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5.3
MAC (36.321)
5.3.1
Dynamic scheduling
R2-093715
Clarification on RV setting
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-
DOCOMO ask how important the change is at this stage of R8.

-
SK think the CR is aligned with the correct intention of the spec.

-
ASUSTeK think the main issue in the spec if the missing definition of Nws that is used in the formula

-
Ericsson ask if Nws is defined in another spec. ASUSTeK think it is not defined anywhere else.
-
NSN think the parameter may be defined in RAN1 specs as the text was proposed by RAN1. 

-
Huawei think it is clear today given that the window size is 0-15

=>
CR is not agreed. Intention of spec if clear today.
5.3.2
DRX handling
No contributions.

5.3.3
Random Access procedure
R2-093714
Report of Email discussion on [66.12] LTE NDI handling with T-CRNTI in consideration
ASUSTeK
Report
summary of email discussion [66#12]

-
Ericsson ask if there were concerns/objection with the CR before the deadline. Ericsson think the concern was after the deadline.

=>
Noted 
R2-093792
Correction to NDI semantics
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
HTC ask if there is still a problem that BSR can be lost. Ericsson see his as a different issue and the eNB can have means to resolve the issue.

-
LG ask how important it is to solve the problem. The lost BSR problem can be recovered but maybe with some delay. And also in most case the eNB will have configured an SR resource. LG think it is too late for release 8. Ericsson think the most important issue to address is a UE incorrectly think the contention is resolved. LG think RLC-AM will recover the data loss arising from this.
-
Samsung think if this happens when UE wants to send a measurement report for handover then the delay can result in RLF. Sumsung would like to address the problem in R8 and likes the Ericsson approach.

-
Nokia think it is not clear how the MAC reset solves the problem. Ericsson think the original CR was aiming to have a well defined value of NDI in case of a non contention random access shortly after a MAC reset.

-
Motorola think there is a problem to address in release 8

-
Huawei prefer to address the issue in release 9

-
CATT would like to address the issue in release 8. HT mM also support release 8. Panasonic also support release 8 and support the Ericsson approach. Qualcomm agree with Panasonic
=>
Problem will be addressed in release 8

-
CATT ask if something should be added instead of just deleting the text added in CR 292. Ericsson agree that the intention is that NDI should be treated as toggled regardless of the value of NDI and may not be correct in the CR. Later Ericsson add this it is covered elsewhere in the spec.
-
Nokia ask if it introduces 2 different handlings. For example it is clear that MAC is reset (and hence NDIs set to zero) at connection establishment. Ericsson agree this needs to be checked.

-
Samsung ask why the setting to zero is needed at MAC reset given it is always treated as toggled. Ericsson indicate that the intent of setting it to zero is not for the RAR but for the network transmission.

-
Panasonic ask if it is mainly covering the handover case. Ericsson agree that the initial case would need to be checked.

=>
Agree this the approach in the Ericsson CR to address the problem. 

=>
Offline checking whether anything needs to be added to cover the connection establishment case. Revision of CR in R2-094043. Come back on Friday

=>
On cover sheet the RAN box should be ticked.

R2-094043
Correction to NDI semantics
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
R2-093949
NDI handling and BSR loss problem with temporary C-RNTI in consideration
HTC Corporation
Disc

-
Ericsson ask if this proposal addresses the problem of a measurement report lost in message 3. Ericsson think the lost report can only be resent by RLC. HTC clarify the proposal only addresses the lost BSR. 

-
Nokia think proposal 1 and 2 is too big for release 8, but proposal 3 may be good to note.

-
LG think both Ericsson and HTC proposal have some issue in the case a measurement report is lost in message 3. But Ericsson approach is much simpler to implement.
-
Panasonic think the HTC approach does not really resolve the incorrect contention resolution but only addresses the lost BSR.

-
HTC think their approach only impacts the UE, not the RAN so preferable for R8.

