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6.1
User plane

6.1.1
MAC (36.321)
6.1.1.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
R2-090205
Miscellaneous corrections to MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
-
NSN concern that change 4 could require UE to monitor PDCCH all the time, even during DTX. Ericsson thinks the changed text relates to grant processing, not PDCCH monitoring

-
Huawei think reason for change 4 is not clear

=>
Agreed in principle. Reason for change for bullet 4 can be improved for version submitted to next meeting.

=>
Confirmed that the CR does not require the UE to monitor PDCCH all the time.

=>
Later agreed to be revised to merge in agreed changes from R2-090245. Revision in R2-090722 agreed in principle.

6.1.1.2
Dynamic scheduling

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64_LTE_15] on TTI bundling specification [NSN]

TTI bundling

R2-090145
Report of the email discussion on TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks
Report.

related to email discussion [64_LTE_15]
=>
Noted

R2-090146
CR to 36.321 on TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
F.
-
Ericsson think change 5.4.2.1 is not always correct e.g. if max retransmission reached in middle of bundle. Samsung agree the 'always' is misleading.
-
Sunplus think the detail procedure also need clarification. Samsung and Ericsson prefer it to be just in the introductory part.
- 
Ericsson propose change in 5.4.2.1 to include 'consecutive'

-
Motorola concerned about not including requirements in detail procedure just because it is complex to capture.

=>
Revision to be prepared to remove always and include consecutive. Revision in R2-090685. 
R2-090685
CR to 36.321 on TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Changes is yellow in 5.4.2.1 are proposed to be taken out as a problem has been identified.

-
Ericsson think the yellow text reflects current intent of the spec. 

-
Qualcomm can agree the text but it should not be used as a basis to object to future agreements.

=>
Revision to remove the yellow changes and take out change to note at end of 5.4.2.1. Revision in R2-090782 agreed in principle.
R2-090390
Discussion on UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
Disc.
-
LG think the HARQ id is tied to the time the UE received the UL grant. Hence they think all HARQ process ids (0-7) can be used. Sunplus think this would require the UE to maintain more than 4 HARQ processes. LG think this does not require more than 4 HARQ processes to be used at same time.
-
Ericsson think HARQ process id is a UE implementation issue as it is not seen on the radio.

-
Sunplus think ACK to NACK error can cause conflict with HARQ processes.

-
HTC agree think it should be clear between UE and network which process is used.
-
Samsung do not understand how NDI can be mis-interpreted

-
Ericsson think that once the first transmission is established then timing is established and UE can figure out the relationship. Sunplus think in the case of ACK to NACK error there is a collision and the UE behaviour should be clarified.
-
NSN think there is something further to clarify to cover some error cases

-
Samsung think the current behaviour is not fully clear and needs further analysis.
=>
Offline discussion with aim to reach common understanding of current spec behaviour and determine what may need to be added to spec to make it clear. Sunplus to lead. 
After offline discussion

-
Update from Sunplus: Most companies would prefer fixed pattern but some companies still have concern and would like to think further.

-
CR prepared in R2-090724 for fixed pattern.
=>
Email discussion until the next meeting. CR in R2-090724 can be discussed as part of this discussion. Rapporteur Sunplus. Deadline Friday before submission deadline.

R2-090724
Clarification on HARQ process for TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated after update of offline.
R2-090391
Clarification on HARQ process for TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-090390.
R2-090460
Clarification on HARQ process for dynamic TTI bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-090390.
R2-090143
CR to HARQ process and subframe association in TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

=>
Not agreed
R2-090053
Issues of TTI bundling
HTC Corportation
CR
36.321
F

Proposal 1

-
Ericsson think this is not an issue. It is stated that bundling does not apply to msg 3. Hence retransmission of msg 3 is after 8ms. Samsung agree and nothing need to be clarified

=>
Not needed

Proposal 2

-
Samsung think the timing of the feedback is clear so there is no need for UE to decode other TTIs. Ericsson agree.

=>
Not needed

Proposal 3

-
Ericsson think the proposal is not essential as eNB can avoid this case.

-
Samsung would like to discuss offline to confirm current behaviour.

-
Ericsson think UE should follow the PDCCH always. Panasonic think current behaviour is that UE will ignore the grant. Ericsson think this current behaviour may be lost in the earlier NSN CR (R2-090146)

=>
Offline discussion to conclude. HTC. 

Proposal 4

-
Ericsson think it is clear that adaptive retransmission are not allowed in a bundle and hence nothing is needed. HTC think this is not clear, proposal is to add 'only'.

-
Samsung this it is worthwhile to add such clarification.

-
Ericsson think if something is added it should be very clear such as 'shall be non-adaptive'

=>
Offline discussion to find appropriate wording to make this clear. Result to be included in revision of R2-090146.

Proposal 5

-
Ericsson think this is clear from the timing in the RAN1 specs.

-
LG think something is needed and is included in the NSN CR.

-
CATT share Ericsson view. 

-
Huawei think this is needed if dynamic pattern is need.

=>
Not needed given the NSN CR (R2-090146)

Proposals 6/7

=>
To be discussed in offline discussion of Sunplus paper (R2-090390)

=>
CR not agreed

After offline discussion of proposal 3

-
Update from HTC: Dependent on outcome of email discussion of R2-090390 so can't be concluded now.

R2-090138
CR to 36.321 on TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated given discussion of R2-090053
R2-090133
Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK
Disc.
-
Ericsson ask when a bundle transmission and msg transmission can occur. ASUSTeK reply it is uplink data arrival when bundling is configured. Panasonic ask why UE would do random access if it have an uplink grant.

-
Sunplus think this can occur. Samsung agree this can occur but think current understanding is that new transmission always prioritises retransmission. ASUSTeK concern is the clash of msg retx and bundle retx

-
Huawei agree it is a problem and support the proposals.

-
CATT think the collision can also occur in the non bundling case. ASUSTeK explain case of collision between retransmissions can not occur 
-
Ericsson ask if problem occurs when UE has D-SR resource. ASUSTeK response that is doesn't occur.

-
NSN agree it can occur but not convinced that it needs to be specified.

-
Ericsson agree it can occur but is rare as normally UE will have D-SR resource so not convinced anything is needed.

-
CATT support that something is needed to make the spec clear.

-
Panasonic asks what happens after this event has occurred as eNB is not aware of the situation. ASUSTeK clarify that only 1 subframe is overridden by msg3 but after that bundle retransmission can continue. Panasonic think eNB will incorrectly combine the overridden subframe. Panasonic think it may not be a big harm.
-
Qualcomm agree that some clarification is needed. 

=>
Some clarification of behaviour for this case is needed

Proposal 1 - clarified that the proposal is that only the one subframe of the bundle is overridden with the msg 3 transmission.

-
CATT asked why not just cancel the whole bundle. ASUSTeK think just cancelling the subframe is simpler as aligned to measurement gap. Sunplus agree with CATT that whole bundle should be cancelled.

-
Samsung think this is rare cases so we should go with simpler. 

-
NSN think it is simpler not to cancel the whole bundle (i.e. before the msg3 arrives)

=>
Offline discussion to conclude the desired behaviour for this case and how to capture in the spec. 

Proposal 2

-
Samsung think the eNB will send both feedbacks (for bundle and msg3). Up to UE implementation how to handle.

-
Ericsson agree that it is up to UE how to handle.

-
NSN explain that nothing may be needed if proposal 1 is fixed as proposed by them.

=>
Included in offline discussion. Depending on outcome nothing may be needed.

After offline discussion:

-
Update from ASUSTeK: Proposal 1 could be agreed with some revision.

-
CR prepared in R2-090723
R2-090723
Proposed CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090134
Proposed CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated given discussion of R2-090133
UL out of sync

R2-090149
CR to 36.321 on Expired TAT and PUSCH transmission
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
ZTE think should not exclude possibility to send random access if UE has new data. NSN think this is covered in scheduling request section.
-
NSN clarified intention is that only when TAT is running the UE will receive and process UL grants. Ericsson thinks the condition is not in the correct place - maybe it should still process the grant (e.g. increment counter) but just not transmit. Panasonic point out that everything is initialised at TAT expiry so transmission can't continue afterwards. Ericsson agree.

-
ASUSTeK ask what happens for grant for msg 3. Ericsson explain for msg 3 case the TAT will be running due to processing of RAR. Samsung think it need to be clarified. Ericsson the grant processing section is only applied after RAR response is processed.
=>
Spelling error to be fixed in 5.4.1

=> 
Revision to fix spelling error and conclude if anything needed to clarify the random access case. Revision in R2-090686. 
R2-090686
CR to 36.321 on Expired TAT and PUSCH transmission
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090150
CR to 36.321 on Expired TAT and HARQ feedback
Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
F
-
ZTE think PUCCH resources are released so nothing can be sent. NSN think it is still valid as not possible to release resources not yet allocated (because they are allocated in a later grant).

-
NSN clarify the main use case is connection release when TAT is expired and eNB does not want to trigger random access.
=>
Revision to align timer name with RRC. Revision in R2-090687 agreed in principle.
R2-090210
Preventing HARQ feedback when UL is out of synch
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated as covered by R2-090150
R2-090321
Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think it is ambiguous. Suggest 'when timer stops' so actions are only at the moment that it is stopped.

-
Samsung suggest it is better in the random access contention resolution section. Samsung ok but may look again after random access discussions.

