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1. Introduction

During RAN#44 the issue of “early UE support for UMTS->LTE mobility” was discussed and it was decided to follow the proposal from RP-090584 which means that UMTS Rel-8 remains to be the baseline for supporting mobility with LTE, but RAN2 is requested to make all features identified in RP-090584, and potentially more based on further analysis, optional for the UE to support.

 This means that RAN2 will have to answer the following questions before RAN#45:

1) Which features (in addition to the ones identified in RP-090584) should be made optional

2) For each of the identified features, how do we make it optional (i.e. allow already existing capability bit (if existing) to be set to FALSE, link to existing optional feature, introduce new feature support bit, or make optional without network aware).

In this email discussion report, we list all the features which are proposed to be made optional. One or several mechanisms are also proposed for each identified feature.
2. Feature list
The following list tries to identify all the release 7 and 8 features which have been left out as mandatory to support for the UE. We tried to focus on features which may cause interoperability problems hence we didn’t consider features such as:

· Receiver improvements (typically done in RAN4)

· Network improvements (typically done in RAN3)

· Idle mode improvements 

· Improvements initiated by the UE

The following table lists the features as well as proposed mechanisms:

	Feature Name
	Status
	Proposals
	Comments

	Fractional DPCH
	A maturity bit has been added in release 6 to handle UEs which have not been able to IOT this feature. The bit remains in release 7 onwards however a statement in RRC indicates the bit shall be included and set to TRUE.
	Proposal 1: Change the statements in RRC to remove the requirement that the bit is set to true

· Changes in 25.331; sections: 10.2.39, 10.3.3.42, 10.3.3.42oa

· No ASN.1 change identified

Further impacts: Applicability of F-DPCH in RAN5 test cases needs to be evaluated
	Nokia: OK.

	
	
	Proposal 2: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	UEA2/UIA2 (Snow 3G) (RP-060713)
	The UE can indicate support for this feature through signaling (in 25.331) however some statements in 25.306 indicate the UE cannot set the value to “not supported” (section 4.7a and table 5.1 in section 5.1).
	Proposal 1: Change the statements in 25.306 to add the possibility to set the value to “not supported”.

· Changes in 25.306; sections: 4.7a, 5.1

· No 25.331 change identified

Further impacts: Applicability of UEA2/UIA2 in RAN5 test cases needs to be evaluated
	Nokia: OK.
Huawei: Wish to check with SA3

	
	
	Proposal 2: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	E-DPDCH power interpolation formula . Related to the introduction of UL 16QAM (related to RP-060844)
	This sub-feature was introduced with 16QAM and later extended to be supported with QPSK which implicitly made the feature mandatory
	Proposal 1: Make the support of this sub-feature dependant on the support for UL 16QAM feature

· Changes in 25.306; sections: 5.1

· Changes in 25.331; sections: 10.2.1, 10.3.6.98. No ASN.1 change identified.

Further impacts: Applicability of F-DPCH in RAN5 test cases needs to be evaluated
	Nokia: OK.
Huawei: OK.

	
	
	Proposal 2: Make this feature optional. UE indicates support to UTRAN starting from release 7.

Legacy UEs (not indicating support) are assumed to not support the feature.

Changes in 25.331; section: 10.3.3.42, (10.3.3.42oa). ASN.1 changes required to add a capability bit.
	Nokia: Not sure how signalling can be introduced in rel-7 without causing problems. OK to introduce signalling in rel-8 + assume other UE do not support.

	
	
	Proposal 3: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Using special value of HE field to indicate end of an SDU for RLC AM (RP-070407)
	This improvement is configured by the UTRAN and mandatory for the UE to support
	Proposal 1: Make the support of this feature dependant on the support for MAC-ehs feature

· Changes in 25.306; sections: 4.3

· Changes in 25.331; sections: 10.2.7, 10.2.39, 10.2.60, 10.3.3.42, 10.3.3.42oa. No ASN.1 change identified.

Further impacts: Applicability of special value of HE field in RAN5 test cases needs to be evaluated
	Nokia: OK to make dependant on mac-ehs, but only if we are in IODT already. Only benefit of using this without mac-ehs is that TCP-ACK can be fitted into a single RLC PDU – benefit limited to this.
Huawei: Ok.

