Cond Misc is defiend as 

The field is mandatory present upon connection establishment, handover within E-UTRA, handover to E-UTRA and connection re-establishment; otherwise the field is optionally present, continue.
However, this IE does not necessarily need to signal in connection establishment, re-establishment and handover within E-UTRA.

· Connection establishment, re-establishment
UE already have default configuration for physicalConfigDedicated

· Handover within E-UTRA
Network would signal the delta from the source cell in handover. e.g. network does not signal any physicalConfigDedicated if related configuration is the same
	2
	PAN: Alt1) Change the explanation of Cond Misc as follows

The field is mandatory present upon handover to E-UTRA; otherwise the field is optionally present, continue.
Alt2) Just make it as Need ON

We prefer Alt1) as it correctly covers the condition to include physicalConfigDedicated.
QC: In the condition definition, “optionally present, continue” should be “optional (need ON)”.  It might also be clearer to describe the condition in reverse: “optional (need ON) for reconfiguration without mobility, otherwise mandatory present”.  Finally, “Misc” is not the clearest name.
ERI: It seems justified to consider a change of the conditional presence of  physicalConfigDedicated. We note, however, that if ON is used, then the default physical channel configuration should apply at handover to E-UTRA, in case the field is not present.

<RAP: Covered by 381, so note this one>
	Note

PAN.o22

QCM.13

	392. 
	RLC-Configuration
	SN-FieldLength

size5 and size10 are missing in field description.

Missing reference to [7]. 
	1
	Augment field description:

sn-FieldLength

Indicates the UM RLC SN field size TS 36.322 [7] in bits. size5 means 5 bits, size10 means 10 bits.
	In Rap-CR ERI.82

	393. 
	RLC-Configuration
	pollPDU

Value “pInfinity corresponds to infinite PDUs”; meaning of “infinite PDUs” undefined or wrong wording.
	1
	Improve field description:

pollPDU

Indicates the value of constant Poll_PDU TS 36.322 [7]. p4 corresponds to 4 PDUs, p8 to 8 PDUs and so on. pInfinity corresponds to an infinite number of PDUs.
	In Rap-CR ERI.83

	394. 
	RLC-Configuration
	pollByte

Value “kBInfinity corresponds to infinite kBytes”; meaning of “infinite kBytes” undefined or wrong wording.
	1
	Improve field description:

pollByte

Indicates the value of constant Poll_Byte TS 36.322 [7]. kB25 corresponds to 25kBytes, kB50 to 50 kBytes and so on. kBInfinity corresponds to an infinite amount of kBytes. 
	In Rap-CR ERI.84

	395. 
	SchedulingRequest-Configuration
	It would be better to include a clause to the reference to 36.321. 
	1
	change:

dsr-TransMax

Parameter: DSR_TRANS_MAX, see TS 36.321 [6]. The value n4 corresponds to 4 transmissions, n8 corresponds to 8 transmissions and so on.

to:

dsr-TransMax

Parameter: DSR_TRANS_MAX, see TS 36.321 [6, 5.4.4]. The value n4 corresponds to 4 transmissions, n8 corresponds to 8 transmissions and so on.
	In Rap-CR ERI.56

	396. 
	SoundingRsUl-Config
	srsBandwidthConfiguration, srsSubframeConfiguration, srsMaxUpPts and ackNackSrsSimultaneousTransmission

Field identifiers are incorrectly named
	2
	Rename them to be according naming rules:

srs-BandwidthConfiguration, srs-SubframeConfiguration, srs-MaxUpPts and ack-NackSrsSimultaneousTransmission
<RAP: Ack and Nack seem to be fine i.e. no abbreviations, so AckNack is fine. Srs is an abbreviation and hence Srs should however not be used, so change to: ackNackSRS-SimultaneousTransmission. We could consider to align even more to RAN1 names
	In Rap-CR NOK.103

	397. 
	SoundingRsUl-Config
	Editorial error in field description
	1
	change:

srsAckNackSimultaneousTransmission

Parameter: Simultaneous-AN-and-SRS, see TS 36.213 [23,, 8.2].

to:
srsAckNackSimultaneousTransmission

Parameter: Simultaneous-AN-and-SRS, see TS 36.213 [23, 8.2].
	In Rap-CR ERI.57

	398. 
	SoundingRsUl-Config
	Wrong parameter name in the field description.
	1
	Change:

srsAckNackSimultaneousTransmission

Parameter: Simultaneous-AN-and-SRS, see TS 36.213 [23,, 8.2].

to:

ackNackSrsSimultaneousTransmission

Parameter: Simultaneous-AN-and-SRS, see TS 36.213 [23,, 8.2].
	In Rap-CR ERI.58

MOT.11

	399. 
	SoundingRsUl-Config
	Field description for non-existing parameter.
	2
	frequencyHoppingInformation

Parameter: Frequency-hopping. See TS 36.213, 8.2.

This shoud be removed, no such parameter in the ASN.1.
	In Rap-CR ERI.59

	400. 
	SoudingRsUl-Config
	Field description for parameter srsMaxUpPts need to be updated.
	1
	Change:

srsMaxUpPts

See TS 36.211 [21, 5.5.3.2] TDD only parameter: TRUE indicates reconfiguration of 
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to:

srsMaxUpPts

Parameter: srsMaxUpPts. See TS 36.211 [21, 5.5.3.2] TDD only parameter: TRUE indicates reconfiguration of 
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 is enabled for UpPts while FALSE indicates that reconfiguration is disabled.
	In Rap-CR ERI.60

	401. 
	SPS-Configuration
	p0-UePUSCH-Persistent
	1
	Naming convention; should be p0-UE-PUSCH-Persistent.
	In Rap-CR QCM.16

	402. 
	SPS-Configuration
	p0-UePUSCH-Persistent
	2
	Default behaviour is not entirely clear as described.  If “default value of p0-UePUSCH” is intended to refer to the value in the default configuration in section 9.2.4, there should be a pointer to that section; but is this in fact what’s meant?
ERI: What is meant should be that in case p0-Ue-PUSCH-persistent is missing UE should use p0-Ue-PUSCH. This could of course be the default value but p0-Ue-PUSCH should always be configured to something when semi-persistent is applied.

To make it clearer the (default) parenthesis could be removed in the field description.
<RAP: Just remove the ‘(default)’>
	In Rap-CR QCM.17

	403. 
	SPS-Configuration
	enable
	2
	Why are the “enable” sequences extensible?
ERI: it seems there is no strong reason to have the extension marker within the enable structure. But the extension marker could be added in SPS config sequence.

<RAP: keep the extension marker, ie. this is the place where parameters would be added>
	Note

QCM.18

	404. 
	TDD-Configuration
	Add numbered references to field descriptions. ([21])
	1
	
	In Rap-CR ERI.54

	405. 
	TimeAlignmentTimer
	Field description

Refer to “TimeAlignmentTimer” instead of “timeAlignmentTimer”
	1
	In the field description, change “timeAlignmentTimer” to “TimeAlignmentTimer”.
<RAP: Field table contents is moved to IE header>
	In Rap-CR ERI.95

	406. 
	TPC-Index
	TPC-Index is refferred only from TPC-PDCCH-Configuration
	2
	Make is as local sub-IE under TPC-PDCCH-Configuration
	In Rap-CR PAN.o23

	407. 
	UL-ReferenceSignalsPUSCH
	The IE UL-ReferenceSignalsPUSCH is only referenced in PUSCH-Configuration
	2
	Proposal to make the IE UL-ReferenceSignalsPUSCH as a local sub-IE within the PUSCH-Configuration IE 
	In Rap-CR ERI.74

	408. 
	UL-ReferenceSignalsPUSCH
	Unclear field description for cyclicShift
	2
	For cyclicShift change the field description from:
Parameters: cyclicShift. 
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 See TS 36.211 [21, Table 5.5.2.1.1-2].

to: 
Parameter: cyclicShift, see TS 36.211 [21, Table 5.5.2.1.1-2]
	In Rap-CR ERI.75

	409. 
	UplinkPowerControl
	In field description of p0-NominalPUSCH, it says ”unit dBm step 1”
	1
	Remove “step 1”
	In Rap-CR CAT.14

	410. 
	UplinkPowerControl
	In field description of p0-UePUCCH, the unit is missing
	1
	Add “unit dB”
	In Rap-CR CAT.15

	411. 
	UplinkPowerControl
	DeltaFList-PUCCH
Spare values are included without field description for how to handle those and it is sent on BCCH
	3
	Remove spare values as the IE is sent on BCCH
	RAN2#64b

NOK.104

	6.3.3 Security control information elements

	412. 
	CipheringAlgorithm
	For security aspect, we usually refer to “RRC signalling” and “user data” rather than “SRBs” and “DRB”
	1
	Change to “The IE CipheringAlgorithm is used to indicate the algorithm to be used for ciphering the SRBs and DRBsRRC signalling and user data”

HUA: We have a little preference to use SRBs and DRBs
<RAP: for conclusion, see 201>
	Note

BCM.39

	413. 
	CipheringAlgorithm
	No field description is specified
	1
	Add a field description with a reference to TS 33.401 [32, 5.1.3.2]

“Indicates the ciphering algorithm to be used for RRC signalling and user data as specified in TS 33.401 [32, 5.1.3.2]”
	In Rap-CR BCM.40

	414. 
	CipheringAlgorithm
	The original specification of eea0, eea1, eea2 should be referred in the feild Description
	1
	Add the reference of eea0, eea1, eea2 in the field description
<RAP: covered by 413, so can be noted>
	Note

HUA.38

	415. 
	CipheringAlgorithm
	CipheringAlgorithm is only referred in SecurityConfiguration IE
	1
	Modify the CipheringAlgorithm from a global IE  to a local IE
	In Rap-CR HUA.39

PAN.o24

	416. 
	IntegrityProtAlgorithm
	For security aspect, we usually refer to “RRC signalling” rather than “SRBs” 
	1
	Change to “The IE integrityProtAlgorithm is used to indicate the algorithm to be used for integrity protection of the SRBs RRC signalling”

HUA: We have a little preference to use SRBs and DRBs
<RAP: for conclusion, see 201>
	Note

BCM.41

	417. 
	IntegrityProtAlgorithm
	No field description is specified
	1
	Add a field description with a reference to TS 33.401 [32, 5.1.4.2]

“Indicates the integrity protection algorithm to be used for RRC signalling as specified in TS 33.401 [32, 5.1.4.2]”
	In Rap-CR BCM.42

	418. 
	IntegrityProtAlgorithm
	IntegrityProtAlgorithm is only referred in SecurityConfiguration IE
	1
	Modify the IntegrityProtAlgorithm from a global IE  to a local IE
	In Rap-CR HUA.40

PAN.o24

	419. 
	IntegrityProtAlgorithm 
	The original specification of eia1, eia2 should be referred in the feild Description
	1
	Add the reference of eia1, eia2 in the field description
<RAP: covered by 417, so can be noted>
	Note

HUA.41

	420. 
	NextHopChainingCount
	NextHopChainingCount is also used to calculate the KeNB key at RRC connection re-establishment 
	1
	Change to “The IE NextHopChainingCount is used to update the KeNB key at handover and at RRC connection re-establishment”

ERI: Same issue as 421 (HUA). Prefer solution proposed for 421.
HUA: Prefer to just delete “at handover”
<RAP: Seems to be no need to clarify here when the IE is used, so just remove ‘at handover’>
	In Rap-CR BCM.43

	421. 
	NextHopChainingCount

	The hearder description:

“The IE NextHopChainingCount is used to update the KeNB key at handover.”

