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Statistics/Executive Summary
TSG RAN WG2 #74 was held in Barcelona, Spain, hosted by the European Friends of 3GPP (EF3), co-located with RAN WG1, RAN WG3, RANWG4 and RAN WG5 2 weeks before TSG RAN #52. The RAN WG2 meeting was split in a UTRA part (see agenda items 8-11; Tue-Thu, Fri until noon) and an LTE/LTE-Advanced part, with common UMTS/LTE/LTE-Advanced parts on Monday and Friday afternoon.
· 220 participants (registered just before the meeting: 251)
· 1038 Tdocs allocated with actually 995 available contributions
· 17 incoming liaison statements (3 for UTRA, 4 for LTE, 10 for joint aspects): 15 of the LSs were treated
· 10 outgoing liaison statements (3 for UTRA, 2 for LTE, 5 for joint aspects), 2 of them agreed by email
· 29 email discussions scheduled after RAN2 #74 (plus email discussions of RAN2 WI/SI status reports and 16 CRs from RAN1 & RAN3 to RAN2 specifications)
· REL-10 WI Carrier aggregation (see AI 6.1): 7 CRs were agreed to this WI and in addition 10 CRs also addressing features "UL multiple antenna transmission for LTE (LTE_UL_MIMO-Core)" and "Enhanced Downlink Multiple Antenna Transmission for LTE (LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core)" were agreed. Note: This WI got a 3 months REL-10 exception at RAN #51.
· REL-10 WI on Relays (see AI 6.2): 2 CRs were agreed to this WI addressing stage 2 corrections (R2-113675) and L2 measurements (R2-112739). Note: This WI got a 3 months REL-10 exception at RAN #51.
· REL-10 WI Minimisation of Drive Tests (MDT, see AI 4.2.1, AI 6.4, AI 9.4):
More than 50 Tdocs related to this topic with 3 agreed CRs for UTRA specs, 4 agreed CRs for LTE specs and 10 agreed CRs to stage 2 TS 37.320. One outgoing LS related to Removal of MDT M3 LTE Measurement (R2-113651). Note: This WI got a 3 months REL-10 exception at RAN #51.
· REL-10 WI RAN mechanisms to avoid CN overload due to Machine-Type Communications (see AI 4.2.2): About 20 inputs on this topic with 3 agreed CRs related to Extended Wait Timer (for 25.331: R2-112720, R2-113404; for 36.331: R2-112773). Note: This WI was completed at RAN #51.
· REL-10 WI Further enhancements to MBMS for LTE (see AI 6.3): 4 agreed CRs for this WI (R2-112724, R2-112745, R2-113673, R2-113674). Note: This WI was completed at RAN #51.
· REL-10 WI Enhanced ICIC for non-CA based deployments of heterogeneous networks for LTE (see AI 6.5):
4 agreed CRs to 36.300 and 36.331 (R2-112723, R2-113540, R2-113541, R2-113542). Note: This WI got a 3 months REL-10 exception at RAN #51.
· REL-10 SI interference avoidance for in-device coexistence (see AI 6.8): Status after RAN2 #74 is summarized in email agreed TR 36.816 v2.0.0 R2-113686 (email discussion [74#03]). TR 36.816 will be provided to RAN #52 for approval.

· REL-10 WI Four carrier HSDPA (see AI 9.2): 2 agreed CRs (R2-112682, R2-113687) to 25.308 & 25.331. Note: This WI was completed at RAN #51.
· REL-10 WI Automatic Neighbour Relation (ANR) for UTRAN (see AI 9.5): 2 agreed CRs (R2-113688, R2-113689) to 25.304 & 25.331 and 1 agreed text proposal to RAN3 TS 25.484.
· REL-11 WI Service continuity in connected mode and location information for MBMS for LTE (AI 7.3): email discussion [74#34] until RAN2 #75 to clarify some open issues.
· REL-10 SI RAN improvements for Machine-Type Communications (AI 4.3.1, 7.7, 10.6): After RAN #51 the scope of this SI was limited to "RAN overload" without modifying the SI description. Agreements of RAN2 #74 are summarized in TR 37.868 v0.8.0 (R2-113685) after email discussion [74#01]. TR 37.868 will not be provided to RAN #52. Note: SI was left in REL-10 at RAN #51.
· REL-11 WI Network based positioning support for LTE (AI 7.4): First agreements, email discussion [74#35] to develop a stage 2 CR until RAN2 #75.
· REL-11 WI LTE RAN Enhancements for Diverse Data Applications (AI 7.2): A few first Tdocs treated, email discussion [74#33] until RAN2 #75 to come to a simulation setup.

· REL-11 WI LTE Carrier Aggregation Enhancements (AI 7.1): Almost 60 contributions to this topic with first agreements related to multiple timing advance aspects. Agreements are captured in a working CR to stage 2 36.300 REL-11 R2-113578 developed in email discussion [74#20]. This CR was just technically endorsed to collect agreements without sending the CR to RAN #52 for approval. Also an LS on timing advance calculation using time difference measurement was sent to RAN1 &RAN4 (R2-113653) to request some clarification.
· REL-11 SI Study on HetNet mobility improvements for LTE (AI 7.6): TR 36.839 v0.1.0 (R2-113696) is collecting the RAN2 #74 agreements and this TR was developed in email discussion [74#22]. Further email discussion [74#36] on Hetnet mobility simulation calibration until RAN2 #75.
· Among 640 change requests (CRs) in total: 226 CRs agreed (114 for UTRA 25.xxx and 34.xxx specs, 102 for LTE 36.xxx specs and 10 for joint 37.xxx specs). Also 10 technically endorsed CRs will be submitted to RAN #52.
Note:
The sequence in which the different topics appear in this report is related to the agenda of the meeting. However, the Tdocs do not necessarily appear in the sequence as they were treated in the meeting.
1
Opening of the meeting

TSG RAN WG2 chairman Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Samsung) opened the meeting RAN WG2 #74 on Monday morning 09.05.2011 at 09:00 o'clock.

On behalf of the host, the European Friends of 3GPP (EF3), Sabrina Stanislas (France Telecom) welcomed the delegates to Barcelona and explained organisational issues.
RAN WG2 meeting rooms:
Main RAN2 room:

Batlló+Guell (Mezzanine floor), planned for 200 participants, Mon-Fri

UTRA ad hoc room:

Mila (Mezzanine floor), planned for 50 participants, Tue-Fri noon
Other WGs:


RAN1, RAN3, RAN4: floor -2 in same hotel






RAN5: also on Mezzanine floor in same hotel
1.1
Call for IPR

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

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

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

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


NOTE:
IPRs may be declared to the Director-General or Chairman of the SDO, but not to the RAN2 chairmen.
2
General
2.1
Proposed Agenda

Chairman: THANK YOU to companies that submit contributions early before deadline (really appreciated). Will start to refrain from treating late documents.
R2-112660:
Proposed agenda for RAN2 #74, Barcelona, Spain, 09.05.-13.05.2011
Samsung (RAN2 chairman)
 Agenda
=>
Agenda is agreed
Time-schedule, only indicative (i.e. topics might move forward/backward !):

	Indicative Time-schedule
	Main room
	UMTS room

	Mon 09:00 ->
	[2],[3],[4],[5]
	

	
	
	

	Tue 08:30 ->
	CA [6.1] 

Rel10 other topics [6.9]

RN [6.2], [6.3]...
	[8 non-TDD]

[8 TDD]

	
	
	

	Wed 8:30 ->
	Rest of Rel-10 [6.x]
	[9.2], [9.4], [9.5],
[9.7], [9.8], [9.9]

	
	 
	

	Thu 8:30 ->
	Rel-11 [7]
	Rel-11 [10]

After-Lunch: Comebacks

	
	
	

	Fri 8:30 ->
	Left-overs, Comebacks, [12][13][14]
	Comebacks

[14] if time allows

	
	
	

	Fri: lunch -> until  5pm
	
	


2.2
Minutes of previous meeting
R2-112661:
Draft report of RAN2 #73bis, Shanghai, China, 11.04.-15.04.2011
ETSI MCC
-
No further comments received

=> 
Final version will be provided in R2-113650
2.3
Reporting from other meetings
Nothing to report.
2.4
Other

Planning

For information, main open WIs/SIs with RAN2 responsible for certain output to a certain RAN meeting are shown in the following table. Pre-Rel-11 WI/SI's are only listed if the WI/SI is not closed yet and the exception sheet lists RAN2 related open issues.

	Main RAN2 related WI/SIs
	RAN Tdoc
	Lead WG
	WI or SI
	RAN2 Agenda
	Planning w.r.t. RAN delivery
	Remarks

	UMTS + LTE
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Minimisation of Drive Test
	RP-100360
	2
	WI
	4.2.1/
6.4/9.4
	Exception up to RAN#52
	Exception:
RP-110194

	RAN Improvements for Machine-type Communications
	RP-100330
	2
	SI
	4.3.1/ 7.7/10.6
	Continue up to RAN#52
	Scope is limited to RAN overload; UMTS & LTE solutions do not necessarily have to be the same

	UMTS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Automatic Neighbour Relation
	RP-100688
	3
	WI
	9.5
	Exception up to RAN#52
	Exception:
RP-110299

	Further Enhancements to CELL_FACH
	RP-110436
	2
	WI
	10.1
	Stage-2 CRs: RAN#55
Stage-3 CRs: RAN#56
	

	8C-HSDPA
	RP-101419
	1
	WI
	10.2
	All RAN2 CRs: RAN#56
	

	HSDPA multi-point transmission
	RP-101439
	1
	SI
	10.4
	TR.25.xxx to RAN for info RAN#52, for appr RAN#53
	

	UL MIMO
	RP-101432
	1
	SI
	10.5
	TR 25.xxx to RAN for info RAN#52, for appr RAN#53
	

	LTE
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Carrier aggregation
	RP-100661
	1
	WI
	6.1
	Exception up to RAN#52
	Exception:
RP-110414

	LTE Self Optimizing Networks (SON) enhancements
	RP-101004
	3
	WI
	6.7
	Exception up to RAN#52
	Exception:
RP-110195

	In-device coexistence interference avoidance
	RP-100671
	2
	SI
	6.8
	TR 36.816 for appr: RAN#52
	Extended up to RAN#52

	CA enhancements
	RP-110451
	1
	WI
	7.1
	Stage-2 CR's: RAN#55

Stage-3 CR's: RAN#57
	

	Enhancements for diverse data applications
	RP-110454
	2
	WI
	7.2
	Until RAN#53: evaluation phase

Until RAN#54, stage 2 work

Until RAN#56, stage 3 work
	

	Service continuity improvements/ location info for MBMS
	RP-110452
	2
	WI
	7.3
	Stage-2 CRs: RAN#53
Stage-3 CRs: RAN#55
	

	Network-Based positioning Support for LTE 
	RP-101446
	2
	WI
	7.4
	Stage-2 CRs: RAN#52
Stage-3 CRs: RAN#54
	

	Further Enhanced Non CA-based ICIC for LTE
	RP-110420
	1
	WI
	-
	All CRs RAN#56
	On hold until RAN#52

	HetNet Mobility enhancements
	RP-110438
	2
	SI
	7.6
	All CRs RAN#56
	


3
Incoming liaisons
3.1
Joint UMTS/LTE relevance

R2-112665:
LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM (S3-110544; contact: Ericsson)
SA3 LSin
to: RAN2; note: REL is not fully clear (REL-8, REL-9 or REL-10)
REL-8
TEI8

Q1/Q2/Q3:

-
Mediatek wonders whether we would accept Rel8 changes ? Mediatek thinks we should not do that.

-
Chairman understands that for UMTS the RNC will send a failure message to the CN based on timeout. For LTE the UE will reject and that will enable the eNB to sent failure message to the CN. So in both RAT's we should be ok.

-
NSN assumes we should focus on UMTS case.

-
Huawei shares chairman understanding.