-
Huawei think it can only be stopped by random access and for random access the re-attempt is considered a first transmission so change is not needed. LG think current spec does not result in msg 3 buffer flush so it is needed
=>
Revision to say 'stops' instead of 'is stopped'. Revision in R2-090688 agreed in principle.
R2-090348
The indication of the expiration of TAT
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
LG comment that local NACK is proposed to be removed by some other papers.
-
Ericsson think it is new feature so not need to be discussed.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090261
Correction to Handling of grant during out of sync
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Interdigital think it is clear that when TAT has expired there is no UL-SCH transmission so there can only RA-RNTI
-
Sunplus this it is made clear by the earlier NSN CR where clarified that UL grant only processed when TAT running.

-
Panasonic agree it is not needed.

-
Huawei support the change. 

- 
NSN think there is nothing to be clarified. Motorola agree it is not needed. 

=>
Not agreed
DL HARQ

R2-090247
Corrections to HARQ operation
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Interdigital do not see how the 'else' helps.

-
Ericsson think there is no confusion with the current text. 

-
NSN agree nothing is needed

-
Huawei think the second change is needed to align with terminology used elsewhere

- 
Huawei confirm first change has not functional change.

-
Samsung this it is beneficial to have the second change. LG agree.

=> 
Not agreed
R2-090320
HARQ Feedback and Contention Resolution
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think the current text is correct as the contention resolution is not successful when the data is not successfully decoded.

-
NSN agree with Ericsson that the CR is already reflected in the spec.

-
Samsung agree it is common understand that ACK not sent until contention successful. Suggest adding 'yet'

=>
Revision to state 'not yet successful' in the current condition and not include the proposed new condition. Revision in R2-090690 agreed in principle.

R2-090417
The collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback in ACK/NACK repetition
CATT
Disc.
Proposal 1
-
NSN think current behaviour in the MAC spec is that the whole ACK/NACK is cancelled.  CATT think current behaviour is not based on ACK/NACK repetition and would mean that MAC would have to be aware of ACK/NACK repetition. 

-
NSN do not see much benefit in the UE just sending some of the ACK/NACK subframes.

-
Sunplus understanding that current spec is that only if the first TTI of the ACK/NACK collides with a gap then the whole ACK/NACK is cancelled.

-
Samsung this first question is whether MAC is aware of ACK/NACK repetition. Panasonic understand MAC is not aware of the repetition and if only part of the ACK/NACK is sent then it just affects reliability.
-
Samsung clarify that is first subframe collides then no ACK/NACK is given to lower layers so whole ACK/NACK is cancelled. In other cases the ACK/NACK is given to lower layers.
=>
Samsung statement above is common understanding of current behaviour.

-
DOCOMO think there is little gain in transmitting parts of the ACK/NACK.

-
Nokia think that good eNB should not schedule cases where subsequence subframes of the ACK/NACK collide with the gap. CATT think eNB is allowed to do this.

-
LG think that there is text in MAC that implies the MAC knows about L1 transmission timing of ACK/NACK. Samsung think MAC only sees timing of first subframe.

=>
Nothing needs to be added to RAN2 specs for this issue.

=>
Send LS to RAN1 to describe the current MAC behaviour that L1 may be requested to send ACK/NACK but repetition of the ACK/NACK may collide with a gap. Request them to look at issue and take any actions in their specs as found necessary. CATT to draft LS in R2-090691. Come back Friday
R2-090418
The collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090417.

R2-090492
NDI handling after random access procedure
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think the last sentence covers the first case and so the change is not needed. Samsung think the last sentence is covering a different case.

-
Nokia agree with LG. Panasonic explain that if UE disregards NDI received with Temp-C-RNTI then the next received transmission is with C-RNTI then it is considered a first transmission. 
=>
Not agreed. 
R2-090319
HARQ buffer clarification
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think there is only one place where UL HARQ buffer is introduced and this should be fixed (MAC reset section). DL terminology is consistent. 
=>
Not agreed

UL HARQ

R2-090211
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson clarify the problem occurs from 1 missed PDCCH which is 1e-2
-
Samsung have proposed similar behaviour previously

-
Motorola ask the probability. Ericsson reply it is combination of missed PDCCH plus eNB deciding to start new transmission instead of retransmitting.

-
NSN add that if the retransmission does not contain TB size it can not be used anyway.

=>
Not agreed

Other

R2-090212
Corrections to redundancy version control for system information
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Nokia agree it is needed. Suggest a simpler wording

=>
To be revised with simpler wording. Revision in R2-090693.
R2-090693
Corrections to redundancy version control for system information
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090207
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F.
-
CATT ask about DTCH for Temporary C-RNTI. Ericsson believe there is nothing that excludes this

-
RIM ask about DCCH for SPS-C-RNTI. Ericsson think there is nothing to preclude DCCH sent in SPS resource.
-
Ericsson understand that T-C-RNTI MAC PDU could also contain DCCH/DTCH. Samsung point out that DTCH is not possible even for re-establishment as traffic channels are not resumed. 

-
ASUSTeK point out that that SRB1 is only re-established after reception of the RRC Connection Re-establishment message.

-
LG think it is complex to capture usage of all RNTIs and prefer to keep current text in 4.5.2
-
Samsung support the proposal. CATT agree.

-
LG suggest adding PDCCH order to the 'usage' column. Ericsson this is sufficient.

=>
Discuss logical channels that can use T-C-RNTI on Friday with CP session.

=>
Revision to spell out transport and logical channel in full. Revision in R2-090694. Come back Friday.
6.1.1.3
DRX handling
R2-090148
CR to 36.321 on DRX and UL Retransmissions
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson suggest 'and there is data in the HARQ buffer' instead of the 'ie'. Agree with the intent.
-
Sunplus agree with suggestion from Ericsson.

-
CATT ask if UE need to wake up for possible grant even when in DRX until max retransmissions has been reached. Ericsson this is correct understanding.

=>
Wording to be revised along the lines suggested by Ericsson. Revision in R2-090695. 
R2-090695
CR to 36.321 on DRX and UL Retransmissions
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090120
Active time for a pending HARQ retransmission
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
Ericsson think current behaviour is that the UE must receive at all possible opportunities.
-
RIM agree with Ericsson.

=>
Noted

R2-090121
CR to 36.321 on Active time for a pending HARQ retransmission
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090120
R2-090091
DL HARQ buffer management during DRX
Panasonic
Disc
-
RIM think that in some cases the buffer can not be flushed. Panasonic think that only when all timers are not running would the buffers be flushed.
-
Ericsson think that DRX could have very short values and so first transmission in on duration is not always new - i.e. retransmission in an in duration. Panasonic reply what is the use of the retransmission timer is eNB tries to schedule retransmission in the on duration.

-
Ericsson think it would make some configurations impossible. Also coupling DRX and NDI add complexity. Panasonic think current spec has complexity as NDI values have to be kept for a long time.

-
NSN agree with Ericsson that it could limit configuration with very short DRX.

-
SK think only new transmission in on duration is harsh restriction

=>
Noted

R2-090122
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
replaced by R2-090666
R2-090666 
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
RIM can not see the problem. ASUSTeK clarify that the aim is that measurement gaps do not influence DRX timers. 
-
Ericsson agree there may be an issue but not a strong opinion that it should be fixed.

-
Samsung think the problem is not very big but is very easily solved. Can support the proposal.

-
DoCoMo agree with intended behaviour. Change needed.

=>
Change is needed. Offline discussion to finalise the text. Revision in R2-090696. 
R2-090696
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN remind that timer should be aligned
-
Nokia concerned there is now a new DRX pattern when there is a configured DL assignment which is not agreed. NSN point out there are 3 new lines (starting 'if a DL assignment ...') and would like time to check until Friday.

=>
Revision to align the timer naming to RRC. Revision in R2-090783 agreed in principle.

R2-090135
Correction on DRX due to Spatial Multiplexing
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
CATT think nothing is wrong with current spec.

-
NSN think it is not essential. Ericsson agree.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090162
Proposed CR to 36.321 on Definition of DRX Short Cycle Timer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think it is not essential. Nothing is broken and implementation should not be based on this definition section.

=>
Change to remove all text from the definition after the 'short DRX cycle' and remove UE shall requirement from definition. Revision in R2-090697 agreed in principle.
R2-090345
Clarification on the first occasion for using the Long/Short DRX Cycle
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think this was discussed before and concluded nothing was needed as the UE anyway has to send the RRC reconfiguration complete message. Conclusion that nothing needed.
-
Ericsson agree

=>
Not agreed

R2-090488
PUCCH and SRS transmission during active time
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Panasonic support the change
-
Ericsson think this was extensively discussed. Conclusion that PDCCH should be processed fast enough so this is not needed.

-
Interdigital has some sympathy for the proposal but agree it was discussed and concluded only to be the last subframe. Also they think there is a problem with the last sentence existing note.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090569
HARQ RTT Timer and N/A Repetition in DRX
Research In Motion Limited
Disc.
-
NSN think that when repetition is configured it does not require the eNB to wait for all repeats before all the repeats. This CR would preclude this. Ericsson agree.
-
RIM assume when it is configure the UE is in poor radio condition so eNB should not make decision before all repeats received. NSN explain that eNB may schedule again without waiting for complete ACK/NACK reception.