Qualcomm: Concern with IOT status. To be verified.

	
	
	Proposal 2: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Introduction of Wait time to Cell Update Confirm (RP-070408)
	This improvement is configured by the UTRAN and mandatory for the UE to support
	Proposal 1: Make this feature optional. UE doesn’t need to indicate support to UTRAN.

Changes in 25.331; section: 8.3.1.6. No ASN.1 change identified.
	Nokia: OK to make this optional however don’t see the need as this can be tested already.

	
	
	Proposal 2: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Introduction two DRX schemes in URA_PCH and CELL_PCH (RP-070408)
	This improvement is configured by the UTRAN and mandatory for the UE to support
	Proposal 1: Make this feature optional. UE indicates support to UTRAN starting from release 7.

Legacy UEs (not indicating support) are assumed to not support the feature.

Changes in 25.331; section: 10.3.3.42, (10.3.3.42oa). ASN.1 changes required to add a capability bit.
	Nokia: Adding bits to Rel-7 might not be backwards compatible now (affects Rel-8). A possible alternative is to link this to HS-PCH support

	
	
	Proposal 2: Make the support of this feature dependant on the support for HS-PCH feature
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Removing the constraint that the same HS-SCCH should be used in contiguous TTIs (RP-070948)
	This improvement is not configured by UTRAN and mandatory for the UE to support
	Proposal 1: Make the support of this feature dependant on the support for MAC-i/is feature

· Changes in 25.306; sections: 4.3

· Changes in 25.331; sections: 10.2.7, 10.2.39, 10.2.60, 10.3.3.42, 10.3.3.42oa. No ASN.1 change identified.

Further impacts: Applicability of F-DPCH in RAN5 test cases needs to be evaluated
	Nokia: Perhaps it's independent from MAC-i/is and it should depend on the support for 64QAM

	
	
	Proposal 2: Make the support of this feature dependant on the support for 64QAM
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: Make the support of this feature dependant on the support for MAC-ehs
	

	
	
	Proposal 4: : All UEs already support this improvement and no backward compatibility issue is expected
	

	
	
	Proposal 5: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	EUL power control improvement (RP-080990)
	This improvement is configured by the UTRAN and mandatory for the UE to support
	Proposal 1: Make the support of this feature dependant on the support for MAC-i/is feature

· Changes in 25.306; sections: 4.3

· Changes in 25.331; sections: 10.2.7, 10.2.39, 10.2.60, 10.3.3.42, 10.3.3.42oa. No ASN.1 change identified.

Further impacts: Applicability of F-DPCH in RAN5 test cases needs to be evaluated
	Nokia: signalling bit is better. Linking it to MAC-i/is is quite a bad idea as it also links HS-RACH (MAC-i/is needed) to something completely unrelated.
Huawei: Ok.



	
	
	Proposal 2: All UEs already support this improvement and no backward compatibility issue is expected
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: Make this feature optional. UE doesn’t need to indicate support to UTRAN.

Changes in 25.331; section: 10.3.6.99. No ASN.1 change identified.
	

	
	
	Proposal 4: Make this feature optional. UE indicates support to UTRAN starting from release 8.
	

	Additional default configurations (RP-080203, RP-081033, RP-090151)
	This improvement is configured by the UTRAN and mandatory for the UE to support
	Proposal 1: These configurations are not used by any network, and can be removed from Rel-7 and Rel-8. If necessary, they can be introduced as mandatory in Rel-9
	Nokia: Will check what mechanism  is preferred

	
	
	Proposal 2: Make this feature optional. UE indicates support to UTRAN starting from release 7.

Legacy UEs (not indicating support) are assumed to not support the feature.

Changes in 25.331; section: 10.3.3.42, (10.3.3.42oa). ASN.1 changes required to add a capability bit.
	Huawei: Ok but no strong opinion.



	
	
	Proposal 3: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Support of octet aligned HS-DSCH transport block sizes for non-64Q (RP-080190)
	This improvement is configured by the UTRAN and mandatory for the UE to support
	Proposal 1: Make the support of this feature dependant on the support for MAC-ehs feature

· Changes in 25.306; sections: 4.3

· Changes in 25.331; sections: 10.2.7, 10.2.39, 10.2.60, 10.3.3.42, 10.3.3.42oa. No ASN.1 change identified.