=>
Allow some offline discussion

=>
Will see draft response in R2-113384
Rel-10:

R2-112663:
Reply LS to SP-110234 = R2-111814 on Network Sharing (S2-112197; contact: Orange)
SA2 LSin
to: RAN2
REL-11
-

-
ALU wonders whether all features that do not support network sharing will be documented or only for new features ? Orange understood that all other features would support it, and otherwise they would be listed. ALU is thinking e.g. about 1xCSFB.

=>
Noted (can go to SA2 directly if considered necessary)

R2-112667:
LS on the decision of maximum codec mode from b=AS (S4-110534; contact: Samsung)
SA4 LSin
to: RAN2; Samsung drafted LS answer in R2-113304
REL-10
ECSRA_LAA

-
Discussion document in R2-113303

=>
Rest of discussion is minuted there.

R2-112666:
Reply LS to S5-110529 = R2-110736, S5-111522 = R2-111810, S5-110482 = R2-110741, S5-111525 = R2-111811, SP-110230, R2-111714 on MDT privacy (S3-110575; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
SA3
LSin
cc: RAN2
REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core

=>
Noted (will see related contributions in MDT section)

R2-112669:
LS on MDT UL Measurements (R4-112263; contact: Ericsson)
RAN4
LSin
to: RAN2 REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core

=>
Noted 

R2-112670:
Reply LS to R2-106944 on Report Strongest Cells for SON (R4-112322; contact: Huawei)
RAN4 LSin
to: RAN2
REL-10
SONenh_LTE-Core

=>
Noted (will stay at 1 UMTS cell for LTE reporting for SON)
Rel-11:

R2-112664:
LS on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA (S2-112211; contact: ZTE)
SA2
LSin
to: RAN2
REL-11
FS_rSRVCC

-
HTC thinks the indicated information is not measurement information. So it would be better to use other messages

-
ZTE thinks rSRVCC is related to mobility, so measurement report is logical

-
NSN considers this NAS information the UE has to provide. NSN wonders if it cannot be done in NAS layer ?

-
NSN also thinks measurement report does not necessarily trigger SRVCC (still network decision). So then the information could be reported unnecessary many times.

-
Ericsson wonders we really need additional information. E.g. there seems to be another approach in which the RNC knows the information already. ZTE thinks we should focus on the questions indicated.

=>
Probably measurement report is not a good idea: measurement reports often sent at difficult radio conditions and size extensions should be very carefully considered.

=>
Worry about sending the information unnecessarily since the final decision is in RAN.

-
ZTE thinks UE information req/resp could be used. NSN wonders how the RNC would know when to ask the UE ?

=>
Companies seem to wonder in general whether it is really necessary to exchange the information at AS since it seems to be more NAS information. 

=>
Will see draft LS in R2-113386

Late LSs:

R2-112673:
Reply LS on "SR-VCC from LTE to UMTS" (C1-111981; contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
CT1
-
Related to R2-113568, R2-113569, R2-113570

-
Orange would have preferred to understand why CT1 does not support SRVCC for several QCI's.  Orange thinks this solution should be considered a temporary solution only. DT agrees with Orange

=>
Noted

R2-112674:
Reply LS on applicability of the extended wait time per CN domain
-
NSN thinks this does not mean it has to be indicated. The UE AS could still derive it. Huawei agrees with NSN. Vdf thinks the unclarity is due to the fact that we have asked the question as we asked it.

=>
Noted

R2-113630:
LS on RIM requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer [CB2]
3.2
LTE relevance
Rel-10: CA
R2-112662:
LS on Rel-10 UE capability for non-contiguous resource allocation (R4-112313; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN4
LSin
to: RAN2; LS was received at RAN2 #73bis in R2-112620 but not treated there
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
NTT DCM assumes that if the simulatuous PUCCH/PUSCH baseband bit is not set, then simultanuous PUSCH and PUCCH activity intra-CC and inter-CC is not supported. If the bit is set, then the UE supports it inter-CC, and there is still the RF bit for the intra-CC case

-
Intel wonders about the 4th bullet: it seems contradictionary. NTT DCM thinks they wanted to indicate that they do not want a separate bit for inter-CC. If the UE supports UL CA, then he supports non-contiguous accross inter-CC

=>
Noted (will take further discussion when we see the contributions)

R2-112668:
LS on UE receiver window for Inter-band non-contiguous CA (R4-111867; contact: NTT DOCOMO)
RAN4
LSin
to: RAN2
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

=>
Will see proposed CR in R2-113389 CR0369 36.300

R2-113389: 
UE receiver window for inter-band non-contiguous CA CR0369

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112671:
LS on UL-MIMO UE capability on relative phase continuity (R4-112346; contact: Qualcomm) RAN4
LSin
to: RAN2
REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

-
CATT wonders if there is any impact on the eNB depending on how the UE sets the bit ? QC assumes that a network might e.g. not activate UL MIMO for these UE's. Nokia has the same understanding. CATT wonders why we do not have FGI bit for uplink MIMO then ?  Nokia thinks a network could still choose to activate UL-MIMO and it might work quite ok. But only after the UE is tested, the network will know about the performance requirements in this respect. NTT DCM has the same understanding.

-
Ericsson wonders if this bit is band agnostic ? Ericsson hopes so. NTT DCM agrees with Ericsson that this should be band agnostic.

-
Huawei thinks UL MIMO can be operated even if the FGI bit is not set. Huawei agrees the bit should be band agnostic.

-
Ericsson still wonders about the usefullness of UL-MIMO without having this support ? We could ask RAN1 about this and only if they confirm add the FGI bit ? NTT DCM thinks this LS is reflecting the outcome of the RAN4 discussion.

=>
Will be included by NTT DCM in the FGI related CR's as band agnostic FGI bit.
Late LSs:

R2-112784:
LS on FGI bit for UL-MIMO UE relative phase continuity
=>
Noted (we take this into account in FGI reporting)
3.3
UMTS relevance
Late LSs

R2-112672
LS on HSDPA Multipoint Transmission (R1-111827; contact: NSN)
RAN1


- To be handled in UMTS session
R2-112783
LS on the interaction of HS-SCCH orders and RRC reconfigurations



- To be handled in UMTS session
R2-113629
Reply LS on signalling support to de-activate HS-SCCH orders


- To be handled in UMTS session
4
UMTS/LTE joint session

Contributions submitted under this agenda item will be handled in a joint UMTS/LTE session. Documents should focus on Stage-2 aspects common for both UTRA and E-UTRA, but also common stage-3 aspects should be submitted here (e.g. 25/36.304).

4.1
LTE Release 9 and earlier releases

4.1.0
In principle agreed CRs

CSG allowed list contains PLMN (IDLE):
R2-112675:
CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
25.304
0274
-
F
email discussion [73b#01]
REL-8
HNB-supp
R2-112628

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112676:
CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
25.304
0275
-
F
email discussion [73b#01]
REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112629

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112677:
CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
25.304
0276
-
A
email discussion [73b#01]
REL-10
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112630

-
WI code is updated

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112726:
CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
36.304
0152
-
F
email discussion [73b#01]
REL-8
LTE-L23
R2-112631

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112727:
CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
36.304
0153
-
F
email discussion [73b#01]
REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112632

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112728:
CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
36.304
0154
-
F
email discussion [73b#01]
REL-10
TEI10, EHNB-RAN2
R2-112633

=>
CR is agreed
CSG - Connected checking
R2-112685:
25.331 correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
25.331
4577 -
F

REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112507

-
Needs to be updated to included member cell definition

=>
Will see update in R2-113392 CR4577 R1

R2-113392:
25.331 correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
25.331
4577 R1
F

REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112507

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112686:
25.331 correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
25.331
4578 -
A

REL-10
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112634

-
Needs to be updated to included member cell definition

=>
Will see update in R2-113393 CR4578 R1

R2-113393:
25.331 correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
25.331
4577 R1
F

REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112507

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112759:
CR to remove linking of primary PLMN to CSG
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
36.331
0665
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23
R2-112614

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112760:
CR to remove linking of primary PLMN to CSG
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
36.331
0666
-
F
"email discussion [73b#01]
REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112635

=> Noted: Update proposed in R2-113345

R2-112761:
CR to remove linking of primary PLMN to CSG
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
CR
36.331
0667
-
A
"email discussion [73b#01]:  REL-10
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112636

=> 
Noted: Update proposed in R2-113346
Other

R2-112688:
Correction for SR-VCC Parameter Setting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Coporation
CR 25.331
4580
-
F

REL-8
TEI8
R2-112512

=>
CR was agreed during RAN2 #74 but revised afterwards in R2-113692 to correct wrong spec on the CR cover; R2-113692 is agreed
R2-112689:
Correction for SR-VCC Parameter Setting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Coporation
CR 25.331
4581
-
A

REL-9
TEI8
R2-112513

=>
CR was agreed during RAN2 #74 but revised afterwards in R2-113693 to correct wrong spec on the CR cover; R2-113693 is agreed
R2-112690:
Correction for SR-VCC Parameter Setting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Coporation
CR 25.331
4582
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R2-112514

=>
CR was agreed during RAN2 #74 but revised afterwards in R2-113694 to correct wrong spec on the CR cover; R2-113694 is agreed
R2-112737:
Options for CSFB to GSM
TeliaSonera
CR
36.306
0050
-
F

REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112159

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112738:
Options for CSFB to GSM
TeliaSonera
CR
36.306
0051
-
A

REL-10
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112515

=>
CR is agreed
4.1.1
Other

R2-113345:
Upgrade proposal to R2-112760  on removal of linking of primary PLMN to CSG Identity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.331
-
-
F upgrade of R2-112760
REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112760

-
DT sees no reason to accept this member cell definition

-
QC agrees that this is an editorial change and thinks the proposed rewording is nice. QC wonders if UMTS RRC should have a similar change ? Nokia agrees it could be applicable.

-
Original CR is lacking the fact that the RPLMN also needs to be broadcast by the CSG cell. 

-
Nokia thinks the new terminology is a bit more compact but no strong view.

-
QC thinks it would be good to have the member cell definition. Otherwise the sentence becomes very long.

-
Ericsson thinks the definition would have to be a bit different for UTRAN since it is not in all connected states. 

-
DT thinks if we introduce a term it has to be consistent. DT is fine to introduce the term but has a slight preference not to introduce it.

After offline discussion:

-
It was proposed to introduce the member cell definition, and in UMTS it would list the states.

-
Vdf wonders if we should not introduction of definition in xx.304 as well ? Nokia does not intend this. In IDLE we already have the suitable cell definition. DT agrees there is no need to update xx.304.

=>
CR was first agreed in R2-113390 CR0666 R2, but later a small update was required related to this rPLMN and alignment to UMTS in R2-113626
R2-113626:
Upgrade proposal to R2-112760  on removal of linking of primary PLMN to CSG Identity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.331
R3
-
F upgrade of R2-112760
REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112760

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113346:
Upgrade proposal to R2-112761  on removal of linking of primary PLMN to CSG Identity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.331
-
-
F  wrong CR cat.?
REL-10
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112761

=>
CR was first agreed in R2-113391 CR0667 R2 but later a small update was required. Update provided in R2-113627
R2-113627:
Upgrade proposal to R2-112761  on removal of linking of primary PLMN to CSG Identity
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.331
R3
-
F  wrong CR cat.?
REL-10
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112761

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112986:
SR-VCC and QCI=1
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Orange thinks usage of QCI's should be left to the operator. Orange can agree that there is stage-2 statements like this, but currently it is not reflected in stage-3 yet. Currently an operator for intra-PLMN case could still use another QCI for voice

-
NSN wonders what is the alternative ? Orange has no alternative; Orange could agree that it is likely that QCI=1 is used for voice. DT agrees with Orange.

-
Ericsson agrees with NSN that QCI is sent in many places. However we sent an LS to these groups what the situation is and whether we need some clarification in our specs. Ericsson would prefer to wait for the response and if needed, we could have a reference to other specs.

-
NSN agrees we could wait.

