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1 Introduction

This document provides an overview of list of issues resulting from the review of the PDU specification including their status. For some issues the proposed solution is indicated as well as the company & Tdoc introducing this in the standard.

Most of the issues were concluded during the first step of the review. The result of this is captured in a collective CR, as provided in [2]. It should be noted that some of the lower priority issues are still not addressed (these will be included in a further update). Furthermore it should be noted that a number of issues provided well after the deadline are not yet included in this RIL (and also not yet adressed in the CR). The intention is to provide a further update will be provided, also including these items.

2 Conclusion & recommendation
This paper includes an overview of list of issues resulting from the review of the PDU specification. RAN2 is requested to endorse the status including the solutions proposed.

3 References

[1] 
TS 36.331 E-UTRA RRC specification
[2] R2-112224 Miscellaneous corrections (Rapporteur, Samsung)

[3] R2-111940 Discussion on RSTD measurement (ZTE)

[4] R2-111940 Clarification on RSTD measurement (ZTE)

[5] R2-112206 Add pre Rel-10 procedures to processing delay requirement for RRC procedure Section (Alcatel-Lucent)
Related contributions: to be listed
4 Review issue list (Annex)
Classification: 1: straigthforward clarification/ correction that can be included in next rapporteurs update, 2: small issue i.e. solution expected to be concluded easily e.g. by e-mail, 3: more significant issue i.e. requiring further discussion/ contributions
	No
	Clause(s)
	Description
	Class
	Details (proposed solution/ discussion)
	Status/ ref

	General

	1. 
	New configuration parts
	Is it clear which parts the new configuration belongs to and if this concerns new top level groups, is the behaviour clearly specified upon initial configuration (i.e. starting point/ default), upon connection release, upon full configuration..)

RN subframe configuration

SCell configuration
	3
	Some further analysis is desirable

>Rap: requires separate discussion/ contribution

ERI: maybe clarification is needed only in some cases and this is not necessarily a class 3 issue.

For new configurations introduced for CA and MIMO the default/initial configurations would be ‘release’ or ‘not configured’ as mentioned in ERI.6. 

For the RNReconfiguration, our understanding:

-
There should be no RN subframe configuration before configured (‘release’) but we prefer to not add any codepoint ‘release’ as that would also introduce the possibility for the network to explicitly release an RN subframe configuration, for which there is no use case. As the configuration is released upon connection release (see below), it should not be left hanging, hence no need to have and to apply a default value upon initial configuration.

-
The configuration is released upon connection release (discussed at RAN2#bis based on R2-110352, no explicit mentioning of release was considered needed in Section 5.3.12). 

-
Upon full configuration: a UE releases/clears all current dedicated radio configuration, with some exceptions. In our understanding, as the RN subframe configuration is part of the dedicated radio configuration and not listed as an exception, it will be released upon full configuration.
	SAM.1

TDoc SAM

	2. 
	5.3.3.4, 5.3.5.4, 5.3.7.5, 5.4.2.3 and e.g. 5.6.5.3
	Procedure text is not consistent, also with variable

Some parts suggest that PLMN identity may not be stored in VarRLF-Report (see below). However, upon HO failure and RLF, the plmn-Identity is always set. Also the field is mandatory in the variable

2>
if the UE has radio link failure or handover failure information available in VarRLF-Report and there is a plmn-Identity stored in VarRLF-Report and its value is equal to the RPLMN:
	2
	We may need to consider the case RLF is detected while the UE does not have an RPLMN? For this exceptional case, the simplest would be that the UE just stores nothing (neither RLF-Info PLMN identity). Then, the conditions can be rephrased based on the assumption that the PLMN-Id is always present in VarRLF-Report.

Change sentences to:

2>
if the UE has radio link failure or handover failure information available in VarRLF-Report and plmn-Identity stored in VarRLF-Report is equal to the RPLMN:
>DCM:

1. Agree that in most cases there would always be a valid RPLMN (i.e., PLMN-ID id always present in VarRLF-Report) when HOF or RLF is detected, The proposed change sentence is  fine.

2. But how we make sure that UE stores nothing? 
Is it clear the condition when the UE does not have valid R-PLMN? (e.g., Does UE have RPLMN when it’s doing Emergency Call? Does it (not) record RLF info from HOF and RLF during Emergency Call?)
>Rap: Agree the modification indicated above. The clarification regarding logging while the UE does not have an RPLM is best treated as part of issue 102/ MTK.16. If companies think further additions/ clarifications are needed, this requires separate contributions
	SAM.2, MOTS.3, ALU.5- 7, ALU.23

>Rap CR

	3. 
	All new IEs
	To what extend do we make use of extension markers i.e. do we place it in every choice (like in LocationInfo) or do we use it more conservely
	3
	As introduction is not very expensive, a marker may be included for all locations where extension does not seem very unlikely. Note that such local extension markers may not always be used i.e. to reduce overhead, occasionally we may wish to group extensions (and place them at locations other than the default extension locaton)

>Rap: requires separate discussion/ contribution (proposing individual extension markers based on existing principles)

ERI: in Rel-8 the introduction of extension marker has been studied case by case. Assume the same principle still applies
	SAM.3

TDoc SAM

	4. 
	
	It is confusing to use the term RLF-Info for failures other than RLF
	2
	Change to (Connection) Failure (e.g. FailureInfo)

>Rap: if principle is agreeable, preparation of separate text proposal seems desirable

>HW: OK with the change

>ALU: Note sure if FailureInfo is the right term but good that there will be a separate proposal to review

>DCM: Does the intention to change from Rel-9 or only Rel-10?  Rel-9 RLF-InfoAvailable in RCConnectionReestablishment exist from Rel-9 already. Agree that separate discussion is needed.
	SAM.41

TDoc SAM

	5. 
	4.4
	MDT function is missing.
	2
	Include the MDT function i.e. “-
Support of Radio measurement collection for Minimization of Drive Tests (MDT);”

>Rap: We are not commonly referring to MDT and have now introduced the term/ capability group for UE based network performance measurement parameters. So it may be better to talk about measurement logging and reporting for network performance optimisation.

>HW: OK with the proposal from RAP

ERI: Maybe “Support of configuring and collecting measurements from UE for network performance verification and optimisations”?

>DCM: Agree to HUA1 intention, can agree to Rap proposal.
e.g., :

- Support of  measurement logging and reporting for network performance optimisation
Rap2> As configuration is merely to support logging and reporting, proposal is to adopt the DCM suggestion
	HUA.1
>Rap CR

	6. 
	4.4
	The following procedure text is not clear on which radio interface (Uu or Un) the AS integrity protection is applied to. Change is deserable to indicate the concerning sentence is only applied to Un interface:

-
For RNs, configuration of AS integrity protection for DRBs;
	2
	Change sentence to:

 - For RNs, configuration of AS integrity protection for DRBs between RN and E-UTRAN;
ERI: Don’t agree. Not necessarily needed as it is stated in Section 4.1 that the spec denotes the RN _instead of the UE_. All mentioning of the RN is for the RN in its communication with the E-UTRAN, not the RN in its communication with UEs. If anything is unclear, we prefer to add (in yellow) to Section 4.1 to clarify (analogue to what was added in 36.323):
There are also (parts of) procedures and messages which are only applicable to the RN in its communication with the E-UTRAN, in which case the specification denotes the RN instead of the UE. Such RN specific aspects are not applicable to the UE.
Rap> Propose to adopt the more general clarification suggested by ERI
	HUA.2
>Rap CR

	7. 
	E.g.5.3.3.2
	There are several type of description of true in procedure text (i.e. TRUE, true, ‘true’ and “true”)

Furthermore, there are several type of de
	1
	It would be better to unify the standards
>DCM: Related to ALU8. It is proposed for rapporteur to perform general alignment in the whole spec.
Rap> Not using any quotes seems easiest to maintain (like having ';' for all bullets, including the last). Note that TRUE/ FALSE is used for BOOLEANs while true is used for ENUMERATEDs, so this can not be aligned
	Pan.1, ALU.1

>Rap CR (but lower priority)

	8. 
	E.g.5.2.2.5
	There are several type of descritption of false in procedure text (i.e. ‘FALSE’, ‘FALSE” and FALSE)
	1
	It would be better to unify the standards
Rap> See issue 7
	Pan.2
>Rap CR (but lower priority)

	9. 
	Various
	Many fields missing –r10 suffix:

cellIdentification and dl-CarrierFreq in SCellToAddMod-r10

cs-FallbackHighPriority in  ReleaseCause

Subfields of locationInfo-r10 in RLF-Report-r9

measResultNeighCells in LogMeasInfo-r10

prach-ConfigIndex in PRACH-ConfigSCell-r10

Subfields of MeasResultServFreq-r10

maxServiceCount-1

maxServiceCount

subfields of CrossCarrierSchedulingConfig-r10
	1
	Add –r10 suffix

Rap> See issue 176 (ALU.28) for the guideline
	ALU.2

>Rap CR

	5.2
 System information

	10. 
	5.2.1.1
	Sentence on RN is somewhat confusing
	1
	Change sentence to:

An RN configured with an RN subframe configuration does not need to apply the system information acquisition and change monitoring procedures.
	SAM.4

>Rap CR

	11. 
	5.2.1.1
	For SCells, E-UTRAN provides, via dedicated signalling, all system information relevant for operation in RRC_CONNECTED  when adding the SCell.
	1
	Scells should be changed to Scell for aligning to the other part of this sentence ‘when adding the SCell’.
	ZTE.1
>Rap CR

	12. 
	5.2.1.1
	The numbering of the following note is incorrect:

NOTE 2:
E-UTRAN may configure an RN, via dedicated signalling, with different parameter values than the ones broadcast in the concerned cell.
	1
	Change  'NOTE 2' to  'NOTE 3'

>Rap: Fixed during CR implementation (CR implementation error)
	HUA.3, ZTE.2, NSN.1

	13. 
	5.2.1.1
	In stage 2 it is specified that the RN applies the updated system information immediately once receiving from dedicated signalling, while this aspect is missing in stage 3. It is proposed to capture it in stage 3 and eliminate the potential consusion.
	2
	Changing sentence to:

The dedicated system information is applied immedicately when received from the RNReconfiguration message, and remains valid until overridden.
>Rap: No change seems needed as it seems this is already implied by the RN reconfiguration procedure. Moreover, the same seems to apply for system information that is broadcast, so introducing a statement only for the information signalled dedicatedly may be confusing?
>HW: We agree this can be already implied by the RN reconfiguration procedure. The reason why we commented is that the handling of dedicated SI for RN seems a little different from the broadcast ones for UE. According to the section 5.2.2.4 in TS36.331, for broadcast ones, “The UE may apply the received SIBs immediately, i.e. the UE does not need to delay using a SIB until all SI messages have been received. The UE may delay applying the received SIBs until completing lower layer procedures associated with a received or a UE originated RRC message, e.g. an ongoing random access procedure.” So we just wanted to make it explicitly clear
ZTE> we agree with Rap
>ALU: Ok (with comment Rap)

Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	HUA.4

	14. 
	5.2.1.1
	Upon change of any system information relevant to an RN, E-UTRAN provides the system information blocks containing the relevant system information to RNs configured with an RN subframe configuration via dedicated signalling using the RNReconfiguration message. For RNs configured with an RN subframe configuration, the system information contained in this dedicated signalling replaces any corresponding stored system information and takes precedence over any corresponding system information acquired through the system information acquisition procedure.
	1
	Two RNs should be changed to RN for RNReconfiguration can only be used to configure one RN. 
>Rap: It seems desirable to avoid use of both plural and singular forms within one sentence. However, it also seems desirable to continue using as much as possible the general placeholder for RN specific aspects i.e. the ‘for RNs’.

>ALU: OK with original text

ERI: Agree with rapporteur. Could consider changing “to an RN’’ in the first sentence to “to RNs” to avoid mixing singular and plural.

Rap2> Adopt suggestion from ERI
	ZTE.3
>Rap CR

	14a
	5.2.2.4
	4>  aquire SystemInformationBlockType12;

NOTE 3:   UEs shall start acquiring SystemInformationBlockType12 as described above even when systemInfoValueTag in SystemInformationBlockType1 has not changed.
	1
	Change aquire to acquire 
	LGE.3

>Rap CR

	14b
	5.2.2.9
	Some editorial mistakes remain in this subclause.

· ‘Apply’ should be corrected into ‘apply’
1>
if upper layers indicate that a (UE specific) paging cycle is configured:

2>
Apply the shortest of the (UE specific) paging cycle and the defaultPagingCycle included in the radioResourceConfigCommon;

· ‘UE’ should be corrected into ‘ue’
2>
The UE shall not update its values of the timers and constants in UE-TimersAndConstants except for the value of timer T300.
	1
	1. ‘Apply’ should be corrected into ‘apply’
2. UE should be corrected into ‘ue’
	POT. 2
>Rap CR

	15. 
	5.2.2.18
	2>
if all segments of a warning message have been received:
3>
discard the current values of messageIdentifier and serialNumber for SystemInformationBlockType11;
	1
	messageIdentifier and serialNumber should be changed to be italic. 
	ZTE.4
>Rap CR

	16. 
	5.2.2.19
	The UE should discard warningMessageSegment and the associated values of messageIdentifierand serialNumber for SystemInformationBlockType12 if the complete warning message has not been assembled within a period of 3 hours.
	1
	A blank should be inserted  between ‘messageIdentifier’ and ‘and’.
	ZTE.5
>Rap CR

	5.3
 Connection control

	17. 
	5.3.1.1
	Editorial suggestion in:

After having initiated the initial security activation procedure, E-UTRAN may configure a UE that supports Carrier Aggregation, with one or more SCells in addition to the PCell that is initially configured during connection establishment
	1
	After having initiated the initial security activation procedure, E-UTRAN may configure a UE that supports Carrier Aggregation, with one or more SCells in addition to the PCell that was initially configured during connection establishment
	ALU.3

>Rap CR

	18. 
	5.3.1.2a
	Upon first mentioning KUPint, it is not introduced as a key.
	1
	Add ‘key’:

“To provide integrity protection on DRBs between the RN and the E-UTRAN, the KUPint key is derived from the KeNB key”
	ERI.3

>Rap CR

	19. 
	5.3.1.3
	The organization of the 1st & 2nd paragraphs is strange, e.g. they contain redundant/overlapping text, perhaps due to being changed by different CRs.  For example:

a) the 1st sentence of the 2nd (CA-specific) paragraph is true for both CA and non-CA, and repeats what is already in the 1st paragraph.

b) the “optionally secondary” part of the 1st paragraph is also covered by the 2nd paragraph.
	2
	Reword the new text added in 1st and 2nd paragraphs, for clarity and to eliminate redundancy. Suggestion: merge 2nd paragraph into the first as follows:

In RRC_CONNECTED, the network controls UE mobility, i.e. the network decides when the UE shall connect to which E-UTRA cell(s), or inter-RAT cell. For network controlled mobility in RRC_CONNECTED, the PCell can be changed only by handover using an RRCConnectionReconfiguration message including the mobilityControlInfo, whereas the SCell(s) can be changed using the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message either with or without the mobilityControlInfo. The network triggers the handover procedure e.g. based on radio conditions, load. To facilitate this, the network may configure the UE to perform measurement reporting (possibly including the configuration of measurement gaps). The network may also initiate handover blindly, i.e. without having received measurement reports from the UE.
>ALU: OK

ERI: the 2nd paragraph is about CA Pcell/Scell change specifically. There may be some redundancy, but seems no ambiguities.

Rap> Introduce the suggestion from MOTS
	MOTS.2

>Rap CR

	20. 
	5.3.1.3
	The text about PCell upon re-establishment is only true if re-establishment succeeds, and not entirely consistent with section 5.3.7.5, i.e. here we state that PCell is cell where re-establishment was initiated but actual procedure is upon reception of RRCConnectionReestablishment by UE. 
	2
	Change “was initiated” to “succeeds” in the following sentence:

The cell in which the re-establishment procedure was initiated becomes the PCell while SCells, if configured, are released.
	MOTS.1

>Rap CR

	21. 
	5.3.1.3
	The following looks a bit strange:

E-UTRAN can independently add, remove or modify SCells by means of the RRC connection reconfiguration procedure using the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message, either including the mobilityControlInfo or not.
	2
	Suggest to change the hightlighted part to:

either including or not including the mobilityControlInfo
	ALU.4

<N/A anymore, see 19)

	22. 
	5.3.1.3
	“The source eNB may also provide the target eNB with a list of cells, which includes the best cell on each frequency for which measurement information is available, in order of decreasing RSRP”

Unclear what “includes the best cell” – does this mean only the best cell or many cells including the best cell?  See also comment #35
	2
	If only best cell per frequency, suggest phrasing as follows:

The source eNB may also provide the target eNB with a list of best cells on each frequency for which measurement information is available, in order of decreasing RSRP
Note> Although the current text clearly indicates it is allowed for the source to report multiple cells (for some of the frequencies), the ASN.1 seems to allow only the the best cell (see ALU.35).

ZTE: we think there is no ambiguity for original wording since best cell of each frequency will only be one from UE point of view.

Rap> We need to choose i.e. modify the ASN.1 or the text. Some more views would be preferred

Rap2> Common understanding is that RAN2 agreed to limit reporting to the best cell only
	ALU.22

>Rap CR

	22a
	5.3.1.3
	“remove the SCells” is used instead of “release the SCells” widely used in other parts of the current specification.
	1
	“remove” is changed into “release” to keep it aligned.
	POT.3
<N/A anymore, see 19)

	22b
	5.3.3.2
	Missing italics on field nametimeAlignmentTimerCommon and missing italics on SystemInformationBlockType2 on third bullet from the end
	1
	Seems to be correct (with italics) in v10.0.0, fix (or avoid introcuding) in CR implementation.

Rap: Should be done during CR implementation
	ERI.37

	23. 
	5.3.3.2
	The yellow marked'and' in the following seems incorrect:

3>  if SystemInformationBlockType2 includes ac-BarringForCSFB or the UE does not support CS fallback:

4> inform upper layers about the failure to establish the RRC connection and that access barring for mobile originating calls is applicable, upon which the procedure ends;

3>  else (SystemInformationBlockType2 does not include ac-BarringForCSFB and the UE supports CS fallback):
	2
	Replace by 'or'

>Rap: Comment seems incorrect - no change needed

>HW: Agree with RAP
	SAM.5

	24. 
	5.3.3.4
	“provided” in the text should be “provide”

2>

if upper layers provided the 'Registered MME':

3>
include and set the gummei-Type to the value provided by the upper layers;
	1
	Change “provided” to “provide”

(Note, In case RAN#51 send the CR back to RAN2, the problem does not exist)

>Rap: Should be handled during CR implementation already

>Rap2: Comment is obsolte as CR was not approved by RAN plenary but sent back to RAN2
	NSN2

	25. 
	5.3.3.4
	2>
if the UE has radio link failure or handover failure information available in VarRLF-Report and there is a plmn-Identity stored in VarRLF-Report and its value is equal to the RPLMN:

3>
include rlf-InfoAvailable and set it to 'true';

2>
if the UE has logged measurements available for E-UTRA and plmn-Identity stored in VarLogMeasReport is equal to the RPLMN:

3>
include logMeasAvailable and set it to true;
	1
	Missing ‘’ on the second true 

>DCM: Related to PAN1, ALU1. It is proposed for rapporteur to perform general alignment in the whole spec.
Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	ALU.8

	26. 
	5.3.5.6
	The following text is a bit confusing.