1, The identifier NextHopChainingCount should be italic font style;

2, There are cases other than handover e.g. re-establishment, where NextHopChainingCount is used. The IE description should just mention that the IE is used to update the  KeNB
	1
	Proposed change: (use italics and remove ‘at handover’ ie. as follows)
“The IE NextHopChainingCount is used to update the KeNB key ”
<RAP: Covered by 420, so can be noted>
	Note

HUA.42

	422. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	For security aspect, we usually refer to “RRC signalling” and “user data” rather than “CP” and “UP”
	1
	BCM: Change to “The IE SecurityConfiguration is used to configure AS integrity protection (RRC signallingCP) and AS ciphering (RRC signalling and user dataCP and UP).
HUA: Preference to (consistently) refer to SRBs and DRBs respectively
<RAP: for conclusion, see 201>
	Note

BCM.44

HUA.44

	423. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	Actions upon reception of keyChangeIndicator in SMC are not specified
	2
	Either specify the action in SMC procedure text or in the field description (ignore keyChangeIndicator in SMC) or make the IE conditional ‘not SMC’  (see BCM.10)

ERI: Disagree. As per agreement at RAN2#64, the keyChangeIndicator is mandatory present; it is a single-bit value for which it makes no sense to introduce optionality.
NSN: We proposed to split the SecurityConfiguration parameter as under 74
<RAP: covered by 73, so we can note this one>
	Note

BCM.45

HUA.46

	424. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	nextHopChainingCount

NextHopChainingCount,


	2
	Add  condition for this IEs to reflect that NCC need not to include in case of  SMC and AS-Configuration,i.e., only need to include in case of HO, i.g. 

The field is mandatory present if the IE SecurityConfiguration is included for Handover purpose; otherwise the field is not needed.
(Relates to HUA.11)
ERI: Disagree. As per agreement at RAN2#64, the nextHopChainingCount is mandatory present; it is a two-bit value for which it makes no sense to introduce optionality.
NSN: We proposed to split the SecurityConfiguration parameter as under 74
<RAP: covered by 74, so we can note this one>
	Note

HUA.46

	425. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	Field description table : integrityProtAlgorithm

For security aspect, we usually refer to “RRC signalling” and “user data” rather than “SRBs” and “DRB”
	1
	Change to “Indicates which integrity protection algorithm to use for SRBs RRC signalling”
<RAP: for conclusion, see 201>
	Note

BCM.47

	426. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	cipheringAlgorithm field description in the table should be aligned with  the description for IntegrityProtAlgorithm 
	1
	Change to “Indicates which ciphering algorithm to use for RRC signalling and user data”
<RAP: for conclusion, see 201>
	Note

BCM.48

	427. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	integrityProtAlgorithm     -- Cond SMC

cipheringAlgorithm     -- Cond SMC
	2
	Change the condition to reflect that the algorithms are also mandatory to include upon handover to E-UTRA e.g. as follows:

The field is mandatory present if the IE SecurityConfiguration is included in the SecurityModeCommand message or RRCConnectionReconfiguration message used for inter-RAT handover to E-UTRAN; otherwise the field is optional, continue.
ERI: OK, but suggest to change last word “continue” to “no action” to align with change of Need OC to Need ON.
<RAP: Proposal is to also rename condition to SecAct>
	In Rap-CR NTT.17

	428. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	Parameter NCC: See TS 33.401 [32, 7.2.8.4]， 
	1
	Remove the subclause number; 7.2.8.4, which only describes the handover case (while NCC is e.g. also used upon re-establishment). Just reference TS 33.401 [32]
	In Rap-CR HUA.43

	429. 
	SecurityConfiguration
	If integrityProtAlgorithm and CipheringAlgorithm are agreed to be local IEs, their field description is no more needed
	2
	Remove the field description of integrityProtAlgorithm and CipheringAlgorithm
<RAP: those IEs have become local sub-IEs, so comment not relevant anymore>
	Note

HUA.45

	430. 
	shortMAC-I
	ShortMAC-I is used to verify the UE (not to identify it)  
	1
	Change to “The IE ShortMAC-I is used to identify and verify the UE at RRC connection re-establishment.”

ERI: Current text is correct. Change is not appropriate.
HUA: ShortMAC-I is also used to index the UE context together with C-RNTI and source PCI, so we prefer to keep “identify”.
	Note

BCM.49

	6.3.4 Mobility control information elements

	431. 
	CDMA2000-Bandclass
	The IE has 14 spare values and it is used in the BCCH as well
	3
	Remove spare values as the IE is sent on BCCH
ERI: If we anyway need the 5 bits, what do we gain with removal of spare values? This has become a more general issue: is it allowed to have spares for IEs sent on BCCH?

NSN: We are OK with this if this is the general principle on use of spare values in BCCH messages.
	RAN2#64b

NOK.107

	432. 
	CDMA2000-DedicatedInfo
	type OCTET STRING should have limited size
	1
	e.g. OCTET STRING size of (1..MAX_CDMA2000_xxxx)
ERI: do not agree. Do we know the exact maximum size?

<RAP: may be covered by general discussion, see 245>
	Note

NSN.21

	433. 
	CDMA2000-Frequency 
	In SIB8
CDMA2000-NeighbourCellsPerBandclass ::= SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..16)) OF SEQUENCE { 


frequency






INTEGER (0..2047),


cellIdList






CDMA2000-CellIdList

}

In CDMA2000-CarrierInfo
CDMA2000-CarrierInfo ::=


SEQUENCE {


bandClass






CDMA2000-Bandclass,


frequency






INTEGER (0..2047)

}
	1
	Introduce a global sub-IE for CDMA2000-Frequency INTEGER (0..2047)
<RAP: also removed the field descriptions>
	In Rap-CR NSN.20

	434. 
	CDMA2000-MobilityParameters
	The description of this message is incorrect in the IE header.

The CDMA2000-MobilityParameters contains the parameters provided to the UE for SRVCC support. These parameters are defined by 3GPP2 in [ref].

To our understanding, the IE is not only used in SRVCC, but also used in CSFB to 1xRTT and HO to CDMA2000 in HandoverFromETURAPreparationRequest message.
	2
	Change to :

The IE CDMA2000-MobilityParameters contains parameters provided to the UE for handover and CSFBSRVCC support. These parameters are defined by 3GPP2 in [ref].
NSN: Agree it is used for both SRVCC HO to 1xRTT and CSFB to 1xRTT. May be the proposed text could be modified a bit as follows and a new reference to C.S0087 has to be added

The IE CDMA2000-MobilityParameters contains 1xRTT parameters provided to the UE for handover to 1xRTT or CSFB to 1xRTTSRVCC support. These parameters are to be defined by 3GPP2 in [C.S0087].
<RAP: seems agreeable and can be handled as part of review, although originally marked as class 3. Added (1xRTT) to titile>
	In Rap-CR HUA.47

	435. 
	CDMA2000-MobilityParameters
	The CDMA2000-MobilityParameters contains the parameters provided to the UE for SRVCC support. These parameters are defined by 3GPP2 in [ref].
	1
	Reference should be added.

NSN: Agree. The ref should be C.S0087 but my understanding is the actual list of parameters has not yet been incorporated in C.S0087 but soon will be.
	In Rap-CR NSN.22

	436. 
	CDMA2000-MobilityParameters
	type OCTET STRING should have limited size
	1
	e.g. OCTET STRING size of (1..MAX_CDMA2000_xxxx)
ERI: do not agree. Do we know the exact maximum size?

<RAP: may be covered by general discussion, see 245>
	Note

NSN.23

	437. 
	CDMA2000-MobilityParameters  
	Field descriptions table is not necessary.


	1
	remove CDMA2000-MobilityParameters field descriptions table
NSN: Agree with the proposal
	In Rap-CR NEC.19

	438. 
	CDMA2000-NeighbourCellInformation
	CDMA2000-NeighbourCellInformation  is orphaned 
	1
	Can be removed
QCM: (This is because it is not necessary to bundle Bandclass and PN offset within the same IE group.)
NSN: We are not sure what QCM meant above but agree with ALU comment to remove CDMA2000-NeighbourCellInformation since it is not be referenced anywhere.
	In Rap-CR ALU.1

QCM.19

	439. 
	CDMA2000-NeighbourCellInformation
	IE member name instead of IE type should be used for the title of each field description. 

CDMA2000-NeighbourCellInformation ::= SEQUENCE {


cdma2000-CarrierInfo
CDMA2000-CarrierInfo,


pnOffset



CDMA2000-CellIdentity

}

CDMA2000-CarrierInfo
Indicates frequency and band class of the cell.

	1
	Correct the typo by replacing CDMA2000-CarrierInfo in field description by cdma2000-CarrierInfo
<Not relevant anymore after ALU.1>
NSN: Agree that this comment is not relevant anymore after ALU.1 (438).
	Note

PAN.o26

	440. 
	CDMA2000-RAND
	Field descriptions table is not necessary
	1
	remove CDMA2000-RAND field descriptions table
NSN: Agree with the proposal
	In Rap-CR NEC.18

	441. 
	CDMA2000-SystemTimeInfo
	cdma-EUTRA-Synchronisation (BOOLEAN) and CHOICE for cdma-SystemTime
	3
	This choice seems to be providing information corresponding  to the previous field “cdma-EUTRA-Synchronisation (BOOLEAN)”. Therefore “cdma-EUTRA-Synchronisation” does not seem necessary.
NSN: We are not sure if we understand the justification for removal of the cdma-EUTRA-Synchronisation IE. The comment says this IE is relied on to send the right type of CDMA system time but why remove it? 

On the other hand, we are not aware of any UE behaviour when it receives the cdma-EUTRA-Synchronisation BOOLEAN flag. So it could be removed but the CHOICE of two system time can be kept with proper field description to indicate when eNB will send one type over the other type of system time. The UE anyway can still understand if the two networks are synchronized or not based on the type of system time (39 or 49 bit time) received.

There may be issues for some companies so it need  to be discussed but I have no preference.
	RAN2#64b

QCM.20

	442. 
	CDMA2000-SystemTimeInfo
	cdma-SynchronousSystemTime and cdma-AsynchronousSystemTime
	3
	Probably we should check why the asynchronous case provides more accuracy than the synch case (49bits vs 39bits).
NSN: Again, no particular preference on this issue. Anyway, most implementation is expected to use only the synchronous CDMA system time only. If QCOM wants a relaxed requirement it needs to be discussed with other companies which may have a strong opinion on this.

This comment seem to be a duplicate of the comment 443.
	RAN2#64b

QCM.21

	443. 
	CDMA2000-SystemTimeInfo
	Field description: cdma-AsynchronousSystemTime
	3
	There are brackets [] implying FFS. “12 chips” is the right value?

NSN: Agree that the brackets need to be removed and the value of 8 or 12 chips specified outside the bracket (depending on the outcome of the discussion with VZW ecosystem team). The text “based on 1.2288 Mcps” should still be kept but within parenthesis.

This comment seem to be a duplicate of the comment 442.
	RAN2#64b

QCM.22

	444. 
	ConnectedModeSpeedDependentScalingParameters
	IE desctiption:

The IE ConnectedModeSpeedDependentScalingParameters contains scaling factors according to mobility states in active mode.
	1
	Change ‘active mode’ to ‘connected mode’ since ‘active mode’ is used nowhere.
<Not relevant anymore after re-organisation of these parameters>
	Note

LGE.11

	445. 
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq(6.3.4)
MeasObjectEUTRA,

RRCConnectionRelease(6.2.2),

SystemInformationType2(6.3.1),

SystemInformationType5(6.3.1),

MobilityControlInformation(6.3.4) 
	Issue1: Several types of IEs are used to refer EUTRA frequency.