-
If we cannot agree to the QCI solution, it seems we would need additional signalling. DT thinks maybe this QCI=1 solution could be acceptable as a temporary solution e.g. for Rel-8. But then we might add additional signalling in later releases

-
Vdf agrees with other operators

-
NSN thinks this should be made clear asap.

-
NSN clarified for video the situation might be same or different: there seems to be NAS level linking which might be useable.

=>
Noted (wait for response LS)
R2-112987:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
(0691)
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

R2-112988:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
(0692)
-
A

REL-9
LTE-L23

R2-112989:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
(0693)
-
A

REL-10
LTE-L23

R2-113568:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
0691
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

R2-113569:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
0692
-
A

REL-9
LTE-L23

R2-113570:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
0693
-
A

REL-10
LTE-L23

-
Renesas wonders why there is anything at all needs to be indicated in the stage-3 spec. If we need to indicate something, this is more eNB related at AS level.

-
NSN thinks it is the UE that needs to know what RAN to replace.

-
Renesas thinks in the UE, upper layers know what bearer to replace. So that does not to be indicated in RRC.

-
Renesas tihnks there are other ways to determine this, based on IMS information. So Renesas thinks it is in the wrong spec, and the reference that is provided is only clarifying the eNB behaviour. NSN thinks 23.216 is not only talking about eNB implementation. It also indicates something about UE. 

-
Panasonic appreciates the clarification in the note.

-
NEC wonders if this CR implies any AS-NAS interaction ? NEC does not see any and assumes the whole handling is at NAS.

-
Renesas thinks QCI=1 is a possibility for an educated guess, but a smart UE can use other means (e.g. based on IMS signalling the UE can know what bearer is handling the voice).

-
QC think we could maybe agree to "UE may use QCI=1 to determine what bearer is replaced"

=>
Update in R2-113654, 3655, 3656

R2-113654:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
0691
R1
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113655:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
0692
R1
A

REL-9
LTE-L23

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113656:
Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
0693
R1
A

REL-10
LTE-L23

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112879:
Clarification on CSFB cancellation
HTC
Disc
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
NSN wonders what needs to be clarified ?  Previously we discuss the connection release with redirection in LTE. Now HTC seems to be discussing different issue. Chairman agrees with NSN: we discussed the connection release with redirection before and we have no indication in the spec that this can be cancelled/ignored by the UE.

-
Huawei thinks abortion procedures are not used for user cancellation

-
HTC wonders if section 8.1.8.2b can be used to abort the RRC connection establishment if the user changes his mind ?

-
So now we are away from CSFB issue, and HTC is in general wondering whether we should list in our specifications the cases in which upper layers are allowed to abort connection establishment.

-
Ericsson understands the relevant cases (e.g. LTE Rel-8) are listed in NAS specs.

-
As discussed last meeting, the UE is not allowed to ignore the redirection, but the UE is allowed to apply the UMTS procedure when arriving in UMTS and thus cancel the connection request, however the UE would still camp in UMTS.

=>
Noted (no need for further clarifications it seems)

R2-113376:
Discussion on applicable scope of PCI range for CSG cells limited to pPLMN
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Vdf wonders if this restriction is removed, since CSG cells will not be deployed with PLMN sharing from the beginning, so then operators later have to align ranges which is very difficult.

-
DT thinks the PCI's can be updated later.

-
Chairman thinks the PLMN linking is a bit hypothetical because the non-CSG UE will ignore cells based on PCI without checking broadcast/PLMN's.

-
QC sees some benefits with the change. It can work with a UE registered on the secondary PLMN of the macro. QC thinks with this change the information is really usable because it will in general be applicable for the frequency.

-
Should also have similar clarification for UMTS

=>
Noted: seems we can agree to the principle

R2-113377:
CR on removing linking of primary PLMN to PCI range of CSG cells
LG Electronics Inc. CR
36.331
-
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

-
STE thinks some reformulation is needed.

-
Nokia thinks maybe  we should just talk about applicable for the frequency. 

=>
Can think about detailed wording offline

=>
Will see update in R2-113394 CR0741

=> 
Will see UMTS CR's in R2-113397 CR4691, R2-113398 CR4692, R2-113399 CR4693

R2-113394:
CR on removing linking of primary PLMN to PCI range of CSG cells
LG Electronics Inc. CR
36.331
CR0741
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

-
STE wonders if the information should not be clearer if you select another PLMN ? If the UE assumes an incorrect range it can have quite severe consequences. NOkia thinks the intention was to indicate it that it is generally applicable accross all PLMN's. DT thinks sPLMN is not suitable. We should then talk about change of rPLMN selection because sometime you loose coverage, you perform PLMN selection and end up in the same rPLMN.

-
Nokia thinks we could just say it is valid in all broadcast PLMN's. Chairman thinks it is nicer to link it to a UE action that already exists: i.e. the UE does not need to read SI from cells it can ignore.

-
Could e.g. say at rPLMN change or at PLMN selection. Can think about it for next meeting. DT thinks validity as long as rPLMN does not change is most logical. QC thinks this might not be sufficient. E.g. my CSG might be using another PLMN.

-
Nokia thinks maybe more thinking would be better. Will revisit the issue next meeting. Vdf thinks it is better to come back at next meeting.

=>
postponed
R2-113378:
CR on removing linking of primary PLMN to PCI range of CSG cells
LG Electronics Inc. CR
36.331
-
-
A

REL-9
LTE-L23

=>
Will see update in R2-113395 CR0742 

R2-113395:
CR on removing linking of primary PLMN to PCI range of CSG cells
LG Electronics Inc. CR
36.331
0742
-
A

REL-9
LTE-L23

=>
postponed
R2-113379:
CR on removing linking of primary PLMN to PCI range of CSG cells
LG Electronics Inc. CR
36.331
-
-
A

REL-10
LTE-L23
=>
Will see update in R2-113396 CR0743
R2-113396:
CR on removing linking of primary PLMN to PCI range of CSG cells
LG Electronics Inc. CR
36.331
0743
-
A

REL-10
LTE-L23
=>
postponed
R2-113397: 
Removing linking of primary PLMN to PSC range of CSG cells 25.331 4691 Rel-8
=>
postponed
R2-113398: 
Removing linking of primary PLMN to PSC range of CSG cells 25.331 4692 Rel-9

=>
postponed
4.2
Release 10

4.2.1
WI: Minimisation of Drive Test (RP-100360)

LTE specific stage-2/3 aspects should be submitted under 6.4, UMTS specific under 9.4.

4.2.1.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112777:
Clarification for logged MDT measurement configuration effectiveness
ZTE
CR 37.320 0014
-
F
compare R2-112894
REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112623, R2-112894

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112779:
Immediate MDT context handling during inter-PLMN handover
Huawei
CR
37.320
0016 -
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112622

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112780:
MDT UL network measurements
MediaTek Inc
CR
37.320
0017
-
F  compare R2-113340
REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112516

=> 
Noted: Update proposal in R2-113340
R2-112781:
Signalling based Immediate MDT initiation with area scope configuration
NTT DOCOMO, INC. CR
37.320
0018
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112518

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112782:
TCE ID parameter for logged MDT
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, INC
CR
37.320
0019
-
F

REL-10 MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112400

=>
CR is agreed
Not available/too late/withdrawn

R2-112894
Clarification for logged MDT measurement configuration effectiveness
ZTE
CR 37.320 - - F
see R2-112777 instead
REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE_Core
R2-112777

4.2.1.1
Other

Stage-2 - User consent/roaming

R2-112969:
Introduction of the User consent
Huawei, HiSilicon, CATT, New Postcom
CR
37.320
- - F

-
Mediatek thinks it is good to capture this but the wording is not so good. E.g. do we need to mention HSS ? Also the "should check it" is not so clear

-
NTT DCM wonders if we would have to indicate that for user consent revocation, the RAN AS is not involved. 

-
Ericsson wonders if this is not more SA5, and thus it is sufficient to only have the first sentence.

=>
Can discuss improved wording offline and where to place best. Will see updated CR proposal in R2-113400 CR0026 

R2-113400:
Introduction of the User consent
Huawei, HiSilicon, CATT, New Postcom
CR
37.320
0026 - F

=>
New paragraph is replaced by: "The CN indicates to the RAN whether MDT is allowed to be configured for this user considering e.g. user consent and roaming (see 36.422[6])".

=>
Will see update in R2-113649 CR0026 R1 
R2-113649:
Introduction of the User consent
Huawei, HiSilicon, CATT, New Postcom
CR
37.320
0026 R1 F

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112966:
Excluding roaming user in MDT
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc





-
DT could agree that reusing the user consent mechanism is simple.  However DT wonders if this could be left to operator (i.e. up to operator whether to include roaming users or not).

-
Intel agrees alternative1 is good sensible solution.

=>
Can include in R2-113400 a statement that the same mechanism can also be used to exclude roaming users.

R2-113342:
Logged MDT Release
MediaTek Inc
Disc





-
NSN thinks we have agreed before that there is no requirement to immediately abort MDT sessions previously started. I.e. ongoing sessions could continue. Mediatek confirms, however with this approach the network could do as best as it can. Mediatek agrees that the network could also already do this with some fake MDT configuration

-
Vdf thinks this would introduce many optional bits. We could just introduce a duration of "0". 

-
DT thinks the revation is more in the order of 24 hours. NTT DCM assumes something like from 1 hour to 24 hours

-
Ericsson thinks that there is no need for changes; we have discussed it before and can just have the session continue. RAN should just not start new session

=>
Noted
R2-113246:
Issues in MDT User Consent
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc





-
LG thinks the situation w.r.t. user consent revocation has changed now.

-
CATT thinks we have agreed not to have user consent revocation impact on AS. We should continue with this approach. Intel agrees with CATT: it is better to avoid this type of interaction. Vdf agrees that we have agreed there is no interaction needed between AS and NAS. However Vdf thinks the RLF we might have to consider the RLF case in more detail.

-
NSN thinks w.r.t. the RLF report there is no user privacy concern since it is a single snapshot: there is no tracking of the user. RLF should happen rarely. Vdf thinks we should sent an LS to SA3 about this. Ericsson thinks we should not revisit this now. We have already discussed this before.

-
Vdf points out that anyway the user has the switch on/off option

=>
Noted: assume no AS impact required for immediate user content revocation

R2-113247:
MDT User Consent
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
37.320
(0024)
-
F

Stage-2 - Other

R2-113340:
MDT UL network measurements
MediaTek Inc
CR
37.320
-
-
F Alternative to in principle agreed R2-112780
REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE_Core
R2-112780
-
NSN indicates that SA5 is referencing this M3 so should we not inform them ? Mediatek agrees we could have small LS.
=>
CR is agreed

=>
Will sent small LS about removal of M3 for LTE to RAN3/SA5 in R2-113401

R2-113344:
MDT Stage-2 Cleanup
MediaTek Inc
Disc





Proposal 1:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 2:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3:

-
NSN thinks these references are not used in the text. So no need to add them.

-
Mediatek wants to include the reference because the measurements are there defined. Mediatek is ok to also include the references in the corresponding sections.

=>
Agree to include references, and also use them in appropriate place

Proposal 4:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 5:

-
Ericsson wonders what stage-3 text is referenced here ? MT thinks this is e.g. clear from SA5 and RAN3 specifications

=>
Agreed

Proposal 6:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 7:

-
NSN assumes e.g. terminal capability could still be considered by RAN for selection. 

=>
Will reword so that capability information can only be taken into account by the RAN.

Proposal 8:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 9:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 10:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 11:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 12:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 13:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 14:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 15:

=>
Agreed

R2-113347:
MDT Stage-2 Cleanup
MediaTek Inc
CR
37.320
(0025)
-
F

=>
Should be updated in accordance with decisions on previous document. Detailed wording can be discuss offline.

=>
Will see update in R2-113402 CR0025

R2-113402:
MDT Stage-2 Cleanup
MediaTek Inc
CR
37.320
0025
-
F

=> 
Change in 4.1 bullet 7 to: "The network may use UE capabilities to select terminals for MDT measurements."