Further impacts: Applicability of octet aligned table in RAN5 test cases needs to be evaluated
	Nokia: to check. Performance benefit of using this feature even with mac-hs, so maybe better to signal capability.
Huawei: Ok.



	
	
	Proposal 2: Make this feature optional. UE indicates support to UTRAN starting from release 7.

Legacy UEs (not indicating support) are assumed to not support the feature.

Changes in 25.331; section: 10.3.3.42, (10.3.3.42oa). ASN.1 changes required to add a capability bit.
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Absolute priority reselection (RP-080694)
	Idle mode functionality, however use of dedicated priorities requires connected mode signalling. Support of reslection to E-UTRA dependant on E-UTRA support, however feature may also be used for UTRA-UTRA and UTRA-GSM mobility + may not be testable in earlier UTRA rel-8 deployments.
	Proposal 1: UE indicates support of dedicated priorities in E-UTRA feature group indicator. No asn1 impact, change only to Annex E.
	

	
	
	Proposal 2: Dependant on support of E-UTRA. UEs supporting UTRA only would indicate support starting from release 8. Mandatory for UEs supporting LTE
	Qualcomm: Ok
NTT DoCoMo: Ok

	
	
	Proposal 3: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	UE Capabilities and redirection (UTRA-LTE) (RP-080694)
	Redirection to E-UTRA
	Proposal 1: UE indicates support of dedicated priorities in E-UTRA feature group indicator. No asn1 impact, change only to Annex E.
	

	
	
	Proposal 2: Dependant on support of E-UTRA
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Measurement and measurement reporting of E-UTRAN cells (RP-081015)
	CELL_DCH measurement and reporting
	Proposal 1: UE indicates support of dedicated priorities in E-UTRA feature group indicator. No asn1 impact, change only to Annex E.
	

	
	
	Proposal 2: Dependant on support of E-UTRA
	

	
	
	Proposal 3: To be filled in if another mechanism is proposed
	

	Support of SIB11bis (RP-060597)
	The SIB11bis functionality is optional for 3GPP Rel6, while its support is mandatory with 3GPP Rel7 and later. 
	Proposal 1: Change the statements in RRC to remove the requirement that the bit is set to true

· Changes in 25.331; sections: 10.3.3.42, 10.3.3.42o.
No ASN.1 change identified
	

	CS Call type indicator (RP-060373, RP-060584, RP-070636)
	CS Call type indicator IE in CELL UPDATE, INITIAL DIRECT TRANSFER and RRC CONNECTION REQUEST message is mandatory present if the IE “Establishment cause” has the value “Originating Conversational Call” or “Emergency Call” and a CS call is being initiated with 3GPP Rel7 and later. 
	Proposal 1: Make this feature optional. UE doesn’t need to indicate support to UTRAN.

· Changes in 25.331; section: 10.2.7, 10.2.16c, 10.2.39

No ASN.1 change identified.
	

	UE mobility state Indication (RP-060712)
	The indication of high-mobility state detected by the network is introduced in the RRC CONNECTION REQUEST message and CELL UPDATE message with 3GPP Rel-7 and later. 
	Proposal 1: Make this feature optional. UE doesn’t need to indicate support to UTRAN.

· Changes in 25.331; section: 10.2.7, 10.2.39.

No ASN.1 change identified.
	

	Deferred SIB11/SIB11bis/SIB12 reading - deferred measurement control (RP-070159)
	The network indicates its permission to use deferred SIB11/SIB11bis/SIB12 reading by the "Deferred measurement control UTRAN support" IE included in SIB3. 
	Proposal 1: Make this feature optional. 

· Changes in 25.331; section: 10.2.23, 10.2.28, 10.2.31, 10.2.34, 10.2.41, 10.2.51, 10.2.63,.

No ASN.1 change identified.
	