-
Motorola think the UE impact is large for the HTC approach and so prefer the Ericsson approach

-
Nokia ask if the original ASUSTeK proposal plus HTC proposal 3 can solve the problem. HTC clarified that proposal 3 already assumes the ASUSTeK change. Samsung think the note (i.e. second part of proposal 3) would not be needed as it is already clear. Ericsson think a note would not be needed.
-
HT mM think both solutions have problem with initial access and prefer the original ASUSTeK solution.

-
NSN would like to reconsider the ASUSTeK CR. ASUSTeK agree this would be sufficient.

Update from Ericsson on offline discussion:

-
Ericsson explain that with the ASUSTeK solution it would be possible for the eNB to forget the NDI state of the HARQ process used for contention free RA. With Ericsson approach the eNB must always keep track of the NDIs. For contention based RA then eNB must keep track of NDI for all processes. Opportunity for forgetting NDI limited to the HARQ process used for the contention free access.

-
HTC ask if Ericsson change affect both UE and eNB. Ericsson agree that potentially the enB may need to be changed but depends on current implementation

-
Ericsson explain in both cases a MAC reset is needed at initial connection establishment and this should be clear in RRC.

-
Nokia, NSN, HTC prefer the ASUSTeK/HTC

-
Samsung, Motorola, Ericsson, Qualcomm, RIMM, CATT, LG prefer the Ericsson approach.

=>
Agreed to go with Ericsson approach.
R2-093954
CR to UL grant reception
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L2

-
not treated following discussion of R2-093949
R2-093956
Msg3 adaptive retransmission with T-C-RNTI regardless of the NDI value
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-
not treated following discussion of R2-093949
Not available

R2-093791
Discussion on NDI semantics on Random Access
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

5.3.4
QoS
No contributions.

5.3.5
UL Information for scheduler
R2-093762
Minor correction to PHR
CATT
CR
36.321


F

REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Samsung think the CR is correct but it is almost impossible that a UE implementation will get this wrong. So CR is not needed.

-
TMO agree with CR that the CR is not wrong but is not needed.

=>
Not agreed

R2-093957
New BSR trigger for suspicious RA completion
HTC Corporation
CR
36.321


F

REL-8
LTE-L23
-
not treated following discussion of R2-093949
5.3.6
MAC PDU format
No contributions.

5.3.7
Semi-persistent scheduling 
R2-093898
Collision of DL SPS and MBSFN subframes
Samsung
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-
HT mM ask for clarification that the MBSFN subframe is never used for unicast. Samsung confirm they are never used for downlink unicast transmission
-
NSN support the CR

-
LG support the intention but need to find correct wording for MBSFN subframes. Samsung will align with wording with RRC. NSN think the original wording is fine as 36.213 clearly defines MBSFN subframes.
-
Ericsson think the CR is not needed as the RRC spec today already implies this.
-
Panasonic thinks the CR add further clarification about NDI handling that is not clear from RRC. Ericsson think the NDI handling can be handled by the eNB. Panasonic would like aligned behaviour for measurements and MBSFN subframes.

-
Ericsson understanding of spec today is that UE would toggle NDI in case of configured DL assignment and MBSFN subframe and eNB could take this into account. Huawei think this behaviour is not clear today.

-
CATT support the CR.

-
LG concerned that UE will flush data in soft buffer when such a collision occurs. Ericsson think the collision occurs at a point when the eNB is intending to replace the data anyway.

-
Panasonic thinks the rules was to allow overwriting with a dynamic assignment and then retransmission of this to extend beyond the next configured assignment even in the case that it collides with a measurement gap.

-
Samsung think it is clear that UE does not receive data in case of collision and would also imply that NDI is toggled, but it would be not aligned to measurement gaps. Samsung think it is ambiguous for an implementer. 

-
Interdigital support the CR.

-
Ericsson concerned if it is really an essential correction. Huawei think the spec is not really clear and so not possible for the eNB to handle this. Ericsson think NDI handling is clear but not aligned to measurement gap handling.