Issue2: EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq is also referred as uplink.

For either downlink or uplink:
· EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq
Referred from RRCConnectionRelease, SystemInformationType5, MeasObjectEUTRA, EUTRA-CarrierFreq
· Ul-EARFCN
Referred from SystemInformationBlockType2
For both downlink and uplink:
· EUTRA-CarrierFreq
Referred from MobilityControlInformation
EUTRA-CarrierFreq ::=
SEQUENCE {


earfcn-DL
INTEGER (0..maxEARFCN),


earfcn-UL
EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq
OPTIONAL

-- Cond FDD

}


	2
	To re-define frequency related IEs as follows:

Proposed solution

To use only 2 types of IEs:

· for either downlink or uplink: EUTRA-CarrierFreq
· for both downlink and uplink: EUTRA-CarrierFrequencies
Proposed TP

For either downlink or uplink:
To define EUTRA-CarrierFreq as global IE as follows.

Referred from RRCConnectionRelease, SystemInformationBlockType2, SystemInformationBlockType5, MeasObjectEUTRA and EUTRA-CarrierFrequencies below.

EUTRA-CarrierFreq ::=
INTEGER (0..maxEARFCN)
For both downlink and uplink:
To define EUTRA-CarrierFrequencies as global IE in clause 6.3.4. 

Referred from MobilityControlInformation.

EUTRA-CarrierFrequencies ::=
SEQUENCE {


earfcn-DL
EUTRA-CarrirFreq,


earfcn-UL
EUTRA-CarrierFreq
OPTIONAL

-- Cond FDD

}
<RAP: Seems sensible to define a global sub-IE that can be used for UL as well as for DL i.e. EARFCN-Value). For the combination of the two no sub-IE is really needed i.e. proposal is to apply alt2 from 447. For the moment however, a local sub-IE is kept as for the bandwidth>
	In Rap-CR PAN.M13

	446. 
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq
(Mobility Control Information)
	EUTRA-CarrierBandwidth is included with need ON and within it, dl-Bandwidth is always included and ul-Bandwidth has need OP. The field description for ul-Bandwidth:

ul-Bandwidth

Parameter: Uplink bandwidth [36.101]. For TDD, the parameter is absent and it is equal to downlink bandwidth. If absent for FDD (includes the case eutra-CarrierBandwidth is absent), apply the same uplink bandwidth as for the current cell.

The typical situation is equal UL and DL bandwidths. With the above definition, ul-Bandwidth needs to be included if it is different from ul-Bandwidth in the source cell. Instead if the field definition is such that if ul-Bandwidth is missing UE assumes the same value as the dl-Bandwidth, then this field needs to be included only if the ul-Bandwidth is different from the ul-bandwidth in the source cell and the dl-Bandwidth in the target cell.

Note that mobility control information is used in Inter-RAT Handover to EUTRA also, where using ul-Bandwidth from previous cell does not make much sense. 
	2
	Change as follows:

ul-Bandwidth

Parameter: Uplink bandwidth [36.101]. For TDD, the parameter is absent and it is equal to downlink bandwidth. If absent for FDD (includes the case eutra-CarrierBandwidth is absent), same value as the downlink bandwidth applies.
	In Rap-CR MOT.23

	447. 
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq ::=



SEQUENCE {


earfcn-DL






INTEGER (0..maxEARFCN),


earfcn-UL






EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq



OPTIONAL
-- Cond FDD

}
	2
	(Alt1) Locate this IE within MobilityControlInfo since thie IE is only used in MobilityControlInfo (according to review guideline 6.2.4). 
(Alt2) Remove this IE, and then having only EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq (possibly with additional IE EUTRA-UL-CarrierFreq, if required) would be sufficient. We note that, for UTRA, only UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq is defined in 6.3.4
ERI: same issue as 445.

NOK: OK

<RAP: Covered by 445, so note>
	Note

LGE.12

	448. 
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq
	Parameter name is misleading as it says carrier frequency although it is supposed to be ARFCN.
	1
	Change type/paramter name to EUTRA-ARFCN
<RAP: Covered by 445, so note>
	Note

NOK.106

LGE.13

	449. 
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq
	earfcn-UL
	1
	QCM: This field calls the IE “EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq”, which is incorrect considering the field description of “EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq” just below. The proposal is to directly indicate INTEGER (0..maxEARFCN).
MOT: Make earfcn-DL point to EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq instead of "INTEGER (0..maxEARFCN)".

<RAP: Should we create an EARFCN-RANGE, that can be used for UL & DL)
ERI: Same issue as 445, 448 with respect to clarify EUTRA-CarrierFreq type definition in some consistent way.
<RAP: Covered by 445, so note>
	Note

QCM.23

MOT.21

	450. 
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq
	The IE EUTRA-CarrierFreq is used %% 
	1
	Text should be adeed for %%.

QCM Proposed text: “The IE EUTRA-CarrierFreq is used to indicate EARFCN used in downlink and uplink”.
<RAP: Covered by 445, so note>
	Note

NSN.24

LGE.14

QCM.24

	451. 
	EUTRA-CarrierFreq
	Felds descriptions:
earfcn-DL

Defined in [36.101]
earfcn-UL

Default value determined from TX-RX frequency specification specified in [36.101]
	2
	Suggest to use:

earfcn-DL

Downlink ARFCN defined in TS 36.101
earfcn-UL

Uplink ARFCN and default value determined from TX-RX frequency specification specified in TS 36.101
Regarding this, we ask if we could use EARFCN and carrier frequency interchangebly, even though e.g., DL carrier frequency is derived DL EARFCN and some other parameters, i.e., both are different by definition (e.g., FDL = FDL_low + 0.1(NDL – NOffs-DL) as specified in 36.101 )
NOK: DL carriere frequency is inequal to ARFCN as LGE also stated. We are ok with new field descriptions

<RAP: Covered by 445, so note>
	Note

LGE.15

	452. 
	EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq
	Parameter name is misleading as it says carrier frequency although it is supposed to be ARFCN.
	1
	Change type/paramter name to EUTRA-DL-ARFCN
<RAP: Covered by 445, so note>
	Note

NOK.105

LGE.16

	453. 
	EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq
	The IE EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq is used %% -> Text description incomplete -> replace %%


	2
	Add the description
QCM: Proposed text is “The IE EUTRA-DL-CarrierFreq is used to indicate EARFCN used in downlink”.
<RAP: Covered by 445, so note>
	Note

NOK.119

QCM.25

	454. 
	GERAN-ARFCN-Value
	Field description talks about range.
	1
	Proposed text “GERAN carrier ARFCN”
<Removed the (redundant) field description, conform general principle>
	In Rap-CR QCM.26

	455. 
	GERAN-ARFCN-Value
	Fields descriptions for GERAN-ARFCN-Value, bandIndicator need appropriate references.
	1
	Add the references

<RAP: Reference to 44.018 added>
	In Rap-CR MOT.22

	456. 
	GERAN-CellIdentity
	General description of the IE.
	1
	Incomplete (%%). Proposed text is “The IE GERAN-CellIdentity contains the Base Station Identity Code (BSIC)”.
	In Rap-CR QCM.27

	457. 
	GERAN-CarrierFreqList 
	-- Other options, e.g., the "Range N formats" in the Frequency List IE [44.018] are FFS
	2
	Remove the comment

It is considered agreed to not introduce more optimisations in REL-8

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR SAM.38

	458. 
	GlobalCellId-EUTRA

GlobalCellId-UTRA

GlobalCellId-GERAN
	Consistent naming

> We could align the IE naming for GlobalCellId  with the IE naming for  Cellidentity (e.g., ‘UTRA-FDD-CellIdentity’)
	1
	Suggest to use:

EUTRA-GlobalCellIdentity

UTRA-GlobalCellIdentity

GERAN-GlobalCellIdentity

ERI: OK (should be harmonized with other similar comments below)

<RAP: covered by general naming conventions i.e. RAT type at the end, see 2.2>
	Note

LGE.17

	459. 
	GlobalCellId-GERAN
	Following IE names are used for cell identity

EUTRAN

· L1-CellID: PhysicalCellIdentity
· L3-CellID: CellIdentity (from SIB1)
UTRAN
· L1-CellID: UTRA-FDD-CellIdentity, UTRA-TDD-CellIdentity
· L3-CellID: utra-CellIdentity (as a member)
GERAN
· L1-CellID(bsic): GERAN-CellIdentity
· L3-CellID: geran-CellIdentity (as a member)
For GERAN, it may be confusing that the difference between L1-CellID name and L3-CellID name is only lower/upper case
	2
	Modify the IE name for L1-CellID for UTRAN and GERAN as follows:

· UTRA-FDD-CellIdentity ( UTRA-FDD-PhyCellIdentity

· UTRA-TDD-CellIdentity ( UTRA-TDD-PhyCellIdentity

· GERAN-CellIdentity  ( GERAN-PhyCellIdentity

Affected sections:

· 6.2.2 MobilityFromEUTRACommand

· 6.3.4 UTRA-FDD-PhyCellIdentity, UTRA-TDD-PhyCellIdentity, GERAN-CellIdentity

· 6.3.5 MeasuredResults, MeasObjectUTRA, MeasObjectGERAN

ERI: Same issue as 458

NOK: OK

<RAP: covered by general naming conventions i.e. RAT type at the end, consistent use of physCellId, see 2.2>
	Note

PAN.o27

	460. 
	GlobalCellId-UTRA field descriptions
	cellIdentity

UTRA Cell Identifier which is unique within the context of the identified PLMN as defined in TS 25.331.
	0
	Add reference

UTRA Cell Identifier which is unique within the context of the identified PLMN as defined in TS 25.331 [19].
	In Rap-CR NSN.27

	461. 
	GlobalCellId-UTRA
	IE name in ASN code and field description is not aligned

GlobalCellId-UTRA ::=
SEQUENCE {


plmn-Identity

PLMN-Identity,


utra-CellIdentity
BIT STRING (SIZE (28))

}

cellIdentity
UTRA Cell Identifier which is unique within the context of the identified PLMN as defined in TS 25.331.

	1
	Correct the typo by replacing cellIdentity in field description by utra-CellIdentity
<RAP: partly covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2. Note that field identifiers can be general i.e. not including RAT type, which may also simplify procedural specification at the end>
	In Rap-CR PAN.o25

	462. 
	MobilityControlInformation
	EUTRA-CarrierBandwidth
	1
	Should the optionality be ‘OP’ since the field description clearly specifies the rules in case of absence?
<RAP: related to 114. After that, need code ON is sufficient at this level>
	In Rap-CR

QCM.28

	463. 
	MobilityControlInformation
	EUTRA-CarrierBandwidth
> Local IE EUTRA-CarrierBandwidth is defined, where dl-Bandwidth and ul-Bandwidth exist. This dl-Bandwidth can be also used in MIB. 

> The value range of dl-Bandwidth is not aligned with dl-Bandwidth in MIB. 
	2
	Remove this local IE and introduce new global IE EUTRA-DL-CarrierBandwidth and EUTRA-UL-CarrierBandwidth

Use newly introduced IE EUTRA-CarrierBandwidth for dl-Bandwidth in MIB.

