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Statistics/Executive Summary
TSG RAN WG2 #65 was held in Athens, Greece, co-located with RAN WG1, WG3, WG4 and WG5 two weeks before TSG RAN #43. The RAN WG2 meeting was split in 3 parallel sessions: LTE user plane (UP) Tue-Thu (see section 6.1/Annex A or R2-091854), LTE control plane (CP) Tue-Thu (see section 6.2/Annex B or R2-091907) and UTRA session Mon-Thu (see section 7). Common parts were treated on Mon and Fri.
· 152 participants (registered before the meeting: 170)
· 1089 Tdocs allocated with actual 1019 available contributions
· 35 incoming liaison statements (5 related to UTRA, 30 related to LTE/E-UTRA): 5 of them postponed
· 12 outgoing liaison statements (4 related to UTRA, 12 related to LTE) plus 1 LS under email approval
· 16 email discussions scheduled after RAN2 #65 (plus email discussions of WI status reports)
· Among xxx change requests (CRs) in total: xxx CRs (xxx for UTRA, xxx for LTE) agreed
Note:
The sequence in which the different topics appear in this report is related to the agenda of the meeting. However, the Tdocs do not necessarily appear in the sequence as they were treated in the meeting.

1
Opening of the meeting

TSG RAN WG2 chairman Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Samsung) opened the meeting RAN WG2 #65 on Monday morning 09.02.2009 at 09:00 o'clock.

On behalf of the host (EF3) Pasquale Di Viesti (Vodafone) welcomed the delegates to Athens and explained organisational issues.
RAN WG2 meeting rooms:
Main RAN2 room:
Ballroom 1 (floor -2), planned for 180 participants, Mon-Fri

First ad hoc room:
Delta-Sigma (floor -2), for 50 participants, Mon-Thu

2nd ad hoc room:

Ypsilon 4-5 (floor -1), for 80 people, Tue-Thu
Other RAN WGs:
same location: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4, RAN5.
1.1
Call for IPR

Gert-Jan van Lieshout (TSG RAN WG2 chairman) made the following call for IPRs and reminded the delegates of their obligations with respect to IPRs:
	The attention of the delegates of this Working Group is drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of. 

The delegates were asked to take note that they were hereby invited:

· to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the work of 3GPP.

· to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).


NOTE:
IPRs may be declared to the Director-General or Chairman of the SDO, but not to the RAN2 chairmen.
2
Agenda / Organisation
2.1
Proposed Agenda
R2-090870:
Proposed agenda for RAN2 #65, Athens, Greece, 09.02.-13.02.2009
Samsung (RAN2 chairman)

=>
Approved
Further comments from the RAN WG2 chairman:

-
Thanks for timely submission of documents (well …..still some exceptions...).

-
Still some improvements needed with respect to completeness/correctness of information provided in ADN (automatic document numbering tool) Tdoc requests (some statistics were shown).

Schedule as it was finally carried out:

	Day
	Main RAN2 room
	1st ad hoc room
	2nd ad hoc room

	Monday Morning before coffee break
	Joint LTE & UTRA:

AI 1 - 3;
AI 5.1 LSin;
AI 5.2 In principle agreed CRs 36.300;
AI 5.3.1 Security issues
	-
	-

	Monday Morning after coffee break
	Joint LTE:

AI 5.4 L1/2 control in RRC
	UTRA:
AI 7.1 LSin, 
AI 7.2 In principle agreed CRs

AI 7.3 REL-7/earlier CRs
	-

	Monday Afternoon
	Joint LTE:

AI 5.5 Other LTE general issues;
AI 6.3 eNode B measurements (36.314)
	UTRA:
AI 7.5 REL-8 ASN.1 Review
	-

	Monday >16:15
	Joint LTE & UTRA:

AI 4.1-4.3 UMTS/LTE common aspects
	-
	-

	Tuesday
	LTE CP:

6.2.1.1-6.2.1.5 RRC (36.331)
	UTRA:
AI 7.3 REL-7/earlier CRs cont.
AI 7.4.1 Improved L2 for UL

AI 7.4.2 CS voice service over HSPA
AI 7.4.9 Support of UTRA HNB
	LTE UP:

AI 6.1.1.2 MAC (36.321);

AI 6.1.1.3 MAC (36.321);

AI 6.1.1.9 MAC (36.321)

	Wednesday
	LTE CP:

AI 6.2.1.5 – 6.2.1.9 RRC (36.331)
	UTRA:
AI 7.4.3 Enhanced UL for CELL_FACH State in FDD
AI 7.4.4 Enhanced UE DRX
AI 7.4.5 Enhanced CELL_FACH state in 1.28 Mcps TDD
AI 7.4.6 Mobility between UMTS and LTE
AI 7.4.7 HSPA VoIP to WCDMA/GSM CS continuity
	LTE UP:

AI 6.1.1.4 – 6.1.1.7 MAC (36.321);
AI 6.1.1.8 MAC (36.321);
AI 6.1.1.10 MAC (36.321)
AI 6.1.2 RLC (36.322)

AI 6.1.3.2 PDCP (36.323)

	Thursday 
	LTE CP:

AI 6.2.2 Cell selection & reselection (36.304);
Left-overs from LTE CP that can be solved in LTE CP session alone
	UTRA:

AI 7.4.8 HS-DSCH Serving Cell Change Enhancements
AI 7.4.11 TEI8
AI 7.4.12 Other REL-8 topics
AI 7.6 LSout UTRA
	LTE UP:

AI 6.1.3.3 PDCP (36.323);
Left-overs from LTE UP that can be solved in LTE UP session alone

	Friday
	Joint LTE & UTRA:

AI 8 Leftovers from LTE CP/LTE UP sessions;
AI 6.1.4 UE capabilities (36.306)

AI 6.1.5 Model of the physical layer (36.302)
AI 9 Outgoing LTE liaisons

AI 10 AoB
	-
	-


Not treated agenda items (AI):

None

Agenda items without input documents:

2.2 Other
5.4.1 L1/2 control in RRC: General
5.4.4 L1/2 control in RRC: RLC
6.1.1.1 MAC (36.321): Status
6.1.2.1 RLC (36.322): Status
6.1.3.1 PDCP (36.323): Status

6.1.4.1 UE capabilities (36.306): Status

6.1.4.3 UE capabilities (36.306): Other
6.1.5.1 Model of the physical layer (36.302): Status

6.2.2.1 Cell selection & re-selection (36.304): Status

7.4.10 Support for Additional Navigation Satellite Systems (ANSS) for LCS
2.2
Other

No contributions.

RAN2 chairman checked: Who is going to SA2 meeting for H(e)NB in Budapest? Just a very few RAN2 delegates.
3
Minutes of the previous meeting/reporting from other meetings
R2-090871:
Draft report of RAN2 #64bis, Ljubljana, Slovenia, 12.01.-16.01.2009
ETSI MCC Report
=>
Comments to be provided until Thursday of the meeting. No coments were received. Final version in R2-091923

R2-091923:
Report of RAN2 #64bis, Ljubljana, Slovenia, 12.01.-16.01.2009
ETSI MCC Report
=>
Agreed
4
UMTS/LTE common aspects
Contributions submitted under this agenda item will be handled in a joint UMTS/LTE session. Documents should focus on Stage-2 aspects common for both UTRAN and E-UTRAN.
4.1
Inter-RAT mobility UMTS<->LTE
Note that stage-3 proposals specific for UMTS should be submitted under 7.4.6, and specific for LTE under  6.2.1.6.


=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 3] Inter-RAT UE capability transfer (Ericsson)

Email: Inter-RAT UE capability transfer

R2-091289:
Summary of [64b: 3] Inter-RAT UE capability transfer
Ericsson
Report

=> Updated before presentation in R2-091511
R2-091511:
Summary of [64b: 3] Inter-RAT UE capability transfer
Ericsson
Report

-
ALU wonders what the main drawbacks are for alternative 0 ? Ericsson explains unnecessary signalling. ALU would have been fine with alt 0, but is also ok to go with alt3 if that is the consensus.

-
Huawei asked about the UTRAN->GERAN case ? Is the START also zero ? NSN thinks we do not touch that case. So no problem for UTRAN->GERAN->UTRAN

-
However we also have the case of LTE->GERAN->UTRAN, then the UE might always show up with START== 0.  Question is whether this is a security problem. 

-
GERAN can ask for the UE capability, but normally it will not if it received the UE capability already. It seems that if there is a security problem with this solution, we could specify LTE should not sent UMTS capabilities to GERAN. NSN thinks anyway GERAN could potentially make some enhancements.

-
Some discussion on UMTS1->LTE->GERAN->UMTS1. Could you be using the same keys in UMTS1 and UMTS2 ?

=>
Will go for alternative 3. Still need to study this LTE->GERAN->UTRAN case which might in the worst case mean that LTE should not forward UMTS capabilities to GERAN.
R2-091131:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(3563)
- F

=> Updated before presentation in R2-091510

R2-091510:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
25.331
3563
- F

=>
Some editorial correction (Ericsson detected)

=>
Last editor comment should be removed
=>
Will see update in R2-091618 CR3563R1

R2-091618:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
25.331
3563 R1 F

=>
Agreed

R2-091489:
Make ue-SecurityCapabilityInfo conditional Ericsson
=>
Withdrawn
R2-091290:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
(0068)
- F

=> Updated before presentation in R2-091512
R2-091512:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
0068
- F

-
NSN still has some editorial comments. Can be provided offline.

=>
ALU thinks we should also indicate that the uploading of the capabilities can happen at other times, e.g. after handover.

=>
In figure 18.1, in both up and downloading we should use the UECapabilityInformation message for the transport (i.e. the inter-Node message).

=>
Will see update in R2-091619 CR0068R1
R2-091619:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
0068 R1 F

-
Samsung indicated that in some figures the container structure is not complete correct.

-
Samsung points out that 3rd issue under 19.2.2.5.6-5 could impact ASN.1. NSN thinks MME merges.

=>
Will see update in R2-091911

R2-091911:
UE capability transfer upon handover to E-UTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
0068 R2 F

=>
Agreed
=>
Should sent LS to SA3, Cc: SA2, GERAN to inform about status and indicate potential security issue and indicate we have potential solution in R2-091620
Dedicated priority inheritance
R2-091418:
Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
Disc

-
Samsung wonders if the timer will continue at inter-RAT handover ? NTT DCM indicates this is the proposal. TMO shares the NTT DCM understanding, but this should already be sufficiently clear from the specifications.

-
Nokia thinks that maybe this should imply that we have the same names ? Can think abou this for the future.

-
CATT agrees with NTT DCM that it is good to clarify this.

-
CATT wonders what happens at PLMN change ? Then the list is not inherited ? TMO indicates that 36.304 clearly indicates that you clear the dedicated priorities when the registered PLMN changes.

What about CDMA ? 

-
Since we don’t have reselection between UMTS and CDMA, UMTS “does not care”.

-
What about CDMA<->LTE ? NSN thinks the dedicated reselection priorities so far do not apply to CDMA. NSN assumes we can leave it as not applicable for CDMA. Huawei agrees with this. Also Samsung shares this view. The system selection in CDMA is quite different and not defined in L2.

-
NTT DCM wonders if this means that at 3GPP->CDMA->3GPP the priorities have been lost ? 

=>
Inheritance not applicable from/to CDMA.

=>
Agree on proposal 1 and 2, and look at detailed CR’s.

R2-091420:
Draft CR to 25.304 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
25.304
(0195)
-
F

-
TMO sees no strong need for this, but if we want to clarify a simpler wording should be possible.

-
QC wonders if both inbound to and outbound mobility from UTRAN are intended to addressed ? Main intention is to cover the outbound case. Can try to clarify this.

-
CATT thinks that maybe it is sufficient to only cover inbound case. As long as both 25.304 and 36.304 do that it should be ok.

-
Should also do this for GERAN, so timer for GERAN should be included.

=>
Should cover both inbound and outbound cases (or only one of the two if that is sufficiently clear), and try to make text simpler, and cover GERAN case in R2-091621 CR0195

R2-091621:
Draft CR to 25.304 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
25.304
0195
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091421:
Draft CR to 25.331 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
25.331
(3610)
-
F

=>
Nokia thinks it should be made clear that the timer is started with the “left-over value” and not just restarted.

-
Nokia thinks also some clarification is required due to that not the whole variable is inherited. Nokia assumes only the priorities are inherited ? NTT DCM agrees that only the “inheritable” parameters should be inherited.  NTT DCM would prefer to stay with a generic statement. TMO agrees. It should be clear that e.g. thresholds are not inherited but taken from broadcast. 

=>
Will clarify that “left-over time” and priorities are inherited.

-
Ericsson thinks the change to 13.4.15c would be better placed in the inter-RAT handover to UTRAN procedure.  NTT DCM indicates this is for idle mode reselection.

-
Samsung indicates that the stop condition in the table does not include the PLMN change.

=>
Should be included as stop condition.

-
Nokia wonders if these priorities have to be transported in the network ? NTT DCM indicates this is IDLE mode, so there is no network signalling. If an operator does not “trust” his other RAT, he could configure the TAC such that a TAU would always be performed at RAT change. However in case of ISR the TAU should not be there and the inheriting is the solution.

=>
Should see an update in R2-091623 CR3610

R2-091623:
Draft CR to 25.331 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
25.331
3610
-
F

-
Nokia thinks some further updates might be required, but can be done at the next meeting.

=>
Agreed

R2-091426:
Draft CR to 36.304 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.304
(0066)
-
F

=>
Will see update in R2-091624 CR0066 based on similar comments as to R2-091420

R2-091624:
Draft CR to 36.304 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.304
0066
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091428:
Draft CR to 36.331 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.331
(0130)
-
F

=>
CATT thinks that also section 5.3.3.4 to reflect that dedicated priorities are not necessarily received in idleModeMobilityControlInfo. Can rephrase to a general sentence e.g. “store in idle mode info”.

=>
Same comment on the inheriting/restarting.

=>
Should clarify what is inherited. 

=>
Should see update in R2-091625 CR0130

R2-091625:
Draft CR to 36.331 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.331
0130
-
F

-
NTT DCM clarifies that the FFS for GERAN is only on the name.

=>
CATT wonders if this place is correct ? You don’t receive this IE in the inter-RAT case. NTT DCM explains there is no other good place. CATT assumes that maybe 36.304 is sufficient.

=>
CATT points out that there is also a sentence in 5.3.3.4 that needs to be updated (second bullet 1)
=>
We will see update in R2-091921 CR0130 R1 => Before presentation update to R2-091926 CR0130 R2
R2-091926:
Draft CR to 36.331 on Inheriting of dedicated priorities at inter-RAT reselection
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.331
0130
R2
F

=>
Agreed

=>
Should sent LS to GERAN to inform them about this progress in R2-091622

Other

R2-091519:
A potential problem with dedicated cell reselection priorities
Proposal 1

-
Nokia shares this understanding. Ericsson would like to think about this.

Proposal 2

-
CATT thinks that the S-criteria should always take the Ec/I0 into account. Also for priority based reselection.

-
NTT DCM understands that in priority based reselection, only RSCP is used for reselection comparison.

-
Nokia assumes that in priority based intra-freq reselection only the RSCP is used for reselection triggers, but in addition the suitability has to be checked based on RSCP and Ec/I0.

=>
Nokia thinks that intra-freq we always use legacy rules in UMTS (priority does not apply intra-freq.) This is the common understanding.

Proposal 3

-
NTT DCM wonders about figure 3, whether the UE would consider F2 or not even though it is absent in broadcast ? So is either legacy is applied or F2 is not considered ?

-
TMO thinks the problem can be avoided by appropriate setting of the network configuration e.g. only camping on one layer in UMTS, ….

=>
Discussion can be continued offline. If clear way forward is reached, can revisit on Friday.

Not available /Too late
R2-091348
Discussion of handling of dedicated priorities on inter-RAT change
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

=>
Withdrawn
4.2
Home-(e)NB
Only stage-2 proposals will be discussed here. Note that stage-3 proposals specific for UMTS should be submitted under 7.4.9, and specific for LTE under 6.2.1/6.2.2.

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 2]  CSG related cell reselection details (QC)

Email: Cell reselection for CSG

R2-091211:
Email discussion report [64b_2] Cell reselection for CSG)
Qualcomm Europe
Report
Section 0.2.1: any concerns on the way forward ?

=>
Will for UMTS specifying a default value of 0dB for cells not included in system information

-
Nokia only proposes this for intra-freq. For inter-freq it should be the strongest cell.
LTE: intra-freq macro->CSG

-
Nokia wonders how the UE knows it is an acceptable cell ? It has to first check the cell based on autonomous search.

-
TMO wonders why we use autonomous search for intra-freq ? This is because the UE should first check whether the CSG is allowed.

-
Ericsson wonders a UE on a good enough cell which stopped all intra-freq measurement, should you still be able to reselect to an intra-freq home cell ?  Probably not so important because anyway probably the UE cannot stay on the home-cell if the serving macro cell is so good.

-
Panasonic wonders if autonomous search is triggered even if serving cell is very good ? Yes for inter-freq.

LTE: inter-freq macro->CSG

-
What happens if multiple frequencies have a suitable CSG cell as highest ranked cell ? This should not be a concern for macro->CSG case, but more for CSG->CSG case.

Allowed CSG to allowed CSG: inter-freq

-
Is autonomous search active when camped on a CSG cell ? 

-
Vdf assumes that as long as the CSG cell is suitable, there is no reason to look anywhere else.

-
TMO thinks cell reselection between cells of the same CSG, autonomous search otherwise. Ericsson thinks reselection coud be applied for all allowed CSG’s.

-
Ericsson/Vdf think CSG to CSG is quite rare. So probably we can rule out inter-frequency reselection.

-
QC wonders what the gain is of not performing autonomous search when the UE is camping on a CSG cell ? Will make network configuration potentially more complex. TMO assumes that anyway autonomous search is not that performant.

-
Huawei wonders if blacklist can really be used ? Black list is common for all cells.

-
Samsung thinks that autonomous search be used.
UMTS:

-
Nokia explains that for intra-freq and inter-freq also autonomous search is required because of non-listed CSG cells. (operator choice)

-
Question is what are the rules when camping in an E-UTRAN home cell for finding an allowed UMTS CSG cell ?

	Agreements:

LTE

Macro->Allowed CSG cell:

•
Intra-freq: 
- UE shall reselect to the highest ranked cell
- If not allowed, ignore IFRI and reselect to second best and so on


•
Inter-freq: 
- UE performs autonomous search and checks suitability of highest ranked cells on a frequency
- UE shall reselect irrespective of serving cell priority if suitable CSG cell is highest ranked on frequency (can take the first frequency which meets this)

Allowed CSG->Allowed CSG cell:

•
Intra-freq: 
- UE shall reselect to the highest ranked cell
- If not allowed, ignore IFRI and reselect to second best and so on
- Irrespective of same or different CSG


•
Inter-freq: 
 -  Normal cell reselection applies to listed frequencies (mainly intended for macro)
 -  Inter-freq CSG to CSG is based on autonomous search if the frequency is not listed. 
   In this case, if 2 highest ranked allowed CSG cells on 2 different frequencies, UE 
   implementation chooses which one to take.


UMTS

Macro->Allowed CSG cell:

•
Intra-freq
- Autonomous search because CSG cell might not be listed; defaults for non-listed cells
- UE shall reselect to the highest ranked cell

•
Inter-freq: 
- Autonomous search because CSG cell might not be listed 
- UE shall reselect to the strongest cell on frequency

Allowed CSG ->Allowed CSG cell:

    - normal cell reselection rules apply for macro and listed CSG cells

    - other CSG cells are only found by autonomous search. In this case, if 2 highest ranked allowed CSG cells on 2 different frequencies, UE implementation chooses which one to take.

Across RAT
CSG->CSG and macro->CSG

· is always based on autonomous search.


=>
Will see CR update for 25.304 in R2-091681 CR?? in UMTS session

=>
Will see CR update for 36.304 in R2-091682 CR0058 on Friday

R2-0901682:
CSG reselection changes in 36.304

Section 5.2.4.8.1

=>
TMO wonders why there is a “may” for inter-RAT ? This should be a “shall” ? QC agrees.

=>
Also should not use “more suitable”. Should add an “s” behind “cell”

Is there any autonomous search aspect for intra-freq ? 

-
TMO clarifies that there is an autonomous search aspect in ignoring cells intra-freq, e.g. on PCI split or fingerprint area.

-
QC thinks that autonomous search could also be used for intra-freq to ignore measurement rules, so that you would find a HeNB earlier.

-
Nokia thinks we could allow it intra-freq, but there is no mandatory need for the UE to use it.

=>
Will add a sentence indicating that the UE may also use autonomous searcg intra-freq e.g. to ignore certain PCI’s.

=>
Nokia would prefer some reformulation of the second paragraph, so that it is clear that the UE is not required to check the CSG-Id before intra-freq reselection

=>
Motorola would prefer to change “other freq” to “non-servig frequencies” in the first line.

=>
Inter-freq cases should address the case of a single inter-freq carrier with a highest ranked cell. Can make 2 separate sentences/paragraphs.

Section 5.2.4.8.2

=>
Nokia wonders if the 3rd paragraph is correct; does the highest priority apply for another frequency in normal reselection ? Maybe autonomous search is the only way to go inter-freq. Proposal would be to remove the yellow part from the 3rd paragraph. QC thinks then the whole paragraph can be removed.
Maybe remove

=>
Allow autonomous search on listed frequencies is allowed.

=>
Nokia wonders what “detect” means ? Can put this in context.

=>
Can think about clarification for inter-RAT, but in principle 25.304 applies

=>
It was clarified that the autonomous search function will also check the CSG-Id. For suitability. Will clarify this also.

-
It was also clarified that the autonous search function is ongoing in parallel to the normal cell reselection

-
CATT wonders if we need to reference to GERAN. QC clarifies there is no CSG concept in GERAN.

=>
Will see update after lunch in R2-091916 CR0058 R1=>  Updated before presentation in R2-091938

R2-091938:
CSG reselection changes in 36.304 CR058 R2

-
The decision “Allow autonomous search on listed frequencies is allowed.” is not captured in 5.2.4.8.2

=>
Should make clear that the second paragraph of 5.2.4.8.2. is not limited to non-listed frequencies,

=>
CR is agreed with this change in R2-091943 CR058 R3
R2-091147:
Cell reselection from Macro to CSG cell
Alcatel-Lucent, T-Mobile
CR 36.304
(0054)
- F

R2-091129:
Cell reselection from Macro to CSG cell
Alcatel-Lucent, T-Mobile
CR 25.304
(0188)
- F
Limiting manual search
R2-091128:
UE autonomous search function for CSG cells
Ericsson
Disc

-
Huawei wonders if there is really a problem with the power used for this background search ? Ericsson thinks that based on PLMN search, this power might be a problem (scanning period 6 min) and be reduced by 20-40%.

-
Huawei indicates that for Rel-9 SA1 has agreed to remove the restriction to the rPLMN. So this would only be a temporary solution. QC thinks this is applicable to manual search.

-
Huawei prefer not to have this mechanism.

-
TMO would assume that the autonomous search has stored information on e.g. PCI/PSC and frequency of the home cell. So then this mechanism does not bring any gain. This mechanism would only bring gains if something has changed in the configuration.

-
Panasonic thinks that for autonomous search no additional mechanism is needed.

-
Panasonic sees it might be beneficial to limit frequencies for manual search.

-
QC assumes that this might not be needed in the Rel-8 timeframe.

=>
Noted (no support for Rel-8)

R2-091106:
Note on UE measurements to search for CSG cells Ericsson CR 25.304 (0187) – F

=>
Noted (related to same discussion)
R2-091130:
UE autonomous search function for CSG cells
Ericsson CR36.331 (0081) – F

=>
Noted (related to same discussion)
Other

R2-091127:
CSG Cell status selection/reselection behaviour
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
TMO agrees in principle with the proposals, but wonders if the additional text is needed because that is the basis of the IFRI ?

-
RIM indicates that at least in the past, in UMTS the IFRI can only be set if the cell is barred. TMO agrees that this is true.

-
QC thinks that from an allowed CSG cell, the IFRI should not be ignored. TMO agrees with this: e.g. there might be temporary reasons to barr the cell.

=>
IFRI is ignored on CSG cells (UMTS and LTE): 


- if non-allowed CSG cell, the UE is always allowed to select another cell on carrier


- if allowed CSG cell which is barred, the UE is always allowed to select other cell on 
  carrier

R2-091148:
Clarification on Intra-frequency Cell Reselection Indicator for CSG cell Alcatel-Lucent CR 36.304 (0055) – F

=>
Should highlight that the indentation is changed.

=>
Should remove “selection”; should say that “and the UE is allowed to reselect another cell on the same frequency”

=>
Should see update CR in R2-091683 CR055 => Later merged in R2-091862

=>
Should be included also in baseline 25.304 CR which was agreed in last meeting. Update of R2-090900 can be provided in R2-091684 CR0186R1, for UMTS session
R2-091213:
PCI range and CSG ID interaction
HUAWEI
Disc

-
TMO thinks this is a Rel-9 discussion.

-
Huawei is fine with that. So it means that a Rel-8 UE will not be able to report a CSG/home-NB name from a “hybrid cell”.

-
RIM assumes that the PSC/PCI split might not be relevant typically if the UE has not read the PSC/PCI split from that frequency.

-
TMO thinks it is clear that we have alternative 1: a Rel-8 UE might only find closed cells.

-
Panasonic thinks alt1 is current way, but it would be allowed not to use split information for autonomous search.

=>
Will try to find agreement in offline discussion.

=>
Huawei reported for the offline discussion: No agreement could be reached offline and the status is a bit unclear. Offline discussion will continue.

-
Motorola wonders if this is a Release 8 discussion ? If so, Motorola would prefer an online email discussion. If it is clear that we only have normal open cells and closed CSG cells, there is no real reason to discuss this for Rel-8.

-
NSN thinks that in Rel-8, we can only have alternative 1. IDT shares this understanding. NTT DCM supports this view for Rel-8. TMO agrees.

-
QC thinks it would be good to study the forward compatibility in more detail, and would prefer an open email discussion.

=>
Manual/autonomous search will only find CSG-Id’s of CSG cells (i.e. cells with the CSG indicator bit set to TRUE)

R2-091466:
Mandatory CSG features
Panasonic, NTT DOCOMO
Disc
-
Proposal is that the minimum set would cover the features required by a UE with an empty allowed CSG list. 

-
Nokia indicates that for UTRAN, enhanced UTRA homeNB mobility is in total optional (RP-080748). So minimum set for UTRA is the legacy behaviour.  TMO agrees with this but every Rel-8 UE shall check CSG-indicator for suitability. QC agrees with this. Huawei has the same understanding. Ericsson agrees with this. Nokia wonders if this is really true (where is this documented ?)

-
AT&T in general supports this contribution. 

-
TIM wonders what the benefit is of making part of the functionality optional ?  Panasonic thinks this could ease UE implementation and UE testing.

-
TMO thinks that we should not make this functionality optional so late. TMO would like to see this as an intregral part of the LTE specification. Vdf agrees with this. Huawei also agrees with this. Nokia also agrees with this but then there should be networks supporting this so that it can be tested.

-
If we would have a bit in the FeatureGroupSupport list, then we definitely need to define a minimum set.

-
NEC supports the proposal, but assumes no capability is needed (only IDLE mode).

-
NTT DCM thinks full CSG support has never really been agreed as a mandatory feature. Question is whether support for “allowed CSG list” is a mandatory feature for Rel-8. But this might be more a NAS issue.

UMTS:

-
Nokia wonders why we care since we anyway have legacy UE’s.

-
TMO assumes checking the CSG indicator is the minimum. We should see TAU load improvements asap.

	Agreements:

LTE

- We agree that all CSG featured not related to “allowed CSG list” are mandatory (i.e. minimum set) i.e. the list as identified by the Panasonic contribution (R2-091466).

- Other CSG features are also mandatory unless otherwise decided by RAN.

UMTS

- FFS if there is a “minimum set” e.g. containing check the CSG-indicator for suitability

- Clear that not all CSG functionality is mandatory (based on RAN). Large part is optional


Not available/too late:

R2-091214
Proposed way forward for cell reslection with CSG cells
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

4.3
Other

Any other common issues. including proposals on Rel-8 maturity bit signalling.

R2-091110:
Corrections to feature group support indicators
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331 (0077)
- F
=>
Italics should be used for IE names

=>
CATT thinks that also the case of sending the information in GERAN/UTRAN should be covered (so not only refer to UECapabilityInformation message).

=>
Further updates also assumed necessary related to not signalling/signalling this information

=>
Will see update in R2-091689 CR0077

R2-091689:
Corrections to feature group support indicators
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331 0077
- F
=>
Motorola wonders if we should not state: “If the optional IE featureGroupIndicators IE is not included by a later release UE”. 

=> 
Should update sentence to “(i.e. if any one of the functionalities for a feature group listed in Table E.1 have not been implemented or tested)”

=>
Last sentence should be updated to say that the UE supports all features covered by this featuresupportIndicator and deployed in this network are supported.

	Consensus:

This CR does no imply any mandatory functionality for Rel-9 UE’s, and this will have to be discussed separately later.


=>
Will see CR update with 3 changes in R2-091924 CR0077 R1
R2-091924:
Corrections to feature group support indicators
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331 0077 R1 F
=>
Agreed

R2-091353:
EUTRA Feature Group Support Indicators in UTRA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3594)
-
F

-
Ericsson wonders why 4 bits would be sufficient ? NSN thinks NTT DCM only proposed 4 bits in plenary. Ericsson thinks in RAN-plenary we only identified 2 groups containing in total 4 features. However do we not need a possibility to extend this later ? Nokia has not performed any additional analysis.

-
Samsung wonders if we have something similar in GERAN ? Ericsson agrees that something similar is needed in GERAN.

=>
Agreed with adding CR number to cover page in R2-091690 CR3594

R2-091354:
EUTRA Feature Group Support Indicators in UTRA (Annex)
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3595)
-
F

-
Nokia clarifies that all changes proposed in R2-091110 are already included in this CR.

-
Ericsson thinks maybe we do not have to specify this optional presence for 4 bits. Could decide to always include this information for LTE.

-
NSN thinks the same behaviour could be applied as what will be agreed for LTE.

=>
Can see updated text proposal and see update in R2-091691 CR3595
R2-091691:
EUTRA Feature Group Support Indicators in UTRA (Annex)
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
3595
-
F

=> 
Should update sentence to “(i.e. if any one of the functionalities for a feature group listed in Table E.1 have not been implemented or tested)”

=>
Last sentence should be updated to say that the UE supports all features covered by this featuresupportIndicator and deployed in this network are supported.

=>
Same correction  “from a later release UE” should be made here

=>
We see update in R2-091925 CR3595 R1
R2-091925:
EUTRA Feature Group Support Indicators in UTRA (Annex)
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
3595
R1
F

-
The “and deployed in the network” was clarified to be present because not all features wil be supported by future UE’s.

=>
Agreed
5
LTE General

Under this agenda item we discuss Stage-2 issues, and also issues that are too general (e.g. impacting multiple protocols) or important (e.g. major impact on other groups) to be discussed in the CP / UP sessions separately.

5.1
Incoming LS to LTE

LTE/UMTS

Inter-RAT mobility
R2-090874:
LS on Conveying E-UTRAN Radio Access Capabilities Information


(G2-090110; to: CT1; cc: RAN2, SA2; contact: Ericssson)
GERAN2
REL-8
GELTE


no RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-090880:
Response LS to GP-081958 = R2-090016 on Harmonisation of the absolute priority cell reselection parameters


(R4-090396; to: GERAN; cc: RAN2; contact: NSN)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


no RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted (no action for us), no LS answer
R2-090885:
LS on Sequence Number Handling


(S2-090783; to: GERAN2, RAN2, CT1, CT4; cc: -; contact: NSN)
SA2
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-
“delivery order required” not used in EPS ?

-
“lossless UTRAN PDCP” avoidance in EPS ?

-
acknowledged mode GERAN LLC avoidance in EPS ?

-
ALU wonders what is meant with data forwarding during RAU/TAU ? Also what is meant by RAU/TAI for active mode UE’s ? During handovers we will have forwarding so that is not up for discussion ?

=>
LS not fully understood. Will come back when more background information is available. NSN can prepare response LS in R2-091520
R2-090887:
LS related to R2-090761 on RAU/TAU following inter-RAT handover


(S2-090805; to: GERAN2, RAN2, CT1; cc: RAN3; contact: Vodafone)
SA2
REL-8 LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-
NSN indicates that the TAU is required to sent the P-TMSI to the UE which is already assigned by the SGSN but not yet provided to the UE (annex B 43.129)

-
NSN assumes GERAN will reply

=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-090894:
Follow up LS to S3-081589 = R2-090008 in reply to R2-090845 on preventing inter-RAT HO for UE with SIM access


(S3-090298; to: CT4, CT1, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
SA3
REL-8 LTE-L23


note: RAN2 #64bis answered S3-081589 = R2-090008 in R2-090845;


RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no LS answer (will anyway keep the UE based solution in parallel)
Other
R2-090886:
Reply LS to C1-085549 = R2-090012 on Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS


(S2-090797; to: CT1; cc: RAN2; contact: Nokia)
SA2
REL-8
ICSRA


IMS Centralized Service Control (ICSRA);


no RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted; only UMTS impact (UTRAN session can work on reply to original CT1 LS)

R2-090888:
LS on necessary work for Service Specific Access Control


(S2-090809; to: CT1, SA1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
SA2
REL-9
SSAC


Service Specific Access Control (SSAC);


no explicit RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-090892:
Reply LS to R2-09837 on Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN


(S3-090290; to: SA1, CT1; cc: RAN2; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
SA3
REL-8
ETWS


no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

-
So from RAN2 perspective we will always forward primary/secondary notification to NAS, also in any cell state camping.

-
QC wonders where this “selective” behaviour will be described if we always pass this information to NAS ? NTT DCM assumes this would be SA2. Panasonic assumes CT1 will capture this.

=>
Should take into account in our work

=>
Will sent small reply indicating we will not capture this selective behaviour and indicate our assumption that CT1 will capture this. R2-091521 will be drafted by Qualcomm.
LTE

Security
R2-090889:
Response LS to R2-087440 on Downlink integrity failure handling


(S3-090267; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
SA3
REL-8
LTE-L23


no RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no LS answer (can be considered for Rel-9)
R2-090890:
LS on protection of RRC messages


(S3-090270; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia)
SA3
REL-8
LTE-L23


RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no LS answer (several inputs available)
R2-090891:
Reply LS to R2-087430 on Security parameter handling


(S3-090277; to: RAN2, RAN3; cc: CT1; contact: NSN)
SA3
REL-8
LTE-L23


no explicit RAN2 action requested;
-
Ericsson wonders when there is a real problem NCC of 2 bits ?  NTT DCM thinks it could be related to cancelled S1 handovers (always new NCC to an eNB at S1 handover). Potentially this problem can also happen when subsequent X2 handovers have to happen fast before a PATH SWITCH ACK was received by the eNB ? ALU wonders if this problem is really realistic.

-
Ericsson is still a bit concerned about future safety of not having eKSI.
=>
Noted, no LS answer (contributions available)

R2-090893:
LS on change of term from Cached to Native


(S3-090291; to: CT1, CT4, RAN2, RAN3; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
SA3
REL- LTE-L23


no explicit RAN2 action requested;
-
QC assumes we do not mention cached in our specs.

=>
Noted, no LS answer
Other
R2-090875:
Response LS to R4-083298 = R2-090026 on radio link monitoring


(R1-090538; to: RAN4; cc: RAN2; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


no RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-090877:
Reply LS to R2-087406 on SPS explicit release


(R1-090543; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Panasonic)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


no explicit RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-090878:
LS on undefined LTE UE behaviour and transmission timing


(R1-090545; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Panasonic)
RAN1
REL-8
LTE-L23


no explicit RAN2 action requested;
-
It was questioned what UE behaviour is unspecified around RACH and RRC reconfiguration ? Panasonic thinks that for the unsynchronised case, we do not exactly specify when the UE starts to use the new configuration. What about PUCCH around RACH transmission ?  UE might not perform PUCCH transmissions around RACH. At least in the spec it should be more specific then indicated in this LS.

-
CATT wonders if undefined behaviour will be defined in the future ?  Probably no intention to specify in the future and leave this to UE implementation.

-
Samsung assumes that even for unsynchronised case it should be clear that the UE applies the new configuration when it has processed the reconfiguration message. So is really something unclear ? Panasonic explains that although the behaviour is quite well specified, it is not specified at subframe level.

=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-090881:
LS on RSRP and RSRQ Definitions with Receiver Diversity


(R4-090413; to: RAN1; cc: GERAN, RAN2; contact: Ericsson)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


no RAN2 action requested;

=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-090882:
Reply LS to R1-084649 = R2-090009 on ACK/NACK repetition factors


(R4-090419; to: RAN1; cc: RAN2; contact: Huawei)
RAN4
REL-8
LTE-L23


no RAN2 action requested;

=>
Noted, no LS answer
Late LS’s: LTE relevance only

R2-091701:
LS reply to R2-090843 on Updated RNTI value ranges

(R1-090989; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson) RAN1
REL-8

LTE-L23

no explicit RAN2 action requested;
=>
Noted, no Ls answer
R2-091702:
LS reply to R2-090855 on collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback

(R1-091023; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson) RAN1
REL-8

LTE-L23
no explicit RAN2 action requested;
-
NSN was not happy to receive this LS, so now we have some L1 processing in MAC.

=>
Noted, no LS answer (already taken into account)
R2-091780:
Response LS to R2-090840 on TDD/MBSFN subframe information about inter-frequency neighbour cells

(R4-090948; to: RAN2; cc: RAN1; contact: Samsung) RAN4
REL-8

LTE-L23

no explicit RAN2 action requested;
-
Corresponding CR has already been agreed in R2-091901.

=>
Noted, no LS answer (CR was agreed in R2-091901)
R2-091790:
LS response to R2-087408 on PCI Clarification

(R3-090544; to: RAN2, SA3; cc: -; contact: Ericsson) RAN3

REL-8

LTE-L23

no explicit RAN2 action requested;

-
Ericsson assumes that RAN3 is not requesting to do anything special on this. Just requests RAN2 not indicate/prohibit in specifications that this case cannot occur even without home-eNB’s.

-
NSN is wondering why this type of LS is sent. What RAN3 discussion triggered this.

-
Note that there is a difference between PCI confusion and PCI collision.

=>
Noted, no LS answer (we assume no action is required)
R2-091905:
Reply LS to R2-087430 on Security parameter handling

(C1-090756; to: RAN2; cc: SA3, RAN3, GERAN, SA2; contact: NSN) CT1
REL-8

LTE-L23
no explicit RAN2 action requested,
-
Probably the difference between 1/2 and 6/7 is based on the fact that the assumption is that the IEI is not included.

-
Ericsson wonders who extracts the value part ? Is it the eNB or the MME ? NSN assumes it is the NAS layer that only includes the value part in the S1.

=>
Noted, no LS answer (RAN2 assuming that CT1 took this already in account)
R2-091912:
LS on TDD HARQ-ACK feedback mode

(R1-091037; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia) RAN1
REL-8

LTE-L23
no explicit RAN2 action requested;
-
Nokia thinks a note could be added.

-
CATT has prepared a corresponding CR in R2-091940

=>
Noted, no LS answer (related CR is provided in R2-091940)
R2-091913:
Reply LS to R2-090849 on ACK for explicit uplink SPS release

(R1-091038; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia) RAN1
REL-8

LTE-L23
no explicit RAN2 action requested;

=>
Noted,  no LS answer
R2-091931:
Response LS to R2-084901 on scope and reference for parameter “sameRefSignalsInNeighbour”

(R4-091031; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN4
REL-8

LTE-L23
no explicit RAN2 action requested;
-
Samsung indicates that the meaning seems to be changed; there seems to be no dependency anymore on the reference signals used by the serving cell. So we should probably change the name.

-
A corresponding CR is provided in R2-091915

=>
Noted, no LS answer (related CR provided in R2-091915)
Late LS’s: UMTS/LTE relevance

The following 5 LSs were not treated (will therefore be resubmitted to RAN2 #65bis):

R2-091685:
Reply LS to R2-090852 on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection (S1-090048; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: -; contact: Ericsson) SA1
REL-8 LTE-L23, HNB-supp
no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

R2-091686:
Reply LS to S2-090809 = R2-090888 on necessary work for Service Specific Access Control (S1-090172; to: CT1, RAN2; cc: SA2; contact: NTT DOCOMO) SA1
REL-9

SSACR

no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?
R2-091687:
Reply LS to R2-090837 on Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN

(S1-090199; to: RAN2; cc: SA3, CT1; contact: NTT DOCOMO) SA1
REL-8

ETWS

no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?
R2-091688:
Reply LS to SP-080898, CP-080892 on CSG support from roaming subscribers and Manual CSG Selection

(S1-090346; to: CT1, CT4, CT6, CT, RAN2, SA; cc: SA2; contact: Samsung) SA1
REL-9

CSG


no RAN2 action requested, no LS answer?
R2-091894:
LS on minimising drive tests

(S5-090041; to: RAN2, RAN; cc: SA; contact: Qualcomm) SA5, RAN3
REL-9

???
no explicit RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?
5.2
In principle agreed CRs 36.300

R2-090941:
CR to 36.300 - Clarification on RAPreambles
Nortel
CR 36.300
0061
-
F
-
CR number should be added

=>
Agreed in R2-091523 CR0061R1

R2-090942:
CR to 36.300 on E-UTRAN Identities
Nokia Siemens Networks CR
36.300
0062 -
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090943:
CR to 36.300 - MME in temporary UE identity
TeliaSonera
CR
36.300
0063 -
F

=>
Updated in R2-091491
R2-091491:
CR to 36.300 - MME in temporary UE identity
TeliaSonera
CR
36.300
0063 -
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090944:
UE with SIM in EUTRA
Ericsson
CR
36.300
0064
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090945:
Collected 36.300 corrections
Motorola
CR
36.300
0065
-
F

=>
Agreed
5.3
Identified issues

5.3.1
Security

Contributions discussing security issues impacting both control plane and user plane should be submitted here.

Missing messages

R2-091092:
Missing messages in Annex 6
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331 (0070) – F

-
ALU wonders if there is a problem with the CSFB parameter request given that this is a UE initiated message. So question is whether the UE would be allowed to sent this message before the SMC ?

-
Ericsson wonders when CSFB is allowed ? Samsung thinks that at least in RRC today there is no constraint. NSN assumes that as long as the eNB does not have the UE context, there is not much the eNB can do.

-
QC thinks the CSFB message should be allowed to be sent before SMC. Huawei has the same thinking.

-
Ericsson wonders whether the UE receives much in addition to the SIB8 information ?

-
After offline discussion it was concluded that there is no real problem to send the CSFB messages before security activation. It will potentially speed up the sequence a bit. So proposal is to allow before security.

-
Ericsson wonders what is the urgency ? Is this a likely scenario from a practical point of view

After offline discussion:

-
It seems everybody is ok with sending the messages also non-ciphered. So we should try to agree on R2-091084.