3>
set the failedPCellId to the global cell identity, if available, and otherwise to the physical cell identity and carrier frequency of the target PCell of the failed handover;
	1
	Change to following

3>
set the failedPCellId to the global cell identity or to the physical cell identity and carrier frequency of the target PCell of the failed handover, if available;
>Rap: Suggested change does not seem to reflect that UE shall try to include ECGI, but if that is not available, it shall include PCI + ARFCN

ZTE: we agree with Rap.

>HW: Agree with RAP

>ALU: original text OK

>DCM: Agree with rapporteur
Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	NSN3

	27. 
	5.3.3.8
	The “and mobile originating CS fallback” in the last bullet was inserted in the wrong place.
	1
	Move the text to just before “is applicable”.
	MOTS.4, ERI.1

>Rap CR

	28. 
	5.3.5.4
	Same text as ALU.8
	1
	Missing ‘’ on the second true 

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	ALU.9

	29. 
	5.3.5.6, and

5.3.11.3
	Current convention in RRC spec seems to be to use “serving cell” only when it applies to both PCell and Scell, but that is not the case in the yellow marked text below:

3>
set the measResultLastServCell to include the RSRP and RSRQ, if available, of the serving cell based on measurements collected up to the moment the UE detected radio link failure;
	2
	Replace “serving cell” with “PCell”.
	MOTS.5

>Rap CR

	30. 
	5.3.5.6, and

5.3.11.3
	For measResultListEUTRA, the carrierFreq and measResultList are mandatory in the ASN.1.  So it seems unnecessary (redundant) to state that they are included since there is also text stating that the parent IE is included.

Same is true for measResultListUTRA and measResultsCDMA2000.
	2
	Delete “and include the corresponding carrierFreq and measResultList”.

(3 occurrences, in each of 2 sections)
	MOTS.6

>Rap CR

	31. 
	5.3.5.6, and

5.3.11.3
	Is the NOTE 2 at the end of section 5.3.5.6 in the right place?

Same comment for NOTE at end of section 5.3.11.3 (which also needs a colon).
	2
	Consider moving the NOTE to just below the last step related to measurement results.

>DCM: Agree with MOTS7
	MOTS.7

>Rap CR

	31a
	5.3.5.6, 5.3.11.3 and IE description of LocationInfo
	It seems more appropriate/ consistent to talk about detailed location information’
	2
	Change to e.g. if detailed location information is available..
	LGE.1

>Rap CR

	32. 
	5.3.5.6 T304 expiry


	The relation between the following bullet 3> and the rest of bullet 4> is not clear.

3>
set the measResultNeighCells to include best neighbouring cells, ordered such that the best cell is listed first, and based on measurements collected up to the moment the UE detected handover failure;
Need to add “and set its field as follows:”
	1
	Add the following highlighted change:

3>
set the measResultNeighCells to include best neighbouring cells, ordered such that the best cell is listed first, and based on measurements collected up to the moment the UE detected handover failure, and set its fields as follows;
	DCM 1
>Rap CR

(also in 5.3.11.3)

	33. 
	5.3.5.6, 5.3.11.3
	The wording “ECGI” is found in the following;

3>
include previousPCellId and set it to ECGI of the PCell where the last RRCConnectionReconfiguration message including mobilityControlInfo was received;
	1
	Should be changed to “global cell identity”
	DCM 2
>Rap CR

	34. 
	5.3.5.6 and 5.3.11.3
	Bracket [] for 48 hours of VarRLF-Report release time needs to be removed.
	2
	Remove the bracket
	DCM 5
>Rap CR

	35. 
	5.3.5.6
	3> if location information is available, set the content of the locationInfo as follows:

4>
include the locationCoordinates;

4>
include the horizontalVelocity, if available;
	1
	locationCoordinates should be italised.
Rap: was already handled during CR implementation
	ALU.11

	36. 
	5.3.5.6
	Italics for UE information procedure
NOTE 1:
E-UTRAN may retrieve the handover failure information using the UE information procedure with rlf-ReportReq set to 'true', as specified in 5.6.5.3.
	1
	Editorial

Rap: No change seems needed i.e. italics is normally not used for procedure names
	ALU.12

	37. 
	5.3.5.6
	Missing procedural text to update “gnss-TOD-msec”?
	3
	Check if this is intentional.  If it needs correction, a CR will probably be needed as follows.  

3> if location information is available, set the content of the locationInfo as follows:

4>
include the locationCoordinates;

4>
include the horizontalVelocity, if available;




4> include gnss-TOD-msec if available;
Rap: In my understanding it has not been agreed to report gnss-TOD for connection failure. This will require separate discussion (paper).

>HW: Agree with RAP
>DCM: Confirming rapporteur that there is no intention to include gnss-TOD-msec for connection failure. The agreement is to include the IE in for immediate MDT in Measurement Report (section 5.5.5).
Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	ALU.13

	37a
	5.3.5.6
	It is not very clear if the UE shall only include the previous PCell ID if handover occurred just before RLF or any time during the lifetime of the RRC connection:

3>
if an RRCConnectionReconfiguration message including the mobilityControlInfo was received before the connection failure:
	2
	Change to: 'during the lifetime of the RRC connection'
	ALU.40

>Rap CR

	38. 
	5.3.5.8
	Motivation for the change below is not clear:

release/ clear all current dedicated radio configurations except the C-RNTI, the security configuration and the PDCP, RLC and logical channel configurations for the RBs as well as the logged measurement configuration;
	3
	It is unclear whether the expectation is to keep the logged configuraiton (note this is an exception list) and in any case, why a specific call out of this is necessary.  Does it include the logged measurement infomration as well?

Rap: No change seems needed as in my understanding it was clearly agreed that moving to a legacy eNB should affect neither the logged measurement configuration nor the logged measurement information

ZTE: agree with Rap

Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	ALU.14

	39. 
	5.3.7.5
	Same text as ALU.8
	1
	Missing ‘’ on the true 

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	ALU.10

	40. 
	5.3.7.5
	Editorial: There is a 3> level bullet not indented properly
	1
	Indent the bullet one more level.

Rap: was already handled during CR implementation
	MOTS.8

	41. 
	5.3.7.5
	RN text may be misunderstood as not addressing DRBs established after the reestablishment, but only addressing already established DRBs (which are covered by the “subsequently resumed”). 

2>
configure lower layers to apply integrity protection using the previously configured algorithm and the KUPint key, for subsequently resumed or established DRBs that are configured to apply integrity protection, if any;
	1
	Add another ‘subsequently’:

2>
configure lower layers to apply integrity protection using the previously configured algorithm and the KUPint key, for subsequently resumed or subsequently established DRBs that are configured to apply integrity protection, if any;
	ERI.2

>Rap CR

	42. 
	5.3.7.5
	Reordering of bullets for RN security
	1
	Move the added RN bullets on KUPint up, so that these bullets on KUPint follow directly after the corresponding bullet on KRRCint, before the bullets on KRRCenc and KUPenc (to first treat all integrity protection, later all encryption). 
	ERI.4

>Rap CR

	43. 
	5.3.8.3
	1>
else if the releaseCause received in the RRCConnectionRelease message indicates 'cs-FallbackHighPriority ':

2>
perform the actions upon leaving RRC_CONNECTED as specified in 5.3.12, with release cause 'CS Fallback High Priority';
	1
	Redundant space at the end of cs-FallbackHighPriority.
Rap: was already handled during CR implementation
	ALU.16

	44. 
	5.3.10.0
	measSubframePattern-Serv does not follow the naming conventions.
	1
	Change to measSubframePatternServ.
	ERI.5

>Rap CR

	45. 
	5.3.10.3
	radioResourceConfiguration is not the correct name.

NOTE:
Removal and addition of the same drb-Identity in single radioResourceConfiguration is not supported.
	1
	Change to radioResourceConfigDedicated

>Rap: This concerns REL-8 text

>ALU: Should keep the original text

>Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now. Preference is to handle this separate from the ASN.1 review (if there is consensus to change a number of REL-8 parts, these may be collected in a separate 'Miscellanous corrections CR')
	NSN4

	46. 
	5.3.10.8

	The domain measurement restriction can be applied for serving cell and neighboring cells. This subclause only states the measurement restriction of serving cell only. It is suggested to have a more precise subclause name.
	1
	Change the subclause title to “Time domain measurement resource restriction for serving  cell”
	MTK.0

>Rap CR

	47. 
	5.3.10.8 
	eICIC pattern should use term Pcell rather than serving cell.
	3
	Replace Serving cell with Pcell?

>Rap: It seems preferrable to handle this by a separate discussion/ contribution (covering all eICIC patterns/ configuration parts). Also see e.g. MTK.30

>HW: We prefer not to change the currently used text (i.e. serving cell). RAN2 agreed at RAN2#72bis that Support for eICIC on Scells is not considered part of the WI.  we should avoid mentioning Pcell. Also RAN4 has already concluded that inter-freq is not considered in R10.

>ZTE: maybe one clarification is needed but not to change the serving cell to Pcell directly in case we might also agree the eICIC can be applied for inter-frequency case

Rap2> Separate contribution covering the entire issue i.e. all eICIC related fields (see 230/ ALU.29)
	ALU.17

TDoc ALU

	48. 
	5.3.10.8
	The yellow marcked release in the following seems incorrect:

1>
if the received measSubframePattern-Serv is set to ‘release’:
	1
	‘release’ should be changed to ‘release’
	Pan.3, ALU.18

>Rap CR

	49. 
	5.3.11.3
	Editorial: Carriage return missing before 3>
	1
	Add carriage return.

>Rap: Handled during CR implementation
	MOTS.9, ALU.19

	50. 
	5.3.11.3 Detection of radio link failure
	(same as DCM1)

The relation between the following bullet 3> and the rest of bullet 4> is not clear.

3>
set the measResultNeighCells to include best neighbouring cells, ordered such that the best cell is listed first, and based on measurements collected up to the moment the UE detected radio link failure;
Need to add “and set its fileds as follows:”
	1
	Add the following higlighted change:

3>
set the measResultNeighCells to include best neighbouring cells, ordered such that the best cell is listed first, and based on measurements collected up to the moment the UE detected radio link failure, and set its fields as follows:
	DCM 3
>Rap CR

	51. 
	5.3.11.3
	Font style of “locationCoordinates” to be changed to Italic:

4>
include the locationCoordinates;
	1
	Change to Italic.
Rap: was already handled during CR implementation
	DCM 4, ALU.15

	52. 
	5.3.11.3
	Not sure why 

if an RRCConnectionReconfiguration message including the mobilityControlInfo was received before the connection failure
is needed in this section
	2
	IF no reason is identifed, this can be removed.

Rap: No change seems needed i.e. it has been agreed to report the previous PCell as the RLF may relate to an incorrect preceeding handover decision

ZTE: agree with Rap. If this condition is removed, there's no previous PCellId

Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	ALU.20

	53. 
	5.3.11.3
	Missing procedural text to update “gnss-TOD-msec”?
	2
	Check if this is intentional.  If it needs correction, a CR will probably be needed as follows. 

3> if location information is available, set the content of the locationInfo as follows:

4>
include the locationCoordinates;

4>
include the horizontalVelocity, if available;




4> include gnss-TOD-msec if available;
Rap: (see ALU.14) In my understanding it has not been agreed to report gnss-TOD for connection failure. This will require separate discussion (paper).

>HW: agree with RAP
>DCM: Confirming rapporteur that there is no intention to include gnss-TOD-msec for connection failure. The agreement is to include the IE in for immediate MDT in Measurement Report (section 5.5.5).
Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	ALU.21

	54. 
	5.4.4.1
	With the introduction of the e-CSFB-dual-1XRTT indicator in UE capabilities, the following sentence should be modified:

This procedure is also used to trigger the UE which has dual Rx/Tx configuration and supports enhanced 1xCSFB to redirect its second radio to CDMA2000 1xRTT.
	2
	Replaces yellow marked text as follows:

This procedure is also used to trigger the UE which supports dual Rx/Tx enhanced 1xCSFB to redirect its second radio to CDMA2000 1xRTT. 
	MOTS.10

>Rap CR

	5.4
 Inter-RAT mobility

	55. 
	5.4.2.3
	1>
set the content of RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete message as follows:

2>
if the UE has radio link failure or handover failure information available in VarRLF-Report and there is a plmn-Identity stored in VarRLF-Report and its value is equal to the RPLMN:

3>
include rlf-InfoAvailable and set it to 'true';

2>
if the UE has logged measurements available for E-UTRA and plmn-Identity stored in VarLogMeasReport is equal to the RPLMN:

3>
include the logMeasAvailable and set it to true;


	1
	Missing ‘’ on the true

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	ALU.23

	56. 
	5.4.2.3
	>
if the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message does not include rlf-TimersAndConstants set to ‘setup’:


	1
	Setup should be italised.
	ALU.24

>Rap CR

	56a
	5.4.6.2
	1>  upon receiving an RRCConnectionSetup message:

2>  consider the inter-RAT cell change order procedure to have completed succesfully;
	1
	Change succesfully to successfully 
	LGE.4

>Rap CR

	5.5
 Measurements

	56b
	5.5.1
	Whenever the procedural specification, other than contained in sub-clause 5.5.2, refers to a field it concerns a field included in the VarMeasConfig unless explictly stated otherwise i.e. only the measurement configuration procedure covers the direct UE action related to the received measConfig.
	1
	Change explicitly to explicitly

Rap> Same correction in a few other places (IE RadioResourceConfigDedicated, 10.5)
	LGE.5

>Rap CR

	57. 
	5.5.2.2a
	The NOTE 2 is unnecessary since SCell removal action is explicitly indicated in the re-establishment procedure in subclause 5.3.7.2: “release the SCell(s), if configured, in accordance with 5.3.10.3a”
	2
	Remove NOTE 2
>Rap: The note merely provides some backup information for the cleanup done that remains to be done after re-establishment, so it seems to have some value..

MTK> We suggest to keep the note

>ALU: OK with the original text

Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	HUA.5

	58. 
	5.5.2.2a
	Problem: Wording in NOTE2 withing brackets is active wording “(e.g. it released the SCell(s) ..” Active wording usually not used, and it is unclear what “it” is referring to  
	1
	Change to “(SCell(s) are released, if configured)”
	MTK.5

>Rap CR

	59. 
	5.5.2.4
	The yellow marcked part seems incorrect:

1>
for each measObjectId included in the received measObjectToRemoveList that is part of the current UE configuration in varMeasConfig:
	1
	varMeasConfig should be changed to VarMeasConfig
This is related to old release.
	Pan.4
>Rap CR

	60. 
	5.5.2.5
	measSubframeCellList is optional present in the measSubframePatternConfig-Neig IE, thus it may not previously for removing 
4>
remove the measSubframeCellList;
	1
	Change the bullet to:

4>
remove the measSubframeCellList, if previously configured;
Rap> Category changed to 1 (as suggested by MTK)
	HUA.6
>Rap CR

	61. 
	5.5.2.5
	The new text regarding measSubframePatternConfig-Neigh (which is needed as there is delta signalling for this field), should be specify that the UE configures/ releases the corresponding field in VarMeasConfig (as for other fields)
	2
	Update

Rap> The existing sentences can be simplified, as the field in the variable is always simply replaced by the field that is received (if included in the received measObject)
	SAM.42

>TDoc SAM

	62. 
	5.5.2.5
	4>
apply the time domain measurement resource restriction for neighbour cells in accordance with the received MeasSubframePattern;
The measurement restriction may be applied to all neighboring cells or parts of them according to PCI range. However, the current text does not reflect the ASN.1 code exactly. 
And, MeasSubframePattern is data type not parameter.
	1
	1. Clarify that the measurement restriction is applied to all neighboring cells or the cells within PCI range.
2. Replace MeasSubframePattern by MeasSubframePattern-Neigh
[Suggested text]
…. apply the time domain measurement resource restriction for all neighbour cells or the cells in measSubframeCellList in accordance with the received measSubframePattern-Neigh MeasSubframePattern;
Rap> It seems preferrable not to duplicate the handling if no cell list is provided (already covered by field description)

MTK> We agree with the comment that handling is covered in the field description. So, we suggest to only replace MeasSubframePattern by MeasSubframePattern-Neigh (maybe cat2 -> cat1

ZTE: we agree with Rap to it is not nice to duplicate the field description. However to replace measSubframePattern with measSubframePattern-Neigh could be helpful in order to differentiate measSubframePattern for serving cell

>HW: agree with RAP
>ALU: OK with the original text

Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now
	MTK.1 

	63. 
	5.5.2.5
	Problem: Wording “release” has been introduced to indicate that a configuration in a variable is changed. Earlier only the word “remove” was used 
	1
	Not sure this needs to be fixed. 

Rap> both release and remove seem to be used frequently, so there seems not much gain to change one particular case
	MTK.6

	64. 
	5.5.2.5
	Editorial: The first level 3> colon ending instead of semicolon
	1
	Change colon to semicolon
	DCM 6, Pan.6
>Rap CR

	65. 
	5.5.2.5
	Typos in two places: 

measSubframePatternConfig-Neig
should be
measSubframePatternConfig-Neigh
	1
	Change i.e. add 'h'
	MTK12, DCM 7, Pan.5, NSN5

>Rap CR

	66. 
	5.5.3.1
	The style for “Rx-Tx” in “UE Rx-Tx time difference clause” should be aligned.
Impacted section 5.5.1, 5.5.3.1, 5.5.3.2, 6.3.5 (MeasResult: 4 places, ReportConfigEUTRA: 1 places)
	1
	Adopt: “Rx-Tx” style
	DCM 8
>Rap CR

	67. 
	5.5.3.1
	The yellow marcked part seems not correct:

NOTE 1:
If autonomous gaps are used to perform measurements, the UE is allowed to temporarily abort communication with all serving cells, i.e. create autonomous gaps to perform the corresponding measurements within the limits specified in TS 36.133 [16]. Otherwise, the UE only supports the measurements with the purpose set to 'reportCGI' only if E-UTRAN has provided sufficient idle periods.
	1
	s should be changed to (s)
	Pan.7
>Rap CR

	68. 
	5.5.4.1
	There may be several serving cells on different frequencies

4>
else if the eventA1 or eventA2 is configured in the corresponding reportConfig:
5>
consider only the serving cell to be applicable;
	2
	Change the bullet 5 to:
5>
consider only the serving cell on the associated frequency to be applicable;
>Rap: One could regard this to be clear already from the 3rd bullet in 5.5.4.2/ 3 respectively
MTK> suggest cat 1 -> cat 2, no change seems strictly needed, however could be ok if better wording found, the proposed word “associated” also brings unclarity.

Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now, unless more companies express support
	HUA.7

	69. 
	5.5.4.1
	Ambiguious text


5>
for events involving a serving cell on one frequency and neighbours on another frequency, the UE considers the serving cell on the other frequency as any other neighbouring cell;
	1
	[suggested text]
5>
for events involving a serving cell on one frequency and neighbours on another frequency, the UE considers the serving cell on the other frequency, if any, as a any other neighbouring cell;

ZTE: we don’t think the change is needed. If there is no serving cell on another frequency then this sentence is simply not applied. If any, it is applied

ALU: We don’t normally use “the UE considers” in normative text as it is already clear that we are talking about UE behaviour.  So suggest the further changes to the above: 'another frequency, the UE considers the serving cell on the

Rap: The addition of 'if any' does not seem needed, as indicated by ZTE. It seems good to change as ALU suggests re. the UE considers'. Also, it seems better to say 'as a neighbouring cell' as suggested by MTK
	MTK.4

>Rap CR

	70. 
	5.5.4.2

5.5.4.3
	Current text says “the (primary or secondary) cell”

Problem: Ugly text
	1
	Remove brackets around (primary or secondary) 
	MTK.7
>Rap CR

	70a
	5.5.4.6
	One editorial mistake remains.

The UE shall:

1>
consider the entering condition for this event to be satisfied when both conditions A5-1 and condition A5-2, as specified below, are fulfilled;
	1
	Change ‘conditions’ into ‘condition’
	POT.4
>Rap CR

	71. 
	5.5.5
	The starting position of “3> Else” description does not align with other descriotion
	1
	Indent one character.
Rap: was already handled during CR implementation
	MTK.2



	72. 
	5.5.5
	1>
if the includeLocationInfo is configured in the corresponding reportConfig for this measId and detailed location information is available, set the content of the locationInfo as follows:
2>
include, only once, the locationCoordinates;

Problem: Stage-3 text is not clear. Location coordinates can anyway only be included once in the message
	1
	Proposed to change to e.g. 

1>
if the includeLocationInfo is configured in the corresponding reportConfig for this measId and detailed location information that has not been reported, is available, set the content of the locationInfo as follows:
2>
include the locationCoordinates;

Rap> Category changed to 1 (as suggested by MTK)

>HW: OK with the change
>DCM: Agree with MTK, Pan
>Pan: we agree with above modification
	MTK.8, Pan.15
>Rap CR

	73. 
	5.5.5
	Procedure text describes locationCoordinates and gnss-TOD-msec as report of location information. However,  there is no description on horizontalVelocity as follows:

1>
if the includeLocationInfo is configured in the corresponding reportConfig for this measId and detailed location information is available, set the content of the locationInfo as follows:
2>
include, only once, the locationCoordinates;

2>
if available, include gnss-TOD-msec;
	3
	The yellow part is proposed addition to procedure text:

1>
if the includeLocationInfo is configured in the corresponding reportConfig for this measId and detailed location information is available, set the content of the locationInfo as follows:
2> include, only once, the locationCoordinates;
2>  if available, include horizontalVelocity;
2>  if available, include gnss-TOD-msec;

>ALU: Need to check if meeting had agreed to include velocity. In any case, as a 3, it needs a separate contribution

MDT Rap: During RAN2#70bis we agreed velocity for RLF reporting, but neither for IMM nor for LOG MDT

ERI: Shouldn’t the last two also be included “only once”?

>DCM: The agreement was to include horizontalVelocity for Connection Failure (RLF and HOF) cases.
>Pan: We misunderstood the last agreement. So, yellow part should not be added. On the other hand, Condition to set OPTIONAL IEs within locationInfo IE is different among 3 cases (RLF report, Immidiate MDT, logged MDT), hence we think it is better to clarify it. This might be related to #37, #54 i.e. gnss-TOD-msec

Rap2: Proposal is not to introduce changes now. If additional clarification is considered to be needed, a separate contribution should be brought
	Pan.8
TDoc PAN

	74. 
	5.5.5
	Missing “the” in front of “gnss-TOD-msec”
	1
	Add
	DCM 9
>Rap CR

	75. 
	5.5.5
	The yellow part seems incorrect:

5>
if the measObject associated with this measId concerns UTRA FDD and if ReportConfigInterRAT does not include the reportQuantityUTRA-FDD, or:
	1
	The proposed modification is as follows:

5>
if the measObject associated with this measId concerns UTRA FDD and if ReportConfigInterRAT does not include the reportQuantityUTRA-FDD; or

	Pan.9
>Rap CR

	76. 
	5.5.6.1
	Re-establishment should be independent on handover:

-
when performing the connection re-establishment procedure, as specified in 5.3.7, ensure that a measObjectId corresponding each handover target serving frequency is configured as a result of the procedure described in this sub-clause and the subsequent connection reconfiguration procedure immediately following the re-establishment procedure;
	1
	MTK, HUA: Change ‘each handover target’ to ‘to the re-establishment target’

Rap> Category changed to 1 (as suggested by MTK)

>ALU: Propose to change REL-9 text as follows:

handover: 'corresponding to each handover target carrier'

re-establishment: 'corresponding to each target carrier'

ERI: HUA proposal seems good.

>>Rap2: ALU proposal seems preferrable as the sentence for re-establishment is not solely about re-establishment but about the combination of re-establishment and the subsequent reconfiguration.
	HUA.8, MTK.9
>Rap CR

	77. 
	5.5.6.1
	In current text, unclear if the word “involving” refers to both re-establishment and handover: 

1>
if the procedure was triggered due to a handover or successful re-establishment involving a change of the PCell to another frequency, update the measId values in the measIdList within VarMeasConfig as follows:
	1
	>Rap, MTK: Change 'involving' to: 'and the procedure involves'

>HW: agree with RAP
>ALU: agree with Rap
Rap2> Category changed to 1 (as suggested by MTK)
	MTK.3

>Rap CR

	78. 
	5.5.6.1

5.5.2.2a
	Neither of these clauses involves modification of Scell, e.g. if A6 was configured for the new primary frequency, the A6 configuration will still be there, but cannot be used .. shall it be removed?
	3
	It seems the suggestion is that the UE shall autonomously remove an A6 configured for the new primary frequency

>Rap: The issue is better handled by a separate discussion/ contribution

ZTE: we think A6 of the new primary could be removed by target eNB since section 5.5.6.1 is done before UE apply measurement configuration within handover command

>Rap2: no change now, requires separate paper
	MTK.10
>TDoc(s) MTK, HW

	79. 
	5.5.7.2
Request trigger(s)
	Individual triggers are normally specified by individual bullets. It is now somewhat unclear if a change of measurement gap configuration can also trigger the procedure (i.e. when upper layers provided the indication there were enough gaps, but at a later point in time the gaps are released or reduced)
	2
	Clarify the intended triggers

>Rap: If the intended behaviour is unclear, this issue is better handled by a separate discussion/ contribution

ERI: seems the comment was suggesting to split the last bullet 1) (triggering conditions). Then it could be done like suggested.

ZTE: our understanding is in this case this procedure will be triggered since UE can’t do the meaurement for positioning any more

>Rap2: no change now, requires separate paper
	SAM.6

TDoc NTT, ZTE
[3, 4]

	80. 
	5.5.7.2

Release trigger
	The current text seems to imply that a release may be triggered while there was no preceeding request (i.e. when there were sufficient gaps configured)?
	2
	Clarify the intended trigger

>Rap: If the intended behaviour is unclear, this issue is better handled by a separate discussion/ contribution

ZTE: our understanding is UE intend to show it will stop doing LCS measurement and up to the eNB to decide whether measurement gap will be released or not since measuement gap will be also be used for normal RRM measurement.

>Rap2: no change now, requires separate paper (together with 80, 82, 83)
	SAM.7

TDoc NTT, ZTE

	81. 
	5.5.7.2
	The yellow part seems incorrect:

1> upper layers indicate to start performing inter-frequency RSTD measurements and;
1> the UE requires measurement gaps for inter-frequency RSTD measurements and;
1> the measurement gaps are either not configured or, if configured, measurement gaps are not sufficient;
The UE indicates to the network that it is going to stop inter-frequency RSTD measurement under the following conditions:
1> upper layers indicate to stop performing inter-frequency RSTD measurements and;
	1
	The proposed modification is as follows:

5> upper layers indicate to start performing inter-frequency RSTD measurements; and
5> the UE requires measurement gaps for inter-frequency RSTD measurements; and
5> the measurement gaps are either not configured or, if configured, measurement gaps are not sufficient;
The UE indicates to the network that it is going to stop inter-frequency RSTD measurement under the following conditions:
5> upper layers indicate to stop performing inter-frequency RSTD measurements; and
	Pan.10
>Rap CR

	82. 
	5.5.7.2, 5.5.7.3
	Redundant description of start and stop condition in 5.5.7.2 and 5.5.7.3.

Maybe only the one in 5.5.7.3 is needed
	2
	DCM: Discuss whether description in both section is needed
Pan: More simplification should be done
MTK> Seems like the whole section needs a little bit of rewriting, huh. How to handle?

ALU: Agree that there is duplication.  But this is a result of much discussion.  Need to see the proposal first

>Rap: no change now, requires separate paper. Best combined with 79 and 80 (also note related issue 83)
	DCM 10, Pan.11
TDoc NTT, ZTE

	83. 
	5.5.7.3
	Should there be an else for the case no message is transmitted i.e. when sufficient gaps are configured (or is this covered by the trigger conditions) 
	2
	No need; should be covered by triggering conditions

>Rap: no change now, relates to 82
	SAM.8

TDoc NTT, ZTE

	84. 
	5.5.7.3
	For the 'start' case, the setting of the field rstd-InterFreqIndication seems to be missing
	2
	Add

ALU: Isn’t this clear from the rstd-InterFreqInfoList setting?

ERI: is it not covered by the first 1) bullet?

>Rap: no change now (unless more support is expressed for adding an explicit statement)
	SAM.9

	85. 
	5.5.7.3

	Curent text: The UE shall set the contents of InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication message as follows:
Formatting problem, Should be Italic
	1
	InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication
Rap: was already handled during CR implementation
	MTK.11

	86. 
	5.5.7.3
	The yellow part seems incorrect:

3>
set the rstd-InterFreqIndication to the value "stop".
	1
	Proposed modification is as follows:

3>
set the rstd-InterFreqIndication to the value "stop";
Rap> A few more '.' should be replaced by ';'
	Pan.12
>Rap CR

	87. 
	5.5.7.3
	The yellow part seems in correct:

1>
submit the InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication message to lower layers for transmission, upon which the procedure ends.
	1
	Proposed modification is as follows:

1>
submit the InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication message to lower layers for transmission, upon which the procedure ends;

	Pan.143
>Rap CR

	88. 
	5.5.7.3
	Is it necessary of double quotation of “stop” ?

3>
set the rstd-InterFreqIndication to the value "stop".
	1
	We propose that double quatation is modified to single quatation.
Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	Pan.14

	5.6
 Other

	89. 
	5.6.1.3
	Single quotation is missing at the end of dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-HRPD. 

1>
if the dedicatedInfoType is set to 'dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-1XRTT' or to 'dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-HRPD:
	1
	This is related with old release. The proposed modification is as follows:

1>
if the dedicatedInfoType is set to 'dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-1XRTT' or to 'dedicatedInfoCDMA2000-HRPD':

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	Pan.16

	90. 
	5.6.5

5.3.3.4

5.3.5.4

5.3.7.5

5.4.2.3
	Texual inconsistency, In some procedure text, the value is specified of IE of type ENUMERATED  {true}. For such IE’s the presence or non-presence is the important factor and the value of the IE do not need to be mentioned, as there can anyway only be one value. 
	1
	Proposed to remove all occurances of mentioning in procedure text the value of IE of type ENUMERATED {true} and only mention the presence. In particular this concerns the following IEs: rlf-InfoAvailable, logMeasAvailable
>Rap: same/ similar as Pan.1, ALU.1
	MTK.13

>Rap CR

	91. 
	5.6.5.3

5.3.5.6
	Inconsistent conventions when indicating value of IE of Type BOOLEAN. It seems the most common style in RRC spec is TRUE and FALSE, i.e. capital letters, italics, without quotation marks (which is inconsistent with RRC ASN.1 Style Annex), also the following styles are found: true, ‘true’, ‘TRUE’, 
	1
	In the reviewed sections the following IEs are subject to inconsistenty rlf-ReportReq,( rach-ReportReq, contentionDetected)

>Rap: same/ similar as Pan.1, ALU.1
Rap2> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	MTK.14

	92. 
	5.6.5.3
	The yellow marked ‘true’ and ‘false’ in the following seems in correct.

1>
if rach-ReportReq is set to true, set the contents of the rach-Report in the UEInformationResponse message as follows: 

2>
set the numberOfPreamblesSent to indicate the number of preambles sent by MAC for the last successfully completed random access procedure
2>
if contention resolution was not successful as specified in TS 36.321 [6] for at least one of the transmitted preambles for the last successfully completed random access procedure:

3>
set the contentionDetected to true;

2>
else:

3>
set the contentionDetected to false;
	1
	true is changed to ‘true’ and false is changed to ‘false’

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 7
	Pan.17, DCM 11

	93. 
	5.6.5.3
	The first 2> of the first 1> missing semicolon mark in the end of sentence.

2>
set the numberOfPreamblesSent to indicate the number of preambles sent by MAC for the last successfully completed random access procedure;
	1
	Add.
Rap> Already covered during CR implementation
	DCM 12

	94. 
	5.6.5.3
	On the second 1>

The description should be made clearer.
	2
	Proposed wording:

if rlf-ReportReq is set to 'true' and the UE has radio link failure information or handover failure information available in VarRLF-Report and plmn-Identity is stored in VarRLF-Report whose is equal to the RPLMN
>Rap: relates to SAM.2
MTK> last part of the proposed wording is strange. Isn’t the current text clearer?

ALU: OK with the changes proposed in SAM.2

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, covered by 2
	DCM 13

	95. 
	5.6.5.3
	Corresponding entires of logged measurement within VarLogMeasReport are deleted upon successful transmission i.e. until then entries sent still remains in the UE.

On the other hand, the condition to set availability indicator assumes the variable becomes empty when entries are set in the message as follows:
3>
if the VarLogMeasReport is not empty:

4>
include the logMeasAvailable and set it to true;

	2
	Clarification on when to set the availability indicator could be further clarified.
>Rap: suggestion: 'if VarLogMeasReport includes one or more additional logged measurement entries, that are not included in the logMeasInfoList within the UEInformationReponse message:'

>HW: can agree with RAP’s suggestion
ALU: OK with the suggestion

>DCM: Not sure what the real issue. Rapporteur suggestion and existing sentence have the same meaning. Even if inclusion of  measurement entries to the logMeasInfoList results an empty VarLogMeasReport (no other entries left) and no logMeasAvailable is not set to true, 

if the transmission for logMeasInfoList is not successful, the setting of logMeasAvailable can be done in the next opportunity.

If necessary, DCM can agree to Rap suggestion.
>Pan: we agree with rapporteur

Rap2> Change according to suggestion by Rap
	Pan.18
>Rap CR

	96. 
	5.6.5.3
	Missing semicolon at the end of the following sentence:

2> discard the rlf-Report from VarRLF-Report upon successful delivery of the UEInformationResponse message confirmed by lower layers.
	1
	Change the “.” to semicolon.
Rap: was already handled during CR implementation
	DCM 14, Pan.19

	96a
	5.6.5.3
	1>  if the logMeasReport is included in the UEInformationReponse:
	1
	change UEInformationReponse to UEInformationResponse

Rap> There are 2 cases in this subclause
	LGE.6

>Rap CR

	97. 
	5.6.6.3
	Problem: according to current text RPLMN is stored in VAR logMeasConfig. It should be stored in VARlogMeasReport.
	1
	Correct as follows:

1>
store the RPLMN as plmn-Identity in VarLogMeasReport;

Rap> CR implementation error, should be solved during CR implementation
	MTK.17, Pan.20

	98. 
	5.6.6.3
	Procedure text for inclusion of information into VARLogMeasConfig and VARLogMeasReport is distributed in a non-logical way between bullets. 
	2
	Merge/split into two bullets, one for the info going into  VARLogMeasConfig, one for info going into VARLogMeasReport

NTT:  Change the procedure text:

1>
store the received loggingDuration, loggingInterval and areaConfiguration, if included, in VarLogMeasConfig;

1>
store the received absoluteTimeInfo, traceReference and traceRecordingSession in VarLogMeasReport;
ALU: OK with the suggestion
	MTK.18, DCM 15, Pan.21
>Rap CR

	99. 
	5.6.6.3
	The order of storing parameters in VarLogMeasReport should be after VarLogMeasConfig. (matter of taste)
	2
	Change the order:

Upon receiving the LoggedMeasurementConfiguration message the UE shall:

1>
discard the logged measurement configuration as well as the logged measurement information as specified in 5.6.7;

1> store the received loggingDuration, loggingInterval and areaConfiguration, if included, in VarLogMeasConfig;
1>
store the RPLMN as plmn-Identity in VarLogMeasConfig;
1>
store the received absoluteTimeInfo, traceReference and traceRecordingSession in VarLogMeasReport;
MTK> seems to overlap with proposal in issue 98. We prefer the wording in 98 where it overlaps

ALU: OK with the suggestion

ERI: A good order would be good; see also above.

>DCM: CR0554 (R2-111381) is not captured yet  (RPLMN set in plmn-Identity is still stored in VarLogMeasConfig)

- the following is the proposed wording:
1>
discard the logged measurement configuration as well as the logged measurement information as specified in 5.6.7;

1> store the received loggingDuration, loggingInterval and areaConfiguration, if included, in VarLogMeasConfig;
1>
store the received traceReference, traceRecordingSession and absoluteTimeInfo in VarLogMeasReport;
1>
store the RPLMN as plmn-Identity in VarLogMeasReport;
Rap> Change according to DCM suggestion (note that there was a CR implementation error, see 97)
	DCM 16
>Rap CR

	100. 
	5.6.7.2 Initiation
	What is the difference between behaviour when receiving new logged meas. configuration and when power off. The “shall” is not needed and it’s enough saying “initiates”
	2
	Change to: 'The UE initiates the procedure upon power off or detach'

ALU: OK
>MTK: agree that the same wording should be used

>HW: prefer to add “shall” in the first sentence

Rap> Change as suggested by DCM and HW i.e. with 'shall initiate'
	DCM 17
>Rap CR

	100a
	5.6.7.2
	Release upon re-configuration by E-UTRAN is already covered by 5.6.6.3 (first bullet). We should avoid duplication (especially now that we introduced shall)
	2
	Remove the E-UTRA case
	ALU.41

>Rap CR

	101. 
	5.6.7.2
	Editorial error, redundant “1> “ in “1>
1>
stop timer T330, if running;”
	1
	Remove one “1>”
>Rap: Handled during CR implementation (CR implementation error)
	HUA.9, MTK.15, DCM 18, Pan.22

	102. 
	5.6.8.2
	Condition is wrong, PLMN checking is done only based on RPLMN: 

if the UE is camping normally on an E-UTRA cell that is part of the PLMN for which logging of measurement is configured (i.e. the RPLMN of the UE where the logged measurement configuration was received)
	3
	Condition should be changed to UE camping normally + RPLMN = stored PLMN id in VAR

It seems the suggestion is that the UE should not compare the MDT PLMN (RPLMN at time of configuration) with any of the PLMN Ids broadcast by the cell, but instead compare it with its current RPLMN (i.e. do the logging only when camping on the cell based on the MDT PLMN)
>Rap: separate discussion/ contribution may be preferrable

ZTE: we think original text is clear

>HW: agree with MTK
ALU: agree with Rap

> DCM: Agree that contribution to clarify the condition is necessary.
Rap2: Should also clarify the need to perform logging while the UE does not have a valid RPLM (issue 2/ SAM.2)
	MTK.16
>TDoc MTK

	103. 
	5.6.8.2
	“Measurement performed for cell reselection”   in NOTE gives some ambiguous measurement log, because measurements before filtering in physical layer are also performed for cell reselection. However, measurements after filtering in physical layer used to evaluate the cell reselection are really needed.    
	2
	Change “Measurement performed for cell reselection” into “Measurement evaluated for cell reselection”
>Rap: The following text seems clearer: 

The UE includes, only once, the latest results of the available measurements as used for cell reselection evaluation, which are performed in accordance..