=>
With this change, the CR is agreed in R2-113652 CR0025 R1
R2-112795:
Miscellaneous corrections to 37.320
CATT
CR
37.320
(0020)
-
F

Proposal 1:

-
ZTE thinks it is applicable for both IMM and LOG MDT (SA5 still has to define MDT PLMN for IMM). CATT thinks we might never have "MDT PLMN" for IMM MDT. At least the CR reflects the current situation.

-
Ericsson agrees with the proposal.

-
Huawei thinks detailed definition of MDT-PLMN in 304 is different. CATT thinks there is no significant difference (e.g. 36.304 is only for LTE)

Proposal 2

-
Vdf thinks we have discussed the 10s period between the camped normal state and the any cell camping state, and then agreed the UE would be allowed to log. CATT thinks this 10s is considered as "camped normally" state.

-
Ericsson thinks this change might not be needed in stage-2. It should also talk about "camped normal" state.

-
Ericsson thinks this type of detail is not needed

=>
Not agreed

=>
Will see update only reflecting proposals 1 and 3 in R2-113403 CR0020
R2-113403:
Miscellaneous corrections to 37.320
CATT
CR
37.320
0020
-
F

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112885:
PLMN validating for MDT configuration
ZTE
Disc





-
Mediatek  wonders why we would have a PLMN validation ? MT understands from the proposal that the proposal is based on the PLMN from the trace-ref id. In MT's understanding this is never done for trace. MT understands it is only done to make the trace ref globally unique.

-
NSN wonders if observation 2 is correct. NSN has not assumed that the trace ref id would have to be the same as the pPLMN, and at least it was not intended to be impacting UE selection.

-
Ericsson has the same understanding as MT/NSN. Ericsson thinks this kind of checkig is not needed in the eNB.

-
Huawei also agrees the PLMN checking in RAN is not needed. The signalled PLMN's can be different.

-
ZTE wonders what happens if the pPLMN is not equal to the rPLMN. Will the UE collect measurements from an unintended PLMN ?

-
NTT DCM wonders if the user consent is PLMN specific or not ? NTT DCM assumes the user consent is per PLMN. That is why when the sPLMN is changed, the MDT has to be stopped.

-
MT thinks there was an LS between RAN3 and SA5, and SA5 indicated RAN may ignore a request if the trace refer PLMN Id is different from pPLMN.

-
DT thinks this can all be left to implementation.

=>
Offline discussion outcome is included in R2-113628

R2-113628: 
Summary of offline discussion on PLMN validating
-
ZTE indicates the LS is not officially sent out yet

-
MT understands that management based MDT, the OAM has perfect understanding of cells and OAM would include pPLMN of cells in trace reference. So never any problem needed.

-
MT understands for signalling based trace, the OAM initiates via HSS and HSS knows serving PLMN of UE. Then serving PLMN would be equal to trace PLMN. So MT sees this all as error handling in the network. MT sees no role for RAN2.

-
Ericsson thinks this is a RAN3/SA5 issue.
-
NSN thinks since we have not received the LS it it premature to take any further conclusion/action. So we can wait

=>
Noted
R2-112886:
PLMN validating for MDT configuration Alt1
ZTE
CR
37.320
(0021)
-
F

R2-112890:
PLMN validating for MDT configuration Alt2
ZTE
CR
37.320
(0022)
-
F

R2-113259:
MDT handover of rel-8 eNB
Samsung
Disc





-
LG wonders if there is any UE impact related to this proposal ? Samsung sees no UE impact.

-
NTT DCM wonders why the Rel-10 eNB should not sent this information to a Rel-8 eNB ? There seems no reason to restrict since the Rel-8 eNB would just ignore ? 

-
ALU thinks this is all implementation and depending on what the MME does. 

=>
Noted (left to implementation / RAN3)

R2-112892:
Immediate MDT reconfiguration
ZTE
CR
37.320
(0023)
-
F

-
CATT wonders if we have a similar case for LOG_MDT ? 

-
ALU thinks this can all be left to implementation. No need to capture in the stage-2. NSN agrees.

=>
Not agreed
R2-112900:
MDT enhancement
Pantech
Disc





Stage-3

R2-112793:
Some Modifications Concerning MDT PLMN
CATT
CR
36.331
(0681)
-
F

-
Ericsson wonders if this is really needed since it is only UE variable name ?

-
MT thinks the specification gets clearer with this renaming. But it is also true that we have tried to keep the name MDT out stage-3. NSN would prefer not to introduce MDT in the stage-3 and would prefer not to have the name.

=>
Not agreed

R2-112794:
Some Modifications Concerning MDT PLMN
CATT
CR
25.331
(4615)
-
F

=>
Not agreed
Not available/too late/withdrawn

R2-112967
Excluding roaming user in MDT
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc





=>
Withdrawn
R2-113236
Corrrection of RLF text
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
37.320
-
-
F

4.2.2
WI: RAN mechanisms to avoid CN overload due to MTC(RP-101026)

4.2.2.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112710:
Further considerations for MTC
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
4602
-
C REL-10
NIMTC-RAN_overload
R2-112254

=>
Ericson "Introduction of extended wait timer in Signalling Connection Release"

=>
CR is agreed with this change of title in R2-113404 CR4602 R1

R2-112720:
Updated value range for the Extended Wait Timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
4612 -
F
REL-10
NIMTC-RAN_overload
R2-112255

=>
Agreed
R2-112773:
Updated value range for the Extended Wait Timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
0679 -
F 
REL-10
NIMTC-RAN_overload
R2-112256

=>
Agreed
4.2.2.1
Other

eWaitTimer

R2-113287:
Corrections to the range of extended wait timer
CATT
CR
36.331
(0732)
-
F

-
NSN wonders if there is a problem if AS would allocate less than 15 min ? CATT is not sure if there would be a real problem, but just wants to propose to align. 

-
NSN sees no problem and would like to keep the current values. STE agrees with NSN.

=>
Not agreed

R2-112933:
Clarification on extended wait time
HTC
CR
36.331
(0687)
-
F

-
Renesas understood that this text was present to clarify that the ewaittimer is only used if the UE signalled the delay tolerant indicator. HTC understands that SA2 considered this a general offloading mechanism.

-
NSN has same understanding as Renesas. Also to offload voice UE's with 30min seems not a good solution.

-
ALU had understood also in the joint session that the eWaitTimer should not be sent to all UE's because integrity protection is not provided. So then it should only be used towards delay tolerant UE's. 

-
Vdf agrees with the CR: AS should just forward the timer when received.

-
Panasonic understands that in NAS layer the eWaitTimer is only used towards low priority access.

-
NSN thinks the understanding based on last meetings is clear. We should only change if we receive an LS.

-
Chairman points out that also in RAN discussions this was discussed conditionaly mandatory functionality.

-
ZTE understood that the eWaitTimer in NAS would only be used towards low priority UE's.

=>
Not agreed (should get an indication from CT1 before further discussions)

R2-112934:
Clarification on extended wait time
HTC
CR
25.331
(4646)
-
F

=>
Not agreed (related to previous document)
eWaitTimer <->T302 (LTE)
R2-112801:
Handling of extendedWaitTime and waitTime
CATT
Disc

-
Renesas wonders what use case is that is attempted to be addressed ?  RAN can always set the T302 to 1s. So what is the problematic case ?  The UE does a different type of access within 1s ?

-
Huawei thinks if only MME is overloaded but RAN is not overloaded, then anyway there would be a 1s delay. Huawei thinks there might be cases in NAS where the timer is stopped, e.g. for terminating call. ZTE thinks this is a not needed optimisation. Also the emergency call is not applying T302.

-
NSN thinks it would only be relevant if a low priority UE would e.g. make a priority call, but might not need to be supported.

=>
Noted (can rethink for Rel-11)

R2-112802:
Introduction of waitTimeValidInd in RRCConnectionReject message
CATT
CR 36.331 (0682)
-
F

=>
revised in R2-113382
R2-113382
Introduction of waitTimeValidInd in RRCConnectionReject message
CATT
CR 36.331 0682
-
F

REL-10
NIMTC-RAN_overload
R2-112949:
Setting of the Wait Time when eNB is not overloaded
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
CR see R2-112950

R2-112950:
Setting of the Wait Time when eNB is not overloaded
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR 36.331 (0690)
-
F

R2-113205:
Discussion about waitTime and eWaitTime handling
ITRI
Disc

R2-113274:
Discussion about waitTime and eWaitTime handling
ITRI
CR
36.331
(0725)
- F

Domain indicator (UMTS)
R2-113090:
CN domain indicator for Extended wait timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
Renesas wonders for connection reject in which case the domain could be different than the domain the request ? HTC has the same question.

-
Renesas wonders what release this needs to be introduced. For Rel-10 we already have the SCR solution, is that not sufficient ? HTC is ok with the indicator because the network is not required to use the SCR before connection release.

-
NSN agrees with Renesas. NSN sees no big complexity/ambiguity with the solution we have so far.

-
Vdf could agree that from a UE implementation perspective it might be simpler if the connection release indicates the domain. NSN cannot understand the "much simpler".

-
NSN also wonders if we should not wait for the CT1 response on a previous LS ?

-
STE thinks the main concern is listed under bullet 3: STE could agree there is other solutions like specifying that the eWaitTimer is applicable in the connection release/reject is applicable always to the domain signalling in the connect request.

-
DT understand the concern but would like to keep the signalling simple. So far we have agreed that there is no real confusion.

-
There seem to be 2 options on the table:

Option 2: eWaitTimer in connection rel/rej is applicable to the domain explicitly signalled in the connection rel/rej

Option 3: eWaitTimer in connection rej is applicable to the domain signalling in the connection request. eWaitTimer in connection rel is only clearly applicable to a domain if there is one domain established at the time of connection release. In case 2 domains are configured, the eWaitTimer should not be used (should used SCR).

-
Renesas assumes that for rej, it is the same as in the req. In case of release, it might be a bit unclear. If there is only 1 it is clear.

-
NSN assumes option 3 is clearly the current status.

-
ZTE points out that currently there is no CS signalling over Iu to indicate overload.

-
NSN thinks we have solution without ASN.1 impact so why do more.

-
Ericsson thinks it make sense to have the same approach in all message that signal the eWaitTimer.

-
Seems we have 2 realistic options (option 2 and option 3).

After receiving the LS from CT1 on this topic:

-
Ericsson has provided new status update in R2-113644

=> 
Noted

R2-113644:
Offline discussion on “CN domain indicator for Extended Wait Timer”

-
NSN thinks 2a is sufficient. We don't plan to release long lasting connections with this timer. Only new attempts

-
ZTE thinks if we include domain, we should include 2 timers and 2 indicators

-
Renesas thinks a 3rd non-ASN.1 impacting alternative is to link it to the Latest configured domain.

-
DT thinks not signalling change is needed

=>
Will not have separate domain indicator. Can next meeting decide which one of the 3 solutions on the table is selected:


1) Domain in RRC connection request


2) Domain present in "Latest configured domain"


3) Domain that exists (only work in case only 1 domain is present)

=>
Which one from these 3 can be decided next meeting.
R2-113093:
CN domain indicator for Extended wait timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331 (4676) -
F

not treated
Not available/too late/withdrawn

R2-113091
CN domain indicator for Extended wait timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc



=> See R2-113090 instead

R2-113092
CN domain indicator for Extended wait timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

4.2.3
Other
R2-113303:
Clarification of Question in LS R2-112667
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
ECSRA_LAA






=> Proposed related outgoing LS in R2-113304;

-
NSN assumes for CAC we should not take into account statistical variations. CAC should be based on codec bitrate. This could lead to overdimensioning but that can be filled up with non-GBR traffic. If we would plan on the maximum, we might have to drop packets in certain "unlucky" cases. Orange agrees with NSN: we need to know the codec rate. Orange thinks for adaptive codecs we should have the freedom to tune. This is all largely up to the network implementation. Orange thinks we should also answer capacity part of the question.


-
Samsung wonders if CAC will really be based on the maximum bitrate ? 