=>
Noted

R2-091084:
Missing RRC messages in 'Protection of RRC messages' Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331 (0067) – F

=>
RAT type should be at the end of the message names. So the message names should be updated.
=>
CR is agreed with this change in R2-091934 CR 0067

R2-091244:
Some corrections on protection of RRC messages
Huawei
CR
36.331
(0103)
-
F

Other

R2-091163:
Emergency Calls Are Impossible
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Samsung wonders what the UE does when it only sees an LTE network ? QC thinks it is clear that the Rel-8 UE will not start an emergency call.
=>
Conclusion is confirmed. No further action

R2-091423:
Corrections to Security for alignment with 33.401
Motorola
CR
36.300
(0071) – F

-
It seems the figure is also updated

-
At S1 handover, the target will derive keNB* from NH.

-
Ericsson assume the update to the figure might not be so necessary (added arrow from NH to NH) Motorola explains that the keNB* to keNB is also new.

-
NSN thinks we should not have to many details.

-
Ericsson thinks this CR is probably not so needed.

-
NTT DCM thinks it might be good to have some clarifications. However the keNB used for NH might not be needed since in that case the keNB is considered a “virtual NH”.

=>
Can see offline if some limited clarifications are needed. Might see update in R2-091525 CR0071
R2-091525:
Corrections to Security for alignment with 33.401
Motorola
CR
36.300
0071 – F

-
Ericsson thinks should not bring Stage-2 up to Stage-3 level. OK with this CR but should refrain from bringing in more detail.

=>
Agreed
5.4
L1/2 control in RRC

5.4.1
General

Contributions on general aspects related to the introduction/handling of L1, MAC, RLC and PDCP parameters in RRC. 

No contributions.

5.4.2
L1

Layer 1 parameter handling in RRC

R2-091095:
Extension of range of CQI/PMI configuration index
InterDigital
CR
36.331
(0071)
- F

=>
CATT thinks it might be good to also update the field description of cqi-pmi index to refer to a table 1C for TDD.

-
Samsung points out that RAN1 did not include values for 256 DRX yet.  IDT thinks that when having values up to 1023 should be sufficient even for that case.

=>
Will see update with this one change in R2-091603CR0071
R2-091603:
Extension of range of CQI/PMI configuration index
InterDigital
CR
36.331
0071
- F

=>
Agreed
R2-091434:
Increasing the value range for CQI reporting index
Ericsson CR
36.331
(0131)
-
F

=>
Noted (already covered)

R2-091295:
Setup and release of physical layer configuration
Ericsson
Disc

-
Proposal:


- Ask RAN1 to remove “OFF” for cqi-pmi-ConfigIndex ??



- Ask RAN1 to remove “OFF” for sr-ConfigIndex ??


- What to do with ri-ConfigIndex ??

=>
Can inform RAN1 that “OFF” codepoints for cqi-pmi-ConfigIndex and sr-ConfigIndex are not really needed, and maybe it would be better to remove RAN1 OFF to avoid double configuration leading to the same result. Should also clarify that we have a logical grouping of IE’s.

-
ri-ConfigIndex seems different. Do we want to introduce setup/release around ri-ConfigIndex ? Samsung thinks normally we have setup/release with ON for the contents of the setup branch only if we want to use delta signalling. If we do not want to use delta signalling here, it should be sufficient to have optional with “ON”.

=>
We indicate to RAN1 that this is a mandatory IE, and they should make clear the UE behaviour is clear (e.g. specify OFF shall be configured if rank reporting is not applicable regardless of TM mode)

=>
Will sent small LS with these 3 points (and srs config from R2-091605 also) in R2-091604 => Superseded by R2-091755

=>
Further discussion on ri-ConfigIndex in R2-091758 in CP-session
5.4.3
MAC

MAC parameter handling in RRC. 

R2-091074:
Release of tpc-PDCCH configurations at PUCCH/ SRS Release notification
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.331
(0062)
-
F

-
NSN supports the proposal. NSN was hoping we do not need to change the name of the procedure (would impact MAC).

-
CATT thinks that if we keep the RNTI’s, the next reconfiguration message could be smaller.

-
Note we use this procedure in case of dedicated SR failure and TAT timer expiry.

-
Samsung thinks that in dedicated SR failure, this has little to do with these RNTI release ? NTT DCM agrees that the eNB would not know exactly when the RNTI’s are released in this case.

-
NSN agrees the D-SR case is a bit different. We would have to differentiate the two cases then. So maybe not in Rel-8.

=>
Noted (no support for Rel-8)

R2-091088:
Clarification on BucketSizeDuration in case of PBR = “infinity”
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
(0068)
-
F

-
IDT wonders if this is really needed ? Anything multiplied by infinity is still infinity (so no limit).

=>
Noted (already sufficiently clear)
R2-091199:
Corrections to value range of preambleTransMax
Huawei Technologies CR 36.331 (0094)
- F

-
Nokia points out that R2-091015 already removes the spares (not the codepoints).

-
Ericsson would not like to remove the indicated codepoints (but is maybe ok with going down to 8 values). Ericsson thinks we can leave it like it is.

=>
Noted (can work up to Friday to see if still possible to agree on 8 values offline)

R2-091202:
CR for 36.331 on SPS-config
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
(0095)
-
F

=>
Agreed in R2-091606 CR0095
Withdrawn

R2-091198:
Value range of preambleTransMax
Huawei Technologies
Disc

5.4.4
RLC

RLC parameter handling in RRC.

No contributions.
5.4.5
PDCP

PDCP parameter handling in RRC. E.g related to handling of Max ROHC context sessions.
ROHC

R2-091436:
Maximum number of ROHC context sessions and maxCID parameters
Ericsson Disc

=>
Noted; look at CR’s

R2-091288:
Clarification on the Maximum number of ROHC context sessions parameter Ericsson CR 36.306 (0013)
- F

-
Nokia wonders why this is only specified for DL ? Nokia assumes the context is dynamically shared between UL and DL (like L2 buffer size).

-
Ericsson thinks the eNB cannot count the UL context in the UE (does not know if previously used context is still existing in the UE). NSN thinks it can count, and thinks counting the total number of contexts would more accurately reflect the UE capability.

-
Still Nokia thinks the UE capability is more accurately reflected with a joint capability.

-
Samsung wonders if we would only specify it for DL, would it mean that the UE could support 0 context in UL ?

-
LG thinks this should be a joint capability for UL/DL. Huawei agrees.

-
Ericsson wonders whether with one parameter we can reflect both UL and DL, i.e. enable counting in eNB and ensure UE usage UL compression for important flows. NSN thinks not sharing the resources would require more resources

-
In UMTS we have a joint capability.

-
How does a combined capability work ? E.g. if the UE indicates 8 and is using 4 UL and 4 DL. Can the eNB still allocate an DL context assuming the UE will stop using an UL context ? Nokia thinks so.

-
Huawei points out that at handover anyway all context will removed.

=>
Parameter is the max DL contexts, and eNB should be aware that the UE cannot use more than “max context” – “allocated DL contexts” for UL contexts.

-
Ericsson expains that maxCID is a completely separate issue related to the size of the ROHC header only.

=>
Noted; For 36.306 we will try to agree on R2-091459

R2-091459:
Thoughts on UE capability for RoHC
Nokia Corporation
CR
36.306
(0014) – F
=>
Should capture that non-compression CID do not correspond to a counted context
=>
Will see update R2-091607 CR0014
R2-091607
Thoughts on UE capability for RoHC
Nokia Corporation
CR
36.306
0014 – F
=>
Agreed
R2-091287:
Clarification on the Maximum number of ROHC context sessions parameter Ericsson CR 36.331 (0109)
- F

=>
Proposed field update for maxCID is agreed; other changes should not be included.

-
ALU wonders if the value range for the capability is really ok if it is per UE and not per RB ? Ericsson thinks that e.g. a value of 2 means the UE does not support compression (you need 1 context in each direction for uncompressed). NSN thinks you could have compression in one direction only.

-
RIM wonders whether it is clear that uncompressed, although corresponding to a CID, actually corresponds to a context ? Ericsson assumes a one to one mapping between CID and context.

=>
Will keep the current values, but indicate that the UE capability only relates to CID’s which actually compress, i.e. not related to the non-compression CID.

=>
Will see update only included the changes for the maxCID in R2-091608 CR0109
R2-091608:
Clarification on the Maximum number of ROHC context sessions parameter Ericsson CR 36.331 0109
- F

=>
Agreed

Other
R2-091278:
Correction to PDCP Discard Timer values
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
(0108)
-
F

-
NSN thinks this change is not needed. ALU wonders how we then explain the difference between the QCI values (including eNB and GW) and the values we signal.

-
NSN thinks this is an eNB implementation issue on what values to signal based on the received QCI. It is anyway an average.

-
Ericsson thinks anyway this is only a soft-limit.

-
ALU thinks that currently we don’t have values below 50ms. So how do you meet a CQI of 50ms ?

-
Ericsson wonders whether we know exactly when the timer is started in the UE ?

-
Ericsson thinks the discard timer is not one-to-one related to the QCI. It is anyway a soft-value.

-
ALU agrees it is not maybe a 1-to-1 relation, but anyway we should have a value below 50ms. Ericsson wonders why we need a lower value ? 

-
Samsung thinks it is better to have a value below 50ms, but it would be quite difficult agree on a value. So maybe for Rel-8 we can keep the current values.

-
LG wonders if we should sent an LS to SA2. NSN thinks we should now freeze.

=>
Noted (will keep the current values)

5.5
Other

Any other Stage-2 issue,  or  issues that would be good to discuss commonly between CP and UP ?  Note that RAN2 decided to in general give priority to Stage-3 completion rather than Stage-2 perfection: near-term focus for 36.300 should be on correcting important errors.

Alignment to stage-3

R2-091200:
CR for 36.300 on Local NACK feature Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.300
(0066)
- F

=>
LS is agreed in R2-091609 CR0066

R2-091243:
CR for allowed CSG list
Huawei
CR
36.300
(0067)
-
F

-
TMO thinks this is an editorial change request. Huawei thinks the stage-2 should use the correct terms but is ok to only change this in Rel-9. NSN thinks if you want to keep the spec readable, we should align.

=>
TMO thinks there is more mentioning of “whitelist”

=>
Will see update in R2-091610 CR0067

R2-091610:
CR for allowed CSG list
Huawei
CR
36.300
0067
-
F

-
After further checking, it seems there are no more “whitlist” cases.

=>
Agreed

R2-091395:
Inter-RAT ANR Function for CDMA2000
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.300 (0069) – F

-
Same document is submitted to RAN3 for information

-
Nortel wonders if the details of the reporting need to be included. Could just report CGI in stage-2.

=>
Should use “CGI” instead

=>
Will see update in R2-091611 CR0069

R2-091611:
Inter-RAT ANR Function for CDMA2000
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.300 0069 R1 F

=>
Agreed
R2-091410:
Corrections to Handover Scenario
Motorola
CR
36.300
(0070)
-
F

=>
Bullet 0: TA should be “Tracking Area Update”; So change is not needed.

=>
Bullet 11: QC assumed that the target eNB should verify the C-RNTI “received in the RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete”.
-
Bullet 9: ZTE thinks it might be better to only refer to the message, not the IE. Motorola thinks this has been done before.
=>
Will see update with these 2 changes, and change from R2-091180, in R2-091612 CR0070

R2-091612:
Corrections to Handover Scenario
Motorola
CR
36.300
0070
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091180:
CR to 36.300 on AS-configuration during handover
 HUAWEI
=> Change is agreed, but will be included in R2-091612.

R2-091210:
CR for manual CSG selection (36.300)
HUAWEI
CR
36.300
-
-
F
-
NSN thinks at this point we should no longer add details which are correctly captured in the stage-3.  TMO agrees.

=>
Noted

Other
R2-091310:
Absence of feature group support indicators
Ericsson
Disc

-
Ericsson explains that the second changes sentence is for a Rel-9 UE entering a Rel-8 network.

-
Motorola wonders how a UE would know what features are deployed in a network ? Ericsson indicates that we would probably somewhere in Rel-9 define what the set of features is that a UE shall support if it does not need to support the featuregroupSupportindicators. Ericsson assumes that in Rel-9 we would probably not have these indicators any more. Some features would get their own capability, and others would not longer be signalled.

-
RIM thinks the second proposal is a bit confusing because it could be interpreted that the UE supports everything. Maybe we should indicate this clearly, e.g. indicate “network may assume the UE supports all features”. Ericsson thinks this is also confusing because the expectation is not that a Rel-9 UE would really support all features.

=>
First proposal is agreed

-
If we agree this, a network not receiving this feature set can assume a his features are supported by the UE. Wording can still be checked offline. Should somehow reflect that it does not necessarily mean the UE supports all features. 

-
Samsung wonders why we specify this second part ? Ericsson thinks it is important for a Rel-8 network to have this documented somewhere.

-
Ericsson thinks an alternative would be to ask for this information with a separate procedure.

=>
Will allow offline discussion on this second part of the configuration; Later captured in corresponding CR’s to 36.331 and 25.331.
6
Long Term Evolution Stage 3

6.1
LTE User plane

This agenda item was treated in a parallel ad hoc on Tuesday (late afternoon), Wednesday and Thursday (see Annex A) and minutes were taken in a separate report in R2-087086 which was agreed on Friday (see agenda item 8.2).
Note:
The sections 6.1.4 and 6.1.5 were finally not treated in the LTE User plane session but in the joint 


session on Friday.

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
In principle agreed CRs
R2-090953:
CR to remove the sections on MBMS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.306
0007
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090954:
Final values for L2 buffer sizes
Ericsson
CR
36.306
0008
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090955:
Various Corrections
Motorola
CR
36.306
0009
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090956:
CR to update uplink transmit diversity (UE transmit antenna selection)
IPWireless CR 36.306
0010
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090957:
Downlink PDCP SDU limitation
Ericsson
CR
36.306
0011
-
F

=>
Agreed

6.1.4.3
Other
No contributions.
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.

No contributions.
6.1.5.2
Other

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 7] Parallel reception in LTE (ALU)

Email on parallel reception

R2-091275:
Email discussion report [64b: 7] Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent
Report

=>
Noted
R2-091277:
Proposed CR on Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
(0002)
-
F

=>
revised in R2-091490
R2-091490
Proposed CR on Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Qasara CR 36.302  0002 -
F ??

-
CATT thinks there is a problem for E+F. E should only be triggered if the UE is out of sync, and then should not  go together with F. ALU thinks that E+F should be supported. The eNB could execute this when the timer is still running.

-
Ericsson thinks that note 2 could potentially better be captured in table 2, but this can be done later.

-
Panasonic thinks it should be clear that this table reflects the number of PDCCH’s/RNTI’s the UE has to be able to receive, and not the number of TB’s. ALU confirms.

-
LG thinks that “F” might better be split in T-RNTI (with CCCH) and the other RNTI types with DCCH and/or DTCH. Ericsson thinks this is sufficiently clear. LG would like to see the same split as for the DL case. I.e. UL-CCCH is only in case of T-CRNTI. Can be handled at next meeting.

=>
Agreed

Other

R2-091443:
Removal of MBMS from 36.302
Samsung
CR
36.302
(0003)
-
F

-
Ericsson would prefer to keep this in. This status reflects the L1 specifications, so it should stay until it is removed from L1 specifications. Huawei has the same view. 

-
LG supports the removal.

=>
Noted
R2-091487:
Correction of out-of-date information  Samsung
CR
36.302

=>
Other specs effected should be ticked

=>
CR is agreed with this one change in R2-091929 CR0004
6.2
LTE Control plane

This agenda item was treated in a parallel ad hoc on Tuesday (late afternoon), Wednesday and Thursday (see Annex B) and minutes were taken in a separate report in R2-087370 which was agreed on Friday (see agenda item 8.1).
6.3
eNB measurements (36.314)

6.3.1
Status

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

R2-091315:
36.314 Open Issues
Huawei
Report
=>
Noted; will sent an LS to SA5 with latest status in R2-091613
R2-091313:
36.314 editorial CR
Huawei
CR
36.314
(0006)
-
D
-
Ericsson indicates there is some other CR’s impacting these formulas. Do we merge them or how do we handle ? 

=>
Agree with changes but will be merged with R2-091614
6.3.2
In principle agreed CRs

R2-090958:
Packet Loss Rate Measurements
Huawei
CR
36.314
0001
-
B
-
NSN thinks the UL measurement is not defined yet in the SA5 specifications. We should ask for confirmation to SA5 and only add in 36.314 if agreed by SA5. Huawei clarifies that last meeting we received an LS from SA5 requesting for both directions. 

=>
We can include these measurements in the status LS we sent and ask for final confirmation.

-
NSN points out that the name for the DL measurement is not consistent with SA5.

=>
Will indicate in the LS the name chosen and ask them to align.

=>
CR is agreed

R2-090959:
36.314 Rapporteur Updates
Huawei
CR
36.314
0002
-
F
=>
This CR should include changes from R2-091313
=>
Will see update in R2-091614 CR0002R1
R2-091614:
36.314 Rapporteur Updates
Huawei
CR
36.314
0002
R1
F
=>
Agreed
6.3.3
Other
Active UE’s

R2-091306:
Definition of Active UE per QCI
Ericsson Disc

Proposal 1:

-
Ericsson points out that since this is for the UL, this is only an estimate. Huawei agrees, and also agrees that the eNB should be able to base this on the buffer status the eNB already collects.

Proposal 2:

-
Huawei wonders how this works based on LCG: will the buffer status for an LCG be contributed to every QCI ?  Yes, each of the 4 QCI’s will be considered “active”.

-
Huawei thinks as a result, one QCI could be considered active a lot just because another QCI in the same LCG is active. Will this not deteriorate the reporting to much ?

-
Ericsson thinks that the same problem exists in the current solution if we do not define a time window during which the eNB has to check for what QCI’s were present when a LCG is reported.

-
NTT DCM agrees that maybe the current definition is doing more than really needed. So it would be good to look into some simplifications.

=>
Offline activity to try to see if it is possible to ease the implementation of this measurement. Offline discussion report in R2-091919
R2-091919:
Definition of Active UE per QCI in uplink
=>
Noted (CR in R2-091920)

R2-091920: 
Correction to the definition of the Number of active UEs per QCI in UL CR0003
- 
Huawei would like to remove the “e.g.” so that eNB’s are mandated to take the ongoing transmissions into account.

-
NTT DCM thinks that the time the data is in HARQ transmission is not that important.

-
Huawei assumes that for RT-QCI’s this would probably be the only contribution. NTT DCM assumes this is taken into account by SPS. 

=>
We remove the “e.g.” in the “(e.g. by including….)”

=>
Change to “the eNB can use the analysis”

=>
CR is agreed with these 2 changes in R2-091936 CR0003 R1
R2-091307:
Correction to the definition of the Number of active UEs per QCI Ericsson CR36.314 (0003) – F

=>
Noted (related to previous paper)

R2-091308:
Correction to the sampling of number of active Ues Ericsson CR 36.314 (0004) – F

-
Huawei supports this proposal

-
NTT DCM wonders what the intention really is ? Ericsson wants to not overspecify and allow only one sampling frequency but it has to not be bigger than 100ms

=>
CR is agreed R2-091615 CR0004

CCCH in PRB usage
R2-091309:
Inclusion of SRB0 for PRB usage for SRB
Ericsson CR 36.314 (0005) – F

-
NSN would prefer not to have the CCCH included.

-
Ericsson thinks the simplest is to include the CCCH and thus be able to take Msg3 into account always.

=>
Agree to include the CCCH in the calculation

=>
We should not use this work “separately” for each of the logical channels. We just do it separately for UL and DL.

=>
Will see update in R2-091616 CR0005
R2-091616:
Inclusion of SRB0 for PRB usage for SRB
Ericsson CR 36.314 0005 – F

=>
Agreed
R2-091326:
CCCH non-inclusion for PRB usage for SRB Huawei CR 36.314 (0008) – F

=>
Noted (already covered by previous document)
Other
R2-091322:
Total PRB Usage Detail Definition
Huawei
CR 36.314 (0007) – F

-
Chairman wonders whether this measurement would result in the same number as when you add up the traffic class PRB’s, the SRB PRB’s and the common control channels PRB. Huawei thinks there could be some small differences. Ericsson thinks there could be some benefits from having this separate measurement.

=>
NTT DCM wonders whether this should be a % ? Huawei agrees.

=>
Will see updated CR in R2-091617 CR0007

R2-091617:
Total PRB Usage Detail Definition
Huawei
CR 36.314 0007 – F

=>
Agreed
7
UTRA/UTRAN
7.1
Incoming LSs on UTRA (all releases)
R2-090883
LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD)


(R5-085542; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
RAN5
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?

-
Nokia asks if the alt2: Fixed RLC UM makes any sense since RLC UM is flexible size.

-
We should check with RAN5 colleagues to see if there is a reason to keep alt2. If not we can send an LS back to remove the alternative.

-
The max size of 12000 should be 12040

-
There are some editorial issues (empty tables are not disappearing).

-
Huawei considers flexible size SRB is needed. Nokia points out this question was asked in RAN2 already and we answered there wasn’t a big need identified.=>Ericsson will draft a reply LS in R2-091579
R2-091579
Draft Reply LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD)
=>The LS is approved in R2-091598.

R2-090876
Reply LS to R5-085542 = R2-090883 on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD)


(R1-090540; to: RAN5; cc: RAN2; contact: Ericsson)
RAN1
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates


no RAN2 action requested

=>Noted, no LS answer
R2-090884
LS on clarification on the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured


(R5-085579; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN5
REL-8
RANimp-UEConTestUplinkL2dataRates


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?
-Qualcomm has provided a draft reply in R2-091484
Notes from RAN2#64b

R2-090012
LS on Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS


(C1-085549; to: RAN2, SA2; cc: -; contact: Orange)
CT1
REL-8
ICSRA


IMS Centralized Service Control (ICSRA);


RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?"

                       -Postponed until we get a reply from SA2

                       =>Treat in 7.4.11
Treated in common session in RAN2#65

R2-090886
Reply LS to C1-085549 = R2-090012 on Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS


(S2-090797; to: CT1; cc: RAN2; contact: Nokia)
SA2
REL-8
ICSRA


IMS Centralized Service Control (ICSRA);


no RAN2 action requested; no LS answer?

No LS answer to R2-090886 but original LS from CT1 in R2-090012 is answered by Alcatel-Lucent in R2-091827, see section 7.4.11 (final LS answer in R2-091935).
Release 9:

R2-090879
LS on UE radio access capability considering dual band operation with Band VI and Extended UMTS 800 Band for UTRA


(R4-090033; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN4
REL-9
RInImp9-UMTSLTE800


RAN2 action requested

-RAN2 has not started to work on this WI. We would need to postpone the treatment of the LS.

noted, LS answer postponed
R2-091891
LS on UE support of CSG in Rel-8

(R3-090588; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
RAN3


REL-8

HNB-supp

RAN2 action requested; LS answer drafted?
treated under AI 7.4.9
noted, no LS answer
7.2
In principle agreed CRs

Release 4:

R2-090901
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
0209
-
F

REL-4
TEI4

=>The CR is agreed.
R2-090902
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
0210
-
A

REL-5
TEI4

=>The CR is agreed.
R2-090903
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
0211
-
A

REL-6
TEI4

-Need to correct the RAN2 meeting number in coversheet.

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091526
R2-090904
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
0212
-
A

REL-7
TEI4

=>The CR is agreed.
R2-090905
Correction of RF parameters in 25.306
CATT
CR
25.306
0213
-
A

REL-8
TEI4

=>The CR is agreed.
Release 6:

R2-090907
Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH extrapolation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0480
-
F

REL-6
EDCH-L23

-Infineon clarifies the CR is from Rel’6 onwards to ensures consistency.

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090908
Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH extrapolation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0481
-
A

REL-7
EDCH-L23

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090909
Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH extrapolation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0482
-
A

REL-8
EDCH-L23

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090910
SI reporting and compressed mode
Ericsson
CR
25.321
0483
-
F

REL-6
EDCH-L23

=>The CR is agreed


R2-090911
SI reporting and compressed mode
Ericsson
CR
25.321
0484
-
A

REL-7
EDCH-L23

=>The CR is agreed

R2-090912
SI reporting and compressed mode
Ericsson
CR
25.321
0485
-
A

REL-8
EDCH-L23

=>The CR is agreed


R2-090917
UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
Ericsson
CR
25.331
3533
-
F

REL-6
TEI6

-The font of the straight bracket needs to be corrected.

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091529

R2-090918
UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
Ericsson
CR
25.331
3534
-
A

REL-7
TEI6

-The font of the straight bracket needs to be corrected.


=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091530
R2-090919
UMTS frequency information in IE “Rplmn information”
Ericsson
CR
25.331
3535
-
A

REL-8
TEI6

-The font of the straight bracket needs to be corrected.

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091531


R2-090920
CN system information after PS HO
Ericsson, Infineon
CR
25.331
3536
-
F
note: instead of cat.A CRs a REL-7 cat.F CR + cat.A REL-8 CR is provided, see R2-090921, R2-090922
REL-6
TEI6

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090921
CN system information after PS HO
Ericsson, Infineon
CR
25.331
3537
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090922
CN system information after PS HO
Ericsson, Infineon
CR
25.331
3538
-
A

REL-8
TEI7

=>The CR is agreed
Release 7:

R2-090913
Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH interpolation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0486
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

-The WI should be TEI7, 16QAM UL

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091527
R2-090914
Corrections to E-TFC selection in case of E-DPDCH interpolation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0487
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-16QamUplink

-The WI should be TEI7, 16QAM UL

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091528
R2-090923
Correction to the UE behaviour when entering URA_PCH state
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331
3539
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-Enhstate

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090924
Correction to the UE behaviour when entering URA_PCH state
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331
3540
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-Enhstate

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090925
Condition to set the 'Security capability indication' flag
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.331
3541
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

-Clauses affected are not complete

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091545
R2-090926
Condition to set the 'Security capability indication' flag
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.331
3542
-
A

REL-8
TEI7

-Clauses affected are not complete

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091546
R2-090927
Ciphering for intra-UTRAN Radio Bearer Setup - Rel 7
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
3543
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

-Clauses affected aren’t correct.

-Spec version isn’t correct

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091532
R2-090928
Ciphering for intra-UTRAN Radio Bearer Setup - Rel 7
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
3544
-
A

REL-8
TEI7

-Clauses affected aren’t correct.

=>With this change, the CR is agreed in R2-091533
Release 8:

R2-090900
Baseline CR for CSG introduction
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
0186
-
B

REL-8
HNB-supp

=>Treat with 7.4.9

=>The CR is revised in R2-091558
R2-090906
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, TD-TECH, ZTE
CR
25.308
0054
-
B

REL-8
RANimp-MIMOLCR

-[Chairman] Need to ensure we have CRs for 25.221, 25.222, 25.224, 25.321, 25.306, 25.331, 25.423, 25.433 available for RAN#43

-CATT comments all CRs are available in this meeting

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090915
Clarification for the function of HSDPA scheduler
Huawei
CR
25.321
0488
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090916
Concatenation/segmentation in case SN_Delivery parameter is configured
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.322
0351
-
F

REL-8
RInImp8-CsHspa

=>withdrawn (R2-090606 was actually postponed at RAN2 #64bis; see R2-091146 instead)
R2-090929
T321 Timer Start Time Clarification
InterDigital
CR
25.331
3545
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DRX

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090930
Clarification of ACK/NACK reporting for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH
Nokia Siemens Networks, InterDigital, Nokia Corporation
CR
25.331
3546

F
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

-The reference to the modified subclause needs to be corrected

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091534
R2-090931
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE, CATT, TD Tech
CR
25.331
3547
-
B

REL-8
RANimp-MIMOLCR

updated proposal in R2-091386
R2-091386
Introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
(3547)
tbd
B

-in 10.3.6.41a and 13.4.13a, the “no data” statement should be in the semantics portion of the table

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091547
R2-090932
Correction to GANSS additional assistance data request
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
3548
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-ANSS

-Should this CR be merged in the ASN.1 CR. There are changes to an IE modified in the ASN.1 CR. We agree to keep the CR independent.

-There are change marks missing in the ASN.1 part

=>With these changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091535
R2-090933
CS-HSPA information in RAB information to reconfigure
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.331
3549
-
F

REL-8
RInImp8-CsHspa

=>The CR is agreed

R2-090934
Addition of E-RNTI and H-RNTI in URA UPDATE CONFIRM message
Huawei
CR
25.331
3550
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=>The CR is agreed
R2-090935
CSG corrections
Huawei
CR
25.331
3551
-
F

REL-8
HNB-supp

-There are changes proposed in AI 7.4.9 that may impact this CR. 

-The changed part of 8.6.2.4 that have been removed in the agreed Nokia CR should not be changed.

-There is no impact with ASN.1 CR.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091749, Rev1

R2-091749
CSG corrections
Huawei
CR
25.331
3551
-
F

REL-8
HNB-supp

 =>The CR is agreed
R2-090936
Introduction of Continuous Connectivity for packet data users for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE, CATT, TD Tech
CR
25.331
3552
-
B

REL-8
RANimp-LCRCPC

=>updated proposal in R2-091385
R2-091385
Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
(3552)
tbd
B

- the “no data” statement should be in the semantics portion of the table

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091548
R2-090937
Corrections to Enhanced Serving Cell Change
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
3553
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-HSDSCH

-[Chairman] bullet formatting is still wrong

-“the UE shall” should be merged with sentence above.

-The subsequent 2 bullets should be B3.

-Following 2 bullets should be B3/B4

=>The CR is revised in R2-091536
R2-091536
Corrections to Enhanced Serving Cell Change
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
3553
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-HSDSCH

=>The CR is agreed.
R2-090938
Corrections for Enhanced UE DRX
InterDigital, Ericsson, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Network, Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm
CR
25.331
3554
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DRX

=>Move to 7.4.4

-the paragraph break after B3 is missing. Editorials mentioned in Qualcomm document R2-091442 can be merged

-Huawei would like to split up the sentence

=>The CR is revised in R2-091716
R2-091716
Corrections for Enhanced UE DRX
InterDigital, Ericsson, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Network, Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm
CR
25.331
3554
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DRX

=>The CR is revised in R2-091826
R2-091826
Corrections for Enhanced UE DRX
InterDigital, Ericsson, Nokia, Nokia Siemens Network, Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm
CR
25.331
3554
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DRX

-The co-signer should be Qualcomm Europe.

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091847, r3
R2-090939
General default configuration for CELL_FACH
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
25.331
3555
-
B


in principle agreed by email discussion [64b: 4]
REL-8
TEI8

-[Chairman] Section 13.xx why is there a bullet “3>”?

-We agree with the CR and need to incorporate the contents of R2-091078
=>The CR is deferred to email agreement. Deadline: Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43.

=>Tdoc: R2-091834, CR#3555, Rev 1.
R2-090940
Corrections to manual CSG search
T-Mobile
CR
25.367
0001
-
F

REL-8
HNB-supp

-A sentence is incorporated twice.
=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091840, r1
7.3
Release 7 corrections (and earlier releases)
R2-091332
[64b: 5] PS handover to UTRAN Email discussion Report
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Report
REL-6
TEI6


related to email discussion [64b: 5]
-T-Mobile asks if the proposed CRs would create backward compatibility issue. 

-If there is any release 6 UE indicating support for the PS HO feature, this would create a backward incompatibility problem. 

-Qualcomm is checking internally and would prefer to come back to this.

-Ericsson points out the sentence “if ciphering has been activated in the radio access technology from which inter- RAT handover is performed” does not preclude the case where ciphering had been activated and deactivated in the other RAT. That part should be clarified.

-Offline discussion needed.

Companies agree:

- This should be corrected from Rel’6 onwards.

-The trigger for ciphering in HO is “ciphering algorithm” IE

-For CS: If ciphering is not active in GERAN and NW tries to activate it, UE behaviour is unspecified

Nokia wants to clarify that: even in the case ciphering algo indicates UEA0 (for utra) and no ciphering (for geran), ciphering is considered active.

-Companies need to check this offline.

-Nokia/Qualcomm consider this means that ciphering is active for both cases (keys are loaded, procedure is completed). Ericsson indicates that for CS case, they do not consider ciphering to be active in case of “no ciphering”.

PS handover specific issues: 

-In both GERAN and EUTRAN HO to UTRAN, keys should be loaded from SIM/USIM, instead of using the last used keys as currently specified. For rel’6/7, the keys are always the same; in EUTRA there is different (before of late aka).

-With PS HO, ciphering can be activated/deactivated in the HO command instead of depending on the previous RAT status.

Ericsson comments they would not want to make any change to the CS security handling. Nokia indicates their intention is not to change the CS security handling. The wording has to be agreed upon.

We have an email discussion to converge on the CRs. Lead by Nokia. Deadline: Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43.

Ericsson indicates only the procedure is changed thus it’s not as critical for this plenary. Ericsson indicates this could be done faster without touching the CS procedure parts.
REL-6 TEI6:

R2-091330
Correction to handling of CELL_INFO_LIST when  'Inter-frequency cell info list' is received in System Information Block Type 11bis
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3579)
-
F
No REL-6 CR needed as no problem to correct in REL-6 spec. Only REL-7 & REL-8 specs contain error
REL-7
TEI6

-The “other specs affected” needs to be filled in.

=>With this change, the CR is agreed in R2-091537
R2-091331
Correction to handling of CELL_INFO_LIST when  'Inter-frequency cell info list' is received in System Information Block Type 11bis
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3580)
-
A
No REL-6 CR needed as no problem to correct in REL-6 spec. Only REL-7 & REL-8 specs contain error
REL-8
TEI6

-The “other specs affected” needs to be filled in

=>With this change, the CR is agreed in R2-091538
R2-091333
Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3581)
-
F

REL-6
TEI6

=>The CR is deferred to email agreement in R2-09xxxx (tdb) (see email agreement 1)

R2-091334
Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3582)
-
A

REL-7
TEI6

=>The CR is deferred to email agreement in R2-09xxxx (tdb) (see email agreement 1)
R2-091335
Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3583)
-
A

REL-8
TEI6

revised in R2-091501
R2-091501
Corrections for PS handover to UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
3583
-
A
=>The CR is deferred to email agreement in R2-09xxxx (tdb) (see email agreement 1)
R2-091391
Addition of E-RGCH Combination Info in SRNS RELOCATION INFO(R6)
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3599)
-
F

REL-6
TEI6

-Not forward compatible v8 NCE is added to v6 branch.

-Ericsson considers the release 8 CR is sufficient to cover the issue.

-T-Mobile indicates that could lead to interop issues between vendors.

=>Offline discussion needed: Result of offline discussion is release 8 change only is needed.

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091392
Addition of E-RGCH Combination Info in SRNS RELOCATION INFO(R7)
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3600)
-
A

REL-7
TEI6

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091393
Addition of E-RGCH Combination Info in SRNS RELOCATION INFO(R8)
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3601)
-
A

REL-8
TEI6
-Ericsson indicates there is also a R7 correction in this CR. This should not be a interop problem but should be noted.

-The version in the tabular should say rel’8.

-The WI code needs to be TEI8

-The category is “F”

=>With these changes we agree with the CR in R2-091578
REL-7 WI RANimp-CPC:

R2-091151
Addition of HARQ procedure for HS-SCCH less operation when MAC-ehs is configured
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
(0490)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-Qualcomm proposes to not duplicate sections on HS-SCCH-less operation. Infineon explains that the section under which HS-SCCH-Less operation is currently described refers to MAC-hs only.

-We agree to describe the operation of HS-SCCH-Less with MAC-ehs

-We agree to keep 2 different sub-clauses

-We could make the section title more specific (i.e. start section title with “MAC-ehs HARQ…”). Infineon considers it isn’t necessary to make the titles more specific. We agree to keep the section titles as proposed in the CR.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091539
R2-091539
Addition of HARQ procedure for HS-SCCH less operation when MAC-ehs is configured
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0490
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

=>deferred to email. Deadline: Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43.
R2-091152
Addition of HARQ procedure for HS-SCCH less operation when MAC-ehs is configured
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
(0491)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

=>The CR is revised in R2-091540
R2-091540
Addition of HARQ procedure for HS-SCCH less operation when MAC-ehs is configured
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0491
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

 =>deferred to email. Deadline: Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43.

R2-091153
Clarification of scope of signaled transport block sizes for HS-SCCH less operation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.331
(3568)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091549
R2-091154
Clarification of scope of signaled transport block sizes for HS-SCCH less operation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.331
(3569)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091550
R2-091165
Clarification of UL DPCCH slot format information usage in IE “DTX-DRX information”
Infineon Technologies
Disc





REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-[Chairman] treat with R2-091341
-Nokia points out if UE doesn’t support DTX-DRX it would reject the configuration. Infineon agrees this configuration wouldn’t make sense and should be excluded.

=>We agree that UE doesn’t to handle DTX-DRX info containing only UL DPCCH slot format.
=>Noted

R2-091166
Corrections to DTX-DRX operation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.331
(3570)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-Nokia considers the added note in 10.3.6.34b is useless. It is already clear that if DRX isn’t enabled, the offset is not used. Qualcomm points out if DTX only is included, the DTX-DRX-offset parameter is still needed.

-Qualcomm points out the timing of the order is not included. This can be included in a revision or in a separate Cr.

-We need to use straight quotation marks

-Nokia considers the changes proposed in 8.5.34 also are not needed as the UE shall apply the configuration as received. If DRX isn’t received, UE shouldn’t apply it.

=>The CR is not agreed

R2-091167
Corrections to DTX-DRX operation
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.331
(3571)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091317
25.321 Rel-7 CR Clarification of E-DCH retransmission and DTX “Inactivity Threshold
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.321
(0497)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-Nokia points out the current text is clear that E-DCH transmission includes both an initial tx and a retx.

-Infineon points out the change in 11.8.1.4 isn’t required as E-TFC selection only applies to initial transmissions.

=>The group agrees it is already clear that “E-DCH transmission” includes both an initial tx and a retx.

=>The CR is not agreed.

R2-091318
25.321 Rel-8 CR Clarification of E-DCH retransmission and DTX “Inactivity Threshold
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.321
(0498)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091341
Correction to handling of DTX-DRX information
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3586)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-Qualcomm indicates we shouldn’t mention action about stopping dtx. This is performed in 8.5.34.

-Nokia agrees some text may be needed there.

-Need to use straight brackets

-Interdigital indicates it would be clearer if determining the value of DTX-DRX-status would be done after. Nokia indicates the execution time of bullets at same level is not specified.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091551
R2-091551
Correction to handling of DTX-DRX information
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3586)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

- ”other specs impacted” are missing

-clauses affected is not complete

-colon after the last introduced “or” can be removed

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091733
R2-091342
Correction to handling of DTX-DRX information
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3587)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

=>The CR is revised in R2-091552
R2-091552
Correction to handling of DTX-DRX information
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3587)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

-- ”other specs impacted” are missing

-clauses affected is not complete

-colon after the last introduced “or” can be removed

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091734
R2-091373
Correction to HARQ operation for HS-SCCH less operation
ASUSTeK
CR
25.321
(0501)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

=>Revised in R2-091553
R2-091553
Correction to HARQ operation for HS-SCCH less operation
ASUSTeK
CR
25.321
(0501)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-the spec number should be 7.11.0

-the highlights, comments, need to ensure the formatting is correct

-Nokia points out the added text is redundant. InterDigital points out the reason was to point to the correct buffer location. This is not needed and can be removed.

-Indentation changes are agreeable.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091583
R2-091583
Correction to HARQ operation for HS-SCCH less operation
ASUSTeK
CR
25.321
(0501)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

- Nokia thinks the statement on “decoded successfully” is redundant. Qualcomm doesn’t think so.

-The highlights need to be removed. 

The CR number needs to be added

=>The CR is revised in R2-091830, R1

R2-091830
Correction to HARQ operation for HS-SCCH less operation
ASUSTeK
CR
25.321
(0501)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-CPC

-Reference should be 4.6A.2.2.1.

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091850, r2
R2-091374
Correction to HARQ operation for HS-SCCH less operation
ASUSTeK
CR
25.321
(0502)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

=>Revised in R2-091543
R2-091543
Correction to HARQ operation for HS-SCCH less operation
ASUSTeK
CR
25.321
(0502)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

=>Revised in R2-091831
R2-091831
Correction to HARQ operation for HS-SCCH less operation
ASUSTeK
CR
25.321
(0502)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-CPC

-Category should be A

-Release should be Rel’8

-Reference should be 4.6A.2.2.1.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091849, Rev2

REL-7 WI LCRTDD-EDCH-L23:

R2-091258
Correction on Absolute Grant Value for LCR TDD
CATT
CR
25.321
(0493)
-
F

REL-7
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091554
R2-091259
Correction on Absolute Grant Value for LCR TDD
CATT
CR
25.321
(0494)
-
A

REL-8
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091555
R2-091498
25.321(R7,F) on correction of E-TFC selection procedure for LCR TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.321
-
-
F

-the second sentence in the summary of change should be clarified. The reasons for change also are not clear.

-Offline discussions are needed.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091556
R2-091556
25.321(R7,F) on correction of E-TFC selection procedure for LCR TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.321
-
-
F

-Ericsson indicates the condition to LCR TDD should be kept

-“other specs affected”should be filled in

-spec version should be 7.11.0

-CR number should be added (0506)

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091845
R2-091499
25.321(R8,A) on correction of E-TFC selection procedure for LCR TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.321
-
-
A

=>The CR is revised in R2-091557
R2-091557
25.321(R8,A) on correction of E-TFC selection procedure for LCR TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.321
-
-
A

- -Ericsson indicates the condition to LCR TDD should be kept

-“other specs affected”should be filled in

-CR number should be added (0507)

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091846
REL-7 TEI7:

R2-091311
25.331 Rel 7 CR UE restrictions on E-TFCI
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3574)
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

-We should remove 8.6.6.38

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091559
R2-091312
25.331 Rel 8 CR UE restrictions on E-TFCI
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3575)
-
A

REL-8
TEI7

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091560
R2-091108
Correction for VR(UM)
Samsung
CR
25.322
(0352)
-
F
REL-7
TEI7

-Ericsson indicate since a magic sentence is used, the change could be done in R8 only.

-Samsung clarifies this is correcting a bad UE behaviour hence it’s better if it’s implemented earlier. 

-Ericsson indicates the “consequences if not approved” are not proportional to the foreseen impacts

=>The CR is revised in R2-091561
R2-091561
Correction for VR(UM)
Samsung
CR
25.322
(0352)
-
F
REL-7
TEI7

=>The CR is agreed

R2-091109
Correction for VR(UM)
Samsung
CR
25.322
(0353)
-
A
REL-8
TEI7

=>The CR is revised in R2-091562
R2-091562
Correction for VR(UM)
Samsung
CR
25.322
(0353)
-
A
REL-8
TEI7
=>The CR is agreed

R2-091219
CR to 25.331(R7) for adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message  for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.331
-
-
F
TEI7

-Ericsson considers the benefits of the CR are not clear, existing information in the UE could be used. CMCC would like to understand what procedures can be used.