MTK> The concern about filtering is not applicable to Idle mode, but anyway either the existing text or rapporteur proposal seems ok

ALU: The NOTE is informative with emphasis on “only once” and that no additional measurements are made by the UE?  Such clarification on which measurement is included if felt needed should be made to the normative 3> above

Rap2> Update the note according to the suggestion from Rap and move the 'only once' to the corresponding bullet 3 as suggested by ALU
	HUA.10
>Rap CR

	104. 
	5.6.8.2
	The second half of the NOTE is not needed. 36.133 now contains performane requirements for MDT measurements. 
	2
	Remove second half of note. 

>Rap: Although the contents of this part of the note may now be clear from 36.133, the note still seems quite informative/ useful

MTK> Ok keep the note, but we still propose to remove the word “regular” as there are no irregular performance defs in 36.133, and there is now a specific chapter on MDT measurements

ZTE: agree with Rap

>HW: also prefer to keep it
ALU: agree with Rap

>DCM: Prefer to leave the note as is.
Rap2: Keep the note, but remove the word 'regular'
	MTK.19

>Rap CR

	105. 
	5.6.8.2
	Very last  part of bullet below is unclear and there is a repeated word. 

3> set the measResultNeighCells, in order of decreasing ranking-criterion as used for cell re-selection, to include available measurements for at most the following number of neighbouring cells; 6 intra-frequency and 3 inter-frequency neighbours per frequency as well as 3 inter-RAT neighbours, frequency per per RAT;
	1
	>Rap: Changed during CR implementation to the following text (CR implementation error):

3 inter-RAT neighbours, per frequency per RAT
	MTK.20, Pan.24, NOK.1

	106. 
	5.6.8.2 First level 2> bullet
	Whether the meaning of “concerned area” is clear?
	2
	Should discuss the issue
>Rap: Lets try to conclude if there is a need for additional clarification (e.g. by establishing which parts are really unclear/ ambigous)

MTK> In response to the comment if to do anything on this: The wording is maybe not strictly wrong, but it is very difficult to read it correctly due to the long sentence. Agree it should be re-phrased

>HW: could be discussed
>ALU: Needs more discussion. Further, it is unclear what “that” refers to.

ERI: A better text removing the possible unclarity can be “, that cell is part of the areaConfiguration”

>DCM: What needs to be clarified here is the condition to perform the logging. One proposal is the following:

… and the UE is located in one of the area configured in areaConfiguration;
Rap2: Change to 'and that cell is part of the area indicated by areaConfiguration
	DCM 19
>Rap CR

	107. 
	5.6.8.2
	The memory limitation should cover all the information for reporting e.g. timestamp, as well as measured results.

"memory reserved for the logging of measurements" below could further clarified such that it inclues all the information stored in VarLogMeasReport:

2>
when the memory reserved for the logging of measurements becomes full, stop timer T330 and perform the same actions as performed upon expiry of T330, as specified in 5.6.6.4.
	2
	Introduce a NOTE saying memory reserved for the logging of measurements includes all the information to be stored in the variable VarLogMeasReport.
>Rap: 'logged measurement info' is commonly used to denote all information, so we should be able to use that term instead

>HW: agree with RAP
>ALU: Ok with Rap suggestion

>Pan: we agree with rapporteur

Rap2> Clarify by refering to 'logged measurement info'
	Pan.23
>Rap CR

	108. 
	5.6.8.2
	2>
when the memory reserved for the logging of measurements becomes full, stop timer T330 and perform the same actions as performed upon expiry of T330, as specified in 5.6.6.4.
	1
	End the bullet with semicolon
	NOK.2

>Rap CR

	5.8
 MBMS

	109. 
	5.8.1.1
	Delete the braket in the sentence “that are (interested in) receiving one or more specific MBMS services.”. (to align with the following related description)
	1
	Delete the braket and modify it as “that are interested in or receiving one or more specific MBMS services.”

>Rap: It seems good to align all cases to: 'that receive or are interested to receive'

>HW: prefer to use ‘that are receiving or interested to receive’ in all cases
>ALU: Suggest: “that are receiving or are interested in receving one or more ...”

Rap2> Change as suggested by HW (aligning all cases)
	ZTE.6
>Rap CR

	110. 
	5.8.1.3
	For the sentence“about the presence of MBMSCountingRequest message”, it is better to put it as  “MBMS counting”  to align with “Session start” procedure in the same sentence ‘cause both looks like one functionality in this way
	1
	Change “about the presence of MBMSCountingRequest message” to be “MBMS counting”

>The alternative would be to say  "or about the presence of MBMSCountingRequest message in the next modification period". However, the first option is preferred because it is simpler

>HW: Howt about ‘upon MBMS counting start’?
Rap> Change to 'about the start of MBMS counting'
	ZTE.7
>Rap CR

	111. 
	5.8.2.3
	Delete the highlighted comma in the sentence “…and the MBMSCountingRequest message, if present,”, because only “MBMSCountingRequest message” is optional otherwise both MBSFNAreaConfiguration and MBMSCountingRequest message looks like optional
	1
	Delete the highlighted comma (3 occurances)

Rap> MCC version did not include the yellow marked comma
	ZTE.8

	111a
	5.8.2.3
	In the following sentence, the article before ‘MCCH’ should be ‘an’ instead of ‘a’.

if the procedure is triggered by a MCCH information change notification
	1
	Change ‘a’ into ‘an’
	POT.5
>Rap CR

	112. 
	5.8.2.5
	 “Counting procedure” should align with the title of section 5.8.4
	1
	Rename “Counting procedure” to be “MBMS Counting procedure”
	ZTE.9
>Rap CR

	113. 
	5.8.2.5
	“Actions upon reception of the MBMSCountingRequest message ”
The message name should be in italics
	1
	The text is correct in Rapporteur (Huawei) CR R2-110800; only need to pay attention when preparing the specification.
>Rap: Handled during CR implementation (CR implementation error)
	HUA.12

	113a
	5.8.3.1
	Some editorial mistakes remain in the following sentence:

The MBMS PTM radio bearer configuration procedure is used by the UE to configure RLC, MAC and the physical layer upon starting and or stopping to receive a MRB.
	1
	1. Insert ‘/’ between ‘and’ and ’or’;

2. Change ‘a’ into ‘an’
	POT.6
>Rap CR

	114. 
	5.8.4
	Procedure may be renamed to MBMS counting (to align with message name)
	1
	Rename
	SAM.10

>Rap CR

	115. 
	5.8.4
	“which are receiving via an MRB or interested to receive via an MRB the specified MBMS services.” 
	1
	Proposed to be modified as “Which are receiving or interested to receive the specified MBMS services via an MRB”
ALU: See issue #109

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 109
	HUA.11

	116. 
	5.8.4.3
	First bullet 3>:

Meaning of “the index” in the following sentences is not immediately clear. – “the index of the entry in the mbsfn-AreaInfoList within the received SystemInformationBlockType13” 
	1
	Could be clarified that 0 corresponds to the first entry in the list, 1 corresponds to the second entry in the list and so on.
>Rap: if we add clarification, we better do it in the corresponding field description (better place for value related aspects)

>HW: OK to clarify it in the field description
ALU: Good to include in the field description

Rap2> Add the proposed clarification to the field description
	QC.1
>Rap CR

	117. 
	5.8.4.3
	First bullet 4>:

Meaning of “the index” in the following sentences is not immediately clear. - “the index of the entry in the countingRequestList within the received MBMSCountingRequest”
	1
	Could be clarified that 0 corresponds to the first entry in the list, 1 corresponds to the second entry in the list and so on.
>Rap: if we add clarification, we better do it in the corresponding field description (better place for value related aspects)

ALU: Good to include in the field description
	QC.2
>Rap CR

	5.9
 RN procedures

	118. 
	5.9.1.1
	Generally RRC_CONNECTED or RRC_CONNECTED is used to indicate the status of a UE. Since RN subframe configuration occurs only when the RN operates as a RN not a UE, so the wording “RN in RRC_CONNECTED” is not appropriate.
	2
	“RN in RRC_CONNECTED” changed into “RN operation”

>Note: the comment seems to be that we can only talk about ‘RN’ after reception of the connection setup, which means that 'RN' implies being in RRC-CONNECTED state. The addition 'in RRC_CONNECTED' however suggests there is also RN specific operation in RRC_IDLE

ALU: We don’t use RN when a relay is operating as a UE.  So the original text seems OK

ERI: Don’t agree with ZTE, no change needed. The additon “in RRC_CONNECTED” does not necessarily imply that there is RN-specific operation in RRC_IDLE; it is only a clarification that the message is only sent in RRC_CONNECTED (irrespective of if the RN is an RN or a UE when in RRC_IDLE). 

Furthermore, the specs do not define when the RN is an RN and when it is a UE, as we have not seen a need (at least not yet) to define it, nor do the specs define “RN operation”. The assumption used when drafting RN text has been that the Stage-3 RAN2 specs denote the RN when they discuss RN-specific procedures and messages, but the UE for common and for UE-only procedures and messages.

Rap> No change for now. If clarification is still considered needed, separate contribution should be brought
	ZTE.10

	119. 
	5.9.1.2
	Same as above.
	2
	Changed into “E-UTRAN may initiate the RN reconfiguration procedure to an RN in RRC_CONNECTED  after RN attaches for RN operation when AS security has been activated.”

ALU: We don’t use RN when a relay is operating as a UE.  So the original text seems OK

ERI: Don’t agree (same motivation as on ZTE.10).

Rap> No change for now, see 108
	ZTE.11

	6.2.1 General message structure

	120. 
	6.2.1
	Should we introduce 3 spares for additional MCCH messages
	2
	No real need i.e. there is only a slight benefit for new messages, but this increases overhead for the counting request while the introduction of new messages seems unlikely

Rap> No change for now
	SAM.11

	121. 
	6.2.1
	The rnReconfiguration-r10 IE included in DL-DCCH-Message class is present only when this message is sent from the E-UTRAN to the RN. It seems appropriate to add the corresponding descriptions.
	2
	Change the descriptions of DL-DCCH-Message to cover the RN case as below:

- DL-DCCH-Message

The DL-DCCH-Message class is the set of RRC messages that may be sent from the E-UTRAN to the UE or from the E-UTRAN to the RN on the downlink DCCH logical channel.
	HUA.13
>Rap CR

	122. 
	6.2.1
	Similar reason for UL-DCCH-Message with the abovementioned one for DL-DCCH-Message
	2
	Change the descriptions of UL-DCCH-Message to cover the RN case as below:

- UL-DCCH-Message

The UL-DCCH-Message class is the set of RRC messages that may be sent from the UE to the E-UTRAN or from the RN to the E-UTRAN on the uplink DCCH logical channel.
	HUA.14
>Rap CR

	123. 
	6.2.1
	MCCH-Message:

Should we have naming convention for message type extension? Is the choice “later” appropriate?
	2
	An example could be captured in A.3.2.
ALU: Would like to see the exact suggestion

Rap> No change for now. A separate text proposal may be drafted

Rap2> Note that this seems to be covered in A.4.2 already i.e. 'later' is used in the example that is provided. It may however not be entirely clear what to use for the next outer branch (e.g. 'evenLater')
	QC.3

	6.2.2 Message definitions

	123a
	DLInformationTransfer
ULInformationTransfer
	The messages DLInformationTransfer and ULInformationTransfer can transfer either dedicated NAS information or non-3GPP dedicated information, which is clearly specified in the corresponding RRC procedures in subclause 5.6.1 and 5.6.2. However, in subclause 6.2.2 the general descriptions of these messages are not complete and not aligned with the previous descriptions.
	2
	Slightly modify the general descriptions of DLInformationTransfer and ULInformationTransfer by add ‘or non-3GPP dedicated information’ behind the former descriptions. 
	POT.7
>Rap CR

	124. 
	HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest
	Field dualRxTxRedirectIndicator-r10 does not seem to be really needed i.e. it corresponds to the presence of field redirectCarrierCDMA2000-1XRTT-r10
	2
	Remove

>Rap: Comment seems incorrect - no change needed
	SAM.12

	125. 
	HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest
>redirectCarrierCDMA2000-1XRTT
	Field description (editorial)
	1
	Change to 'where the UE is being redirected to'
	SAM.13

>Rap CR

	126. 
	HandoverFromEUTRAPreparationRequest
	Editorial: The field description table has formatting issues
	1
	Fix formatting of field description table.

>Rap: Nothing seems wrong - maybe this is just a compare error i.e. only showing in the 'delta to v960'?
	MOTS.11

	127. 
	InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication
> rstd-InterFreqIndication-r10
	For future extensibility, it seems preferrable to make the field optional. Note that this does not affect the current UE behaviour as according to the procedural specification, the field shall be included
	2
	Note that we did the same for the UE information response message in REL-9

ALU: OK to make it optional

ERI: not sure we understand the comment. when the fields in the UE information response message should be present depends on what have been set in the UE information request message. For InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication message the rstd-InterFreqIndication is decided based on request from the LPP layer. The InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication message is only used at Inter-frequency OTDOA for meausrement gap requirement. So extensions are unlikely

Rap> No change for now, unless more companies express support
	SAM.14

	128. 
	InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication
> measPRS-Offset
	The field description clarifies the inter-layer interaction, including procedural aspects which are normally handled in ch. 5. Note that the procedural section suggest the UE just forwards information received from upper layers
	2
	Discuss how to best handle this? Part could be moved to the procedural specification, and possibly described by means of a note?

>Rap: If it is really unclear which approach is preferrable, it seems preferrable to handle by a separate discussion/ contribution

ALU: The current text seems OK. Not sure which part of the field description is suggested to be moved to the procedural section

Rap> No change for now, a separate contribution could be brought
	SAM.15

	129. 
	InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication
	Editorial: In message introduction, spec number (TS 36.133) is missing
	1
	Add spec number in front of [16, 8.1.2.6]
	MOTS.12

>Rap CR

	130. 
	InterFreqRSTDMeasurementIndication
	lateNonCriticalExtension
OCTET STRING
 is missing, and indentation / formatting need to be aligned
	1
	Add
	MTK.21

>Rap CR

	131. 
	MBMSCountingResponse
	Field descriptions are not really needed (covered by procedural specification)
	1
	Remove

>HW: prefer to keep the field description
Rap> No change for now, unless more companies express support
	SAM.16

	132. 
	LoggedMeasurementConfiguration
	The word “MDT” is used, has been removed elsewhere in stage-3. 
	1
	Rap> We can either remove the purpose or apply the term 'for network performance optimisation' as used elsewhere (e.g. for the capability bits)

ALU: I was expecting to see some reference to stage in stage 3 on the purpose of logged measurements .  But stage 2 does not seem to included in the reference at all.  Suggest adding a reference to 37.320 with the term “network performance optimisation [37.320]”

ERI: Suggest we simply remove  “for MDT.”

ZTE: agree with Rap

Rap2> Proposal is to change to '“for network performance optimisation [37.320]” 
	MTK.25

>Rap CR

	133. 
	LoggedMeasurementConfiguration/

LoggedMeasurementConfiguration-r10-IEs
	Editorial suggestions

Upper layer fields related to identification (trace ref) should maybe be placed first (at least not in-between RRC information)

Line feeds should be used rather than 'tabs' for Enums that use multiple lines
	1
	Include editorial improvements
	SAM.17

>Rap CR

	134. 
	LoggedMeasurementConfiguration
>AreaConfiguration, loggingDuration and loggingInterval
	If the varMeasConfig is modified to reflect only the relevant fields, this IE is used multiple times (and non-trivial) and hence a global IE should be introduced. Same applies for loggingDuration and loggingInterval.
	1
	Introduce global IE, if varMeasConfig is modified
	SAM.18

>Rap CR

	135. 
	LoggedMeasurementConfiguration
>rraceReference
	A global IE may be defined for the TraceReference, as it is used two times (i.e. also for the variable) and not a simple type
	1
	Introduce global IE
	SAM.19

>Rap CR

	136. 
	LoggedMeasurementConfiguration
field descriptions
	Small more or less editorial suggestions

procedural aspects need not be repeated e.g. echo back of absoluteTimeRef, continuation of logging duration upon RAT change, 

there is no need to state that the absolute time interval is specific to the 'current cell' as this depends on the way the network manages
	1
	Include editorial improvements

ALU: On the second point, I think it is useful to keep “current cell”.  Yes, it may be wider than the current cell but it is still the absolute time of the current cell.   No strong view but prefer the original text.

Rap> Only remove the redundant procedural aspects, but don't modify the statement about the reference of the timing info
	SAM.20

>Rap CR

	137. 
	LoggedMeasurementConfiguration and elsewhere
	Inconsistent naming: naming of “trace reference” corresponds exactly to SA5 parameter name, while the name “trace recording session” only almost corresponds to SA5 parameter name
	1
	Change tracerecordingsession to tracerecordingsessionreferece. 

Rap> Renamed to tracerecordingsessionRef
	MTK.26

>Rap CR

	138. 
	MBMSCountingResponse
	The field mbsfn-AreaIndex-r10 is used to indicate the index of the entry in the mbsfn-AreaInfoList. If we want to align with the CountingResponseService-r10 that is also used to indicate an index, we should use INTEGER (0.. maxMBSFN-Area-1). 
	2
	Introduce new multiplicity “maxMBSFN-Area-1” and change the mbsfn-AreaIndex-r10 to INTEGER (0.. maxMBSFN-Area-1).
ALU: OK
	QC.4
>Rap CR

	139. 
	MBMSCountingResponse
	Should the field “countingResponseList-r10” be OPTIONAL? MBMSCountingResponse message is sent when the UE is interested in at least one service in countingRequestList.
	2
	Need clarification from the group
>Rap: It is clear from the procedural specification that the field will always be included. The only possible reason to have it optional in the ASN.1 could be a wish to support a future use case for this message that would not include this field. However, this seems unlikely

>HW: it was proposed by NSN to set it optional to support possible use case of service continuity
ALU: No strong view. OK with the current text (keeping it optional).