-
Samsung has sympathy to the intention and think it may be useful. Samsung think the simplest solution is a configurable RTT timer.

-
CATT think that power saving is important in this case as UE is transmitting at high power.

-
Ericsson think the proposal is based on an assumption of a particular eNB behaviour. There is nothing in RAN1 spec that says UE does not decode DPCCH in this case.

-
CMCC checked with RAN1 colleagues and they indicated that retransmission should be based on final ACK/NACK.
-
RIM think it is useful to send LS to RAN1. Ericsson think we should not send an LS as there is no agreement in RAN2 on the gain. RIM explain that in some cases the retransmission is delayed by up to 26ms. 

-
Panasonic this there is benefit and way for is to make it configurable.

-
Nokia think we should get confirmation from RAN1. Do not want configurable parameter.

=>
Offline discussion (RIM). Discussion to include RAN1 people. 
After offline discussion

-
Update from CMCC: After checking with RAN1 people the common understanding is that timing is based on last ACK/NACK. Compromise CR (R2-090730) has been prepared which keeps the changes for TDD only. One company still thinks the changes are not needed. Several companies support it at least for TDD.

-
Ericsson add that the RAN1 spec does not require the eNB to use the last one, it can decode and use earlier ones. 

-
NSN agree with Ericsson understanding of RAN1 spec and would like more time

-
CATT agree the intention of the CR. ZTE support for TDD. Huawei, Surplus also.

=>
Email discussion of proposal for TDD. Rapporteur CMCC. 

R2-090730
HARQ RTT Timer  and N/A repetition in DRX for TDD
Research In Motion CMCC
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following update of offline discussion.
6.1.1.4
Random Access procedure
Resource selection

R2-090252
Corrections to Random Access Resource selection
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think the first change is not needed as it is clear given the RRC spec. Ericsson also think other changes are not needed.

-
Huawei think the 'next available subframe' is not sufficient.

-
Nokia agree with Ericsson re first change. Nortel also.

-
Samsung think second change is needed. CATT agree. Nokia okay with change. LG think it should not be in 5.1.2.
-
Ericsson ask what is the gain in the additional restriction as it makes a fast UE wait longer.

-
Samsung clarified the delay referred to is that between RAR and retransmission.

-
Ericsson can't understand why we would force the UE to wait longer than necessary

=>
Change 1 and 3 not needed

=>
Offline discussion of change 2 to allow checking with RAN1 colleagues (Huawei). 
After offline discussion

-
Update from Huawei: Previously sent LS to RAN1 on typical RACH procedure delay. Reply was R2-081420. Concluded that delay would be captured in RAN1 and is now captured their. As consequence proposal 2 is required.

-
Ericsson still don't need it is essential but can agree to make change referring to RAN1 spec. 

-
The CR for proposal 2 will be submitted to next meeting.

R2-090310
Clarification on random access resource selection
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson thing the 'next available subframe' is already clear.

=>
Not agreed
Contention resolution

R2-090048
CR to 36.321 - Clarifications on Contention Resolution Failure
Nortel
CR
36.321
F
-
Nokia think the CR looses the fact that TAT is only stopped if it is taken from the RAR

-
Huawei think for uplink data arrival case and UE has no uplink resource the timer is already running and in this case it should not be stopped. 

-
Ericsson agree it is a change to the behaviour. Also the intent to to collect TAT starting/stopping/etc in once sub clause.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090137
Perfection to Contention Resolution
Potevio
CR
36.321
F

-
ZTE think the CR is useful and should also be added to the non-contention based procedure.
-
LG think spec is already clear as it states 'consider the procedure successfully completed'

-
Panasonic agree spec is clear today

=>
Not agreed

R2-090250
An issue on contention resolution
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Nokia ask if this means the UE will only terminate contention resolution when the timer stops. Huawei reply this is not the case.

-
Samsung ask why eNB send the 2 PDUs separately. Huawei think it was discussed before and concluded that it is possible to send contention resolution and message separately.

-
Qualcomm ask if a smart eNB could avoid the problem. ZTE think it is an optimisation for a rare case.

-
Huawei think this needs to be solved as previous agreement was that they could be sent separately.

-
Samsung this it is up to eNB to handle.

=>
Noted

R2-090251
Corrections to contention resolution
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
replaced by R2-090692
R2-090692
Corrections to contention resolution
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090250
R2-090253
Small corrections to RACH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
LG and Nokia think first change is incorrect as it includes message 3 transmission. Huawei think if it is intended to cover message 3 then further change may be needed.

-
LG think second change is needed but could be worded more simply. 

-
Ericsson think the current behaviour may not be in line with intent if RRC processing is slow MAC may have sent one further preamble.

-
Nokia think changes 2 and 3 are needed

-
Samsung think that for change 3 it is not yet capture in RRC that RRC Connection Re-establishment is triggered. So too early to discuss. Huawei think T312 was removed. Samsung agree that although T312 is removed the RRC Connection Re-establishment is not triggered following random access failure. Ericsson confirmed that it is already captured in RRC.

=>
Revision to include only changed 2 and 3 and use the correct styles.. Revision in R2-090698. 

R2-090698
Small corrections to RACH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agree in principle
R2-090300
Endless RACH attempts in case of Contention Resolution failure
Infineon
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090253
R2-090322
Alignment with the decision on RA procedure by PDCCH order
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090253
R2-090086
CR on Processing of contention resolution message
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson suggest the wording 'When checking if contention resolution is successful then the UE checks the MAC header structures below'
-
Panasonic clarified the agreement from the previous meeting that it should be informative.

=>
Revision to include the wording proposed by Ericsson. Revision in R2-090700. 

R2-090700
CR on Processing of contention resolution message
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
Other

R2-090204
Corrections to power control and random access
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Huawei consider that the parameter is provided directly from RRC to L1. 

-
Motorola think it makes sense that this is in MAC
-
NSN point out the name needs updating 

=>
Revision to be prepared with updated parameter name. Revision in R2-090701 agreed in principle

R2-090323
Missing condition for unsuccessful reception of Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung support that something is needed.

-
Motorola think nothing is needed and a note inserted above would suffice.
-
Samsung think it is possible that RAR contains only back-off indicator. Suggest a wording if 'all received RAR do not contain 'matched RA preamble identifier'. Ericsson suggest 'if non of the RAR contain a matched RA preamble identifier'

=>
Revision to include wording suggested by Samsung or Ericsson to be finalised offline. Revision in R2-090702. 
R2-090702
Missing condition for unsuccessful reception of Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agree in principle
R2-090338
Measurement gap and the feedback for Msg4
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung think eNB is responsible to schedule so collision does not occur.

-
LG think there is no need to specify anything further

-
CATT think it is possible that the feedback for message 4 could collide with a measurement gap.
-
Samsung clarify that the contention resolution is complete by the UL grant so the feedback is not related to contention resolution. 

-
Ericsson ask if measurement gaps apply before the UE receives the RRC Re-establishment. Samsung understand that gaps are stopped during the re-establishment procedure. Ericsson think given this then nothing is needed

-
CATT think in the DL data arrival case the msg 4 can be a DL assignment. Samsung think that contention is resolved by the DL assignment and the following feedback is not related to contention resolution.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090389
Editorial corrections relating to RACH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Only changed in 5.1.1. discussed

-
Ericsson support the CR and suggest other parameters (Pmax and DELTA_PREAMBLE_MSG3) should be groups in the 'if preamble group B exists' section.
=>
Revision to add the parameters as suggested by Ericsson and align the parameter naming. Title to be made more appropriate. Revision in R2-090703. 

R2-090703
Editorial corrections relating to RACH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090491
Clarification on random access precedure
Samsung
Disc

-
Samsung think it may not be clear for all companies that C-RNTI CE is not included if dedicated preamble is used.

-
ASUSTeK agree with observation 1. 

-
Ericsson think the spec text is clear already, but it is dangerous to start capturing in a table.

-
Huawei think spec if very clear for observation 1. 
-
Ericsson agree with both observations although msg3 may not be built if the UE chooses to prioritise a gap over random access preamble - if preamble is transmitted then msg 3 will be built. Only for contention bases cases.

-
Qualcomm agree with Ericsson

=>
Observation 1 of the document is confirmed

=>
It is confirmed that the UE uses the UL grant received in the random access response also for the case of PDCCH order triggered random access

=>
Noted

R2-090539
Managing Dedicated Preamble Resources
Motorola
CR
36.321
F
-
not treated as covered by R2-090253
Withdrawn/not available

R2-090490
NDI handling after random access procedure
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

withdrawn

6.1.1.5
QoS
R2-090265
Correction to Initialization of Prioritization
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F
-
Qualcomm support the change

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090423
Bucket Parameter Update
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
Qualcomm support the change
-
Interdigital suggest using the same wording for the bucket size and the increment

-
LG indicate PBR is kbyte/s. There is no mention of TTI in the RRC spec. Interdigital think the CR is correct in this respect

=>
Revision to align the wording for the 2 case (bucket size and increment). Revision in R2-090704 agreed in principle.
6.1.1.6
UL Information for scheduler
BSR reporting
R2-090118
Discussion on Truncated BSR
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
CATT think the current specification is clear

-
ZTE think proposal 1 is valid but proposal 2 is a very rare situation
-
NSN think proposal 1 is already clear

=>
Proposal 1 not needed as already clear

-
Panasonic think it is not required to specify such detail as in proposal 2. LG share the view - it can be implementation issue and eNB will not just rely on the truncated BSR. Qualcomm think nothing is needed.

