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Corrections

Miscellaneous corrections to Stage 3 Specifications

R2-111876
Correction on MAC functions
Potevio, New Postcom
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
LGE thinks that we do not need to update the subclause as for instance DRX is already missing. Ericsson agrees. HT mMobile agrees.

(
not agreed.
R2-111877
Corrections to Activation-Deactivation of SCell
Potevio, New Postcom
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
LGE thinks the current specification is fine. NSN agrees and also points out that keeping “activated” is better. Potevio believes the current text is misleading.
(
not agreed.
R2-111878
Corrections to Extended PHR
Potevio, New Postcom
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
Ericsson wonders why we need a reference to 36.133. Potevio thinks this is needed because that is where the mapping is defined. Ericsson agrees a reference is needed, but probably should be put in 36.213. NSN thinks the reference should be in 36.321. Will take the discussion on the reference together with the Panasonic TDoc (R2-112279).

-
LGE thinks the “octet” clarification is useful for V field. Samsung think this is already clear and the “octet” clarification is not required. NSN and CATT are fine with the clarification. Ericsson, Huawei, Panasonic and Mediatek think the clarification is not required. 
(
not agreed.
R2-112281
Pcmax,c reporting for type 2 PH
Panasonic
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
agreed in principle.
R2-112028
Clarification on Pcmax
MediaTek
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-111883
Removal of remaining FFS in the MAC specification
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
not treated as addressing the same issue as R2-112281.
R2-111898
Clarification on applying the common DRX operation for CA
HTC, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, Panasonic
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
revised before presentation in R2-112531
R2-112531
Clarification on applying the common DRX operation for CA
HTC, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, Panasonic
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
Huawei asks if we should refer to active time instead. Samsung agrees it might be better to refer to active time even though the proposed sentence came from the Stage 2. New Postcom agrees with Huawei but would like to go further into details.

-
InterDigital would prefer capturing the requirement at the beginning of the subclause e.g. The UE may be configured by RRC with a DRX functionality that is commonly applicable to all activated and configured SCells. NSN sees a risk for confusion with this new text. Ericsson prefers a note as proposed in the original CR to avoid touching Rel-8 text. Ericsson also thinks that “Serving Cell” is enough and encompasses both “activated and configured”. NSN thinks activated is enough.
-
LGE thinks the current text is already clear and sees no risk for possible confusion. Panasonic thinks the behaviour is now missing from the Stage 3. LGE believes that since there is only one configuration, it should be clear. NSN thinks this not related to configuration, you could have only one config but different operation on the serving cells.

-
Huawei would like to see “The same active time applies to all activated serving cells”?

(
agree to add a note stating that “the same active time applies to all activated serving cell(s)”, will be part of the rapporteur CR in R2-112560.
R2-111903
Activation/Deactivation of Scells
ZTE
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
InterDigital thinks we should not move the text. Ericsson agrees as this would actually break the agreed behaviour. NSN agrees.

(
not agreed.
R2-112029
Cancellation of SR
MediaTek
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE-CA-Core

-
LGE, Nokia, ITRI, Panasonic support.

-
Ericsson wonders if “in this subframe” is really needed as we already have “for each TTI […] in this TTI” further below. Mediatek thinks this makes it clearer. NSN believes the procedural text does not cover the cancellation part so the addition is ok. Ericsson would prefer not touching Rel-8/9 text. NSN thinks that the proposed text is aligned with the BSR.
-
New Postcom would prefer something else than “in this subframe”.
-
InterDigital suggests having shadow CRs (without (s)).

-
Samsung and Docomo do not see the need for “in this subframe”.

(
agree to add “(s)” to the uplink grant, will be part of the rapporteur CR in R2-112560 [CB Friday]
R2-112283
Change in wording from CSI/PMI/RI to CSI
Panasonic
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO

-
Ericsson points out that subclause 5.13 and Annex A also contain CQI/PMI/RI and should be updated.

-
New Postcom wonders if CSI is always used in Rel-10. 

-
HT mMobile thinks CQI/PMI/RI is still used in RAN1.
-
RIM thinks it is best to keep existing CQI/PMI/RI.
-
Ericsson would prefer adding PTI. LGE agrees.

(
agree to change CQI/PMI/RI to CQI/PMI/RI/PTI, add PTI in abbreviation subclause, will be part of the rapporteur CR in R2-112560.
R2-111904
Correction on PHR description
ZTE
CR
36.321

-
D

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
agree the change, change to be also propagated in the activation subclause, will be part of the rapporteur CR in R2-112560.
BSR
At the last meeting we agreed to come back on the possible CA issue where as soon as a BSR is included, no padding BSR would be allowed in any of the remaining MAC PDUs. Note that since regular BSR is of higher priority, it should always be sent first.
R2-111950
Padding BSR Cancellation
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
New Postcom wonders if agreeing with the proposals would mean that only one regular BSR is allowed in a TTI. Huawei thinks it does not, padding BSR could also be sent.

-
Ericsson agrees with the analysis and thinks this is aligned to what was discussed on Tuesday.