ERI: Similar issue as came up for EUTRA-CarrierFreq (445,449) before, one consistent way of definition should be selected.

NSN: We don't mind having different IEs for DCCH and common channel because extension mechanism may be different.
<RAP: covered by 445, so note>
	Note

LGE.18

	464. 
	MobilityStateParameters
	Several fields (t-evaluation, t-hystNormal) have spare values and the fields are used on BCCH
	3
	Remove spare values as the IE is sent on BCCH
ERI: related to general issue whether or not spares are allowed for IEs sent on BCCH.
	RAN2#64b

NOK.108

	465. 
	MobilityStateParameters
	Following typo within ASN code should be corrected

t-Evalulation ( t-Evaluation
MobilityStateParameters ::=

SEQUENCE {


t-Evalulation




ENUMERATED {
	1
	Correct the typo in ASN code

Affected sections:

· 6.3.4 MobilityStateParameters: ASN, field description


	In Rap-CR

PAN.o27

	466. 
	OneXRTT-CSFB-RegistrationInfo
	Current structure of the IE is:

OneXRTT-CSFB-RegistrationInfo ::=
SEQUENCE {


oneXRTT-CSFB-RegistrationAllowed
BOOLEAN,


oneXRTT-RegistrationParameters

OneXRTT-RegistrationParameters OPTIONAL -- cond CSFB-RegAlw

}

Requiring a condition code. This should instead be rewritten as shown.
	1
	Change as follows:

OneXRTT-CSFB-RegistrationInfo ::=
SEQUENCE {


disable
NULL,


enable

OneXRTT-RegistrationParameters OPTIONAL -- cond CSFB-RegAlw

}

ERI:agree. but if changed, the sequence should be a CHOICE.

NSN: We prefer to leave it as is.
<RAP: The enable/ disable construct does not really seem appropriate. The presence of the OneXRTT-CSFB-RegistrationInfo can indicate ‘registrationAllowed’, so:

- the first field does not seem needed

- the second field can be mandatory. After further thought, it seems desirable to inform upper layers about the state also when changing to 'notAllowed', so the proposal seems reasonable. Also, there does not seem a need for a sub-IE for the parameters>
	In Rap-CR

MOT.26

	467. 
	PhysicalCellIdentity
	The IE PhysicalCellIdentity is used %% -> Text description incomplete -> replace %%
	1
	Add the description
QCM: Proposed text is “The IE PhysicalCellIdentity is used to indicate the physical layer cell identity defined in [21].”
	In Rap-CR

NOK.117

LGE.19
QCM.29

	468. 
	PhysicalCellIdentity
	> IE Naming
	1
	Suggest to use ‘EUTRA-PhysicalCellIdentity’ 
( naming rule is : (RAT)-( additional_specifier)-IE_NAME )
ERI: similar comment as 459

<RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	Note

LGE.20

	469. 
	PhysicalCellIdentityAndRange
	rangePCI
Note: The need of value 504 for this field is FFS.
	2
	It is mandatory for a CSG cell to transmit this information. So a CSG cell on a dedicated layer should be able to sent the value 504
ERI: agree.
	In Rap-CR

SAM.39

NOK.118

	470. 
	PhysicalCellIdentityAndRange
	rangePCI has spare values and it is used on BCCH
	3
	Remove spare values as the IE is sent on BCCH
ERI: related to general issue whether or not spares are allowed for IEs sent on BCCH.
	RAN2#64b

NOK.109

	471. 
	PLMN-Identity
	Missing “space” in the conditional text after the full stop (see proposal):

In the first occurrence of the IE PLMN-Identity within the IE PLMN-IdentityList this IE is mandatory; otherwise it is optional and if not present it takes the same value as the mcc in the immediately preceding IE PLMN-Identity.This IE is mandatory when the IE PLMN-Identity is included within the IE RegisteredMME.
	0
	Add the missing space
	In Rap-CR

ALU.21

	472. 
	PLMN-Identity
	Cond MCC
	2
	The IE MCC should be optional when PLMN-Identity is included in the IE “PLMN-IdentityList2”. The IE MCC should be mandatory when PLMN-Identity is included in GlobalCellId-EUTRA, GlobalCellId-UTRA or GlobalCellId-GERAN.
<RAP: start by listing all cases in which the IE is mandatory (includes first entry in PLMN-IdList) and use Otherwise>
	In Rap-CR

QCM.30

	473. 
	TrackingAreaCode
	IE description missing.
	1
	Add description (if deemed necessary) with appropriate reference

	In Rap-CR

NOK.123

LGE.22
QCM.31

MOT.27

	474. 
	TrackingAreaCode
	> Field description:

%fieldIdentifier%
	1
	Field description shall be ‘void’ since there is no field within there
<RAP: coverd by general issue 15/ 16, so note>
	Note

LGE.21
QCM.32

	475. 
	UTRA-CellIdentity
	> This IE indicates physical cell identity. Can be confused with cellIdentity(BIT STRING(28))

> See PhysicalCellIdentity
	1
	suggest to use 'UTRA-FDD-PhysicalCellIdentity' and 'UTRA-TDD-PhysicalCellIdentity' 

( naming rule is : (RAT)-(additional_specifier)-IE_NAME )
<RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	Note

LGE.23

	476. 
	UTRA-FDD-CellIdentity
	The IE UTRA-FDD-CellIdentity is used %%
	1
	Text should be adeed for %%.

<RAP: there does not seem a need for the additional field to clarify this is a primary scrambling code>
	In Rap-CR

NSN.30

QCM.33

	477. 
	UTRA-TDD-CellIdentity
	cellParametersID

Corresponds to the Cell Parameters ID in TS 25.331 [19] and the Initial Cell Parameter Assignment in TS 25.223.
	1
	Add TS 25.223 in 2 Reference and add reference number.
	In Rap-CR

NSN.31

	478. 
	UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq
	The IE UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq is used %%
	1
	Text should be added for %%.
	In Rap-CR

NSN.32

QCM.34

	479. 
	UTRA-DL-CarrierFreq
	Field description:

For UTRA FDD: the field contains the downlink frequency (Nd)

For UTRA TDD: the field contains the (Nt)

>Nd shall be ND according to 25.101

> Nt needs to checked[TBD]
	2
	suggest to use:

For FDD 'the field indicates the downlink frequency (ND) defined in TS 25.101[x]'

CAT: For TDD TS 25.102 [18]

NOK: OK

<RAP: it seems desirable to align with E-UTRA i.e. define an IE UARFCN-Range. IE heading can clarify something like proposed i.e. FDD: Nd when used to indicate downlink frequency, and so>
	In Rap-CR

LGE.24

	6.3.5 Measurement information elements

	480. 
	MeasurementBandwidth
	Only 6 values are defined in the ENUMERATED
	3
	Define spare values to fully utilize the 3 bits

NOK: This is also used in SIBs – Avoiding spare values avoid possibility for incorrect NW implementations
	RAN2#64b

NOR.3

	481. 
	MeasGapConfig
	The SEQUENCE structure at the highest level is useless (unless an extension marker is introduced), since only a single CHOICE structure to activate/ deactivate gaps is included.
	1
	The SEQUENCE structure at the highest level can be removed (i.e., directly start with CHOICE).
ERI: Agree, but isn’t the SEQUENCE for gp1 and gp2 also redundant?
	In Rap-CR

NTT.m39

	482. 
	MeasGapConfig
	As per rapporteur’s guidelines, activate/deactivate is to be used when the concerned resources are deactivated but stay configured. In the case of gaps shouldn’t we use setup/release instead; as the radio resources do not stay configured when the gaps are released
	2
	NOR: Use setup/release instead of activate/deactivate. Also affects: 5.5.2.9

NTT: Since the gap config is removed upon deactivation, the choices can be renamed to “setup” and “release”.
<Relates to general discussion, to be concluded first>
ERI: Agree with rapporteur’s comment

<Covered by 24e, so note>
	Note

NOR.1,

NOR.2

NTT.m40

	483. 
	MeasObjectCDMA2000
	offsetFreq

Field is defined as ENUMERATED {db-15, ..., dB15, spare}. This can be easily implemented as INTEGER {-15..15}. Note that for EUTRA the offsetFreq is defined as ENUMERATED, but this is because the range is -24..24 dB, with 2 dB step size at both ends and 1 dB step size near 0 dB. For UTRA and GERAN, offsetFreq is defined as INTEGER {-15..15}.
	1
	Change offsetFreq to INTEGER {-15..15}. Related change is also needed for the field description (i.e., simply state “Value in dB”). For EUTRA, the current ENUMERATED can be kept, unless change to INTEGER {-15..15} is desired.
NSN: Actually it was defined as an INTEGER before and was later changed to align with E-UTRA. No strong preference but do like the INTEGER form better.
<RAP: Agree i.e. generally use basic types unless e.g. coding efficient due to step size>
	In Rap-CR

NTT.m41

	484. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
	BlackListedCellsToAddModifyList

cellIndex






INTEGER (1..maxCellMeas),



-- value range FFS
	2
	Remove the FFS

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.41

	485. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
	NeighCellsToAddModifyList and BlackListedCellsToAddModifyList are too long.
	1
	Can be renamed to CellsToAddModifyList and BlackCellsToAddModifyList, respectively.
ERI: don’t see otherwise what better names can be.

<RAP: Modify can be shorted to Mod, prefer to keep Neigh in specific cases i.e. where we also have serving e.g. measReport>
	In Rap-CR

NTT.m44

	486. 
	MeasObjectCDMA2000
	“cellIdentity”
Should be renamed to “cdma2000-cellIdentity”.
	1
	NSN: Agree with the proposal.
<RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	Note

NTT.m42

	487. 
	MeasObjectGERAN
	offsetFreq






INTEGER (-15..15)


DEFAULT 0,
-- value range FFS
	2
	ERI: What is proposed solution? Proposal: remove FFS

<RAP: Proposal is to remove FFS>
	In Rap-CR

SAM.42

	488. 
	MeasObjectGERAN
	geran-MeasFrequencyList is too long.
	1
	Can be renamed to geran-MeasFreqList.
<RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	In Rap-CR

NTT.m45

	489. 
	MeasObjectUTRA
	Editor's note:
Use of cell individual offset is FFS
	2
	Remove the editors note

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.43

	490. 
	MeasObjectUTRA
	offsetFreq
INTEGER (-15..15)
DEFAULT 0,
-- value range FFS
	2
	<RAP: Proposal is to remove FFS>
	In Rap-CR

SAM.44

	491. 
	MeasObjectUTRA
	UTRA-xDD-CellsToAddModifyList
cellIndex
INTEGER (1..maxCellMeas),
-- FFS
	2
	Remove the FFS

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.45

NTT.m47

	492. 
	MeasObjectUTRA
	In cellForWhichToReportCGI, “utra-FDD” and “utra-TDD” should be renamed to “utra-FDD-CellIdentity” and “utra-TDD-CellIdentity” to align with other cases.
	1
	RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	Note

NTT.m46

	493. 
	MeasuredResults
	Editor's note:
It has been agreed to identify intra- and inter-frequency neighbours by their physical layer identity
	1
	Remove the editors note
	In Rap-CR

SAM.46

	494. 
	MeasuredResults
	“neighbouringMeasResults” should be renamed to “measResultNeighbour” to align with “measResultServing”.
	1
	
	In Rap-CR

NTT.m48

	495. 
	MeasuredResults
	“globalCellID-EUTRA” in MeasResultListEUTRA

should be renamed to “globalCellId-EUTRA”.
	1
	RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	Note