=>
Noted

R2-090119
CR to 36.321 on Truncated BSR
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090118
R2-090123
CR to 36.321 on BSR clarification
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F

-
ASUSTeK clarified the previous CR had used the wrong wording.

-
Qualcomm support the CR

=>
Agreed in principle

R2-090259
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think it was discussed previously and agreed to be kept
-
Samsung think a final decision was not made previously. LG indicate last time the decision was postponed because the suspension issue was not concluded.

-
Ericsson ask if the sentence is clear when the BSR is triggered. Think it is important to have the trigger when the DRBs are resumed. Samsung think the BSR will be triggered anyway as it will be triggered when random access is completed. LG think it will be triggered anyway.
-
Ericsson agree the sentence could be removed without impact. Maybe it should be revised to say when DRBs are resumed the data is considered as new data. Samsung think this may be useful think it is a slightly different issue.

-
NSN think the intent was to ensure that the new eNB has all info for scheduling as in HSUPA. Would be okay to go with Ericsson

-
Qualcomm would like to keep current text or go with Ericsson suggestion. LG think this would be new functionality. NSN do not consider it is new functionality.

=>
There is support to correct the functionality

=>
Offline discussion to conclude how this should be worded. Revision in R2-090705. 
R2-090705
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung think the RRC re-establishment case is new and not ready to agree.
-
Ericsson ask where the first UL grant comes from after HO? Original intent was to trigger an BSR and SR is necessary. Samsung think handover complete triggers regular BSR/SR/random access. Ericsson agree in which case bullet is not needed.

=>
" or RRC connection re-establishment " to be removed. Revision in R2-090784 agree in principle

R2-090493
Correction to the BSR triggers
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated given discussion of R2-090259
R2-090308
Clarification to the start of PERIODIC_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think the timer should be triggered and timer restarted every time. Panasonic agree

-
ZTE think it is a waste of UE resources. NSN clarify that the periodic does not force the UE to send BSR if the UE has no resources - the only consequence is padding BSR will be sent instead of periodic BSR so there is no difference

-
Qualcomm think nothing is broken

=> 
Not agreed

R2-090482
Proposed CR to stop a periodic BSR timer when buffer is empty
ETRI
CR
36.321
F

-
Intention is the same as R2-090308.

-
ZTE state the period BSR timer is introduced because the UE has data.

-
LG think the proposal doesn nto need to be discussed as the ZTE proposal was not agreed

=>
Not agreed


R2-090307
Clarification to the start of  RETX_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
revised in R2-090699
R2-090699
Clarification to the start of  RETX_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
LG think RETX_BSR_TIMER is to protect against deadlock and so it should be kept running when a BSR is sent. ZTE think when UE receives UL grant and sends BSR this means deadlock between UE and eNB doesn't happen.
-
CATT has contribution. Starting timer is not changed compared to current spec and stopping is same this proposal

-
Ericsson clarify that periodic timer is always configured but can be infinity. This means the retransmission timer can not be used. ZTE think periodic timer is optional. In this case, it is not necessary to configure the periodic timer so the problem doesn’t exist
-
Qualcomm can not see what is broken.

-
ZTE think the current specification has two defects: 1 when periodic BSR timer is configured, eNB always send ul Grant to UE and the retransmission timer can not be used, but could cause more times of no useful RETX_BSR_TIMER restarting. 2 if periodic BSR timer is not configured and only retx_bsr_timer is running when BSR is lost, user data will be a long delay for transferring because retx_bsr_timer is a long timer. 

-
ZTE think this CR has 3 merits:1. if periodic bsr timer is configured , this can avoid more times of unuseful retx_bsr_timer restart; 2.in current specification, retx_bsr_timer is longer than periodic_bsr_timer. This cr can avoid this limit configuration. 3、because retx_bsr_timer can be configured to any value, when only retx_bsr_timer is running and configured to a short timer, deadlock situation is resolved quickly and user data can be transferred to eNB in time.
-
ZTE explain the intent is to not keep the retransmission timer running to reduce UE processing. It is only started when necessary

-
Ericsson think it was agreed when it was introduce that the timer would correspond to the time since last received grant and it is started when grant is received. It should be running all the time. Also do not see why the 2 timers are linked. .ZTE think RETX_BSR_TIMER is introduced not to prevent that BSR is lost, retx_BSR_TIMER is introduced to let Enb know ue has available data to transfer when deadlock happens. Because the deadlock rarely happens, retx_BSR_TIMER is not needed to restart when ue sends BSR every time. At current specification, retx_bsr_timer is longer than periodic_bsr_timer. This CR can avoid this limit and retx_bsr_timer can configures any value
-
CATT think the retransmission timer was added for robustness.

-
NSN think it is implementation to avoid a timer running all the timer. ZTE explain the CR's intention is not to avoid a timer running all the time, but to prevent retx_bsr_timer restarting more times and to make configuration flexible about two timers and to transfer use data in time when only retx_bsr_timer is running and configures a short timer. 
=>
Not agreed

R2-090347
Correction on the RETX_BSR_TIMER
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090699
R2-090309
Clarification to RETX_BSR_TIMER
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think this introduced a possible deadlock as the retransmission BSR timer may not be started if not UL grant received. Qualcomm agree.

-
Ericsson agree that the proposed change breaks the reliability mechanism.

-
ZTE think the CR does not reduce the reliability as the SR is already triggered and is pending until UL grant is received. 

-
Huawei think in normal case there is no unnecessary BSR triggered 
=>
Not agreed

R2-090264
Correction to Indication of triggered BSR
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think this was discussed based on NSN CR and it was not agreed to modify. It is UE implement cancelling the BSR. LG think it has not yet been resolved

-
Qualcomm ask if the current paragraph on cancelling BSR should be kept. LG clarified that BSR remains triggered if the last paragraph is taken out.

-
Ericsson think the proposal adds nothing over the current text. LG think the current text contain conflicting text.

-
Ericsson think the change goes beyond the intent. LG agree the timer handling should not be changed.

-
Huawei think this can be left to UE implementation. Panasonic agree that current text is fine.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090503
CR On BSR triggering
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Suggested wording is 'all logical channels which belong to a LGC'
-
LG is okay with the current text. Huawei also think nothing is needed. Ericsson okay with current text or the suggested wording.

=> 
Not agreed 

R2-090124
Clarification on BSR and PHR transmission
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think it changed the agreed behaviour, and the second change would trigger an SR when the UE has resource.

-
Samsung think the problem is a very rare case as very small TBs will not be used. Don't think additional mechanism is needed.

-
HTC ask if the new transmission can not include BSR what can the UE do. Samsung think even for small TB it is possible to include BSR.

=>
Not agreed
BSR report content
R2-090272
Correction to contents of BSR
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think if the LCG is not configured then eNB will ignore it and it does not matter what value is sent. Ericsson agree.
-
Qualcomm support the proposal it is good for the UE to know what to do.

-
LG agree eNB will ignore but still not clear what UE should do. There should be guidance, could say it is UE implementation.

-
Ericsson think it is already implied that UE will report zero.
-
Qualcomm propose to say they can be set to any value, similar to padding.

-
Nortel agree with Ericsson that it is already implied it is set to zero and prefer this.

=>
Not agreed

=>
Common understanding of the first sentence of the paragraph is that the fields are set to zero.
PHR reporting
R2-090340
Consideration about PHR
CATT
Disc

-
Ericsson think this is new functionality of padding PHR. Would prioritisation of logical channels and MAC CEs also need to be changed? CATT agree this would be needed

-
NSN have sympathy but this it should be considered for release 9. Even if added it may not be used that frequently.

-
Qualcomm think it is a new feature. Also the padding BSR was felt to be free and ended up complex.

=>
Noted

R2-090342
Correction on PHR
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090340.
R2-090263
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F
=>
Add 'start or' to the prohibit timer bullet
=>
To be revised to merge in the agreed change from R2-090421. Revision in R2-090706
R2-090706
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090421
PHR corrections
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung think it address same issue as R2-090263.
-
NSN think the 'last transmission of the PHR' change is needed and could be merged into the previous CR.

=>
'last transmission of the PHR' change to be merged into the revision of R2-090263
R2-090052
Clarification of PHR
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
LG support the CR. NSN also support

=>
Changes 2 and 3 to be merged into the revision of the LG CR in R2-090706
R2-090083
Clarification on PHR
Fujitsu
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN clarify that when a configuration change occurs a PHR is triggered but it should not start/re-start the periodic PHR timer. Ericsson agree and the CR would change the intent.

-
Nortel think if the periodic PHR timer value is changed then it would make sense to restart the timer.

-
LG has different understand and think the timer must be restarted. Surprised by Ericsson and NSN view.

=>
Not agreed

=>
Offline discussion to understand the existing and intended behaviour. 
After offline discussion

-
Update from NSN: The conclusion of the offline was captured in R2-090706
R2-090266
Correction to PHR configuration
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed to be merge changes into the revision of the LG CR in R2-090706
R2-090489
Corrections on PHR
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Only first change discussed.
-
Related to the offline discussion from R2-090083. 

-
NSN clarify the original intent to was to keep the PHR transmission at regular times rather than changing it, so eNB knows when to expect the PHR.