	PLMN selection ping-pong control (RP-070407, RP-070408)
	The parameters "Qqualmin-offset" and "Qrxlevmin-offset", to be applied only when a cell is evaluated for cell selection as a result of a periodic search for a higher priority PLMN while camped normally in a VPLMN, are broadcasted in IE "Cell selection and re-selection info for SIB3/4". 
	Proposal 1: Keep this feature mandatory default if the IE “Cell selection and re-selection info for SIB3/4” is included in SIB type 3.
	


3. Additional comments made during the email discussion
In the following we copied the remainder of the email discussion which wasn’t captured in the table:
Dear Janne, Etienne, Sunhee,
 

Thanks for the comments. First to try and address Janne's comments regarding EUTRA measurement, redirection. 
 

True that these are currently optional features, however the optionality is dependant only on support of E-UTRA. According to the current Annex E in 25.331 the UE supports measurements and redirection for all EUTRA bands supported + there are currently no feature groups defined for these. The reason for including in this email discussion is that these features are directly related to early support of UTRA-EUTRA mobility, and maturity bits to indicate support of these features separately to E-UTRA supported to enable indication to the NW in case IODT is possible/not possible in early deployments would avoid revisiting this in the future. 
 

One comment to Sunhee regarding CS call type. In tabular definition these IEs are indicated as being MD in v8.6.0, however in asn1 this is mandatory if CS is indicated, in RRC connection request and a CR was agreed to v8.7.0 to reflect that in tabular (RP-090505 CR3691) . Therefore to make this optional without asn1 impact isn't possible.
 

Best Regards,
Brian
 



From: ext SUNHEE KIM [mailto:kong221@lge.com] 
Sent: 26 June 2009 06:01
To: 'Chaponniere, Etienne'; 'Janne Peisa'; 3GPP_TSG_RAN_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG; Martin Brian.2 (Nokia-D/Southwood)
Cc: 'Gholmieh, Aziz'; 'SeungJune YI'
Subject: RE: [66#33] Early support for UMTS->LTE Inter-RAT mobility
Dear Janne and Etienne.
Thanks for the comments. Please find my comments in line below.

Thanks.

BR. Sunhee.

From: Chaponniere, Etienne [mailto:echaponn@qualcomm.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2009 10:25 PM
To: Janne Peisa; 3GPP_TSG_RAN_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG; brian.2.martin@NOKIA.COM; SUNHEE KIM
Cc: Gholmieh, Aziz
Subject: RE: [66#33] Early support for UMTS->LTE Inter-RAT mobility

Dear Janne, thanks for the comments, please find some attempts to answer below. 

Brian and Sunhee I answered Janne’s questions according to my understanding (when I had one). Please do verify that it corresponds to yours…

Thanks.
Etienne

From: Janne Peisa [mailto:janne.peisa@ericsson.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2009 9:44 AM
To: Chaponniere, Etienne; 3GPP_TSG_RAN_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: RE: [66#33] Early support for UMTS->LTE Inter-RAT mobility

Dear Etienne and all,
 

many thanks for providing a comprehensive list of functions to be discussed.
 

We have some questions on the proposed functionality:
 

First, it seems that some of the functionality listed is already optional for the UE (namely "UE Capabilities and Redirection (UTRA-LTE)" and "Measurement and measurement reporting of E-UTRA cells"). The support for such functionality is already indicated to the network by either indicating support of E-UTRA or by Feature Group Support Indicators. If there is a need to discuss how already optional functionality is signalled to the network, perhaps a separate email discussion can be used. However, having said this, I have a feeling that I have misunderstood something, in which case could you please clarify what is the intention of including the two functions mentioned above in this discussion? 
[Etienne] On this particular item I have to leave it to Brian…
 
Second, we do not understand how the CS call type indication can be made optional for RRC Connection Request without change to the ASN.1. Perhaps the intention is to make the inclusion optional for Cell Update and Initial Direct Transfer? If so, this could be clarified in the document.
[Etienne] This was also my understanding since CS call type is MP in some cases for those messages (i.e. CV-ConversationalCS). But Sunhee can comment.
 [Sunhee] First of all, I found all IEs which are sent by Rel-7/8 UE with MD, MP, CV- in the RRC spec. In my understanding, we would like to change all possible mandatory IE(Rel-7/8) to optional IE to support full inter-RAT mobility functionality for the early UE. So, Rel-6 UE having inter-RAT mobility functionality sends its AS indicator as Rel-8 and its Rel-7/8 optional feature as set to FALSE, then the network consider the UE as Rel-8 and the UE not supporting all Rel-7/8 optional feature. Finally, the early UE can handover to LTE in idle mode and Connected mode.