Rap2> No change for now, unless other views are expressed
	QC.5

	140. 
	RNReconfiguration
	Is there a need to be able to 'release' the RN configuration
	2
	No need, all failure operation applies re-establishment which includes release of the RN subframe configuration (but not of the SIBs). There is (currently) no need for any other

ERI: agree.
	SAM.21

	141. 
	RNReconfiguration
	The description corresponding to the RNReconfiguration message seems not exactly correct,:

(1) The RNReconfiguration message does not necessarily lead to a modification to the RRC connection between the RN and the E-UTRAN. So the current description seems not appropriate.

(2) The RNReconfiguration message is currently used to (re-)configure the RN subframe and/or inform the updated system information. From a general perspective, considering the potential future-proof aspect, we propose to change the “modify the RRC connection” into “configuration the radio interface”.
	2
	Change the “modify the RRC connection” into “configuration the radio interface” as below:

- RNReconfiguration

The RNReconfiguration is a command to configure the radio interface between the RN and the E-UTRAN. It may convey information for the RN subframe configuration and changed system information.
ALU: OK

ERI: Don’t agree. 

(1) True, in the current text, the first sentence does not cover the case where the RN reconfiguration procedure is used only to update sysinfo, without any other updates in the RN subframe configuration. However, the sysinfo update is captured in the second sentence and such an update does have an impact on the connection, so there seems to be no big need to also cover it in the first sentence. If a change is considered necessary, we prefer keeping as much commanlity as possible with the corresponding descriptive text for RRCConnectionReconfiguration and write:
‘The RNReconfiguration is a command to modify the RRC connection between the RN and the E-UTRAN and/or convey changed system information. It may convey information for the RN subframe configuration and changed system information.’

(2) The configuration of the radio interface between the RN and the E-UTRAN seems to be a far larger task than what the RNReconfiguration is capable of achieving.

Rap> Proposal is to change to the following (suggestion received off line): RNReconfiguration is a command to modify the RN subframe configuration of the RRC connection between the RN and the E-UTRAN, and/or to convey changed system information
	HUA.15
>Rap CR

	142. 
	RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete
>logMeasAvailable
	Field description is not needed (obvious and covered by procedural specification)
	1
	Remove
	SAM.22

>Rap CR

	143. 
	RRCConnectionReject/ Release

>extendedWaitTimer
	Is field description really needed (i.e. procedural specification covers most aspects better e.g. relation to delay tolerant, handling  by NAS)
	1
	It seems we need to keep this although merely to clarify the values are in seconds (which seems needed)
	SAM.23

	144. 
	RRCConnectionRelease
> releaseCause
	In the newly added sentence in the field description of releaseCause, use of “nor” is correct only when the text is constructed using “neither/nor” structure but in this sentence there is no occurrence of “neither”
	1
	Change “nor” to “or”
	NSN6

>Rap CR

	145. 
	RRCConnectionRequest
	Wrong suffix is used:

delayTolerantAccess-v10x0
	1
	Change ‘v10x0’ to ‘r10’

Rap> According to A.4.3.2 suffix -vxyx should be used i.e. no change is needed
	HUA16

	146. 
	SystemInformationBlockType1
	Typo in the description of conditional presence field RSRQ
	1
	Change “broadcasted” to “broadcast”
	NSN7

>Rap CR

	147. 
	UEInformationRequest
> logMeasReportReq
	Field description does not seem really needed (is there merely for consistency with rach-ReportReq)
	1
	Remove
	SAM.24

>Rap CR

	148. 
	UEinformationrequest
	Inconsistent: rach-ReportReq, rlf-ReportReq are BOOLEAN whereas logMeasReportReq is ENUMERATED {true}
	2
	Should be the same type .. 

>Rap: No change seems needed. The new field is in an extension, in which case we normally don’t want to signal anything for the ‘false’ case. Hence the current standard reflect the commonly agreed principle for how to reflect this
	MTK.22

	149. 
	UEInformationResponse
	Clarify SRB usage i.e. other info may also be carried on SRB2
	1
	Change to: 'when logged measurment information is included'
	SAM.25

>Rap CR

	150. 
	UEinformationResponse
	The text: “Signalling radio bearer: SRB1 or SRB2 (for logged information transfer)” should not use the wording “logged information”, which is not used elsewhere. 
	2
	Maybe use “logged measurements” instead, which is widely used. 

>Rap: covered by SAM.25
	MTK.23

	151. 
	UEInformationResponse
	The field descriptions may be aligned e.g. absolute time stamp/ info, trace reference/ reference session
	1
	Align

ERI: what is the exact proposal?

Rap> Proposal is to describe the information content, i.e. as for the configuration message (and not include behavioural aspects covered by the procedural spec already)
	SAM.26

>Rap CR

	152. 
	UEInformationResponse

>previousPCellId
	Editorial: The field description has some errors.
	1
	mobilityControlInfomation => mobilityControlInfo
RRC-Connection-Reconfiguration => remove dashes
	MOTS.15

>Rap CR

	153. 
	UEInformationResponse

> failedPCellId
	Terminology ecgi, ECGI are not well defined.
	2
	ecgi should be changed to e.g. cellGlobalId
Corresponding procedual text in 5.3.5.6, 5.3.11.3 should also use e.g. cell global identity
>DCM: Changes to procedural text is necessary (addressed also in DCM2), but change to ASN.1 (the value reference, i.e., ecgi) may not be necessary (it already varies in the present spec).
	Pan.25
>Rap CR

	154. 
	UEInformationResponse
>measResultNeighCells
	Terminology of measResultNeighCells needs release number.
	1
	measResultNeighCells should be changed to measResultNeighCells-r10
Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	Pan.26

	155. 
	UEinformationResponse: RLF-Report
	RLF reporting should be enhanced i.e. a number of improvements should be introduced
	3
	Wait until later as it is still under discussion what to include. 

>Rap>should be discussed separately from this review
	MTK.24

	156. 
	UE Information response MeasResultList2GERAN ASN.1
	Note that MeasResultList2GERAN only expands the possible number of reported cells from 8 to 64 (i.e. different to paralelle structre for EUTRA). From ASN.1 naming it seems that Multiple frequencies support was introduced by this new IE. 
	2
	Proposal to introduce field description and clarify. 

>Rap: We can either apply a different name for the max or introduce some clarification (field description or note). Maybe the first approach is best

ALU: Would wait to see the definite proposal. Was also OK with the original text.

Rap2> Introduce new multiplicity maxCellListGERAN
	MTK.27

>Rap CR

	157. 
	UE Information response MeasResultList2GERAN usage
	The new IE (supporting 64 cells) is used for MDT logged reporting. However, normal measurement reporting and RLF report still uses the old IE (support 8 Cells) 
	3
	Discuss the intention .

>Rap: There is no way to change what is in REL-9. Increasing the number of cells by means of a REL-10 extension is best handled by separate discussion/ contribution
	MTK .28

(TDoc MTK)

	158. 
	UEInformationResponse
	maxFreq is originally defined for EUTRA frequency as mentioned in coment in clause 6.4. Then R2-111534 extended the use of maxFreq to UTRA and CDMA2000 frequendies. Now in Rel-10 is it extended to GERAN?

MeasResultList2GERAN-r10 ::=


SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxFreq)) OF MeasResultListGERAN
MeasResultList2UTRA-r9 ::=


SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxFreq)) OF MeasResult2UTRA-r9
MeasResultList2CDMA2000-r9 ::=

SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxFreq)) OF MeasResult2CDMA2000-r9
	3
	Modify the definition in clause 6.4 or introduce new constant
>Rap: as the same value applies for different RATs and for different use cases, it seems best to have a single multiplicity. The comment in 6.4 defining the use of the constant just needs to be generalised

>Pan: we agree with rapporteur

ZTE: modifiy the definition to have general meaning
	Pan.27
>Rap CR

	158a
	UEInformationResponse
> absoluteTimeStamp
	Field description should use terminology 'logged measurements'
	1
	Change to when the logged measurement configuration is provided

<Relates to agreed CR in CR0535 that clashed with CR 0547>
	LGE.2
>Rap CR

	6.3.1 System information blocks

	159. 
	
	Is there a need to clarify that the SIBs provided via dedicated signalling should not be regarded as UE specific value (relevant for some fields like TAT and/ or RLF timers)
	2
	Some further analysis needed

>Rap: Separate contribution seems desirable, unless a good proposal becomes available

ZTE: so far only SIB1 and SIB2 will be included within RNReconfiguration message as as-config. And in section 5.2.1.1 the note says parameter within dedicated singaling maybe different. So not sure what is the concern

ALU: Should be marked as cat 3?

ERI: in general wonder why there is a need for such clarification? Why does a UE need to care if other UEs receive the same value?

as the procedural text for reception of SIB1 and SIB2 in the RNReconfiguration message say that the RN shall act upon the received SIB1 and SIB2 as when received via broadcast, this should not be an issue.

>Rap2: No change for now. When reading the specification to the letter, it seems to be clear that the RN should not consider the TAT and RLF timers from SIBs in the RNReconfiguration message if it received them via dedicated signalling. Furthermore, when going back to UE mode, it should re-acquire all SIBs. So it seems there is no real need to add clarification
	SAM.27

	160. 
	SystemInformationBlockType2

>ac-BarringForCSFB
	In field description, the call type should be “mobile originating CS fallback” (to be consistent with NAS spec and RRC procedures).
	2
	Remove “calls” from “mobile originating CS fallback calls”.
	MOTS.13

>Rap CR

	161. 
	SystemInformationBlockType2 field descriptions
	ac-BarringForCSFB

Access class barring information for mobile originating CS fallback calls.
	1
	‘information’ should be removed to align to other sentences.
	ZTE.12
>Rap CR

	162. 
	SystemInformationBlockType8
>csfb-DualRxTxSupport
	With the introduction of the e-CSFB-dual-1XRTT indicator in UE capabilities, the field description should be updated.


	2
	Modify field description, as shown by yellow marked text:

Value TRUE indicates that the network supports dual Rx/Tx enhanced 1xCSFB, which enables UEs capable of dual Rx/Tx enhanced 1xCSFB to switch off their 1xRTT receiver/transmitter while camped in E-UTRAN [51].
	MOTS.14

>Rap CR

	6.3.2 Radio resource control information elements

	163. 
	General
	The default configurations in section 9.2 and the mandatory information in AS-Config in section 10.5 need to be updated to include the new parameters introduced in Rel-10.

In the default configurations, all Rel-10 additions by default should be ‘release’. When a certain functionality is configured by the network, some parameter related to that functionality may also have a default value. In this case one way to specify the default values could be to use ASN.1 Default. 

It seems necessary to go through the L1 parameters list.
	2
	See also SAM.36, SAM.37

>Rap: Separate contribution is needed

ALU: Should be marked as cat 3?

ERI: we could provide such a contribution

Rap2: See 285/ 6
	ERI.6

TDoc ERI

	164. 
	General
	A general clean-up could be good to correct the problems like the indentation and extra/missing lines in ASN.1.
	1
	Rap> Will be done with lower priority
	ERI.7

>Rap CR

	165. 
	General
	For several physical configuration fields the field description still needs to be completed by means of a specific reference to RAN1 subclause
	2
	>Rap: Separate contribution is desirable
	SAM.43

TDoc SAM

	166. 
	AntennaInfo
	Conditional presence 

TMX
The field is mandatory present if the transmissionMode is set to tm3, tm4, tm5, tm6, tm8 or tm9. Otherwise the field is not present and the UE shall delete any existing value for this field.
	2
	transmissionMode should be changed to transmissionMode-r10.
	ZTE.13
>Rap CR

	167. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	Do we need to support the case E-UTRAN initially signals the -r10 version of CQI-ReportConfig and subsequently signals the -r8 version. Can we assume it is always possible to explictly release the additional fields included in the REL-10 version of the field

Note that upon re-establishment, the UE switches back to the default physical channel configuration

Upon handover, E-UTRAN can release before or apply full configuration

Note that when r10 versions of antennaInfo and CQI-ReportConfig are configured, the source is assumed not to provide the legacy field to the target (but only the r10 extension). The target can either provide the complete antennaInfo and CQI ReportConfig configurations or apply 'fullConfiguration'
	3
	There does not seem a real need to support the switch

It could be supported by means of a statement that any -r10 specific field is release whenever the -r8 version is signalled i.e. no delta between -r8 and -r10

>Rap: Separate contribution seems desirable

ERI: agree that it would be good to clarify there is no delta between –r8 and –r10. this is partly the concern indicated in ERI.19

ZTE:  there are two conditions for the field description of CQI-ReportConfig as following:

CQI-r8
The field is optionally present, need ON, if cqi-ReportConfig-r10 is absent. Otherwise the field is not present

CQI-r10
The field is optionally present, need ON, if cqi-ReportConfig and cqi-ReportConfig-v920 are absent. Otherwise the field is not present

Our understanding is these 2 conditions has already enable exclusive signaling of R8 and R10 version of CQI-ReportConfig i.e. when UE receive R8 version it will delete R10 and vice versa. Based on this we don’t think there is such problem.

Another point is if this problem exists then it is also valid for antennainfo IE.
	SAM.28

TDoc SAM

	168. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	It seems desirable to clarify which parameters are common for periodic and aperiodic and which parameters are specific for aperiodic

· cqi-ReportModeAperiodic Aperiodic

· nomPDSCH-RS-EPRE-Offset
· aperiodicCSI-Trigger
· pmi-RI-Report
· csi-SubframePatternConfig (csi-SubframePattern, cqi-ReportPeriodicIndex)
	2
	This may affect the signalling need, the need for defaults and so on

>Rap: Separate contribution is desirable

ERI: wonder what would be the proposal? To just clarify in the field description whether one filed is used for periodic or aperiodic? And why this may affect the current signalling? It seems generally clear from the current field descriptions, conditions, references in RAN1 spec etc whether each parameter is used for periodic or aperiodic.
	SAM.43
TDoc SAM

	169. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
>csi-SubframePatternConfig
	The size of field csi-SubframePattern is significant, justifying use of delta signalling (20+ per pattern)
	2
	Introduce delta signalling for individual patterns, unless it is clear they are typically changed together
	SAM.44

>Rap CR

	170. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	1.The parameter ‘trigger1’ in the field description of aperiodicCSI-Trigger is not italic.

2.In the field description of cqi-FormatIndicatorPeriodic, the word ‘see’ should not be italic.
	1
	1.change it to italic.
2.change the italics.
	CATT.1

>Rap CR

	171. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	CQI-ReportConfig-r10 and CQI-ReportPeriodic-r10 have been introduced. So the Cond Periodic should be updated to refer to cqi-ReportPeriodic-r10 specifically. 
	2
	Update Cond Periodic to refer to cqi-ReportPeriodic-r10 specifically. 
	ERI.8

>Rap CR

	172. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	The field name cqi-ReportPeriodicIndex-r10 could be changed to csi-ConfigIndex-r10 to best align with RAN1 specs (CSI means CQI/PMI/RI).
	1
	Change the field name cqi-ReportPeriodicIndex-r10 to csi-ConfigIndex-r10.
	ERI.9

>Rap CR

	173. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	Several places in field descriptions should use italics.
	1
	Trigger1 and ServCellIndex in aperiodicCSI-Trigger.

The actual L1 parameters names for cqi-pmi-ConfigIndex2 and ri-ConfigIndex2.
	ERI.10

>Rap CR

	174. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	Align the field description with ASN.1 when referring to CSI subframe pattern.
	1
	Change all instances of subframe subset/subframe subsets in field descriptions of cqi-pmi-ConfigIndex/ cqi-pmi-ConfigIndex2 and ri-ConfigIndex/ri-ConfigIndex2 to subframe pattern/subframe patterns.
	ERI.11

>Rap CR

	175. 
	CQI-ReportConfig
	Field desription of cqi-pmi-ConfigIndex and ri-ConfigIndex should be updated, since CSI definition in section 7.2 in TS36.213 is CQI/PMI/PTI/RI.
	1
	Update
	Pan.28
>Rap CR

	176. 
	CQI-ReportConfig-r10
>pmi-RI-Report
	pmi-RI-Report-r9 in 

CQI-ReportConfig-r10
	2
	The r-9 suffix is used here because the field was  originally defined in Rel-9,  However, the parent IE is –r10.  Normally this combination does not happen.  Discuss.
Rap: In my understanding all fields of a REL-10 IE should have suffix -r10

ZTE: agree to change the suffix to be –r10

ERI: according to A.4.3.3, when an IE is critically extended, the names of original fields/IEs within the IE are not changed. So these fields/IEs should not be re-tagged or double tagged.  

Then –r9 is not changed to –r10. also if we follow this principle, some Rel-8 fields (e.g. cqi-ReportModeAperiodic, cqi-ReportModeAperiodic) should not be tagged with –r10? There maybe other places that need to be checked.

Rap2> Proposal is to update according to the principle in A.4.3.3. All critically extended IEs should be checked!!

Rap3> It is assumed that no new tag is added for an existing field that now refers to a new version of an IE (although not entirely clear from A.4.3.3)
Rap3> For fields that are modified, the suffix is needed (i.e. transmissionMode and codebookSubsetRestriction in antennaInfoDedicated-r10)
	ALU.28

>Rap CR

	177. 
	CQI-ReportConfig-r10

>aperiodicCSI-Trigger-r10
	aperiodicCSI-Trigger-r10 is OPTIONAL, Need ON. This IE is needed only when SCell is configured. How to remove this parameter when SCell is removed? And if aperiodicCIS-Trigger is configured but SCell is removed, what UE does?
	3
	Move to CQI-ReportSCell-r10 and keep “ON” there?