=>
Offline discussion at lunch. 
Update from offline discussion

-
Update from Samsung: In offline discussion Ericsson indicate they could accept the CR. Wording and coversheet have been improved. Revised CR in R2-094047 generated from offline discussion.

-
Ericsson are concerned by this kind of CR to align things rather than fix things at this stage of rel 8 so this should be the exception.
R2-094047
Collision of DL SPS and MBSFN subframes
Samsung
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-
DOCOMO ask if there is any impact to eNB. Samsung reply a future eNB that supports MBSFN would have to be implemented in line with this CR.

-
Ericsson prefer saying something like 'if this subframe is not part of measurement gap and if this is not part of MBSFN subframe'

=>
Revision to use the wording proposed by Ericsson, to be finalised offline, in R2-094048. Come back Friday.

R2-094048
Collision of DL SPS and MBSFN subframes
Samsung
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
5.3.8
Other
R2-093672
Minor corrections to 36.321
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-
Ericsson suggest updating the consequences to indicate very little possibility of misinterpretation due to the incorrect table references. 
=>
Revision to included corrected cover sheet (RAN box to be ticked and updated consequences). Revision in R2-094044 is agreed in principle.
5.4
RLC (36.322)
R2-093675
Possible misinterpretation on incrementing RETX_COUNT
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.322
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Updated in R2-094033

R2-094033
Possible misinterpretation on incrementing RETX_COUNT
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens

-
LG support the CR but think the wording 'any such portion' is confusing.

-
DOCOMO support the CR and has some suggestion to improve the wording.

-
Interdigital agree the text needs to be clarified. The 'such' in 'any such' creates confusion and 'any portion' seems to exclude the whole PDU.

=>
Agree the problem need to be resolved

=>
Offline discussion to finalise the wording. Revision in R2-094045. Come back Friday 

R2-094045
Possible misinterpretation on incrementing RETX_COUNT
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens

R2-093805
Clarification on UE behaviour in case of L2 buffer overflow
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
Interdigital think situation is the same as UMTS (network can not guarantee against overflow) but it was never noted.
-
Samsung think the situation is a little different from UMTS. If needed it would be better stated in another spec.

-
Qualcomm think it was common understanding that the eNB will try to manage the UE buffer content. ALU agree the eNB must do its best but it is impossible to completely manage it. Qualcomm concerned with the proposed wording as it suggests the eNB is not even trying.

=>
Common understanding that eNB does try to manage UE buffer content but it can not guarantee in all cases and so UE should behave gracefully in these cases.
-
Qualcomm ask what UE is expected to do as a result of the note. ALU expect the UE not to crash in the case this occurs.

-
Samsung can't agree to add note to the core spec. Suggest adding in 36.300.

=>
Revision of CR to 36.300 to be prepared in R2-094046. Offline discussion to conclude wording of the note. Come back Friday

R2-094046
CR on Clarification on UE behaviour in case of L2 buffer overflow
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.300
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

R2-093811
CR on Clarification on UE behaviour in case of L2 buffer overflow
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.322
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-
not treated following discussion of R2-093805.
5.5
PDCP (36.323)
No contributions.

5.6
UE capabilities (36.306)
R2-094007
Minor Editorial corrections for TS36.306
NEC
CR
36.306
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
-
Ericsson think the CR is not wrong but is not necessary for release 8

=>
Not agreed
5.7
Model of the physical layer (36.302)
No contributions.

6.7
TEI9
Note:
Better use LTE-L23, TEI9 instead of TEI9 alone for REL-9 enhancement CRs of LTE-L23. Otherwise 
UTRA and LTE CRs are difficult to distinguish.

Note that the Technical Enhancements WI is only intended for small enhancements. Larger changes/enhancements should have a WI of their own.
6.7.2
User plane related
MAC random access

R2-093738
TDD PRACH selection
IPWireless
Disc

-
Ericsson ask if the corresponding document has been in RAN1. IPWireless indicate it is unlikely that RAN1 discuss TEI9 until after September.
-
CATT ask if the proposal can cause overload on one PRACH in a subframe. IPWireless explain this is the reason to add the pathloss selection after the subframe selection.