-Huawei asks if this introduction creates backward compatibility issues. Nokia clarifies since NCEs are used there shouldn’t be any issue.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091514 

R2-091514
CR to 25.331(R7) for adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message  for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.331
-
-
F
TEI7

-Ericsson indicates the added IE should be optionally present

-“CV_” should be “CV-“

-Nokia indicates there should be some procedural text indicating what the UE should do with it.

-Some offline discussion is needed.

-Ericsson indicates it is critical these CRs are available for this plenary.

=>The CR is deferred to email discussion. Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43.
R2-091220
CR to 25.331(R8) for adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.331
-
-
A
TEI8

=>The CR is revised in R2-091515
R2-091515
CR to 25.331(R8) for adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.331
-
-
A
TEI8

-Ericsson indicates the NCE should be done with same ext name “7c0”

-Ericsson indicates it is critical these CRs are available for this plenary.

=> The CR is deferred to email discussion. Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43.
R2-091467
Correction of Uplink DPCH power control info IE
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
F

-[Chairman] Only Rel’7/8? Not Rel’4? Magic sentence?

-Ericsson and T-Mobile consider it can be sufficient to have a release 8 correction

-We agree that a release 8 CR is sufficient.

=>The CR is not agreed
R2-091468
Correction of Uplink DPCH power control info IE
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
A

-The category needs to be changed to “F”

-A magic sentence needs to be added

=>The CR is revised in R2-091563, CR#3615
R2-091563
Correction of Uplink DPCH power control info IE
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
F

=>The CR is agreed
R2-091470
Removal of DCCH logical channel mapped on RLC TM entity
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

-[Chairman] Only Rel’7/8? Not Rel’99? Magic sentence?

-We agree that a release 8 CR is sufficient

=>The CR is not agreed
R2-091471
Removal of DCCH logical channel mapped on RLC TM entity
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
A

REL-8
TEI7

-The category needs to be changed to “F”

-A magic sentence needs to be added

=>The CR is revised in R2-091564, CR#0358 

R2-091564
Removal of DCCH logical channel mapped on RLC TM entity
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.322
-
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

=>The CR is agreed
R2-091472
Modification of ciphered part unit for a MAC PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

-[Chairman] Only Rel’7/8? Not Rel’99? Magic sentence?-We agree that a release 8 CR is sufficient

=>The CR is not agreed
R2-091473
Modification of ciphered part unit for a MAC PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
A

REL-8
TEI7

-The category needs to be changed to “F”

-A magic sentence needs to be added

=>The CR is revised in R2-091565, CR#0504 

R2-091565
Modification of ciphered part unit for a MAC PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.321
-
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

=>The CR is agreed
REL-7 WI RANimp-16QamUplink:

R2-091336
Discussion of handling AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

-Ericsson asks if option 1 creates some dependency between the SG table and the modulation. Nokia clarifies there is already a dependency between both.

-Nokia indicates RAN1’s intention has been that both SG tables should have been possible to be configured with QPSK. Nokia explains 16QAM has to be configured in order to give NW the choice of table.

- Huawei would prefer to have option 1. Ericsson and Nokia would have a preference for option 2.

-Qualcomm considers option 1 has impacts on RAN1 specs and considers option 2 is easier to implement.

-NEC and Samsung would also prefer option 2.

=>Noted

R2-091337
Correction to RRC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3584)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

-“other specs affected need to be updated

=>The CR is conditionally agreed, pending discussion on applicability of both SG tables to QPSK. We’ll see a revision in R2-091568
R2-091568
Correction to RRC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3584)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

- Nokia indicates it will not be possible to add the second issue on applicability of both SG tables to QPSK

--“other specs affected” needs to be filled in.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091821 rev1 

R2-091338
Correction to RRC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3585)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-16QamUplink

-“other specs affected need to be updated

=>The CR is conditionally agreed, pending discussion on applicability of both SG tables to QPSK. We’ll see a revision in R2-091569
R2-091569
Correction to RRC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3585)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-16QamUplink

- “other specs affected” needs to be filled in.

 =>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091822
R2-091339
Correction to MAC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.321
(0499)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

-The “lowest configured Serving Grant Value” should be clarified. We can add a definition in 3.1.2.2

=>The CR is revised in R2-091566
R2-091566
Correction to MAC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.321
(0499)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

-“lowest”->”Lowest”

-CR number needs to be added

-“other specs affected” needs to be filled in 

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091750, rev1
R2-091340
Correction to MAC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.321
(0500)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-16QamUplink

=>The CR is revised in R2-091567
R2-091567
Correction to MAC handling of AG and SG tables when 16QAM UL is configured
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.321
(0500)
-
A

REL-8
RANimp-16QamUplink

-“lowest”->”Lowest”

-CR number needs to be added

-“other specs affected” needs to be filled in 

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091820, rev1
R2-091837
Signaling of AG tables in 25.331
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
-
F
REL-7
RANimp-16QamUplink

-Qualcomm indicates a CR to solve the 16QAM/QPSK issue will be provided soon in the draft folder. If time allows it can be presented.

-Nokia indicates more time is needed to check this. Nokia considers this is only an optimization

-If RAN1 think this is a problem, an LS should be sent to RAN2 to instruct the group about the actions to take. 

-Ericsson would like to see a RAN1 agreement on fixing this in RAN2.

=>The CR is not agreed

R2-091838 Signaling of AG tables in 25.331
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
-
A
REL-8
RANimp-16QamUplink

-Nokia indicates there is no rush to agree on this for release 8

=>The CR is not agreed
REL-7 WI RANimp-64QamDownlink:
R2-091451
Clarification of 64QAM TB Table applicability
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3614)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-64QamDownlink

-[Chairman] Coversheet says rel’8 shadow CR. Of which Tdoc?

-We agree with the principle of the CR.

=>The CR is conditionally agreed, pending presentation and agreement of a release 7 version. 

-Release 7 CR in R2-091570, CR#3616

-Release 8 CR in R2-091571, CR# already allocated

R2-091570
Clarification of 64QAM TB Table applicability
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3616)
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-64QamDownlink

-The CR number used isn’t correct.

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091712, Rev1

R2-091571
Clarification of 64QAM TB Table applicability
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3614)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-64QamDownlink

-The “other comments” part can be removed

=>With this change, the CR is agreed in R2-091713, rev1
REL-9 WI Rlnlmp9-UMTS1880TDD:

Note:
RAN #42 approved some RAN4 REL-8 CRs for this WI and RAN4 tends to finish this topic by March 09 so that it could be actually a REL-8 WI (whether still an exception sheet will be needed for RAN #43 is tbd).

R2-091493
Introduction of UMTS Band f in 25.307
CATT
CR
25.307
-
-
B

REL-4
Rlnlmp9-UMTS1880TDD

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091573, CR#0083
R2-091494
Introduction of UMTS Band f in 25.307
CATT
CR
25.307
-
-
B

REL-5
Rlnlmp9-UMTS1880TDD

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091574, CR#0084
R2-091495
Introduction of UMTS Band f in 25.307
CATT
CR
25.307
-
-
B

REL-6
Rlnlmp9-UMTS1880TDD

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091575, CR#0085
R2-091496
Introduction of UMTS Band f in 25.307
CATT
CR
25.307
-
-
B

REL-7
Rlnlmp9-UMTS1880TDD

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091576, CR#0086
R2-091497
Introduction of UMTS Band f in 25.307
CATT
CR
25.307
-
-
B

REL-8
Rlnlmp9-UMTS1880TDD

-CATT explains the rel’8 version of section 19 needs to remain void.

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091577, CR#0087

R2-091500
Introduction of UMTS Band f in 25.331
CATT
CR
25.331
-
-
B

REL-8
Rlnlmp9-UMTS1880TDD
=>The CR is agreed in R2-091572, CR#3617
7.4
Release 8

7.4.1
Improved L2 for uplink
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates, closed June 08)

[Chairman] Need to treat LSs: R2-090883, R2-090876, R2-090884
R2-091408
Clarification for the description of transmitting UM RLC entity
Huawei
CR
25.322
(0356)
-
F

-[Chairman] sentence seem to still have issues

-It is obvious that the sentence only applies to the UL.

-Ericsson would prefer to have two sentences with the different conditions clearly separated

=>The CR is revised in R2-091582
R2-091582
Clarification for the description of transmitting UM RLC entity
Huawei
CR
25.322
(0356)
-
F

-We need 2 sentences to clearly show the difference.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091737
R2-091737
Clarification for the description of transmitting UM RLC entity
Huawei
CR
25.322
(0356)
-
F

 =>The CR is agreed
R2-091447
Correction to RLC text for MAC i/is
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.322
(0357)
-
F

-[Chairman] Spec version number and formatting isn’t correct

-Nokia commented the reason for change needs to be motivated (there was a RAN2 agreement that UEs shall do either one or the other behaviour).

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091580
R2-091484
Draft reply LS to R5-085579 = R2-090884 on clarification of the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured 
Qualcomm Europe
LSout

-Nokia agrees with the conclusion and points out the CR should be attached to the LS.

=>With this change the LS is approved in R2-091581
7.4.2
CS voice service over HSPA
(RAN2 WI, RInImp8-CsHspa, closed March 08)

R2-091111
Concatenation/segmentation in case SN_Delivery parameter is configured
Samsung, Infineon
CR
25.322
(0354)
-
F

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091588
R2-091143
Coding of the PDCP AMR Data PDU payload
Infineon
CR
25.323
(0314)
-
F

-“the AMR or AMR-WB coded as” can be removed.

-The reference to 26.101 can be removed

-Only the affected clauses need to be in the CR

=>With these changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091589
R2-091145
Condition to identify a CS-HSPA configuration
Infineon
CR
25.323
(0315)
-
F

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091590
R2-091146
Concatenation/segmentation in case SN_Delivery parameter is configured
Infineon
CR
25.322
(0351)
-
F

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091343
Discussion of handling of RLC UM error and ciphering issue during CS-HSPA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

revised in R2-091502
R2-091502
Discussion of handling of RLC UM error and ciphering issue during CS-HSPA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
-Huawei asks if an RLF wouldn’t be triggered in such a bad scenario.

-Huawei indicates in case when CPC is active the timer to define an RLF is much larger than today hence RLF is not a reliable method. Huawei indicates in this case the timer for RLF can be configured.

-NEC indicates that if there are silence periods, the actual amount of time is much larger than 2.56 hence this problem is a corner case. Nokia considers that even if it’s rare, the impact is very bad. T-Mobile supports that even in a corner case, this should be solved. Qualcomm supports the principle. Infineon is not convinced the probability is sufficient to warrant action. Nokia indicates this case happens in mobility scenarios.

-Ericsson asks if there could be other alternatives where the timer is at the NW side. Ericsson supports addressing this case.

-Infineon asks whether this applies for other services than CSoHS. Nokia indicates that in case of configurable timer, the NW can optimize this mechanism. Infineon indicates this setting links the application to the RNC/NB configuration. Infineon indicates in case of a long silence period, the re-establishment may be triggered too fast.

-Nokia would like to ensure the issue is solved for CSoHS.

-Nokia points out there is a benefit in finalizing this issue and related CRs in this meeting so it can be integrated in release 8 version of ASN.1.

-Ericsson and Huawei would like to have more time to study the problem.

=>Nokia will lead an email discussion on this subject for the next meeting. 

Deadline: Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43.

R2-091344
UM data reception error detection for CS over HSPA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.322
(0355)
-
F

revised in R2-091492 (since wrong contents in R2-091344)
R2-091492
UM data reception error detection for CS over HSPA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.322
0355
-
F
=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091345
UM data reception ciphering recovery for CS over HSPA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3588)
-
F

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091346
UM data reception ciphering recovery for CS over HSPA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3589)
-
F

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091347
Introduce CS-HSPA information to Radio Bearer Reconfiguration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3590)
-
F

revised in R2-091503
R2-091503
Introduce CS-HSPA information to Radio Bearer Reconfiguration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
3590
-
F
-Ericsson is concerned that with the proposed approach, the version of the IE will not be consistent across messages. Nokia agrees with the concern and propose to add the r8 version of the IE in all release 8 critical extensions. 

-Ericsson indicates RB Release seems to be the only one what wasn’t updated.

-Qualcomm would also prefer an approach with a common IE revision throughout.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091591
R2-091591
Introduce CS-HSPA information to Radio Bearer Reconfiguration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
3590
-
F
-Ericsson explains the earlier changes are not needed anymore.

-Nokia asks if we shouldn’t also extend these changes to the RAB info setup message. Ericsson indicates this is already covered.

-We agree to merge this CR in the ASN.1 CR.

=>The CR is withdrawn.
7.4.3
Enhanced Uplink for CELL_FACH State in FDD
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-UplinkEnhState, closed Dec. 08)

R2-091142
Discussion on removal of redundant Cell Update procedure
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-Qualcomm supports this proposal

=>We agree to remove the redundant Cell Update procedure, for UEs that support both Enh. CELL_FACH and EUL for CELL_FACH.

-Qualcomm proposes to extend the mechanism to UEs that support Enh. CELL_FACH only. Nokia thinks this can be considered later.
R2-091141
Removal of redundant Cell Update procedure
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3566)
-
F

-Qualcomm asks why this improvement limited to UEs supporting Enh. CELL_FACH and EUL in CELL_FACH? Nokia confirms the features is for UEs supporting both features and this was a simpler approach, a more generic approach is also possible. 

-Ericsson considers it is not necessary to recompute the variable at each state transition but rather when UE enters/leaves CELL_PCH.

-Section 8.5.xx: Qualcomm would prefer the variable name is mentioned in full rather than mention “this variable”.

-Ericsson points out there seems to be a redundancy in the conditions in section 8.3.1.6. This is not impacting this CR and can be checked offline.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091599
R2-091599
Removal of redundant Cell Update procedure
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3566)
-
F

- Ericsson points out the variable should be set to “TRUE” or “FALSE”.

=>With the change, the CR is agreed in R2-091824, R1

R2-091155
Setting of initial serving grant value for common E-DCH transmission
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
(0492)
-
F

-Section 11.8.1.3.2: Samsung points out we shouldn’t refer to RRC variables in the MAC. The sentence can be reworded. Nokia agrees this should be avoided. Ericsson would also prefer.

-Ericsson suggests the changes in 11.8.1.3 and 11.8.1.3.1 can be separated more visibly, to avoid referring to concepts we do not have with the EUL in CELL_FACH operation.

-Nokia considers some more variables may need to be initialized in 11.8.1.3.5.

-Interdigital considers some more variables may need to be initialized in 11.8.1.3.2 (ref_ETPR..)

=>The CR is revised in R2-091708
R2-091708
Setting of initial serving grant value for common E-DCH transmission
Infineon Technologies
CR
25.321
0492
-
F

- This CR approval is deferred to email approval. Deadline: Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43

R2-091394
Clarification of dynamic persistence level for common E-DCH
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3602)
-
F

-Nokia points out we shouldn’t have a requirement in a note. Points out a possibility would be to re-use the language that was used in 8.5.7.

-Ericsson indicates this text could be added in 8.1.1.74 (action upon timer expiry).

-Qualcomm asks if this dynamic persistence level used at all. Huawei indicates it depends on implementation.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091709
R2-091709
Clarification of dynamic persistence level for common E-DCH
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3602)
-
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-091869
R2-091869
Clarification of dynamic persistence level for common E-DCH
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3602)
-
F

 -The CR is not about the same subject anymore.

-Companies need more time to evaluate the CR

-The CR can be resubmitted at the next meeting

-The note about dynamic persistence level is not required anymore.

-Ericsson asks if this implies the UE never has to read the SIB7 anymore, and keep using the value read initially. Huawei confirms the understanding.

=>The CR is postponed

R2-091402
Clarification of F-DPCH slot format for E-DCH in CELL_FACH
InterDigital
CR
25.331
(3606)
-
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-091592
R2-091592
Correction on F-DPCH slot format for E-DCH in CELL_FACH
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks, InterDigital
CR
25.331
Rel’8
F

-Qualcomm asks why is F-DPCH slot format 0 used? Nokia indicates since there is no SHO, there is no reason this format isn’t used. Qualcomm indicates there could be RAN1 implications (25.214): There are some indications of UE behaviour in case of DPC_mode = 0/1. The changes in this CR seem independent of changes needed in RAN1 spec.

-Huawei and Infineon also consider we shouldn’t restrict the UE to use slot format 0 and would prefer to have a configurable parameter. Infineon indicates common E-DCH is dependant on EF-DPCH.

-Infineon considers the semantic description for the IE in tabular should be more specific (aligned with ASN.1). 

-Ericsson indicates there should be a UE behaviour defined if any spare values are received in rel’8. Otherwise they are not needed.

-Interdigital indicates the different slot formats that can be used with EF-DPCH were intended to save channelization code space in CELL_DCH and aren’t needed in this case.

-Qualcomm would also consider a different approach for F-DPCH slot format to allow saving more code space.

-Ericsson points out in theory there is no need to specify any F-DPCH slot format as the default is 0. Qualcomm indicates if slot format 0 is chosen, another channelization code would be needed to fit all E-DCH common resources. Qualcomm indicates the reverting to default slot format 0 would require some clarification.

-Ericsson asks what is the reason for setting the F-DPCH error rate target.

-We agree to keep F-DPCH slot format 0 as proposed in the CR

=>The CR is revised in R2-091710
R2-091710
Correction on F-DPCH slot format for E-DCH in CELL_FACH
Nokia, Nokia Siemens Networks, InterDigital
CR
25.331
Rel’8
F

- Infineon comments we should remove the coversheet comment about F-DPCH slot format 0 applying to release 6.

=>With that change the CR is agreed in R2-091823, CR#3618

R2-091474
HARQ delivery failure for triggered scheduling information for CELL_FACH state and Idle mode
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

=>Revised in R2-091596
R2-091596
HARQ delivery failure for triggered scheduling information for CELL_FACH state and Idle mode
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

=>Noted
R2-091475
Proposed CR to HARQ delivery failure for triggered scheduling information for CELL_FACH state and Idle mode
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.331
-
-
F
=>Revised in R2-091597
R2-091597
Proposed CR to HARQ delivery failure for triggered scheduling information for CELL_FACH state and Idle mode
LG Electronics Inc., Interdigital
CR
25.331
-
-
F
-The current discussion is converging on having some text added to forbid transmission of SI when TEBS=0.

=>Revised in R2-091711
R2-091711
Proposed CR to HARQ delivery failure for triggered scheduling information for CELL_FACH state and Idle mode
LG Electronics Inc., Interdigital
CR
25.331
-
-
F
 -Ericsson considers it would be simpler to have two paragraphs. The new paragraph will indicate the actions in CELL_FACH and idle mode.

-The agreed behaviour is: 

-
 if the TEBS field of the SI is set to zero and if UE is in CELL_FACH state or Idle mode,:

· 
-
no further action is required.
- 
else, if the Scheduling Information was transmitted without any higher layer data multiplexed in the same MAC-e or MAC-i PDU:
-It has been identified that the CR doesn’t cover all cases, this can be fixed in the next meeting.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091736, CR#0505

7.4.4
Enhanced UE DRX
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-DRX, closed Sep. 08)

R2-091112
Corrections for enhanced UE DRX
Samsung
CR
25.331
(3562)
-
F

-Ericsson considers this behaviour handles a use case that is rare. Huawei is concerned there could be some de-synchronization between UE and NB. Samsung considers the current specification is clear enough. Interdigital indicates there are cases when UE would transition to CELL_FACH without a message exchange.

-Ericsson considers there is no issue if the L2 ack is sent at the next available DRX period and would like to avoid setting a dependency between L2 assumption and the DRX cycle.

-We agree on the editorial part of the CR.

=>With the editorial change only (removal of redundant “supports”), the CR is agreed in R2-091715
R2-091409
Clarification of enhanced UE DRX operation
InterDigital
CR
25.331
(3609)
-
F

-The coversheet needs to be clarified.

-Only the modified sections need to be kept

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091717 

R2-091442
Correction to enhanced UE DRX procedure
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3612)
-
D

=>The CR is withdrawn

R2-091425
SIB7 reading and Enhanced UE DRX
InterDigital, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(3611)
-
F

-There is no concern from a RAN2 point of view.

-This CR will be attached to an LS to RAN1/4 to evaluate whether concerns are found.

=>The CR is postponed.
R2-091469
Discussion on SIB7 handling and Enhanced UE DRX
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

=>The doc is revised in R2-091594
R2-091594
Discussion on SIB7 handling and Enhanced UE DRX
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-Ericsson asks if the intent is to just keep the behaviour as it is today. Qualcomm agrees this is the intention, some clarification would be needed.

-Interdigital indicates the analysis doesn’t take into account the proposed scheme of multiplying the reading time. Qualcomm indicates the 2nd solution would cover that scheme and the analysis covers a case where SIB7 is never read. 

-Nokia indicates none of the drawbacks indicated for proposal 2 are valid. 

-Nokia indicates it is not likely that NW vendors would be in favour of changing the current SIB7 timers.

-Nokia considers the assumptions made for traffic models are only a special case, in particular UEs would be kept in CELL_FACH for longer than indicated.

-Huawei is concerned that setting a large value for SIB7 timer may create issues. Huawei considers RAN1/4 should be involved to evaluate the impact. Nokia indicates the co-signers are confident RAN4 is not impacted. Ericsson indicates they don’t see a problem with relaxing the SIB7 reading time. Qualcomm would expect that for E-DCH, the statistical nature of UL interference may change and become more bursty.

-Ericsson indicates the current setting for SIB7 reading is already large thus NW are fine with infrequent reading. 

-Nokia indicates the proposal by Qualcomm would be that NW need to change their legacy configuration. Qualcomm indicates they are not proposing any changes in the standards. NW can change the values if they wish to. Nokia considers that NW vendors wouldn’t want to change the existing SIB7 reading as it extends the time legacy UEs need to access. Ericsson confirms this would be a concern.

-Qualcomm strongly suggests that RAN1 needs to look at this problem.

=>RAN2 can send an LS to RAN1/4 to ask about potential impact if the proposal of multiplying the SIB7 reading. 

=>Qualcomm will draft an LS to RAN1/4 to ask about potential impact if the proposal of multiplying the SIB7 reading and indicate that another possibility is to not do anything. Draft LS: R2-091719
R2-091719
LS to RAN1/4

 -offline discussions are needed

=>The LS will not be sent.

R2-091844
SIB7 handling for enhanced CELL_FACH when E-DCH is not configured
Qualcomm Europe
-Nokia asks what is the difference with the earlier CR with the DRX multiplier. Qualcomm indicates the change is to de-couple the DRX cycle from the expiration and the range should be a bit larger, allowing a shorter time.

-Qualcomm indicates the range propose with the DRX multiplier is covered in this proposal, but also more values are covered.

-Nokia considers this is more work for NW and UE.

-Ericsson would prefer finding a better place than a note to specify the UE behaviour.

-Ericsson indicates this is done with NCE and can be done at the next meeting.

=>The CR is deferred to email agreement. Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43. Qualcomm to run this email discussion.
R2-091316
SIB7 handling and Enhanced UE DRX
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3576)
-
A

=>Updated in R2-091513
R2-091513
SIB7 handling and Enhanced UE DRX
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
(3576)
-
A

-Nokia and Interdigital don’t think this CR improves the readability.

=>The CR is postponed.
7.4.5
Enhanced CELL_FACH state in 1.28 Mcps TDD
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD, closed Dec. 08)

R2-091444
Editorial corrections to enhanced CELL_FACH in 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE Corporation
CR
25.331
(3613)
-
F
-the correction of the reference in the tabular is already corrected in the ASN.1 CR. This can be removed.

-The title should not contain “editorial”.

=>Without change 2 we agree with the CR in R2-091722
7.4.6
Mobility between UMTS and LTE

Contributions related to UMTS Stage-3 aspects should be submitted here. Stage-2 aspects and Stage-3 issues common with LTE should be submitted under 4.1.

R2-091077
Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell
Telecom Italia
CR
25.331
(3556)
-
F

-Telecom Italia clarifies that currently the variable E-UTRA detection is cleared as part of a group of variables.

-T-Mobile considers that it wouldn’t be possible to detect E-UTRA cells in CELL_FACH. Telecom Italia understood that it normal search criteria would apply also in CELL_FACH. T-Mobile clarifies that absolute priorities don’t apply in CELL_FACH. In the case of E-UTRA detection, NW would have to define measurement occasions. Nokia confirms that idle mobility towards E-UTRA doesn’t apply in CELL_FACH.

-T-Mobile considers this case wouldn’t happen in a normal NW.

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091723
R2-091105
GSM continuous range of ARFCNs
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(3560)
-
F

-There was a related issue in the ASN.1.

-We agree to merge the full CR in the ASN.1 CR

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091107
Missing reference to E-UTRAN DL-DCCH-Message at Inter-RAT Handover
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(3561)
-
F

-The E-UTRAN message is in italic as it’s the 36.331 drafting rules

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091725
R2-091252
Handling of Priority of Camping Frequency
CATT
CR
25.304
(0189)
-
F

-Nokia asks if we should consider the problem identified by DoCoMo in the joint session (where ping-pong with E-UTRA could happen).

-T-Mobile considers we could mention that in this case the UE falls back to legacy rules. Nokia indicates in this case UE wouldn’t be able to go to LTE until dedicated priorities are given.

=>The CR is not agreed

R2-091253
Support E-UTRAN Inter-RAT measurement by UTRA TDD UE
CATT
CR
25.331
(3573)
-
F

-Nokia asks if an enumerated shouldn’t be used instead of an integer. It can remain an integer but needs to be modified as: (2,3) -> (2..3)

-The “measurement capability TDD” can be moved right below the “measurement capability”. The same needs to be reflected in ASN.1

-Ericsson proposes the ASN.1 and tabular part of the CR should be merged with the ASN.1 CR.

-CATT would prefer to keep the text and tabular in the current CR.

-We will keep the text and tabular in this CR and merge the ASN.1 in the ASN.1 CR.

-A comment needs to be added to mention the ASN.1 part will be merged

=>the CR is revised in R2-091726
R2-091726
Support E-UTRAN Inter-RAT measurement by UTRA TDD UE
CATT
CR
25.331
(3573)
-
F

-interger => integer

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091735
R2-091260
Support E-UTRAN Inter-RAT measurement by UTRA TDD UE
CATT
CR
25.321
(0495)
-
F

-the “for TDD” conditions in sections 11.9.xxx are not needed

=>With these changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091727
R2-091279
Correction to UE behaviour if dedicated cell reselection priority is assigned but frequency is not configured by system information
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
(0191)
-
F

-T-Mobile indicates there are some offline discussions on-going to come up with a joint contribution solving the issue brought up by DoCoMo in the common session

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091349
Handling of dedicated priorities on inter-RAT change to UTRA
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3591)
-
F

=>Withdrawn
R2-091350
Corrections to UTRA to EUTRA mobility
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3592)
-
F

-The last change was already agreed in an earlier CR

=>Without the last change the CR is agreed in R2-091728
R2-091351
Correction to serving cell dedicated priority handling when no priority is available
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, T-Mobile
CR
25.331
(3593)
-
F

-The CR # needs to be added

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091748
R2-091352
Correction to serving cell dedicated priority handling when no priority is available
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, T-Mobile
CR
25.304
(0192)
-
F

-T-Mobile considers this issue should be solved in common with the EUTRA session

-We could agree with this CR to align with LTE and then find a fix.

-Ericsson indicates the note should be in the normative text as it contains a UE requirement

-The note can be changed to a B1 without changes in the text.

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091747
R2-091372
Priority handling in camped on any cell state in Rel8
Panasonic
CR
25.304
(0194)
-
F

=>Revised in R2-091508
R2-091508
Priority handling in camped on any cell state in Rel8
Panasonic
CR
25.304
(0194)
-
F

-Nokia asks if the camp normally state includes CELL_FACH/PCH states or only in idle mode? Nokia indicates the priorities are valid in some connected states in UTRA.

-Panasonic agrees this should be extended. 

-Nokia asks whether the same change should be applied in the measurement rule section? Panasonic agrees this could be added and would like to discuss where to implement this.

-Ericsson would like to come back to this CR.

-Ericsson asks why there should be a mention of the specification release. Panasonic agrees that could be removed.

-Nokia points out a rel’8/9 UE would never reselect to E-UTRA if this statement is added. Ericsson agrees we shouldn’t refer to a NW release.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091732
R2-091732
Priority handling in camped on any cell state in Rel8
Panasonic
CR
25.304
(0194)
-
F

-Nokia indicates a change will be needed in RRC to indicate how the priorities (common/dedicated) are stored in the different states.

-Ericsson indicates the fact that rel’8 E-UTRA doesn’t support emergency calls will have to be solved in rel’9. A “capability” bit can be added in UTRA rel’9. T-Mobile considers this solution wouldn’t address the case of rel’9 UE in an earlier release of E-UTRA. Also rel’8 UE in rel’9 EUTRA wouldn’t be attempting emergency calls. T-Mobile considers we need to solve this issue in release 8. 

-Ericsson indicates if there a CN/NAS impact, rel’8 UE will not be able to perform those calls, no matter what the EUTRA capability bit.

-Nokia proposes that this is solved with NCE in release 8.

-the revision should have been 1.

Coversheet changes: revision should be 2.

The highlights should be remove.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091740 r2.
R2-091406
Corrections to absolute priority reselection
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3608)
-
F

-Ericsson indicates the timer T322 is already captured in the ASN.1 CR

-The timer change is not needed.

=>Without the t322 change the CR is agreed in R2-091729
R2-091407
Dedicated priority info in SRNS relocation info
Huawei
Disc

-Nokia indicates that during the common session it was clarified this information was deemed not useful across RATs. Huawei considers it would be a rare case that one RNC configures dedicated priorities whereas another wouldn’t. Nokia considers there is no issue. 

-T-Mobile considers that addition of a bit wouldn’t be sufficient to save the Target RNC to indicate the RNC to the UE. The time the UE keeps the priorities would be needed but wouldn’t be available.

-T-Mobile considers that even within an RNS, RNC would need to provide the dedicated priorities at signalling occasions. The added bit isn’t needed.

=>The document is noted.
R2-091441
Correction to the definition of priority search thresholds
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.304
(0196)
-
F

-“other specs affected” needs to be filled in

-The CR should be category F

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091730
R2-091595
Clarification for the case Absolute Priority is not applied
DoCoMo
CR
25.304
F

-the second change sentence should be “neither.. nor”

-the intention of the CR is to indicate what the UE behaviour is if either priority or threshold is missing from all frequencies. 

-Ericsson points out the definition of frequency layer is missing from 25.304 and there seems to be a disconnect between RAN2 and RAN4. Nokia understood is as RAN4; Nokia indicates this is clear from 5.2.6.1.2a.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091731
R2-091731
Clarification for the case Absolute Priority is not applied
DoCoMo
CR
25.304
F

-The agreed behaviour is that normal reselection rules will apply only if none of the frequency layers have both priority and threshold information.

-if the serving frequency has priority information, absolute priorities apply for inter-RAT but normal reselection rules apply within UTRA.

-The sentence will be re-written with the conditions first. We can write the sentence describing the opposite behaviour as described in the minutes.

-The issue brought up by DoCoMo in the common session is still open.

-Alcatel Lucent asks if the note is useful. T-Mobile and Nokia clarify it was agreed to add this note to clarify the behaviour (this allows possibility to not configure absolute priorities in SIB19 in some NW sharing situation).

-The note should also include inter-RAT scenarios: The note can say that even though frequencies aren’t listed in SIB19, dedicated priorities can still be provided for inter-RAT.

-Same comment apply to the inter-RAT part.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091746
R2-091746
Clarification for the case Absolute Priority is not applied
DoCoMo
CR
25.304
F

 -Wording needs to be enhanced

-Behavior in inter-RAT is not correct. Inter-frequency rule should apply for the selected PLMN.

-The “only” can be removed from both sentences and the note.

-Note format shall be “NO”

-CR# shall be included

=>The CR is revised in R2-091832, CR#0199

R2-091832
Clarification for the case Absolute Priority is not applied
DoCoMo
CR
25.304
F

 -The last “for the selected PLMN” can be removed.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091848, Rev 1

7.4.7
HSPA VoIP to WCDMA/GSM CS continuity
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-HSPAVoIP, 65%, March 09; WID in RP-080749)

R2-091140
Introduction of SR-VCC operations
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3565)
-
B
-Ericsson indicates the V8xy should be made V860. This can be included in a revision.

-New IEs should be introduced within existing IEs.

=>With these changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091720.

-Should we send an LS to CT1 to give the status on SR-VCC (attaching the CR)? In the initial LS to CT1, RAN2 indicated it was considering adding an indication to be sent OTA. This is not the case anymore.

=>RAN2 will send an LS to CT1 to inform them of our status. Nokia to draft the LS in R2-091721.

R2-091721 LS to CT1 on updates on the introduction of SR-VCC capability for UTRAN cell
=>The LS is approved in R2-091739
7.4.8
HS-DSCH Serving Cell Change Enhancements
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-HSDSCH, closed Dec. 08)

R2-091144
Processed transactions initialisation upon SRB re-establishment
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3567)
-
F

-Huawei considers it is not always the case the RNC would clear all RLC state when RLC is re-established. All NW vendors would have to perform the same.

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091741
R2-091398
Corrections to HS-DSCH cell change enhancements(R7MIMO)
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3604)
-
F

-Huawei indicates there are two versions of the CR depending on whether MIMO-TDD is agreed in release 8.

-Ericsson indicates the r8 version has been introduced by the MIMO-TDD CR.

-A statement should be added in “other comments” to indicate the dependency on MIMO-LCRTDD RRC CR: “This CR should be accepted if the MIMO-LCRTDD CR3547 is not approved.”

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091742
R2-091400
Corrections to HS-DSCH cell change enhancements(R8MIMO)
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3605)
-
F

-A statement should be added in “other comments” to indicate the dependency on MIMO-LCRTDD RRC CR: “This CR should be accepted if the MIMO-LCRTDD CR3547 is approved.”

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091743
R2-091405
Some corrections to Serving Cell Change enhancements
InterDigital
CR
25.331
(3607)
-
F

=>The CR is revised in R2-091718
R2-091718
Some corrections to Serving Cell Change enhancements
InterDigital
CR
25.331
(3607)
-
F

-Huawei asks why would RB release be added to the list of RRC messages that UE can receive to stop monitoring an HS-SCCH order. Nokia explains this covers a case where the NW isn’t trying to perform a serving cell change but another procedure such as RB release. 

-Huawei indicates reception of such a message shouldn’t prevent the UE from monitoring the target cell. 

-Samsung indicates the sentence should be reworded to let the UE monitor the target cell.

-Ericsson indicates this is a corner case and it shouldn’t prevent a UE from monitoring the target cell. Nokia indicates if we don’t change the UE behaviour, the NW needs to make sure the transaction ID is appropriate. 

-Qualcomm considers we shouldn’t change the current agreement on monitoring the target cell.

-Samsung points out we shouldn’t prevent the NW from performing RRC procedures unrelated to the serving cell change.

=>change 2 is not agreed.

-there are added and redundant line breaks and non-straight brackets.

=>Without change 2 and the editorial changes the CR is agreed in R2-091744
7.4.9
Support of UTRA HNB
(RAN2 WI, HNB-supp, 80%, March 09, WID in RP-080752)

Chairman’s notes: 25.304 CRs are done on top of baseline CR agreed in principle in R2-090900. Need to treat R2-090900 with this AI.

Chairman’s notes: R2-090935 needs to be treated here. 

Agreements from Common session:

There is consensus on specifying a default value of 0dB for cells not included in system information. That is valid for Intra frequency only. For inter frequency it’s agreed to use the strongest cell on that frequency.

R2-091276
Baseline 25.304 CR + LTE agreements from RAN2#64bis for 36.304
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
(0190)
-
B

=>The CR is revised in R2-091558
R2-091558
Baseline 25.304 CR + LTE agreements from RAN2#64bis for 36.304
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
(0190)
-
B

-registered PLMN should be “registered and selected PLMN”

-why is the added box dotted in figure 1? Qualcomm indicates the “dotted” parts was to suggest optionality and since there isn’t any decision we can leave that open.

-Need to add restriction of that CSG selection doesn’t apply to CELL_FACH state.
-Huawei points out the definitions need to be synched up with 25.331

-Qualcomm asks if we should leave the mention of E-UTRAN search to E-UTRAN specs. T-Mobile considers the same change is required in LTE and GERAN. Qualcomm considers it would be better not to mention requirement about E-UTRAN specs. T-Mobile indicates there are already a number of requirement for E-UTRAN in UTRAN specs (for absolute priority).

-Qualcomm considers the last sentence of 5.6 isn’t needed. The search for a suitable depends on the UE state. T-Mobile points out the purpose is to indicate that UE has to perform normal selection. Nokia considers it’s already clear. The last sentence can be removed.

-Ericsson points out that searching for an acceptable cell gives the impression that UE may look outside its rPLMN. Nokia considers the current text is clear that only the rPLMN is considered. Nokia points out an LS was received from SA1 indicating CSG selection can only be done within the registred PLMN. Infineon points out if the UE is powered on after being in a foreign country and is powered on without seeing the macro NW. T-Mobile indicates in this scenario PLMN selection should succeed with the PLMN broadcasted by the HNB.

-Ericsson asks if ePLMNs are broadcasted by the HNB? Infineon indicates ePLMN IDs are given by CN, not broadcasted by SI.

-The proposal is to see agree on a revision of this CR to use as baseline CR for 25.304. 

=>The CR is revised in R2-091584
R2-091584
Baseline 25.304 CR + LTE agreements from RAN2#64bis for 36.304
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
(0190)
-
B

=>The CR is agreed.
R2-091558
Baseline 25.304 CR + LTE agreements from RAN2#64bis for 36.304
T-Mobile
CR
25.304
(0190)
-
B

-CR will be uploaded Thursday morning. We can treat after the coffee break 

 =>Incorporated in a different CR
R2-091280
Allignement to latest stage 3 agreements
T-Mobile
CR
25.367
(0002)
-
F

-The sentence about PSC split can be re-worded to allow NWs who do not wish to broadcast it to not do so.

-The sentence about which SIBs are used is removed.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091586
R2-091586
Allignement to latest stage 3 agreements
T-Mobile
CR
25.367
(0002)
-
F

- ”reseverd” -> reserved

-Samsung proposes to remove a mention that the PSC split is reserved by the operator. We can remove this part.

-The “may” broadcast PSC range is removed. T-Mobile indicates the stage 3 is clear about what is required from CSG cells.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091714, rev1.
R2-091681
CR to 25.304 taking into account common session agreements
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.304

-Nokia doesn’t see what agreements made in the common session are new for UMTS and not captured in the already provided baseline CR.

-Qualcomm points out one change is the default offset to use.

-Infineon asks if there is an implied priority in the different cases of non-CSG to CSG.

-T-Mobile considers the added text is not clear. Some aspects of the baseline CRs are missing.

-Offline discussion is needed. Nokia considers it’s not needed to re-write most of the text

-There shall be only one 25.304 CR for the next plenary

=>The CR is revised in R2-091585
R2-091585
CR to 25.304 taking into account common session agreements
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.304

=>Incorporated in a different CR (R2-091584)
R2-091230
Clarification on redirection information
ZTE
CR
25.331
(3572)
-
F

-T-Mobile indicates this CR is not related to HNB.

-ZTE indicates if all UEs support some CSG functionality this isn’t a problem.

-T-Mobile indicates existing mechanisms can be applied.

=>The CR is not agreed
R2-091356
Correction to CSG PSC signalling
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3596)
-
F

-Telecom Italia indicates that in UMTS, in order to take care of legacy infrastructure, it was agreed to have 2 ranges.

-We do not change the current agreement.

-Nokia indicates that with 2 ranges, the procedure can be improved. We can see a CR in R2-091587.

R2-091587
Correction to CSG PSC signalling
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3596)
-
F

-Qualcomm would like more time to check the CR.

-If agreed, we would need to merge at least the ASN.1 part of the CR with the Rel’8 ASN.1 CR.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091738
R2-091738
Correction to CSG PSC signalling
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
(3596)
-
F

-Ericsson considers we should still merge the ASN.1 part in the CR.

-Need to add in “other comments” that the ASN.1 is merged with the ASN.1 CR.

=>With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-091745 r2]

R2-091357
Correction to intra-frequency CSG cell selection
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.304
(0193)
-
F

-The sentence in 5.2.6.4.1 doesn’t need to mention “using the default parameters for CSG cells”.

-T-Mobile indicates the sentence on “inapplicability” of measurement rules should be clarified.

-Telecom Italia indicates the added sentence in 5.2.6.1.4 should only apply to reselection.

-Offline discussion are needed.

-This CR will be merged on the T-Mobile CR.

-Telecom Italia proposes to have an offline session to gather all comments (coffee break tomorrow morning).

=>T-Mobile will organize an offline session to gather all comments and come up with one CR to 25.304.

=>The contents of the CR were incorporated in R2-091584
R2-091465
Proposed CR to 25.304 Update of Figure 4.1-1 Overall Idle Mode Process
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.304
(0197)
-
F

-Changes collide with R2-091276
=>The CR is withdrawn. 

R2-091544:
Note on UE measurements to search for CSG cells Ericsson CR 25.304 (0187) – F

(revision of R2-091106)

-Qualcomm considers autonomous search is implementation specific and isn’t needed.

-T-Mobile and Nokia support this addition. T-Mobile indicates it provides a mechanism for configuring the NW.

-Telecom Italia would like to avoid specifying the autonomous search. 

-Infineon indicates this addition is useful for NW implementation.-We agree to indicate how the dedicated frequencies would be used but the wording needs to be agreed.

-Offline discussion needed. Ericsson to report progress 

-This will be integrated in the T-Mobile CR

=>The CR is withdrawn
R2-091891
LS on UE support of CSG in Rel-8

(R3-090588; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
RAN3


REL-8

HNB-supp
-Nokia indicates there is no confirmation that can be made by RAN2 as RAN has already decided HNB is optional.

-T-Mobile indicates RAN2 should indicate to plenary that a capability bit is required

-Telecom Italia would like to understand exactly what is required by RAN3 and points out RAN2 cannot give the final answer for this LS.

-Vodafone indicates if no indication is provided, RAN3 work on HNB will not be usable.

-Huawei indicates that regardless of the capability bit we need to know how many CSG features are required by UE.

-NSN indicates having a minimum set of features to be implemented by UEs would only be a temporary solution as new access techniques may exist in the future.

-T-Mobile proposes that RAN2 looks at the RAN2 aspect of the introduction of the CSG capability bit.

R2-091836
Addition of CSG capability indication
Nokia
CR
25.331
B
3619
-Nokia indicates this bit might be needed in other messages such as IDT, or in RRC Cnctn Rqust

-Ericsson consider we may have to merge this CR with the ASN.1

-Qualcomm would like to understand what are the CSG related procedures mentioned in the semantics.

-T-Mobile considers we should be clearer about what CSG procedures are needed. RAN3 should clarify what those procedures are exactly. NSN explains this bit is required for the registration procedure. RAN3 was assuming this information could be derived from the UE release. NSN indicates this information is needed before IDT starts.