-
Ericsson assumes MBR/GBR reflect codec bitrate that the endpoints negotiated. It is up to e.g. CAC in RAN to work with statistical mux.

-
Ericsson agrees that for video there is some averaging and in short term the rate could be exceeded. In both cases the MBR/GBR reflects some kind of short term average of something like 0.5s.

-
Huawei had the same understanding as Samsung so that the MBR would take into account the activity factor. E.g. if codec rate is 12.2, for voice the MBR signalled could be 6.xkbps. Ericsson does not understand how this could be enforced. What is somebody talks for a long time ?

-
NSN agrees with Ericsson. For voice the MBR should be the agreed maximum codec rate. In the capacity calculations the activity factor can be taken into account.

-
Samsung is worried if different IMS endpoints out set the be based on different criteria/assumptions.

-
NSN does not see how it can work with the 6.xkbps approach. Huawei thinks this is just a matter of how the CAC takes into account the MBR value. NSN thinks RAN should get the codec rate, and the rest is up to CAC and scheduler.

-
NSN agrees that for video it is a short term average.

=>
Will see draft response LS after more offline discussion in R2-113385

R2-113206:
CR to 36.331 on redirected utra-TDD carrier frequency
CMCC
CR
36.331
(0713)
- C REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
CMCC received offline comments that this should be optional feature for Rel-10 and we would probably need a capability bit. Also there were some comments on the ASN.1

-
Huawei understands this CR resolves a real issue so Huawei supports the change

-
CATT also supports the change, but has some editorial comments.

-
Chairman wonders if all signalled carriers have the same priority ? CMCC assumes that this can be left to UE implementation.

-
CATT indicates that for TD-SCDMA, one cell will have multiple frequencies but only 1 frequency (primary frequency) will broadcast SI. So then the neighbour cells of one frequency might have different primary frequencies and thus have different frequency on which SI is sent.

-
NSN wonders if we need 2 UE capabilities ? One for the redirection to multiple frequencies, and one to receive assistance for multiple frequencies. The assistance information is in principle only needed fro CSFB capable UE's.

-
NTT DCM thinks it is really late for introducing new features for Rel-10. NTT DCM wonders what happened to the performance requirements for CSFB in RAN4, and whether these proposals would have impact ? 

=>
We agree to introduce redirection to multiple frequencies.

=>
Can discuss offline how many capability bits would be needed

=>
Can discuss offline whether there is impact on performance requirements

=>
Will see updated CR in R2-113405 CR0713

R2-113405:
CR to 36.331 on redirected utra-TDD carrier frequency
CMCC
CR
36.331
0713
- C REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113532:
Introduction of UE capability for enhanced redirection to UTRA TDD
CMCC, CATT, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Huawei, HiSilicon, Nokia Siemens Networks, ZTE
CR
36.306
0062
-
C
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
-
Nokia wonders if this capability is now only for being able to handle redirection to multiple frequencies, or also for supporting SI for multiple frequencies.

-
Nokia thinks it should be made clear that the UE also supports redirection to multiple frequencies without SI. CMCC indicates this is not the intention. There is only redirection to multiple freq if there is also SI for multiple freq.
=>
CR is agreed
4.3
Release 11

4.3.1
SI: RAN improvements for Machine Type communication (RP-100330)

RAN#51 decided to continue the SI up to June 2011, but with the focus limited to "RAN overload handling" (note: SID was not updated)). Under this agenda item, joint UMTS/LTE contributions can be submitted (e.g. scenario related contributions, generic solutions,...). LTE specific solutions shall be submitted under 7.7 , UMTS specific solutions under 10.6. Note: Note: TR37.868 v0.7.0 available in R2-106033.

RAN overload - EAB

R2-113339:
Further Discussion on EAB
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

General:

-
NSN wonders if the information on listed categories is present in AS ? ZTE assumes it is applied at NAS layer.

-
NSN assumes that if delay tolerant is configured by e.g. OMA-DM. 

Proposal 1:

-
Intel wonders whether there is 1 to 1 relation between EAB and delay tolerant. 

-
ZTE can agree to this proposal.

-
STE is not aware of any application dependant EAB.

-
DT thinks there is a link missing between MTC and EAB application. STE thinks this is still being discussed in CT1.

Proposal 3:

-
CATT thinks this is too early to decide. It could also e.g. be PCH. Depends also on how quickly it has to respond. DT thinks this is too early.

-
Ericsson thinks we should stay close to current AB.

-
Samsung thinks because this is IDLE, broadcast is the only mechanism.

-
DT thinks it is too early to decide on a broadcast based scheme. DT thinks we should not follow the SA1 requirements blindly since this is our area of expertise.

-
Vdf thinks this EAB is the last part of CN overload handling. We should agree on this EAB and then see what other mechanisms we need for RAN overload.

Proposal 4:

-
ALU thinks this is too early. EAB is not ACB.  NSN also thinks it is too early.

Proposal 7:

-
NSN wonders if a special AC UE would not have special AC and normal AC. Then sometimes the EAB could be applicable, and sometimes not ? NSN was assuming depending on e.g. calltype the AS would apply/not apply the EAB. Vdf assumes that special AC UE's would not have low priority access. NSN understood that a UE with special AC could also make normal calls.

-
DT assumes that higher layers could handle the classes.  

Proposal 10:

-
Samsung wonders if this is really the best way ?

-
NTT DCM understands this is similar to SSAC. But for SSAC this was required because SSAC is handled in IMS layer. But that does not seem required now. NTT DCM thinks in this case we could bypass ACB if there was EAB.

	Agreements:

1:
Somehow the UE knows whether at a certain RRC connection establishment it needs to apply EAB or not.

3:
BCCH broadcasts EAB information.

5:
EAB information on BCCH indicates which "category" of UEs configured with EAB apply EAB.

5a:
UEs configured with EAB check their categories (i.e. category a, b, c) in order to decide whether or not to apply EAB.

6:
If UE is establishing the RRC connection for emergency call, UE configured with EAB applies no EAB.

7:
FFS: If UE has a special AC (i.e. AC11-15), UE configured with EAB applies Rel-10 ACB. (or can this depend on case by case connection establishment)

8:
if UE has no special AC, UE configured with EAB applies EAB for non-emergency calls.

9:
If EAB information is not available on BCCH, UEs configured with EAB apply no EAB, but apply Rel-10 ACB.


R2-113217:
Enhancement of EAB for RAN overload protection
Intel Corporation
Disc

Focus on sections 3 and 4:

Proposal 3 (where to handle EAB):

-
ZTE would be fine with NAS layer.

-
NSN thinks it could be handled at AS based on call type indication from NAS. But NSN is also happy if it would be handled at NAS.

-
ZTE could agree the approach based on call type indication would work for LTE but not for UMTS.

-
Intel wonders how it will be handled in GERAN and at what layer ?  STE understands that EAB handling is planned to be captured completely in the AS specs.

=>
Can think more about this.

Proposal 4 (dynamicity):

-
ZTE assumes both approaches listed in the paper are insufficient. ETWS approach would lead to huge paging load. 

-
Huawei thinks normal EAB together with reject handling is sufficient

-
ALU thinks this should be carefully checked.

-
LG thinks EAB was considered for CN overload so we should not update frequently.

-
Intel thinks the EAB is also intended for RAN overload.

-
ZTE thinks if we have UE's waiting for a SIB, it will lead to concentrated access.

=>
Noted

R2-113030:
Extended access barring for MTC devices
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

Proposal 2:

-
Huawei wonders how much enhancements Ericsson would like to see for EAB ? E.g. the description in 2.1.2 seems like slotted access ? Ericsson thinks this needs further study. Ericsson does not see strong need for complex schemes.

-
Huawei wonders if Ericsson thinks basic mechanisms like for ACB would be sufficient for EAB ? Ericsson thinks it depends on the details.

-
ZTE is confused about the message in this contribution. It proposes EAB, but then also some enhancements.

-
LG wonders about RAN congestion in connected mode (RACH for unsync case) ?

=>
Noted
R2-113083:
RAN overload handling
MediaTek
Disc

R2-112995:
Extended Access Barring for LTE and UMTS
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation Disc

R2-112864:
Extended Access Barring for delay tolerant devices
ZTE
Disc

R2-112951:
Further consideration on EAB
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-113208:
EAB for MTC RAN Overload
InterDigital Communications
Disc

R2-113261:
Overview of solutions on MTC
Samsung
Disc

All 6 Tdocs not treated
Impact of SA1 decisions

Handled on AS or higher layers ?

Do we need dynamic and if so how (paging, mandatory reading)

RAN overload - Other

R2-112865:
Discussion on fast methods for dynamic access control
ZTE
Disc

-
LG thinks that if we agree that even after passing EAB normal ACB has to be applied, then only alternative 1 seems applicable. ZTE thinks having to apply normal ACB can be applicable in all listed solutions. LG assumes if normal ACB has to be applied, then quick handling of EAB seems not possible.

-
ALU thinks ACB/EAB have certain inherent drawbacks and you should not enhance it but have an additional new mechanism.

-
QC thinks the proposals are quite LTE centric. QC sees no large drawbacks with alternative3. Power consumption impact will depend on traffic characteristics.

-
NTT DCM would prefer to stay with alt1. NTT DCM does not like alt3 because at least normal UE's should not be required to read SIBs. 

-
NSN wonders if we have to be able to support the 30K users in 10s ?

=>
Noted

R2-113183:
Further Study of Access Performance for MTC
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell Disc

-
ALU clarifies that in section 2.3.3 both the slotted access and the EAB both only start to change after 3s.

-
ZTE wonders if we really need to improve simulation assumptions. We can always improve but it might not change the results.

-
ZTE thinks one drawback of slotted access is that the network does not know how to set the spread because it does not know how many UE's there are. Intel has the same question: does usage of slotted access require the network to know the number of UE's upfront ?  ALU thinks this is not needed.

-
NSN wonders if the MTC overload is happening continuously during the day or daily, or is it something very rarely ? Vdf thinks the overload should happen rarely. But we should have mechanism to ensure that overload does not happen. NSN wonders why something like EAB would not be sufficient then (and EAB something similar to ACB).

-
LG thinks in case of periodic reporting from smart meters we might need load control quite often

-
ALU thinks number of MTC devices might drastically increase in the future. Then access surge may happen. ALU thinks there will always be delay in ACB/EAB application. We should find solutions to combat this delay.

=>
Noted

R2-112981:
Text proposal for TR 37.868 on Access Barring Scaling for MTC
Deutsche Telekom, MediaTek TP
37.686
-
Renesas wonders if this is for LTE only ? DT proposes this generic (maybe "probability" should not have been mentioned). Also e.g. bitmask solution could be considered. 

-
NSN wonders how this related to the EAB solution from SA1 where we work e.g. with 3 categories ? DT thinks it could be handled with having different scaling parameters for the different categories.

-
Samsung wonders if this proposal is not introducing a lot of new access classes ? DT clarified they are not proposing new access classes, but a new grouping. For the SA1 requirement case, one group could be the roaming UE's.

-
Vdf wonders how it works if the UE is in IDLE, how can the setting be changed per UE ? DT thinks it could be configured at release. 

-
NSN wonders how it really works ? How is the functioning related to the SA1 requirements with the 3 specific categories ? DT thinks this solution can support any grouping required by SA1.

-
NSN is concerned this is conflicting with SA1 requirements. DT thinks this is fine by limiting the grouping to the SA1 grouping.

=>
Agree to include description on UE specific AB mechanism Can discuss detailed wording offline. Will see update in R2-113414
R2-113414:
Text proposal for TR 37.868 on Access Barring Scaling for MTC
Deutsche Telekom, MediaTek TP
37.686
=>
Agreed to include this text in the TR

=>
Will have one week email approval [74#01] for update TR. Final version v0.7.1. can be provided in R2-113658. MCC will afterwards provide Tdoc for 0.8.0 without revision marks [EMAIL DISC]
R2-112953:
Grouping of MTC devices
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
LG thinks how grouping would be done would be more SA2 topic. Also LG wonders if we would have an interface between MBMS server and MTC server ? Huawei understands the grouping is not only RAN decision.