-
Huawei asked if a UE behaving according to the CR would break the spec. Huawei think that a UE could do this today and it would still appear to pick the PRACH randomly and hence comply to the R8 spec. IPWireless think UE following the MAC spec can not be done today.

-
NSN think the gains need to be verified in RAN1.

=>
Noted
=>
Will be discussed again after RAN1 have discussed the benefits of the proposal.
R2-093763
DL Assignment during non-contention based RACH for DL data arrival
CATT
Disc

-
LG proposed similar thing for release 8 but was not agreed as there were some reasons to use UL grant in message 2 even in the DL data arrival case. Reasons are for eNB to get an BSR, to trigger CQI reporting.

-
NSN agree with LG. It is useful for the eNB to receive even an empty BSR to know the UE's buffers still empty. CATT think the empty BSR is not useful for eNB.

-
Ericsson agree with LG understanding. CQI is very important for downlink data arrived. Prefer not to agree the CR.

-
ITRI support the proposal.

-
Motorola think proposal 2 still result in a waste of uplink recourses. 

-
ZTE think CQI can be sent on PUCCH as the PUCCH resources are kept when TAT expires. So UL grant is not needed to get CQI. Samsung understand that PUCCH resources are released when TAT expires. ZTE agree with Samsung understanding. Samsung think the UL transmission can also be used as a kind of acknowledgement.

=>
Noted

R2-093911
An invalid UL grant in RAR
ITRI
Disc

-
Not treated following discussion of R2-093763

R2-093876
Simplified MAC RAR for dedicated preamble
ZTE
Disc
-
Ericsson ask what is the gain of the proposal. ZTE explain the benefit is to save 2 octets in the RAR.
-
Ericsson thing we should consider real improvements that bring substantial gain. It is difficult for RAN2 to assess the gain. Maybe better if this came from RAN1.

-
ZTE explain the reduction in size of RAR allows more RARs to be included in the PDSCH transmission and could reduce the number of PDSCH transmissions.

-
NSN think the size of the transport block is an important consideration. Reduction in size of RAR may not lead to reduction of the TB size.

-
LG ask how the eNB knows the UE version. NSN explain that release 8 does not need to continue looking at the message further than its RAR.
-
HT mM support to remove T-C-RNTI in this case but not sure if the proposal works.

=>
Noted

R2-093878
Indication for last random access response
ZTE
Disc
-
Interdigital ask how much time is expected to be save between last RAR message and end of window. ZTE think it depends on length of window (max size 10ms).
-
Motorola think there are multiple overlapping windows at any point in time. How do you know which reception window it refers to. ZTE explain this is indicated by the RA-RNTI.

-
Ericsson assumes that the eNB will configure the window size to align with the expected response time. So the potential gain is much less than 10ms. So not sure this is needed.

-
ZTE think the c-plane delay estimated previously assume a 4ms delay from preamble to RAR.

-
Motorola think the gain may be bigger as the UE may also have to wait for the next PRACH opportunity. Ericsson think this can be taken into account in configuration

-
DOCOMO agree to Ericsson. DOCOMO think it is more for the case that no preamble is detected by the eNB but missed preamble should not be too frequent.

=>
Noted
MAC SPS

R2-093717
Flushing HARQ buffer after release of SPS
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
F
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
Panasonic think eNB does not know the UE has implicitly released and so might request retransmission. Causes desync between UE and eNB. ASUSTeK think eNB is aware of the situation
-
HT mM agree with Panasonic. ASUSTeK think it is a little different situation from that discussed previously
-
LG think eNB is aware by receiving a certain number of empty BSRs, so they should be transmitted.

-
CATT think it is not good to flush the buffer as valid information might be lost, e.g. PHR.