>Rap: Separate contribution seems desirable, unless a good proposal becomes available

ERI: there are other similar parameters. For these configurations it seems the UE may keep them but will not use them. The network knows whether the SCells are released or not and which SCells are released. So the network will reconfigure when later these configurations are taken into use again by the UE.
ZTE: we think UE can keep this parameter even if SCell is deleted
Rap2> No change for now. Companies that consider that a change is desirable, a separate paper should be brought
	NSN8

	178. 
	CQI-ReportConfig-r10

>cqi-ReportPeriodicIndex-r10
	Do we need to keep “cqi-ReportPeriodicIndex-r10” under CQI-ReportConfig-r10 or move to CQI-ReportPeriodic-r10?
	3
	No proposal

>Rap: Separate contribution seems desirable, unless a good proposal becomes available

ERI: either way seems ok. If moved to CQI-ReportPeriodic-r10 there is no need to have the Cond Periodic. And the field descriptions of cqi-PMI-ConfigIndex2/ri-ConfigIndex2 indicate that they are used for subframeset2. if kept as it is, the grouping tells clearly that they are used for CSI measurements on restricted subframes

ZTE: we tend to think it is better to remove to CQI-ReportPeriodic-r10 since the field description of cqi-ReportPeriodicIndex-r10 is quite clear in terms of link between this set new parameter and subframe subset

Rap2> Since CQI-ReportConfig is the primary IE (as cqi-ReportPeriodicIndex-r10 is placed inside that one) shouldn’t is structure be leading (so we better place it in the periodic IE)? Some more views are invited
	NSN9

TDoc SAM

	179. 
	CQI-ReportConfig field descriptions
	“The (same) configuration applies for all serving cells i.e. for the PCell as well as for SCells, if configured.” In the aperiodicCSI-Trigger is a bit confusing because this parameter is more index of SCell than some configuration applying to individual serving Cell.
	1
	Change to “The configuration is common to all serving cells”

>Rap: we should continue using the same formulation for all similar cases

ALU: Not sure fully understood Rap suggestion. OK with Rap suggestion if it is to go the proposal from NSN

NSN> It seems we have two cases, each with a different formulation:

a) The function is performed per cell, but all use the same parameter value. In this case we use formulation: The same value applies for all serving cells

b) There is one function common for all cells. In this case we use formulation: The (same) configuration applies for all serving cells i.e. for the PCell as well as for SCells, if configured.

Rap2> The following has been introduced for the two cases:

a)
The same value applies for each serving cell (although the associated functionality is performed independently for each cell)

b)
One value apples for all serving cells (the associated functionality is common i.e. not performed  independently for each cell)
	NSN10

>Rap CR

	180. 
	CQI-ReportConfig field descriptions
	Field description for cqi-PUCCH-ResourceIndex and for cqi-PUCCH-ResourceIndexP1 are almost the same. Thus it could be OK to combine them in one column instead of repeating the same information
	1
	Change to
cqi-PUCCH-ResourceIndex, cqi-PUCCH-ResourceIndexP1
Parameter 
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for antenna port P0, see TS 36.213 [23, 7.2]. E-UTRAN does not apply value ‘1185’.

ERI: in general if two fields have the exactly same reference, they could be merged. If there are any differences, it could be good to keep field descriptions separate. For this case, no strong opinions. If merged, should indicate it is either for antenna port P0 or P1. also ‘E-UTRAN does not apply value 1185’ seems only needed for the rel-8 cqi-PUCCH-ResourceIndex

Rap> Proposal is to merge unless there are clear differences

Note that the statement about 1185 only affect some occurences for P0, so the issue already existed befor merge but does not really seem a problem 
	NSN11

>Rap CR

	181. 
	CQI-ReportConfig-r10, CQI-ReportConfigSCell-r10 and CQI-ReportPeriodic-r10
	Considering how many IEs we added and how much we messed up the structure, it would be good to add extendibility.
	2
	Add the extension marker at the end of IE for CQI-ReportConfig-r10 and  CQI-ReportConfigSCell-r10 and at the end of Setup blanch for CQI-ReportPeriodic-r10
	NSN12

>Rap CR

	182. 
	CQIReportPeriodic-r10
	For future proofness, do we need to define CQIReportPeriodicSCell-r10 now?
	2
	No proposal

Rap> A change does not seems really needed i.e. when the number of differences would increase, a separate version may still be introduced to replace the common IE
	NSN13

	183. 
	cqi-ReportModeAperiodic-r10
	“ENUMERATED { rm12, rm20, rm22, rm30, rm31,spare3, spare2, spare1}” is used in multiple places like CQI-ReportConfig-r10 and CQI-ReportConfigSCell-r10. 
	1
	Define a new IE type as following;

CQI-ReportModeAperiodic-r10    ENUMERATED { rm12, rm20, rm22, rm30, rm31,spare3, spare2, spare1}
	NSN14

>Rap CR

	184. 
	CrossCarrierSchedulingConfig-r10

>schedulingCellInfo and

>cif-Presence
	Release suffix is missing in IE names
	1
	Change to ‘schedulingCellInfo-r10’

Change to ‘cif-Presence-r10’

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	CATT.2, CATT.3


	185. 
	CrossCarrierSchedulingConfig
	In several places the tagging –r10 is missing.
	1
	Add the tagging –r10 for scehdulingCellInfo, own, other, cif-Presence.

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	ERI.12

	186. 
	CrossCarrierSchedulingConfig
	In field description of pdsch-Start, clearly indicate it is 10 resource blocks for the dl-Bandwidth comparison. 
	1
	Add ‘resource blocks’ after 10 in field description of pdsch-Start.
	ERI.13

>Rap CR

	186a
	CrossCarrierSchedulingConfig
	pdsch-Start
The starting OFDM symbol of PDSCH for the concerned SCell, see TS 36.213 [23. 7.1.6.4]. Values 1, 2, 3 are applicable when dl-Bandwith for the concerned SCell is greater than 10, values 2, 3, 4 are applicable when dl-Bandwidth for the concerned SCell is less than or equal to 10, see TS 36.211 [21, Table 6,7-1].
	1
	Change dl-bandwith to dl-bandwidth
	LGE.7

>Rap CR

	187. 
	CSI-RS-Config-r10

> subframeConfig-r10 and p-C-r10
	Indentation is not aligned (Editorial correction)
	1
	Add one more indent in format

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 164
	CATT.4


	188. 
	CSI-RS-Config-r10

>zeroTxPowerResourceConfigList
	Incorrect name is used in field description (editoral)
	1
	Change ‘xeroTxPowerResourceConfigList’ to ‘

zeroTxPowerResourceConfigList’
Rap> Seems CR implementation error (so fixed during CR implementation)
	CATT.5

	189. 
	CSI-RS-Config
>zeroTxPowerCSI-RS
	There does not seem much benefit in having an IE grouping the csi-RS and the zeroTxPowerCSI-RS parts
	2
	Create separate IEs

ALU: Not sure I understood the proposal. CSI-RS-Config is used in multiple paces.  Would like to see the real proposal.

ERI: one benefit of having them grouped is that there is one IE csi-RS-Config included in physicalConfigDedicated and physicalConfigDedicatedSCell.

Rap> Proposal would be to (only) have separate IEs for CSI-RS-Config and ZeroTxPowerCSI-RS-Config. No change for now, unless more companies express support
	SAM.45

	190. 
	CSI-RS-Config
	In the IE description the sentence ‘The IE only applies when DL transmission mode tm9 is configured.’ has been removed according to CR R2-111688.
	1
	Remove the sentence ‘The IE only applies when DL transmission mode tm9 is configured.’

ALU: Looks like a CR implementation error?

Rap> Seems CR implementation error (so fixed during CR implementation)
	ERI.14

	191. 
	CSI-RS-Config
	Typo in the field name of zeroTxPowerResourceConfigList in field description.
	1
	Correct the typo xeroTxPowerResourceConfigList to zeroTxPowerResourceConfigList.

Rap: covered by/ same as 188
	ERI.15

	192. 
	MAC-MainConfig
	There is a comment that PHR type 2 configuration parameters may be introduced here as part of this IE. In our understanding no further parameters are however needed
	2
	Remove the obsolete comments
	CATT.6, SAM.46

>Rap CR

	193. 
	MAC-MainConfig
	The details of PHR-Configuration that applies when multiple serving cells are configured are concluded. So the editor’s note can be deleted.
	2
	Remove the obsolete eNote
	CATT.7

>Rap CR

	194. 
	Mac-MainConfig
	Delta signlling is currently used for all the extensions in MAC-MainConfig. The question is whether the agreed delta signalling princples on extensions should be applied here as well? It seems for all these extensions, one code point can be used to disable the function. In that sense the current ASN.1 with delta signalling could be sufficient. But then it does not follow the guidelines. 
	3
	>Rap: Separate contribution seems desirable, unless a good proposal becomes available

ALU: Didn’t understand why it breaks the (which) guidelines.  Agree with Rap that a separate contribution is good.

ERI: There seem two alternatives: either to keep them as they are (meaning delta signalling is used) or change ON to OR and the code point for disabling could be removed. For these extensions, it seems more important to consider if delta signalling will be used more often than releasing (not only considering if they are bigger than 16bits)?

Rap2> No change for now. Some more discussion is invited
	ERI.16

No real conclusion

	195. 
	Mac-MainConfig
	In the field description of dl-PathlossChange, the snetence ‘The same value applies for all serving cells.’ Could be aligned with other similar wording. 
	1
	Change the sentence ‘The same value applies for all serving cells.’ to

The same value applies for all serving cells i.e. for the PCell as well as for SCells, if configured.

Rap> Relates to 179
	ERI.17

>Rap CR

	196. 
	Mac-MainConfig

>sCellDeactivationTimer
	For sCellDeactivationTimer, currently it says The same value applies for all serving cells. This could be changed to the same value applies for all SCells, if configured.
	1
	Change the sentence ‘The same value applies for all serving cells.’
 to ‘The same value applies for all SCells, if configured.’

Rap> Relates to 179
	ERI.18

>Rap CR

	197. 
	MAC-MainConfig

>sCellDeactivationTimer
	sCellDeactivationTimer is OPTIONAL with Need ON.

This timer is needed only when SCell is configured. How network release the timer when it releases SCell? Or what does UE do with this configuration if all SCells are released? 
	3
	No proposal but some agreement is needed

1) Change to OR

2) UE implecitely release the parameter

3) UE keeps it but not use

>Rap: option 3 seems to be the current status (and is the same as for the measurement cycle) and this seems fine

ALU: This may not be so obvious. When an Scell is released (such as for re-establishment), it is exatly clear whether the UE releases this Scell related configuration. However, Re-establishment is covered because we have a default of infinity.   So for this case, option 3 is OK.

ZTE: we agree with Rap

Rap2> E-UTRAN can ensure the UE has a correct value when SCells are configured. Moreover, it can assign value infinity. So no change seems needed. However, some more discussion may be desirable
	NSN15

	198. 
	MAC-MainConfig field descriptions
	Typo in the field description for ttiBundling. There are two periods at the end of the sentence
	1
	Remove one period from the end of the sentence

Rap> Already resolved during CR implementation
	NSN16

	199. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicated

> cif-Presence
	Release suffix is missing in IE name
	1
	Change to ‘cif-Presence-r10’

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	CATT.9

	200. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicated
	Regarding note 2, it should mean that releasing and adding the SCell can be used for both adding and releasing the uplink of the SCell. However, current expression seems misleadingly to describe a sequential action, i.e., add and then release the uplink.
	1
	Change to ‘E-UTRAN can only add or release the uplink of an SCell by releasing and adding the concerned SCell’
	CATT.10
>Rap CR

	201. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicated
	The Cond AI-r8 and AI-r10 should refer to AntennaInfo and AntennaInfo-r10 instead of AntennaInfoDedicated and AntennaInfoDedicated-r10. 

It is completely a network choice whether to signal the AntennaInfo or AntennaInfo-r10 to a Rel-10 UE. But the UE should all the time keep only one configuration no matter if it is received from AntennaInfo or AntennaInfo-r10. at HO from Rel-10 to Rel-8 eNB, the full configuration can be used. At HO from Rel-8 to Rel-10 eNB, the UE has the source configurations received from AntennaInfo. If the target does not want to change the UE dedicated antenna configurations, the delta signalling is used (means both antennaInfo and AntennaInfo-r10 are absent). But is it clear for the UE to keep the existing configurations even though the target eNB actually wanted to use rel-10 signalling (AntennaInfo-r10)?
	2
	Propose to modify the Cond AI-r8 to:

The field is optionally present, need ON, if antennaInfo-r10 is absent. Otherwise the field is not present.

Similarly also modify the Cond AI-r10 to:

The field is optionally present, need ON, if antennaInfo is absent. Otherwise the field is not present.

ALU: Related also to #167.  Discussion paper needed for r8 to r10 change

Rap> No change for now, separate paper is invited. Apart from the -r10 to -r8 switch, there may be still other things to clarify e.g. that a field present within an –r8 and –r10 IE is the same, that its need code extends the –r8 and –r10 IEs and so.
	ERI.19, CATT.11

TDoc ALU

	202. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicated
	If CQI-ReportConfig is absent, it seems the CQI-ReportConfig-v920 will not be present according to the conditions cqi-Setup and PMIRI. So in the Cond CQI-r10, it is sufficient to say if CQI-ReportConfig is absent. 
	2
	Modify the Cond CQI-r10 to:

The field is optionally present, need ON, if cqi-ReportConfig is absent. Otherwise the field is not present
	ERI.20

>Rap CR

	203. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicated
> cqi-ReportConfig-v920
> antennaInfo-v920
	Conditions should be applied to release 9 IEs:

If antennaInfo-r10 is present, antenainfo-v920 should not be present.

Also if cqi-ReportConfig-r10 is present, cqi-ReportConfig-v920 should not be present.


	2
	CATT: Three alternatives:

Alt1: using existed two conditions AI-r8, CQI-r8.

Alt2: define two new conditions AI-r9, CQI-r9, and apply these new conditions to R9 IEs.

Alt3: renaming AI-r8 to AI-r8r9, renaming CQI-r8 to CQI-r8r9. And apply these conditions to R9 IEs.

ERI: Change Need ON to Cond AI-r8 and Cond CQI-r8 for AntennaInfo-v920 and CQI-ReportConfig-v920 respectively
Rap: Alt1 seems fine (as proposed by ERI)
	CATT.12, ERI.21, NSN17

>Rap CR

	204. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicatedSCell
	There is a comment that it is FFS if (part of) tpc-PDCCH-ConfigPUSCH is needed
	3
	>Rap: Separate contribution is needed for all aspects related to further RAN1 progress on LTE-A parameters
	SAM.46
Tdoc SAM

	205. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicated
	Need for consistent way to handle line breaks: e.g.:

soundingRS-UL-ConfigDedicated-v10x0










SoundingRS-UL-ConfigDedicated-v10x0
OPTIONAL,

-- Need ON
	2
	We normally let the line wrap but in other places, we use a carriage return to break the line.  Discuss whether to have a common rule.

Rap: We should always use CR (as some ASN.1 tools seem to have problems with long lines)

Rap2> Handled during CR implementation already
	ALU.27

	206. 
	PhysicalConfigDedicated
	pusch-ConfigDedicated-r10


PUSCH-ConfigDedicatedSCell-r10
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON


	1
	To avoid any confusion in the future, we propose to use the same name for the field as for the IE

pusch-ConfigDedicatedSCell-r10


PUSCH-ConfigDedicatedSCell-r10
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON


	NSN18

>Rap CR

	207. 
	PhysicalConfigDediated
	uplinkPowerControlDedicated-r10

UplinkPowerControlDedicatedSCell-r10
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON
	1
	To avoid any confusion in the future, we propose to use the same name for the field as for the IE

uplinkPowerControlDedicatedSCell-r10

UplinkPowerControlDedicatedSCell-r10
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON
	NSN19

>Rap CR

	208. 
	PRACH-Config
	Tagging –r10 for the prach-ConfigIndex within PRACH-ConfigSCell is missing
	1
	Add –r10 after prach-ConfigIndex within PRACH-ConfigSCell.

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	ERI.22

	209. 
	PRACH-ConfigSCell-r10

>prach-ConfigIndex
	Release suffix is missing in IE name
	1
	Change to ‘prach-ConfigIndex-r10’

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	CATT.13

	210. 
	PUCCH-Config
> n3PUCCH-AN-List-r10
> n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1-r10
	In 36.213, section 10.1, it says:

The TPC command for PUCCH field in the DCI format of the corresponding PDCCH shall be used to determine the PUCCH resource values from one of the four resource values configured by higher layers, with the mapping defined in Table 10.1.2.2.2-1. For a UE configured for two antenna port transmission, a PUCCH resource value in Table 10.1.2.2.2-1 maps to two PUCCH resources with the first PUCCH resource [image: image2.png]3 r=ro)
ST
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 and the second PUCCH resource [image: image4.png]3 r=p)
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, otherwise, the PUCCH resource value maps to a single PUCCH resource [image: image6.png]3 r=ro)
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Table 10.1.2.2.2-1: PUCCH Resource Value for HARQ-ACK Resource for PUCCH 

Value of ‘HARQ-ACK Resource  for PUCCH’

[image: image8.png]i)
e




’00’

The 1st PUCCH resource value configured by the higher layers

‘01’

The 2nd PUCCH resource value configured by the higher layers

‘10’

The 3rd PUCCH resource value configured by the higher layers

‘11’

The 4th PUCCH resource value configured by the higher layers

 
It can be seen that in physical layer specification, there are only four values of ‘HARQ-ACK Resource for PUCCH’.However, in RRC specification, there are two lists (n3PUCCH-AN-List-r10 and n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1-r10 ) for this, and each of the list has four items. Therefore, for n3PUCCH-AN-List-r10 and n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1-r10, some clarification needs to be provided that they are used in pair.
	2
	Introduce clarification, e.g. the items in n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1-r10 are used in pair with those in n3PUCCH-AN-List-r10 in the same order.
>Rap: There is an explicit association of n3PUCCH-AN-List to P0 and n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1 to P1, so it seems there can’t be any misunderstanding i.e. no further clarification seems needed

ERI: think this is probably clear from 36.213: For a UE configured for two antenna port transmission, a PUCCH resource value in Table 10.1.2.2.2-1 maps to two PUCCH resources.

Rap2> No change for now. If companies feel something is really needed, a separate contribution should be brought
	CATT.14

	211. 
	PUCCH-Config
	Tagging –r10 is missing for format3 and channelSelection. 
	1
	Add –r10 for format3 and channnelSelection within pucch-Format.

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	ERI.23

	212. 
	PUCCH-Config
	It would be good to move the field description n1PUCCH-AN-RepP1 right after n1PUCCH-AN-Rep for better reference.
	1
	move the field description of n1PUCCH-AN-RepP1 right after n1PUCCH-AN-Rep.