NTT.m49

	496. 
	MeasuredResults
	Tac-ID

align the sub-field name ‘tac-ID’ with ‘trackingAreaCode’ used in SIB1

tac-ID






TrackingAreaCode 

c.f.) trackingAreaCode


TrackingAreaCode (SIB1)

> lac-Id, rac-Id 
	1
	LGE: Use ‘trackingAreaCode’ instead of ‘tac-ID’

Use 1) ‘lac’ and ‘rac’ or 2) ‘locationAreaCode’ and ‘routingAreacode’
NTT: Also, “tac-ID” should be renamed to “tac-Id”. (typo “ID”)
<RAP: Proposal is to use of trackingAreaCode’ and so>
ERI: Agree with rapporteur
	In Rap-CR

LGE.25
NTT.m49

	497. 
	MeasuredResults
	In MeasResultListUTRA
physicalCellIdentity

CHOICE {



cellIentityFDD

UTRA-FDD-CellIdentity,



cellIentityTDD

UTRA-TDD-CellIdentity

},
> since cell identity is layer 1 identity, ‘physical’ shall be identified within the name 
	1
	LGE: Use ‘cellIdentity-FDD’ and ‘cellIdentity-TDD’

The proposed changes for the IE ‘UTRA-FDD-CellIdentity’ and ‘UTRA-TDD-CellIdentity’ are already provided above. 
NTT: rename to “utra-FDD-CellIdentity” and “utra-TDD-CellIdentity” to align with other cases. Also, “globalcellID-UTRA” should be renamed to “globalCellId-UTRA”. (typo “cellID”)
ERI: Agree with NTT DCM

RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	Note

LGE.26
NTT.m50

	498. 
	MeasuredResults
	In MeasResultListUTRA, measResult has a SEQUENCE structure at the highest level, which is not necessary since only a single CHOICE structure is included and no extension marker is defined.
	1
	The SEQUENCE structure for measResult can be removed (i.e., the CHOICE can be at the highest level).
	In Rap-CR

NTT.m51

	499. 
	MeasuredResults

ReportConfigInterRAT
	In MeasResultListUTRA, measResult includes a CHOICE for fdd/ tdd. However, for the event thresholds in ReportConfigInterRAT, no separate thresholds are defined for FDD/ TDD.
	3
	Should consider alignment. At least, in ThresholdUTRA in ReportConfigInterRAT, “thresholdUTRA-RSCP” and “thresholdUTRA-EcN0” can be renamed to “utra-RSCP” and “utra-EcN0”, respectively.
ERI: prefer not to change.

CAT: We support the proposal to align. More specfically we propose:

a) In MeasResultListUTRA->measResult , merge the FDD and TDD case, i.e. include two optional present fields named "UTRA-RSCP" and "UTRA-EcN0". And add some description to clarify that "UTRA-RSCP" is "cpich-RSCP" and "pccpch-RSCP" for UTRA FDD and TDD respecively. Also clarify that for UTRA TDD, UTRA-EcN0 is not present. And the reference number for pccpch-RSCP should be [30].

b) In the field description of ReprotConfigInterRAT->ThresholdUTRA, add similiar clarifications
	RAN2#64b

NTT.m52

	500. 
	MeasuredResults
	In MeasResultListGERAN, “globalcellID-GERAN” should be renamed to “globalCellId-GERAN”. (typo “cellID”)
	1
	<RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2>
	Note

NTT.m53

	501. 
	MeasuredResults
	lac-Id

> the field description for lac-Id is missing
	1
	Include the field description for lac-Id [TBD]
<RAP: see issue 517a>
	In Rap-CR

LGE.27

	502. 
	MeasuredResults
	In MeasResultListGERAN, “rssi” is defined as BIT STRING (SIZE (6)).
	2
	Why is this defined as a BIT STRING? This can be easily expressed by INTEGER (0..63)?
	In Rap-CR

NTT.m54

	503. 
	MeasuredResults
	The need for the extension markers in the “measResult” for EUTRA, UTRA and GERAN is questionable.
	2
	The extension markers within each “measResult” can be removed.
ERI: Do not agree.

NOK: OK

<RAP: seems reasonable to keep>
	Note

NTT.m55

	504. 
	MeasurementConfiguration
	MBSFN-neighbourCellConfig within MeasurementConfiguration, need is OP

Nothing is specified regarding the UE action upon absence (on presence neither)
	2
	PAN: Regarding UE action upon presence, field description for this IE covers. Regarding UE action upon absence, we can consider 3 options:

Alt1) Make it mandatory

Alt2) Make it OPTIONAL with DEFAULT value

Alt3) Make it OPTIONAL Need ON. The value in SIB3 is used for initial value.

Proposal is to use Alt1): Alt3) should be excluded since so far we have not defined any measurement related parameter taken over from BCCH. Alt2) can save bits compared to Alt1) if there is typical case. However, we prefer Alt1) for alignment with SIB3.
ERI: Agree with Alt1.

NOK: Alt1 seems OK

<RAP: Alt 1 is considered agreed>
	In Rap-CR

SAM.40

PAN.M12

	505. 
	MeasurementConfiguration
	speedDependantParameters

enable/disable key words are used
	2
	Use Setup/release instead as both the concerned radio resources and the configuration are setup or released.

<Relates to general discussion, to be concluded first>
ERI: Agree with rapporteur

<Covered by 24e, so note>
	Note

NOR.7

NTT.56

	506. 
	MeasurementConfiguration
	MeasObjectToAddModifyList ReportConfigToAddModifyList and MeasIdToAddModifyList are defined as local sub IEs but are also used in VarMeasurementConfiguration UE variable
	2
	Should we define these IEs as global sub IEs ?

ERI: agree.
	In Rap-CR

NOR.8

	507. 
	MeasurementConfiguration
	mobilityStateParameters, speedDependentScalingParameters, ConnectedModeSpeedDependentScalingParameters are too long.
	2
	Need shorter names.
NOK: OK

<RAP: covered by general naming conventions, see 2.2: ConnModeSpeedStatePars>
	Note

NTT.m57

	508. 
	QuantityConfig
	measQuantityUTRA-xDD

Need codes for measQuantityUTRA-FDD and measQuantityUTRA-TDD are specified as Need OD based on discussion from R2-086474 as follows:

QuantityConfigUTRA ::=



SEQUENCE {

measQuantityUTRA-FDD
ENUMERATED {cpich-RSCP, cpich-EcN0} OPTIONAL,
-- Need OD

measQuantityUTRA-TDD
ENUMERATED {pccpch-RSCP} OPTIONAL,
-- Need OD

filterCoefficient
FilterCoefficient
DEFAULT fc4
}
From Need code/Cond code point of view: 'Need OD' does not reflect this use case correctly; network includes these IE in the condition where the corresponding measurement object has TDD or FDD cell. 'Cond XXX' is more appropriate if optionality is really required.

From coding point of view:

· measQuantityUTRA-TDD has only 1 element with no spare, thus no bit is assigned to this IE
· measQuantityUTRA-FDD has only 2 elements, thus 1 bit is assigned to this IE

Thus, introducing optionality means to add 1 bit for 0 or 1 bit information.
	2
	Make measQuantityUTRA-FDD and measQuantityUTRA-TDD as mandatory present

QuantityConfigUTRA ::=



SEQUENCE {

measQuantityUTRA-FDD
ENUMERATED {cpich-RSCP, cpich-EcN0},

measQuantityUTRA-TDD
ENUMERATED {pccpch-RSCP},

filterCoefficient
FilterCoefficient
DEFAULT fc4
}
NOK: OK

<RAP: this has been implemented, although somewhat inconsistent with 348>
	In Rap-CR

PAN.M13

	509. 
	ReportConfigEUTRA,

ReportConfigInterRAT
	'purpose'
Currently IE 'purpose' is defined as follows:

For ReportConfigEUTRA:

purpose



CHOICE {


reportStrongestCells


NULL,


reportCGI





NULL
}

For ReportConfigInterRAT:

purpose



CHOICE {


reportStrongestCells


NULL,


reportStrongestCellsForSON

NULL,


reportCGI





NULL
}

No type is needed for each element. Generally, ENUMERATED instead of CHOICE is more appropriate in such case.
	2
	Change the type of purpose from CHOICE to ENUMERATED as follows:

For ReportConfigEUTRA:

purpose



ENUMERATED {


reportStrongestCells, reportCGI
}

For ReportConfigInterRAT:

purpose



ENUMERATED {


reportStrongestCells,
reportStrongestCellsForSON,


reportCGI
}

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR PAN.M14

	510. 
	ReportConfigEUTRA
	reportOnLeave
Text is in red
	1
	Change the color to black.
	In Rap-CR NOR.4

	511. 
	ReportConfigEUTRA
	Hysteresis

Hysteresis is defined as an integer with range 0..30 and no sub IE is defined. ReportconfigInterRat also uses a 0.30 hysteresis
	2
	Define a global sub IE for hysteresis to be used in ReportConfigEUTRA and ReportConfigInterRAT
	In Rap-CR NOR.5

	512. 
	ReportConfigEUTRA
	reportOnLeave 

Field description is missing for reportOnLeave.
	2
	Add a field description as follows:
reportOnLeave
UE initiates the measurement reporting procedure on leaving condition met as well as on triggering condition met, as specified in 5.5.4.1.
NOK: OK
<RAP: OK, although a field description does not really seem needed. Slightly rephrased>
	In Rap-CR PAN.M15

	513. 
	ReportConfigEUTRA
	In ThresholdEUTRA, “threshold-RSRP” and “threshold-RSRQ” can be renamed to “rsrp” and “rsrq”, respectively.
	1
	ERI: What’s the benefit?
	Note

NTT.m58

	514. 
	ReportConfigInterRAT
	bx-Threshold-CDMA2000

This field does not use local sub IE, unlike other RATs
	2
	Create ThresholdCDMA2000 local sub IE with range 0..63. 
	In Rap-CR NOR.6

	515. 
	ReportConfigInterRAT
	In b1-Threshold and b2-Threshold2, the CHOICE structure has an order of RATs: CDMA2000, UTRA, GERAN.
	1
	The order should be changed to UTRA, GERAN, CDMA2000.
NSN: Agree with the proposal.
	In Rap-CR NTT.m59

	516. 
	RSRQ-Range
	RSRQ-Range
There is typo

RSRQ-Range

Integer value for RSRP according to mapping table in [16]

	1
	Correct typo by replacing RSRP by RSRQ


	In Rap-CR PAN.M16

	517. 
	TimeToTrigger
	TimeToTrigger has a value range ENUMERATED {ms0, ms10, ms20, ms40, ms64, ms80, ms100, ms128, ms160, ms200, ms256, ms320, ms640, ms1280, ms2560, ms5120}.
	3
	It is questionable whether this value range makes sense, considering e.g. the measurement performance being defined in RAN4. For example, any granularity below 40 ms may not be necessary. Moreover, alignment with DRX cycles can be considered. Should ask RAN4.
NOK: Prefer to have internal consultation with RAN4 without LSes to speed up decisions
	RAN2#64b

NTT.m60

	517a
	GlobalCellIdentityXXX
	These IEs are used only once i.e. within measuredResults, so there is no real need for a global sub-IE
	2
	Kept as global sub-IE for the moment

Note that this affects the need for a global sub-IE for LocationAreaCode
	RAN2#64b

	6.3.6 Other information elements

	518. 
	C-RNTI
	Remove field description
	1
	Remove field description table completely (see general)
	In Rap-CR SAM.91

	519. 
	IMSI
	No need for global sub-IE i.e. used only once
	2
	Move to Paging i.e. used only for that message

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR

SAM.92
HUA.50

	520. 
	IMSI
	IE header: how to set the IE are specified in TS 23.003 [27].
	0
	Change ‘are to ‘is’’
<RAP: Not relevant anymore after 519>
	Note

HUA.48

	521. 
	IMSI
	SIZE (6..21)
	2
	may be 6…15, according to TS 23.003
NOK: OK
ERI: do not agree, current value is aligned to 25.331, where the IMSI is defined as 6..21, with justification to use a larger value than in 23.003, see section 10.3.1.5.