=>
Not agreed

R2-093731
DRX and SPS Alignment in REL9
Research In Motion UK Limited, AT&T
Disc

-
Interdigital ask how much of a problem this is. In a loaded cell the scheduler should be able to stagger the SPS and DRX in the time domain. RIM think once the VoIP RB is established then the DRX start offset is fixed so the scheduler has some limitations.
-
CATT understand that DL SPS must be aligned with on duration as UE behaviour is not specified outside of on duration. RIM agree this is the R8 understand and there were concerns this is limiting to the eNB scheduler. 

-
Huawei ask if adjusting the DRX offset when activating SPS does anything as activation must be in the on duration. RIM explain this proposal allows the SPS activation to be anywhere in active time and afterwards the on-duration and SPS will be aligned.

-
NSN thinks the need to align the two things is a limitation release 8.
-
Ericsson think the DRX configuration will spread the UEs and so the SPS configuration will be spread as well. Ericsson also see some drawbacks as there could be some loss of synchronisation.

-
Interdigital think the PUCCH alignment also need to be aligned to DRX and this might be lost if DRX is shifted.

=>
Noted

R2-093785
36.321 CR - improvement for uplink SPS and BSR transmission
Huawei
CR
36.321
F
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

Proposal 1
-
ASUSTeK is not sure if it possible for several VoIP packets to be included in a single transmission. 
-
LG thinks the eNB will not give dynamic resources to the UE to send the VoIP packets even if UE sent D-SR. So the situation will not occur.

-
Panasonic think eNB might give dynamic grant to serve other data and it might be used for VoIP packet.

-
Interdigital think a smart scheduler could work out that an implicit release has occurred. NSN agree that smart eNB can work his out and if there is other data then SPS may not be needed.

-
ZTE think a smart UE implementation might delay the VoIP packet until the SPS occasion.

-
Huawei think if D-SR is configured then it will be trigger due to other data, the eNB will give grant and the UE will use it for VoIP. There is no way for the VoIP packet to delayed.

-
Ericsson think good eNB implementation might configure D-SR in subframe just after SPS.

Proposal 2

-
Panasonic think it is already in the spec that the UE will not run another logical channel prioritisation in this case. NSN agreed. Ericsson agree. Huawei will check offline.

=>
Not agreed

R2-093849
Semi-persistent scheduling operation in LTE Rel-9
Panasonic
Disc

-
HTC support the intention.

-
Qualcomm ask if this would mean that SPS allocation can not be used to send an RRC message. Panasonic confirm that RRC would have to be scheduled dynamically by eNB. Qualcomm think this may delay RRC. Panasonic think eNB could override an SPS resource so RRC could also be included.

-
Motorola would like to consider this for release 9 and asks why it is not considered for DL. Panasonic reply the eNB can already do what it likes. Motorola ask if other optimisation such as to MAC header are considered. Panasonic indicate this was not he original intent.

-
NSN think the proposal has knock on effects that are not desirable and it is important RRC messages are sent at earliest opportunity.

-
Interdigital think more than one SPS configuration might address some concerns.

-
LG think RRC is unlikely to fit in an SPS resource with size set for VoIP. It will be segmented. Samsung this UL RRC messages are small so they should fit.

-
Samsung sees some benefit but also some additional complexity and not sure the complexity is justified.

=>
Noted
MAC DRX

R2-093691
Periodic CQI/PMI/RI Reports and DRX
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
CR
36.321
B
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
Interdigital think it is a limitation in release 8 and think it would be useful in release 9. Support the CR.

-
Ericsson think only reason to do this would be to allow >1 occasion during the on duration. NSN think it is motivated purely by PUCCH resource usage.

-
Motorola think you can't really allocate the resources to other UEs as they need to be able to be turned on at any point in time. NSN understand they can be reallocated outside the on-duration with this proposal.

=>
Not agreed

=>
Some interest in the proposal for release 9. Can be resubmitted to next meeting.
R2-093693
DRX Timers and Measurement Gaps
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
B
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
CATT ask why same change is not done to on-duration. NSN think this must be fixed as it relates to timesharing between UEs.