=>
Not agreed
SR 
R2-090085
Clarification on UL-SCH resource availability
Fujitsu
CR
36.321
F

-
ZTE support the intention. 
-
Fujitsu clarify the intent is also to cover the SPS case

-
LG think the current spec is clear and it means alt 2 from the cover sheet of the CR.
-
Sasmung also think alt 2 is the current spec and it is sufficient. 

-
Samsung clarify the final sentence of the section in the existing spec does not address SPS. The wording should be aligned with first condition to say 'is no resource is available for transmission'

-
NSN think the 2 alternative do not make a big difference as the eNB sees the UL transmissions and the SR. Prefer not to change. For the final sentence the UL SPS activation is also a new transmission so it covers the SPS case.

=>
Not agreed
6.1.1.7
MAC PDU format
R2-090084
Clarification on setting of LCG ID field for short BSR
Fujitsu
CR
36.321
F

-
NSN think it is not required.
-
Ericsson agree it is not needed given that the value is anyway zero.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090087
MAC PDU subheaders corresponding to Padding
Panasonic
Disc.
-
NSN ask if the 2 byte padding has to be considered as there is 2 byte padding BSR.
-
NSN support the proposals. 

-
Samsung ask if it is already allowed to insert a padding subheader as the first subheader. Panasonic explain that there is currently some freedom where to place this.

-
ZTE support the proposals

-
Samsung thinks the proposal are already allowed in UE implementation. Panasonic explain that proposal 1 is allowed but eNB may not always do this, and proposal 1 is not allowed.

-
Ericsson ask whether the concern is the UE receiver or transmitter. Panasonic explain that proposal 1 is related to receiver side complexity and proposal 2 is for transmitter side. Ericsson do not see the receiver side complexity. Panasonic see receiver side is not such a big issue but nice to fix it.
-
LG support proposal 1 and 2  in downlink but not uplink - UE should have flexibility in uplink

-
Ericsson don't see why this should be different for uplink and downlink

-
Motorola would like more time.

=>
Offline discussion to progress further. 

After offline discussion

-
Update from Panasonic: Proposal can be agreed so CR (R2-090088) should be presented.

R2-090088
CR on MAC PDU subheaders corresponding to Padding
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

=>
To be revised to ensure it is on the latest version of the spec. Revision to be submitted to next meeting.
R2-090155
Correction on MAC PDU subheader description
ETRI
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung agree this is correct

-
CATT think nothing is needed if you just consider a zero bit payload.

-
LG support

-
Ericsson think it is not really needed, but not a strong view

-
Huawei support the change

=>
Agreed to also include agreed change from R2-090500. Revised CR in R2-090707
R2-090246
Corrections to MAC CE and Backoff Parameter values
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Only changes 1 and 3 discussed

-
Ericsson see not problem with the existing back-off parameter table

-
Huawei think index 0 will never be used so why keep it. Ericsson think it may be used in a future release. NSN agree.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090324
Missing reserved bit setting
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090502
CR On Backoff table
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson ask if they are reserved but UE required to set them to 960 then there is conflict between this requirement and the general error handling. Option would be to just set to 960.
-
LG think prefer that the PDU is discarded is a reserved value is set.

=>
Treat input on general error handling before coming back to this CR. 
=> 
Topic to be considered at part of error handling for  'common' PDUs for next meeting
R2-090299
Position of the Backoff Indicator sub-header
Infineon
CR
36.321
F.
-
LG think this should be the last sub header. Ericsson think it was discussed before and could not agree on the position.

-
Samsung have not strong opinion but would like it clear.

-
Huawei think this was agreed at the previous meeting.

-
Sunplus think it does not make much different as if it is the first subheader the UE needs to check all subheaders for its preamble. Sunplus think last is preferable.

-
Samsung think if it is required to be the last subheader there may be issues if we extend in the future. Prefer the first subheader

-
Huawei indicate it was agreed to be the first subheader in meeting #61 (R2-080948). LG think this did not agree the exact position.
-
Sunplus ask if the first subheader is back off then does it check other subheaders. Ericsson reply yes and it is clear.

=>
Agree to have only one back off sub header

=>
Back off sub header position is fixed

=>
Agreement the back off is the first sub header

=>
Agreed in principle.
R2-090306
Clarification to LCID
ZTE
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think this is a detail that does not need to be visible in MAC spec. It is clear in the RRC. NSN agree.
=>
Not agreed

R2-090457
Reserved bit in the timing advance MAC CE
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090324
R2-090344
Clarification of MAC PDU structure
CATT
CR
36.321
F

-
Qualcomm ask if we can never have variable length MAC CE in the future. CATT think this does not preclude adding them in the future
-
Ericsson think first change is not essential as the spec is not incorrect. LG agree. CATT agree nothing wrong with current spec, just want to improve the reading.

-
Samsung think the case removed by the second change can happen and change is not needed. 

=>
Not agreed

R2-090500
Clarification on MAC PDU format
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Only first change discussed.

-
Ericsson prefer to stay with the current text

=>
In section 6.1.2 the 'it follows that' is removed. This change to be included in the revision of R2-090155 (R2-090707).
6.1.1.8
Semi-persistent scheduling 
SPS issues like e.g. need for implicit deactivation for DL, SPS in combination with bundling for TDD ?
UL implicit release

R2-090267
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
RIM agree with the intent that gaps are excluded but think proposed text may have other consequences. NSN agree with RIM comment - should be clear that is only refers to counting for SPS release.

-
Samsung think the count can be incremented unnecessarily. With current spec a non transmitted empty BSR is not counted.
-
Ericsson think if the gap collides with initial transmission then eNB can schedule a subsequent opportunity to transmit. NSN think this is UL release so does not see why eNB would schedule again.
-
Samsung think empty BSR can not be sent when configure grant collides with gap bt will be sent in a non adaptive retransmission. LG think counting only applies to new uplink transmission.
-
Ericsson now agree

=>
Agree with intent. Revision required to make it clear this just refers to counting for implicit SPS release. Revision in R2-090708. 

R2-090708
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
revised in R2-090785.

R2-090785
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090289
Configuration of SPS implicit release
Qualcomm Europe
Disc.
-
replaced by R2-090741
R2-090741
Configuration of SPS implicit release
Qualcomm Europe, Hitachi 
Disc

-
Nokia concern about the infinite value due to false activation. 

-
Qualcomm think it is better to adds the values than to find we need them later

-
RIM ask in what cases the 4,6,8 would be useful. Qualcomm think the maximum of 3 is not longer enough (3x640ms for maximum SPS period). 

-
Nortel support the proposal. 
-
Samsung this current values are too restrictive and more values are useful.

-
Interdigital think some more are useful but not infinity

-
Ericsson don't want to add too many more value. RIM agree

-
Ericsson share Nokia concern about adding infinity. Panasonic also.

=>
Infinity will not be added.

=>
Agree to add 2 more finite value.

=>
Value to be added are 4, 8

=>
RRC TP to be prepared in R2-090709. Discuss on Friday how to include in RRC CR. Comeback Friday.

UL explicit release

R2-090368
ACK for UL SPS Explicit Release
Research In Motion Limited
CR
36.321
F.
-
LG ask if there is any impact in RAN1 specs. RIM reply there is discussion of this in RAN1 as well
-
CATT agree with the intent but think it is RAN1 final decision. 

-
Qualcomm also think we should wait for RAN1.

-
Panasonic think RAN1 is not discussing ACK for UL, they are waiting for indication that we want it in the uplink.

-
Nokia think we have to wait for RAN1.

-
DOCOMO think eNB can detect by seeing if there is uplink transmission. RIM reply that it allows faster reallocation of the resource. Interdigital think it is difficult to eNB to be certain and so it would be useful

-
Nokia support the idea in general but depends on complexity in RAN1

-
Motorola think the gain is small, if any. And a new feature.
-
Samsung it is useful in uplink also id complexity if acceptable. Panasonic agree.
-
Ericsson think it is not so useful.
=>
Offline discussion to progress. 

After offline discussion.
-
Update from RIM: Some companies still have concerns. More companies supporting if a simples approach can be found. Proposed way forward is to send a LS to RAN1

-
Motorola think this is a new feature and think gain is limited.

-
NSN support it and has been discussed for a long time.

=>
Send RAN1 LS to say that there is some support in RAN2 for ACK to UL release and to ask if it is possible to be supported in RAN1 specs. Should be agree my March RAN at latest if it is to be added. LS in R2-090786. Come back Friday
SPS retransmission after release

R2-090287
SPS retransmission when no SPS grant is stored
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Panasonic this retransmission for SPS is a normal dynamic retransmission to not clear why it should be ignored. It would require new UE behaviour. RIM share the same view.

-
Qualcomm think that if the DPCCH for deactivation is lost then in a subsequent retransmission the UE does not have the information to retransmit.
-
Panasonic think that as long as SPS has once been activated then it should follow the dynamic grants. In case it has never been activated it is obvious UE can do nothing. Ericsson agree.

=>
Noted

R2-090288
CR on SPS retransmission when no SPS grant is stored
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090287
R2-090325
UL SPS release and retransmission management
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
LG clarify that compared to R2-090287 this is focussed on non adaptive retransmission

-
Panasonic does not see the problem to finish the retransmission even though the resource for the initial transmission is released. Huawei agree with the Panasonic view.