<RAP: let’s keep the current value. Otherwise contribution needed>
	<Note>

HUA.49

	522. 
	P-Max
	The fied description is not aligned with R4-083317 
The UE shall apply the minimum of this value and the UE’s capability as the maximum power PMAX defined in [23].
	1
	Align the field description toR4-083317 i.e. as follows

· The maxium transmit power the UE shall observe is the minimum of this value and the maximum UE power for the UE power class according to TS 36.101 [23, 6.2.5]
ERI: “shall observe” does not sound as good as “shall apply”, otherwise clarification OK.

<RAP: Proposal is to rephrase to ‘the UE transmit power shall not exceed the mininum of .. >
	In Rap-CR

SAM.81

	523. 
	P-Max
	Field description may be removed i.e. 2nd sentence can go to initial sentence
	1
	Note: for messages where this IE is included, there is a statement what the UE shall do upon absence (i.e. assume no limit, just go by UE capability)

ERI: Unclear what is proposed. The field description is needed to clarify that minimum of capability and signalled value is applied.
<RAP: for sub-IEs without fields, the general convention is not to have field descriptions but to specify the similar aspects in the initial text forllowing the heading. Also applies in this case>
	In Rap-CR

SAM.93

	524. 
	RAT-Type
	IE is used only for UE-Capability transfer; should it be named specific i.e. as for the targetRAT-Type for handover from E-UTRA. Note the two types differ wrt. eutra & hrpd
	2
	Remove the field description table completely (see general)

Rename value cdma2000-1xrttBandClass to cdma2000-1XRTT

NSN: Agree on removing the field description table since it currently only says Void. Also, renaming the cdma2000-1xrttBandClass to cdma2000-1XRTT was actually one of our suggestion. We are OK with renaming as suggested but adding a text clearly that this is used to obtain the 1xRTT band class capability for SRVCC HO to 1xRTT purpose. Probably further discussion may be needed.
<RAP: remove field description and rename the cdma value. Further clarification rearding contents should be done in procedural specification/ field descriptions for the ueCapabilitiesRAT-Container via separate contribution>
	In Rap-CR

SAM.94

	525. 
	RAT-Type
	Field descriptions table is not necessary
	1
	Remove RAT-Type field descriptions table
<RAP: Covered by the above>
	Note

NEC.34

	526. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	ue-Category
INTEGER (1..16),
-- value range FFS
	3
	Considering UMTS experience, it may be better to take one bit more and an extension option

ERI: not clear what is meant with extension option. In UMTS the extensions have only been introduced as critical extensions, so it would be sufficient to change this to ue-Category INTEGER (1..8).
	RAN2#64b
SAM.47

	527. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	Editor's note:
The extension mechanisms for this IE need to be considered.
	3
	Extension markers should be used consistently i.e. not only for PDCP-Configuration

The editors not may relate to the fact the information is transferred in a countainer, for which there was a choice to be made?

ERI: This needs to be decided. It is not immediately clear why/how extension to Rel-8 capabilities would be needed.
	RAN2#64b
SAM.48

	528. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	Editor's note:
The following GSM band seem to be missing: GSM 710, GSM 750, GSM 810, GSM 900R
	2
	Add the missing bands
	In Rap-CR

SAM.49

	529. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	Editor's note:
The IE UE-EUTRA-Capability does not include AS security capability information, since these are assumed to be the same as the NAS-security capabilities. Consequently it is also assumed that AS need not provide "man-in-the-middle" protection for the security capabilities, i.e., it is assumed that NAS provides this functionality
	2
	Replace by a note clarifying that security capabilities are common for AS & NAS and are signalled by NAS
	In Rap-CR

SAM.50

	530. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	IE is used only in UECapabilityInformation, so no global sub-IE seems needed. This may depend on the outcome of the discussion on inter-RAT capability transfer i.e. if the EUTRA capabilities are transferred in other RATs and if so, what is actually signalled
	3
	Leave for the moment?

ERI: Depends on the outcome of the email discussion [64_LTE_14], but at least for UTRAN these seem to be possible to provide. OK to leave as is.
	RAN2#64b
SAM.95

	531. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	PDCP-Parameters

Field Description missing
	1
	Add Field description for PDCP-Parameters :

Indicates UE PDCP capability information which incudes the ROHC profiles supported by both compressor and decompressor and the Maximum number of ROHC context sessions supported.

ERI: there is not strong need to add an entry for PDCP-Parameter. If something is needed, one could consider adding one entry for “supportedROHC-Profiles, see HUA.52. and the text needs to be aligned to 306.
	Note

NEC.21

	532. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions
spare values are missing
	2
	Add 2 spare values to maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions
NOK: OK
ERI: Indeed, there are only 14 entries which would warrant the addition of two spares. In addition, for this parameter it is unclear whether the UE derives a value per DRB or per UE. Propose additional correction to field description for maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions:
maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions

Set to the maximum number of concurrently active ROHC contexts supported by the UE for a given PDCP entity. cs2 corresponds with 2 context sessions, cs4 corresponds with 4 and so on.
	In Rap-CR

PAN.o29

NEC.33

	533. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	supportedROHCprofiles
The naming of filed supportedROHCprofiles is incorrect.
	1
	Modify supportedROHCprofiles to supportedROHC-Profiles
ERI: Agree to proposed change

NOK: OK
	In Rap-CR

HUA.51

	534. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	supportedROHCprofiles
The field description of supportedROHCprofiles is missing. According to 36.306, a UE that supports one or more of the listed ROHC profiles shall support ROHC profile 0x000 ROHC uncompressed. ‘IMS capable UEs supporting voice’ shall support ROHC profiles 0x000, 0x001, 0x002, 0x004. And the profile 0x000 is missing.
	3
	Reference to 36.306…. 
NOK: OK
ERI: No strong opinion on adding a field entry for supportedROHCprofiles. However, unclear whether it might be better to refer to PDCP specifications instead of 36.306?

However, there is no need to list profile 0x0000 since it is implicitly supported as soon as any single one of the other profile is supported. So, profile 0x0000 is NOT missing, no change needed for this one.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550. May be aligned with 336>
	Note

HUA.52

	535. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	PhyLayerParameters
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for PhyLayerParameters:
Indicates the UE support of Tx Antenna selection and specific reference signature.

ERI: OK to leave as is. If changed the text needs to be aligned to 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.22

	536. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	rf-Parameters
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for rf-Parameters:
Indicates a list of E-UTRA bands supported by the UE and if half duplex is supported in these bands.
ERI: OK to leave as is. If changed the text needs to be aligned to 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.23

	537. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	ue-SpecificRefSigsSupported
field description  of  ue-SpecificRefSigsSupported is missed
	2
	Add field description of ue-SpecificRefSigsSupported
ERI: OK to leave as is. If changed the text needs to be aligned to 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

HUA.53

	538. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	measurementParameters
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for measurementParameters:
Indicates the need for measurement gaps for the supported inter frequency E-UTRA and inter-RAT bands.
ERI: OK to leave as is. If changed the text needs to be aligned to 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.24

	539. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	interRAT-Parameters
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for interRAT-Parameters:
Indicates the UE supported bands for UTRA FDD, UTRA TDD, GERAN and CDMA2000

ERI: OK to leave as is. If changed the text needs to be aligned to 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.25

	540. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	utraFDD
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for utraFDD:
Indicates the UE supported bands for UTRA FDD

ERI: Not OK. The presence of this IE also indicates support for UTRA FDD (not only supported bands). See 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.26

	541. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	utraTDD128
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for utraTDD128:
Indicates the UE supported bands for UTRA TDD 1.28Mcps

ERI: Not OK. The presence of this IE also indicates support for UTRA LCR TDD (not only supported bands). See 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.27

	542. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	utraTDD384
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for utraTDD384:

Indicates the UE supported bands for UTRA TDD 3.84Mcps

ERI: Not OK. The presence of this IE also indicated support for UTRA HCR TDD (not only supported bands). See 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.28

	543. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	utraTDD768
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for utraTDD768:

Indicates the UE supported bands for UTRA TDD 7.68Mcps

ERI: Not OK. The presence of this IE also indicated support for UTRA VHCR TDD (not only supported bands). See 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.29

	544. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	geran
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for geran

Indicates the UE supported bands for GERAN and support for inter  PS HO to GERAN

ERI: Not OK. The presence of this IE also indicated support for GERAN (not only supported bands). See 306.

<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.30

	545. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	cdma2000-HRPD
Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for cdma2000-HRPD:
Indicates the UE supported bands for CDMA2000 HRPD and the RX/TX configuration supported.

ERI: Not OK. The presence of this IE also indicated support for HRPD (not only supported bands). See 306.

NSN: We don’t see a field description for utraFDD, utraTDDxxx or geran either. Need to be consistent and either add field description for all or not add for CDMA2000.
<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.31

	546. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	cdma2000-1xRTT

Field Description missing
	1
	Add field description for cdma2000-1xRTT:

Indicates the UE supported bands for CDMA2000 1xRTT and the RX/TX configuration supported.

ERI: Not OK. The presence of this IE also indicated support for 1xRTT (not only supported bands). See 306.

NSN: We don’t see a field description for utraFDD, utraTDDxxx or geran either. Need to be consistent and either add field description for all or not add for CDMA2000.
<RAP: for conclusion, see issue 550>
	Note

NEC.32

	547. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	SupportedHRPD-BandList ::=


SEQUENCE (SIZE (0..maxCDMA-BandClass)) OF SEQUENCE {


cdma2000-HRPD-Band




CDMA2000-Bandclass

}

There is no reason to have a zero value here, since it is optional for IRAT-CDMA2000-HRPD-Parameters and IRAT-CDMA2000-1xRTT-Parameters.
	3
	Change ‘0’ to ‘1’. And maxCDMA-BandClass should be ‘32’.
NSN: Agree with changing the starting value of the range from 0 to 1 but since there was another comment in this list suggesting to remove the spare values in CDMA2000-Bandclass the maxCDMA-BandClass should be 18.
<RAP: lower value is changed to 1. Upper value may be discussed at the next meeting>
	RAN2#64b

HUA.54

	548. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	SupportedHRPD-BandList ::=


SEQUENCE (SIZE (0..maxCDMA-BandClass)) OF SEQUENCE {


cdma2000-HRPD-Band




CDMA2000-Bandclass

}
Supported1xRTT-BandList ::=


SEQUENCE (SIZE (0..maxCDMA-BandClass)) OF SEQUENCE {


cdma2000-1xRTT-Band




CDMA2000-Bandclass

}
	1
	Change the field name to ‘cdma2000-HRPD-BandClass’ as like in other places

Change the field name to ‘cdma2000-RTT-BandClass’ as like in other places
NSN: Agree with the proposal.
<RAP: covered by general naming conventions, so note>
	Note