-Ericsson indicates RAN2 should decide on which message is used to carry this bit.

-T-Mobile indicates it sufficient that the bit is provided in the RRC Cnctn complete. Telecom Italia states that due to the late arrival of the RAN3 LS, an email discussion about what is needed by RAN3 should be held before the plenary or, alternatively, the  CRs are provided for all messages but only technically endorsed by RAN2.

=>We agree that the bit is transmitted in RRC connection complete

-Ericsson indicates this would need to be integrated in the ASN.1 review. In order to collide less, the new bit would need to be added after the MAC-i/is support. The CR will not be merged with the ASN.1 CR.

-NSN and Nokia indicate because of race condition between RRC Cncn complete and IDT, it would be safer to add this bit in the IDT as well.

=>We agree not to have this bit in the RRC connection request

=>Nokia will provide 2 CRs deferred to email agreement:


=>One CR introduces the CSG capability bit in the RRC connection complete. To be checked for correctness. R2-091841. 


=>One CR introduces the CSG capability bit in the IDT. To be checked for correctness and need. R2-091842

=>We leave the semantics FFS in both CRs.

=>Both CRs should be sent to plenary with an attached LS explaining that a capability bit was added in one/two messages. LS to be provided as part of email agreement in R2-091843
-In the ASN.1 the capability bit should be added after the maci/is bit.

7.4.10
Support for Additional Navigation Satellite Systems (ANSS) for LCS
(RAN2 WI, RANimp-ANSS, closed Dec. 08)

No contributions.
7.4.11
TEI8
R2-091076
Rapporteur's CR correcting some CR implementation issues in 25.321
Nokia Siemens Network
CR
25.321
(0489)
-
F

-Source to TSG should be “R2”

-CR number needs to be added in final document

=>With that change the CR is agreed in R2-091833.
R2-091078
A default configurations for CELL_FACH in 25.331
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
25.331
(3557)
-
F

-Huawei indicates both rows in 10.3.4.xx can be merged. Nokia indicates the same method was used elsewhere in RRC.

-The CR is conditionally agreed based on agreement for R2-090939.

=> R2-090939 will be revised in R2-091834 to incorporate the contents of this CR R2-091078.

[Chairman] Treat R2-090012 LS with R2-091139
-Nokia indicates the SA2 answer to the LS was not very positive about the re-registration.

-We can answer that adding a “VoIP support” bit is not a technical concern from RAN2 point of view.

-Reply LS in R2-091827 [CB]

R2-091827
draft Reply LS to CT1

-Need to correct the “..”

-RAN2 needs to review the LS to agree from the LTE side. From the UTRA side 

-We should CC RAN3 in the reply LS.

=>With these changes we agree with the LS from the UTRA side. This needs to be reviewed on Friday by LTE. The LS is revised in R2-091839
R2-091139
Introduction of VoIP capability for UTRAN
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Network
CR
25.331
(3564)
-
B

-T-Mobile would prefer seeing this need coming from higher layers (CT1).

-Ericsson indicates there is no issue to introduce this bit later

=>The CR is not agreed.
R2-091314
On sending data in URA_PCH
Qualcomm Europe
Disc
=>Withdrawn

R2-091439
Value range for UE Measurement Capability on a frequency adjacent to intra-frequency
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.306
(0216)
-
F

-Need to fill in the clause affected (5.1)

-Need to add the CR number.

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091835
R2-091465
Proposed CR to 25.304 Update of Figure 4.1-1 Overall Idle Mode Process
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
25.304
(0197)
-
F

=>Wrong AI. Moved to 7.4.9 (withdrawn)
7.4.12
Other Release 8 topics
Including contributions on WI/SI under responsibility of other groups.

RANimp-DCHSDPA (REL-8, RAN1, closed Dec.08):

R2-091104
Correction to activation/deactivation of secondary cell reception
Ericsson, InterDigital, Nokia Corporation
CR
25.331
(3559)
-
F

-8.5.51: extra line break shouldn’t be added

-typo “HS-DSCHare” can be corrected

-CR number needs to be added

=>With these changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091870
R2-091396
Corrections to Dual Cell HSDPA operation
Huawei
CR
25.331
(3603)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-the statement: “1>
the variable HS_DSCH_RECEPTION is set to TRUE;” can be removed.

-in 13.4.8od: Nokia indicates the “secondary cell” can be added to the variable. Huawei indicated a comment was received to remove that part.
-in 13.4.8o: Nokia indicates there is no need to create a variable for Secondary cell H-RNTI.

-Changes in 10.3.3.25 and 10.3.6.31a are not needed.

-CR number needs to be added.

=>With these changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091871
R2-091412
Handling of secondary serving HS-DSCH cell deactivation
InterDigital
CR
25.321
(0503)
-
F

-Changes should be added to MAC-ehs section and removed from the MAC-hs section

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091872
R2-091449
DC-HSDPA feature dependencies
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.306
(0217)
-
F

-The dual cell capability needs to be captured in table 5.1. 

-The dependency on EF-DPCH is still open in RAN2.

=>The CR is not agreed
RANimp-LCRCPC (REL-8, RAN1, 70%, March 09):

R2-091245
25.306 CR on Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
25.306
(0214)
-
B

-The “..” at the end of the CR can be removed.

-The CR number needs to be added

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091873
R2-091246
25.308 CR on Further Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
25.308
(0055)
-
B

=>The CR is revised in R2-091593
R2-091593
25.308 CR on Further Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
25.308
(0055)
-
B

-coversheet: new sections need to be indicated

=>The CR is revised in R2-091825
R2-091825
25.308 CR on Further Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech, CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, ZTE
CR
25.308
(0055)
-
B

-Bullet formatting needs to be fixed

-Clauses affected need to be fixed

-Sections not impacted should not be included in the CR

-CR number needs to be added

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091874
R2-091261
Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, TD-TECH, ZTE
CR
25.321
(0496)
-
B

-Bullet formatting needs to be fixed

-CR number should be added

=>With the change, we agree with the CR in R2-091875
R2-091262
Introduction of CPC for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT, CMCC, RITT, Spreadtrum Communications, TD-TECH, ZTE
CR
25.319
(0032)
-
F

-Spec number needs to be corrected

-Clause not affected should not be added

-CR number needs to be added

=>With these changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091876
RANimp-64QamMimoHsdpa (REL-8, RAN1, closed June 08):

R2-091414
Clarification for code rate restriction for Cat19
Huawei
CR
25.306
(0215)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-64QamMimoHsdpa

=>withdrawn
MBSFN-DOB (REL-8; RAN1; closed Dec.08):

R2-091079
Correction on MBSFN frequency list IE in 3.84Mcps TDD MBSFN IMB
IPWireless
CR
25.331
(3558)
-
F

REL-8
MBSFN-DOB
=>The CR is revised in R2-091507
R2-091507
Correction on MBSFN frequency list IE in 3.84Mcps TDD MBSFN IMB
IPWireless
CR
25.331
(3558)
-
F

REL-8
MBSFN-DOB
=>The CR is agreed.
R2-091828
Update to UE capability for IMB MCCH reception
IPWireless, Ericsson
CR
25.306
F

=>The CR is agreed in R2-091877, CR#0218

R2-091829
Correction on CPICH Secondary CCPCH power offset in 384Mcps TDD MBSFN IMB
IPWireless
CR
25.331
F

=>The CR is withdrawn
ETWS (REL-8):

R2-091321
ETWS procedures for primary notification with security
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(3578)
-
B
=>Withdrawn
R2-091404
Discussion on Logical Transport of ETWS Transmission
Huawei
Disc
=>The document is noted without presentation
R2-091422
Correction for UTRA ETWS duplicate detection
NTT DOCOMO
CR
25.331
-
-
F
=>The CR is agreed in R2-091878, CR#3620
R2-091601
Reception of ETWS Notification without verifying digital signature
Panasonic
CR
25.304
F

-Nokia would like more time to study the proposal (late submission). The CR can be submitted to the next meeting.

=>The CR is postponed
RANimp-MIMOLCR (REL-8, RAN1, 60%, May 2009?):

R2-091221
25.306 CR of introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.306
-
-
B

-coversheet: other specs impacted need to be indicated.

=>The CR is revised in R2-091516
R2-091516
25.306 CR of introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.306
-
-
B

-There shouldn’t be a mention of “absence of IE” in 25.306

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091871, CR#0219
R2-091222
25.321 CR of introduction of MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech Ltd.
CR
25.321
-
-
B

-coversheet: other test specs impacted need to be listed.

=>With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091880, CR#0508
7.5
Release 8 ASN.1 Review Activity

Including input for all reviewers and organizational aspects
R2-091319
UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues list
Ericsson
Report
=>Revised in R2-091517
R2-091517

UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues list
Ericsson
Report
=>Revised in R2-091541
R2-091446
ASN.1 comments
Qualcomm Europe
Disc
=>Withdrawn

R2-090872
UTRA R8 ASN.1 corrections, increment 1
Ericsson
CR
25.331
-
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

=>revised in R2-090873 before RAN2 #65

R2-090873
UTRA R8 ASN.1 corrections, increment 2
Ericsson
CR
25.331
-
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

=>revised in R2-091320
R2-091320
Corrections related to UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(3577)
-
F

=>Revised in R2-091518
R2-091518
 Corrections related to UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues
Ericsson
CR
25.331
3577
-
F

=>Revised in R2-091542
Need revision numbers for update of issue list and CR in R2-091541 and R2-091542
R2-091541
UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues list
Ericsson
Report
=>Revised in R2-091881
noted
R2-091542
Corrections related to UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues
Ericsson
CR
25.331
3577r1
-
F
-4 CRs were found to be merged.

=>The CR is deferred to email approval. Ericsson. Deadline: Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time for email approvals of CRs that have to go to RAN #43. Tdoc#: R2-091882. CR#3577 Rev2
7.6
Outgoing LS and email discussions for UTRA/UTRAN
Approved LS:

· R2-091598

Reply LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD)
· R2-091739

LS on updates on the introduction of SR-VCC capability for UTRAN cell
· R2-091581
Reply LS to R5-085579 = R2-090884 on clarification of the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured (to: RAN5; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN2
Email Discussions:

1. Email agreement of modifications to PS handover to UTRAN (related to R2-091332)

· Led by Nokia

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 3 CRs to be provided (revisions of R2-091333, R2-091334, R2-091501)

2. Email agreement for Addition of HARQ procedure for HS-SCCH less operation when MAC-ehs is configured

· Led by Infineon.

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 2 CRs to be provided (revisions of R2-091539, R2-091540)

3. Email agreement for CR to 25.331(R7) for adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message  for 1.28Mcps TDD
· Led by TD Tech

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 2 CRs to be provided (R2-091514, R2-091515)

4. Email discussion for handling of RLC UM error and ciphering issue during CS-HSPA (R2-091502)

· Led by Nokia

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

5. Email agreement for Setting of initial serving grant value for common E-DCH transmission

· Led by Infineon

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 1 CR to be provided (R2-091708)

6. Email agreement for SIB7 handling for enhanced CELL_FACH when E-DCH is not configured

· Led by Qualcomm

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 1 CR to be provided (R2-091844)

7. Email agreement for technical correctness of Addition of CSG capability indication

· Led by Nokia

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 2 CRs to be provided (R2-091841, R2-091842) for:

· Introduction of a capability bit in RRC connection complete message

· Introduction of a capability bit in IDT

· An LS to the plenary shall also be provided in R2-091843 to explain the situation to the plenary

8. Email agreement for UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues

· Led by Ericsson

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 1 CR to be provided in R2-091882
· 1 issues list to be provided in R2-091881
9. Email agreement on default configuration for CELL_FACH (related to R2-091332)

· Led by NSN

· Deadline Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time.

· 1 CR to be provided (including R2-090939 & R2-091078) in R2-091834 CR3555

8
Left-overs

Handled on Friday in the plenary.

8.1
LTE Control Plane session

Report

R2-091907:
Control Plane session report

-
CATT wonders w.r.t. R2-091059. CATT wonders if the periodic measuremens need to be forwarded at inter-eNB handover ? If we do not change the inter-Node signallig, periodic measurement configuration will also be fully reported to the target eNB which seems to make sense, so that the target knows how to configure the meas-Id if he wants to continue.

-
Samsung wonders since we have agreed the generic error handling, this means we do not need to agree on R2-091049 ? Nokia agrees R2-091049 is no longer needed

=>
Do not approve R2-091049.

-
Panasonic clarifies that the update in R2-091366 in R2-091605. That is indeed correct

=>
Report is approved with above comments
Issues

R2-091915:
The use of parameter SameRefSignalsInNeighCells
-
Motorola wonders why this is usefull in connected mode ? QC refers to RAN4.

=>
For connected mode, the information seems to be inserted in the wrong place (should be in the object).

=>
Field description for SameRefSignalsInNeighCells is not in line with the received LS; the text still refers to the serving cell. Can discuss this by email.

=>
Reference to P-BCH is not correct for connected mode UE’s

=>
Will have email discussion on the CR; sent out update on Monday. Approval by Friday. Final version in R2-091941 CR0111 R1 [EMAIL]
DRB release

R2-091773:
Clarification on Mobility from EUTRA CR0148

-
NSN wonders what the problem is of the existing text ? Samsung clarifies that the change is proposed because the current note seems to suggest that there is something indicating in the targetRAT message. However this is not correct (e.g. no release indicated).

=>
Agreed
CRs

R2-091906:
Adding and deleting same measurement or configuration in one message CR0145 R1

=>
Agreed
R2-091901:
Use and code-point definitions of neighbourCellConfiguration CR0084 R1
=>
Agreed

R2-091900:
Correction to priority based reselection handling CR0053 R1

=>
Some editorial correction to make intention clear in R2-091927 CR0053 R2
R2-091927:
Correction to priority based reselection handling CR0053 R2

=>
Agreed
R2-091862:
Clarification to the best non-allowed CSG cell CR0071

=>
Agreed
R2-091940:
TDD HARQ-ACK feedback mode CR0155

-
Ericsson wonder if the formulation is not “field should be set to”. Rapporteur indicates that there are several places where it is specified as in this CR.

=>
CR is agreed
8.2
LTE User plane session

Report

R2-091854:
User Plane session report
-
It was noted that there is a “R2-08” number which should be “R2-09”

-
Ericsson wonders if there is a clash w.r.t. contention resolution ? Can be checked offline.

-
It was confirmed that for a first SPS transmission outside the active time, the UE will not listen to DPCCH.

=>
Report is approved with above comments
Issues

1) R2-091649
Clarification on the CR timer
CATT
CR
36.321
0314
-
F

-
This CR was agreed.

-
It was also agree necessary to flag it to the CP session so ensure that the RRC parameter definition is aligned (i.e. that the contention resolution timer is in units of 'subframes', not 'PDCCH subframes')
=>
CATT confirms RRC is correct. No change changes needed to RRC.
2) Offline discussion on error handling for 'common' MAC PDUs

-
If the discussion is not concluded by Friday then the proposal is to have an email discussion.

-
Some offline discussion did take place, but no agreement could be reached. Copmanies like more time

=>
Will have EMAIL DISC on error handling for common MAC PDU’s (up to next meeting) [Samsung]

CRs
R2-091671:
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc
36.321
0341
1
F

=>
Agreed

R2-081851:
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus CR 36.321 0275
2
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091852:
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, HTC Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc. CR
36.321
0334
2

=>
Boxes for other spec’s effected are not ticked.

=>
CR is agreed with this change in R2-091928 CR0334 R3
9
Liaison and output to other groups

Treated in CP-session

To: RAN1

R2-091755:
Considerations on “OFF” codepoints

-
Samsung wonders about the ri-ConfigIndex. The text is a bit confusing. Could probably limit the text to what we would like them to change.

-
Can remove “and values reserved for future use”.

-
Should not look like recent decision for most cases. Disable/enable already for some time

=>
Will see update in R2-091764

R2-091764:
Considerations on “OFF” codepoints

=>
LS is approved in R2-091799 => For editorial reasons revised in R2-091802
Treated during closing plenary

To: GERAN; Cc: SA2, SA3
R2-091620:
Draft: LS on handling of dynamic UE UTRAN capability during Handover

=>
NSN points out that the first bullet is not entirely correct: the eNB might also obtain this information from the MME. Slight update of the first bullet

=>
“?” on 1618 should be removed

=>
LS is agreed with these changes in R2-091922
To: GERAN, GERAN2
R2-091622: 
Dedicated priority inheritance

=>
Document heading should be change to R2#65

=>
Update references

=>
Should ask for confirmation on the timer name

-
CATT wonders if we should indicate that if the PLMN is change, the priority is not inherited ? Panasonic thinks we already informed GERAN that at PLMN selection the timer should be cleared. TMO assumes GERAN is aware


=>
LS is agreed with these change in R2-091918
To: SA2; Cc: GERAN2, CR1, CT4

R2-091520:
Sequence number handling at inter-RAT mobility

=>
LS is approved in R2-091909
To: SA3, CT1; Cc: SA1, SA2

R2-091521:
ETWS outside home PLMN
-
Panasonic indicates that this issue was also discussed in the UMTS session but not concluded. So actually the LS is not true yet for UMTS. NTT DCM contribution was late contribution and therefore more time was requested.

-
Note that this is mainly “modeling”

=>
Will go for email approval so that UMTS can check whether there is problem with this type of modeling. EMAIL, [QC  1week]. Final LS can be provided in R2-091910.
To: SA5, RAN3
R2-091613:
RAN2 status on 36.314
=>
In second action to SA5, it might be better to list the concerning measurements

=>
Update in R2-091917

R2-091917:
RAN2 status on 36.314
=>
LS is agreed in R2-091937
To: SA2 Cc: CT1

R2-091705:
DRB release handling in LTE

=>
Should copy CT1

=>
LS is agreed with this one change in R2-091930
To: RAN4

R2-091804:
NS_01 interpretation
=>
LS is agreed in R2-091932

To: CT1

R2-091813:
Reselection priorities locally indicated by NAS

-
QC wonders if we really said that we want to have a network based solution ? We have said we want  to avoid impact on our specifications. NTT DCM assumes that if we want to avoid AS impact, this is the only approach. NTT DCM as a network vendor would like to have complete control. NSN thinks we also agreed that we do not want multiple solutions.

-
Ericsson agrees with QC that we have not agreed we need a network based solution. Ericsson thinks we would like to understand the mechanism more. 

-
QC thinks a UE based solution will have probably less impact.

-
Ericsson thinks the UE could filter the priorities obtained from the network in case of CS/PS1.

=>
Will soften the LS to state that we would prefer no additional AS impact. So not indicate that we have decided on a network based solution.

=>
Will indicate that operators in RAN2 expressed concerns if the solution was not network based, since giving away network control might impact e.g. load balancing.

=>
TMO indicates that if we only have the network based solution, it would require all operators to implement the network based solution in case CSFB terminals come in. QC agrees with this. 

-
In Nokia’s understanding, this CS/PS1 is only known by the UE. So then we don’t need to specify the details ?

=>
Can see updated version in R2-091939
R2-091939:
Reselection priorities locally indicated by NAS

=>
Change first bullet to: “- If we go for UE based solution, the network may lose the control of idle mode UE mobility in some cases e.g. decrementing load balancing possibilities” 
-
TMO thinks that GERAN/UTRAN networks that only intended to use common priorities, would have to use dedicated priorities now for the concerning CSFB UE’s.

-
NEC thinks that also for a UE based solution something needs to be specified, e.g. otherwise this could not be tested.

-
Solution selection might depend on how often the user sets this setting. Probably in his home-country he would never. 

-
TMO assumes this is an outcome of the registration procedure. QC thought it is user / requipement preference.

-
QC wonders is a network solution would imply that the network can overwrite the network solution.

=>
Change action to “If CT1 chooses UE based approach”

=>
Remove comment at end of first sentence

-
NEC thinks the main problem for the network based solution is whether it supports sufficient dynamicity. 

=>
With these 3 changes, the LS is agreed in R2-091942
From UMTS session:

To: CT1: Cc: SA2, RAN3

R2-091839:
HSPA VoIP to WCDMA/GERAN CS continuity
-
Confirm that there are negative power consumption effects if UE often has to change updated UE capabilities.

=>
No changes/comments and LS can be sent as is in R2-091935
10
Any other business
LTE advanced

R2-091908:
LTE-Advanced RAN2 work plan
-
It was questioned what the detail of the TDT should be: e.g. stage-2 or stage-3 ? NTT DCM assumes quite high level.

Probable timeplan:

-
From next meeting, some limited time to discuss LTE-advanced 

-
RAN2 work will focus on this technical work, not on ITU-R text

-
LTE-advanced rapporteur will provide text updates for ITU-R text in line with technical progress

-
So we have the LTE-advanced SI, and the ITU-R text. 

-
Companies are requested to check 36.913 and come with good inputs for the LTE advanced SI. Also input from RAN1 is expected.

-
Hopefully RAN will make some kind of worksplit so that it is clear which contributions should go to what WG.

-
LG wonders where LTE-advanced goes ? NTT DCM thinks LTE-advanced proposals should be made irrespective of release.

=>
Noted
Meeting schedule 2009 and 2010:
	MEETING
	DATES
	LOCATION
	HOST

	RAN2 #64bis *1
	12 Jan – 16 Jan 2009
	Ljubljana, Slovenia
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN2 #65      *3
	09 Feb – 13 Feb 2009
	Athens, Greece
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN #43
	03 March – 06 March 2009
	Biarritz, France
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN2 #65bis *3
	23 March – 27 March 2009
	Seoul, Korea
	LG

	RAN2 #66      *2
	04 May – 08 May 2009
	San Francisco, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN #44
	26 May – 29 May 2009
	Oranjestad, Aruba
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN2 #66bis *1
	29 June – 03 July 2009
	Los Angeles, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN2 #67      *3
	24 Aug – 28 Aug 2009
	Shenzhen, China
	Huawei

	RAN #45
	15 Sep – 18 Sep 2009
	Sevilla, Spain
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN2 #67bis *2
	12 Oct – 16 Oct 2009
	Miyazaki, Japan
	?

	RAN2 #68      *3
	09 Nov – 13 Nov 2009
	Korea
	Samsung

	RAN #46
	01 Dec – 04 Dec 2009
	China
	?

	RAN2 #68bis *?
	18 Jan – 22 Jan 2010 (tbc)
	Europe
	European Friends of 3GPP (EF3)

	RAN2 #69      *4
	22 Feb – 26 Feb 2010
	
	

	RAN #47
	16 March – 19 March 2010
	
	


*1: RAN1, RAN2, RAN4

*2: RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4
*3: RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4, RAN5
*4: RAN1, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4, RAN5, SA1, SA2, CT1, CT3, CT4, CT5, CT6 (tbc)
For plans for email discussions after RAN2 #65 see Annex H.
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Closing of the meeting

The TSG RAN WG2 chairman Gert-Jan van Lieshout thanked the delegates for participating and contributing to RAN WG2 meeting #65. He thanked EF3 for hosting this meeting and closed the meeting on Friday February 13th, 2009 at about 17:00 o'clock.

Annex A:
Report of LTE user plane session (AI 6.1)

For convenience the summary R2-091854 of the LTE user plane session (agenda item 6.1) is copied into this annex. 

Note: The report of this session was already agreed separately under agenda item 8.2.

Additional information is added in italic notes or indicated in red text.

Note: Agenda items 6.1.4 and 6.1.5 were finally treated in the joint session on Friday.

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.

No contributions.

6.1.1.2
In principle agreed CRs

R2-090960
CR to 36.321 on BSR clarification
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0245
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090961
Freeing of reserved RNTIs
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0246
-
F

-
Nokia indicate there is one CR for this meeting that may clash. It goes a step further than this CR

=>
Revision to be prepared to merge in the alignment of FDD/TDD from R2-091327. Revised CR in R2-091629 CR 0246r1.

R2-091629
Freeing of reserved RNTIs
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0246
1
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091327
Aligning the RNTI table for TDD and FDD modes
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson
26.321
-
F
-
CATT think if RA-RNTI and C-RNTI share the same space then there could be a problem. Ericsson do not see a problem as eNB can only re-use a RNTI when it is sure it is freed

-
LG as is the note is needed. Samsung this the note is useful.

-
Huawei support the CR

-
Style of the note would need to be corrected. And also to be based on current spec

=>
Change to be merged into revision of CR 0246 (R2-090961)

R2-090962
Correction to MAC reset
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0247
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090963
Correction to Initialization of Prioritization
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0248
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090964
Local NACKing Optionality MAC CR
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.321
0249
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090965
Position of the Backoff Indicator sub-header
Infineon Technologies
CR
36.321
0250
-
F

-
LG think there is a mis-alignment of terms MAC header and MAC PDU header. Ericsson think the 2 terms are used interchangeably in the spec.

-
Ericsson think the CR is not complete as there is contradictory text elsewhere. This is fixed in a CR to this meeting but it should really be in this CR. 

=>
Agreed. Later agreed to revise it to merge in the changes from R2-091188. Revision in R2-091654 CR 250r1.

R2-091654
Position of the Backoff Indicator sub-header
Infineon Technologies, Huawei
CR
36.321
0250
1
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090966
Missing reserved bit setting
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0251
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090967
Expired TAT and PUSCH transmission
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
CR
36.321
0252
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090968
Expired TAT and HARQ feedback
Nokia Siemens Networks, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
0253
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090969
Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0254
-
F

counter proposal CR in R2-091232
=>
Not agreed

R2-091232
Counter proposal to R2-090969 on Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
(0254)
tbd
F
-
Ericsson supports the intent but thinks there is now a duplication of text in many places. Propose to just flush the HARQ buffer and then elsewhere specify 'if flushed then consider the next transmission as a new transmission'.

-
NSN think this would also apply in the case that buffer is flushed after max retransmission - i.e. next transmission will be new irrespective of NDI.

-
Sunplus ask how this can happen. DOCOMO explain in handover case where PUCCH config is include in handover command and if random access does not success the PUCCH configuration would be released.
=>
To be revised to just include the flush of the HARQ buffer. Revision in R2-091630 CR 0254r1. 

=>
CR to be prepared by Ericsson to capture the requirements that it if buffer empty then consider the next transmission as a new transmission in R2-091631 CR 341. 

R2-091630
Management for HARQ buffer with TAT
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, NTT DOCOMO INC.
CR
36.321
0254
1
F
=>
Agreed
R2-091631
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc
36.321
0341
-
F

-
Sunplus think that " of the HARQ process corresponding to this TTI " should also be included in the if the HARQ buffer is empty condition.

-
Sunplus also ask if it should be clarified that UL grant address to T-C-RNTI should not be considered a new transmission. ASUSTeK think this should also be clarified. Samsung understanding of discussion of earlier ASUSTeK paper is that T-C-RNTI is always a retransmission so there should be no ambiguity.

-
DOCOMO think when the ASUSTeK was discussed it was agreed that grants to T-C-RNTI are always retransmissions but this CR now seems to contradict. Ericsson agree and something could be added.

-
Sunplus ask if we can remove the 'if this is the very first transmission..'. Samsung thing that due to a process being used for contention resolution and then being used for C-RNTI then it may be the first transmission but there could be data in the buffer (discussed in R2-091642). Ericsson agree and prefers to remove this.
=>
Revision to include " of this HARQ process " in the condition, and also to address the concern about T-C-RNTI. Revision in R2-091671 CR 0341r1. 

R2-091671
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc
36.321
0341
1
F

-
Come back Friday

R2-090970
HARQ Feedback and Contention Resolution
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0255
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090971
Corrections to redundancy version control for system information
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0256
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090972
Mapping of the RNTIs to different transport channels
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0257
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090973
DRX and UL Retransmissions
Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson
CR
36.321
0258
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090974
Definition of DRX Short Cycle Timer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0259
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090975
Small corrections to RACH
Huawei
CR
36.321
0260
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090976
Processing of contention resolution message
Panasonic, Nokia Siemens Networks, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
0261
-
F

-
CATT think this is only for contention resolution my DL-SCH not for contention resolution by PDCCH. Panasonic think this is clear from the first sentence in the Annex. Samsung agree the text is clear. CATT main concern the title of the new section

-
Samsung think it would be better as an informative annex.

=>
Agreed
R2-090977
Corrections to power control and random access
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0262
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090978
Missing condition for unsuccessful reception of Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0263
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090979
Corrections relating to Random Access required inputs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0264
-
F

-
Samsung understand the max-allowed-preamble-power is the upper bound for preamble power and not only use for the case preamble group B exists. 
Ericsson think CR is correct because this is the only place that pmax is used by MAC, and would be provided by RRC is used by L1 for other purposes.

=>
Agreed. Later agreed to be revised to include the change from Pmax to Pcmax from R2-091138. Revision in R2-091668 CR 0264r1. 

R2-091668
Corrections relating to Random Access required inputs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0264
1
F

-
Ericsson asks why the RRC name was not used. Nokia explain there is no RRC name, the RRC parameter relates to one of the parameters used in the 36.101.
=>
Agreed
R2-090980
Bucket Parameter Update
Motorola
CR
36.321
0265
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090981
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc., HTC Corporation, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
0266
-
F

revised in R2-091486 to add co-sourcing company
R2-091486
Correction to Handling of triggered PHR
LG Electronics Inc., HTC Corporation, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Fujitsu, Motorola
CR
36.321
0266
1
F
=>
Agreed
R2-090982
SPS resource release on D-SR failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
0267
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090983
Configuration for DL Semi-Persistent Scheduling
Panasonic
CR
36.321
0268
-
F

-
Covered in CR in R2-090995
=>
Not agreed
R2-090984
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occassion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
0269
-
F

-
CR is same but received from offline comments for editorial suggestions.
=>
To be revised to correct UEs to UE's. Revision in R2-091632 CR 0269r1. Also minor change from R2-091263 merged into this CR. 
R2-091632
NDI handling when measurement gap and SPS occassion collide
Samsung
CR
36.321
0269
1
F

=>
Revision to be produced with correct tdoc number on cover sheet. Revision is R2-091673 CR 0269r2 is agreed.
R2-090985
Correction relating to PDCCH order
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0270
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090986
Error Handling
Motorola
CR
36.321
0271
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090987
Various clarifications/corrections to TS36.321
Panasonic
CR
36.321
0272
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090988
Disassembly, Demultiplexing and Multiplexing functions
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
0273
-
F

=>
Revision to correct spelling of demultiplex. Revision in R2-091633 CR 0273r1 is agreed

R2-090989
Miscellaneous corrections to MAC
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0274
-
F

=>
Agreed. Later revised to include SPS-C-RNTI change from R2-091360. Revision in R2-091659  CR 274r1 is agreed.

R2-090990
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
-
F

-
Huawei says the cover sheet refers to bundling but the change also impacts the non bundling case. ASUSTeK think there should be no clash between message 3 retransmission and non bundled retransmission. NSN agree with ASUSTeK understanding that there is no collision.

-
Huawei think collisions can occur because grant in RAR an a regular grant for UL on PDCCH. ASUSTeK think there is a note to cover this case and UE can just choose which one to follow. Huawei think this specifies behaviour for this case and no longer leaves it to UE implementation. NSN agree and therefore think 'if TTI bundling is configured' should be added

-
CATT say the CR relates to the clash between 2 HARQ processes but previous understanding is that there is only one HARQ process per TTI. ASUSTeK explain cover the msg3 process and the regular process.

-
Ericsson request some time to discuss offline as it is unclear of the precedence of the or and and.

=>
To be revised to include 'if TTI bundling is configured' and possible further clarifications as outcome from offline discussion.. Revision in R2-091634 CR 0275r1. 
R2-091634
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
1
F

-
LG think it would be clearer is there was a 3rd condition saying 'if this is a transmission from msg3 buffer'. Ericsson thing it is clear in the CR.

-
DOCOMO think the CR should show the change of the bullet indentation
=>
Revision to show change marks for the bullet indentation. Offline discussion on addition of the extra condition. Revision in R2-081851 CR 0275r2. 
R2-081851
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
2
F

-
Come back Friday

R2-090991
TTI Bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, HTC Corportation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0276
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090992
CR to 36.321 on clarification of measurement gap in DRX
ASUSTeK, Ericsson, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0277
-
F

updated CR proposal in R2-091070
R2-091070
R1 of CR0277 (R2-090992) on Clarification of measurement gap in DRX
Nokia Siemens Networks, ASUSTeK, Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO INC., Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
(0277)
tbd
F
-
LG still have concern and have paper in R2-091378.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091378
DRX and Measurement gap
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
Samsung agree with the analysis but as previous agreed to address the issue we prefer to handling it more efficiently as proposed by LG.

-
Ericsson think it does not consider the case where SPS resources are allocated for background TCP traffic, the analysis is focussed on voice. Ericsson preference is to keep the agreed in principle CR. LG think result is the same even if different SPS periodicities are considered.

- 
LG think the previous CR is not needed. ASUSTeK think the previous CR is not optimising anything, it is just clarifying behaviour. 

-
CATT indicate discussion last year was that measurement gap is prioritised over on duration. So question is whether a special handling is needed for case of SPS resource in on duration. 

-
LG gave update from offline discussion. Proposal from offline is to reject the previous agreed in principle CR and discuss issue in release 9. DOCOMO are okay with the proposal but ask if we should remove other text referring to SPS configured assignment and measurement gaps. LG propose to address DOCOMO comment only the first change could be agreed but leave the second change out. LG withdraw suggestion and think nothing is needed. Ericsson think the existing text referring to SPS configured assignments and measurement gaps are still needed it is okay to not agree the CR but not to make further changes.

-
Huawei think the CR is needed. LG clarify that in theoretical cases the collision could occur but in practical cases it does not occur. Ericsson further clarify that even in the theoretical case of a collision the retransmission is just delayed and there is no critical consequence. NSN agree.

=>
Do not agree CR in R2-091070 and further discussion can be in release 9.

R2-090993
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0278
-
F

-
Huawei concerned that cover sheet says that the timing is clarified, but the changes go beyond this as it replaces serving cell change to handover.

-
LG think more discussion is needed whether this includes the re-establishment case.

-
Samsung think the motivation is to ensure new eNB has buffer information. Samsung think it has always referred to handover. Panasonic also think it refers to handover.

-
NSN would be happy to ensure it refers to re-establishment as well. 

-
Samsung think the regular BSR is triggered anyway in the re-establishment case. Also 'first uplink grant' is not really clear in the re-establishment case.

-
Ericsson think it is not really clear if all DRBs will be reported in the re-establishment case. LG think we previously agreed that the UE may include data for suspended DRBs.

-
Huawei reading of current text is that UE will trigger BSR after successful reconfiguration. Samsung think the RRC Connection Re-establishment message will trigger regular BSR as it is new data on SRB1.

-
Ericsson think that first UL RRC message will trigger BSR in both handover and re-establishment case. Question for Ericsson is if DRBs are resumed then is the data new and therefore triggers BSR.

-
LG think the offline discussion last meeting was that BSR would be triggered anyway, even without the sentence. Ericsson still think it is not clear if resumption of DRBs will trigger a BSR. LG think the RRC connection reconfiguration complete (for message that resumed the DRBs) will trigger the BSR.

=>
Proposal for way forward is to completely remove the trigger but offline discussion to check that the RRC message does trigger the BSR as desired. Revision of CR in R2-091635 CR 278r1.
R2-091635
Correction to BSR trigger at serving cell change
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0278
1
F

-
LG also updated on offline discussion on whether data for resumed bearers is considered new: It was concluded that it does not matter if the data on the resumed bearers is considered as the UE will trigger the BSR due to the RRC response. And at the time the BSR is sent it will include all the information for the resumed bearers.

-
Ericsson also added that offline the understanding was that the BSR triggered for the RRC response message would already include the data for the resumed bearers.

=>
Agreed

R2-090994
Correction to Release of SPS
LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, SAMSUNG, Ericsson, Qualcomm
CR
36.321
0279
-
F

=>
To be revised to change MAC-SDU to MAC-SDUs. Revision in R2-091638 CR 0279r1 is agreed.
R2-090995
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0280
-
F

-
Huawei think paper R2-091388 might have a small clash regarding Pmax.
-
DoCoMo think the change on implicit release in uplink clashes with change in R2-090994
=>
To be revised to remove the clashing text in last paragraphs of 5.10.2. Revision in R2-091637 CR 0280r1

R2-091637
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0280
1
F

=>
To be revised again to include alignment to RRC name for prach-ConfigurationIndex in 7.6. Revision in R2-091651 CR 0280r2. 
R2-091651
CR to 36.321 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
0280
2
F
=>
Agreed
R2-090996
Clarification of MAC Timer status
Huawei
CR
36.321
0281
-
F

=>
 Agreed
R2-091068
Correction on MAC PDU subheader description
ETRI
CR
36.321
0282
-
F

-
CATT think the "(except...)" is not required as it is clear that DRX subheader corresponds to a zero bit payload. Ericsson agree it is not needed. CATT think either this should be taken out of 6.1.3.3 should be changed (where it says it corresponds to a zero bit payload).

=>
Revision to be prepared to remove the "(except...)". Revision in R2-091636 CR 0282r1 is agreed.
6.1.1.3
Dynamic scheduling

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 10] UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling (SunPlus)

Email discussion on HARQ process for TTI bundling
R2-091390
Report of [64b: 10] email discussion on HARQ process for TTI Bundling
Sunplus mMobile Inc.
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 10]
-
Ericsson think comments to issue D5 were not captured. Ericsson think that clarifying which HARQ process an UL grant corresponds to is straight forward and can be infrerred from the current spec and so NDI comparison is possible and no need to do the flushing. Avoids 2 lost transport blocks which is the consequence of the flushing.

-
Samsung think there is not yet consensus and more offline is needed.

=>
Noted

R2-091437
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Samsung
Disc

-
Ericsson understand that this would permit the UE behaviour preferred by Ericsson but would prefer to have a single UE behaviour and so prefer to specify behaviour more clearly.

-
Samsung think the network should not really care about UE behaviour as it is only a problem about false uplink grant.

-
NSN understanding is that anyway eNBs will always use a fixed schedule for bundling and hence it is only the false uplink grants that need to be considered. Ericsson agree but think that it may not be desirable for UE implementation to discard to 2 TBs when a false UL grant occurs.

-
HTC ask if eNB is likely to shift the pattern. NSN agree it is possible but infrequent and eNB can take precautions when it shifts the pattern.

-
Sunplus think this is based on an assumption for which they have a different understanding - first if a grant received for an empty HARQ process is a new transmission, second if UL grant is not aligned it will flush one of the bundles.  Sunplus would like these things clarified. Ericsson think these things would not need to be clarified if we went the Samsung approach.

=>
Noted

R2-091438
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0334)
-
F

-
revised in R2-091506
R2-091506
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Samsung
CR
36.321
0334
-

R2-091094
Clarification of TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0288)
-
F

R2-091265
Clarification on the UL-SCH transmission for TTI bundling
CATT
CR
36.321
(0313)
-
F

=>
Not agreed as CATT now supporting sunplus CR in R2-091522
R2-091522
Clarification of TTI bundling
Sunplus

R2-091284
UL HARQ process usage for TTI bundling
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0319)
-
F

R2-091424
NDI consideration for TTI bundling
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0332)
-
F

Way forward for HARQ process and bundling

=>
Previous 6 CRs not treated. Offline discussion to conclude. 

Samsung provided update from offline discussion:

-
Some consensus that colliding uplink grant occurs quite rarely.

-
No consensus on a specific behaviour when a colliding grant is received. So it will be left to UE implementation.

-
Agreement to capture in the minutes but some companies would prefer to capture in the spec

Discussion

-
Ericsson thought there was agreement that UE would follow PDCCH but the process management would be up to UE implementation. Samsung think even this aspect was up to UE implementation and this was based on the logic that it is very rare. Sunplus agree with Samsung and can not agree to always follow PDCCH as there is no consensus how to follow PDCCH. Sunplus also prefer a not in the spec.

-
Ericsson think there was agreement that we don't want behaviour where the UE follows the very first grant it receives which might be in error and then eNB can't recover.

-
NSN thinks agreement was UE behaviour is unspecified and did not agree that UE will also follow PDCCH. So if a bundle is ongoing and a PDCCH collides then UE may not act on the PDCCH. Ericsson did not have this understanding of the discussion and so we don't have a consensus.

-
Samsung think we will not make consensus in rel 8 and it is acceptable to not specify as it is rare.

-
Qualcomm agree with Ericsson that UE will PDCCH.

-
Interdigital think UE can detect PDCCH error due to various parameters and then UE will ignore PDCCH. 

-
CATT think UE follows the PDCCH pattern.

-
Samsung think it talking about the first grant there is no issue and the UE will follow PDCCH. The question is about a colliding grant.

-
Nokia think that after max number of retransmissions of a bundle it should be clear that UE will follow PDCCHs that are not aligned. Ericsson think this could be very long time in some cases e.g. loose half of the processes for 100ms so it may not be a good solution.

-
CATT think that the UE can not distinguish errors in the PDCCH.

-
NSN it would also be acceptable for the UE to always follow the PDCCH.

=>
Conclusion of discussion: Based on current understanding UE behaviour is not specified for the case if an uplink grant is indicated causing different TTI bundles to collide. This does not imply that a UE implementation can always ignore PDCCH in the case different TTI bundles collide

Minuted comments regarding the conclusion:

 -
Ericsson can accept the conclusion but expressed concern about UEs that never follow PDCCH in the colliding case, they think a UE should try to work out it the PDCCH makes sense and if so follow it (follow the PDCCH unless it is obvious that it is invalid).

-
DOCOMO share the same understanding as Ericsson. 

-
Motorola also agrees with Ericsson.

R2-091661
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, HTC Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0334
1

-
This document is a revision of R2-091506 covering those aspects that still should be considered following the conclusion of the offline discussion. 

-
Ericsson ask if this text is really needed given the earlier discussion. Ericsson recalls the intent was to prevent the UE following the PDCCH for retransmissions within a bundle but this is not the case now. NSN reply that compared to the version seen at last meeting it has been revised to take this into account.

-
Ericsson concerned with the sentence " For each of the following consecutive TTI_BUNDLE_SIZE-1 TTIs, the HARQ entity triggers retransmissions which shall be non-adaptive " as it may prevent the UE from following the PDCCH it if received one.

-
NSN think the existing text is not okay.

=>
Offline discussion to conclude on the need for the CR and if needed the final content. Revision in R2-091852 CR 0334r2. Come back Friday

R2-091852
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, HTC Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0334
2

Measurement gap handling

R2-091195
DL and UL measurement gap
Huawei Technologies
Disc

-
Ericsson think it is quite clear whether a measurement gap refers to UL or DL and asks if there is an example. Huawei point to the list of examples in the CR.

-
Ericsson also think this could loose the alignment with RRC where it refers to measurement gaps. And RAN4 is also aligning to use the terminology measurement gap.

-
NSN agree with Ericsson it should be clear today. NSN is concerned that the CR appears to decouple UL and DL. CATT also agree with NSN/Ericsson.

-
NSN understand when measurement gap is used in relation to DL it is 6ms and when used in relation to UL it is 6/7ms (depending on FDD/TDD case). 