-
Panasonic thinks if MBMS based grouping is introduced, this will increase the cost of MTC devices since they have to support MBMS. Huawei thinks this is just an example. We can also have other MBMS like solutions.

-
NSN understands the main assumption here seems to be that MBMS is widely deployed, but that assumption is wrong.

-
MT agrees with Panasonic and NSN that we should not link to MBMS in anyway. The grouping discussion can be left to SA2 first.

=>
Noted

R2-112954:
Counting mechanism for MTC
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
MT thinks the device triggering is discussed by SA2. But MT sees no benefit for MBMS triggering

-
LG wonders if counting is really helpfull. What is more important is RACH attempts in a certain period.

-
Huawei thinks the more information the RAN has, the better the RAN can handle it.

=>
Noted
R2-113182:
Merits of the Slotted Access with EAB for MTC
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell Disc
Can we start to rule out some of these methods based on lack of support ?

Future continuation
R2-112862:
On RAN enhancements for MTC in Rel-11
ZTE
Disc

=>
Noted

R2-112970:
On the impacts for RAN groups of SA prioritised MTC work
IPWireless
Disc

=>
Noted

R2-112952:
Scope of Rel-11 MTC work
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=>
Noted
Discussion:

-
So ZTE would prefer a WI for this "EAB" type of solution, and then a SI for other MTC aspects, and also have the low complexity aspects handled this SI.

-
IPW can agree to ZTE proposals on priorities, but sees benefits for having a separate RAN1 SI on the low complexity UE.

-
Huawei thinks RAN2 should focus on technical aspects and this discussion should be left to RAN.

-
Panasonic thinks we could discuss proposal 1.

-
Intel agrees that low complexity UE should not be discussed here.

-
NSN hopes not to many WI/SI are opened on MTC

=>
Noted; Chairman request: for any WI/SI please make sure the scenario that needs to be solved are clear.
5
LTE Release 9 and earlier releases

5.1
In principle agreed CRs

Rel-8: Optional/Conditional features

R2-112733:
Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
0046
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23
R2-112608
=>
CR is agreed
R2-112734:
Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
0047
-
F

REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112609

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112735:
Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.306
0048
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112610

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112751:
Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
0657
-
F

REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112604

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112752:
Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
36.331
0658
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112605

=>
CR is agreed

-
NSN wonders how additional optional features are handled ? They can be handled with separate CRs.
Rel-9 Positioning

R2-112729:
Corrections to Align Stage2 with Stage3
CATT
CR
36.305
0025
-
F
 REL-9
TEI9, LCS_LTE
R2-112553

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112730:
Corrections to Align Stage2 with Stage3
CATT
CR
36.305
0026
-
A
 REL-10
TEI9, LCS_LTE
R2-112554

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112731:
Corrections to the LPP protocol layering
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.305
0027
- F REL-9
LCS_LTE
R2-112568

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112732:
Corrections to the LPP protocol layering
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.305
0028
- A REL-10
LCS_LTE
R2-112569

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112775:
Clarifications to description of OTDOA positioning fields
Intel Corporation
CR 36.355 0059
-
F

REL-9
LCS_LTE
R2-112523

-
Intel indicates that also the E-UTRAN definition is updated in this version.

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112776:
Clarifications to description of OTDOA positioning fields
Intel Corporation
CR 36.355 0060
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-10
LCS_LTE
R2-112523

=>
CR is agreed

Rel-9 Other

R2-112746:
Add pre Rel-10 procedures to processing delay requirement for RRC procedure Section 11.2 Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
0652
-
F
REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112206

-
ALU indicates that some editorial updates are made (e.g. change capital)

-
Nokia wonders whether since the countercheck is already in Rel-8, there should not be a Rel-8 CR ?

=> CR is agreed
R2-112747:
Add pre Rel-10 procedures to processing delay requirement for RRC procedure Section 11.2 Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
0653
-
A
REL-10
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112206

=> CR is agreed

R2-112762:
FGI bit for handover between LTE FDD/TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
36.331
0668 -
F

REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112612

-
QC indicates that they have update the node in FGI25.

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112763:
FGI bit for handover between LTE FDD/TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
36.331
0669 -
A

REL-10
TEI9, LTE-L23
R2-112613

=>
CR is agreed
5.2
Other
E.g. handling of FDD<->TDD handover in Rel-8. Boundary of commonSF-AllocPeriod for Rel-9 MBMS.

Rel-8: FDD-TDD handover

R2-113056:
Introduction of UE capability for handover between FDD and TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR 36.331
(0698)
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

-
CATT wonders if it would not be sufficient to have a note in 36.331 rather than the CR to 36.306 ?

-
Huawei thinks it is strange to have FGI bit for optional feature. Huawei would like to mandate the feature also for Rel-8 and have the FGI bit.

-
Samsung thinks Rel-8 UE's are already in the market. Samsung thinks it would be strange to now at this point in time make this a Rel-8 mandatory feature.

-
NSN thinks it would be strange to use an FGI as capability bit. If we have an FGI, you can still set it to FALSE.

-
Ericsson agrees with NSN and Huawei. Ericsson does not really understand the concern from UE vendor, since the UE could always set the bit to FALSE.

-
LG thinks the QC proposal is a good compromise.

-
Nokia wonders if there are already dual-mode Rel-8 UE's in the field ? Nokia doubts if Rel-8 UE's could really be provided given the different IOT state. We should probably do a separate analysis for every feature whether we need separate capability/FGI bit for different modes.

-
NSN thinks cleanest solution is to have normal FGI bit.

-
Ericsson understands the concern from UE vendors that they have to implement this from Rel-8 in the future. Would one way be to define the FGI bit in Rel-8, but also agree that RAN will never mandate this bit to be set for Rel-8 UE's. Samsung is ok to think about this.

R2-113057:
Introduction of UE capability for handover between FDD and TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR 36.306
(0053)
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23





Related outgoing LS in R2-113058

-
Nokia wonders if this is urgent to decide. Should we not first have a conclusion on what additional capability/FGI bits are required ?

After offline discussion:

-
Companies do not want to wait for discussion outcome on other FDD/TDD capability, since this bit would be a common bit (handover in both directions).

-
After offline discusion, CR is provided in R2-113642

R2-113642:
Introduction of UE capability for handover between FDD and TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR 36.331
0698
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Samsung would have prefered to see the feature really as optional and is not happy with this way forward
=>
R2-113642 was at first agreed but then revised in R2-113666 to correct Tdoc number and add CR number. R2-113666 CR0698r1 is agreed.
R2-113277:
FGI bit for inter-frequency measurements and reporting
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
 REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23

-
Huawei wonders if there is a real case of a UE supporting redirection but not measurement inter-mode ? LG thinks the UE might only support blind redirection. Huawei wonders if this flexibility is really required ?

-
Samsung has some sympathy for the proposal. This is not about implementation but about IOT testing. Maybe the UE has implemented but cannot be IOT tested.

-
NTT DCM thinks we should avoid too much flexibility. NTT DCM understands that measurements are not so different between FDD and TDD. 

-
Samsung thinks this is mainly about the possibility to test.

-
NTT DCM assumes that if an operator has both modes, he would support measurements.

=>
Noted (very little support for a separate FGI bit)

R2-113280:
CR: FGI bit for inter-frequency measurements and reporting
LG Electronics Inc.
CR 36.331
(0728)
-
F

REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23

R2-113282:
CR: FGI bit for inter-frequency measurements and reporting
LG Electronics Inc.
CR 36.331
(0730)
-
F

REL-10
TEI9, LTE-L23

Both not treated
Rel-8: Other

R2-113140:
Which DRX cycle is used after the configuration of DRX
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
 REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23
-
DT thinks this is important to clarify

-
Samsung thinks this is discussed before, and then we agreed it would be long DRX cycle because short DRX cycle timer is not running.

-
CATT thinks it is important to clarify and no agreement was reached before. CATT prefer long DRX.

-
NSN agrees it was discussed before and then we concluded that there is no need to clarify because the eNB is not likely to schedule the UE during the uncertainty period of the reconfiguration procedure.

-
Huawei thinks with an SR periodicity of 20ms this could be quite long ? 

-
Samsung wonders about the unsuccesful case ? If the reconfiguration message was not received then there might be a big uncertainty period on the DRX ? Chairman wonders if the eNB could not detect from the missing SR ?

-
CATT thinks an eNB could take into account max processing delay and then sent UL grant based on that even before SR is received.

-
Ericsson sees no need for a change because the uncertainty period is only very short. So we should not unnecessarily specify this.

-
Samsung thinks it is clear from the current spec that long DRX is applicable. Samsung would like to capture in the minutes.

-
Ericsson thinks since long and short DRX are aligned, it does not matter so much. 

=>
RAN2 agrees that the network can rely that the UE listens to PDCCH at least during long DRX occasions. No need for specification change

R2-113145:
Interpretation of N in twoIntervals SPS operation for TDD
New Postcom
CR
36.321 (0479) -
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

R2-113146:
Interpretation of N in twoIntervals SPS operation for TDD
New Postcom
CR
36.321 (0480) -
A

REL-9
LTE-L23

R2-113147:
Interpretation of N in twoIntervals SPS operation for TDD
New Postcom
CR
36.321 (0481) -
A

REL-10
LTE-L23

-
CATT thinks current spec is very clear.

=>
All 3 CRs not agreed (no support)

R2-113226:
Correction to detection of system information change by UE
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd CR
36.331
(0715)
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Huawei thinks the intention is correct, but wonders if the current text is not sufficiently clear. If the UE enters a cell just before modification period, the UE will not have checked the systemmodification sufficiently frequent. LG agrees.

-
Renesas could agree the current text is sufficient clear, but thinks it might be usefull to still clarify since it is a kind of mix of the 2 systems. So it is not allowed for a UE implementation to only rely on the systemModification checks at mobility.

-
Samsung thinks we have never captured all detailed UE behaviour for error cases and current description should be sufficient.

=>
Indicated behaviour is confirmed as correct. No need for a CR. CR is not agreed
R2-113227:
Correction to detection of system information change by UE
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd CR
36.331
(0716)
-
A
REL-10 CR missing?
REL-9
LTE-L23

R2-113158:
Correction to detection of system information change by UE
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd CR
36.331
(0707)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

Both CRs not treated
R2-113034:
Padding BSR cancellation
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Ericsson indicates that the email discussion was only for Rel-10, and Ericsson would like to bring this up for Rel-8 as well.

-
NSN sees no issue for Rel-8/9 since there is no multiple PDU's. NSN thinks even for Rel-10 it is not needed. Ericsson thinks the problem is not related to CA but also present in case of only Pcell.

-
HTC has some sympathy with the Ericsson concern, but would prefer alternative 3.

-
Ericsson wonders if companies would have concerns with a RAN5 test case. 

-
Samsung sees no need for changes in Rel-8/9 and is ok with a test case in RAN.

=>
Confirm that any triggered padding BSR is only relevant for the TTI in which it is triggered and cancelled immediately afterwards.

=>
Noted (no need for Rel89 CR)
R2-113059:
Separate UE capability for FDD and TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
CMCC wonders if operators will always start with one mode ? CMCC thinks some operators might start immediately with both modes from the beginning.

-
Samsung supports the principle indicated in this paper and thinks it would be good to continue this discussion.

-
MT wonders if we would start to duplicate all FGI bits for dual-mode UE's ? QC thinks now we have agreed we would go for case by case basis.

-
Huawei wonders for VOIP what would be the difference between TDD and FDD ? It seems all higher layer stuff ?

-
NSN can agree we have to consider carefully.  E.g. for VolTE do you have to have separate IOT ? So what is the scope of the tests ?

=>
Confirm the analysis still needs to be made and discussion can continue.
Rel-9: Positioning
R2-113232:
Clean-up for TS 36.355
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
REL-9
LCS_LTE
-
QC clarifies that this is based on latest Rel-10 spec but the intention is to have Rel-9 and Rel-10 CR.