LGE.28

	549. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	InterRAT-BandList ::=



SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxBands)) OF SEQUENCE {


interRAT-NeedForGaps



BOOLEAN

}
	3
	Discuss whether the maxBand is surfficiently large (current value 64)

ERI: what is the motivation to have value larger than 64?
	RAN2#64b

HUA.55

	550. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	Missing field descriptions
	2
	It may not be needed to add field descriptions for each pameter – also depends on the use of RRC names in 36.304

<RAP: a consistent approach is to adopted i.e. in principle parameter names of 36.306 should be aligned to the RRC names, in which case there does not seem a real need to add field descriptions unless there is something specific to clarify regarding the setting of the contents>
	RAN2#64b

SAM.102

	551. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	Editorial

The following fields descriptions need a “border” round them as they appear to be outside the field description table.
	1
	Add a border around :

eutra-BandList,interFreqEUTRA-BandList, interFreqNeedForGaps, interRAT-BandList, interRATNeedForGaps, utra-FDD-Band, utra-TDD128Band, utra-TDD384Band, utra-TDD768Band, geran-Band, cdma2000-HRPD-Band, cdma2000-1xRTT-Band,
ERI: don’t see the problem.
	Note

NEC.20

	552. 
	UE-TimersAndConstants
	t301
-- FFS, see eNote below

It is FFS if t-301 is signalled separately or e.g. always uses the same value as t300
	2
	NOK: To us it seems that usage of these timers is very similar i.e. it would be most probable that only a value is required to be signalled. Our proposal would be to just have a common value sent in the UE-timerAndCOnstanst for T301&T300
NSN: We agree that both cases are very similar. But We do not mind if there are one or two timers.
	RAN2#64b

SAM.51

NOK.136

	553. 
	UE-TimersAndConstants
	N310 value range (only spares defined so far)
	3
	
	RAN2#64b

SAM.52

HUA.56

	554. 
	UE-TimersAndConstants
	N311 value range (only spares defined so far)
	3
	
	RAN2#64b

SAM.53

HUA.56

	555. 
	UE-TimersAndConstants
	Field description of N3xy is missed.
	1
	Add field description of N3xy


	HUA.56

	556. 
	UE-TimersAndConstants
	Editor's note:
The value range of t310 may be revisited when DRX impacts on physical layer problem monitoring are known.
	2
	NOK: To our understanding T310 value range can be kept as UE goes to “non-DRX” type of meausrment handling when the timer is started
<RAP: remove the eNote>
	In Rap-CR SAM.54

NOK.139

	557. 
	UE-TimersAndConstants
	0ms 
	1
	change ‘0ms’ to ‘ms0’
	In Rap-CR HUA.57

	558. 
	UE-TimersAndConstants
	Several spares are used
	3
	Remove all spares as this elements is only used on BCCCH
ERI: do not agree. It does not really matter if we list the spares of not, it will be added by ASN.1 anyway. Preferably keep as is.
	RAN2#64b

NOK.97

	6.4 RRC multiplicity and type constraints values

	559. 
	
	Editor’s note: A brief descriptive text to be added here (FFS)
	1
	Remove the editors note

ERI: Agree. But the descriptive text for each meximum value needs to be checked.
	In Rap-CR SAM.55

	560. 
	maxGNFG
	maxGNFG

INTEGER ::= 16
-- Maximum number of GERAN neighbour freq groups
FFS
	2
	Remove the FFS

NOK: we are ok with 16, but it seems that it is extremely unlikely that more than 8 is never required – we would prefer to limit this to 8
	RAN2#64b

SAM.56

	561. 
	maxUTRA-xDD-Carrier
	maxUTRA-xDD-Carrier

INTEGER ::= 16
-- Maximum number of UTRA FDD carrier fequencies
FFS
	2
	Remove the FFS

NOK: we are ok with 16, but it seems that it is extremely unlikely that more than 8 is never required – we would prefer to limit this to 8
	RAN2#64b

SAM.57

	562. 
	
	Editor's note:  A table with parameter descriptions should be considered as an alternative to the inline comments above. If there are more than a few words of comment, the code above gets rather messy
	1
	Remove the editors note
	In Rap-CR SAM.58

	563. 
	
	Editor’s note: The value of maxDRB was selected to align with SA2.
	2
	Remove the editors note. This is just providing some motivation. If needed, a regular note may be used instead

NOK:OK
ERI: Change to a regualr note is better.
<RAP: Change into a regular note>
	In Rap-CR SAM.59

	9.1
Specified configurations

	564. 
	9.1.1.2


	NOTE:
Integrity protection is not used for the RRCConnectionReestablishment message

This is not strictly correct because of short MAC-I.  In any case, PDCP is marked N/A – so it is clear that PDCP IP is not applicable.  


	1
	Propose to remove the NOTE
ERI: OK.
	In Rap-CR ALU.13

	9.2
Default radio configurations

	565. 
	9.2.4
	Align the order with the ASN.1 of physicalConfigDedicated
	0
	Move the CQI-Reporting to just before the SoundingRsUl-Config (latter IE should apply conventions correctly also i.e. ..RS-UL-Config)
	In Rap-CR SAM.60

	566. 
	9.2.4
	Among all the IEs under MAC-MainConfig, SPS-Configuration, PhysicalConfigDedicated, only the following IEs do not have default configuration.

cqi-ReportingModeAperiodic, nomPDSCH-RS-EPRE-Offset
	3
	Aperiodic CQI, PMI and RI reporting is triggered only when it is indicated in PDCCH. Thus default configuration is not necessarily needed; network does not indicate to report aperioc CQI before configuring.

Nevertheless, it would be better to specify default configuration since all the dedicated physicalChannelConfigDedicated other than these 2 parameters has default configuration.

Therefore, it is proposed to specify default configruation for cqi-ReportingModeAperiodic, nomPDSCH-RS-EPRE-Offset in section 9.2.4.
ERI: related to 319.

NOK: default configuration should be defined for all variables

NSN: We think that it's a good idea to have also default values for those (otherwise we would have a gap for the initial phase).
	RAN2#64b

PAN.o30

	567. 
	9.2.4
	AntennaInformationDedicated

Editorial change
	1
	The “>transmissionMode” should be on the same row as the values tm1, tm2 
	In Rap-CR ERI.96

	10 Radio information related interactions between network nodes

	568. 
	General
	Currently, chapter 10 is organized in a different fashion compared to chapter 6, which is more clear and easier to understand.
	1
	Proposed solution: reorganize chapter10 with the same fashion as chapter6
	In Rap-CR HUA.59

	569. 
	General
	Currently, all messages in chapter10 are named with all capital letters, i.g. HANDOVER COMMAND; however in chapter6, messages are named with capital letters only at the beginning of each word, i.g. PhysicalCellIdentity
	1
	Proposed solution: naming messages in chapter 10 in the same fashion as in chapter6.
	In Rap-CR HUA.60

	10.1 General

	570. 
	10.1
	Editor's note:
The use of extension markers is FFS.
	2
	Remove; the individual IEs include extension markers which seems sufficient (i.e. is same for messages exchanged across the radio)
	In Rap-CR SAM.61

HUA.63

	10.2 RRC messages transferred across network nodes

	571. 
	EUTRA-InterNodeDefinitions
	For IMPORTS FROM EUTRA-RRC-Definitions NextHopChainingCount is not used
	1
	Remove NextHopChainingCount from IMPORTS FROM EUTRA-RRC-Definitions section
	In Rap-CR NEC.41

	572. 
	InterRAT-Message
	1. Is this message really needed? Or what’s the message header used for? IE RAT-Type and InterRAT-Message are both captured from S1-AP message, however  RAT-Type is  directly included in MobilityFromEUTRAN message, while InterRAT-Message need to be de-escapsulate before included in MobilityFromEUTRAN message. Inconsistent methods are used .

2、What’s the use case ofr this message? Only for HO?

Currently, when eNB RRC reveive this InterRAT-Message, it shall include it in the MobilityFromEUTRANmessage and send it to UE，if there are other use cases, what shall eNB RRC do？can CDMA info be included?

3. Why so many spare vules? 
	3
	Proposed discussion: Remove InterRAT-Message from section 10.
	RAN2#64b

HUA.64

	573. 
	InterRAT-Message
	Reason: Text incomplete.
	1
	FROM: Inter-RAT message, e.g. a handover command

Transfer characteristics: tbs

TO: This RRC message is sent between network nodes to transfer the actual handover command including the details of the radio configuration to be used upon handover from E-UTRAN as compiled by the target RAT

Transfer characteristics: target RAT node  -> source eNB.
<RAP: Slight rephrase: Contains the handover command generated (entirely) by the target RAN, which is transparently transferred by the source eNB to the UE>
	In Rap-CR NEC.35

	574. 
	InterRAT-Message
	Reason: interRAT-Message field description is not clear.
	1
	FROM: E.g., the source eNB sends the handover command generated by the target RAN generates the entire RRC to the UE.

TO: Target RAT generates the entire interRAT-Message as signalled to the UE.

<RAP: see 573>
	In Rap-CR NEC.36
SAM.103

	575. 
	InterRAT-Message
	Size of OCTET STRING missing for interRAT-Message
	2
	Add SIZE limit

ERI: no need to have size limit.

<For conclusion, see 245>
	Note

NEC.37

	576. 
	HandoverCommand
	Reason: Text incomplete.
	1
	FROM: E-UTRA RRC handover command

Transfer characteristics: tbs

TO: This RRC message is sent between network nodes to transfer the actual handover command including the details of the radio configuration to be used upon handover within E-UTRAN as compiled by the target eNB.

Transfer characteristics: target eNB ->source eNB
<RAP: Align with alternate proposal for interRAT-Message>
ERI: agree with Rapporteur.
	In Rap-CR NEC.38

	577. 
	HandoverCommand
	Are extensibility options really needed, considering that DL-DCCH-Message already has extension options
	3
	Suggestion: Remove the extension header of Handover Command i.e. no extensions options at this level as follows:

HandoverCommand ::=
OCTET STRING (CONTAINING DL-DCCH-Message)
<RAP: the extensions may be needed to allow inclusion of parameters by the source eNB in future. Hence removal may need some more consideration>
	RAN2#64b

SAM.96

HUA.65

	578. 
	HandoverPreparationInformation
	rrm-Configuration: FFS if applicable for Inter-RAT HO
	3
	
	RAN2#64b

SAM.62

	579. 
	HandoverPreparationInformation
	The first sentence in the field description of as-Configuration should be removed  into as-Configuration section.
	2
	The sentence in the field description of as-Configuration should be removed into as-Configuration section.
<RAP: seems preferrable to keep this statement at the level where the optinionality exists>
	Note
HUA.66

	580. 
	HandoverPreparationInfo
	Should (the complete) AS-Context really be mandatory (UE-RadioCapability, UE-SecurityCapability, ReEstablishmentInfo). ReEstablishmentInfo is not applicable if the target is non-EUTRA
	2
	Note: relates to the scope (see below)

NSN: OK. Probably ReestblishementInfo should have been optional.
<RAP: for conclusion, see 587 i.e. no change at this level>
	<Note>
SAM.97

	581. 
	HandoverPreparationInfo
	Reason: Text incomplete.


	1
	FROM: E-UTRA RRC information used by the target eNB during handover preparation, including UE capability information

Transfer characteristics: tbs

TO: This RRC message is sent between network nodes to transfer information relevant for the target eNB when preparing for handover within E-UTRAN.