It is reason that I propose some additional feature.

As Etienne said above, CS call type is CV-ConversationalCS in CELL UPDATE, INITIAL DIRECT TRANSFER message.

Third, we are not really clear what is the intended scope for making "UE mobility state Indication" optional. In our understanding the detection of the mobility state is done autonomously by the UE, and indicated to the NW in Cell Update or RRC Connection Request. If the intention is to make the detection of mobility state optional, this should be addressed in 25.304. As it is not possible for the NW to control if the UE has implemented the speed detection, one might argue that it is already optional for the UE? In any case, no changes for RRC spec are needed according to our understanding.
[Etienne] This was my initial thinking but there are some “shall” statements in RRC that force UE to include those IEs. I would think that in this case the change would simply be in the RRC procedural text (adding something like “if UE supports… then”).

Sunhee can comment.
 [Sunhee] “UE mobility state indication” is MD(Rel-7) in RRC Connection Request, CELL UPDATE message. The detection of UE mobility state functionality is introduced in Rel-7 in TS 25.304 v.7.1.0 (CR0155, RP-060711,R2-063655). The following statements in the box are copied from CR0155 and statements highlighted in red are added in this CR. And rest of green text was original text in TS 25.304.

According to the 5.2.6.1.1a, “the detection of the mobility state is done autonomously by the UE” is already agreed as written in green text.

This “UE mobility state indication” is related to network commanded detection of UE mobility. If the UE transmits CELL UPDATE or RCR message with UE mobility state indication set to TRUE, then network can order the UE to consider itself to be in high mobility state. Therefore, if the network does not order the UE to consider itself to be high-mobility state, the UE does not do anything. So I think  TS25.304 spec change is not needed. 

	5.2.6.1.1a
If in non-HCS environment the number of cell reselections during time period non-HCS_TCRmax exceeds non-HCS_NCR, OR if the network (via RRC signalling) has ordered the UE to consider itself to be in high-mobility state, then high-mobility state has been detected. 

5.2.3.1.2
2.   For intra-frequency and inter-frequency measurement rules for fast-moving UEs:

      If the number of cell reselections during time period TCRmax exceeds NCR, OR if the network (via RRC signalling) has ordered the UE to consider itself in high mobility state, then high-mobility has been detected. In this high-mobility state, UE shall


And, as Etienne mentioned above, some RRC procedural text might be changed as well.
Fourth, in our understanding the deferred SIB11/11bis/12 reading is already optional for the UE, and should be removed from this discussion (From 8.1.1.1.2: 2>            the UE may transmit an RRC message on RACH before having read and acted upon System Information Block type 11, System Information Block type 11bis and System Information Block type 12, if scheduled on BCH.)

[Etienne] Here again, I had understood it as in the previous case, the only change would be to align some parts of RRC to ensure there are no “shall” statements mandating the UE behavior.
Again, Sunhee can comment further.
[Sunhee] I agree Janne’s comment on ”the deferred SIB11/11bis/12 reading is already optional for the UE”. The network indicates its permission to use deferred SIB11/SIB11bis/SIB12 reading by the "Deferred measurement control UTRAN support" IE included in SIB3 which Is optional. 

But “Deferred measurement control UTRAN support” is optional from Rel-7. So Rel-6 UE does not read this IE because the  Rel-6 UE consider it as noncritical extension. I copied from TS25.331

	8.1.1.6.3              System Information Block type 3
The UE should store all relevant IEs included in this system information block. The UE shall:

1>  if IE "Deferred measurement control UTRAN support" is present:

2>  set variable DEFERRED_MEASUREMENT_STATUS to TRUE.

1>  else:

2>  set variable DEFERRED_MEASUREMENT_STATUS to FALSE.