-
Samsung is fine with proposal 1. For proposal 2, Samsung thinks that although this does not currently seem required, they are fine to accept it if it is the common understanding. Samsung clarifies that even though LCP mandates BSR to be included first, freedom still is given to the UE to build the MAC PDU. Panasonic agrees with Samsung. Renesas agrees.
-
LGE thinks the padding BSR may or may not be cancelled depending on how the grants are processed (joint or serial). InterDigital sees some small benefit in guaranteeing a padding BSR always.

-
Renesas wonders if the cancellation of a padding BSR would also cancel other padding BSRs. Ericsson thinks this would not make sense. LGE agrees. Samsung believes that the current text does not preclude it even though it would not make sense.

-
Docomo thinks the proposal is actually to confirm that the result of joint and serial processing as shown by Huawei is ok for RAN2.

(
discuss offline BSR cancellation: what happens when joint and serial processing is applied and whether problematic cases occur that would justify changes in the specification. [CB Friday Huawei]
R2-111888
Cancelling triggered BSR
Samsung
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-111890
Correction on wrong cancellation of BSR
Samsung
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-112095
Clarification of BSR in CA
New Postcom
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-112007
On the issue of padding BSR cancelling
HTC
TP
36.321


-

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
revised before presentation in R2-112542
R2-112542
On the issue of padding BSR cancelling
HTC
TP
36.321


-

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
all 4 TDocs above not discussed as already covered by the previous discussions.
SRS and DRX
At the last meeting we agreed to come back if large support.
R2-112157
Benefits of sending type-1-triggered SRS independent of DRX
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, CATT, Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc





REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

-
Samsung, Panasonic, ZTE and Qualcomm would not object if network vendors think this is really required.
-
LGE thinks radio efficiency is indeed of higher priority than battery efficiency but is not convinced by the scenarios proposed in this paper. Ericsson clarifies that the 2nd scenario does not rely on SPS, it is a scenario where the packet size is unknown. Ericsson also points out that what matters is that the eNB knows that the UE has data.
-
Docomo wonders if a solution would not be to configure aperiodic SRS close to ON-DURATION. Ericsson prefers having SRS before ON-DURATION to give eNB the best knowledge on what resources can be allocated to the UE.

-
Nokia sees the benefit when the UE has data but not when the UE has no data as it would increase battery consumption. Nokia would therefore prefer to limit the mechanism to the cases when the UE has data. Ericsson would not like to introduce such a limitation as SRS can also be used for DL LA.

-
Alcatel-Lucent does not see a large benefit.

-
Docomo supports the proposal.

-
LGE would object as even some network vendors do not see the need.

[coffee break discussion]

-
no sustained objection, the proposal is agreed.

(
proposal is agreed.
R2-112158
Type-1-triggered SRS transmission independent of DRX
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, CATT, Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

-
NSN would like to add a reference to 36.213.

-
InterDigital thinks we could refer to layer-3 configured SRS instead of type 1.

(
agreed in principle with the addition of a reference to 36.213.
Activation

R2-112092
UE behaviours upon SCell reactivation
New Postcom
TP
36.321


-

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
(
not agreed (no new arguments compared to previous discussions).
PHR
R2-112232
Signalling of PCMAX,c for virtual type 2 PH
Alcatel-Lucent,
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
LGE thinks when PUCCH is not transmitted, PCmax is not transmitted.
-
Ericsson wonders what the benefits are.

-
NSN thinks the physical layer specifications are already clear. New Postcom and Mediatek agree.

(
not agreed (no support).
R2-112233
CR on Signalling of PCMAX,c for virtual type 2 PH
Alcatel-Lucent,
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
not agreed.
R2-112279
Pcmax,c reporting for extended power headroom reporting
Panasonic
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
Potevio thinks this is not really required as correct references are already in place. Ericsson agrees with Potevio but only for the RA procedure. For the reporting, we would at least need a reference to RAN1 specifications. Ericsson would like to avoid “configured” as this usually refers to RRC configured.

-
InterDigital would also like to support a clarification.

-
Samsung thinks that a reference to RAN1 specification might be enough (as long as it is already clear in RAN1 specification i.e. 36.213).

-
NSN supports the idea of including a reference but do not see the need to go further into details. LGE also thinks that since the physical layer provides the value to be signalled, the existing text is fine. Mediatek agrees. Panasonic still believe there is an ambiguity. Renesas agrees.
(
agree to add a reference to 36.213, work the detailed wording offline to avoid ambiguity around PCMAX,c - will be part of the rapporteur CR in R2-112560
R2-112280
Pcmax,c definition
Panasonic
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
not agreed as such but will be considered as basis for offline work.
CQI Reporting
R2-112269
CQI reporting and deactivation timer
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
InterDigital does not see a strong motivation. LGE wants to clarify the intended behaviour: should the UE report CQI or not. InterDigital agrees but thinks that reporting OOR or not has no impact on eNB decoding. LGE thinks the agreed behaviour is to stop CQI at n. 

-
Panasonic thinks this is more about periodic CQI on PUSCH and agrees with LGE. Samsung would also prefer aligning the behaviour.