=>
Common understanding is that when measurement gap is used by MAC spec in relation to DL it is 6 subframe and when used in relation to UL it is 6/7 subframe (depending on FDD/TDD case). 

=>
No support to further clarify measurement gap. 

=>
Noted
R2-091196
"MAC CR for
 DL and UL measurement gap"
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0302)
-
F

-
Not treated following conclusion of R2-091195.
R2-091702
LS reply on collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback
RAN1

-
RAN1 preference is that RAN2 specs handle the HARQ feedback for measurement gaps as L1 specs do not have awareness of measurement gaps. Also ask if MAC spec can capture transmission of SRS, CQI/PMI and RI during measurement gaps.

-
Panasonic thing this will make MAC aware of ACK/NACK repetitions. Ericsson think wording  can be found to avoid ACK/NACK repetition awareness in MAC.

-
NSN does not want MAC to have to be aware of ACK.NACK repetitions or CQI transmission in gaps, etc.

-
Ericsson think either RAN1 or RAN2 needs to change and RAN1 is 'more frozen'

-
Huawei support the Ericsson CR. Samsung think also solving it in RAN2 is preferable

-
NSN ok to address the HARQ feedback and measurement gap in MAC but strongly agains the second aspect of the LS on SRS, CQI/PMI and RI. Samsung think the collision with SRS, CQI/PMI and RI is already clear. Huawei clarify that RAN4 sped states 'UE shall not transmit during a gap' so all this should be clear. 

=>
Agreed to capture both issues in MAC specification. Proposal for HARQ feedback case is included in R2-091285. 

R2-091285
ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0320)
-
F

-
NSN ask if we want to cancel just one subframe for the colliding repetition or the whole ACK/NACK. Panasonic think just colliding subframes should be cancelled. Ericsson agree with Panasonic.

-
NSN think MAC is capturing L1 behaviour in MAC.

-
ZTE think that we have already agreed the entire repetition is cancelled. Ericsson think it was more an artefact of the way the current spec was worded than a previous agreement.

-
CATT support that non colliding repetitions should be transmitted.

-
Nokia ask why the cancelling of the whole transmission in the case the first repetition collides is changed. Ericsson think it does not go against decisions from last meeting.

-
CMCC support transmission of non colliding ACK/NACKs

-
NSN think it would be simpler to cancel the whole thing is any repetition collides. Ericsson think this is more complex for the UE as it needs to look ahead to see if a future repetition collides. Ericsson agrees from UE implementation perspective.

 =>
Offline discussion to conclude on desired behaviour (i.e. cancel whole feedback or just colliding subframes) and then agree on text. Also to find text for capturing the SRS/CQI/PMI/RI and measurement gap behaviour. Revision in R2-091639 CR 320. 

R2-091639
ACK/NACK repetition and measurement gaps
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0320
-
F

-
NSN think in Annex A it should say uplink subframe. Ericsson ask if this makes a difference.

-
Huawei ask why an annex is added and why it is not in 5.3.2.2. NSN prefer an annex as it does not really belong to MAC. Huawei agree it is not nice but hiding in annex is not a good idea.

-
CATT agree with the CR. Concerned that this is also handled in L1 specs.

-
Samsung think it is UE that avoids transmission. 
=>
Agreed
BCCH
R2-091133
Correction relating to BCCH HARQ
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Network, Sunplus mMobile Inc
CR
36.321
(0293)
-
F

-
LG ask if SI window is specified in MAC specification. Nokia thinks it needs to be in 321 rather than 331.

-
Ericsson agree that something is needed as new transmission indication is not coming from lower layer but should not forbid, for example, combining across SI windows. Ericsson suggest it should say 'scheduling information from RRC'.

-
LG concern is that term SI window seems to exclude SI-1 which does not have an SI window. Nokia suggest that SI window could be replaced by 'scheduling information;

=>
Offline discussion to find wording to address concerns from LG and Ericsson. Revision in R2-091640 CR 0293. 

R2-091640
Correction relating to BCCH HARQ
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Network, Sunplus mMobile Inc
CR
36.321
0293
-
F

-
Samsung suggest 'according to' would be better than 'within'

=>
Revision to make the change suggested by Samsung. Revision in R2-091674 CR 0293r1 is agreed.
R2-091185
New transmission indication for BCCH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0296)
-
F

-
not treated as covered by discussion of R2-091133
R2-091087
Implicit RV Setting
InterDigital
CR
36.321
(0286)
-
F

-
CATT had a similar paper previously and concluded it was a RAN1 issue. Interdigital think RAN1 has determined the proper sequence but this does not result in the proper sequence.

-
Huawei clarify that the RAN1 LS that triggered the introduction of this text said the RV sequence increments irrespective of UL subframes or MBSFN.

-
Samsung think it makes some sense and it would be useful to specify which subframes are used. 

-
Ericsson would not like to initiate any change in RAN2 as the text comes fro RAN1.

=>
Not agreed
Random access related
R2-091126
NDI and grant in Message 2
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
(0292)
-
F

-
Huawei think this comes as a package with a CR to 36.213 which proposes to use C-RNTI for scrambling of message 3 (currently uses Temporary C-RNTI). Samsung think the 2 CRs are independent.

-
CATT think grant in msg 2 is only for msg 3 transmission. Nokia and Ericsson think that the grant in msg 2 can be used for normal UL-SCH transmission.

-
Ericsson ask why not use wording 'consider it has been toggled'. Nokia clarify it is for the retransmission so a fixed value is needed to work out if it is a retransmission. Ericsson think setting to fixed value does not work for the first transmission. Ericsson clarify that considering toggled is sufficient as the eNB knows the value used for the first transmission.

-
Ericsson think that for the issue in this CR then it is not needed to specify a value. Nokia still think toggled and set it to 0 is 'bullet proof'

-
Ericsson suggest it could be stated general that before a process has been used the value is considered zero. This could address the generic problem. Panasonic think the issue is specific to RAR as there is no NDI in the message (i.e. not a generic problem)

-
Samsung think the 

=>
To be revised to include 'and the UE considers the NDI to be toggled'. Revision in R2-091641 CR 0292. 
R2-091641
NDI and grant in Message 2
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
0292
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091186
UL grant handling during RACH
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0297)
-
F

-
Ericsson think that we haves agree that the random access procedure continues, and for the second change the spec is clear (in section 5.4.2.1). Given this Huawei think the current note is wrong as it says the grant in RAR has higher priority. Ericsson think if it is a new transmission then priority is given to random access.

-
Sunplus understanding of the note is that if UE continues process grant with C-RNTI then processing in 5.4.2.1 only considers the grant with C-RNTI.

-
Ericsson clarify that today the source of the grant does not cause prioritisation but if there is data in the msg 3 then transmission if prioritised.

-
Samsung has always assume that initial transmission and retransmission colliding then initial transmission is prioritised. In which case second point is not needed.

=>
Not agreed
R2-091216
UL grant misuse after contention resolution
ASUSTeK
Disc

-
Ericsson think today an UL grant for T-CRNTI is always for a retransmission so what is the change for proposal 1. ASUSTeK think this is not clear today, it is possible to be considered a new transmission.

-
NSN ask if the problem disappears is a new C-RNTI is given to the UE after contention resolution succeeds. ASUSTeK indicate the issue is only for UEs that continue to use T-C-RNTI.

-
CATT understand that UE with C-RNTI will not monitor T-CRNTI during the CR timer and so problem doesn't occur. ASUSTeK think UE with C-RNTI still monitor's PDCCH with T-CRNTI for message 3 adaptive retransmission. ASUSTeK also think the probability is not low.

-
Samsung wants to check groups understanding. RAN2 understanding is that UE with C-RNTI doing contention based RA with still monitor PDCCH with T-CRNTI for adaptive retransmission of msg3.

 -
Ericsson add that it also only if an initial access and re-establishment are triggered at the same time and collide.

-
NSN think the problem is very infrequent and the eNB has means to address the issue. Motorola agree.

-
Ericsson agree. Sunplus ask how the eNB can change the C-RNTI  in connection setup case.

-
Ericsson also think the consequence should be understood. It is only some interference with UL transmissions that HARQ will recover from.

-
ASUSTeK think it will occur if 2 problems are performing initial access.

-
Samsung think in some cases the msg3 transmission is completed by CR timer is still running and asks UE behaviour. Ericsson think all grants to T-CRNTI are retransmissions. Even if UE interpreted it as new transmission then UE would start new transmission of content of msg 3 buffer. DOCOMO agree with current spec but the proposal to add clarification that grants when HARQ buffer is empty is a new transmission. 

-
LG indicate that the UE can know that PDCCH with NDI=1 must be for the winning UE (based on previous Nokia CR)

=>
Noted

R2-091217
CR to 36.321 on UL grant misuse after contention resolution
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0304)
-
F

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-091216
R2-091114
NDI handling after random access procedure
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0289)
-
F

-
ASUSTeK support the CR

-
Panasonic also support.

=>
Agreed in R2-091642 CR 0289
Other

R2-091263
Correction on NDI comparision in DL transmission
CATT
CR
36.321
(0311)
-
F

-
Ericsson ask is spatial multiplexing is supported for SPS? CATT reply only 1 TB per TTI is possible for spatial multiplexing. Ericsson change 1 is not needed but support change 2.

=>
Proposal 1 is not needed. Changes for proposal 2 are minor and can be captured in R2-091632 CR 269r1 (Samsung) but only the removal for the '(s)' not the introduction of the '(s)'

R2-091264
Clarification on the soft buffer processing
CATT
CR
36.321
(0312)
-
F

-
NSN think nothing is needed. Panasonic think this is an issue of UE implementation and also the same asin HSDPA so nothing needs to be changed. Qualcomm agree.

-
Panasonic think it is up to UE to implement sensible and also it is a 'UE may'

=>
Not agreed

R2-091071
Proposed CR to 36.321 on UE behaviour at CURRENT_TX_NB reaches maximum value
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0283)
-
F

-
Ericsson ask it this handles max number of transmissions is 1. NSN do no see the problem with the current spec.

-
ASUSTeK support the CR. Sunplus also. Qualcomm has some sympathy but could address Ericsson concern. Samsung think it is good to clarify.

-
HTC support the intention.

-
Problem with CR is that the check is only in the retransmission but it needed also for the new transmission case. LG proposal would be to have it in both places.

-
Ericsson suggest keeping current text and then stating shall 'then'.

-
Motorola think it is already sufficiently case.

=>
Revision of the CR to revise the first line of current text with a simple 'shall then' (to be finalised offline). Revision in R2-091643 CR 0283. 

R2-091643
Proposed CR to 36.321 on UE behaviour at CURRENT_TX_NB reaches maximum value
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0283
-
F

-
Ericsson worries that this suggests the order does not matter in other sections where it is not clarified.

-
NSN support the CR and we should not repeat the discussion.
=>
Revision to move the " after performing above actions " to the beginning of the sentence and swap then and shall.  Revision in R2-091675 CR 283r1 is agreed.

-
Ericsson request it to be minuted that the CR is really not needed as it should be obvious that a UE should not abort before even the first transmission opportunity.

Late/withdrawn

R2-091358
Correction to TTI bundling
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0321)
-
F

withdrawn
R2-091379
TTI bundling
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

withdrawn

6.1.1.4
DRX handling
=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 13] HARQ RTT Timer for ACK/NACK repetition in DRX for TDD (CMCC)

R2-091419
Summary of email discussion [64b:13] HARQ RTT Timer for ACK/NACK repetition in DRX for TDD
CMCC
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 13]
-
CMCC also updated status of offline this meeting and discussion in RAN1. RAN1 understanding is that eNB does not need to wait for final repeat of ACK/NACK

-
Following discussion CMCC is fine to not introduce the change.

=>
Noted

=>
No further action needed.

R2-091361
DL HARQ buffer management during DRX operation
Panasonic
Disc

-
NSN ask what would need to be captured in the spec. Panasonic agree it is difficult to capture in spec and would be happy to capture in the minutes. NSN ask if after a long period of inactivity the UE can flush the buffers. Panasonic confirm this. NSN think this is acceptable.

-
Ericsson is not sure what can be minuted. Panasonic think it could say after a long time of inactivity the UE could flush the buffer.

-
Motorola think there are already statements when the UE flushes the buffer. Panasonic says that flushing is only based on NDI and we think some more relaxation is required.

-
Huawei think this is a discussion about an implementation and the important think for implementation is whether UE can pass the test.

-
DoCoMo think we can trust the UE to have a sensible implementation to flush buffers after a sensible length of time.  

-
Panasonic think it would be up to implementation and UE anyway needs to pass all tests.

-
Samsung think if we minute it, it could be useful to avoid RAN5 developing unusual test case.

-
Ericsson is not happy to minute that UE is permitted to do this. All we can minute is the consequence.

-
Panasonic think HARQ protocol operation is not affected as the UE will still store all HARQ information so if it has flushed the buffer and received a retransmission it can still decode (but without soft combining with previous transmissions). Interdigitial think it might be interpreted as an error case as UE will see a non toggled NDI but have nothing in its buffer.

=>
Noted
R2-091086
Reporting During DRX
InterDigital
CR
36.321
(0285)
-
F

-
Ericsson think it should say 'on PUCCH'

-
CATT think it is not essential. 

-
NSN support the change. Panasonic also ok to include but it should also state 'SRS'

=>
Revision to include " on PUCCH and/or SRS transmissions ". Revision in R2-091645 CR 0285 is agreed.

R2-091254
proposed CR to 36.321 [rel-8] on corrections to the definition of DRX timers
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0310)
-
F

-
Interdigital think 'expects a new transmission' is strange, the UE expects the possibility of a new transmission. 

-
Ericsson think the definitions section should avoid UE behaviours in the timer definitions. Motorola think it is not different from other timers definitions.

-
CATT think the first change may cause UE implementation to think UE only expects new transmission during inactivity timer running.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091384
CR to 36.321 on the use of the Long DRX Cycle and the Short DRX Cycle
ITRI
CR
36.321
(0329)
-
F

-
NSN think this is just an optimisation of pseudo code that is note required. 

-
Ericsson agrees with NSN. Huawei also agree.

-
Sunplus think the behaviour is not clear after configuration of DRX. Ericsson think when the UE is configured with DRX then the UE uses long DRX and short is only used after the DRX inactivity timer expires. Ericsson think this is clear. Sunplus think long DRX is only used when inactivity timer expires or short DRX timer expires.

-
LG think this issue is clear and has been discussed before. Motorola think the CR does not actually address the issue of DRX to use when the DRX is configured.

=>
Not agreed


Late/withdrawn

R2-091187
Correction on DRX
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0298)
-
F

withdrawn
6.1.1.5
Random Access procedure

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 11] RAN1/RAN2 spec conflict re TA setting at random access  (Samsung)

R2-091113
Email discussion report: [64b: 11] RAN1/RAN2 spec conflict regarding TA setting at random access
Samsung
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 11]
=>
Noted

=>
No further action required
R2-091115
Dedicated preamble handling after random access failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0290)
-
F

-
ASUSTeK support the intent but has an alternative wording.

-
DOCOMO asked why the paper mentions switching from dedicated to random preamble and asks if we have this switching. Samsung this is supported today. DOCOMO understand for handover the preamble is valid until T304 expiry, and for PDCCH order the RRC resets MAC when max preamble transmission is reached. Ericsson also under this

-
Samsung agree with DOCOMO and Ericsson understanding. Coversheet is misleading.

-
Huawei think the UE could switch from contention free to contention based if there is a new request for RACH. So clarification is useful

-
Motorola can support the change

=>
Final wording to be concluded offline (either worded as in Samsung or ASUSTeK paper). Revision in R2-091646 CR 0290. 

R2-091646
Dedicated preamble handling after random access failure
Samsung
CR
36.321
0290
-
F

=>
To be revised to ensure revisin marks are correct. Revision in R2-091677 CR 0290r1 is agreed
R2-091239
Clarification on Random Access Procedure
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0308)
-
F

Change 2:

-
Samsung agree with wording from the ASUSTeK paper.

-
Huawei think it will not apply when the random access is successful. Samsung agree this should also be addressed. Ericsson clarify this is already in the spec.

-
Huawei think the usage of italics makes it unclear if it only refers to info from RRC or also for PDCCH order.

-
LG think that it is specified in RRC that the MAC configuration is released. Samsung agree but think it is better to capture in MAC spec.

-
Ericsson think it should be made clear that it does refer to dedicated preamble given in PDCCH order. Maybe appropriate to go into CR 995.

-
LG think there is no problem with UE using dedicated preamble at MAC reset. Samsung think if it is kept and random access is initiated then the dedicated preamble would be used.

=>
To be covered in revision of R2-091115.

Change 1:

-
LG have similar proposal but happy with ASUSTeK proposal.

-
Samsung think it is not necessary to add 'and is not 000' as the condition is elsewhere (5.1.1.2). Apart from the terminology alignment the current spec is fine.

-
DOCOMO this it is necessary to include the condition in all cases as dedicated preamble is not defined to exclude this case.

-
Ericsson suggest that saying "if the random access preamble was not selected by UE MAC " and the '(i.e. ...)' is not needed.

-
Current wording is a bit inconsistent today. LG think other places should be fixed to make the wording consistent. Ericsson think at least one location can't be changed without consequences. LG think the second part of 5.1.2 also needs to be fixed in the same way.

=>
Revision to include wording suggested by Ericsson and also change any other places where the same correction is required. Revision in R2-091647 CR 0308. 

R2-091647
Clarification on Random Access Procedure
ASUSTeK, ITRI, LG Electronics Inc., NTT DoCoMo Inc., Samsung
CR
36.321
0308
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091359
Correction to RACH
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0322)
-
F

-
not treated as covered by R2-091239
R2-091183
Correction on Contention Resolution
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0294)
-
F

-
CATT ask in which use cases the UL grant with SPS-CRNTI might resolve contention. Huawei think it could be the case when SR is not configured and there is a service using SPS ongoing. CATT think SR will be configured if SPS is used.

-
DOCOMO agree with CATT and think SR will be set up if SPS is used. So it is nice to have rather than needed.

-
NSN think it is not needed in release 8 and can live without it.

-
ASUSTeK think it is good to have this flexibility.

-
LG think it is modification of feature. LG think that in some cases SPS-CRNTI should not be considered as contention resolution. HTC also support the proposal

-
Huawei think it does not add UE complexity.

-
Ericsson does not have a strong view but think current spec if not broken

=>
Not agreed

R2-091192
Definition for Contention Resolution Timer
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0300)
-
F

-
ASUSTeK think this is good to have and could also be done elsewhere in the spec. Huawei agree.

-
NSN think consequence should be improved.

-
Samsung think this is good to have and support it.

-
Ericsson ask if the change really motivate a category F.

-
LG concerned that msg3 definition is 'UL transmission', not 'UL message '. Huawei agree this could be changed.

-
Ericsson concerned about making the change elsewhere in the spec. Huawei think it would be appropriate in for example 5.1.2 and it is confusing to not use the definition in all cases

=>
Revision to be prepared to also change msg3 definition to 'UL message' and also use it elsewhere in the spec where appropriate. Revision in R2-091648 CR 0300. 

R2-091648
Definition for Contention Resolution Timer
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
0300
-
F

-
LG generally support the CR, but think the msg3 definition is over specified. The " submitted from upper layer and associated with the UE Contention Resolution Identity," is not needed. Huawei can agree

-
Ericsson can not accept the CR with the sentence removed and in general think the CR is not needed. Ericsson also think the definition must include "transmitted".

=>
To be revised to include the word 'transmitted' in the definition. Revision in R2-091853 CR 0300r1 is agreed.
R2-091266
Clarification on the CR timer
CATT
CR
36.321
(0314)
-
F

-
Huawei support the proposal

-
ZTE ask if it means some UL subframes are also 'active time'. Reply is yes.

-
LG asks if it impacts FDD. CATT think it is only in half duplex case. LG think that with the definition of PDCCH subframe there is no impact to FDD.

-
Ericsson point out that RRC does state values in PDCCH subframes or subframes and hence we should ensure we are aligned.

=>
Definition of contention resolution timer should be subframes (not PDCCH subframes) in order to have a definition appropriate for FDD and TDD. Flag this conclusion CP session on Friday.

=>
CR agreed in R2-091649 CR 314.

R2-091197
PRACH selection must use prach-ConfigurationIndex
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0303)
-
F

-
CATT agree with the CR

=>
CR agreed in R2-091650  CR 0303

R2-091388
Corrections on PRACH transmission power
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0330)
-
F

-
Change 1 not needed so only change 2 presented

-
NSN asked if RRC name needs to be changed as well. RRC should use Pemax and MAC should use Pcmax.

=>
To avoid changes on changes, the change for issue 2 will be included in earlier Nokia CR (R2-090979 CR 0097). 

R2-091389
Management of HARQ buffer when CR failure
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0331)
-
F

-
Not treated as covered in R2-091232 CR 254r1.
6.1.1.6
QoS
R2-091085
Bcket initialization
InterDigital
CR
36.321
(0284)
-
F

-
Motorola would support this if the Motorola CR is not agreed.

-
Huawei think Bj initialisation at MAC reset is not needed and support the CR

-
Ericsson do not see it as necessary in release 8 and would not like it agreed. LG agreed

=>
Not agreed

R2-091448
Bucket Parameter update upon MAC Reset
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0336)
- 
F

-
Nokia think there is not a long delay to fill the bucket before the UE can transmit, and thinks the it was discussed previously. Motorola concern is that logical channels are served by strict priority until the bucket is full. LG think this is not the case.

-
Ericsson think initialisation to zero was agreed previously. Qualcomm agree.

-
Ericsson agree that at initialisation after handover there is a brief period when there is not protection against starvation. Motorola think it is not a big change.

-
Qualcomm think in the VoIP case there is no impact.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091267
Indication of transmit opportunity to upper layer
CATT
CR
36.321
(0315)
-
F

-
Ericsson has some sympathy but think it is not really needed for release 8.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091445
Logical Channel Prioritization
Motorola
CR
36.321
(0335)
-
F

-
Qualcomm think this has been discussed before and is covered by the 'UE maximises transmission of data' so CR is not needed

-
Ericsson think it was discussed before and it could be specified in a very detailed way and only a guideline could be agreed. There is flexibility in the UE implementation. Nokia agreed and prefer to stay with what it has.

-
Huawei think it is an implementation.

=>
Not agreed

6.1.1.7
UL Information for scheduler
BSR

R2-091218
Clarification on RETX_BSR_TIMER
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0305)
-
F

-
CATT ask in which case does a logical channel does not respond to a LGC. ASUSTeK think it is possible.

-
Ericsson think the change is correct, but suggest inserting the text after the 'if available for transmission'

-
Samsung think it is technically correct does think it is not essential as the cases when a logical channel is not associated to a LGC such as voice the timer will not expire

-
Qualcomm support the change. Nokia also agree.

=>
To be revised to say " data available for transmission for any of the logical channels which belong to a LCG ". Revision in R2-091652 CR 305 is agreed

R2-091229
Clarification to BSR transmission
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0306)
-
F

-
NSN think this has been discussed before and concluded it is infrequent and if it does occur then eNB can ignore the SR if it knows it has just given a grant. So do not support the CR.

-
Ericsson agree with NSN and thing the text 'subsequent' is very unclear.

-
ZTE think it is not efficient to rely on the eNB to ignore the SR

-
LG think there is no issue and no need to optimise.

=>
Not agreed


R2-091268
Correction on BSR
CATT
CR
36.321
(0316)
-
F

-
LG support the change.

-
NSN also support. Huawei also

=>
Agreed in R2-091653 CR 316.
PHR

R2-091093
Clarification of PHR
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
(0287)
-
F

-
NSN think it is not needed as it makes no change to the meaning. LG agree

-
Ericsson don't think it is needed

=>
Not agreed
SR

R2-091240
Cancellation of Scheduling Request
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0309)
-
F

-
CATT think this is an implementation issue and if the parameters are configured correctly it will not occur.

-
Huawei think it is not essential for the completion of release 8.

-
AUSTeK think it is not good to leave this to UE implementation.

-
Qualcomm also thing this can be left to UE implementation.

-
Motorola don't think it is necessary.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091363
Small clarification on UL-SCH resource availability for SR
NEC
CR
36.321
(0325)
-
F

-
LG think the sentence is needed as the SR should be kept as a grant for retransmission should not cancel the SR.

-
Fujitsu suggest replacing grant with available.

-
ZTE think the it makes no difference to delete the condition or replace grant with available.

-
Panasonic think add 'new' in the first condition could resolve the issue. NSN agree it could be ok but prefers to keep a minimal change as proposed.

-
Ericsson ask what would the change mean is there is an SPS resource. 

-
Huawei think the current text is okay as soon as resources have been grant the SR is not needed any more.

=>
Not agreed

Late/withdrawn

R2-091365
Correction to Power Headroom MAC control element
NEC
CR
36.321
(0326)
-
F

withdrawn
6.1.1.8
MAC PDU format

R2-091188
Corrections on RAR header
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0299)
-
F

-
Ericsson think the changes are in line with the previous infineon CR, but it seems to suggest that there was a previous agreement prior to the Infineon CR, but willnot object.

-
LG support but think 'at least' should be removed and 'fields' should be kept.

=>
Changes agreed with comment from LG and move 'if any' to after the 'MAC RAR'. Change will be included in revision of R2-090965 CR 250. Revision will be R2-091654 CR 250r1. 

R2-091362
MAC PDU subheader corresponding to padding
Panasonic, Fujitsu
CR
36.321
(0324)
-
F

-
Ericsson suggest removing 'always'

-
NSN think UL case should be clarified as 2 byte padding is only included after possible addition of padding BSR. Panasonic agree and can include it. LG think it is a different issue and should be a separate CR.

=>
Revised to remove the 'always' . Revision in R2-091655 CR 0324 is agreed.
6.1.1.9
Semi-persistent scheduling 
Ack for UL SPS explicit release 

R2-091324
Acknowledgement for explicit UL SPS release
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

R2-091325
ACK for UL SPS release
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.321
-
-
F
R2-091483
ACK for UL SPS Explicit Release
RIM
CR
36.321
(0339)
-
F

-
Previous 3 documents not treated based on understanding of RAN1 discussion that ACK for UL SPS release will not be added.
SPS and DRX

R2-091481
Consideration of DRX and SPS Alignment
RIM
Disc

-
Panasonic think the benefit of proposal 2 is not clear from power consumption point of view. RIM think eNB can still send the deactivation during the on duration.

-
Ericsson could not identify anything that it broken. Prefer to do nothing, even add a note is not needed.

-
CATT understand the benefit is in lower false alarm and think RAN1 understanding that false alarm is low enough.

-
Nokia also agree that proposal 3 is not a good way forward at this time but think a note (proposal 1) could be a way forward at this time.

-
Panasonic think that even if the configured DL assignment is not part of active time the UE does receive it. Samsung agree and think the only question is when UE looks at PDCCH.

-
Nokia think even if UE wakes up to receive configured DL assignment then UE will not start retransmission timer.

-
Samsung agree that current spec seems to say that UE does not process configured DL assignment when outside active time, but this was not intended to impact SPS.

-
Motorola it is also written that in 5.7 UE monitors that the UE is allowed to monitor in other intervals than active time.

-
Ericsson agree with Samsung. And UE is always allowed to monitor outside active time. Ericsson agree that highlighted text suggests this there is not real problem in practice because eNB will align the on duration.

-
Panasonic think it should be clear what UE is required to do even if it is allowed to do more. Sunplus shares Nokia view that UE only monitors PDCCH during active time. NSN agree and point out that 'monitor PDCCH' only relates to active time and random access.

-
Samsung ask if for UL case the UE processes configured grants outside active time. Nokia think DL and UL have the same behaviour. Samsung ask if UL grant or UL grant reception is in active time. Nokia respond that UL grant reception should be in active time is there is such an UL grant.

-
Ericsson surprised by the understanding that UL grants are only during active. UE will process configured UL grants outside of active time, monitor PDCCH for potential adaptive retransmission 'outside of active time'  but not monitor PDCCH for new transmission. Motorola does not fully agree with this as the potential retransmission is defined as part of active time.

-
Panasonic clarify for LD UE will not monitor for potential retransmission if configured assignment is outside active time.

-
Samsung agree if is most efficient to align active time and DRX on duration, but DRX could come before the SPS activation. NSN think it works fine if DRX and SPS are aligned. What we have now is enough.

-
Samsung think the intended behaviour is not clear. NSN don't care about the UE behaviour as the eNB will anyway align SPS and DRX. Ericsson agree with NSN. Ericsson think it does not matter if the UE processes the grant outside of the active time as eNB will not used this.

-
Ericsson think that for DL outside active time the UE behaviour is not specified (i.e. UE is not mandated to receive the PDCCH or process the configured DL assignment but an implementation may choose to do so). Ericsson desired behaviour is that UE would monitor configured DL assignment also outside active time but would not push for it for release 8. Nortel would support this even for release 8

=>
Common RAN2 understanding: For UL case the behaviour is clear in spec today

=>
Common RAN2 understanding: For DL outside active time and other mandated PDCCH monitoring (e.g. random access ) the UE behaviour is not specified (i.e. UE is not mandated to receive the PDCCH or process the configured DL assignment but an implementation may choose to do so)

=>
No need to change spec.

R2-091482
Alignment of DRX and SPS
RIM
CR
36.321
(0338)
-
F

R2-091381
Discussion on DL SPS operation in the DRX
ITRI
Disc

R2-091382
CR to 36.321 on DL SPS operation in the DRX
ITRI
CR
36.321
(0327)
-
F

R2-091383
CR to 36.321 on DL SPS operation in the On Duration of DRX
ITRI
CR
36.321
(0328)
-
F

-
Previous 4 documents not treated following discussion of R2-091481
Other

R2-091194
Correction relating to ACK for DL SPS release
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0301)
-
F

-
Sunplus think the eNB implementation can avoid the collision.

-
Samsung think CR may not be needed depending on outcome of offline on ACK/NACK and measurement gap. 

-
DOCOMO think it should be handled together with offline as ACK/NACK repetition is also appropriate for this feedback.

=>
To be discussed as part of offline discussion on gaps and ACK/NACK repetition. 

=>
After offline it was confirmed it is covered by the new infomrative annex and the CR is not needed.

R2-091455
SPS activation with DCI format 2/2A
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0337)
-
F

-
Panasonic think this is already clear on this point but no strong opinion.

-
Samsung withdraw if it is already clear in RAN1.

=>
Not agreed
6.1.1.10
Other

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 12] How timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC [Ericsson]

Timers/counters
R2-091281
Report of email discussion - [64b:12] How timers should be handled when timer values are reconfigured by RRC
Ericsson
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 12]
=>
Noted

R2-091282
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration of timers
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0317)
-
F

-
NSN support the CR

=>
Not agreed

R2-091283
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration of timers and counters
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0318)
-
F

-
LG support the CR. Huawei also agree.

-
NSN okay with the CR but think initialise is sufficient as MAC never re-initialises.

-
LG think what is reconfigured is the maximum value rather than the counter.

=>
Revision to take into account comments from NSN and LG. Revision in R2-091656 CR 0318. 
R2-091656
Clarification on MAC reconfiguration of timers and counters
Ericsson
CR
36.321
0318
-
F

-
DOCOMO suggest saying 'when the counter is initialised'.
=>
Revision to make the change suggested by DOCOMO. Revision in R2-091676 CR 318r1 is agreed
Other

R2-091116
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.321
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0291)
-
F

-
revised into
R2-091504
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.321
Samsung
CR
36.321
0291
-
F

-
LG think the second change is not fully correct. Samsung ok to either leave it or make it a more complete definition. Ericsson the details should not be defined in the definition part.

=> Change 1 not needed as covered already

Change 2: 

-
CATT wonder why a similar change to change 2 is not made to other DRX timer definitions. Motorola agree after not agree to change other definitions earlier.

=>
Change 2 not agreed

Change 3:

=>
Change 3 not agreed

Change 4:

-
Huawei think the spec if not wrong. 

-
CATT agree with Huawei

=>
Change 4 not agreed

Change 5:

=>
Change 5 not needed

Change 6:

-
CATT can agree this change.

-
Nokia ask in which cases this change occurs. Samsung is considering UL SPS

-
Sunplus support the change

-
Panasonic support change.

-
Ericsson think the original intent of the sentence was to insure the UE receives DL control signalling and UL transmission was not covered at all. Ericsson ask if it is really needed.

-
Huawei think if agreed it could clash with the sentence that CQI etc shall not be reported.

-
Motorola ask if the sentence only covered the case the UE is in active time. Samsung think it refers to inside/outside active time.

=>
After some offline discussion it was concluded that the proposed changed is not the best way to address the issue so change is withdrawn.

=>
CR is not agreed.
R2-091184
Corrections on uplink Time Alignment
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.321
(0295)
-
F

-
LG presented a similar proposal last meeting and it was clarified that HARQ buffer always refers to UL, and for DL it is soft buffer.

=>
Not agreed
R2-091231
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
(0307)
-
F

replaced by

R2-091644
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
0307
-
F

-
LG point out the text is not made with revision marks.

-
Huawei think the figure is useful but think RACH is not a transport channel. Samsung tend to agree but it is listed as a transport channel.

-
Ericsson think the note is not correct. Title of the functional could just add 'UL only'

-
Ericsson ask why 2 DCCH and DTCH logical channels are shown. ETRI okay to just show 1.

=>
Revision to use revision marks and address the 2 comments by Ericsson. ME box should be ticked. Revision in R2-091658 CR 0307r1. 
R2-091658
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
0307
1
F

-
replaced by R2-091672 (to used word 2003)

R2-091672
MAC Structure in UE Side
ETRI
CR
36.321
0307
2
F

-
Ericsson think the HARQ feedback is still covered but by the control box.

=>
Revision to remove change marks from cover sheet. Revision in R2-091678 CR 0307r3 is agreed

R2-091360
Small corrections to MAC
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0323)
-
F

-
Interdigital as why there is a double shall. It could be reworded with a single shall.

-
CATT think change 3 has already been addressed by a previous document.

-
Huawei think the UE shall is not needed as the current spec is clear. LG think it is strange not to have the 'UE shall'

-
CATT think only the SPS C-RNTI change is needed.

-
Ericsson share the view that the current spec can not be mis-interpreted.

-
LG think the first change is import as there is currently no subject of the procedure. It needs to identify who performs the procedure. 

=>
Only the last change is needed for SPS C-RNTI. This change to be included into the misc corrections CR 274. Revision of that CR is R2-01659   CR 274r1.

R2-091427
CR On Backoff table
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0333)
-
F

-
Huawei think UE will treat reserved code points as invalid so the note contradicts this.

-
Samsung think the decision in the last meeting was only for 'dedicated' PDUs

-
Nokia ask why we don't just put 960 into the table.

-
Ericsson think we still have resolved the error handling for 'common' PDUs. Huawei agree. Samsung wonder what else needs to be covered for common PDU error handling other than this case. Ericsson think there are MAC-PDUs with reserved bits in the header.

=>
Offline discussion to try to conclude error handling for 'common' PDUs. Samsung to lead offline. 

Update from offline discussion

-
Update from Samsung: Concluded something will be needed in 5.11 but not yet concluded what is needed. Irrespective of that discussion the CR can be agreed. 

=>
Offline discussion on 5.11 to continue. Comeback Friday

=>
CR to be revised to remove the word 'note' so the sentence is normative. Revision R2-091679 CR 0333 is agreed
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
In principle agreed CRs

R2-090997
CR to 36.322 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
0058
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090998
Local NACKing in UE
Qualcomm Europe, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.322
0059
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-090999
Supporting RLC SDU larger than 2047 octets
Panasonic
CR
36.322
0060
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091000
CR on the in sequence delivery function for UM
Huawei
CR
36.322
0061
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091001
Correction to Delivery of PDU
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
0062
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091002
Issues with SO, SOstart, and SOend fields
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
0063
-
F

-
Nokia think CR cover sheet needs to be complete
=>
Revision to update the cover sheet. Revision in R2-091662 CR 0063r1 is agreed.

R2-091003
Miscellaneous corrections to RLC specification
Motorola
CR
36.322
0064
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091004
Correction to status reporting triggering condition
Ericsson, Motorola
CR
36.322
0065
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091005
Alignment of one condition on setting the poll bit
Motorola, NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.322
0066
-
F

=>
Agreed
6.1.2.3
Other
Polling

R2-091270
About poll trigger issue
CATT
CR
36.322
(0075)
-
F

-
Interdigital think the sentence only refers to the incrementing VT(S) and not to the transmission of the PDU/segment. Ericsson have same understanding.

-
Nokia think that incrementing is done when delivering to lower layer (5.1.3.1.1) and then it implies that polling is set after delivering to lower layers.

-
DOCOMO explain the intent of the sentence was to say that the text is to be considered after incrementing. However, agree with CATT that is could imply the whole section is only performed when VT(S) is incremented, but prefer LG CR.

-
Huawei think the CR is reasonable.

-
Qualcomm agree with the change but prefer the LG wording.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091072
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Clarification on Polling procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
(0067)
-
F

-
Samsung this can be seem as a contradiction as commented by Nokia for previous paper.
-
DoCoMo suggest a wording like 'functions performed considering that VT(S) has been incremented'

-
Samsung prefer to just remove the sentence as it has now additional information. DOCOMO does not agree as it is important to ensure that the value used is the one after incrementing. LG agree there is a meaning.

=>
Final wording to be concluded offline. Revision in R2-091663 CR 0067. 

R2-091663
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Clarification on Polling procedure
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
0067
-
F

-
Ericsson think the (i.e. ...) should removed and the content of the parenthesis become part of the sentence.
=>
Revision to include the Ericsson comment. Revision in R2-091680 CR 067r1 is agreed.

R2-091073
Proposed CR to 36.322 on Every Poll_PDU PDUs and Every Poll_Byte bytes triggers
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.322
(0068)
-
F

-
DOCOMO support the CR.

=>
Agreed in R2-091664 CR 0068

R2-091117
UE behaviour when T_poll_retransmit expires
Samsung, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.322
(0069)
-
F

-
ZTE think current spec is okay and this is UE implementation issue. Even if it has been acked the UE can keep the PDU in its transmission buffer.

-
LG thinks transmitter always keeps PDU for VT(S)-1 in buffer so it can always be transmitted. For LTE the poll bit can only be set for PDU with VT(S)-1 . UMTS had more flexibility. Samsung does not remember we have concluded this and for UMTS think the UE does not always need to keep PDU with VT(S)-1.

-
Qualcomm thin the 'else' part can be UE implementation.

-
Ericsson support the intention and would be fine with UE sending PDU with VT(S)-1 or PDU with the lowest CN.

-
Nokia think mandating the UE to always hold on to VT(S)-1 would be a be new requirement and UE should be allowed to send VT(S)-1 or another PDU. 

-
LG think holding on to VT(S)-1 would not be a new requirement.

-
Huawei support the CR.

-
CATT think it is an implementation issue. 

-
Nokia think implementation freedom think that UE should be allowed to discard VT(S)-1 when acknowledged. Motorola think the spec today implies UE has to keep VT(S)-1 and the CR is an optimisation.

-
Ericsson think it makes UE implementation easier and has no consequence on the eNB. 

-
Samsung think the requirement, if any, to keep VT(S)-1 is very hidden. Also an implementation that keeps VT(S)-1 would not need to change.

-
DOCOMO think it was not hidden and was required but CR allows UE freedom and has no harm.

-
LG think if we go this way there should not be any prioritisation on which PDU is retransmitted. Qualcomm agree

=>  Revision to just add " or consider for retransmission any AMD PDU which has not been positively acknowledged" to the current text. Revision in R2-091665 CR 0069. 
R2-091665
UE behaviour when T_poll_retransmit expires
Samsung, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.322
0069
1
F

=>
Agreed
Status report

R2-091201
CR for 36.322 on RLC Retx
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
(0072)
-
F

-
Nokia asks what other interpretation could be for issue 2. Qualcomm reply a UE could queue a PDU for retransmission more than once.

-
LG think the changes are an implementation issue and not need. Huawei agree it is implementation and not needed.

-
Ericsson agree it is implementation and current spec is okay. Maybe the 3rd one could be specified. LG think buffer manage is always implementation and does need to be specified.

-
DOCOMO think the 3rd change to send with lowest SN is already required (6.2.2.2)

-
Qualcomm is okay if the word consider gives some implementation flexibility.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091435
Handling error condition in RLC
Samsung
CR
36.322
(0078)
-
F

-
LG think it is already clear that STATUS report with invalid values is discard so it is not needed. 

-
Huawei think it is a very rare case and not needed.

-
Samsung think if it is common that SN outside valid range is considered invalid then happy to leave it to that section.

-
DOCOMO think the actions are only defined if the SN is within the window and agree that SN outside the range can be handled as erroneous PDU.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091375
CR to 36.322 on clarification of setting ACK_SN
ASUSTeK
CR
36.322
(0077)
-
F

-
Huawei think the current spec if already clear. LG agree. Ericsson also agree and CR is not needed,

=>
Not agreed
Other
R2-091189
Corrections on Timer handling
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
(0070)
-
F

-
Ericsson think nothing is broken and CR is not needed. Huawei want to be consistent with MAC spec.

-
DOCOMO think it would be nice to align with MAC but the spec is not broken and we can live without it.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091269
Minor issues on RLC
CATT
CR
36.322
(0074)
-
F

-
Ericsson think the first 2 changes are not needed and the last change is wrong.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091286
Definition of RETX_COUNT missing
Ericsson
CR
36.322
(0076)
-
F

-
Motorola think it does not reflect the counter is per PDU. Ericsson think it could say there is 'one per PDU'. LG think it is one per PDU that needs to be retransmitted.

-
Qualcomm agree but ask if initialisation is needed as the procedure text always initialises it.

=>
To be revised to take into account Motorola and LG comment (add '1 per PDU that needs to be retransmitted') and remove the initialisation. Revision in R2-091666 CR 0076. 
R2-091666
Definition of RETX_COUNT missing
Ericsson
CR
36.322
0076
-
F

=>
Agreed
Late/withdrawn

R2-091463
Various corrections to 36.322
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.322
(0079)
-
F
R2-091193
Handling of the Max Retransmission Reached Indication
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.322
(0071)
-
F

withdrawn
R2-091203
CR for 36.322 on RLC PDU bit order
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.322
(0073)
-
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
In principle agreed CRs

R2-091006
CR to specify maximum PDCP SDU size
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
0064
-
F

=> Agreed
R2-091007
CR with correction on PDCP function of maintaining SNs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.323
0065
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091008
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.323
Huawei
CR
36.323
0066
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091009
Minor issues on PDCP
CATT
CR
36.323
0067
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091010
Security related corrections
Motorola
CR
36.323
0068
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091011
CR to 36.323 on RRC Parameters
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, LG Electronics
CR
36.323
0069
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091012
Corrections on BSR reporting and transmission/ retransmission after an Handover
Motorola, Samsung
CR
36.323
0070
-
F

=>
To be revised to update the cover sheet. Revision in R2-091667 CR 0070r1 is agreed.
6.1.3.3
Other

R2-091429
Corrections on data available for transmission - DISC
Samsung
Disc

=>
Noted
R2-091430
Corrections on data available for transmission - CR1
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0074)
-
F

-
Interdigital ask why it is necessary to say in the source cell. Samsung think it could be interpreted as target cell and these SDUs were never submitted in the target cell so it does not make sense.