-
NSN wonders if the intention is just cleanup, or are there functional changes ? The intention is only clarification, no functional changes intended.

-
NSN would prefer reason for change indication. Ericsson also thinks we should have a coversheet with a reason for change for every change.

=>
Will have EMAIL DISC [74#30] to try to come to an acceptable CR. Intention is to have cleanup of the spec without functional changes, and intention is to have all changes motivated on coversheet; up to submission deadline for next meeting [EMAIL DISC QC]
Rel-9: MBMS

R2-113060:
Radio frame alignment of CSA and MSP
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
36.331
(0699)
- F REL-9
MBMS_LTE

-
LG thinks we have to align MSI and MCCH information. QC thinks the rest is network configuration based on the MBSFN subframe configuration. NSN agrees with the CR. NSN thinks there is no problem to configure the MCCH locations when the network knows where the MCH's go. Samsung shares the NSN opinion. Samsung points out that there are a lot of options for the network to make the confguration invalid. But there should be no problem for the network to have the MCCH end up in the MCH subframes.

-
Huawei supports the CR. Huawei thinks the discussion in the coversheet could be simplified.

=>
CR is agreed in R2-113521 CR0699
R2-113306:
Radio frame alignment of CSA and MSP
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
36.331
(0735)
- A REL-10
MBMS_LTE

=>
CR is agreed in R2-113522 CR0735
R2-113278:
Correction to MRB Establishment and Release procedure
CATT
CR
36.331
(0727)
- F REL-9
TEI9, MBMS_LTE
R2-113281:
Correction to MRB Establishment and Release procedure
CATT
CR
36.331
(0729)
- A REL-10
MBMS_LTE

-
Huawei does not consider these changes are really necessary and thinks these changes do not really improve anything. CATT thinks that it is e.g. important to clarify at release that not the whole MAC is released, but only the logical channel. 

-
ZTE thinks the Rel-9 CR is not needed because it is not critical/essential. But ZTE is ok with Rel-10. NSN is also ok with Rel-10.

-
Ericsson thinks we should not introduce unnecessary changes between releases

=>
Both CRs not agreed
Rel-9: Other

R2-113329:
MBSFN and ABS sub frame considerations for L2-measurements
Samsung
Disc
 ? ?

General

-
MT agrees that this type of clarification is good to have and are aligned to the intention of the measurements. Ericsson wonders why we did not clarify this so far. 

-
Ericsson wonders if we do not need a Rel-8 CR ? 

-
Huawei thinks proposal 1/4 there might be no real confusion. Huawei assumes for proposal 3 it is more vendor implementation. Huawei is not sure about proposal 2.

-
QC supports the intention of the CR's. QC is fine from Rel-9. Ericsson thinks nothing is broken, so from Rel-10 is sufficient.

-
NSN is fine with clarification. NSN is fine from Rel-9. 

-
Ericsson would prefer not from Rel-9

-
MT thinks we should leave enough room for network implementations.

Proposal 1/2:

-
CATT is not sure whether the PT(T) should exclude the MBMS subframes.

-
NSN wonders why MBMS/ABS would impact the UL calculation ? Samsung agrees that that should not be there.

Proposal 3:

-
CATT thinks ABS is only focussing on measurements not necessary on scheduling restrictions.

-
ITRI wonders how the network should take this into account since some UE's might still use the subframes.

Proposal 4:

-
Samsung clarifies this proposal is about the RN Uu.

=>
Principle agreed but CR only from Rel-10; detailed wording can be discussed offline

R2-113332:
L2 measurements in an eNB with MBSFN subframe configuration
Samsung
CR 36.314 - - F

REL-9
MBMS_LTE
=>
Not agreed

R2-113333:
L2 measurements in an eNB with MBSFN, ABS and RN considerations
Samsung
CR 36.314
-
-
F
wrong CR cat.?
REL-10
MBMS_LTE, LTE_Relay-Core
=>
Will see update in R2-113523 CR0022
R2-113523:
L2 measurements in an eNB with MBSFN, ABS and RN considerations
Samsung
CR 36.314
0022
-
F
wrong CR cat.?
REL-10
MBMS_LTE, LTE_Relay-Core
-
Samsung clarified the RN case is not described. It was difficult to agree.

-
MT thinks note 1 is not needed. CATT thinks it is needed: e.g. MBMS subframes should not be included in M1(T) if MBMS subframes are not included in P(T). Ericsson assumes it is logical to align handling of denumerator and nominator. NSN thinks note 1 is not needed. MT think it is clear that if MBMS is transmitted it shall be included. Only if subframes are reserved for some other reason, then we can exclude this.

-
MT thinks there will be reserved frames on Uu of RN but this is sufficiently allowed in Note 2 already.

=>
Remove Note1in 4.1.1.1. Can think further about this for next meeting.

=>
Some editorials in the coversheet need to be corrected

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113639 CR0022 R1
R2-113356:
Miscellaneous corrections in 36.331
HTC
CR
36.331
(0738)
-
F
 REL-9
TEI9, LTE-L23

Not agreed, see REL-10 CR

R2-113362:
Miscellaneous corrections in 36.331
HTC
CR
36.331
(0739)
-
A
 REL-10
TEI9, LTE-L23

-
Huawei thinks some of the changes for the second change have been covered by the Ericsson CR on AS-Config. Huawei thinks these changes related to AS-Config can be included in the Ericsson CR.

-
W.r.t. the first changes on default value, there is still some discussion ongoing on how to capture.

-
Ericsson wonders how important the change is for Rel-9.

=>
AS-Config changes should be included in an update of REL-10 CR R2-113229 in R2-113526
=>
Changes to default configuration can be re-examined after having had the discussion on default value handling.

=>
Noted
6
LTE Release 10

6.1
WI: Carrier aggregation (RP-100661), UL-MIMO, eDL-MIMO

Note: UL/DL MIMO related contributions can also be submitted under this agenda item.

6.1.1
Stage-2

E.g. UE capability modelling, ...

6.1.1.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112772:
Clarification on bandEUTRA-r10 and supportedBandListEUTRA
Samsung
CR 36.331 0678
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
R2-112647

=>
CR is agreed
6.1.1.1
Other

UE capability: MIMO
R2-113262:
Higher MIMO capability than in category table
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

-
MT thinks in Rel89 also the lower BW case exists, but we do not ask the UE to support more layers. MT is also a bit worried about the testing

=>
Confirm that it should be possible to signal support for more layers than implied by the category

R2-113212:
CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

Proposal 1/2:

-
Huawei thinks it should be "at least on one band". Since e.g. category 8 might not support the 8 layers on lower freq bands. MT has the same understanding: RAN4 LS has indicated at least one band should meet the category.

-
Ericsson indicates this is about baseband operation, not necessarily about performance. If the UE has performance concerns, he can indicate it in the bandcombination signalling.

-
Intel understood from the RAN4 LS that the band agnostic part would only be for cat1..5. Then for cat6..8 only 1 band would have to meet the MIMO layer requirement. Ericsson thinks anyway for 6,7 the requirement is only 2 so the requirement would still hold. Then a cat8 UE will have to support the 8 ant on all bands in order to reach the indicated throughput.

-
Nokia wonders if it is smart to indicate that you support DL MIMO if you do not support the performance requirements ? QC shares this concern. Ericsson clarifies that for cat6,7 the minimum capability woudl be 2. So the network can only configure more than 2 if the UE indicated support for more than 2 in bandcombination.

-
Huawei thinks we do not need to link category MIMO signalling to the bandcombination signalling. Huawei thinks it is ok to leave the MIMO fields in the category, but we do not need to restrict the bandcombination signalling.

-
NTT DCM agrees with Ericsson.

-
Samsung prefers to handle all cat's the same (also e.g.cat4 UE could be Rel-10).

Proposal 2:

-
Samsung things depending on intra-band or inter-band aggregation, there may be different consequences ?

-
Huawei wonders about the case that the eNB configures the number of layers in the category but it is higher than the number in the bandcombination. Then the UE cannot reject, but the UE does not optimally support the configuration.  Ericsson thinks the network might try but probably it will not work very well. Then the network could reconfigure. At least the UE has to support all baseband procedures for this operation, and only antenna performance might be an issue.

-
QC wonders why we would want to have this confusion. RAN4 LS was clear that the min number of layers is 2 (cat6.7) and should support processing in at least one of the bandcombinations. QC thought even for low frequency you have to support up to 2. Intel has the same understanding. Intel wonders why the network could configure a higher number of layers than indicated in the bandcombination

-
NTT DCM had the same understand as QC that currently there is no exception for low frequencies.

General

-
ZTE wonders if the cat1..5 is a minimum or maximum MIMO capability ? Huawei understands that min/max is the same in Rel-8 because there is no flexibility.

-
Samsung wonders if a cat5 has to support 4 layers in each band in each band combination ? Huawei has the same concern. The MIMO capabaility for non-CA case is valid, but for non-CA case we have to think more.

-
Samsung understood that for cat1..5, the category indicates the sum of all DK  layers accross all CC's.

-
Ericsson thinks we should keep the approach simple and we should not allow to much flexibility for UE's. I will make testing much more difficult. NTT DCM has the same concern as Ericsson and thought cat1..5 would support the MIMO capability in each band in each band combination.

-
Intel has the understanding that you can signal a lower number of layers in certain band combinations. Intel has the understanding that e.g. a cat6 UE does not need to support 4 layers in each band. In Ericsson's understanding this refers to antenna design.

-
Nokia agrees with Intel/Ericsson that for low frequency bands it should be allowed to signal a lower value. Nokia sees no reason to allow the network to signal more.

-
Samsung wonders why we need a minimum capability for cat1..5 in CA ? NTT DCM would like to limit the UE flexibility so that it remain manegeable for the network.

	Agreements:

1' 
UE's of cat 1..5 shall at least support the number of MIMO layers from category in each single CC bandcombination.

2' 
Cat1 UE will support 1 layer in each CC in each band in each CA bandcombination. 
Cat2-5 UE will support 2 layers in each CC in each band in each CA bandcombination.

3'
UE's of cat6..8 shall at least support 2 DL MIMO layers in each CC in each band in each band combination. If the cat6,7 UE is a non-CA UE, he shall support 4 layers in at least one band.

4'
UE's are allowed to signal a higher DL MIMO capability for a band than the minimum required by the UE category in bandcombination signalling

5'
The UE shall be capable of supporting the peak data rate according to its category in at least band combination.

7
A Rel-10 UE may indicate support for less than 100 Resource Blocks (20 MHz) in carrier aggregation configurations by means of an appropriate CA Bandwidth Class. But still in every band in case of non-CA, the UE shall support 20Mhz.

8
The Rel-8/9 and Rel-10 categories indicated by a Rel-10 UE must offer the same support of 64QAM in uplink.


=> 
Allow some more offline to see if progress can be made on bullt 2', and w.r.t. signalling support of less band in band combination
-
After offline discussion on the handling of cat1-5 in CA, the involved companies could agree UE's of cat2-5 would support 2 layers in each CC in each band in each CAbandcombination. cat1 would support 1 layer in each CC in each CA bandcombination.
R2-113213:
CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.306
(0058)
- F REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

=>
Can provide update based on offline discussion in R2-113525 CR0058

R2-113525:
CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.306
0058
- F REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

=>
Ericsson thinks if the UE indicates cat6-8 that it has to provide the bandComb IE. If we do not mandate this we have to specify the behaviour in case of absence. So better to mandate inclusion of the bandCombination for cat6-8. Will have small 36.331 CR.

=>
Hauwei thinks the text should not talk about "configured" in 4.2.3.1. It should e.g. talk about "for all non-CA bandcombinations"

=>
Samsung thinks we should capture that higher number of layers can be signalled. Ericsson thinks this is capture in 4.3.5.2 with the "at least". Samsung would prefer to capture this more clearly.

-
Samsung wonders about lower number. Ericsson/QC think RAN4 has agreed the at least 2 is really at minimum.

-
NTT DCM wonders if we can remove the "or 4" from the category table ? Ericsson proposes to think a bit more about this table over summer. E.g. remove "4", and change maximum to minimum ?