-
Huawei thinks this addresses a corner case.

-
acknowledge that after receiving a PDCCH in the “last subframe of the deactivation timer”, a UE may require a few TTI before being able to send CQI.

-
InterDigital thinks this is limited to CQI on PUSCH and after deactivation only so might not be a serious issue. Huawei and Ericsson comment that the eNB should know when the timer expires and after that when not to expect CQI. ZTE agrees.
-
Samsung thinks this is more about aligning the behaviour.

(
agree that that the UE continues CQI reports until n+x, when the deactivation timer expires in subframe n.

-
NSN points out that since RAN1 refers to MAC CE for deactivation, we need to send them an LS to only refer to deactivation regardless of the reason

(
send an LS to RAN1 in R2-112561 [CB Friday LGE]
R2-112270
CQI reporting and deactivation timer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

(
agreed in principle.
R2-112282
CSI reporting and Carrier Aggregation
Panasonic
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO

-
ASUSTeK thinks understanding 1 is RAN2’s understanding and would like to send an LS.
-
NSN agrees and supports sending an LS indicating that this is a RAN1 topic.
-
Ericsson thinks understanding is 2. Docomo agrees. Docomo believes that we did agree on when to stop/start the reporting. NSN disagrees.
(
disagreement on interpretation  (whether the RAN2 agreement refers to content or actual transmission), decision up to RAN1, can be mentioned in R2-112561.


SN Limitation
R2-112378
Limitation of PDCP SN and FMS-fields in LTE Rel-10
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc





REL-10
LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_CA-Core

-
Chairman asks why looking at bit rates above 1Gbps ? Ericsson points out that some UE categories advertise such bit rate.

-
NSN thinks that when this was discussed earlier, no problem was identified.

-
Docomo wonders why not adopting some kind of window-stalling approach at PDCP? Prefer not to limit the rate.

(
not agreed (could be brought up in Rel-11).
R2-112379
Limitation of PDCP SN and FMS-fields in LTE Rel-10
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.323

-
C

REL-10
LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_CA-Core

R2-112380
Limitation of PDCP SN and FMS-fields in LTE Rel-10
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331

-
C

REL-10
LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_CA-Core

(
both not treated.
R2-111896
Using current RLC/MAC with the largest Transport Blocks
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc





REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
LGE points out that this would only work for DL.
-
Ericsson confirms the finding but this does not help PDCP.

-
Qualcomm asks if that would increase “de-segmentation” processing at the UE. NSN confirms but points out that the specification allows it. Qualcomm asks if the proposal would require any change. NSN’s understanding is that for the DL, the current specification allows such behaviour.

-
LGE thinks that since the problem comes from PDCP, this proposal is not required.

-
InterDigital thinks that would require a test case to make sure this is supported.

-
Qualcomm would prefer to have more time to check.

-
Docomo asks if we need to capture some limitation for the RLC PDU size. NSN thinks this is limited by MAC length field.

(
noted.
TEI10
R2-111948     BSR Cancellation Conflict Handling           Huawei, HiSilicon           Disc     REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23
-
Ericsson thinks the current text is ok. Samsung & NSN agree.

(
not agreed, PHR and BSR should be sent and specification is already clear.

R2-111949     Correction to BSR Cancellation Conflict     Huawei, HiSilicon CR 36.321 - F REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

(
not agreed.
R2-112327     Half-duplex FDD UE operation      ASUSTeK
CR        36.321              -           F          REL-10   TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Samsung asks what the consequence will be without the 1st change. ASUSTeK thinks the UE behaviour would be left unspecified. NSN sees no issue with leaving it unspecified.
-
Ericsson believes there are other cases of possible collisions that are not addressed. Ericsson would prefer not making any changes. ASUSTeK thinks there are not other cases.
(
not agreed.

R2-111879     Corrections to the drx-RetransmissionTimer           Potevio CR        36.321 - F REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

-
ASUSTeK thinks the proposal will change the agreed behaviour. Ericsson agrees. 

(
not agreed.

Chairman Notes
moved to 6.5
R2-112008
Some clarifications in 36.321
HTC
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

moved from TEI10
R2-111948     BSR Cancellation Conflict Handling           Huawei, HiSilicon           Disc     REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-111949     Correction to BSR Cancellation Conflict     Huawei, HiSilicon CR 36.321 - F REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-112327     Half-duplex FDD UE operation      ASUSTeK &nb p;   CR        36.321              -           F          REL-10   TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-111879     Corrections to the drx-RetransmissionTimer           Potevio CR        36.321 - F REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

Come Backs

BSR cancellation issue (Huawei) : what happens when joint and serial processing are applied and whether problematic cases occur that would justify changes in the specification.

R2-112560
Miscellaneous Corrections
Rapporteur (Ericsson)
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-112561
DRAFT LS to RAN1 on Deactivation
LGE
LS
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

Agreed Principle

R2-112281
Pcmax,c reporting for type 2 PH
Panasonic
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-112158
Type-1-triggered SRS transmission independent of DRX
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, CATT, Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core
R2-112270
CQI reporting and deactivation timer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321

-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
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