Rap: This will be handled as part of the alphabetical re-ordering of field descriptions
	ERI.24

	213. 
	PUCCH-Config
	For n3PUCCH-AN-List and n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1, our understanding is that the network could configure less than 4 resource values. There are 2 bits in the DCI format that will inform the UE which resource values to use. This is similar to aperiodic SRS configuration for DCI format 4. 
	2
	Change the coding for n3PUCCH-AN-List and n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1 to:

SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..4)) OF INTEGER (0..549)
	ERI.25

>Rap CR

	214. 
	PUCCH-Config
	The simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH is a common parameter and applies to both Pcell and Scells once configured. So this could be clarified in the field description.
	2
	Clarify in the field description of simultaneousPUCCH-PUSCH that The (same) configuration applies for all serving cells i.e. for the PCell as well as for SCells, if configured.
ALU: Go with suggestion in #179

Rap> Relates to 179 (ongoing)
	ERI.26

>Rap CR

	215. 
	PUCCH-Config field descriptions 
	The field descriptions of n1PUCCH-AN-Rep and n1-PUCCH-AN-RepP1 are almost the same.
	2
	We propose to merge them as following:

n1PUCCH-AN-Rep, n1PUCCH-AN-RepP1

Parameter: 
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 for antenna port P0 and port P1 respectively, see TS 36.213 [23, 10.1] and TS 36.213 [23, tbd] respectively.
	NSN20

>Rap CR

	216. 
	PUCCH-Config field descriptions 
	The field descriptions of n3PUCCH-AN-List and n3-PUCCH-AN-ListP1 are almost the same.
	2
	We propose to merge them as following:

n3PUCCH-AN-List, n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1

Parameter: 
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 for antenna port P0 and port P1 respectively, see TS 36.213 [23.10.1] and TS 36.213 [23, tbd] respectively. 
	NSN21

>Rap CR

	217. 
	PUCCH-ConfigDedicated-v10x0
	There is a comment that it is FFS whether SORTD can be used together with ackNackRepetition
	3
	>Rap: Separate contribution is needed for all aspects related to further RAN1 progress on LTE-A parameters
	SAM.47

TDoc SAM

	218. 
	PUCCH-ConfigDedicated-v10x0
>n1PUCCH-AN-CS-List-r10
	The details of n1PUCCH-AN-CS-List-r10 are still FFS
	3
	>Rap: Separate contribution is needed for all aspects related to further RAN1 progress on LTE-A parameters
	SAM.48

TDoc SAM

	219. 
	PUCCH-ConfigDedicated-v10x0
pucch-Format-r10
	Release suffix is missing for both format3 and channelSelection
	1
	Add

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	

	220. 
	PUSCH-Config
	The betaOffset parameters for both single codeword and multiple codeword are common i.e. the same value applies for all UL cells.

This is not very clear from 36.213 (see 8.6.3). Furthermore, we generally agreed to add such clarification in RRC
	2
	Add clarification that the same value applies for all UL cells

Rap> Relates to 179 (ongoing)
	ERI.36
>Rap CR

	221. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommon
	Tagging –r10 is missing for nonUL-Configuration and ul-Configuration.
	1
	Add tagging –r10 for nonUL-Configuration and ul-Configuration.

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	ERI.27

	222. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommonSCell-r10
	uplinkPowerControlCommon-r10

UplinkPowerControlCommonSCell-r10,
	1
	To avoid any confusion in the future, we propose to use the same name for the field as for the IE. 

uplinkPowerControlCommonSCell-r10

UplinkPowerControlCommonSCell-r10,
	NSN22

>Rap CR

	223. 
	RadioResourceConfigCommonSCell-r10
	prach-Config-r10




PRACH-ConfigSCell-r10

OPTIONAL,
-- Cond TDD-OR


	1
	To avoid any confusion in the future, we propose to use the same name for the field as for the IE. 

prach-ConfigSCell-r10




PRACH-ConfigSCell-r10

OPTIONAL,
-- Cond TDD-OR
	NSN23

>Rap CR

	224. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated

>measSubframePattern-Serv-r10
	Release suffix is missing in field name
	1
	Change ‘measSubframePattern-Serv-r10’ to ‘measSubframePatternServ-r10’
	CATT.15
>Rap CR

	225. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated


	Incorrect field name is used in the field description. Moreover, an incorrect 2nd column is used(editioral)
	1
	1. Change ‘measSubframePattern-Serv’ to ‘measSubframePatternServ’
2. The extra column inserted should be deleted.
	CATT.16
>Rap CR

	226. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	measSubframePattern-Serv does not follow the naming conventions.
	1
	Change to measSubframePatternServ.

Rap: Covered by/ same as 224/ 5
	ERI.28

	227. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	A local IE MeasSubframePatternServ can be introduced instead of the choice structure directly used in NCE.
	1
	Introduce the local IE MeasSubframePatternServ with the choice structure.
	ERI.29

>Rap CR

	228. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	Tagging –r10 is missing in the field physicalConfigDedicated within RadioResourceConfigDedicatedSCell.
	1
	Change the field name physicalConfigDedicated within RadioResourceConfigDedicatedSCell to physicalConfigDedicatedSCell-r10.

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 9
	ERI.30

	228a
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	mac-MainConfig
Although the ASN.1 includes a choice that is used to indicate whether the mac-MainConfig is signalled explictly or set to the default MAC main configuration as specified in 9.2.2, EUTRAN does not apply "defaultValue".
	1
	Change explicitly to explicitly 
	LGE.8

>Rap CR

	229. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicatedSCell

>physicalConfigDedicated
	RadioResourceConfigDedicatedSCell-r10 ::=
SEQUENCE {


-- UE specific configuration extensions applicable for an SCell


physicalConfigDedicated


PhysicalConfigDedicatedSCell-r10
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON


...

}
	2
	It should be:

physicalConfigDedicatedSCell

Rap: Covered by/ same as 228
	ALU.26

	230. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
> measSubframePattern-Serv
	measSubframePattern-Serv and field description
	3
	Use Pcell instead of Serving Cell?

Rap: It may be better to keep the name but add a clarification that the pattern is applied for the PCell only

>HW: We prefer not to change the currently used text (i.e. serving cell). RAN2 agreed at RAN2#72bis that Support for eICIC on Scells is not considered part of the WI.  we should avoid mentioning Pcell.

Also RAN4 has already concluded that inter-freq is not considered in R10.

ERI: agree with Rap.

Rap2> Separate contribution covering the entire issue i.e. all eICIC related fields (see 47/ ALU.17)
	ALU.29

TDoc ALU

	231. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicated
	If only one IE is included in [[ ]], why the IE should be optional?


[[
measSubframePattern-Serv-r10
CHOICE {




release




NULL,




setup




MeasSubframePattern-r10



}






OPTIONAL
-- Need ON


]]
	2
	Make the IE mandatory.

Rap: In my understanding the optional is needed since otherwise the extension/ extension addition group will always be included
	NSN24

	232. 
	RadioResourceConfigDedicatedSCell-r10
	
physicalConfigDedicated


PhysicalConfigDedicatedSCell-r10
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON


	1
	To avoid any confusion in the future, we propose to use the same name for the field as for the IE. 


physicalConfigDedicatedSCell


PhysicalConfigDedicatedSCell-r10
OPTIONAL,
-- Need ON
	NSN25

>Rap CR

	232a
	RLF-TimersAndConstants
	‘RLF’ in the general descriptions should use italics
	1
	Change it into italics.
	POT.8
>Rap CR

	233. 
	RN-SubframeConfig-r10
	Some sub-fields are large, so should we introduce delta signalling in particular for:

resourceBlockAssignment (6..25b)

pucch-Config (22b)
	2
	Recommendation is to apply the guideline agreed for CA physical configuration info generally and thus introduce delta signalling unless there are specific reasons (e.g. change is unlikely)

>HW: Seems no need to change, since the RN reconfiguration seems not frequently

ERI: Don’t agree. Not expected to change frequently, and very few RNs in a DeNB cell compared to the number of UEs in an eNB cell (marginal signalling load from the RN-SubframeConfig IE)

Rap> No change for now
	SAM.29

	
	RN-SubframeConfig
Field descriptions
	Editorial changes to the RN-SubframeConfig field descriptions:

1. There two spaces between “and” and “type2Distributed” as shown in the yellow marked parts:
resourceAllocationType
Represents the resource allocation used: type 0, type 1 or type 2 according to TS 36.213 [23, 7.1.6]. Value type0 corresponds to type 0, value type1 corresponds to type 1, value type2Localized corresponds to type 2 with localized virtual resource blocks and  type2Distributed corresponds to type 2 with distributed virtual resource blocks.
2. The font size of the text marked in yellow is not consistent with other parts. The correct front size should be ‘8’ rather than ‘10’
resourceBlockAssignment

Indicates the resource block assignment bits according to TS 36.213 [23, 7.1.6]. Value type01 corresponds to type 0 and type 1, and the value type2 corresponds to type 2. Value nrb6 corresponds to a downlink system bandwidth of 6 resource blocks, value nrb15 corresponds to a downlink system bandwidth of 15 resource blocks, and so on
	1
	1. Remove the redundant space between “and” and “type2Distributed” .

2. Change the font size from “10”  to “8“.
>Rap: Handled during CR implementation already

ERI: agree with Rap.
	HUA.17

	234. 
	RN-SubframeConfig-r10
	To update the R-PDCCH configuration, also the subframe configuration pattern has to be signalled.  
	2
	Make the subframeConfigPattern optional, need ON.
	ERI.31

>Rap CR

	235. 
	RN-SubframeConfig-r10
	The field description of subframeConfigurationPatternFDD refers to an undefined subframeAllocationPatternFDD.
	1
	Change subframeAllocationPatternFDD to subframeConfigurationPatternFDD (and put the field name in italics)
	ERI.32

>Rap CR

	236. 
	RN-SubframeConfig-r10
	Long field names subframeConfigurationPatternFDD and subframeConfigurationPatternTDD
	1
	Shorten Configuration to Config: subframeConfigPatternFDD and subframeConfigPatternTDD
	ERI.33

>Rap CR

	237. 
	RN-SubframeConfig
	Rename the parameter name to align other SORTD parametes


n1-PUCCH-AN-port0-r10


INTEGER (0..2047),


n1-PUCCH-AN-port1-r10


INTEGER (0..2047)
	2
	Change to


n1-PUCCH-AN-P0-r10
INTEGER (0..2047),


n1-PUCCH-AN-P1-r10
INTEGER (0..2047)


	NSN26

>Rap CR

	238b
	RN-SubframeConfig

SPS-Config
	It would be good to align the names of these fields: 

n1-PUCCH-AN-port0, n1-PUCCH-AN-port1, n1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentList, n1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentListP1, N1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentList

with other PUCCH parameters (like in PUCCH-Config).
	1
	Remove hyphen after nx.
	ERI.38

>Rap CR

	238. 
	RN-SubframeConfig field descriptions
	In n1-PUCCH-AN-port0 and n1-PUCCH AN-Port1, 
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	2
	Merge two field description as follow:

n1-PUCCH-AN-P0, n1-PUCCH-AN-P1

Parameter: 
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, see TS 36.216, [55, 7.5.1].

ERI: if the merging of field descriptions is agreed, the field descriptions concerning all PUCCH resource parameters for two antenna ports need to be aligned.
	NSN27

>Rap CR
<Object TBD>

	239. 
	RN-SubframeConfig
	The placement of the field descriptions for “subframeConfigurationPatternFDD” and “subframeConfigurationPatternTDD” is not aligned with ASN,1
	1
	Move them up in the field description.
>Rap: Change not needed, as field descriptions will be re-ordered (to use alphabetical ordering)
	QC.6

	240. 
	SchedulingRequestConfig
> sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndex
	There is a redundant comma in the sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndex’s field description.
	1
	Delete the redundant comma in the sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndex’s field description.
	CATT.18
>Rap CR

	241. 
	SchedulingRequestConfig
>sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndexP1-r10
	SchedulingRequestConfig-v10x0 ::=
SEQUENCE {


sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndexP1-r10

INTEGER (0..2047)



OPTIONAL

-- Need OR

}
	2
	Contains only one field that is OPTIONAL, Need OR.  Can instead be made mandatory.  SchedulingRequestConfig-v10x0 itself is OPTIONAL and that is sufficient.
ERI: the optional Need OR is used to release the sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndexP1

Rap> No change for now
	ALU.25

	242. 
	SchedulingRequestConfig

>sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndexP1-r10
	The IE should be conditional to schedulingRequestConfig Setup
	2
	Make the field conditional and OR as following

The field is optional present, need OR, if schedulingRequestConfig is included and set to ‘setup’. If the field schedulingRequestConfig is present and set to ‘release’, the field is not present and the UE shall delete any existing value for this field. Otherwise the field is not present and the UE takes no action i.e. continues to use the existing value, if previously configured.

>Rap: Relates to ALU.25

ERI: think the optional Need OR seems sufficient. The network may config schedulingRequestConfig and schedulingRequestConfig-v10x0 at different time. So if condition, there need to be condition on history

Rap> No change for now
	NSN28

	243. 
	SchedulingRequestConfig field descriptions
	The field descriptions for the sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndex and sr-PUCC-ResourceIndexP1 are almost the same
	2
	Merge two field description as follow:

sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndex sr-PUCCH-ResourceIndexP1,
Parameter: 
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	NSN29

>Rap CR

	244. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config
	In the field description of both srs-AntennaPort and srs-AntennaPortAp, the word ‘Parameter’ at the beginning is not necessary.
	1
	delete ‘Parameter’
	CATT.17
>Rap CR

	245. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config
	The srs-ActivateAp within SoundingRS-UL-ConfigDedicatedAperiodic is likely to be extended for other DCI formats in the future. So it might be better to have an extension marker in the setup branch of srs-ActivateAp. 
	2
	Add the extension marker in the setup branch of srs-ActivateAp. 
	ERI.34

>Rap CR

	246. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config
	There is a comment that it is FFS if srs-HoppingBandwidth and duration should be introduced for aperiodic SRS
	3
	>Rap: Separate contribution is needed for all aspects related to further RAN1 progress on LTE-A parameters
	SAM.48

TDoc SAM

	247. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config
	There is a comment that all value ranges in IE SRS-ConfigAp-r10 are FFS
	2
	>Rap: Separate contribution is needed, unless it is clear this FFS can be regardes as obsolete
	SAM.49

TDoc SAM

	248. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config

field descriptions
	Field descriptions for srs-Bandwidth and for srs-BandwithAP are same
	1
	Merge them
	NSN30

>Rap CR

	249. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config

field descriptions
	Field descriptions for freqDomainPosition and for freqDomainPositionAp are same
	1
	Merge them
	NSN31

>Rap CR

	250. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config

field descriptions
	Field descriptions for srs-ConfigIndex and for srs-ConfigIndexAp are same
	1
	Merge them
	NSN32

>Rap CR

	251. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config

field descriptions
	Field descriptions for transmissionComb and for transmissionCombAp are same
	1
	Merge them
	NSN33

>Rap CR

	252. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config

field descriptions
	Field descriptions for cyclicShift and for cyclicShiftAp are same
	1
	Merge them
	NSN34

>Rap CR

	253. 
	SoundingRS-UL-Config

field descriptions
	Field descriptions for srs-AntennaPort and for srs-AntennaPortAp are same
	1
	Merge them
	NSN35

>Rap CR

	254. 
	SPS-Config
	The same comments as [CATT.14] for n3PUCCH-AN-List-r10 and n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1-r10 in PUCCH-Config. For n1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentLi st and n1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentListP1-r10. Some clarification needs to be provided that they are used in pair.
	2
	Introduce clarification, e.g. the items in n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1-r10 are used in pair with those in n3PUCCH-AN-List-r10 in the same order.

>Rap: There is an explicit association of n3PUCCH-AN-List to P0 and n3PUCCH-AN-ListP1 to P1, so it seems there can’t be any misunderstanding i.e. no further clarification seems needed

Rap2> No change for now
	CATT.19

	255. 
	SPS-Config
> twoAntennaPortActivated-r10
>>n1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentListP1-r10
	The indent of n1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentListP1-r10 is wrong.
	1
	Change the indent of n1-PUCCH-AN-PersistentListP1-r10.

Rap> No specific action for individual cases, see 164
	CATT.20

	256. 
	UL-AntennaInfo
	There is a comment that it is FFS whether the fourAntennaPortActivated is a UE specific or cell specific parameter
	2
	>Rap: Separate contribution is needed for all aspects related to further RAN1 progress on LTE-A parameters
	SAM.50

TDoc SAM

	257. 
	UL-AntennaInfo
	Although different practices are used, it seems preferrable to reflect UL by means of a suffix (i.e. so that functionally related IEs are places together)
	2
	Rename to AntennaInfoUL
	SAM.51

>Rap CR

	258a
	UL-AntennaInfo
>ul-TransmissionMode
	There is no way to release ul-TransmissionMode
	2
	Make the field optional, need OR
	NSN.37

>Rap CR

	258b
	UL-AntennaInfo
>fourAntennaPortActivated
	The general convention is to use an optional Enum with a single value
	2
	Change to Enumerated {true}, optional need OR
	NSN.38

>Rap CR

	258. 
	UplinkPowerControl

>UplinkPowerControlDedicatedSCell-r10

>> pSRS-OffsetAp-r10
	pSRS-OffsetAp-r10 for SCell should also be optional, the same as for PCell.
	2
	Changes as the yellow highlighted part:

UplinkPowerControlDedicatedSCell-r10 ::=

SEQUENCE {


p0-UE-PUSCH-r10





INTEGER (-8..7),


deltaMCS-Enabled-r10




ENUMERATED {en0, en1},


accumulationEnabled-r10



BOOLEAN,


pSRS-Offset-r10





INTEGER (0..15),


pSRS-OffsetAp-r10




INTEGER (0..15)      OPTIONAL, Need OR

filterCoefficient-r10



FilterCoefficient




DEFAULT fc4,


pathlossReference-r10



ENUMERATED {pCell, sCell}

}
>Rap: It seems the parameter applies only if E-UTRAN configures aperiodic SRS for the concerned UE. Some clarification should be added to clarify this.

ERI: pSRS-OffsetAp has the same use as pSRS-Offset. From the field name it is clear that the former is for aperiodic SRS and the latter is for periodic SRS (in Rel-8/9). For the PCell, the optional Need OR is used because the p-SRS-OffsetAp is added as extension. For SCell a new IE UplinkPowerControlDedicatedSCell is introduced. Thus seems no need to have pSRS-OffsetAp optional, which is similar to pSRS-Offset in rel-8/9

Rap2> The proposal is to make field optional with clarification in the field description
	CATT.21
>Rap CR

	6.3.3 Security control information elements

	259. 
	SecurityAlgorithmConfig
	The introduction section for this IE implies that integrity protection is required for DRBs between the RN and the E-UTRAN (although it is clear from the field description and procedures that it is not).  Perhaps this should be clarified.
	2
	Add yellow marked text as shown:

For RNs, the IE SecurityAlgorithmConfig is also used to configure AS integrity protection algorithm for integrity protection-enabled DRBs between the RN and the E-UTRAN.
>HW: How about ‘For RNs, the IE SecurityAlgorithmConfig ismay also be used to configure AS integrity protection algorithm for DRBs between the RN and the E-UTRAN.’
ERI: Don’t agree, not needed. As there is no other algorithm for non-integrity-protected DRBs, the current wording should be clear. Furthermore, the algorithm is actually configured in certain cases (e.g. SMC) before any DRBs are set up, hence at a time when no integrity-protected DRBs can exist, but the algorithm still needs to be configured to be used for DRBs set up in the future to use integrity protection.

Rap> No change for now
	MOTS.16

	6.3.4 Mobility control information elements

	260. 
	ServCellIndex

	Is it sufficiently clearly that UE uses the value Scellindex as a Servingcellindex from “the SCellIndex that has previously been assigned applies for SCells”?
	2
	Consider including in procedural text that UE applies value of Scellindex as Servingcellindex

Rap> Is there really something unclear. If so, a more concrete proposal would be preferrable.