-
Ericsson think that PDCP should avoid taking about source/target cell, the re-establishment could be the on the same cell. 

-
Ericsson point out the wording before the re-establishment is already present at the beginning of the sentence.

-
LG think there is no problem with the current. 

-
Qualcomm prefer wording the other CR. Nokia also prefer the other CR.

-
Ericsson there is not a problem and so no risk of wrong implementation. Prefer to do nothing.. Interdigital agree.

-
Samsung want to highlight the problem is not the first BSR after the re-establishment but with a subsequent BSR.

-
LG think that maybe a change from 'corresponding PDUs' to 'corresponding PDU' might address the issue. Samsung think the problem comes from the previously triggered a re-establishment but this condition is always true.

-
DOCOMO think everyone understands the desired behaviour but it would be nice to clarify for other readers and other CR is preferable.

-
Nokia think it may have been better is RLC indicates cumulatively the successfully delivered SDUs.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091431
Corrections on data available for transmission - CR2
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0075)
-
F

-
Ericsson think an identical proposal was discussed last meeting (tdoc R2-090487) and it was not agreed.

-
Nokia think everyone has the same understanding of the intent. However it does forget about the PDCP status report.

-
Ericsson think it is not correct to reference 5.2.1.1 and is worried that this change would introduce an error.

-
LG still don't see any problem and the change is not correct as 5.2.1.1 only considers AM. The CR is not correct.

=>
Not agreed
R2-091433
PDCP Control PDU as Data Available for transmission in PDCP
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0077)
-
F

-
Qualcomm think the existing text is clear and no change is needed. 

-
LG support the intent of the CR but has some concern on the wording. Ericsson also support the intent.

-
Huawei think the two kinds of PDUs do not need to be mentioned.

-
Ericsson suggests a simple sentence saying 'The size of control PDUs not yet submitted to lower layers are always included ....'

=> 
To be revised with a wording along the lines of that suggested by Ericsson. Revision in R2-091669 CR 0077. 

R2-091669
PDCP Control PDU as Data Available for transmission in PDCP
Samsung
CR
36.323
0077
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091190
Corrections on PDCP services and functions
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.323
(0071)
-
F

-
DOCOMO ask why SRBs are added for duplicate detection. Huawei think it may not have been the intention but this is the way that it works.

-
Motorola think there is a differencing between duplicate elimination and duplicate discarded. Also the function relate to RLC-AM regardless of DRB or SRB. LG think the duplicate elimination is not used for SRB.

-
Samsung think it is nice to tidy the list of functions but not essential at this stage. Also share LG that reordering is not used for SRBs.

=>
Revision to be prepared to just correct the reference. Revision in R2-091670 CR 0071 is agreed.

R2-091191
Corrections on PDCP status report
Huawei Technologies
CR
36.323
(0072)
-
F

-
Ericsson ask if any of the changes are necessary. Samsung thing the first change is necessary.

-
LG think they are not needed. 'Data' is not needed as the first condition is 'if PDCP status report' is configured by upper layers. Ericsson also think it is already clear in 6.2.6

=>
Not agreed

R2-091271
Minor issues on PDCP
CATT
CR
36.323
(0073)
-
F

-
LG think the CR is not correct. The PDCP entity has one instance that could have multiple profiles. Ericsson agree.

-
CATT agree to comment from LG but still think 'instance' is not clear as this is the only occurrence of instance. Samsung think instance is used as a general term.

-
LG think instance could be replaced with 'protocol' (as used in UMTS). Ericsson think the sentence is needed and the figure only has a single box so the sentence is linked to the figure.

-
Huawei think that that one instance can have more than one profile and nothing is needed.

-
RAN chairman reminds that we should focus in corrections.

=>
Not agreed

R2-091432
General PDCP Corrections
Samsung
CR
36.323
(0076)
-
F

=>
Correction to reference in 6.3.4 to be included in R2-091670 CR 0071. 
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
In principle agreed CRs

R2-090953
CR to remove the sections on MBMS
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
0007
-
F

R2-090954
Final values for L2 buffer sizes
Ericsson
CR
36.306
0008
-
F

R2-090955
Various Corrections
Motorola
CR
36.306
0009
-
F

R2-090956
CR to update uplink transmit diversity (UE transmit antenna selection)
IPWireless
CR
36.306
0010
-
F

R2-090957
Downlink PDCP SDU limitation
Ericsson
CR
36.306
0011
-
F

6.1.4.3
Other

R2-091459
Thoughts on UE capability for RoHC
Nokia Corporation
CR
36.306
(0014)
-
F
-
moved to 5.4.5 (common session)
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.

No contributions.

6.1.5.2
Other

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 7] Parallel reception in LTE (ALU)

R2-091275
email discussion report [64b: 7] Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent
Report


related to email discussion [64b: 7]
R2-091277
Proposed CR on Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
(0002)
-
F

-
revised in R2-091490
R2-091490
Proposed CR on Parallel reception in LTE
Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, Qasara
CR
36.302
0002
-
F
R2-091443
Removal of MBMS from 36.302
Samsung
CR
36.302
(0003)
-
F

R2-091487
Correction of out-of-date information
Samsung
CR
36.302
(0004)
-
F
Come back on Friday
Incoming LS seen by UP session

R2-091702
LS reply on collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback
RAN1

CRs:

R2-091671
Enforcing new transmission after flushing HARQ process
Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Huawei, LG Electronics Inc
36.321
0341
1
F

R2-081851
CR on Interactions between Msg3 transmission and TTI bundling
ASUSTeK, NSN, Sunplus
CR
36.321
0275
2
F

R2-091852
UE behaviour for dynamic pattern of TTI bundling
Nokia Siemens Networks, HTC Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Nokia Corporation, Panasonic, Samsung, Sunplus mMobile Inc.
CR
36.321
0334
2

RRC TPs:

none

Issues:

R2-091649
Clarification on the CR timer
CATT
CR
36.321
0314
-
F

-
This CR was agreed.

-
It was also agree necessary to flag it to the CP session so ensure that the RRC parameter definition is aligned (i.e. that the contention resolution timer is in units of 'subframes', not 'PDCCH subframes')
Offline discussion on error handling for 'common' MAC PDUs.

-
If the discussion is not concluded by Friday then the proposal is to have an email discussion.

Liaisons:

none

Email discussions:

none

tdocs not allocated

R2-091855 - R2-091860
tdocs allocated then withdrawn

R2-091657

R2-091660

Annex B:
Report of LTE control plane session (AI 6.2)

For convenience the summary R2-091907 of the LTE control plane session (agenda item 6.2) is copied into this annex.
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6.2
Control plane

6.2.1
RRC (36.331)

6.2.1.1
Status

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

R2-091168:
E-UTRA RRC main issues after RAN2#64bis
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Disc
=>
Noted

After handling all RRC inputs:

=>
Update in R2-091899 after having discussed all inputs.

R2-091899: 
E-UTRA RRC main issues after RAN2#64bis
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Disc
-
Only 1 issue remaining.

=>
From now on, no intention to provide an open issue list.

6.2.1.2
In principle agreed CRs
R2-091063:
Need code for SoundingRsUl-ConfigCommon in HO command
Panasonic
CR 36.331 0057 - F

=>
Not agreed. For counter proposal see R2-091364 & R2-091366
R2-091364:
Further analysis on R2-091063: SRS common configuration
Panasonic
Disc
-
Ericsson supports the proposal.  Samsung is also fine with alternative 2.

=>
Go with alternative 2 and look at R2-0901366
R2-091366:
SRS common configuration
Panasonic
CR
36.331
tbd
F
=>
CR is agreed in R2-091604CR0057R1

R2-091013:
Correction to the Counter Check procedure
Broadcom Corporation, Samsung CR 36.331
0007
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091015:
Spare usage on BCCH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR
36.331
0009 -
F

- 
Should correct “printing problem”

=>
Ericsson would prefer to introduce n16 rather than just removing the spare. Agreed

-
In general network misconfiguration when the modification period is larger than the SFN cycle.

=>
Ericsson proposes to introduce 256 for the messagSizeGroupA rather than just removing the spare.

=>
Ericsson would like to introduce value 300ms for t300/t301.

=>
Additional changes should be indicated on coversheet.

=>
Will see update in R2-091692 CR009R1

R2-091692:
Spare usage on BCCH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR
36.331 0009 R1
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091016:
Issues in handling optional IE upon absence in GERAN NCL  Panasonic CR 36.331 0010 -
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091017:
CR to 36.331 on Removal of useless RLC re-establishment at RB release
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331 0011
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091018:
Clarification to RRC level padding at PCCH and BCCH
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
0012
-
F

=>
Should correct printing problem

=>
ME should be ticked, and no impact on other specifications

-
Samsung wonders about the change to 8.2. Nokia thinks we have no extensions after the X691 coded part.

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091693 CR0012R1

R2-091019:
Removal of Inter-RAT message
Ericsson
CR
36.331
0013
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091020:
Padding of the SRB-ID for security input
Ericsson
CR
36.331
0014
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091021:
Validity of ETWS SIB
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
0015
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091022:
Configuration of the Two-Intervals-SPS
CATT, CMCC
CR
36.331
0016
-
F

=>
Samsung indicates that we could save one bit if we have an enum with one value and still optional conditional for TDD

=>
Should see small update in R2-091694 CR0016R1

R2-091694:
Configuration of the Two-Intervals-SPS
CATT, CMCC
CR
36.331
0016
R1
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091023:
Corrections on Scaling Factor Values of Qhyst
CATT
CR
36.331
0017
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091024:
Optionality of srsMaxUppts
CATT
CR
36.331
0018
-
F

=>
Same change can be made as for R2-091022

=>
Should see small update in R2-091695 CR0018R1

R2-091695:
Optionality of srsMaxUppts
CATT
CR
36.331
0018
R1
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091025:
CR for discussion on field name for common and dedicated IE Huawei CR 36.331 0019 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-091026:
Corrections to Connected mode mobility
Huawei
CR
36.331
0020
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091027:
Clarification regarding the measurement reporting procedure Huawei CR 36.331 0021 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-091028:
Corrections on s-Measure
Samsung
CR
36.331
0022
-
F

=>
“Impact on other specs” should be ticked

=>
Agreed with this change in R2-091696 CR022 R1

R2-091029:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on combination of SPS and TTI bundling for TDD
CMCC
CR 36.331 0023 – F

=>
Updated proposal in R2-091450
R2-091450:
R1 of CR0023 (R2-091029) on combination of SPS and TTI bundling for TDD
CMCC CR 36.33
(0023)
tbd
F
-
Ericsson wonders whether it is not easier to stay with “Release-8” ? Samsung explains that normally we do it like this so that we do not need to update in a next release if the situation stays the same.

=>
Agreed
R2-091030:
L3 filtering for path loss measurements NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Corporation CR 36.331 0024 – F

=>
Agreed
R2-091031:
S-measure handling for reportCGI
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.331
0025
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091032:
Measurement configuration clean up
NTT DOCOMO
CR
36.331
0026
-
F

=>
Updated in R2-091413
R2-091413:
Update of R2-091032 on Measurement configuration clean up
NTT DOCOMO, INC. CR 36.331
0026
R1
F
=>
Agreed

R2-091033:
Alignment of measurement quantities for UTRA
NTT DOCOMO, CATT
CR
36.331 0027 -
F

-
Only format for references was changed

=>
Agreed

R2-091034:
CR to 36.331 on L1 parameters ranges alignment
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Panasonic
CR
36.331
0028
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091035:
Default configuration for transmissionMode
Panasonic
CR
36.331
0029
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091036:
CR to 36.331 on RRC Parameters for MAC, RLC and PDCP Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
0030
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091037:
CR to 36.331 - Clarification on Configured PRACH Freq Offset Nortel CR 36.331
0031 F

=>
Updated in R2-091626

R2-091626:
CR to 36.331 - Clarification on Configured PRACH Freq Offset Nortel CR 36.331
0031R1 F

=>
Agreed
R2-091038:
Clarification on TTI bundling configuration
HTC Corporation
CR
36.331
0032 -
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091039:
Inter-RAT UE Capability
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.331
0033 -
F

=> 
updated proposal in R2-091090 (see AI 6.2.1.7)

R2-091090:
Update of R2-091039 on Inter-RAT UE Capability
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Ericsson
CR
36.331
0033
R1
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091040:
Feature Group Support Indicators
Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
CR
36.331
0034
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091041:
Feature Group Support Indicators (Annex)
Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm, Ericsson
CR
36.331
0035
-
F

=>
Noted; based on offline discussion, we should see update in R2-091689

R2-091042:
Corrections to RLF detection
Huawei
CR
36.331
0036
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091043:
Indication of Dedicated Priority
CATT
CR
36.331
0037
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091045:
Correction of TTT value range
Huawei
CR
36.331
0039
-
F

- 
not changed, but related to R2-091477

=>
Agreed

R2-091477:
Proposed CR to 36.331 Considerations on values of TimeToTrigger
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331
(0137)
-
F

-
Samsung thinks we don’t specify how frequent the measurements are coming from L1. The 200ms is a kind of averaging window but not a periodicity. QC agrees with this comment. Measurement samples can come more frequent then 200ms. However QC does agree that the smaller values do not make much sense.

-
Ericsson thinks the small values can probably be removed. Maybe we should keep the 100ms. 

-
Samsung indicates that also in UMTS we have the smaller values.

=>
Noted
R2-091046:
Correction on CDMA measurement result IE
Samsung
CR
36.331
0040 – F

=>
Agreed
R2-091047:
Clarification of Measurement Reporting
CATT
CR
36.331
0041
-
F

-
CATT indicates this is somewhat related to R2-091082 related to the second change. Intention with the “if needed” was to indicate that if there is nothing to report then the neighbouringMeasResults will not be included.

-
NSN wonders if the “if needed” is applicable to all reporting or only to event based reporting ? Panasonic indicates that also for periodic this not reporting is applicable, e.g. when below sMeasure.

=>
First Agreed => Later superseded by R2-091761

R2-091048:
Spare values in DL and UL Bandwidth in MIB and SIB2
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
0042
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091049:
Correction to sib-MappingInfo in SIB1
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
0043
-
F

-
There will still be a general discussion on error handling on common channels. Might need to revisit this.
=>
Agreed

R2-091050:
Clarifications to System Information Block Type 8
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331 0044 – F

-
Related discussion document in R2-091524

R2-091524:
Clarification of IRAT behavior between LTE and CDMA2000
· Ericson assumes that this timing information is only essential for handover mobility, not for the other cases.

· NSN assume that cell reselection will require this information for single receiver UE’s (i.e. for cell search). Nortel has the same understanding. 

· Nortel assumes that in can also be usefull for release with redirection. Nortel would like to have a clarification that it is for measurement on the other RAT.

· ALU proposes some more offline.

· Important aspect seems to be agree what cases are broken when this information is not provided. 



a) Handover:


Agree broken without this information



b) Cell reselection:

Broken / Nice to have ?


c) Release with redirection
Nice to have information

-
Ericsson thinks for case b) it depends on the performance requirements for the cell reselection.

-
Nortel thinks even for case c) it should be there; otherwise it is a blind redirection. 

After offline discussion:



a) Handover:


Agree broken without this information



b) Cell reselection:

Agree broken without this information


c) Release with redirection
Nice to have information

-
Ericsson proposes to state that the “information is needed for handover, cell reselection and can be usefull at release with redirection”.

-
Nortel would like to think a bit more about this. Nortel would like to capture that if the redirection is required with m

-
Ericsson proposes to state that the “information is needed for handover, cell reselection and for redirection with measurements, but not for blind redirection”.

-
Nortel is already a bit more happy but would like to think about it a bit more.

=>
Seems we converge to the above description but can allow some more time. Update in R2-091810

R2-091810:
Clarifications to System Information Block Type 8
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331 0044 R1 – F

=>
Agreed
R2-091051:
Reception of ETWS secondary notification
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
0045
- F

=>
Agreed

R2-091053:
CR for Timers and constants values used during handover to E-UTRA
Panasonic CR 36.331
0047
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091054:
Inter-RAT Security Clarification
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331 0048
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091055:
CR to 36.331 on consistent naming of 1xRTT identifiers
Huawei
CR
36.331
0049 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-091056:
Capturing RRC behavior regarding NAS local release Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331 0050 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-091057:
Report CGI before T321 expiry and UE null reporting
Qualcomm Europe
CR 36.331 0051 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-091058:
System Information and 3 hour validity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
0052
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091060:
Set of values for the parameter "messagePowerOffsetGroupB"
LG Electronics Inc., Texas Instruments
CR
36.331
0054
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091061:
CR to paging reception for ETWS capable UEs in RRC_CONNECTED
Huawei
CR 36.331 0055 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-091062:
CR for CSG related items in 36.331
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
0056 - F

=> Updated in R2-091150
R2-091150:
CR for CSG related items in 36.331
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
0056 1 F
=>
Agreed
R2-091064:
RRC processing delay
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
0058
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091065:
CR for HNB Name
Huawei
CR
36.331
0059
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-091066:
HO to EUTRA and delta configuration  Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
0060
- F

=>
Updated proposal in R2-091118
R2-091118
Update of R2-091066 Handover to EUTRA delta configuration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
0060
R1
F
-
Panasonic wonders about re-establishment case. Should the HO-Conn in the reconfiguration also include SRB’s in the re-establishment ? Samsung assumes we have normal delta signalling, so need ON. 

-
W.r.t. “HO” in the reconfiguration message, Ericsson thinks the wording in this CR is better than in the rapporteur CR. So rapporteur CR should not link it to whether the mobilityControIInfo is present for the nonHO condition. RAPPCR. That change should be undone from the rapporteur CR.

=>
Print out correction

=>
Spec’s effected should be ticked

-
NTT DCM wonders if you can have DRB to setup in re-establishment and connection setup ? Ericsson assumes this is not possible. NTT DCM wonders whether this should then not be explicitly indicated ? Samsung indicates we have already some clarification in the procedure text. E.g. connection setup establihshes SRB1 only. So would mean 

=>
Will add to the condition that DRB toaddmodify shall not be included in connection setup and re-establishment case.

=>
Add to SRBtoaddmod, only SRB1 can be included in connection setup and re-estabishment

=>
Will see update in R2-091697 CR0060R2

R2-091697
Handover to EUTRA delta configuration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
0060
R2
F
=>
SRB-toaddmod is not mandatory in re-establishment. So first HO-Conn condition should be updated. Remove “and RRC connection re-establishment to establish only SRB1”

=>
Should make sure that it is clear that at handover to EUTRAN both SRB1 and SRB2 have to be established.

=>
Will see update R2-091806 CR0060 R3
R2-091806
Handover to EUTRA delta configuration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR
36.331
0060
R3
F
=>
Agreed

R2-091067:
Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications resulting from ASN.1 review
Rapporteur (Samsung)
CR
36.331
0061
-
F

R2-091067 = R2-090851 CR was the status after RAN2 #64bis;

=>
Noted: Update after email discussion see R2-091485 (AI 6.2.1.3)

R2-091014
CR to 36.331-UE Actions on Receiving SIB11
Vodafone
CR
36.331
0008 – F

=>
Agreed
6.2.1.3
ASN.1 review

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 6] RRC rapporteur  CR (Samsung)

Note that CR’s addressing issues found during the ASN.1 review should still be submitted under the corresponding functional area in the next sections.

R2-091169:
Review issue list after RAN2#64bis
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Report


ASN.1 review - status after RAN2#64bis

-
Mainly intended as input for this meeting so that companies know what to prepare contributions on.

-
How to continue ? This list was intended for the freeze, so this could be the last version.

=>
Rapporteur will provide one more version after this meeting which only includes the non-addressed level 3 issues. Just for information.

R2-091485:
Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications resulting from ASN.1 review
Rapporteur (Samsung)
CR
36.331
(0139)
-
F  R2-091067 = R2-090851 CR was the status after RAN2 #64bis which was further discussed by email [64b: 6] with the result: R2-091485
-
Already one comment related to R2-091118.

=>
Yellow highlighted part in field description maxNumberROHC-ContextSessions can be removed.
-
Will probably have further changes.

=>
Next update can be provided in R2-091699 CR0139

R2-091699: 
Miscellaneous corrections and clarifications resulting from ASN.1 review
Rapporteur (Samsung)
CR
36.331
0139

=>
Printing problem should be solved

=>
We will have email discussion for detailed checking. Comments can be provided up to Thursday evening (no new issues), and update will be provided on Monday week after.
=>
Final CR also solving the printing problem can be provided in R2-091902 CR0139 R1
R2-091170:
Further ASN.1 review related issues
Samsung
Report
36.331

=>
Agree with proposals 1, 2, 4, 5 (without “TS”), 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18

Proposal 3:

-
NSN indicates that normally “TS” is not added for CDMA specifications. The “S” is already indicating specification.

=>
Agreed, but not introduce the “TS” in all the names

Proposal 12:

=>
TMO wonders what the “1” is referring to for the range ? Should make it clear that in case of absence, only the startPCI is applicable.

=>
Correct editorial “hysical” in field description

=>
Agreed with these changes

Proposal 15:

=>
ZTE indicates that for GERAN, a cell consists of multiple frequencies and one has BCCH. When we refer to a specific cell, we list the frequency that has the BCCH. This can be clarified in the field description.

=>
Agreed with this one change

=>
Proposal 13 will be handled in rapporteur CR RAPPCR R2-091699

=>
Remaining proposals will be in separate CR in R2-091700 CR0142

R2-091700:
Further ASN.1 review related corrections CR142

=>
Agreed
6.2.1.4
Connection control 
Issues w.r.t. connection establishment/release, re-establishment, mobility or reconfiguration. 

Security

R2-091044:
Security Clean up - Alt1
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.331
0038 -
F

=> Update CR in R2-091089 (see AI 6.2.1.4)
R2-091089:
Update of R2-091044 on Security Clean up
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO INC
CR
36.331
0038
R1
F
-
CATT wonders if RRC can be aware of the NAS procedure status ? NSN assumes UE side shall be aware.

-
Ericsson wonders if the NCC increase is really needed ? What is the motivation ?  NSN thinks S1 handover cancel cases will anyway increase the NCC.

-
Huawei thinks normal cases can be handled by 2 bits, but thinks that following SA3 having 1 extra bit seems safer. So Huawei supports going to 3 bits.

=>
Huawei thinks in 10.3 that sourcesecurityalgorithm can also be used by the target cell at handover for using delta signalling. Remove “for the potential re-establishment to succeed.” addition.

=>
Field Table for SecurityModeCommand should be removed completely

=>
CR is agreed with these two changes in R2-091703 CR0038 R2
R2-091182:
NAS COUNT
HUAWEI 
=>
Withdrawn

R2-091247:
Correction for short MAC-I generation
Fujitsu
CR
36.331
(0104)
-
F

-
Huawei indicates that the SA3 specification is updated with in principle agreed CR S3-090094, and this indicates that the order from the RRC spec should be followed.

=>
Noted
Establishment

R2-091236:
SMC and reconfiguration
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
(0099)
-
F

-
Ericsson wonders what if the network sends a network configuration in between ? ALU would prefer to avoid a discussion on what messages are / are not allowed.

-
Motorola thinks UE capability enquiry should be allowed inbetween.

-
ALU thought this would help UE vendors. ALU also thinks that when you delay the reconfiguration, UE might continue sending messages on SRB1. 

-
Motorola would like to keep the flexibility to allow the UE capability to be sent inbetween SMC and reconfiguration.

-
Ericsson wonders how this would help UE implementations ? Infineon does not see big gains for implementation simplicity. Panasonic sees some gains, e.g. reducing number of test cases. 

-
NSN sees no big gains.

-
If we do not have this, then any message requiring security can be sent inbetween SMC and reconfiguration. 

-
Infineon sees no technical gain with restricting, but sees some advantages of not restriction.

-
Samsung clarifies that from 4.2.2 it is clear that SRB2 always needs to be established.

-
NSN wonders what “security is activated” means.

-
ALU thinks that if we have a “substate”, how long can this substate last ?

-
Panasonic wonders if handover is possible inbetween SMC and reconfiguration ? Probably not since the response to the MME is only sent after the DRB’s are established.

-
Samsung thinks we only have a substate if we would restrict.

-
Nokia thinks it might be sufficient to only indicate to RAN5 that they do not have to test

-
Panasonic would like to continue the discussion for handover case.

=>
Majority does not want to have restrictions. So in principle almost any message that is allowed to be sent after security activation can be sent inbetween SMC and the reconfiguration message establishing SRB2. Can think a bit further on the handover case. After offline discussion update in R2-091805

R2-091805:
SMC and reconfiguration  CR099

-
Nokia thinks this is written for a UE behaviour, but it might be better to write it for a network point of view.

=>
Will see a small update clarifying this network restriction in section 5.3.5.2 in R2-091892 CR0099 R1
R2-091892:
SMC and reconfiguration  CR099 R1

-
HTC wonders if this proposal is correct in relation to CSFB ? ALU indicates that this is mobility intra-LTE.

-
Ericsson thinks that this issue that the first reconfiguration after a re-establishment cannot be a handover is now becoming a bit blurred.

=>
We should update to something like “SRB2 and at least 1 DRB are setup and not suspended”
=>
CR is agreed with this change in R2-091897 CR0099 R2
Re-establishment

R2-091225:
Configuration failure at RRC re-establishment
ZTE,Qasara,Infineon
Disc

-
NSN wonders what we are talking about “UE cannot comply” ? Is this a network error case ? For the reconfiguration cases we have an upfront check

-
Samsung thinks that although the IE’s re the same as in the reconfiguration, the network does not need to configure them the same. The network could use more safe configurations in the re-establishment case.

-
Ericsson thinks we could rely on T301. However is there a case that the message is received, timer is stopped, but UE cannot comply. Currently this behaviour is undefined.

-
NSN sees no reason for this. 

-
Infineon thinks that the same question will be brought up many times if we do not agree to this.

-
Panasonic prefers not to clarify this. T301 should be sufficient. However no strong objection. Important aspect is to clarify now.

-
Huawei is ok with clarifying this.

=>
After offline discussion, it was concluded that it might be possible that a UE encounters a configuration it cannot comply to, but it is not very likely. A sensible behaviour is indeed to go to IDLE in the end, but it was assumed not necessary to specify this additional error handling (otherwise also for other cases people can start to propose behaviour).

=>
Noted

R2-091226:
CR for configuration failure at RRC re-establishment
ZTE,Qasara,Infineon
CR 36.331 (0097) – C

=>
Noted (Related to previous discussion)

R2-091415:
State mismatch recovery at re-establishment
NTT DOCOMO, INC., Qasara
Disc

-
Motorola wonders whether this is not a very rare case ? NTT DCM agrees it is not a frequent scenario but thinks it would still be preferable to handle this. This is not something the network can prevent because it is related to RLF.

-
Samsung agrees this will happen very rarely and does not justify using left-over bits in the re-establishment.

-
Ericsson points out that RLF will take some time to detect. So it is not that likely that it would happen after after receiving the request message and before sending the response message.

-
Panasonic supports 2b.

-
Huawei thinks UL and DL are different so it could happen.  E.g. could have poor quality on UL. So this could cause RLC retransmission max in UL.

-
NTT DCM explains that this is for Rel-8 mainly only related to recovery in the same eNB, but if we have forward handover in Rel-9 this could be used to get the correct AS configuration from the source network

-
Ericsson thinks normaly it should be ok to send the same information again in the re-establishment complete.

-
Nokia agrees the case is very rare. So why is option 1 not sufficient ?  NTT DCM thinks the resulting NAS covery will be noticeable by the user.

-
NTT DCM thinks in future releases we might further extend the message

-
NTT DCM thinks the minimal solution is to have these release case clarifications.

-
QC thinks that if a network is realy worried about this, the network could perform an intra-cell handover at important reconfigurations. Then the network can destinghuish based on the C-RNTI. NTT DCM agrees, but we do have restrictions that it is not possible to establish a DRB at handover.

-
Samsung thinks solution 1 is sufficient. Nokia agrees. In many cases the user might not even have data transport ongoing and will not notice the problem. NTT DCM has seen this in their UMTS network.

-
LG thinks option 1 should be sufficient. If it is very rare, it should not be a problem to have some user noticed interruption if data transport is ongoing.

-
4 companies think we should do something. 8 companies think no further action is needed.

=>
Will clarify for the 2 cases indicated in 2.3 that the UE takes no action if the to be release id is not existing (i.e. no network error)

=>
We will see CR in R2-091704
CR0128

R2-091704:
Clarification on removal of non-existing bearer and measurement identities CR0128
-
Samsung asks if the notes are really needed ? We should try to avoid notes, and the behaviour is already clear from the “if” statements. NTT DCM would appreciate this kind of notes, could except without these notes if this behaviour is clearly minuted.

-
Ericsson thinks the notes should clarify also that the UE does not perform any removal.
=>
Agreed

R2-091416:
Draft CR to 36.331 on State mismatch recovery at re-establishment
NTT DOCOMO, INC., Qasara
CR
36.331
(0128)
-
F

=>
Noted (related to previous discussion)
R2-091206:
RLF leading to configuration state mismatch
HUAWEI
Disc

R2-091207:
CR on RLF leading to configuration state mismatch
HUAWEI
-
Based on the previous discussion, only handling the release case with R2-091704 should be sufficient.

=>
Noted
Release

R2-091233:
DRB release
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
Samsung indicates that we have a NOTE in 5.4.3.3. which is not in line with the indicated behaviour for inter-RAT from EUTRAN. This note indicate no NAS signalling requirement.

-
ALU points out that in UTRAN we have partial preservation. So a RB not being present does not necessarily mean the PDP context should be released. Explicit NAS signalling will be required by NAS if the PDP contexts have to be released. However the note is stil correct. NAS will be informed but not release the PDP contexts (only some inactive state)

-
QC wonders where we would send the LS and why ? LS to SA2 to verify our understanding.

=>
Will sent small LS indicating erroneous paragraph and check our understanding of most complex cases e.g. inter-RAT handling in R2-091705
R2-091080:
DRB status indication to the upper layer
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

=>
Noted (covered by previous document)

R2-091081:
DRB release indication to upper layers
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.331
(0064)
- F

-
ALU thinks the note is correct for most cases (e.g. handover), but not correct for the MME initiated release in which case a NAS message will be present. QC thinks that even in that case the EPS bearer will be released.

-
Do we need the note ?  Nokia thinks CT1 specification should be sufficient. QC confirms that CT1 specifications do indicate the action when a RB release is received from lower layers. 24.301, but agreed in last meeting (C1-085381).

=>
Noted

FDD<->TDD handover

R2-091488:
Discussion on TDD Handover – Disc
Proposal 1:

-
Samsung thinks this is still under discussion in RAN4.

=>
Skip proposal 1 (see in next documents)

Proposal 2:

-
Samsung indicates that so far do not use “need” for not present. ALU agrees, so this should be captured differently

-
Ericsson wonders if we really need to clafiry. QC thinks it would be good.

-
Samsung points out that a UE can detect with the cell search procedure whether the cell is FDD or TDD.

=>
Will clarify this. Can discuss how (e.g. field description or 5.2.2.2 or 6.1)

Proposal 3:

-
CATT assumes that on handover from TDD to FDD we would fully configure the PUCCH-Config.

=>
Noted
Proposal 4:

=>
Intention is agreed

Other:

-
From FDD to TDD, what to do with UL bandwidth or other FDD specific IE’s ? ALU thought there are statements that when these IE’s are not present, the value is clear. Can be discussed offline.

R2-091238:
TDD handover
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
(0101)
-
F
=>
Will see CR update in R2-091706 CR0101

R2-091706:
TDD handover
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
0101
-
F
-
ALU thinks the generic case is captured.

-
Samsung indicates that for system information fields, we have an NSN CR indicating that information not present should be cleared. So do we still need something for system information ?

=>
Agreed
SameRefSignalsInNeighCells

R2-091161:
Status of parameter “sameRefSignalsInNeighCells” (formerly “sameRefSignalsInNeighbour”) Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
RAN4 chairman is aware of urgency.
R2-091162:
CR on optionality of “sameRefSignalsInNeighCells” Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331 (0088) – F
R2-091294:
Use of SameRefSignalsInNeighbor parameter
Ericsson CR
36.331
(0111)
- F

=>
Can revisit on Friday based on latest RAN4 status [CB Friday]
T301

R2-091174:
Configurability of T301
Samsung
CR
36.331
(0090)
-
F

-
Panasonic proposed to signal only 1 value.  If we have forward handover, it would still be ok to have 1 value (set it a bit longer) applicable to both T300 and T301.

-
QC supports Samsungs proposal. QC wonders if the large values are really needed ? Samsung thinks fetching the context could take a bit longer.

-
Nokia wonders if we should really take potential Rel-9 changes into account. Nokia prefers the Panasonic paper. If we have Rel-9, then we can have some extensions. Samsung thinks that at this stage you do not know what release the UE is. 

-
NTT DCM supports the Samsung proposal. Ericsson is also ok with 2 separate timers. RIM is also ok with separate timers.

-
Panasonic thinks testing could be reduced if there is a combined value. QC sees no testing gain (there is no functional difference).

-
LG thinks we could have 1 value but extend the range.


a) Separately configured values for T300 and T301 [10]



- same of different value range ?


b) One value configured for both T300 and T301 [4]

=>
Separately configure values.

-
Nokia thinks the timers could have the same range. QC agrees. Panasonic also prefers same range

=>
Both timers have the same range

=>
Will see update CR only removing the FFS in R2-091707 CR0090

R2-091707:
Configurability of T301
Samsung
CR
36.331
0090
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091367:
Signalling of T300/T301
Panasonic
CR
36.331
(0120)
-
F

=>
Noted (already covered)
Other
R2-091417:
Draft CR to 36.331 on Renaming of AC barring related IEs
NTT DOCOMO, INC. CR 36.331 (0129) – F

-
TMO wonders if this is editorial, could it be included somewhere else ?

-
TMO thinks the renaming is editorial, but the removal of the maxAC is maybe a bit technical.

-
LG wonders if removing maxAC is really beneficial ? TMO points out that since GSM times it is this value 5.

=>
NSN would like to rename ac-BarringforHighPriority. 11 to 15 are not necessarily high priority. Will call it “ac-Baringfor11to15” or maybe something related to “special categories”

=>
We do the effort of shortening the names, offline on exact naming. Will see update in R2-091752 CR0129

R2-091752:
Draft CR to 36.331 on Renaming of AC barring related IEs
NTT DOCOMO, INC. CR 36.331 0129 – F

-
However editor realised when making this that a SEQUENCE of SEQUENCE is included in this and therefore made an alternative proposal in R2-091868

R2-091868:
Draft CR to 36.331 on Renaming of AC barring related IEs
NTT DOCOMO, INC. CR 36.331 0129 R1 – F
=>
The CR in R2-091868 is agreed
R2-091097:
Access barring alleviation in RRC connection establishment
HTC Corporation CR 36.331
(0072)
- F

-
NTT DCM thinks the timers can expire. HTC agrees but only cover the cases of stopped.

-
Expiry is already covered in the timer table

=>
Agreed in R2-091751 CR0072

R2-091098:
Resume suspended RBs after handover
HTC Corporation
CR
36.331
(0073)
- F

-
Huawei thinks this is not needed. eNB should resume SRB2 and DRB’s before executing a handover. 

-
Infineon indicates this was discussed before and we agreed not to apply the handover for the resumption. Ericsson has the same understanding

=>
Noted

R2-091176:
NAS message forwarding
Samsung
CR
36.331
(0092)
-
F

-
Nokia also assumes alternative 1. Panasonic also assumes alt 1. Ericsson also.

-
Samsung clarifies the intention is to only clarify this non-comply error case.

-
CATT thinks it would be usefull to clarify.

-
QC thinks the specification is sufficiently clear. Huawei thinks the specification is sufficiently clear.

=>
Noted: Alternative 1 is common understanding, and specification is assumed to be sufficiently clear.

R2-091177:
Usage of activation / de-activation
Samsung
Disc

-
Panasonic supports this proposal. Current usage of activation/deactivation is confusing.

=>
Proposal is agreed, and will be include in R2-091699

R2-091235:
Open issue on EPS bearer id
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
Huawei supports the proposal

=>
Proposal is agreed (no impact on spec; issue can be removed from open issue list)

R2-091380:
Correction on RRC connection re-establishment
ZTE
CR
36.331
(0122)
-
F

-
Samsung thinks we have agreed we would never go back to broadcast information once it has been provided by dedicated signalling.

-
Ericsson wonders whether there is a big concern about the mismatch ? ZTE thinks if we do not have this change, then there will be misalignment between UE and eNB for some time ?

-
Samsung thinks it would have been better to always apply the SIB2. But now we have agreed to not do that and then we shoud not create more exceptions.

-
Panasonic is also assuming that the UE never needs to apply this SIB2 value in connected mode.

-
At re-establishment, the UE will assume a default configuration for mac-Main. However there is no default for this parameter. CATT assumes this is because this is somewhat of a cell specific parameter, not a UE specific parameter.

-
Without this CR it is not really clear what happens at re-establishment. You go to default MacMain but still apply the value stored.

-
Nokia is ok to make connection establishment and re-establishment aligned.

=>
Nokia thinks we should have the same order of actions in the re-establishment then for the setup case. So first apply the default Mac-Main config and then the time alignment timer.

=>
Will see CR update in R2-091756 CR0122

R2-091756:
Correction on RRC connection re-establishment
ZTE
CR
36.331
0122
R1
F

=> Agreed
R2-091454:
Removal of 'a period of 300s' at local release LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331 (0132)
 - F

-
TMO thinks this is editorial. 

-
Nokia thinks this can be removed from 36.331. 

-
Samsung thinks that at least when we discussed this last time, we decided not to remove this.

=>
Agree to remove the text, but can be done in Rapporteurs CR RAPPCR R2-091699

R2-091602:
Correction regarding RedirectionInformation for GERAN Samsung, T-mobile

-
TMO explains that also in UMTS and GERAN, you can redirect to a single or multiple frequencies in one carrier.

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091757 CR0141 R1

R2-091758:
ri-ConfigIndex issue

1) Can remove code point OFF for ri-ConfigIndex?

=>
Agree to indicate to RAN1 that from our point of view, OFF can be removed.

2) When switching to default mode, switch rank reporting to off ?

-
Samsung wonders if this applicable to only when we switch by default mode 2, or also when we configured tm2 ? Ericsson only intends to clarify when you fall back because in that case there is no signalling.

-
So in general it is the responsibility of the network to configure the ri-ConfigIndex in alignment with the tm mode.

=>
Agreed

3) Setup/release or OR ?

-
Panasonic thinks OR is better.

=>
Agree to “OR”

=>
Will see CR in R2-091763 CR0144

R2-091763:
Further analysis on code point “OFF” for ri-ConfigIndex CR0144

-
Samsung wonders the fallback only applies if there is actual signalling. So this seems to be the correct place. 

-
Need to make consistent with rapporteur CR. Can be handled by CR merging

=>
Ericsson would like to make the ri-ConfigIndex “OR” instead of OP

=>
Printing problem should be solved

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091867 CR0144 R1 with these 2 issues addressed.
6.2.1.5
Measurements
Including measurements for SON-ANR

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 1] TTT and DRX (Nokia)

Email: DRX and TTT

R2-091122:
Summary of email discussion on DRX and TTT handling Rapporteur (Nokia Corporation) Report

-
Resulting CR proposal in R2-091121 which indicates a quite “rough” approach.

-
Samsung wonders if we can assume that the periodical reporting timer would always be longer than the long DRX. Ericsson assumes any timer value can be used for the periodical timer.

Delay the report ?

-
QC is also ok with allowing to delay the report. Ericisson is also fine.

=>
We can agree that the UE is allowed to delay the reporting until a next active occasion.

Additional sample ?

-
Ericsson is fine not to require this. Will be complicated for the inter-freq case.

-
Panasonic explains that we cannot forbid the UE to take another sample into account. E.g. if the report is delayed for some time, depending on UE implementation another sample may come from L1.

=>
Not required to take another sample after TTT

How long can you delay the report ?

-
Ericsson wonders if it is true that as soon as the UE becomes active, it shall sent a report  ? E.g. what if there is higher priority data ? Nokia thinks there is no higher priority data than SRB1.

-
Ericsson assumes that the delay is probably implemented in RRC. Does this mean that the MAC needs to inform RRC continuously about the activity status. Nokia agrees that the modelling is not so easy and therefore proposes a simple note and not go in the details of the modelling.

=>
Agree that if the UE is not in DRX, there should not be any additional delay. So we only talk about a delay when DRX is configured.

=>
When DRX is configured, and the UE is not awake, the UE can delay the reporting until next active time
-
Ericsson wonders what happens if the UE does take an additional sample while delaying. Shall this measurement be taken into account ?  Motorola assumes the new measurement would be taken into account but assumes we do not needs to specify this.  Nokia thinks that since we do not specify when the samples are coming, anyway difficult to test.

-
Ericsson wonders if this would not mean we might end up in a non-optimal cell because the UE is reporting old information. QC assumes that RAN4 concluded this delay is acceptable.

-
NTT DCM wonders whether we want to test this delaying behaviour ? Nokia thinks this is not mandatory behaviour. NTT DCM thinks one could test that the UE reports the measurement by this latest time. Nokia thinks it could probably be somehow tested. 

Periodical reporting

-
When is the periodical timer restarted ? QC indicates that currently it is started at the reporting. Assume we leave it like this, changes would need contribution and good motivation.

=>
Rest is noted
R2-091121:
CR from email discussion to capture DRX and TTT handling
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
(0078)
-
F

=>
Note should indicate that when DRX cycle is configured (i.e. when DRX is not configured, you do not delay).

-
ZTE wonders whether this means that the UE can report the measurement any time in between the TTT expires and the next active time. Nokia agrees that this is implied by the wording.

-
Samsung wonders whether the note is not better placed in the reporting section ?

=>
Will see update in R2-091759 CR0078

R2-091759:
CR from email discussion to capture DRX and TTT handling
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
0078
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091175:
Correction related to TTT
Samsung
CR
36.331
(0091)
-
F

-
Huawei wonders what the problem is with the old text ? Samsung thinks in the old text you have to take 2 measurements at least TTT apart. 

-
Motorola also thinks the old text is fine. Samsung thinks RAN5 could test the current text: if there is a condition that is true shorter than TTT, the UE is not allowed to trigger a report. So if we do not want this, we should change the spec.

=>
Intention is ok

=>
Will reformulate to “all measurements taken during TTT”

-
Maybe should clarify it could be a single measurement.

-
Samsung thinks probably we should talk about “measurement after filtering”

-
LG wonders if field descriptions should also be updated ? Can be checked offline.

=>
Offline on the wording; will see update in R2-091760 CR0091
R2-091760:
Correction related to TTT
Samsung
CR
36.331
0091
-
F

-
QC thinks note 1 is confusing since it seems to overrule the procedure text which mandates along TTT. Why do we need to distinguish the 1 sample case ?