-
CATT can't see any reason for proposal 1.

=>
Noted

R2-090326
UL SPS release and retransmission management
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090326
Other
R2-090494
SPS resource release on D-SR failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
ASUSTeK support the CR. 
-
LG think it is strange for MAC to request RRC - it should indicate to RRC. NSN clarify that we already have this 'request RRC to release...' text. Ericsson clarify current text is 'notify RRC'

-
Nortel think RRC allocated the resources and so RRC should release them. Ericsson agree with the intent and think current text may benefit from clarification.

-
LG point out that RRC spec already refers to 'notification from MAC'. 

-
Nortel think the current wording suggest that MAC has released the resources and RRC is just being informed. NSN think there is no room for confusing

=>
Confirmed that it is RRC releasing the resources.

=>
Reword the 2 bullets to say "notify RRC to release PUCCH/SRS"

=>
Revision with rewording. Revision in R2-090710 agreed in principle
R2-090260
Correction to Handing of SPS-C-RNTI
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Panasonic ask why it is considered lower priority at the note implies it is UE implementation which one to follow. LG infer the prioritisation from the else clause in the procedure text

-
ASUSTeK ask in what situation this may occur. LG think UE may start random access if D-SR is not configured.

-
Huawei think this is optimisation for a corner case.

-
Panasonic understand the UE can choose and there is no priority order.

-
Samsung think there is no string need to enB to give both grants in same TTI.

=>
Not agreed
R2-090090
Configuration for DL Semi-Persistent Scheduling
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

=>
Revision to align parameter names with RRC and section number/spec version to be corrected. Revision in R2-090711 agreed in principle.
R2-090270
Correction to monitoring of PDCCH
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Nokia think it is not needed as UE should only be configured for SPS during the on duration of DRX. RIM share the same understanding

-
LG think the on duration is aligned to the downlink timing. RIM think the grant will be 4ms prior to the on duration.

-
Samsung think the typical case is that the configure resource will follow 4ms after the on duration. Samsung assumption is that SPS DL assignment and SPS UL grant would both be in on duration. DoCoMo have same view as Samsung so the CR is not needed. 
-
LG ask if the assumption that SPS-C-RNTI is only sent in the on duration. Samsung agree for activation (for retransmission it may be elsewhere)
-
Ericsson think it is eNB decision to send UL activation at any time during active time. If not sent in on duration then it is a conscious decision not to be able to override initial transmission.
-
LG ask if it is common understanding that DRX and SPS will have same period. Samsung reply this is typical.

-
RIM think DRX could be less than SPS. Samsung think typical case they are aligned but are independent.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090369
Consideration of DRX and SPS Alignment
Research In Motion Limited
Disc.
-
Nokia think this is unnecessary extension to DRX. UL SPS should be activated during the on duration.
-
RIM suggest to focus on proposal 2 as proposal 1 not considered given discussion of R2-090270. Samsung think that proposal 1 could be changed so that UL SPS activation is only checked during on duration. Nokia would support proposal with this change.

-
Ericsson think eNB should be able to active/deactive any time during active time.

-
Nokia clarify that the proposal is only activation/reconfiguration but deactivation could be any time in active time.

-
LG ask what is the UE benefit. Nokia reply that SPS does not define a second DRX pattern.

-
Huawei support the proposals with change to proposal 1. 

-
Samsung think it is a good proposal

-
CATT think it limits scheduling flexibility to always align DRX and SPS.
-
Panasonic think it is okay to agree with the proposal

-
Ericsson think this will prevent the eNB from adjusting the SPS timing, it is fixed by DRX offset. It takes away previous agreed functionality

=>
Clarified proposal is "The UE only detects the UL and DL SPS activation/reconfiguration/release during a DRX On-duration. "

=>
Offline discussion of clarified proposal to conclude. Come back Friday.
R2-090495
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occasion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
LG support proposal 1 but have an alternative wording for proposal 2 in R2-090536
-
Ericsson support proposal 1 but suggest wording 'if DL assignment has been indicated to the HARQ entity'

=>
Revision including proposal 1 with rewording suggested by Ericsson
=>
Offline discussion whether to include proposal 2 or merge the changes from R2-090536. Revision in R2-090713.
R2-090713
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occasion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090536
Clarification on HARQ sharing between C-RNTI and SPS-C-RNTI
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Samsung support the proposed wording but the reason for change is unclear

-
ASUSTeK also agree that this makes behaviour clear.

-
Ericsson understood the previous text and wonders what is the advantage of the LG text. Nokia agree.

=>
Discussion offline (see R2-090495)
R2-090255
SPS in combination with TTI bundling
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Not treated following decision of main session
R2-090256
CR on SPS in combination with TTI bundling
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Not treated following decision of main session

6.1.1.9
Other
TA maintenance

R2-090546
Handling uplink transmission timing
Samsung
Disc.
-
Ericsson indicate the document was available late and not checked with RAN1 colleagues. NSN agree.
=>
Email discussion of paper. Rapporteur Samsung (SK). Deadline Friday before submission deadline.
R2-090125
Clarification on Maintenance of Uplink Time Alignment
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

Proposal 1
-
Ericsson for issue 1 there is no need to expire the timer and asks why there is a problem to let it run. HTC think it was agreed the UE considers the uplink unsynchronised when PDCCH order is received. Ericsson think PDCCH order could be used to 'poll' when it is not necessarily out of sync.
-
Samsung think eNB has freedom to send PDCCH order regardless of sync status so nothing is broken.

-
DoCoMo also think there are cases where PDCCH order is sent when UE in sync and it should not expire the timer.

=>
Proposal 1 not agreed

Proposal 2

-
Ericsson agrees that it can happen that msg 3 buffer gets flushed but it is a rare case. HTC think it is HARQ buffer that gets flushed. Ericsson agreed it is HARQ buffer but still nothing is needed

-
HTC think it should be captured that when TAT expired the random access is failed. Ericsson think there is no need for this as the random access will be reattempted and so procedure will not fail.

=>
Proposal 2 not agreed

=>
CR not agreed 

R2-090257
When to start Time Alignment Timer
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Ericsson think that when eNB send TA Command then it is assumed the current timing is acceptable. So current behaviour is correct.

-
Ericsson clarify that if the UE had just gone out of sync when it receives the TA command then the adjustment in the TA Command is acceptable. Also there is no reason for UE to discard the current TA when TAT expires.
-
LG that even when TAT is not running DL reception is performed.

=>
Noted
R2-090258
CR on Time Alignment Timer
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090257
R2-090262
Correction to handling of TAT value
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson think the TAT should not be restarted to avoid UE considering it is in sync when timer should have expired.

-
Samsung think clarification is needed. ASUSTeK agree.

-
Ericsson okay to clarify the new value is used from next time it is restarted (e.g. next TA MAC CE). LG think eNB will anyway give new TA value long before it expires.

-
HTC have input where it is proposed the new value applied next time it is restarted.

=>
Not agreed
MAC reset/reconfig
R2-090127
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration and MAC reset
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F.
Timer
-
Nokia need more time to consider

-
Samsung and LG think it is good to have same behaviour for all timers. LG think even if configuration is applied immediately then it is still unclear what to do with a timer

Short DRX

-
Samsung think this behaviour is already implied so change is not required. 

-
NSN think it is required to cope with deactivation of short DRX when timer is running.

-
LG think this has been discussed before and nothing is needed

Uplink/downlink SPS

-
Samsung agree with intent but think details do not need to be specified. Also SPS is not frequently reconfigured. 

-
NSN think what is written is obvious.

=>
CR not agreed.

=>
Email discussion to conclude how timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC. Focus on timer values likely to be reconfigured. Aim to produce CR for next meeting. Rapporteur Ericsson (Magnus). 
R2-090208
Correction to MAC reset
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
HTC agree the intention. Propose to remove the editor's note. Ericsson clarify already removed by another paper.

-
LG ask why flush HARQ buffers is removed. Ericsson think this is covered by 5.2 (TAT expiry)

-
Interdigital suggest removing 'very'

=>
Agreed in principle
PDCCH order

R2-090392
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson ask if include in clause on random access initiation may be better.
=>
Revision with text moved to clause on random access. Revision in R2-090714. 
R2-090714
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday
Local NACK

R2-090291
Local NACKing Optionality
Qualcomm Europe, Nokia, NSN
Disc.
-
Huawei think as it is optional is can just be kept

-
LG support the removal. HTC also. Ericsson also okay with removal.

=>
Agreed to remove local NACK


R2-090292
Local NACKing Optionality MAC CR
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
F

=>
Agreed in principle
R2-090293
Local NACKing Optionality RLC CR
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
F

-
Also text in 4.3.2 should be removed

=>
Revision to also remove the part in 4.3.2. Revision in R2-090715 agreed in principle. 
R2-090163
Proposed CR to 36.321 on UE behaviour at CURRENT_TX_NB reaches maximum value
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F

-
Only first issue considered

-
Ericsson think the UE should also check for maximum number of transmission also when transmission are not generated.

-
Ericsson think it is not correct to move the check in to the " To generate a transmission, the HARQ process shall " branch. 

=>
Not agreed. 
=>
Confirmed that the check should be performed after increment of the counter and after any necessary transmission.