Rap2> No change for now
	ALU.30

	261. 
	ServCellIndex and Scellindex

	Confirm that values greater than 4 are allowed even if max Scells is only 4.
	2
	Check

Rap: No restrictions are specified, so it seems so (same as e.g. for DRB identies)
	ALU.31

	262a
	SystemInfoListGERAN
	–     SystemInfoListGERAN
The IE SystemInfoListGERAN contains system information.of a GERAN cell.
	1
	Remove ‘. before ‘of’
	LGE.9

>Rap CR

	262b
	TrackingAreaCode
	‘TrackingAreaCode’ in the general descriptions should use italics.
	1
	Change it into italics
	POT.9
>Rap CR

	6.3.5 Measurement information elements

	262. 
	LocationInfo
	For readability, TAB key is better to be added in some sub-fields
	1
	TAB key is added before ellipsoid-Point-r10 and ellipsoidPointWithAltitude-r10
>Rap: Handled during CR implementation already
	HUA18

	263. 
	LocationInfo
	LocationInfo  should be in italics in below:
LocationInfo information element
	1
	editorial
	ALU.32

>Rap CR

	264. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
>measSubframePattern-Neigh
	Clarification needs to be provided that eICIC only applies for the PCell/ the measurement restrictiion is applied only for the primary frequency
	3
	Introduce clarification

MTK: Clarify as follows:

1. In the filed description, clarify that measSubframePattern-Neigh could only be present when carrierFreq is PCC.
2. In section 5.5.2.5, add one paragraph to discuss the exception handling if carrierFreq is not PCC.
>Rap: It seems preferrable to handle this by a separate discussion/ contribution (covering all eICIC patterns/ configuration parts)

>HW: We prefer not to change the currently used text (i.e. serving cell). RAN2 agreed at RAN2#72bis that Support for eICIC on Scells is not considered part of the WI.  we should avoid mentioning Pcell.

Also RAN4 has already concluded that inter-freq is not considered in R10

Rap2> Covered/ handle together with 47 and 230
	SAM.30, MTK.30

>TDoc MTK, ALU

	265. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
>measSubframePattern-Neigh
	A statement is included that it is FFS if field measSubframePattern-Neigh is applicable for inter-frequency measurements
	2
	The statement seems obsolete and is proposed to be removed

>HW: RAN4 already concluded that inter-freq case is not considered in R10, could remove the FFS and add a note
Rap> FFS statement is removed. Any further clarification may be done as part of 47, 230, 265
	SAM.52

>Rap CR

	266. 
	 MeasObjectEUTRA
>measSubframePatternConfig-Neigh
	To clarify the information structure, it seems preferrable to create a sub-IE
	2
	
[[
measCycleSCell-v10x0



MeasCycleSCell-v10x0

DEFAULT sf320,


measSubframePatternConfig-Neigh-r10
MeasSubframePatternConfig-Neigh-r10


OPTIONAL






-- Need ON


]]
MeasSubframePatternConfig-Neigh-r10 ::=
CHOICE {


release
NULL,


setup
SEQUENCE {




measSubframePattern-Neigh-r10


MeasSubframePattern-r10,





measSubframeCellList-r10



MeasSubframeCellList-r10
OPTIONAL
-- Need OP




}

}
Change the IE structure as above.
	HUA.20
>Rap CR

	267. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
>measCycleSCell
	Wrong suffix:

measCycleSCell-v10x0
MeasCycleSCell-v10x0
	1
	Change ‘v10x0’ to ‘r10’
	HUA19
>Rap CR

	268. 
	6.3.5- MeasObjectEUTRA
>measCycleSCell
	The second line should be indented in

MeasCycleSCell-v10x0 ::=



ENUMERATED {sf160, sf256, sf320, sf512,











sf640, sf1024, sf1280, spare1}
	1
	Add three TAB key before ‘sf640’
>Rap: Handled during CR implementation already
	HUA.21

	269. 
	6.3.5- MeasObjectEUTRA
>measCycleSCell
	The field description of measCycleSCell is not clear;

In addition, the ‘Parameter [TBD]’ seems no more needed.
measCycleSCell

Parameter [TBD]: See TS 36.133 [16]. The parameter is used only when an SCell is configured on the frequency indicated by the measObject and is in deactivated state, but the field may also be signalled when an SCell is not configured.
	2
	Add the description for the field measCycleSCell as ‘Measurement cycle for deactivated SCell.’and remove ‘Parameter [TBD]’ as below:

measCycleSCell
Measurement cycle for deactivated SCell. See TS 36.133 [16]. The parameter is used only when an SCell is configured on the frequency indicated by the measObject and is in deactivated state, but the field may also be signalled when an SCell is not configured.

ERI: is it really so that there is no corresponding parameter defined in 36.133? in general the actual parameter would be better reference than some description.

Rap> No change for now. A separate contribution would be needed
	HUA.22
TDoc XXX?

	270. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
>measCycleSCell
	The current agreement is that different can be configured for deactivated Scell, not SCC. The current text seems not aligned with the LS.
	3
	1. Remove the last sentence in the field description.
measCycleSCell

Parameter [TBD]: See TS 36.133 [16]. The parameter is used only when an SCell is configured on the frequency indicated by the measObject and is in deactivated state, but the field may also be signalled when an SCell is not configured.
>Rap: No change seems needed; this seems purely a signalling issue and agreed during RAN2#73. Proposals for change should be handled by seperately discussion/ contribution
	MTK.31

>TDoc MTK

	271. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
	Missing space

MeasSubframeCellList-r10 ::=
SEQUENCE (SIZE(1..maxCellMeas)) OF PhysCellIdRange
-- ASN1STOP
	1
	Add space

MeasSubframeCellList-r10 ::=
SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxCellMeas)) OF PhysCellIdRange
-- ASN1STOP
	DCM 20
>Rap CR

	272. 
	MeasObjectEUTRA
>measSubframeCellList
	Value of measSubframeCellList can have NULL. (i.e. sometimes it is used as Need OR) Then, field description should be clarified it. 
	2
	Field description is updated.
>Rap: The field description clarifies the UE behaviour upon absence, so no change seems needed. Note that delta signalling is not supported for this field alone i.e. it has to be included whenever measSubframePatternConfig-Neigh is provided

ALU: Didn’t understand Pan comment (what is the suggestion for the field description?). But Rap comment seems OK.

Rap2> No change for now
	Pan.29

	273a
	MeasObjectEUTRA
>measSubframeCellList
	Field description of measSubframeCellList does not have the limiting statement for its applicability. Its functionality should be limited to the indicated frequency.  
	2
	Add ‘on the carrier frequency indicated by carrierFreq’in the first sentence of the field description

Rap> Does not seem really needed, as this is covered by field description of measSubframePattern-Neigh that is referenced
	LGE.10

	273. 
	MeasResults
	Should both quantities really be optional for measResultBestNeighCell
	2
	No real need i.e. this is for serving frequencies only so no problem to report both
	SAM.31

	274. 
	MeasResults

> MeasResultServFreqList
	Parts of the field description is redundant i.e. are covered by the procedural specification and hence are better removed (e.g. the part about which frequencies are covered)

The use of filtering should be specified consistently for all cases
	2
	Simplify the field description

Rap> Redundant part is removed
	SAM.32

>Rap CR

	275. 
	MeasResults (MeasResultServFreqList)
	The definition of best non-serving cell is not clear in the MeasResultServFreqList
	1
	MeasResultServFreqList

Measured results of the serving frequencies: the measurement result of each SCell, if any, and of the best neighbouring cell on each serving frequency. For the frequency indicated in the measObject associated with this measurement, the best neighbouring cell is not included in the serving cell list. For each cell that is included the UE provides the layer 3 filtered measurement results.
>Rap: Seems to be covered by SAM.32
	MTK.32

>Rap CR

	276a
	MeasSubframePattern
	–     MeasSubframePattern
The IE MeasSubframePattern is used to specify time domain measurement resource restriction. The first/leftmost bit corresponds to the subframe #0 of the radio frame satisfying SFN mod x = 0, where x is the size of the bit string devided by 10. “1” denotes that the corresponding subframe is used for measurement. 
	1
	Change devided to divided
	LGE.11

>Rap CR

	276. 
	QuantityConfig
	Is it really appropriate to use a condition i.e. do filterCoefficient2-FDD and reportQuantityUTRA-FDD always need to be included simultaneously. Seems not for the case quantityConfig is re-configured i.e. this is more a 'condition on history' and hence is best specified within the field description
	2
	Translate the condition into an E-UTRAN constraint specified in the field description
	SAM.33

>Rap CR

	277. 
	ReportConfigInterRAT

>reportQuantityUTRA-FDD field description
	Table Formatting problem/ font style
	1
	Correct
Rap> Already corrected during CR implementation
	MTK.29, DCM 21

	6.3.6 Other information elements

	278. 
	AbsoluteTimeInfo
	Missing space after “SIZE”
	1
	Add space

-- ASN1START

AbsoluteTimeInfo-r10 ::=



BIT STRING (SIZE (48))

-- ASN1STOP
	DCM 22
>Rap CR

	279. 
	MeasSubframepattern
	Missing space after “SIZE”
	
	Add space

-- ASN1START

MeasSubframePattern-r10 ::= CHOICE {


subframePatternFDD-r10



BIT STRING (SIZE(40)),


subframePatternTDD-r10



CHOICE {



subframeConfig1-5-r10




BIT STRING (SIZE (20)),



subframeConfig0-r10





BIT STRING (SIZE (70)),



subframeConfig6-r10





BIT STRING (SIZE (60))


}

}
-- ASN1STOP
	DCM 23
>Rap CR

	280. 
	UE-EUTRA-Capability
	It should be possible to merge the field descriptions for all cases of the 'proximity indication'. Same applies for the  'SI acquisition' indicators 
	1
	Reduce the field descriptions

Rap> Seems preferrable to handle by means of a separate text proposal
	SAM.34

TDoc XXX?

	6.3.7 MBMS information elements

	281. 
	MBMSCountingResponse
	mbsfn-AreaIndex-r10

INTEGER (0..7)
	
	Change ‘7’ to ‘maxMBSFN-Area-1’

Rap> Already covered by iss. 138
	HUA.23

	6.4 RRC multiplicity and type constraints values

	282. 
	maxBandComb, maxBandwidthClass, maxFFS, maxSimultaneousBands
	The value of these multiplicities still needs to be defined

Note that maxFFS defines the list-size of n1PUCCH-AN-CS-List-r10, applicable when pucch-Format-r10 in PUCCH-ConfigDedicated-v10x0 is set to channelSelection
	3
	>Rap: Separate contribution is needed to progress these LTE-A related issues
	SAM.35

TDoc SAM

	283. 
	maxServiceCount
	The value also applies to the counting response
	2
	Change the comment to say “Maximum number of MBMS services that can be included in an MBMS counting request and response”.
	QC.8
>Rap CR

	9.1
Specified configurations

	
	
	
	
	
	

	9.2
Default radio configurations

	284. 
	
	The default configuration should be extended to cover the new REL-10 fields e.g. aperiodicCSI-Trigger-r10
	3
	We should discuss if we should cover only the really essential fields (excluding fields E-UTRAN can always set before the actual functionality is invoked). Maybe it is simpler to cover all fields

ALU, Rap>Separate contribution is needed, related to 286 and 163
	SAM.36, ALU.33

TDoc ERI

	285. 
	
	Do the default configurations need to cover SCell also. Note that for SCells delta signalling is supported, so it should at least be clear what the initial starting point is; nothing or some kind of 'default'
	2
	There does not seem a real need for default configurations for SCells i.e. NIL can be the staring point (as e.g. for the RB configuration)

Rap> No change for now. Relates to 285 and 163
	SAM.37

TDoc ERI

	286. 
	9.2.4
	Currently the procedure text is used to release the csi-SubframePatternConfig during re-establishment. Instead, it might be better to add a default release value in table 9.2.4 for this
	2
	Suggestion: 

Remove procedural text in section 5.3.7.2 on 
release csi-SubframePatternConfig, if configured;  And add a default release value in table 9.2.4.
Rap> Note that default configurations are so far applied for the radio resource configuration only
ALU: OK with Rap comment.

Rap2: No change for now
	ALU.34

	10.1 General

	
	
	
	
	
	

	10.2 RRC messages transferred across network nodes

	287a
	HandoverPreparationInformation (10.2.2)

> ue-ConfigRelease
	A value for REL-10 is missing
	2
	Add a value for REL-10
	ERI.39

>Rap CR

	
	
	
	
	
	

	10.3 IE definition

	287. 
	RRM-Config
	Field description of candidateCellInfoList is 

Unclear what “including the best cell” – does this mean only the best cell or many cells including the best cell?  SIZE (1..maxFreq) seem to imply only one cell per frequency.
	2
	Suggest to change to:

“A list of best cell for each frequency, in order of decreasing RSRP for which measurement information was available.”
Rap> Some more opinions invited (see 22)

Rap2> Actual text a bit aligned with the proposal in 22
	ALU.35

>Rap CR

	288. 
	RRM-Config
	Missing [[   ]] for the nce candidateCellInfoList-r10
	1
	Use [[  ]]
	ALU.36

>Rap CR

	10.4 RRC multiplicity and type constraints values

	
	
	
	
	
	

	10.5 Mandatory information in AS-Configuration

	289. 
	Tables
	The tables need to be extended to cover the new fields.

In particular, for the critically extended fields (antennaInfo, CGI-ReportConfg) clarification needs to be provided regarding what the source provides to the target
	3
	It is assumed that the source provides the version that is configured towards the UE

Rap>Separate contribution is needed (see 163)
	SAM.38

TDoc ERI

	290a
	3rd paragraph
	Within the sourceRadioResourceConfig the source eNB shall include fields that are optional for eNB to UE communication, if the functionality is configured unless explictly specified otherwise in the following:
	1
	Change explicitly to explicitly
	LGE.12

>Rap CR


5 Sections not part of the review (for information)
	No
	Clause(s)
	Description
	Class
	Details (proposed solution/ discussion)
	Status/ ref

	290. 
	3
	Some abbreviations are not covered e.g. HPLMN, EHPLMN, MO (mobile operating)
	1
	
	SAM.39
>Rap CR

	4.1 Introduction

	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.2 Architecture

	291a
	
	In 4.2.1, the editorial format of one of the behavior descriptions of UE in RRC_CONNECTED is not aligned with others.
	1
	Add the symbol ‘-’ and make it aligned with others;
	POT.1
>Rap CR

	4.3
Services

	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.4
Functions

	291. 
	4.4
	New RN and CA bullets would be more logical if their places were swapped
	1
	Move the RN bullet about RN-specific radio configuration control up so that it follows directly on the “corresponding” bullet about UE radio configuration control, and let the CA bullet follow on the RN-only bullet.
	ERI.35

>Rap CR

	5.1 General

	292. 
	5.1.1 Introduction
	Sub-clause 5.8 and 5.9 are missing
	1 or 2?
	Add the corresponding sub-clause in the description.

In addition there is a sub-clause other (5.6) that covers e.g. NAS dedicated information transfer, UE capability transfer, sub-clause 5.7 specifies the generic error handling, sub-clause 5.8 specifices MBMS procedure and finally sub-clause 5.9 specifies relay procedure.
	NSN36, POT.1
>Rap CR

	5.7
 Generic error handling

	
	
	
	
	
	

	6.1 General

	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.1
UE variables

	293. 
	VarLogMeasConfig
	Several fields included in IE LoggedMeasurementConfiguration are not stored in this variable anymore, so it seema appropriate to create a local definition covering only the relevant fields (not absoluteTimeInfo, trace parameters
	2
	>HW: OK
	SAM.40

>Rap CR

	294. 
	VarLogMeasReport
	There is an FFS for the PLMN id
	1
	Just Remove FFS. 
	MTK.33

>Rap CR

	7.2
Counters

	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.3
Timers

	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.4
Constants

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.1
Genera

	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.2
Structure of encoded RRC messages

	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.3
Basic production

	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4
Extension

	
	
	
	
	
	

	11.1 UE capability related constraints

	
	
	
	
	
	

	11.2 Processing delay requirements for RRC procedures

	295. 
	11.2
	Table is missing pre Rel-10 procedures
	3
	Outside of the review scope itself.  Will need a separate CR.

Rap> Should be handled separately (document)
	ALU.37

R2-112206 (ALU)

	296. 
	11.2
	Should table include RN specific procedure? 
	2
	To discuss.  Suggestion: Not necessary to include RN procedure delay as we haven’t specified RN requirements of this nature before.

ERI: Agree with suggestion

Rap> Introduce a note to clarify this
	ALU.38

>Rap CR

	297. 
	11.3
	Reference [17] in the Rel-10 feature table does not seem correct.  
	2
	Should be a reference to MAC  - [6]
	ALU.39

>Rap CR

	Annex A (informative):
Guidelines, mainly on use of ASN.1

	298a
	A.3.1.2
	-     More generally, in case there is a need to distinguish different variants of an ASN.1 field or IE, a suffix should be added at the end of the identifiers e.g. MeasObjectUTRAN, ConfigCommon. When there is no particular need to distinguish the fields (e.g. because the field is included in different IEs), a common field identifier name may be used. This may be attractive e.g. in case the procedural specification is the same for the different variants.
	1
	Change MeasObjectUTRAN to MeasObjectUTRA
	LGE.17

>Rap CR

	298b
	A.3.6
	Conditional presence should primarily be used when presence of a field despends on the presence and/ or value of other fields within the same message. If the presence of a field depends on whether another feature/ function function has been configured, while this function can be configured indepedantly e.g. by another message and/ or at another point in time, the relation is best reflected by means of a statement in the field description table.
	1
	Change indepedantly to independently
	LGE.13

>Rap CR

	298c
	A.3.6
	The non-critical extension mechanism is the primary mechanism for introducing protocol extensions i.e. the critical extension mechanism is used merely when there is a need to introduce a 'clean' message version. Such a need appears when the last message version includes a large number of non-critical extensions, which results in issues like readability, overhead associated with the extension markers. The critical extension mechanism may also be considered when it is complicated to accomodate the extensions by means of non-critical extension mechanisms.
	1
	Change accomodate to accommodate 
	LGE.14

>Rap CR

	298d
	A.3.6
	Conditional presence should primarily be used when presence of a field despends on the presence and/ or value of other fields within the same message. If the presence of a field depends on whether another feature/ function function has been configured, while this function can be configured indepedantly e.g. by another message and/ or at another point in time, the relation is best reflected by means of a statement in the field description table.
	1
	Change despends to depends

Rap> Change does not seem correct
	LGE.15

	298e
	A4.3.5
	Some remarks regarding the extensions shown in the above example:
–    The the fields childIEx-WithoutEM-vNx0 may not really need to be optional (depends on what is defined at the next lower level).

–    In general, especially when there are several nesting levels, fields should be marked as optional only when there is a clear reason.
	1
	
Remove duplication of ‘the’
	LGE.18

>Rap CR
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