=>
Remove NOTE 1
=>
CR is agreed with this change in R2-091903 CR0091 R1

Measurement reporting

R2-091223:
Deactivation of periodical measurement
ZTE
Disc

Proposal 1

-
Samsung indicates that it is specified that the periodical reporting is only started when a “first” measurement becomes available. So Samsung assumes that there is nothing that would trigger the UE to create another entry in VarMeasReport again.

-
Huawei thinks it would be good to clarify this.

-
Nokia wonders if we let the UE remove the meas-id, is there a risk for misalignment between UE and eNB ?

-
Huawei is ok with the proposed solution, and sees no real risk of de-synchronisation

-
QC thinks it is sufficient to clarify that the UE stops the reporting. No need to have the UE remove the meas-id entry (and still have the eNB remove the measurement). QC thinks so far the meas-id management is under network control.

=>
Agree that at least within one cell the reporting is stopped when maxreports is reached. Can discuss offline how this is best captured.

Proposal 2

-
Ericsson does not like this proposal. Ericsson assumes the UE start again at “0” when the first report is sent, up to max reports. 

-
ZTE wonders if this means that if the target eNB wants to stop the measurement, it has to explicitly remove the meas-id ? Ericsson confirms that this is their understanding.

-
Samsung thinks we should handle periodic and event triggered the same. So we deactivate the gaps but should not do much more. However currently the resetting of the number of reports counter is not specified.

-
QC indicates we do specify in 5.5.6.1 that the periodical timer is reset

-
Samsung wonder if the sentence “1>
remove all measurement reporting entries within VarMeasurementReports;” not already applies that you start from “0”. Also the next line seems to indicate that.

-
QC would like to check with home.

-
LG thinks that periodic reporting is quite cell specific. So is it for sure usefull in the new cell ? Ericsson thinks this is up to the network to decide.

-
Samsung wonders what this means ? Are we re-opening everything e.g. also for event triggered and periodic event triggered ?

=>
Offline on whether the periodic reporting measurement is stopped at handover or continued with resetting the counter to 0.
R2-091224:
CR for Deactivation of periodical measurement
ZTE
CR
36.331
(0096)
-
F

=>
Update in R2-091772

R2-091772:
CR for Deactivation of periodical measurement
ZTE
CR
36.331
(0096)
-
F

-
Nokia wonders what happens for reportStrongestCellsForSON ? Is that also restarted after every handover ? Yes. Nokia thinks this is quite cell specific.

-
Nokia assumes ReportStrongestCellForSon should be stopped. Just like Report GCI but not based on timer T321.

-
Ericsson thinks it could be nice to have a network choice whether to have a continuing reporting or not.

	At handover, current proposal:

ReportGCI;                                 stopped because T321 is not restarted

ReportStrongestcellForSON:     stopped by some other mechanism / configurable
ReportStrongestcell:                  restarted with again maxreports


-
Complete solution seems to become quite ugly. Nokia agrees. Maybe removing meas-id is not such a bad solution.

-
QC is now also leaning towards removing the meas-id for all cases. Main cases interested for continuing seems to be the ReportStrongstcell with “infinity”. So why not stop everything, and ask the eNB to setup the meas-id again if the infinity behaviour is desired ?

-
NTT DCM is also fine with original ZTE proposal. It seems cleaner. It seems a signalling optimisation if you want to continue. 

-
CATT wonders what happens in case of handover failure ? The UE would do a re-establishment and the meas-id’s would anyway be removed.

-
CATT wonders about the context we forward in the AS-context ? More a separate issue.

=>
Will remove the meas-id at handover/re-establishment for all periodic measurements
Where does this bring the case of reaching maxreports in a cell ?

-
QC is also fine with removing the meas-id for that case.

-
Nokia is also fine with removing the meas-id. Nokia had some concerns about misconfguration between UE and eNB but this should not be a problem after the NTT DCM CR.

-
Panasonic is fine with this way forward.

-
Panasonic wonders what the impact is for the swapping behaviour ? No swapping for periodic measurements. Should be able to indicate a correct order in the section on “actions at handover”

-
Samsung thinks there might be some impact on the section on “performing measurement”  (some simplifications)

=>
Will also remove the meas-id from and VarMeasReport at reaching reportAmount.
=>
Can see CR update in R2-091798 CR0096 R1

R2-091798:
CR for Deactivation of periodical measurement
ZTE
CR
36.331
0096 R1- F

-
Nokia wonders what happens when T321 expires ? The meas-id is removed (reach maxreports)

-
Ericsson wonders what happens if the reporting is set to infinity ?  Measid is removed at handover. However understanding is based on the order in 5.3.5.4 that the handover message could add the measid again if required.

=>
NTT DCM wonders if we should add to the timer table for T321 “and remove the corresponding measid” for expiry 

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-091865 CR0096 R2

R2-091082:
Clarification on the need of empty reporting and message coding
Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331
(0065)
-
F

-
Samsung thinks we should not specify negative requirements. So it might be better to add “if any” in some places.

-
QC wonders what the “if needed” in R2-091047 is targeting events that not require neighbour meas results rather than non-availability ? Samsung thinks both target omission of neighbouring cell results.

=>
Can discuss offline whether an update of the CATT CR is needed. Update can be provided in R2-091761 CR0041 R1

R2-091761:
Clarification on the need of empty reporting and message coding
Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331
CR0041 R1 – F

=>
Agreed
R2-091478:
Periodic measurements
Samsung
Disc

Text proposal 1:

- 
Nokia wonders how the UE determines the strongest cell ? When does the UE know it has determined the strongest cell ? Nokia agrees with the intention but wonders if there is another way to capture this ? 

-
Huawei wonders what happens if we update the NOTE 1 but not add NOTE 2 ?

=>
Agree with the intention (existing NOTE 1 is not correct). Can discuss the wording offline.

Text proposal 2:

-
QC wonders if it is really correct that the UE can always determine the strongest cells for UMTS. In UMTS we have a 3 step cell search. QC thinks the UE cannot determine the quality of all cells on a frequency from one gap. Ericsson agrees with this. Also this scanning is a bit dependant on UE implementation. Ericsson agrees that this is dependent on UE implementation.

-
Nokia points out we have L1 filtering in addition to L3 filtering. Would this not mean the UE would report on all cells ? Nokia would like to think about this.

-
Panasonic assumes the UE reports a part of the cells on which the UE was able to measure. So this does not necessarily mean this are the strongest cells on that carrier.

-
QC assumes that cell identification performance requirements will set some limit.

-
Alternative way would be to clarify that since a periodic measurement report just reports on the cells that the UE was able to measure, a measurement report might not provide a complete picture e.g. not include the actual strongest cells.

-
Ericsson assumes that it depends also on the period timer duration. If the periodic timer is set longer than the total measurement time required by the UE to do all measurements, then the strongest cells should always be included.

=>
Can discuss offline how to best capture this

=>
We will see a CR for both text proposal in R2-091762 CR0143

R2-091762:
Periodic measurements
Samsung
Disc CR0143

=>
Agreed
R2-091387:
Corrections to reportStrongestCellsForSON
Huawei
CR
36.331
(0123)
-
F

=>
Covered by discussion on previous document
Other

R2-091297:
Adding and deleting same measurement or configuration in one message
Ericsson Disc

Measurements
-
Panasonic thinks this is an important issues. Panasonic is ok with the measurement configuration. This was also discussed before.

-
NTT DCM agrees this is ok.

=>
Adding a note should be sufficient

Radio resource configuration
-
Panasonic thinks it is not possible to delete and add with the same DRB identity. 

-
NTT DCM would like to be able to do this in the same message, so think this should be clarified.

-
Samsung wonders if we need to change ASN.1 order. At least it should be clear in the procedure.

-
Ericsson thinks this is clear already because we put 5.3.10.2 before 5.3.10.3. Ericsson understands that also in UTRAN we execute according to the order.

-
CATT thinks we could e.g. merge release and addition section

-
NTT DCM thinks an alternative would be to release and add later, but only allow different DRB-Id’s.

-
Panasonic does see also a technical reason related to the fact that the MAC is not released and DRB release. So then packets from the old context could end up in new DRB. Panasonic thinks there maybe be a problem with the ciphering.

-
NTT DCM wonders if this is not against security concerns: you would again start from a COUNT =0 on the same DRB. Seems an issue

-
ALU wonders if the DRB release and setup processed in the same message, what is informed to NAS; e.g. does this trigger a NAS context release.

-
The NTT DCM problem is also resolved if the DRB-Id’s are different.

-
NTT DCM thinks we should still clarify the oreder. NSN wonders why this is required. NTT DCM thinks that anyway you are establishing contexts. So maybe e.g. the same EPS bearer if could be used ?

-
How does the interaction with NAS work ? The DRB release would remove the NAS context. Then if we setup the DRB again, there is no NAS message. QC wonders if this means that the NAS message should be included twice in the NTT DCM reconfiguration scenario.

=>
Mandate of order of radioresourceconfiguration, but cannot use same DRB id for release and setup in one message.
Is there any interaction with NAS “to be fixed” ?

-
If we do not fix this, for the “reconfiguration RLF case” it means the re-establishment should probably be rejected. 

-
NTT DCM wonders if this means we could again introduce the transaction id in the re-establishment ?  Ericsson thinks the reject is sufficient.  No support for introducing this transaction id at least for Rel-8

-
Note that NTT DCM CR on the “release ignore or non-existing object” is still usefull for the release case.

=>
Will see CR in R2-091765 CR0145

R2-091765:
Adding and deleting same measurement or configuration in one message CR0145

=>
Change sentence in 5.1.2 to: “1> within a subclause, process the steps according to the order in the procedural description”
=> 
Boxes in coversheet need to be ticked (ME/RAN and other specs)

=>
NTT DCM thinks that the first sentence in 5.3.10.x is no longer needed since the IF statements are now in 5.3.10.0. Also need to change the indentation.

=>
5.3.10.0 should start with a “UE shall”

=>
Correct name should be used for “radioResourceConfiguration”
=>
Will see update in R2-091906 CR0145 R1 [CB Friday]
R2-091397:
Performing Measurements to report CGI for CDMA2000
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
(0124)
-
F

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091766 CR0124

R2-091399:
CDMA2000-SystemTimeInfo in VarMeasurementConfiguration
Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
(0125)
-
F

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091767 CR0125

R2-091296:
Default serving cell offset for measurement event A3
Ericsson, Panasonic, NTT DoCoMo, Inc.
CR
36.331
(0112)
-
F

-
CATT wonders if with the CR it is clear how it works when you have a non-zero offset for the serving cell ? NTT DCM assumes added text to 5.5.4.4 is sufficiently clear.
=> CR is agreed in R2-091768 CR0112

R2-091479:
Measurement event definition corrections
Samsung
CR
36.331
(0138)
-
F

-
Ericsson wonders why e.g. for A1 you would have to apply the serving cell offset if you can anyway play with the Threshold ? Samsung agrees this can be done, but assumes that if you handover between two cells with different offsets, it will mean you have to reconfigure the threshold if we do not take a cell individual offset into account.

-
Samsung assumes that there is no action if we take the Ocs into account at handover. Ericsson thinks alternatively we could update the measurement object at handover (because you did not know where the UE goes).

-
NTT DCM assumes it depends a bit on how you want to use the other events. E.g. is the absolute RSCP important or only a relative value. If it is the absolute RSCP, not taking an offset into account can be defended.

-
Nokia assumes that the other events are based on absolute measurements.

-
NTT DCM thinks the difference between A4 and A1 is that A4 compares with multiple neighbours (so you cannot adjust 1 Thresh suitable for all), but A1 only works on one cell (serving cell) so you can always adjust the Thresh.

=>
Noted: Not needed for Release-8

R2-091099:
Mobility event count at state transition
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

-
Huawei thinks this has been discussed already before, at least for IDLE->ACTIVE and ACTIVE->IDLE. Then we agreed the handling of these transitions are left to UE implementation. However Huawe is fine with the proposals.

-
Nokia thinks also the IDLE case has been discussed, and we agreed to do the same as in UTRA that it is up to UE implementation how to handle this.

-
NTT DCM is also fine with leaving to UE implementation. Anyway difficult to test.

=> 
Indicated behaviour is allowed but not required to be specified. Consensus is that sensible behaviour w.r.t. mobility event counting can be left to UE implementation.

R2-091137:
On the code-point definitions of neighbourCellConfiguration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

-
Panasonic wonders what the different from UE point of view between 10 and 01 ? Panasonic assumes it would be the same from UE point of view. Nokia agrees it is the same for UE measurement point of view. However for 10 the UE will know the MBSFN allocation exactly before going to a neighbouring cell. Motorola thinks this IE was related to measurements.

-
Samsung sees some benefits but shares Panasonic understanding. Samsung indicates RAN4 has agreed this should be used also for inter-freq per carrier. Samsung thinks 01 should be kept since it is also usefull for inter-freq. So 10 could be rephrased to “MBSFN subframe allocation are subset of serving cell”.

-
Motorola thinks this IE is already stable for a long time. 

-
Ericsson wants to keep 01. Ericsson agrees with Motorola. Ericsson is very happy with what we currently have. 

-
QC agrees with Samsung’s proposal for 10 but would need to check with RAN4. Anyway need to see RAN4 LS. Panasonic thinks Samsung proposal for 10 is sensible but we should check with RAN4.

=>
Will allow some offline to check latest RAN4 status and discuss whether some update is usefull (Should be very carefull and check with RAN4). Will see CR in R2-091769 CR 0084

R2-091769:
Use and code-point definitions of neighbourCellConfiguration
-
Should also look at incoming LS R2-091780

-
Motorola thinks that the proposed update is only beneficial in limited cases: e.g. only if you have one SFA that is covering a subset of a larger SFA, then only the outer cells can benefit from the updated definition

-
Nokia assumes that typically the “subset case” applies to half of the cells.

-
QC thinks we should not make to many assumptions on plausible MBMS deployments. QC thinks this are just corrections of the definitions.

-
Huawei thinks there is no change to UE behaviour.

-
Motorola thinks it is not obvious that there is no impact. 

-
Chairman wonders if there is any negative impact of this reformulation. 
-
Motorola is ok with adding a note saying that in case all the neighbouring cells are a subset, then the network may signal 10. QC thinks this is functionality completely equivalent.

-
Huawei thinks there is no functional change. So we could keep the current text. No strong opinion.

After offline discussion

=>
Proposal seems agreeable if we do not have changes to 00

=>
for “10”, change to “identical to”

-
Samsung thinks if we keep the existing definition for 00, then if the configuration is a subset, the network can signal either 00 or 10. Motorola confirms.

=>
Will see update in R2-091901 CR0084 R1 [CB Friday]
R2-091138:
Proposed CR modifying the code-point definitions of neighbourCellConfiguration
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
(0084)
-
F

=>
Noted (related to previous discussion)
R2-091149:
Clarification on measurement object modification
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
(0085)
- F

=>
Noted (already discussed)
Withdrawn
R2-091179
CR -Correction of inter-fRAT measurement during handover
HUAWEI

6.2.1.6
Broadcast

Including System information, MBMS and ETWS. 

ETWS

R2-091052:
Validity time for ETWS message Id and Sequence No Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei 
CR
36.331
0046

F

=> 
Counter proposal in R2-091274
R2-091274:
Possible update to R2-091052
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
-
Ericsson wonders if there is any harm with the second proposal ? Seems a bit better.

=>
Agree on approach from R2-091274. Will see update CR in R2-091770 CR0046 R1

R2-091770:
Validity time for ETWS message Id and Sequence No Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei 
CR
36.331
0046 R1 F

=>
Agreed
R2-091075:
Delivery of Message Identifier and Serial Number to upper layers for ETWS
NTT DOCOMO, INC. CR 36.331
(0063)
-
F

=>
Proposal is agreed in R2-091771 CR0063

R2-091227:
Transmission of ETWS primary notification
ZTE
Disc

-
Samsung thinks this only happen when SIB10 period is longer than paging cycle, and SIB10 is transmitted after paging but before SIB1.

-
ZTE thinks in these cases the 10s is harmed.

-
Ericsson thinks this are micro level details. Ericsson agrees with the ZTE analysis in very rare cases but this will not happen continuously, and anyway the intention of the spec is very clear.

-
Huawei thinks a smart UE will anyway read SIB10, so no problem. Samsung has the same understanding. When you receive a new paging you do not cancel the outstanding request.

-
Vdf thinks that anyway after the last paging message the UE anyway reads SIB10.

=>
Can leave this to smart UE implementation

R2-091228:
CR for transmission of ETWS primary notification
ZTE
CR
36.331
(0098)
-
F

=>
Noted

R2-091272:
Presence of parameter dataCodingScheme Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks Disc

Three options:


a) every segment


b) first segment


c) any segment but at least in one

-
QC thinks option b) is most logical. Panasonic agrees.

=>
Go for option b.
R2-091273:
Correction relating to dataCodingScheme presence
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
(0107)
-
F

=>
 Noted
R2-091208:
Corrections to IE dataCodingScheme in SIB11
HUAWEI
CR 36.331

-
first segment is the segment with SN=0

=>
Samsung points out that it should be mandatory for the first segment ? So condition should be corrected.

=>
Should see update in R2-091774 CR0147
R2-091774:
Corrections to IE dataCodingScheme in SIB11
CR 0147 HUAWEI
CR 36.331

=>
Agreed
R2-091368:
Reception of ETWS notification without verifying digital signature
Panasonic
CR 36.304 (0063)
-
F

=>
Updated to R2-091600
R2-091600:
Reception of ETWS notification without verifying digital signature
Panasonic
CR 36.304 -
F
-
Panasonic indicates we receive a related LS in R2-091687 from SA1. In this LS SA1 indicates there is no service requirement in Rel-8.

-
Nokia thinks if there is no service requirement we should not do it. Or is it still allowed ? Panasonic thinks so.

-
NTT DCM also thinks that the correct handling in AS would be to always forward this to upper layers, and then leave it to these layer how to handle this. QC agrees with this. Also Ericsson shares this view.

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091775 CR0063 R1

Other

R2-091124:
Need Code handling on BCCH messages
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
(0079)
-
F

-
QC wonders if the special handling for BCCH for OR should be captured in the table for the case that a SIB is not sent. Nokia would be ok with that.

-
Samsung thinks 5.2.2.2 is a proper location since it is specific for system information.

Proposal 1:

-
Samsung thinks in general we apply the SIB2 information. So if there is no IE in SIB2 you clear the parameter. Exception is time alignment timer.

-
Ericsson thinks there is some other exceptions then the TAT, e.g. PCI-range. Panasonic assumes that a connected mode UE does not apply SIB4. Ericsson meant that in IDLE, when the information is absent in a cell you do not clear what you have stored for the PCI-range.

CR:

=>
We need to the sentence in 5.2.2.2, something like “unless otherwise specified”

=>
Will see update of CR in R2-091776 CR0079

R2-091776:
Need Code handling on BCCH messages
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331
0079
-
F

=>
Should remove everything but the CR

=>
Agreed in R2-091808 CR0079 R1
R2-091303:
Need codes for intraFreqNeighbouringCellList  and intraFreqBlacklistedCellList
Ericsson CR 36.331
(0116)
-
F

=>
Noted (already covered)

R2-091132:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on Field Descriptions for MBSFN Subframe Configuration
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
(0082)
-
F

-
Motorola wonders if it is appropriate to talk about “future release” ?

-
LG thinks if we do not do this, relay is incorrectly handled.

-
Nokia thinks that these frames anyway have a control part that is used by Rel-8.

-
Nokia thinks we could change to “allocated for MBSFN subframes” rather than “MBSFN”

-
Ericsson is fine with the current text. If we change it we should also change all the ASN1 names.

=>
Noted

R2-091157:
Remove Redundant Optionality in SIB8
Nortel
CR
36.331
(0087)
-
F

=>
Updated in R2-091627

R2-091627:
Remove Redundant Optionality in SIB8
Nortel
CR
36.331
0087
-
F

-
Samsung wonders if nothing goes wrong related to the interaction with NAS if we remove the RegistrationAllowed Boolean ? Nortel indicates that if the parameters are present, it is allowed, otherwise registration is not allowed.

-
Samsung wonders if the parameter were first present and then are not present, do we need to inform upper layers that the parameters are no longer present ?

=>
Add to the procedure text an “otherwise registration is not allowed” (if parameters are not present).

=>
LG would prefer that the registration parameter  field description indicates “if CSFB via oneXRTT is supported”

=>
Will see small update in R2-091777 CR0087 R1

R2-091777:
Remove Redundant Optionality in SIB8
Nortel
CR
36.331
0087 R1-
F

-
Samsung wonders if we need PowerDownReg as part of the parameters ? NSN assumes that there are many forms of registrations, but only a subset is assumed to be applicable for this situation.

=>
Should not talk about “CDMA upper layers” CDMA2000 upper layers”

=>
Inserted bullet should be a  “3”

=>
Typo in the field description

=>
CR is agreed with these 3 minor changes in R2-091803 CR0087 R2
R2-091242:
Corrections to system information acquisition
Huawei
CR
36.331
(0102)
-
F

-
QC assumes this means we create a void section, and we have “hanging text” in 5.2.2.4.

-
IPW supports the change since it improves readability.

=>
CATT thinks updates to the references is not correct. Need to make some updates.

=> 
Will see smaller update which make clear that the references are already correct in R2-091778  CR0102

R2-091778:
Corrections to system information acquisition
Huawei
CR
36.331
0102
-
F
=>
CR is agreed
R2-091250:
Some Corrections and Clarifications to 36.331
CATT
CR
36.331
(0106)
-
F

Proposed change 1:

-
Samsung assumes also a UE in IDLE may check the value tag. So the change does not really seem required. Nokia agrees with Samsung. Panasonic agrees. If we do not restrict the text, it should be read as applicable to both

=>
Not agreed

Proposed change 2:

-
QC would prefer to remove “for all calls” and make no further changes

=>
Remove “for all calls” from the original text. And change “Barred” to “barred”. Change to “’barred’ means the cell is barred as defined in 36.304”

Proposed change 3:

-
should indicate “prior to re-establishment”

-
Ericsson wonders about re-establishment to the same cell. Does the UE need to re-acquire SIB1 and SIB2 ? Nokia agrees that the UE needs to apply MIB, SIB1 and SIB2 but it might not require him to read SIB2 if he can validate they are still valid.

-
But then Ericsson thinks hat for the re-establishment case, the UE determines the antenna port count from the MIB, not from this Common information

-
Also the existing field description is strange because it talks about IDLE mode UE.

=>
Update the field description to remove mentioning about IDLE.

=>
Check if IDLE/re-establishment needs to be clarified somewhere. Maybe not needed ? Samsung thinks it is clear that we re-aquire the MIB ast re-establishment, so then from RAN1 specs it is clear that from that the antenna port count is determined. Probably no clarification needed.

=>
Need to see CR update in R2-091779 CR0106
R2-091779:
Some Corrections and Clarifications to 36.331
CATT
CR
36.331
0106
-
F

=> 
Agreed
R2-091440:
Need of the additionalSpectrumEmission
Samsung
Disc

SIB2:

-
Samsung corrects that they prefer option1, but it should be optional with “OR”

-
Nokia thinks the codepoint for no restrictions exists (NS_01 lists no requirements). This is also the Ericsson understanding.

-
Samsung wonders what the difference is between NS_01 and NS_08 and up. NTT DCM thinks these latter ones are reserved for future use.

-
Assume NS_01 means no restriction (can check further and come back if not correct)

-
Can check offline if it is true that restrictions are normally not applied and whether it would be worthwhile to optimise SIB2 encoding for this.

-
After offline checking, in Europe this restriction would not be required. But in quite large area of USA and Japan this would be required. So companies seem ok to keep the IE mandatory. However RAN4 specification should be made clear about the meaning of NS_01.  Ericsson also thinks this will be quite frequently used. However Ericsson thinks it could still be made optional. The RAN4 codepoint is not that clear. So Ericsson would prefer to have 1 bit optional. 

=>
Will sent small LS to ask RAN4 to clarify that NS_01 means no restriction in R2-091804 [CB Samsung Friday]
MobilityControlInfo:

=>
ON already; no change needed.
R2-091457:
Proposed CR to 36.331 Clarification on system information acquisition during reselection
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
(0133)
- F

-
QC wonders what goes wrong if we do not have this CR ?

-
LG thinks that when the UE camps on cell1 and applies those timers, and then attempts reselection and reads/applies timers from cell2 without actually camping there because it returns to cell1. Would it continue with the timer values from cell2 in cell1 ?

-
NTT DCM thinks no clarification is needed.

=>
Noted

R2-091464:
Proposed CR to 36.331 on-demand forwarding of NAS system information to NAS
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331
(0136)
-
F

-
Nokia thinks the unconditional forwarding already seems doubtfull why to specify. For the unconditional forwading, Nokia assumes 36.304 is sufficient. So Nokia does not see a need for the notes. QC agrees with Nokia. NTT DCM has the same view.

-
Infineon wonders if we have to mention the forwarding at all. It was clarified that this was discussed already and we settled on the current text.

=>
Noted ( no additions)
Not available/too late/Withdrawn
R2-091164:
Clarification of essential system information missing
ITRI
Disc

=> Withdrawn
R2-091456:
Clarification on system information acquisition during reselection
LG Electronics Inc. Disc

=> Withdrawn
R2-091452
PhysicalCellIdentityAndRange for neighbouring cell list
Samsung
Disc
6.2.1.7
Inter-RAT Mobility
Contributions discussing Inter-RAT mobility (procedures, signalling, security, ….) should be submitted under this agenda item.

R2-091091:
Clarification on NAS Security Container NSN, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
(0069)
- F

-
Second change does not seem to be made ? The is only 1 change.

=>
CR is agreed w.r.t. first change. Coversheet should be updated to remove mentioning a second change. Agreed in R2-091781 CR0069.

R2-091102:
Mobility from E-UTRA procedure for CS Fallback
ASUSTeK CR
36.331
(0075)
-
F

Proposed change 1:

-
Asustek wants to inform NAS of a separate release cause. IDT thinks this is not needed.

-
NSN wonders why we need this ? 

-
Is it true that NAS needs an indication from AS when mobility from EUTRA  is completed ? Asustek explains that this is the trigger for NAS to continue with the CSFB. NSN thinks that anyway NAS will know the RAT change is performed and now CS is available.

-
QC wonders if there is really a clear NAS requirement.

=>
Can discuss offline if really some change is needed

=>
NSN reported that after offline discussion it was concluded no change is needed.

Proposed change 2:

-
So this proposal wants to try to avoid that the UE performs a re-establishment when the UE anyway only wanted CSFB from IDLE.

-
QC wonders if the eNB could not handle this ? Asustek agrees, but some steps could be avoided.

-
Ericsson wonders if the current situation is not already that the UE goes to IDLE ? No, currently it is re-establishment.

-
NSN thinks that anyway it is up to NAS how to continue. 

-
NTT DCM agrees this optimisation is not needed. The UE performs cell selection before re-establishment. If the cell selection would bring him to UMTS, then everthing is fine.

=>
Not agreed

Proposed change 3:

-
QC wonders whether without proposal 2, this failure case does not seem to happen (we do not perform a release by a re-establishment) ? We will not go to 5.3.12 in case of handover failure.

=>
Not agreed

- 
NTT DCM thinks that maybe this CSFB failure indication is not needed. Might receive an LS from CT1 on this.

R2-091103:
MAC Reset due to Mobility from E-UTRA procedure ASUSTeK
CR
36.331 (0076) – F

-
Panasonic wonders why RLC needs to be re-established here ? Asustek agrees the main concern is MAC reset.

-
A UE should not perform e.g. RACH to LTE when he has received this message. It is true that a smart UE will probably stop these lower layer activity even before successfully complete the handover.

-
Ericsson thinks we should at least understand whether there is a serious risk. So far there does not seem to be a serious risk/problem.

-
Asustek indicates the main case they are concerned about is the max RLC retransmission. Chairman indicates this cannot happen because MAC will not ask for RLC PDU’s. Asustuk wonders about SPS. Ericsson assumes even in that case MAC would not ask RLC for a PDU.

=>
Noted (no need for further clarification)

R2-091156:
Missing Parameter for LTE SR-VCC
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR 36.331
(0086)
-
F

-
HTC thinks PDCP should not be released. All releases PDCP/RLC/DTCH do not need to be specified because at success they will anyway be release.

-
ALU is not 100% convinced yet that it is needed. Problem is that we have little time. Note that there is a statement in the SA2 spec’s that for SRVCC there is “no impact on E-UTRAN”. NSN wonders if this is really true.

-
Samsung wonders why AS needs to be involved in the bearer mapping ? NSN explains that normally SGSN will have the full picture. But the SGSN will not see the PS bearer that is removed.

-
NSN thinks that an automatic release based on the information in the handover to UTRAN command is not possible due to the support of partial preservation in UTRAN.

-
QC would like some time to check this. 

-
If we go this way, ALU assumes the DRB to replace should be indicated.

=>
Allow some offline checking; can see updated CR in R2-091800 CR0086 

=>
After offline checking, it became clear that at the NAS layer, the NAS layer informs the UE about the QCI’s for EPS bearers. Also we have a standardised QCI=1 for VOIP. So then it is possible for the UE in case e.g. 2 PS bearers are not continued after the inter-RAT handover, then the UE can know which one was the one handling VOIP and is now continued in CS.

=>
R2-091800 CR0086 is withdrawn

R2-091178:
Correction to Mobility from E-UTRA procedure
NEC
CR
36.331
(0093)
-
F

-
Already covered by R2-091054

=>
Noted

R2-091401:
UE Capability Information for CDMA2000 1xRTT
NSN CR 36.331 (0126)
-
F

-
QC wonders what number the xx should be ? Will be determined at CR implementation
=>
CR is agreed in R2-091782 CR0126
Withdrawn

R2-091101:
RRC Connection Establishment due to Inter-RAT Cell Change Order ASUSTeK CR 36.331 (0074) – F

6.2.1.8
AS container handling

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 8] Inter-Node AS signalling (NEC)

Email: Inter-Node AS signalling

R2-091355:
Email discussion summary [64b: 8] Inter-Node AS Signaling
NEC
Report

=>
Noted

R2-091059:
Inter-Node AS Signalling
NEC
CR
36.331
0053
-
F
-
Samsung assumes that this table includes some information that are not relevant for the target to know. E.g. the measurement gap configuration (we have no delta signalling for that). So it seems we could limit the information more ? NEC agrees that maybe this could be released

-
Ericsson agrees that this is a list of mandatory information, so since this is not mandatory it should be removed.

=>
Measurement gap configuration can be removed.

=>
With this one change, the CR is agreed in R2-091783 CR0053 R1
Other

R2-091291:
Exchange of (UE-specific) RRM information upon inter-RAT handover Ericsson Disc

=>
Proposed way forward is agreed
R2-091292:
Transmission of rrm-Config at Inter-RAT Handover
Ericsson
CR
36.331
(0110) – F

-
NSN would prefer not to sent it. Ericsson thinks this is anyway allowed. They CR only “allows” to sent it.
=>
CR is agreed in R2-091784 CR0110

R2-091323:
Correction for AdditionalReestabInfoList
Motorola
CR
36.331
(0118)
-
F

-
NSN agrees that the second change is correct, but it does not seem needed to clarify this in RRC ? Motorola thinks 33.401 does not mention this list. CATT thinks the second change is usefull. NTT DCM is ok with having the second clarification.

-
Note that the *keNB for the target cell is sent in S1/X2 AP. NTT DCM assumes that nothing is broken when the target cell is still included. Motorola indicates the *keNB is 16 bytes.

-
Ericsson thinks both proposals are not needed. Everything is sufficiently clear already.

-
CATT thinks SA3 has not paid much attention to this re-establishment, so it is good to clarify here.

-
NSN agrees with Ericsson. There is no real risk of implementation confusion.

-
NSN thinks that if we start to clarify, there are probably other points which are more important.

=>
Noted (considered sufficiently clear already)

R2-091301:
dl-EARFCN missing in HandoverPreparationInformation
Ericsson CR 36.331 (0114) – F

-
Ericsson indicates the UL is already in SIB2.

-
ZTE wonder if this is only for FDD ? CATT thinks the change is also relevant for TDD (there is no info in SIB2).

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091785 CR0114
6.2.1.9
Other

=> Including outcome of email discussion [64b: 9] Discussion “not applicable” (Ericsson)

Email: “field not applicable”

R2-091293
Summary of email discussion [64b: 9] Discussion “not applicable”
Ericsson
Report

related to email discussion [64b: 9]
-
ALU is not happy with the A2 formulation and would prefer to use the same wording as for “ON”. In both this case and “ON” we can list additional exceptions if we need to release the configuration.

-
Ericsson thinks there are 2 possible way forwards:


a) Proposed A2


b) Have “ON” sentence, and list cases that are different separately.
-
Ericsson thinks that this case is not exactly the same as “ON”, because here “not present” has to address both ON and OR.

=>
Cover ON with the general statement for not present, but also indicate in generic statement “unless otherwise stated in field description”

=>
List OR cases explicitly in the field description.

=>
Will see a CR in R2-091786 36.331 CR0149
R2-091786
Handling of fields “not present” CR0149
-
Third case is removed in other CR. Can leave it in the CR (will be removed in the CR implementation)

=>
Agreed
UE capability

R2-091480:
UE radio capability transfer
Samsung
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
Ericsson assumes that this compression will not be very usefull. So Ericsson sees no big gains for enabling a critical extension.

=>
No critical extension possibility for UE-EUTRA-Capability IE

Proposal 2:

=>
No longer valid

Proposal 3:

-
NSN supports this proposal.

-
When implementing, do not have to include the ue-SecurityCapability

-
CATT assumes that at least the capability for one RAT Type should be included ? Samsung assumes that the target eNB should be able to continue when he does not receive E-UTRAN capabilities.

=>
Agreed

=>
Updated CR only including proposal 3 in R2-091787 CR 0150

R2-091787:
UE radio capability transfer
Samsung
CR150

-
UE-CapabilityRAT-ContainerList should become a global IE since it is now used in multiple places.

=>
RAPPCR should be make UE-CapabilityRAT-ContainerList a global IE.

=>
The condition “Cond HO” should be taken away for the RRM information

=>
Also the “Cond HO” for the non-critical extension should be removed

=>
With these two changes, the CR is agreed in R2-091807 CR0150 R1
R2-091304:
Value range and extension mechanisms for UE Categories
Ericsson
Disc

Only proposal 1&2 need to be discussed

=>
Proposal 1&2 are agreed.
R2-091305:
Correction to the value range of UE-Categories
Ericsson CR 36.331 (0117) – F

=>
Agreed in R2-091788 CR0117

R2-091248:
Clarification of UE-EUTRA-Capability
CATT
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
ZTE does not understand why the order matters ? They are in the same container.

-
Ericsson sees no reason to change order. QC agrees

=>
Not agreed

Proposal 2:

-
Ericsson/QC think this is not really needed.

=>
Noted

R2-091249:
Clarification of UE-EUTRA-Capability
CATT
CR
36.331
(0105)
-
F

=>
Noted (same issue)

R2-091257:
Change of CDMA 1xRTT radio capability
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
NSN wonders if the MME also stores the CDMA capabilities. ALU replies yes.
=>
Proposal is agreed. Shall be included in the RAPPCR R2-091699

R2-091209:
CR to 36.331 on value of CDMA band classes
HUAWEI
-
Why 32 ? Huawei thinks this is an alignment.
=>
CR is agreed in R2-091789 CR0151
R2-091134:
On reporting the supported E-UTRAN bands by the UE
Nokia Corporation
Disc

-
Vdf thinks the first cases in the table are the likely cases. For these there is not much gain.

-
Nokia thinks worldphones or test terminals.

-
Samsung thought we said size is not so important. So Samsung does not see a strong reason.

-
Nokia wonders how this will look in LTE-A with ban aggregation. Then the benefit might increase.

-
Ericsson sees no significant gains for likely deployed scenarios

=>
Noted

R2-091135:
Proposed CR on reporting the supported E-UTRAN bands by the UE
Nokia Corporation CR
36.331
(0083)
-
F

=>
Noted (related CR)
R2-091136:
Proposed CR to clarify indication of half-duplex operation
Nokia Corporation CR 36.306 (0012)
-
F

=> 
Noted (related CR)

Sequence of Sequence

R2-091299:
Removal of SEQUENCE OF SEQUENCE
Ericsson, QC
Disc

-
NSN+Nokia supports the proposal; 

=>
Proposals are agreed
R2-091300:
Removal of SEQUENCE OF SEQUENCE
Ericsson, QC
CR
36.331
(0113)
-
F

=>
Changes will be included in RAPPCR R2-091699
Error handling

R2-091172:
Extensibility requirements for parameters on common channels
Samsung
Disc

-
Nokia thinks that the generic error handling is quite good already. Probably the listed 3 cases could be clarified specifically if needed.

-
Samsung’s main worry is that we might be overlooking cases. Therefore they propose additional conform UMTS to the generic error handling.

-
Ericsson agrees with Samsung; it would be preferable to extend the generic error handling.

-
Nokia agrees we could overlook cases but sees no problems for DCCH. Maybe we could extend the generic error handling for the common channels. If we would do DCCH, this might also impact processing delay. Maybe that is the safest way forward.

-
Panasonic agrees with the Nokia view.

=> 
Will extend the generic error handling for common channels, not for DCCH

R2-091171:
Corrections to the generic error handling
Samsung
CR
36.331
(0089)
-
F

=>
Agreed on proposals 1,2,4,5,6,7

Proposal 3:

=>
Only common channels based on discussion on R2-091172

Proposal 5: 
-
Panasonic wonders what this really means. Samsung indicates that this is a mandatory IE which is not comprehended. However the UE should not ignore message, but ignore the spare field.

Proposal 6:

-
CATT indicates that also RAN1/MAC have reserved values. Does this proposal also concern these codepoints ? Samsung assumes we want the same behaviour for all cases.
Proposal 7:

-
Nokia points out that this is only relevant for DCCH.

-
Samsung indicates that currently in 36.331 there is a conflict between generic error handling (ignore message) and the error handling for the reconfiguration procedure (return failure message).

CR:

=>
Update needed for limiting extended generic error handling to common channels

=>
Will see update in R2-091791 CR0089

R2-091791:
Corrections to the generic error handling
Samsung
CR
36.331
0089
-
F
=>
Agreed
Other

R2-091100:
Need of further specification of RRC processing delay
Qualcomm Europe
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
Panasonic supports this proposal.

-
CATT wonders if there is any common understanding about within how much time the UE acquires the SFN after the handover ? Samsung wonders why we would specify that ? QC wonders why we would specify this ? If we do not specify this, we do not know when the UE will be ready to use PUCCH/SRS configurations. Nokia assumes that RAN4 does not specify this (only radio related performance requirements). Might be quite difficult to specify this. Panasonic thinks that anyway this is not related to RRC processing delay. QC agrees: if this is to be specified, it should be specified in RAN4.

=>
Agreed
Proposal 2:

-
Nokia wonder if there are requirements in UTRAN for handover from GERAN ?

-
It seems that the source RAT should specify the RRC processing delay for the handover from that RAT. So we would need a entry in the table for the handover from EUTRAN

-
Samsung wonder if this would include the processing of the inter-RAT message ? I.e. we have an E-UTRAN RRC message containing the UMTS-RRC message. So does the processing delay specified in E-UTRAN include the processing for this UMTS-RRC message ?

-
One way forward would be that the source RAT specifies the processing delay for the “source-RRC processing”, and the target RAT specifies the processing delay for the including “target RRC processing”. Note that handover to LTE even involves NAS processing for security.

=>
Have email discussion on inter-RAT handover performance [EMAIL QC]
1) 
Which RAT specifies what performance parts of the inter-RAT handover ?

2) 
In the RAT specifications, is it the RAN2 (RRC) or the RAN4 specification that specify this delay.

3) 
Do we need, and if so how, other processing delays like at NAS level.
Proposal 3:

-
Nokia has the same understanding. Do not see a need to specify this. There are potentially many combinations. Panasonic also has the same understanding.

=>
Agree to proposal 3.

R2-091125:
Unification of T300 and T301 and removal of miscallaneous FFSs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
(0080)
-
F

Only proposal 2.

-
TMO wonders for GERAN, if there is a problem now that only 8 non-consecutive frequencies can be signalled. It seems we can signal 8 sets of non-consecutive frequencies.

-
Ericsson assumes the indicated values are ok.

-
CATT assume that for LCR and 15Mhz band, you might need 9 carriers. So they prefer to keep the 16.

-
Vdf would like to keep the values at 16. NTT DCM also prefers to keep the current values.

=>
CATT indicates that also maxGERANcarriers can be removed (not used)

=>
We will see small CR removing the FFS’s and removing the listed max value in R2-091792 CR0080

R2-091792:
Unification of T300 and T301 and removal of miscallaneous FFSs
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
0080
-
F

=>
Agreed
R2-091173:
Use of delta signalling within 'setup' branches
Samsung
Disc

-
Panasonic agrees that this should be considered, and they think short-DRX should be mandatory. Samsung thinks it could be made “OR” as for the CQI. 

=>
Will make short-DRX OPTIONAL with “OR”

-
NSN is fine with the current coding.

=>
Agree that RAPPCR R2-091699 will make short-DRX optional with “OR”

R2-091302:
Cleanup of references to 36.101
Ericsson
CR
36.331
(0115)
-
F

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091793 CR0115

R2-091329:
Discussion on CSFB Indicator
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
It seems we have an error indication in the typical failure case, but there are other failure cases where NAS seems only able to recover based on a timer.

-
Nokia indicates NAS has a timer of 5s which is only stopped when the UE enters a CS capable system, and at expiry the procedure is considered failed.

=>
Noted (will wait for further input from CT1; no action now)
R2-091370:
Clarification for Timer T320
Panasonic
CR
36.331
(0121)
-
F

-
Nokia thinks the behaviour is already clear that you do not start the timer and thus the values apply forever “until overwritten”. 

-
Should be carefull with the inter-RAT inheritance CR.

-
Nokia wonders if need code “OP” is indeed not more appropriate ? ALU thinks this was discussed before and either could be used.

=> 
Noted

R2-091403:
CDMA2000 related editorial changes Nokia Siemens Networks CR 36.331 (0127)
-
F

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091794 CR0127

R2-091461;
Proposed CR to 36.331 Description alignment for paging parameter, nB
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331 (0135)
 - F

=>
CATT thinks Paging Frame and Paging Occasion should be with capitals.

=>
CR is agreed with this one change in R2-091795 CR0135

R2-091083:
Clarification on the maximum size of cell lists
Qualcomm Europe CR 36.331 (0066) – F

-
For all other multiplicity values we do not indicate where they are used. There are already some other cases.

-
Samsung thinks maybe the real problem is the difference between what we use in broadcast and dedicated signalling. Maybe we could have one maxcellSIB = 16, and we already have maxcellmeas which is 8. maxCellSIB would replace maxCellBlack, maxCellIntrer and maxCellInter.