=>
A proposal can be brought to next meeting is clarification is found to be necessary.
Error handling

R2-090443
Error Handling in MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

=>
Proposal agreed

R2-090271
MAC Error Handling
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

-
Motorola has similar proposal. Differences are small.

=>
Not agreed
R2-090455
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
F.
-
LG asked what happens is a not configured LCID is used. DOCOMO clarify this should be considered invalid, aligned with RLC

-
Ericsson concerned about discarding whole PDU, particularly for random access response. LG think it is always simpler to discard whole PDU.
-
NSN think random access response may be talking to UEs of different releases so exception may be needed for this. 

-
LG ask is reserved value if different from a reserved bit.

-
Ericsson UE should ignore reserved bits.

=>
Behaviour is agreed for 'dedicated' MAC PDUs - wording for 'dedicated' PDUs to be concluded offline (e.g. refer to RNTIs). Revision in R2-090717. 

=>
Behaviour for common MAC PDUs to be discussed next meeting.

R2-090717
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday
Other

R2-090206
Freeing of reserved RNTIs
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F.
-
CATT think the second change is an optimisation and may cause error cases. Ericsson think it is more a robustness issue to avoid false alarms. CATT think the error cases come from the RA-RNTIs and other RNTIs sharing the same space. Ericsson think in correct UE implementation should not be a problem
-
Samsung support 

-
NSN support and also suggest moving P-RNTI to be further from SI-RNTI. Ericsson agree

-
Nokia ask if there are problems with the sharing. Ericsson reply that eNB will never assign overlapping RA-RNTIs and C-RNTIs in same cell (i.e. C-RNTIs corresponding to the PRACHs configured in the cell can not be used)

=>
Agreed in principle

=>
Send LS to RAN1 attaching agreed in principle CR and asking RAN1 opinion on also moving the P-RNTI to be further from SI-RNTI. LS in R2-090718 (Ericsson) . Come back Friday

R2-090089
Various clarifications/corrections to TS36.321
Panasonic
CR
36.321
F

-
Huawei support all the changes

-
Sunplus suggest for change 1 the note can just be removed as it is clear from the procedure.

-
DoCoMo think the note was referring to the case that non-adaptive retransmission were suspended by the ACK.

-
NSN explain the intent was to cover both measurement gap case and also the UE has a full buffer but an ACK feedback so the retransmission can not be sent.. Panasonic think these cases are clear in the procedure so note can be removed.
=>
Revision to remove RV in last sentence of the changed definition, and for change 1 to remove the entire note. Revision in R2-090719 agreed in principle
R2-090126
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Interdigital think multiplexing includes requesting RLC PDUs.
-
Ericsson think the proposal is verbose and abiguous. It is also similar to a previous Ericsson paper which was not agreed

-
NSN has no strong opinion for 5.3.3 but 5.4.3.2 conflicts with required in other parts of the spec.

-
LG think mux/demux is very clear so suggest voiding the empty sections.

-
Ericsson suggest 1 line sentence 'mux/demux according the MAC PDU definitions'

=>
Revision to include simple one line sentence as suggested by Ericsson. Revision in R2-090720. 
R2-090720
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR
-
Come back Friday
R2-090147
CR to 36.321 on Timer Definitions
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson prefer a more concise clarification.

R2-090248
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Ericsson support the proposal. LG also

-
LG editorial comment (space missing) in first page.

-
CATT think reset is used (5.9 'stop and reset all timers')

-
ZTE think the note should be in a more general spec that would cover all specs. 

-
NSN ok with this CR.

-
Samsung ask if it is worth clarifying that stopping and starting always starts from initial values. LG think using current value would be 'continue'.

=>
Revision to remove 'and reset' from section 5.9, correct editorial, add to note 'timers are always started or restarted from 0/initial value' (to be finalised offline). Revision in R2-0980721. 
R2-090721
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090318
Proposed CR on MAC Architecture Model
ETRI
CR
36.321
F

-
LG does not want to describe the UTRAN side MAC architecture

-
Samsung think it is useful but could also be in an Annex.

-
Ericsson think it is not essential, given the stage 2 and already having a function list

-
ETRI think it is useful for UE side.

-
LG think it is not necessary but RLC/PDCP do have it.

-
NSN prefer an informative annex. Panasonic also prefer an informative annex

=>
Agree to add UE side model - just figure without descriptions of functions.

=>
Use model from ETRI paper as baseline 

=>
Offline discussion until next meeting to finalise CR.

R2-090496
Adding MAC architecture
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090318
R2-090245
Editorial corrections to 36.321
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

-
changes in 3.1 and change 7 are covered elsewhere

-
Panasonic ask why there is a RACH transport channel. Ericsson agree not needed. 

=>
Change 8 and also similar change in 5.3.2.2.to be merged into an update MAC rapporteur's CR in R2-090722
R2-090327
Small corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
F.
R2-090388
Correction relating to BCCH Haerq
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Sunplus Mobile
CR
36.321
F

R2-090458
Correction for section 6.1.3.6
Motorola
CR
36.321
D

R2-090542
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.321
Samsung
CR
36.321


F

Late/not available

R2-090115
Clarification of transparent MAC behaviour for BCCH and PCCH
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

R2-090209
TTI vs subframe in MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

6.1.2
RLC (36.322)

6.1.2.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.
6.1.2.2
Other
Large SDUs

R2-090105
Supporting RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
Panasonic
Disc.
-
Motorola prefer alt 2 and first change is also not required

-
Sunplus ask why it is necessary to capture in the spec. Panasonic clarified that SA2 informed that we are required to support larger than 2047 size SDUs.

-
Nokia have 3rd alternative.  
-
LG agree with sunplus and consider it totally implementation. Nokia want to prevent false interpretation that SDUs>2037 required segmentation. DoCoMo agree with Nokia and think it should be specified to be at the end of the data field. Ericsson agree something that it is needed but it should be clear there is only one way to do it. CATT agree
-
Huawei, Qualcomm, think nothing is needed

-
LG think current spec requires length field for all PDUs/segements so it is not possible to have >2047 size PDUs/segments. Nokia point out a length is not included for the last data field. DoCoMo agree with Nokia

=>
One bullet "an RLC SDU or RLC SDU segment larger than 2047 octets can only be mapped to the end of the Data field " in 6.2.2.2. Revision in R2-090725 agreed in principle.
R2-090106
Supporting RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
Panasonic
CR
36.322
F

R2-090198
Proposed CR to clarify the handling of large SDUs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.322
F

-
not treated given the discussion of R2-090105.
Status reporting

R2-090213
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson
CR
36.322
F

-
Clarified that there is no intention to change behaviour

-
Motorola point out this would require an implementation where UE would have to store things rather than act immediately. Agree it is worth clarifying

-
LG agree the problem exists.

=>
Agree that the problem should be address

=>
Offline to conclude how to resolve. 

After offline

-
CR prepared in R2-090776
R2-090776
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson, Motorola
CR
36.322
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090343
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
F.
-
LG think current spec is clear other than changing 'further' to 'new'
-
Sunplus think change in 5.2.2.1 is not needed. Agree with intent of change in 5.2.2.3 but wording should be modified.

-
Ericsson support the CR as it is.

-
Samsung think change in 5.2.2.3 can have some side effect. Samsung agree it is not broken but inefficient
-
CATT think the change in 5.2.2.1 is just about generation of new transmission so should not refer to re-transmission. 

-
Panasonic support 1/3 and have no strong view on change 2

-
LG think it is changing the functionality. LG think there is no need to restrict to only set the poll on the last PDU
=>
Offline discussion (Motorola). Come back Friday
R2-090351
Correction of T_poll_retransmit expiry
CATT, ASUSTeK
CR
36.322
F

=>
To be considered in the offline discussion with R2-090343
R2-090497
Correction to last PDU polling trigger
Samsung
CR
36.322
F

-
DoCoMo ask if this is really an implementation issue. Samsung this transmission buffer and retransmission buffer is understood to be RLC buffer.

-
LG think setting poll bit doesn't have cost so not harm with current behaviour. 

-
Qualcomm agree with intent but think it should be left to implementation. Ericsson agree.

-
Nokia suggets a note saying that if 'PDCP PDUs are available for transmission then RLC buffer should not go empty'

=>
Confirmed that this is the expected behaviour but no need to capture in the spec as it is a UE implementation issue.
=>
CR not agreed.

R2-090498
UE behaviour when T_poll_retransmit expires
Samsung
CR
36.322
F

-
LG ask if all PDUs are acknowledge there is nothing in the buffer to retransmit. 
-
Qualcomm think it is related to the offline.
-
Ericsson this is independent from offline but it is only an optimisation. Samsung think the spec is broken as it requires UE to do something impossible.  Nokia think the situation never happens.

-
DoCoMo think it is functional change. If it were agreed it would be desirable to keep the old behaviour and permit the new behaviour as an option.

=>
Not agreed

Other

R2-090165
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Removal of RLC retransmission based on Local NACK
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090291
R2-090254
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
F

-
Ericsson think it was meant to relate to reordering so prefer to keep it.
-
Nokia is happy with CR but wonder if UM should be mentioned

=>
CR to be revised to correctly cover UM. Revision in R2-090726. 

R2-090726
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090268
Correction to Delivery of PDU
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.322
F

-
CATT new sentence starting 'When the...' is not correct. LG agree with the comment and suggest adding extra case. Ericsson think this part of the CR is not needed and other parts are not really essential.
-
Samsung agree it is correct but think it is already clear. Samsung think it is useful.
-
Nokia think it is not needed.