Transfer characteristics: source eNB->target eNB
ERI: Could not this message be sent from an interRAT cell to the target eNB? If that is the case the above proposal is not correct and needs to be modified.

TO: This RRC message is sent between network nodes to transfer information relevant for the target eNB when preparing for handover to/within E-UTRAN.

Transfer characteristics: source eNB/inter RAT cell->target eNB
	In Rap-CR NEC.39

	582. 
	UERadioAccessCapabilityInformation
	In the latest version of 36.413, it is said that “Includes the UECapabilityInformation message as defined in 6.2.2 of  [16].]” in section 9.2.1.27.

In addition, we also assume that extension mechanism in UECapabilityInformation message is sufficient for future extension. 
	3
	Suggestion: Remove the extension header of Handover Command, i.e. a pure UECapabilityInformation is total content of the container.
	RAN2#64b

HUA.68

	583. 
	UERadioAccessCapabilityInformation
	Reason: Text incomplete.
	1
	FROM:UE radio access capability transfer, covering both upload to and download from the MME.

Transfer characteristics: tbs

TO: This RRC message is sent between network nodes when preparing for an inter RAT handover to/from E-UTRAN

Transfer characteristics: source/target RAT->target/source RAT
<RAP: modified, since the UE capability transfer during handover preparation is part of the HandoverPreparationInfo>
	In Rap-CR
NEC.40

	10.3 IE definition

	584. 
	AS-Configuration
	sourceUE-Identity
	1
	Need field description.
	HUA.69

	585. 
	AS-Configuration
	Field description: 

sourceMeasurementConfiguration

Measurement configuration in the source cell. The measurement configuration for all measurements existing in the source cell when handover is triggered shall be included. See 10.5.
However section 10.5 only describes about RadioResourceConfigDedicated 
	3
	10.5 also needs to cover the measurementConfiguration (in fact the entire RRC configuration) not just the radio configuration

(relates to ongoing e-mail discussion)

ERI: There is a general section in the beginning of chapter 10.5 which should apply for sourceMeasurementConfiguration as well. it is quite clear what to send in this IE, it is the complete measurement configuration.
<RAP: relates to the ongoing e-mail discussion regarding 10.5 contents>
	RAN2#64b

HUA.70

	586. 
	AS-Context
	ue-SecurityCapabilityInfo
	2
	This is NAS parameter, so should not present in AS container.

So remove it.
ERI: AS security capabilities are _derived_ from NAS security capabilities (identical). Don’t think these capabilities are transferred anywhere else so would seem to need to keep them.
<RAP: ERI comment seems valid; no change now>
	Note

HUA.71

	587. 
	AS-Context
	Currently, reestablishmentInfo is madatory present, however in case of  interRAT HO，it  is not needed  
	2
	Declare that reestablishmentInfo is optional present in AS-Context
ERI: reestablishment info shoud be mandatory at least for intra-LTE. “additionalReestabInfoList” is however OPTIONAL.
<RAP: Re-establishment info is changed to conditional>
	In Rap-CR HUA.72

	588. 
	AS-Context
	Which parts should really be mandatory (UE-RadioCapability, UE-SecurityCapability, ReEstablishmentInfo). ReEstablishmentInfo is not applicable if the target is non-EUTRA
	2
	ERI: Taget cell can only be an EUTRA cell and the soucre cell can both be an EUTRA cell or a cell from another RAT.

I.e. ReEstablishmentInfo is not applicable if the target source is non-EUTRA, see review item 587 and 581.
<RAP: Covered by 587>
	Note

SAM.98

	589. 
	AS-Context
	Is it clear what is contained in these capabilities and how this is coded? There is a reference to 36.413, but if this is supposed to be in our container, is that the most appropriate place to specify the coding?
	2
	ERI: good to have some clarification.
	RAN2#64b

SAM.99

	590. 
	AS-Context
	Towards an interRAT target, the target capabilities should be transferred as specified by the target RAT (source adapts). The source capabilities may also be provided (as specified by source), for a possible return to the source RAT in future
	2
	Clarify the scope i.e. our specification only covers information towards E-UTRA target nodes

NSN: Source capability can be provided but based on the form defined in the target system. Anyway target system will ask only octet string. And the content is coded according to the source system. Clarification is fine but probably it is easier once the wording is on the table.
	RAN2#64b

SAM.100

	591. 
	AS-Context
	Size of OCTET STRING missing for ue-SecurityCapabilityInfo
	2
	Add SIZE limit

ERI: not needed.

<For conclusion, see 245>
	Note

NEC.42

	592. 
	Key-eNodeB-Star
	Key-eNodeB-Star is only used in ReestablishmentInfo information element.
	2
	It should be local sub-IE in ReestablishmentInfo information element.
	In Rap-CR HUA.73

	593. 
	ReestablishmentInfo
	key-eNodeB-Star is not need in S1-Handover
	2
	Declare the key-eNodeB-Star field with keyword OPTIONAL
ERI: Questionable to differentiate the signalling. Why?
NSN: We propose to remove Key-eNodeB-Star from RRC Container and move it to X2 interface. NNSN will bring a CR for this.
	RAN2#64b

HUA.74

	594. 
	RRM-Configuration
	Need explanation for these constant values in the field description
	2
	Add in the field description, e.g., v1sec correspond with 1 second, v2sec corresponds with 2 seconds and so on; v1min correspond with 1 minute, v2min30sec corresponds with 2 minutes and 30 seconds and so on; v1hr corresponds with 1 hour, v1day corresponds with 1 day and so on
	In Rap-CR HUA.75

	595. 
	RRM-Configuration
	Inconsistent naming method for enumerated time duration values, such as ‘v1sec’ in section 10.3, while ‘ms200’ in sention 6.2.2 


	1
	Eg. Define all these enumerated time values in the form as ‘hr/min/sec/ms n’
	In Rap-CR HUA.76

	10.4 RRC multiplicity and type constraints values

	596. 
	
	Editors note: This section includes multiplicity and type constraints applicable (only) to interactions between network nodes
	1
	Remove
	In Rap-CR SAM.63

	597. 
	
	
	
	
	

	10.5 Mandatory information in AS-Configuration

	598. 
	
	Requirements regarding the RRC configuration information to be provided by the source eNB
	3
	Covered by e-mail discussion 64_LTE_12
	RAN2#64b

SAM.64


6 Sections not directly part of the review (for information)
	No
	Clause(s)
	Description
	Class
	Details (proposed solution/ discussion)
	Status/ ref

	3.2 Abbreviations

	599. 
	3.2
	Abbreviation SI is said to be “Scheduling Information”. But the abbreviation SI is used for System Information, e.g. in SI-mesasages.
	1
	Change the meaning of SI to  “System Information”. 
HUA: SI shouldn’t be interpreted as System InformationIn. In previous meetings, RAN2 has agreed that, System information refers to MIB, SIB1 and all SI-messages, while SI refers to SI-messages, which are used carry SIB2 to SIB11. it is defined in section 5.2.1.1 :” SIBs other than SystemInformationBlockType1 are carried in SystemInformation (SI) messages”
<RAP: SI is used also for e.g. SI-window, SI-RNTI, so proposal is to change to System Information. When used for messages, the specification is assumed to be clear about what we mean>
	In Rap-CR ERI.6

	4.1 Introduction

	600. 
	
	Add clause 9 & 10
	1
	clause 9 specifies the specified and default radio configurations;

clause 10 specifies the RRC messages transferred across network nodes.
	In Rap-CR NTT.18

	4.2 Architecture

	601. 
	4.2.1
	Editor's note:  In Fig. 4.2.1-2, the procedure name is missing for some transitions. Terminology to be added is FFS.
	1
	Remove the editors note
	In Rap-CR SAM.66

	602. 
	4.2.1
	The inter-RAT handover procedure(s) supports the case of signalling, conversational services (including a “voice call continuity” procedure [FFS depending on SA2 discussions]), non- conversational services and combinations of these. The mobility between E-UTRA and non-3GPP systems other than CDMA2000 is FFS.
	2
	Remove the sentence on non 3GPP systems other than CDMA2000 (not REL-8)

<RAP: proposal is also to remove the part in-between brackets (..)>
	In Rap-CR NTT.19

	603. 
	4.2.2
	Cover multiple NAS/ non- 3GPP messages
	1
	Remove ‘a’, add ‘s’
	In Rap-CR NTT.20

	4.3
Services

	604. 
	4.3.1
	 General control is not used elsewhere
	
	Change broadcase of general control into broadcast of common control
	In Rap-CR NTT.21

	4.4
Functions

	605. 
	
	
	
	
	

	5.1 General

	606. 
	5.1.2
	Editor's note:
The above is based on the following working assumptions: a) so far no need has been identified for an activation time, b) for procedure completion there is not need to wait for an L2 ACK
	1
	Remove, just some background
	In Rap-CR SAM.67

	607. 
	5.1.2
	Editor's note:
The UE can only initiate the UL information transfer procedure while in RRC_CONNECTED, i.e. this does not include the transient states while the UE is waiting for a response to connection request or a connection re-establishment request.
	1
	Remove, should be covered (e.g. SRB1 is suspended)
	In Rap-CR SAM.68

	608. 
	5.1.2
	Editor's note:
The UE continuously ongoing actions in idle and connected (i.e. normative versions of the statements in 4.2.1) are specified within the respective sections, e.g. system information, paging (36.304), measurements. Same applies for the actions upon state transitions.
	1
	Remove, just a guideline
	In Rap-CR SAM.69

	609. 
	5.1.2
	To be completed
	1
	Remove
	In Rap-CR SAM.70

	5.7
 Generic error handling

	610. 
	5.7.4
	It seem preferrable to align with the case a not comprehended value is received
	2
	If a default is defined, treat the message while assuming the default value for this field
	In Rap-CR SAM.71

	6.1 General

	611. 
	
	
	
	
	

	7.1
UE variables

	612. 
	VarShortMAC-Input
	The UE shall store the variable in accordance with the ASN.1 specified in the following.
	2
	Remove the sentence i.e. it is already clear from the procedural section that the UE shall apply the ASN.1 for this variable

2> set the shortMAC-I to the 16 least significant bits of the MAC-I calculated:

3> over the ASN.1 encoded VarShortMAC-Input
Unless explicitly specified otherwise, may also be removed from the first note in 7.1
	In Rap-CR ERI.1

	613. 
	VarShortMAC-Input
	VarShortMAC-Input
	1
	VarShortMAC-Input (i.e. use italics for Var)
	In Rap-CR HUA.58

	7.2
Counters

	614. 
	
	
	
	
	

	7.3
Timers

	615. 
	
	
	
	
	

	7.4
Constants

	616. 
	
	
	
	
	

	8.1
Genera

	617. 
	
	
	
	
	

	8.2
Structure of encoded RRC messages

	618. 
	8.2
	An RRC PDU, which is the bit string that is exchanged between peer entities/ across the radio interface contains the basic production as defined in X.691 and an extension (FFS)
	1
	Remove the FFS
	In Rap-CR SAM.72

	8.3
Basic production

	619. 
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4
Extension

	620. 
	
	
	
	
	

	11.1 UE capability related constraints

	621. 
	
	
	
	
	

	11.2 Processing delay requirements for RRC procedures

	622. 
	
	
	
	
	

	Annex A (informative):
Guidelines, mainly on use of ASN.1

	623. 
	A.4
Extension of the PDU specifications
	Guidelines are missing.
	3
	To ensure a consistent specification, it would be desirable to add guidelines regarding critical extensions, non critical extensions and the use of extension markers
	RAN2#64b
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