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091796 CR0066

R2-091237:
Semi-editorial updates on RRC
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
(0100)
-
F
-
Nokia thinks exactly the text from X.691 is simpler than having exceptions. X.691 already indicates that the basic production can include 0..7 padding bits. Samsung has the same understanding. Samsung notes that the difference between UTRAN and E-UTRAN is that we only align to 8 bits, and UMTS also has to align to different sizes.

=>
Noted

R2-091181:
Corrections to DRB modification
HUAWEI
-
Rapporteur points out that logical channel configure and RLC cannot be reconfigured in the rapporteur CR anymore. So only the PDCP configuration can be reconfigured at handover

=>
Agreed in R2-091797 CR0152

R2-091458:
Proposed CR to 36.331 Clarification on 'reconfigure' and 'apply'
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.331
(0134)
-
F

-
Huawei thinks this note is not needed. It will make the specification more unclear.

-
Panasonic thinks the current spec is already sufficienty clear.

=>
Noted

R2-091801:
Correction to presence condition for pdcp-Config CR0153

-
NSN wonders about the handover to E-UTRAN ? Then the DRB is setup.

=>
Agreed

R2-091896:
Correction to additionalReestabInfoList CR0154

-
ALU wonders why this change ? It is required to succeed.

-
ALU thinks the newly proposed text seems to imply that even without this the re-establishment could succeed. Ericsson assumes this is clear from the re-establishment procedure.

-
NTT DCM also thinks the original text is correct.

=>
Agree that even if a target receives this list, there is no requirement on the target eNB to accept re-establishments. 

=>
Noted (no need to update specification)
Not available/too late

R2-091204
Discussion on usage of START in HO from E-UTRAN to UTRAN
HUAWEI
Disc

=> Withdrawn
R2-091369
Handling of incomprehensible field or value
Panasonic
Disc

=> Withdrawn
R2-091205
CR to 36.331 on usage of START in HO from E-UTRAN to UTRAN
 HUAWEI 

R2-091212
Small correction for CSG list (36.331)
HUAWEI

6.2.2
Cell selection & re-selection (36.304)

6.2.2.1
Status

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

No contributions.

6.2.2.2
In principle agreed CRs
R2-090946:
CR to 36.304 on correction of definition of Pmax
T-Mobile
CR
36.304
0045 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-090947:
Reestablishment at acceptable cell for emergency call
Panasonic CR 36.304
0046 – F

=> Updated CR in R2-091509
R2-091509:
Update of R2-090947: Emergency call in camped on any cell state in LTE Rel8
Panasonic CR 36.304 (0046)
tbd
F
-
Panasonic proposes this change because they think the UE cannot really identify if the cell supports CS domain or not.

=>
Samsung wonders if this excludes CDMA2000 ? It should be added.

-
Panasonic thinks it is not possible for the UE to see CS domain is not supported in UMTS.  

-
NTT DCM thinks that even in UMTS there is no special handling for the UE to emergency camp on a PS only cell.

-
NEC thinks that the CS container would be provided even if the network is PS only.

-
One possibility for a PS only UMTS network is to handover the UE immediately e.g. to GSM.

=>
Will see update in R2-091809 CR0046 R1 also including outcome of discussion on R2-091159
R2-091809:
Update of R2-090947: Emergency call in camped on any cell state in LTE Rel8
Panasonic CR 36.304  0046 R1 F
=>
Agreed
R2-090948:
Handling of Priority of Camping Frequency
CATT, T-Mobile
CR
36.304
0047 – F

=>
Agreed

R2-090949:
Correction to implementation of CR0009 to 36.304
T-Mobile CR
36.304
0048
-
F

=>
Ericsson comments that it should be made clear in the second paragraph that it is an acceptable cell with that CSG-Id in the selected PLMN.  Can try to improve the wording in alignment with UMTS.

=>
We will see update in R2-091811 CR0048 R1

R2-091811:
Correction to implementation of CR0009 to 36.304
T-Mobile CR
36.304
0048
-
F

-
Nokia wonders if it is really true that we want to find all CSG-Id’s regardless of whether they are sent by a CSG cell or by a non-CSG cell ? Nokia thinks we should only report CSG Id’s from CSG cells. NTT DCM agrees. Otherwise we can report CSG Id’s of a normal cell. This is not what we want.

=>
So change to “In the UE on request of NAS, the AS shall scan all RF channels in the E-UTRA bands according to its capabilities to find CSG IDs of available CSG cells” 

=>
We will see update with the merging of R2-091864 and the above reformulation in R2-091893 CR0048 R2
R2-091893:
Correction to implementation of CR0009 to 36.304
T-Mobile CR
36.304
0048
R2
F

-
Huawei thinks there are some misalignments between UMTS and EUTRAN. Maybe we should have an email on this. Can discuss tomorrow.

=>
Agreed
R2-090950:
UE Behaviour on Registration Failure to CSG
Vodafone CR
36.304
0049
-
F

=>
Agreed

R2-090951:
Corrections to 36.304
Nokia Corporation, NSN, T-Mobile
CR 36.304 0050 - F

=>
Update proposal in R2-091119
R2-091119:
Update of R2-090951 CR to 36.304 to capture several editorial corrections
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.304
0050
R1
F
-
Nokia will fix any remaining reference misalignment in the next meeting.

=>
Should not have revision marks on the cover sheet

=>
Will see update in R2-091812 CR0050 R2, also including proposals from R2-091241
R2-091812:
Miscallaneous corrections to 36.304 Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR 36.304 0050
R2
F
=>
Agreed
R2-090952:
CR to 36.304 on Update of Figure 4.1-1 Overall Idle Mode Process
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.304 0051 – F

=>
Updated in R2-091698

R2-091698:
CR to 36.304 on Update of Figure 4.1-1 Overall Idle Mode Process
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.304 0051 R1 F

-
UMTS session has agreed on a “dotted box”. Will have solid box for now.

=>
Agreed
6.2.2.3
Other

PS/CS mode 1

R2-091411:
Possible AS impact from UE mode of operation
Panasonic
Disc 36.304 (0069)
- F

R2-091376:
Need of reselection priorities locally indicated by NAS
NEC
Disc

=>
Update in R2-091753

R2-091753:
Need of reselection priorities locally indicated by NAS
NEC
Disc
Discussion:

-
Two possibilities: 
a) No specific functionality in UE


b) Special functionality in UE

-
NSN thinks it would be good not to introduce additional mechanisms. Otherwise we have to analyse how a NAS mechanism works together with the priority mechanism we already have.

-
NTT DCM supports the Panasonic approach and does not want UE based approach: the network should be fully in control since this migh e.g. impact load balancing. NTT DCM understands that there is NAS signalling to the MME to inform this preference, and then the MME can reflect this in the SPID sent to the eNB.

=>
Should inform CT1 that the UE based solution potentially has AS impact. RAN2 would prefer to avoid further AS impact.

-
QC is not sure that this UE mode is known to the MME. Even if it is, the understanding of QC is that the SPID is only sent to the eNB at connection. However it was clarified that in 36.413 this can be updated later with a context modification.

=>
Infineon wonders if the UE should fallback to LTE if there is no UTRAN/GERAN ? Can ask this.

=>
Will sent LS in R2-091813 to CT1 [CB Panasonic Friday]
R2-091377:
Reselection priorities locally indicated by NAS
NEC
CR
36.304
(0065)
- F

=>
Updated in R2-091754

R2-091754:
Reselection priorities locally indicated by NAS
NEC
CR
36.304
(0065)
- F
=>
Noted (already covered by previous discussion)

Reselection priorities
R2-091298:
Draft CR to 36.304 on Correction to UE behaviour if dedicated cell reselection priority is assigned but  frequency is not configured by system information
T-Mobile
-
It should already be clear that the UE only looks other carriers when it has a priority and the frequency is indicated in broadcast. 

=>
CATT would like to add the word “dedicated” so “dedicated priorities”

-
Nokia points out that in SIB5 inclusion of the priority is optional. This will enable to have a carrier where only UE’s with dedicated priorities will go.

=>
CR is agreed with this one change in R2-091814 CR0070

R2-091160:
CR on UE behaviour in absence of reselection priorities in system information
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.304
(0057)
-
F

=>
CATT thinks also the priority obtained from other RAT’s should be considered.

=>
Wording can be improved a bit to not mix the dedicated and common cases.

=>
After the rapporteur CR we only have one common name for the reselectionpriority for all RAT’s. 

=>
Use italics when referring to these IE’s and messages.

=>
Ericsson kindly requests the editor to also use the RRC message names in the first paragraph of the section.

=>
Will see update in R2-091815 CR0057
R2-091815:
CR on UE behaviour in absence of reselection priorities in system information
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.304
0057
-
F

=>
Nokia thinks so far we have not talked  about “stored”.

=>
Also the dedicated case should be described

=>
We will see update in R2-091866CR0057 R1
R2-091866:
CR on UE behaviour in absence of reselection priorities in system information
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.304
0057
R1
F

=>
TMO wonder if we need the text after “in short” ? TMO prefers to remove this text.

=>
Will add to the first new sentence “in which the idlemodecontrolinfo is present but”

-
QC assumes that the receipt in another RAT is covered by “previously received in dedicated signalling”

-
Infineon would prefer some simplification.

=>
Allow one more round; update in R2-091895 CR0057 R2
R2-091895:
CR on UE behaviour in absence of reselection priorities in system information
Qualcomm Europe
CR
36.304
0057
R2
F
=>
RIM indicates that the coversheet should not longer mention the RRCconnectionrelease

=>
Tick other spec’s effected

=>
CR is agreed with updating of the coversheet in R2-091904 CR0057 R3

R2-091158:
Retention of dedicated priorities through 'camped on any cell' state
Qualcomm Europe Disc

=>
Noted (QC indicates that after discussion R2-091509 we do not need to treat this document.)

R2-091159:
CR on retention of dedicated priorities through 'Camped on any cell' state
Qualcomm Europe CR 36.304
(0056)
-
F

-
First bullet is no longer proposed. So only discuss second bullet.

-
Intention is to capture that when the UE goes to normal camping again, it shall uses these prioroties.

-
Ericsson wonders if the wording could not be improve a little “otherwise valid”, “still valid at that time”.

=>
Infineon thinks it is more a note (it indicates a “no action”). Nokia proposes to add such a not in 5.2.4.1

=>
Can be captured in the update of R2-091509 which will be provided in R2-091809

Other mainly non-CSG

R2-091120:
Capturing USIMless UE to stage 3
Nokia Corporation, NSN CR 36.304 (0052) – F

-
TMO wonders if we would not better have a central sentence somewhere that indicates that a UE without a USIM shall disable E-UTRA capabilities (no longer E-UTRA capabilities).

-
Vdf thinks the proposal is a bit strangely captured (location is a bit strange), although the intention is ok.

-
Huawei thinks this sentence could stay in Rel-9.

=>
Will in “central position” indicate that a UE shall disable all E-UTRA capabilities if not equipped with a USIM. 

=>
Will see a CR on 36.306 which will clearly capture this in R2-091817 CR0015

R2-091817:
CR to require UE to disable its E-UTRAN capabilites if not equipped with an USIM CR0015

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091898 CR0015 R1
R2-091251:
Corrections to Inter-RAT Cell Reselection Criteria
CATT
CR
36.304
(0060)
- F

-
Panasonic agrees with the intention.

=>
Agree the additional critera for UMTS should be clarified, but slightly updated wording

=>
Will see update in R2-091818 CR0060

R2-091818:
Corrections to Inter-RAT Cell Reselection Criteria
CATT
CR
36.304
0060
- F

=>
Agreed
R2-091241:
Some corrections to definitions in TS 36.304
Huawei
CR
36.304
(0059)
- F

-
TMO thinks this is editorial

=>
Will be included in R2-091812

R2-091476:
Proposed CR to 36.304 Clarification on '0ms' for Treselection
LG Electronics Inc. CR

-
Motorola wonders what goes wrong without this clarification ? LG thinks than stupid implementer could think the criterian 1 does not need to be met during any time. 

-
Motorola think this is not needed. QC thinks this change is not necessary.

=>
Noted

R2-091460:
Proposed CR to 36.304 Clarification on applying DRX value
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.304 (0067) – F

=>
Should indicate something like “T is determined by the smaller of the UE specific DRX and the common DRX”.

-
Samsung thinks no change is needed.

=>
Will see small CR in R2-091819 CR0067
R2-091819:
Proposed CR to 36.304 Clarification on applying DRX value
LG Electronics Inc. CR 36.304 0067 – F

=>
Agreed
R2-091123:
Correction to priority based reselection handling
Nokia Corporation CR 36.304 (0053) -
F

Focus is on 5.2.4.5 changes

-
for the “barred cell case”, QC wonders what the problem is we try to solve: if we do not accept this CR, then the UE would go out of service because it stays on the highest ranked frequency but can get no service.

=>
The bullet for CSG is not needed. The bullet for barred should be limited to the case the IFRI is set to “not allowed”.

-
TMO thinks that to a large extend this is already clear from 5.3.1. Nokia thinks there is a kind of contradiction between 5.2.4.5. and 5.3.1.

-
ZTE thinks 5.3.1 is clear enough. Panasonic agrees. 

-
QC thinks it would be good to clarify. 5.3.1 only states that the UE shall not reselect to another cell on this frequency. 5.2.4.5 then indicates you cannot go to another frequency so you are stuck.

-
ZTE wonders about equal priority reselection. Nokia thinks that that is clear. We are discussing the case of reselection to a lower priority.

-
Huawei thinks the proposed change is in line with everybodies understanding so why not have it.

-
Nokia thinks there is a clear problem.

=>
Will add a sentence indicating that “if the highest ranked cell on the serving frequency is “barred” or treated as “barred” and the IFRI is set to “not allowed”. “.
=>
Will see updated CR only adding this one sentence in R2-091863 CR0053
R2-091863:
Correction to priority based reselection handling
Nokia Corporation CR 36.304 0053 -
F

-
QC wonders about the “treated as barred case”: QC assumes that the cells on the same frequency are also considered barred regardless of the IFRI ? (forbidden TA 5.4.2.2, AKA failure,…)

=>
So there are some cases where regardless of the IFRI, the whole frequency is considered barred. Should add some clarification

=>
Infineon thinks the sequences of and’s and or’s can be misinterpreted.

=>
Shoud see update in R2-091900 CR0053 R1 [CB Friday]
Mainly CSG

R2-091234:
Manual CSG selection
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
Panasonic agrees that it would be good to clarify this for PLMN search as well.

-
TMO thinks PLMN selection does not need to be supported e.g. in GSM connected mode (because you are only in for short duration). In LTE you might be in connected mode for several hours so it should be supported.

-
Huawei thinks UE’s should not be allowed to do local release to not confuse the network. ALU agrees in principle, but there is no mechanism for the UE to trigger the release. Huawei thinks the UE could do a DETACH.

-
Panasonic wonders what the UE behaviour should be for PLMN search in connected mode ? TMO thinks in long DRX the UE should be able to do this. TMO thinks if we do not support this, one could keep the UE’s in a certain PLMN for a long time.

-
Ericsson wonders if we are only discussing manual PLMN search ? Default timer for background search is 60min. So the proposed CR could mean the UE performs a local release every 60min.

-
ALU thinks there is a difference between manual search (which the UE cannot delay), and a 60min search which the UE can plan in DRX.

-
Ericsson explains that for the UE implementation, PLMN and CSG search are quite similar so should be handled the same.

-
QC points out that this means local release is not only for error case anymore. ALU thinks we still limit this to rare cases.

After offline discussion:

-
People are not that happy with local release but also not with DETACH because e.g. you are temporarily not pageable

=>
For both manual CSG search and manual PLMN search we allow the UE to locally release the RRC connection
R2-091328:
Manual selection
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.304
(0062)
- F

=>
CR is agreed in R2-091861 CR0062
R2-091096:
Clarification to the best non-allowed CSG cell
Samsung
-
Change in 5.3.1 should be undone ?

Section 5.2.4.4

-
Reference is already corrected by other CR.

-
QC wonders why in 5.2.4.4., whether it should be “may” or “shall” ?

-
Samsung proposes not to add the line to 5.2.4.4

-
Ericsson quite likes the change to 5.2.4.4.

=>
Nokia indicates we should not indicate “ignore” but “shall not consider for reselection”.

-
Panasonic wonders if we should say “consider the cell as barred”. Nokia wonders for how long ? Panasonic would also like to know for how long the cell should not be considered for reselection ? Nokia thinks maybe can leave this for implementation in Rel-8. 

-
QC thinks the barring is probably not good, because the allowed list could be updated and then what happens. So it is probably better to leave it to UE implementation for now.

-
Panasonic thinks that if we don’t specify a timer, we should say “may”

=>
Nokia proposes “when the…. is know by the UE to be a non-allowed CSG cell, then the UE shall not consider the cell for reselection”

Section 5.2.4.6

-
Motorola wonders how the UE knows ? E.g. based on PCI-range if it is a non-CSG UE. Also CSG-UE’s might ignore based on fingerprint.

-
The “may” here is correct ? ZTE thinks it should be a “shall” to avoid ping-pong. If the UE is not sure, it could be a “may”. Note that we have not mandated the usage of this PCI-range information.

=>
Behaviour should be clear in 5.2.4.4 and 5.2.4.6 but should also take the outcome of the IFRI CR into account.

=>
Can make update based on comments and also taking account ”IFRI CR” in R2-091862 CR0071 [CB Friday]
R2-091371:
Clarification for Manual CSG ID Selection
Panasonic
CR
36.304
(0064)
- F

-
TMO thinks this is clear if you read both the UMTS and E-UTRAN specifications. So then we do not need this.

-
QC thinks the current status is that if NAS asks UTRAN to scan, both UTRAN and E-UTRAN are scanned. But if NAS asks E-UTRAN to scan, only E-UTRAN is scanned ? TMO thinks NAS is not able to selectively trigger E-UTRAN or UTRAN. 

-
Panasonic thinks this behaviour is up to UE implementation.

-
Nokia clarifies that for PLMN search, we do not list all the RAT types but the situation is the same.

-
Nokia proposes the same selection as used for PLMN selection, i.e. refer to UMTS in separate section.

-
Samsung wonders if this is a shall requirement. If we take the same approach as for PLMN selection, this is problem is avoided.

-
TMO woud appreciate if Panasonic will provide same CR for 25.304. Panasonic promised this for the next meeting.

=>
Nokia indicated that concerning section does not exist in v8.4.0
=>
Will see small update with similar approach as for PLMN selection in R2-091864 CR0064
R2-091864:
Clarification for Manual CSG ID Selection
Panasonic
CR
36.304
0064
- F

-
Section 5.5. does not exist so this CR should be merged to the update of R2-091811

=>
Proposal is agreed, but will be merged to the update of R2-091811
R2-091255:
Cell reselection with CSG cells
Motorola
Disc

=>
Noted (already covered)
R2-091256:
Draft CR - Cell Reselection with CSG cells
Motorola
CR
36.304
(0061)
- F

=>
Noted (already covered)
R2-091462:
Proposed CR to 36.304 priority handling at inter-frequency reselection on a CSG cell
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.304
(0068)
- F

=> Update to R2-091628 (exactly same document) due to double allocation

R2-091628:
Proposed CR to 36.304 priority handling at inter-frequency reselection on a CSG cell
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.304
(0068)
- F
-
ZTE thinks the proposal will cause ping-pong. LG does not see this problem.

-
IDT thinks we already have a mechanism if the serving cell quality becomes below a certain threshold to go to a lower priority frequency.

-
QC thinks we have sufficient mechanism. 

=>
Noted
Not available/too late

R2-091215
CR to 36.304 for cell reselection with CSG cells
Qualcomm Europe CR
36.304 (0058) -
F

Annex C:
List of participants

The list of participants of this RAN WG2 meeting #65 is attached to this report.

Total number of participants: 152 (registered before the meeting: 170)
Annex D:
List of Tdocs
The list of Tdocs of this RAN WG2 meeting #65 is attached to this report.

Total number of Tdocs:
1089 (R2-090870 - R2-091958) of which 70 Tdocs are not available, i.e. 1019 Tdocs available.
Additional x of the available 1019 Tdocs are withdrawn which leads to x Tdocs.
Annex E:
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG2 #65
	RAN2 Tdoc
	title
(incoming LS, to, from, contact)
	source
	WI
	RAN2 action requested
	status
	final LS answer
	additional comments

	R2-090874
	LS on Conveying E-UTRAN Radio Access Capabilities Information (G2-090110; to: CT1; cc: RAN2, SA2; contact: Ericssson)
	GERAN2
	GELTE
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090875
	Response LS to R4-083298 = R2-090026 on radio link monitoring (R1-090538; to: RAN4; cc: RAN2; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090876
	Reply LS to R5-085542 = R2-090883 on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD) (R1-090540; to: RAN5; cc: RAN2; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN1
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090877
	Reply LS to R2-087406 on SPS explicit release (R1-090543; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Panasonic)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090878
	LS on undefined LTE UE behaviour and transmission timing (R1-090545; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Panasonic)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090879
	LS on UE radio access capability considering dual band operation with Band VI and Extended UMTS 800 Band for UTRA (R4-090033; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN4
	RInImp9-UMTSLTE800
	yes
	noted
	postponed
	

	R2-090880
	Response LS to GP-081958 = R2-090016 on Harmonisation of the absolute priority cell reselection parameters (R4-090396; to: GERAN; cc: RAN2; contact: NSN)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090881
	LS on RSRP and RSRQ Definitions with Receiver Diversity (R4-090413; to: RAN1; cc: GERAN, RAN2; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090882
	Reply LS to R1-084649 = R2-090009 on ACK/NACK repetition factors (R4-090419; to: RAN1; cc: RAN2; contact: Huawei)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090883
	LS on enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD) (R5-085542; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN5
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates
	yes
	noted
	R2-091598
	received at RAN2 #64bis in R2-090030

	R2-090884
	LS on clarification on the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured (R5-085579; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN5
	RANimp-UEConTestUplinkL2dataRates
	yes
	noted
	R2-091581
	received at RAN2 #64bis in R2-090032

	R2-090885
	LS on Sequence Number Handling (S2-090783; to: GERAN2, RAN2, CT1, CT4; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	SA2
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	R2-091909
	

	R2-090886
	Reply LS to C1-085549 = R2-090012 on Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS (S2-090797; to: CT1; cc: RAN2; contact: Nokia)
	SA2
	ICSRA
	no
	noted
	no
	no LS answer but CT1 LS R2-090012 was answered in R2-091935

	R2-090887
	LS related to R2-090761 on RAU/TAU following inter-RAT handover (S2-090805; to: GERAN2, RAN2, CT1; cc: RAN3; contact: Vodafone)
	SA2
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	assumed that GERAN will answer, covered in 43.129

	R2-090888
	LS on necessary work for Service Specific Access Control (S2-090809; to: CT1, SA1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	SA2
	SSAC
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090889
	Response LS to R2-087440 on Downlink integrity failure handling (S3-090267; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	no
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090890
	LS on protection of RRC messages (S3-090270; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	compare agreed CR R2-091934

	R2-090891
	Reply LS to R2-087430 on Security parameter handling (S3-090277; to: RAN2, RAN3; cc: CT1; contact: NSN)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090892
	Reply LS to R2-09837 on Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN (S3-090290; to: SA1, CT1; cc: RAN2; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	SA3
	ETWS
	not explicitly
	noted
	R2-091910
	

	R2-090893
	LS on change of term from Cached to Native (S3-090291; to: CT1, CT4, RAN2, RAN3; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-090894
	Follow up LS to S3-081589 = R2-090008 in reply to R2-090845 on preventing inter-RAT HO for UE with SIM access (S3-090298; to: CT4, CT1, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	SA3
	LTE-L23
	yes
	noted
	no
	note: RAN2 #64bis answered S3-081589 = R2-090008 in R2-090845.
Stay with UE based approach.

	R2-091685
	Reply LS to R2-090852 on Interaction between PLMN selection and manual CSG selection (S1-090048; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	SA1
	LTE-L23, HNB-supp  
	not explicitly
	not treated
	tbd
	

	R2-091686
	Reply LS to S2-090809 = R2-090888 on necessary work for Service Specific Access Control (S1-090172; to: CT1, RAN2; cc: SA2; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	SA1
	SSACR
	not explicitly
	not treated
	tbd
	

	R2-091687
	Reply LS to R2-090837 on Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN (S1-090199; to: RAN2; cc: SA3, CT1; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	SA1
	ETWS
	not explicitly
	not treated
	tbd
	

	R2-091688
	Reply LS to SP-080898, CP-080892 on CSG support from roaming subscribers and Manual CSG Selection (S1-090346; to: CT1, CT4, CT6, CT, RAN2, SA; cc: SA2; contact: Samsung)
	SA1
	CSG
	no
	not treated
	tbd
	

	R2-091701
	LS reply to R2-090843 on Updated RNTI value ranges (R1-090989; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-091702
	LS reply to R2-090855 on collision between measurement gap and HARQ feedback (R1-091023; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	RAN2 asked RAN1 to capture it in their spec, RAN1 didn't want this so we will have L1 procedure in MAC

	R2-091780
	Response LS to R2-090840 on TDD/MBSFN subframe information about inter-frequency neighbour cells (R4-090948; to: RAN2; cc: RAN1; contact: Samsung)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	CR was agreed in R2-091901

	R2-091790
	LS response to R2-087408 on PCI Clarification (R3-090544; to: RAN2, SA3; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
	RAN3
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-091891
	LS on UE support of CSG in Rel-8 (R3-090588; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
	RAN3
	HNB-supp
	yes
	noted
	no
	

	R2-091894
	LS on minimising drive tests (S5-090041; to: RAN2, RAN; cc: SA; contact: Qualcomm)
	SA5, RAN3
	???
	not explicitly
	not treated
	tbd
	

	R2-091905
	Reply LS to R2-087430 on Security parameter handling (C1-090756; to: RAN2; cc: SA3, RAN3, GERAN, SA2; contact: NSN)
	CT1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	RAN2 assuming that CT1 took this already in account

	R2-091912
	LS on TDD HARQ-ACK feedback mode (R1-091037; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	related CR is provided in R2-091940

	R2-091913
	Reply LS to R2-090849 on ACK for explicit uplink SPS release (R1-091038; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia)
	RAN1
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	

	R2-091931
	Response LS to R2-084901 on scope and reference for parameter “sameRefSignalsInNeighbour” (R4-091031; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN4
	LTE-L23
	not explicitly
	noted
	no
	related CR provided in R2-091915, see email discussion [65.4]


no:



Although RAN2 action was requested no LS answer was sent.
postponed:
LS answer was postponed to next RAN2 meeting (note: incoming LS will not be presented again at the next meeting and involved parties are requested to submit proposal for draft outgoing LS answer to next meeting).

Summary:

· In total: 35 LSs received for RAN2 #65: 30 related to LTE/E-UTRA (or both LTE and UTRA), 5 related to UTRA (only)
· 2 of the 35 are resubmissions from RAN2 #64bis:

· R2-090883 = R2-090030 = R5-085542

· R2-090884 = R2-090032 = R5-085579
· 30 noted; 5 not treated which will be resubmitted to RAN2 #65bis:

· R2-091685 = S1-090048
· R2-091686 = S1-090172
· R2-091687 = S1-090199
· R2-091688 = S1-090346
· R2-091894 = S5-090041
· 14 of the 35 incoming LSs were received during the RAN2 #65 meeting:
· R2-091685 = S1-090048
· R2-091686 = S1-090172
· R2-091687 = S1-090199
· R2-091688 = S1-090346
· R2-091701 = R1-090989
· R2-091702 = R1-091023
· R2-091780 = R4-090948
· R2-091790 = R3-090544
· R2-091891 = R3-090588
· R2-091894 = S5-090041
· R2-091905 = C1-090756
· R2-091912 = R1-091037
· R2-091913 = R1-091038
· R2-091931 = R4-091031
Incoming LSs for which the LS answer was postponed so far:

RAN2 #65:

R2-090879
LS on UE radio access capability considering dual band operation with Band VI and Extended UMTS 800 Band for UTRA (R4-090033; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN4

RAN2 #64bis:

R2-090012
LS on Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS (C1-085549; to: RAN2, SA2; cc: -; contact: Orange)
CT1
Now answered:

R2-090012 (C1-085549): answered in R2-091935
RAN2 #63bis:

R2-084976
Response LS to R2-084823 on HSPA Rel-8 Feature Dependencies (RP-080748; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Nokia)
RAN

RAN2 #63:

R2-083821
LS reply to R2-082899 on CSG cell identification (R1-082762; to: RAN2, RAN4; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN1

R2-084612
LS on connected mode mobility support for 3G Home NodeBs (R3-082244; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN3

RAN2 #62bis:

R2-083065
Reply LS to C1-081422 = R2-082064 and R2-082041 on E-UTRAN Identifiers (R3-081534; to: RAN2, CT1, CT4, SA2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
RAN3

R2-083072
LS reply to R2-081368 on Load balancing signalling on QCI (R3-081607; to: RAN2, SA2; cc: -; contact: Ericsson)
RAN3

RAN2 #62:

R2-082063
Reply LS to S3-080229 = R2-081918 and R2-082036 on outstanding NAS messages (C1-081386; to: SA3, RAN2; cc: -; contact: NSN)
CT1

R2-082086
Reply LS to R2-081380 on inter-MME load balancing, Attach/TAU/Service Request procedures and corresponding RRC/S1 connection establishment procedures (S2-083171; to: 



RAN2; cc: RAN3, CT1, SA3; contact: NSN)
SA2
R2-082088
LS Request for Evaluation Framework Link Level Data (S4-080256; to: RAN1, RAN2; cc: -; contact: Qualcomm)
SA4
R2-082096
LS on AS and NAS message protection (S3-080502; to: RAN2; cc: CT1; contact: NSN)
SA3
R2-082099
Reply LS on "outstanding NAS messages from RAN2 (R2-082036) and CT1 (C1-081386=R2-082063) (S3-080525; to: RAN2, CT1; cc: -; contact: NSN)
SA3

RAN2 #61bis:

R2-081404
LS on Decision of MBMS and LCS in SAE Rel8 Scope Discussions (SP-080223; to: SA2, RAN1, RAN2, RAN3; cc: SA1, GERAN2; contact: NTT)
SA
R2-081413
Reply LS to R2-075478 on CSG related mobility (stage 2 text) (GP-080417; to: SA1, RAN2; cc: SA2, RAN3, RAN4, RAN1; contact: NSN)
GERAN
R2-081428
LS on Measurements for self optimisation of cell selection/reselection parameters (R3-080565; to: RAN2; cc: -; contact: NEC)
RAN3
R2-081921
LS on CS Fallback (S2-081993; to: RAN2, RAN3, CT1, CT4; cc: -; contact: NTT)
SA2
R2-082024
Reply LS to R3-080543 = GP-080283 on applicability of “subscriber type” indication for UTRAN & GERAN (G2-080228; to: SA2, RAN3, RAN2; cc: GERAN, CT1; contact: 




Ericsson)
GERAN2

RAN2 #61:

R2-080649 (R1-075105) Reply to RAN2 LS on signaling for DL data arrival (LS was actually already presented at #60bis)
R2-080655 (R3-072408) LS on feasibility of using RLF recovery to aid neighbour discovery (LS was actually already presented at #60bis)
R2-080673 (R3-072403) LS on Inter-RAT/frequency Automatic Neighbour Relation Function (LS was actually already presented at #60bis)
R2-081326 (R1-081103) Reply LS to R2-075467 on Uplink Coverage for LTE

Annex F:
Outgoing liaison statements of TSG RAN WG2 #65
Only final outgoing LSs are listed here.
	final LS Tdoc
	title
	to
	cc
	contact
	reply to
	release
	WI
	comments

	R2-091581
	Clarification of the UE behaviour in uplink when MAC i/is is configured
	RAN5
	-
	Qualcomm
	R5-085579 = R2-090884
	REL-8
	RANimp-UEConTestUplinkL2dataRates
	

	R2-091598
	Enhancing radio bearer parameters in 34.108 for Improved Layer 2 UL (FDD)
	RAN5
	RAN1
	Ericsson
	R5-085542 = R2-090883
	REL-8
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates
	

	R2-091739
	Updates on the introduction of SR-VCC capability for UTRAN cell
	CT1
	SA2, RAN3, GERAN
	Nokia
	-
	REL-8
	RANimp-HSPAVoIP
	drafted in connection with CR R2-091721

	R2-091802
	Setup/release of physical layer configuration
	RAN1
	-
	Ericsson
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-091295

	R2-091909
	Sequence Number Handling
	SA2
	GERAN2, CT1, CT4
	NSN
	S2-090783 = R2-090885
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	

	R2-091910
	Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN
	SA3, CT1
	SA1, SA2
	Qualcomm
	S3-090290 = R2-090892
	REL-8
	ETWS
	note: LS is under email approval until Fri 20.02.09

	R2-091918
	Inheriting the dedicated cell reselection priority timer on RAT change
	GERAN, GERAN2
	-
	T-Mobile
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-091418, R2-091420, R2-091421, R2-091426, R2-091428

	R2-091922
	Handling of dynamic UE UTRAN capability during Handover
	GERAN
	SA2, SA3
	Ericsson
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with CR R2-091911

	R2-091930
	EPS bearer deactivation
	SA2
	CT1
	Alcatel-Lucent
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-091233

	R2-091932
	Additional spectrum emission requirement
	RAN4
	-
	Samsung
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-091440

	R2-091935
	Indication of mobile access network type/capabilities to IMS
	CT1
	SA2, RAN3
	Alcatel-Lucent
	C1-085549 = R2-090012
	REL-8
	RANimp-HSPAVoIP
	

	R2-091937
	L2 measurements status
	SA5, RAN3
	-
	Huawei
	S5-082474 = R2-090040
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	also drafted in connection with R2-091315

	R2-091942
	Possible AS impacts from UE mode operation
	CT1
	-
	Panasonic
	-
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	drafted in connection with R2-091411


Summary:
In total 12 outgoing LSs of RAN2 #65:
8 related to LTE/E-UTRA and 4 related to UTRA.
In addition 1 LS under email approval.

Annex G:
List of agreed CRs for RAN #43
Overview of agreed RAN2 CRs submitted to RAN #43 (Biarritz):
to be added, see Tdoc list so far
	Spec
	CR #
	rev
	cat
	Release
	RAN2 Tdoc
	Title
	SI/WI
	Source to RAN2
	RAN Tdoc
	RAN status
	Remarks at RAN

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Annex H:
RAN WG2 meeting #65 post processing

Email discussions/approvals
Rapporteur companies are requested to kick-off email discussions as soon as possible via the RAN2 email reflector. Important: In the beginning of the subject of each email the corresponding identifier [...] of the email discussion has to be used in order to allow sorting of the different email discussions.

LTE only related email discussions:

identifier:


[65.1]
topic:



36.331 rapporteur's CR update
related to:
R2-091699
rapporteur:

36.331 RRC Rapporteur (Samsung)

deadline:
a.
Rapporteur will provide RRC spec update asap after RAN2 #65.

b.
Comments have to be provided before evening Thu 19.02.2009 (implementation 
errors/omissions)


c.
Rapporteur will provide final RRC spec CR before Mon evening 23.02.2009
output:
R2-091902 CR0139r1 to 36.331
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Himke van der Velde (Samsung) on 13.02.2009.





Ongoing.
identifier:


[65.4]
topic:



36.331 CR update on SameRefSignalsInNeighCells
related to:
R2-091915
rapporteur:

Ericsson

deadline:


a.
Update of R2-091915 based on received comments should be provided on Mon 16 







February




b.
Approval of CR by Fri 20.02.2009
output:
R2-091941 CR0111r1 to 36.331
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Vera Vukajlovic (Ericsson) on 16.02.2009.






Ongoing.
identifier:


[65.5]
topic:



Error handling for common MAC PDUs
related to:
R2-09xxxx
rapporteur:

Samsung
deadline:
Friday before submission deadline of RAN2 #65bis, i.e. 13.03.2009
output:
Email discussion summary as input Tdoc to RAN2 #65bis.
conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.
UMTS &LTE related email discussions:

identifier:


[65.2]
topic:



LSout related to ETWS outside home PLMN





(LS is ok from LTE point of view, but UMTS session asked for more time for this issue)
related to:
draft LSout R2-091521: Draft Reply LS S3-090290 = R2-090892 on Receive of ETWS outside home-PLMN (to: SA3, CT1; cc: SA1, SA2; contact: Qualcomm)
rapporteur:

Qualcomm
deadline:
Final LS shall be provided on Fri 20.02.09 in R2-091910.
output:
LSout R2-091910
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Masato Kitazoe (Qualcomm) on 15.02.2009.






Ongoing.
identifier:


[65.3]
topic:



Inter-RAT performance requirement specification:



Issues:



-
What should be the inter-RAT handover performance requirements?



-
Which RAT specifies what performance parts of the inter-RAT handover?



-
In the RAT specifications, is it the RAN2 (RRC) or the RAN4 specification that specifies 


this delay?





-
Do we need to include, and if so how, other processing delays like at NAS level?
related to:
R2-09xxxx
rapporteur:

Qualcomm
deadline:
Friday before submission deadline of RAN2 #65bis, i.e. 13.03.2009
output:
Email discussion summary as input Tdoc to RAN2 #65bis.
conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.

UMTS only related email discussions:

identifier:


[65.6]
topic:



Three 25.331 CRs on modifications to PS handover to UTRAN
related to:
R2-091332, R2-091333, R2-091334, R2-091501
rapporteur:

Nokia
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
3 CRs:


revision of R2-091333: R2-09xxxx CR3581 cat. F to 25.331 REL-6



revision of R2-091334: R2-09xxxx CR3582 cat. A to 25.331 REL-7



revision of R2-091501: R2-09xxxx CR3583r1 cat. A to 25.331 REL-8

conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.

identifier:


[65.7]
topic:



Two 25.321 CRs for Addition of HARQ procedure for HS-SCCH less operation when





MAC-ehs is configured
related to:
R2-091539, R2-091540, R2-091850, R2-091849
rapporteur:

Infineon
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
2 CRs:



revision of R2-091539: R2-09xxxx CR0490r1 cat. F to 25.321 REL-7



revision of R2-091540: R2-09xxxx CR0491r1 cat. A to 25.321 REL-8

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Hyung-Nam Choi (Infineon) on 16.02.2009.






Ongoing.
identifier:


[65.8]
topic:



Two 25.331 CRs for adding the MBMS PTM RB release cause in the MCCH message for 





1.28Mcps TDD
related to:
R2-091514, R2-091515
rapporteur:

TD Tech
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
2 CRs:



revision of R2-091514: R2-09xxxx CRxxxx cat. F to 25.331 REL-7



revision of R2-091515: R2-09xxxx CRxxxx cat. A to 25.331 REL-8

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by He Gang (TD Tech) on 16.02.2009.






Ongoing.
identifier:


[65.9]
topic:



Email discussion for handling of RLC UM error and ciphering issue during CS-HSPA
related to:
R1-091502 Discussion of handling of RLC UM error and ciphering issue during CS-HSPA, Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
rapporteur:

Nokia
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
CRs???
conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.

identifier:


[65.10]
topic:



25.321 CR on Setting of initial serving grant value for common E-DCH transmission
related to:
R2-091708 Setting of initial serving grant value for common E-DCH transmission
Infineon
CR
25.321
0492
-
F
REL-8

RANimp-UplinkEnhState
rapporteur:

Infineon
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
revision of R2-091708: R2-09xxxx CR0492r1 cat.F to 25.321 REL-8
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Hyung-Nam Choi (Infineon) on 16.02.2009.






Ongoing.
identifier:


[65.11]
topic:



25.331 CR on SIB7 handling for enhanced CELL_FACH when E-DCH is not configured
related to:
R2-091844 SIB7 handling for enhanced CELL_FACH when E-DCH is not configured
Qualcomm Europe
CR
25.331
-
-
F

REL-8

RANimp-DRX
rapporteur:

Qualcomm
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
revision of R2-091844: R2-09xxxx CRxxxx cat.F to 25.331 REL-8
conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.

identifier:


[65.12]
topic:



Two 25.331 CRs and one LS on Addition of CSG capability indication
related to:
R2-091836
rapporteur:

Nokia
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
2 CRs:



R2-091841 CRxxxx cat. F to 25.331 REL-8 (CSG capability bit in the RRC connection complete)

R2-091842 CRxxxx cat. F to 25.331 REL-8 (CSG capability bit in the IDT)


1 LS:


R2-091843 LS title??? (to: RAN; cc: -) to explain the situation to the plenary
conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.

identifier:


[65.13]
topic:



25.331 CR on UTRA R8 ASN.1 issues: Check whether R2-091882 needs a revision
related to:
R2-091881 (issues list), R2-091882 (ASN.1 review CR)
rapporteur:

Ericsson
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
R2-09xxxx CR3577r? to 25.331 REL-8
conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.

identifier:


[65.14]
topic:



25.331 CR on general default configuration for CELL_FACH





(revision of R2-090939 including also R2-091078)
related to:
R2-090939, R2-091078
rapporteur:

NSN
deadline:
Thu 19.02.2009 midnight Pacific time
output:
R2-091834 CR3555r1 to 25.331 REL-8
conclusion:

Email discussion was not yet kicked off.

CRs/TSs from other WGs to be agreed/reviewed by RAN2:

· TS 25.346 CR from RAN3 (see R2-091945, 1 CR for email approval [65: 25.346]) until Fri 19.02.2009
· TS 36.300 CRs from RAN3 (see R2-091946 - R2-091958, 13 CRs for email approval [65: 36.300]) until Fri 19.02.2009
Preparation of SI and WI status reports for RAN #43:

Rapporteurs were asked to make draft status reports and exception sheets (if necessary, i.e. completion level lower than 100%) available for review on the RAN2 reflector (without Tdoc number) by Mon 24.11.2008 14:00 CET:
· REL-8 WI HSPA VoIP to WCDMA/GSM CS continuity, rapporteur: Simone Provvedi (Nokia),
acronym: RANimp-HSPAVoIP, WID: RP-080749
history:
RAN #39: 0%/Sep. 08/-



RAN #40: 50%/Dec. 08/RP-080274



RAN #41: 50%/Dec. 08/RP-080527



RAN #42: 65%/March 09/RP-080810

exception sheet approved in RP-081054
now:

RAN #43: x%/?/RP-09xxxx
· REL-8 WI Support of UTRA HNB, rapporteur: Yang Xudong (Huawei),
acronym: HNB-supp, WID: RP-080483
history:
RAN #39: 0%/Sep. 08/-



RAN #40: 5%/Sep. 08/RP-080276



RAN #41: 40%/Dec. 08/RP-080532



RAN #42: 80%/March 09/RP-081041

exception sheet approved in R2-081100
now:

RAN #43: x%/?/RP-09xxxx
· REL-9 WI Positioning Support for LTE, rapporteur: Nathan Tenny (Qualcomm),
acronym: IMS_EMER_EPS, WID: RP-080995
now:

RAN #43: 0%/Dec. 09/RP-09xxxx
· REL-9 WI Support for IMS Emergency Calls over LTE, rapporteur: Sudeep Palat (Alcatel-Lucent),
acronym: ?, WID: RP-081140
now:

RAN #43: 0%/Sep. 09/RP-09xxxx
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