-
Interdigital agree with the problem, but think with the short drx and re-tx timers the drx cycle would also be short. So wonder whether there is really a problem

-
Ericsson has supported this in the past but wonders about the different handling between rel-8 and rel-9 UEs. Ericsson would like to keep commonality for DRX between rel-8 and rel-9. Gain may not make it worthwhile.

-
Huawei support the proposal. 

-
Samsung agree with Interdigital and Ericsson. Can have long re-tx timer as UE can go to sleep as soon as it received retransmission.
-
Ericsson ask it if would be sufficient to do this only for inactivity timer. NSN think this is possible. 

-
Samsung think for the inactivity timer the eNB can handle it smartly. So still not convinced this would be useful

=>
Not agreed.
MAC feedback for eNB

R2-093690
Padding PHR
Nokia Siemens Networks, CATT
CR
36.321
B
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
Qualcomm ask about the gains of the proposal. NSN think it is obvious that there is some benefit in sending more info to the scheduler. Ericsson thinks the PHR does not change that often and so the extra PHRs are not that useful, and it also complicates the LCH prioritisation. Qualcomm agree with Ericsson and think it will add extra complexity.

-
DOCOMO sees some value in sending PHR in these cases.

-
Interdigital think this gives some thing for nothing as the presence of the PHR indicates the BSR would be empty. 
-
NSN clarify that new LCID is used for padding PHR so eNB can distinguish between padding and regular PHR.

-
Samsung think it can be useful to help decide whether to configure TTI bundling.

-
Ericsson think the interaction with the prohibit timer also needs to be considered

-
Motorola support the concept although CR may need more work.

-
Ericsson think starting the prohibit time may delay a subsequent PHR triggered due to pathloss change. Also may be better to keep LCIDs for other purposes.

=>
Not agreed. Discussion can continue offline and CR may be seen again at the next meeting.

R2-093724
PHR inclusion in msg3 re-transmissons
Samsung
Disc

-
Samsung indicate the CR is not fully clear and would need to be revised. Something more than a note would be needed.
-
Panasonic this implies the UE generates a new msg3 even though there is one in the buffer and so adds complexity, but Panasonic sees some benefit. Qualcomm shares Panasonic complexity comments. 

-
Samsung agree it could be potentially large impact to UE implementation, so it doesn't propose to generate new msg3 but just update the PHR content.

-
Ericsson think the eNB can provide another grant after the random access in which the PHR can be sent.

-
Huawei think PHR will not change much during lifetime of RA procedure. This proposal is more pain than gain.

=>
Noted

R2-093729
PHR Inclusion in Msg3 Re-transmissions-CR
Samsung
CR
36.321
F
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
not treated following discussion of R2-093724

R2-093994
MAC BSR Coding
Motorola
Disc

-
Ericsson think the granularity was chosen due to error in BSR calculation. So increase in granularity does not help.
-
Ericsson asks if this ends up with higher granularity for BSR than for TB size. Motorola has not checked the TB sizes but with the scaling there might be a few BSRs relating to a TB size. Ericsson think have more than one BSR code point per TB size is not useful.

=>
Noted


R2-093996
MAC BSR Coding CR
Motorola
CR
36.321
C
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
not treated following discussion of R2-093994
MAC other

R2-093689
Stop TAT Command MAC Control Element
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.321
B
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
Ericsson think the eNB could use RRC signalling and used the HARQ feedback to confirm the reception of the command in the UE. 
-
Huawei think max value of TAT is 15s and don't see a need to expire the timer quicker than 15s.

-
Interdigital don't see the need for speed to release the resource.

-
CATT think DRX can be configured to achieve power saving. Panasonic agree with CATT comment.

=>
Not agreed

R2-093750
LTE DL Flow Control
Qualcomm Europe, Fujitsu, HTC 
Disc

-
revised into R2-094061
R2-094061
LTE DL Flow Control
Qualcomm Europe, Fujitsu, HTC, AT+T 
Disc

-
AT+T support this and think it is a good way forward and should be included in R9
-
Ericsson think IP traffic already has end to end flow control. UE memory can be controlled by the eNB so flow control should not be needed for memory management.