=>
Revision to be prepared to included only the first change (i.e. new sentence not required). Revision in R2-090727 agreed in principle

R2-090269
Correction to Pending state
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.322
F

-
Motorola think there is a difference between 'pending' and 'considered'
-
Samsung think 'has not been considered'. Interdigital agree and suggest 'is currently considered'.

-
Ericsson think the CR changes behaviour.

-
LG think pending needs clarification.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090294
Clarification on SO, SOstart, and SOend fields
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Ericsson support 0 based. Motorola, Panasonic, DoCoMo, Nokia, CATT
-
Qualcomm think RAN5 is a major concern and multiple test cases have assumed this.

-
DoCoMo think it originally starting from 0 and changed last meeting

-
LG opposed to proposal 1 as it affects implementation

-
Ericsson think the decision last time was arbitrary and now there are some reasons.

=>
Agree proposal 1

R2-090295
CR on SO, SOstart, and SOend fields (0-based)
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
F

-
still some (i.e. numbering starts at 1) still exist

=>
Revision to remove the 'i.e.'. Revision in R2-090728 agreed in principle

R2-090296
CR on SO, SOstart, and SOend fields (1-based)
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
F

-
not treated following agreement of R2-090294
R2-090341
Miscellaneous corrections to RLC specification
Motorola
CR
36.322
F

-
CATT thinks in 5.1 there should be an initial value for VR(UX) set to zero.

-
LG think it doesn't matter what the initial value of VR(UX) is. It is set T-reordering is started and set to the CR(UX) is set relevant sequence number

=>
Agreed and also agree to merge in the change from R2-090450. Revision in R2-090729 agreed in principle. 

R2-090350
Correction of reassembling UM RLC SDUs
CATT
CR
36.322
F

-
LG think behaviour is not changed by this CR and not necessary
-
Nokia support the CR

-
Samsung think it is not needed. DoCoMo agree.

-
Samsung think the implementation can avoid the unnecessary operation.

=>
Not agreed

R2-090450
Correction in section 7.3
Motorola
CR
36.322
D

=>
Agreed to merge change into revision of R2-090341 (R2-090729)
Late/not available

R2-090505
Handling error condition in RLC
Samsung
CR
36.322
F
withdrawn
6.1.3
PDCP (36.323)

6.1.3.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.
6.1.3.2
Other
R2-090164
Proposed CR to 36.323 on PDCP discard indication
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.323
F

-
Qualcomm ask if the behaviour is observable externally. LG think not observable
-
Ericsson think not impact behaviour only UE implementation. Motorola agree.

=>
Not agreed


R2-090200
Proposed CR with correction on PDCP function of maintaining SNs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
F

-
Ericsson think the 'also' could be removed. 
-
Qualcomm agree the intent and propos 2 sentences one form UM and AM. Ericsson also agree.

=>
Revision to remove rest of sentence after " maintenance of PDCP SNs ". Revision in R2-090777 agreed in principle

R2-090249
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.323
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.323
F

-
Motorola have input on direction and proposes to reference the SA3 spec. LG think we should reference the SA3 spec. ALU think no change is needed as SA3 will align to us.
-
eNB definition should be consistent across all spec. NSN confirm the correction definition is E-UTRAN node B so change is correct.
=>
Direction change is removed.
=>
Change in 4.3.2 is removed

=>
Revision with two changes above removed. Revision in R2-090778 agreed in principle.

R2-090447
Setting of the DIRECTION parameter
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

=>
Agreed and also agreed to merge in change from R2-090446. Revision in R2-090781 agreed in principle
R2-090339
Correction to data available for transmission after handover
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

-
Samsung have an input with same intent. 

=>
Not agreed
R2-090487
Corrections on BSR reporting and transmission/ retransmission after an Handover
Samsung
CR
36.323
F

-
Motorola agree with intent but it assumes there is always a PDCP status report.

-
Ericsson not clear that anything needs to be fixed.

-
Qualcomm think the cumulative retransmission should be captured but not about PDUs confirmed by lower layers.

-
Ericsson prefer the Motorola CR but not clear why the only is removed as it is needed for back to back handovers without data.

-
Nokia think neither CR is accurate but suggest some additional wording.

=>
Agreed that something is needed. Offline discussion to conclude how to word the final CR (based on Motorola or Samsung CR). Revision in R2-090779 (Motorola/Samsung). 
R2-090779
Correction to data available for transmission after handover
Motorola/Samsung
CR


36.323
F

-
Come back Friday
R2-090353
Minor issues on PDCP
CATT
CR
36.323
F

-
Ericsson think the change in 5.5.3
=>
Change 1 changed to just say " Each RB (i.e. DRB and SRB, except for SRB0) is associated with one PDCP entity "

=>
Change 4 not needed

=> 
Revision to address the 2 bullets above. Revision in R2-090780 agreed in principle

R2-090354
Discussion on the PDCP PDU buffer
CATT
Disc

-
Ericsson think it is clear from the text in 4.5. Samsung agree with Ericsson and beyond that it is implementation. Interdigital agree and also PDCP may not immediately deliver PDUs to lower layers. 
-
Interdigital expect that there can be implementation delay between the steps of the procedure so current spec does not require immediate delivery. Ericsson agree.

=>
Noted

R2-090355
Proposed CR to 36.323 on the PDCP PDU buffer
CATT
CR
36.323
F

-
not treated following discussion of R2-090354
R2-090446
Clarification: separate and independent ciphering and integrity algorithms
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

=> 
Change to be included in revision of R2-090447 (R2-090781)
R2-090449
Triggering of the PDCP Status Report
Motorola
CR
36.323
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-090249.
Late/not available
R2-090504
Data Available for transmission in PDCP
Samsung
CR
36.323
F

withdrawn
6.1.4
UE capabilities (36.306)

6.1.4.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
No contributions.
6.1.4.2
Other
L2 buffer sizes

R2-090214
Final values for L2 buffer sizes
Ericsson
CR
36.306
F

R2-090202
Proposed CR to confirm tentative L2 buffer sizes
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
F

L2 processing limitations

R2-090403
Limitations on PDCP/RLC SDU into MAC TB processing
NXP, STMicroelectronics, Infineon, Philips
Disc

R2-090290
Max number of MAC SDUs
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

R2-090215
L2 UE capability limitations
Ericsson, Nokia Corporation
Disc

R2-090499
Considerations on minimum number of PDCP SDUs per TTI
Samsung, ETRI, Marvel
Disc

Other

R2-090201
Proposed CR to remove the sections on MBMS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
F

R2-090453
Various Corrections
Motorola
CR
36.306
D

R2-090565
Proposed CR to update uplink transmit diversity (UE transmit antenna selection)
IPWireless
CR
36.306
F
R2-090483
Corrections on support of uplink transmit diversity
Samsung
CR
36.306
F

6.1.5
Model of the physical layer (36.302).
6.1.5.1
Status

Input from rapporteur only, e.g.  open issue list and rapporteur cleanup/corrections on non-controversial issues.
R2-090236
Reception of Simultaneous Physical Channels in Downlink
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
?
6.1.5.2
Other

No contributions.
Come back on Friday

CRs:

R2-090713
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occasion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
F

R2-090714
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
F

R2-090717
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
F

R2-090720
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR

R2-090721
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
F

R2-090776
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson, Motorola
CR
36.322
F

R2-090726
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
F

R2-090785
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc
CR
36.321
F

R2-090779
Correction to data available for transmission after handover
Motorola/Samsung
CR

RRC TPs:

R2-090709
RRC TP on SPS implicit release values
Qualcomm

Issues:

R2-090694
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson
CR
36.321
F

-
Original tdoc R2-090207
-
Discuss logical channels that can use T-C-RNTI on Friday with CP session, i.e. can msg4 sent with T-C-RNTI carry DCCH and DTCH as well as CCCH.
R2-090369
Consideration of DRX and SPS Alignment
Research In Motion Limited
Disc

-
Offline discussion (RIM) of proposal that "The UE only detects the UL and DL SPS activation/reconfiguration/release during a DRX On-duration. "

R2-090343
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
F

-
Offline discussion (Motorola)
Liaisons:

R2-090691
Draft LS to RAN1 on ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps
CATT

R2-090718
Draft LS to RAN1 on Changing P-RNTI value
Ericsson
R2-090786
Draft LS to RAN1 on ACK to UL SPS explicit release
RIM

Email discussions:
Email discussion on UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling (related to R2-090390). CR in R2-090724 can be discussed as part of this discussion. Rapporteur Sunplus. Deadline Friday before submission deadline.

Email discussion on RAN1/RAN2 spec conflict re TA setting at random access (related to R2-090546). Rapporteur Samsung (SK). Deadline Friday before submission deadline.
Email discussion to conclude how timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC (related to R2-090127). Focus on timer values likely to be reconfigured. Aim to produce CR for next meeting. Rapporteur Ericsson (Magnus).  Deadline Friday before submission deadline.
Email discussion on HARQ RTT Timer for ACK/NACK repetition in DRX for TDD (related to R2-090569). CR is contained in R2-090730. Rapporteur CMCC.
Tdocs not allocated

788-795 not allocated
689, 712, 716 withdrawn