Because the Rel-6 UE can’t read “Deferred measurement control UTRAN support” in SIB3, the UE can’t set variable DEFERED_MEASUREMENT_STATUS. Therefore, the UE can’t enter the statement in which Janne commented above.
 “Deferred measurement control reading” is MD(Rel-7) in some cases those messages (i.e. RRC Connection Setup Complete, RB Setup Complete, RB Release Complete, etc)

In some case, “Deferred measurement control reading” IE is included those messages(i.e. RRC Connection Setup Complete, etc)  after checking variable DEFERED_MEASUREMENT_STATUS.

Also, anyway I think all possible mandatory IE(Rel-7/8) which  is sent by UE should be changed to optional IE to support full inter-RAT mobility functionality for the early UE. 

 
Finally, we would like to propose that after identifying all functionality to be considered optional, the discussion should focus on determining functionality which requires signalling already in Rel-7, and providing necessary CRs to implement this. This is urgent due to rather advanced stage of Rel-7 implementation. 
[Etienne] Regarding prioritization, I think it’s sensible to prioritize rel’7 but I would include rel’8 features with LTE impact at the same priority level (we can de-prioritize other rel’8 features if time doesn’t allow to treat all).

Thanks and best regards.

Etienne
 
Best Regards,
 

Janne
 



发件人: Yang Xudong
发送时间: 2009年6月26日 12:59
收件人: Chaponniere, Etienne; 3GPP_TSG_RAN_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
主题: RE: [66#33] Early support for UM TS->LTE Inter-RAT mobility
Dear Etinne,

Thank you for your comments and sorry for my later reply, please see some answers in line.

Thanks again and best regards,

RGs,

 Xudong



发件人: Chaponniere, Etienne [mailto:echaponn@qualcomm.com] 
发送时间: 2009年6月24日 22:03
收件人: Yang Xudong; 3GPP_TSG_RAN_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
主题: RE: [66#33] Early support for UM TS->LTE Inter-RAT mobility
Dear Xudong, thanks for your comments and proposals, please find some questions below. I will incorporate your comments in the final version.
Thanks and best regards.
Etienne.
From: Yang Xudong [mailto:yangxudong@HUAWEI.COM] 
Sent: Monday, June 22, 2009 5:50 AM
To: 3GPP_TSG_RAN_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: 答复: [66#33] Early support for UM TS->LTE Inter-RAT mobility
Dear Etienne, Janne and all,
Thanks for this good summary and your valuable comments; please see some comments from Huawei below.  And, very sorry for the later input.
1) For UEA2/UIA2 (Snow 3G) 
We are not sure if we should ask some guidance from SA3 before RAN2 come to a conclusion;
[Etienne] Since we are only aligning RRC with 25.306 (RRC already has a mechanism for indicating support) we didn’t think so. I incorporated your question anyways.
[XD]Our original understanding is, UE anyway has to support ciphering and integrity, seems that it is mandatory. But anyway, if 25.306 already has such a mechanism, we have no strong opinion.

2) For E-DPDCH power interpolation formula 
We also think that this interpolation formula should be applicable for QPSK capable UEs, but we also agree that it is better for UE to use this formula when operating in 16QAM. So our understanding is that this feature should be dependant on both QPSK and 16QAM.
[Etienne] Since UEs supporting 16QAM also support QPSK, I assume what you mean here is the feature should be dependant on 16QAM. Let me know if I understand correctly.
[XD]Yes. Our intention was, interpolation formula should be also applicable for QPSK. But since interpolation formula is a later introduced feature, seems that it is impossible to be applicable for QPSK capable only UEs. Correct me if I am wrong.

3) For HE field 
We also think that this feature should be better dependant on MAC-ehs rather than MAC-i/is.
4) For Removing the constraint that the same HS-SCCH should be used in contiguous TTIs
We think that this feature should be better dependant on MAC-ehs rather than MAC-i/is.
[Etienne] I have incorporated this as proposal 3
5) For EUL power control improvement
We agree with proposal 1;
6) For Support of octet aligned HS-DSCH transport block sizes for non-64Q
We are OK with proposal 1;
7) For Additional default configurations
We have no strong opinion, considering the fact that even in R9 it might not be mandatory for all UEs, it sounds reasonable to make it optional and to indicate to the network.
RGs,
 Xudong