-
Qualcomm explain that TCP flow control cause a problem as it impacts throughput. Also as discussed earlier eNB can not guarantee buffer management

-
Panasonic and HT mM support the proposal.

-
Interdigital think that over the air flow control could just cause eNB to drop the packets. Think it is better that packet dropping is in one place in the network. Support the flow control.

-
Huawei support the principle of flow control in release 9.

-
Motorola have some concern to predict what TB size it could support. Support the principle of flow control but concerns over this approach. Qualcomm think a simple UE implementation could just do on off. Motorola think in this case we could specify a simple on/off. Qualcomm think we should offer flexibility for smart implementations.
-
NSN think it is better to drop packets at eNB than transmit them and have them dropped in UE. But concerns that it makes UE categories meaningless. 

-
Qualcomm think the flow control is very fast and will not necessarily lead to eNB dropping packets. Also think test cases can ensure UEs genuinely support the max rate of the UE cat. Might even add some application such as ftp.

-
Ericsson also concerned about the UE categories. How often and how long is UE allowed to flow control. Qualcomm think in real life the processing requirements are difficult to predict.

-
Panasonic think eNB should react to the flow control to avoid useless transmission of data.

-
Qualcomm think the UE can not be mandated to implement, but there is incentive to support in the eNB.

=>
Noted
R2-093953
Enhanced Logical Channel Prioritization with multiple grants for Rel-9
HTC Corporation
Disc

-
Interdigital think the amount that can be borrowed is specified today and there is a means to minimise the segmentation. HTC proposal is to go beyond this.
-
LG think there are some guidelines and a smart implementation can already do what is proposed.

-
Ericsson agree the current spec does not prevent the behaviour. As it is currently only specified by guidelines there is no reason to make them more specific.

=>
Noted
PDCP
R2-093880
handling of PDCP control PDUs upon PDCP re-establishment
ZTE
CR
36.323
F
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9

-
Huawei ask why the control PDUs are stored in PDCP. Currently the spec never says the control PDUs are stored in PDCP. They are created in PDCP and delivered to lower layers immediately.

-
Ericsson agree with Huawei and thin the proposal is not needed.

-
ZTE think it is not clear how to deal with PDCP PDUs not processes when re-establishment occurs. Ericsson think this is implementation. ZTE think it is stated in RLC to discard status PDUs.

-
Samsung think some PDCP status PDUs are delivered to PDCP after re-establishment of RLC. Ericsson think PDCP processes all PDUs received from RLC due to re-establishment before the header compression is reset.

=>
Not agreed.
Other
R2-094000
E-UTRA UE category enhancements
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc
-
CATT ask why the different between cats 1 and 2 today is so large? Nokia believe the thinking was that it was enough to have just one voice centric category.
-
DOCOMO asked if changing cat 1/2 has been considered instead of adding a new category. Depends if UE vendors have started any implementation based on these categories. Nokia thinks it is a good point but think both cat 1 and the new cat are needed for differentiation.
-
Qualcomm thinks cat 1 and 2 is sufficient and in the long run cat 2 is the best. Also complex for network to deal with the new category

-
Ericsson request more time to think and consider the alternative approaches.

=>
Noted

R2-094019
Correction of RLC functions in 36.300
New Postcom
CR
36.300
F
REL-9
LTE-L23, TEI9
-
DOCOMO think it is not necessary to update the stage 2 in release 9.
=>
Not agreed
Come back on Friday

CRs:

R2-094043
Correction to NDI semantics
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
R2-094048
Collision of DL SPS and MBSFN subframes
Samsung
CR
36.321
F
REL-8
LTE-L23
R2-094045
Possible misinterpretation on incrementing RETX_COUNT
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens

R2-094046
CR on Clarification on UE behaviour in case of L2 buffer overflow
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.300
F
REL-8
LTE-L23

tdocs not allocated
R2-094050 - R2-094052