=>
NTT DCM would like it more clear that we talk about the capability w.r.t. each CC in each band  in each bandcombination

=> 
36.331 CR can be provided in R2-113631 CR0747

=>
36.306 CR can be provided in R2-113632 CR0058 R1

R2-113632:
CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.306
0058
R1 F REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113631: 
CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10 CR0747

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112868:
Clarification on UE category setting
HTC
CR
36.331
(0686)
-
F
 REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

R2-112875:
Clarification on DL MIMO capability
HTC
CR
36.306
(0052)
-
F
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

R2-113061:
MIMO capability for release-10 UE categories
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
36.306 (0054) -
F

REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

R2-113104:
Discussion on Rel-10 UE categories and capabilities
MediaTek
Disc
 REL-10 LTE_CA-Core

R2-113152:
UE category related issues
HiSilicon, Huawei
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

R2-113154:
UE category related issues
HiSilicon, Huawei
CR
36.306
(0055)
-
F REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

R2-113155:
UE category related issues
HiSilicon, Huawei
CR
36.331
(0706)
-
F REL-10
LTE_CA-core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

R2-113263:
Clarification on the MIMO capability reported in supportedBandCombination
Samsung CR 36.306
(0059)
-
F

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

R2-113264:
Clarification on Maximum number of supported layers for spatial multiplexing in DL
Samsung CR 36.306
(0060)
-
F

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

R2-113330:
CR to 36.306 on Rel-10 UE categories and capabilities
MediaTek
CR
36.306 (0061) -
F

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

All 10 Tdocs not treated.
UE capability: Not contiguous RA

R2-113288:
UE capability for non-contiguous RA
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

Proposal 1:

-
MT agrees

-
ZTE wonders how this works ? NTT DCM clarifies that if a UE supports UL CA, then allocations in each CC is independant.

Proposal 2:

-
MT wonders if non-contiguous allocations are allowed in band combination A+B if band A indicates support and band B indicates non-support ?  In Samsung's understanding this is band specific. So if it is supported in band A, then it is supported in any band combination. Ericsson does not see an issue related to power being shared.

	Agreements: 

1:
The capability signaling for inter-cell non-contiguous RA is not needed.

2:
Confirm that the capability of non-contiguous RA is related to each supported E-UTRA band, not related to band combination. I.e. if the UE indicates support for non-contiguous allocations for a band, it will support this regardless of any band combination

3:
Will signal 2 baseband capability bits and 1 RF bit per band


R2-113289:
UE capability for non-contiguous RA ALT1
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
(0733)
- F  REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
NTT DCM has an alternative ASN.1 coding in R2-113161/R2-113162 but is equally happy to go with this proposal. NTT DCM wonders if we need the highest level group. We could immediately include it in phylayerparameters v10.  Huawei agrees with this intention, but just showed this to align with NTT DCM CR.

=>
Signalling approach agreed, but will be included in NTT DCM capability CR (updates of R2-113161/R2-113162)

R2-113290:
UE capability for non-contiguous RA ALt2
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
(0734)
-F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

rejected, as R2-113289 is considered

R2-113105:
Rel-10 UE capability for non-contiguous resource allocation
MediaTek
Disc REL-10 LTE_CA-Core

not treated

R2-113331:
CR to 36.331 on Rel-10 UE capability for non-contiguous resource allocation
MediaTek CR 36.331
(0736)
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-core

not treated
- This topic should be discussed together with UE capability documents in agenda item 6.9

- Is non-continuous RA a band or bandcombination characteristic ?

- Do we need a capability bit for inter-CC intra-band discontiunous RA ?

6.1.2
Stage-3 Common

Stage-3 aspects related to both control- and user plane. E.g. inclusion of user plane parameters in RRC,.....

6.1.2.0
In principle agreed CR's

R2-112744:
UL transmissions when the timeAlignmentTimer is not running
NTT DOCOMO, Fujitsu
CR 36.321
0470
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-112616

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112770:
Updates of mandatory information in AS-Config
Ericsson & ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
0676- F
 REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
R2-112577

- Do we want to keep the AS-Config tables ?

- Counter proposal in R2-113229

=> Not agreed
6.1.2.1
Other

Softbuffer

R2-113265:
Ambiguity of soft buffer size and UE capability for Rel-10 UEs
Samsung
Disc
 REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

-
NTT DCM agrees this is an issue we have to address.  NTT DCM thinks also RAN1 is discussing this issue and both solutions are discussed. Samsung thinks this is an issue that impacts both RAN1 and RAN2. Also the signalling aspects are RAN2.

-
Ericsson agrees to the problem. Ericsson prefers solution 1. Ericsson acknowledges RAN1 is also discussing this.

-
NTT DCM thinks it would be good to discuss how the signalling approach would look. Samsung agrees this would be good to discuss.

-
htm mobile indicates agreed offline on a way forward based on signalling based solution.

=>
Will work on CR for the signalling solution. Might only technically endorse if no RAN1 input before the end this meeting

R2-113266:
Correction to resolve the ambiguity on the total soft channel bit when UE reports multiple UE categories: solution 1
Samsung
CR
36.331
(0721)
-
F

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

-
Samsung agrees the CR is not so well formulated. Intention is for handover to continue previously signalled category unless there is full configuration. Probably also naming of IE's and positioning is also not so good (should be moved to L1 parameters ?).

=>
NTT DCM thinks we need text to define that the default after connection establsihment/full configuration is the Rel-8 cat untill the UE receives something else.

=>
NTT DCM wonders why not delta signalling at handover ? Samsung agrees that most logical would be to defer to Rel-8 in case of full configuration, and otherwise continue with previously configured.

=>
Ericsson wonders if we want to signal the category or the soft-buffer size ? Samsung would be afraid this would open up new discussions. We should make it clear in the field name that this configuration only concerns the soft-buffer size.

-
Huawei thinks one bit would be sufficient ("cat1..5", cat"6..8"). Chairman thinks this might not be so extendeable. 

=>
Can discuss offline whether to signal the cat, or only 1 bit for now.

-
NSN wonders why a signalling based solution is considered at all if a non-signalling solution is possible ? Samsung thinks signalling based solution is more future proof. NSN thinks we can see what comes in the future. NSN thinks the non-signalling based solution looks even nicer.

=>
Will see update in R2-113528 CR0721

R2-113528:
Correction to resolve the ambiguity on the total soft channel bit when UE reports multiple UE categories: solution 1
Samsung
CR
36.331
0721
-
F

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

-
ALU thinks we need suffix for the enumerated value ? Samsung thinks is applicable if we add values, but we have not really introduced it for completly new fields ?

=>
Description in field description should be in italics.

=>
The is "," missing in ASN.1

=>
Ericsson wonders why "ExtCategory" ?  Can remove the "Ext" . Samsung indicates the "Ext" was included because only the extended categories are included . I.e. no "Rel-8" codepoint.

=>
Supported should be with 2 p's in the field description

-
NTT DCM indicates that RAN1 is still discussing this and it is likely that they might agree no signaling is needed. QC agrees with NTT DCM

=>
CR linking is needed

-
NSN wonders if we need the 3 spare values ? Samsung points out that in UMTS many extensions were made to this.

=>
Will see update in R2-113621; On Friday it turns out that RAN1 has agreed to go for a non-signalling based solution. So no need for any RAN2 CR. QC think that one benefit of the agreed approach is that you have less combinations to test because the capability is directly linked to the configured features.
R2-113267:
Correction to resolve the ambiguity on the total soft channel bit when UE reports multiple UE categories: solution 2
Samsung
CR
36.331
(0722)
-
F

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

Other

R2-113268:
On the missing multiplicity of UE capability parameters
Samsung
CR
36.331 (0723) -
F

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

maxBandwidthClass

-
Ericsson thinks it might be more future proof to have a value like 32 or 64.

-
Samsung is fine with both values.

=>
Will go to 64

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113529 CR0723

R2-113286:
Further consideration on type-1 SRS after TAT expiry
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
 REL-10
LTE_CA-core

-
CATT thinks SRS transmission is also controled by MAC e.g. in relation to DRX (masking). So MAC is in control and we can keep the current decision.

-
NSN thinks alt2 is captured in the NTT DCM CR that clarifies no UL tx apart from RACH if the UE is out of sync

-
LG has same understanding with CATT.

-
Huawei is worried that the interaction between L1 and L2 is not clear, so companies might think SRS transmissions type 1 are still allowed when out of sync.

-
Ericsson agrees with CATT/LG. 

-
Renesas thinks we have agreed not to introduce primitives

=>
Noted
6.1.3
Stage-3 Control Plane
First do outcome of ASN.1 review

6.1.3.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112748
Addition of a specific reference for physical configuration fields
Samsung
CR 36.331 0654
-
B
compare R2-113114
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
R2-112300
=> Update provided in R2-113114

=>
Noted

R2-112749:
36.331 CR on CQI-ReportConfig-r10
Samsung, Qualcomm
CR
36.331
0655
- F revised in R2-113118
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core, eICIC_LTE-Core
R2-112558, R2-113118

=> Update provided in R2-113118, R2-112990

=> 
NSN+Samsung have provided joint update in R2-113527

=>
Noted

R2-112764:
Further updates on L1 parameters
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
0670
-
B REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
R2-112557

-
Some comments from ASN.1 review are included.

-
Ericsson expects more RAN1 changes to come.  RAN1 seems to be making a LS.

=>
CR is agreed. Might see further updates if other agreements need to be included or further RAN 1 input is received

-
On Friday it is indicated that further updates are needed in RRC. 

=>
EMAIL DISC [74#02] up to Thursday to take RAN1 LS into account EMAIL DISC ERIC. Final CR can be provided in R2-113625 CR0670 R1
6.1.3.1
Other

L1 params

R2-113118:
36.331 CR on CQI-ReportConfig-r10
Samsung
CR
36.331
0655
1
F revision of R2-112749
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core, eICIC_LTE-Core
R2-112749
withdrawn

R2-112990:
Restructuring of CQI-ReportConfig-r10
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.331
(0694)
- F 
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core, eICIC_LTE-Core

revised in R2-113527
R2-113527:
Restructuring of CQI-ReportConfig-r10 - Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
-
Is intended to replace  R2-112749 and supersedes R2-113118 and R2-112990

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113119:
Further issues with L1 parameters
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

=>
Updated provided in R2-113531
R2-113531:
Further issues with L1 parameters
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

Proposal 1:

-
Ericsson thinks this is quite obvious already from RAN1 specifications. Samsung thinks it is not so clear from the RAN1 spec's that these parameters would not be configured. We also already have the text for Rel-9.

=>
Agreed

Proposal 2:

-
Samsung points out that sentence added is not completely correct (cqi reporting would have to be configured for this statement to be true).  Ericsson would prefer not to make this change.

=>
Not agreed

Proposal 3:

-
CATT thinks since still this issue is discussed in RAN1, it is too early to agree on such a change.

-
Ericsson agrees with CATT and thinks that for both proposal 3 and 4 it would be better to wait.

-
Samsung is ok to wait.

-
NSN wonders if there would come an LS from RAN1. Samsung would assume that if there is new changes there would be an LS, but Samsung would not expect LS's on already made agreements

=>
Noted
Proposal 4:

-
Chairman thinks we have a similar issue for FDD: if we have the Pcell scheduling Pcell and Scell,  no channel selection resources have to be allocated, so even though channel selection would be used, the channel selection CHOICE option in PUCCH format would not be configured. 

-
Ericsson thinks we can consider updates after RAN1 agreements

=>
Noted

Proposal 5:

=>
Agreed

Proposal 6:

-
Ericsson thinks this is sufficiently clear from RAN1 spec's already. Samsung agrees this is mentioned in the RAN1 spec's in the form of an equation, but it is not so clear. Samsung this we have not been that consistent with when we clarify or when we not clarify in RRC.

=>
Not needed

R2-113120:
Corrections to transmission mode 9, TDD HARQ-ACK feedback mode and SRS parameters Samsung
CR
36.331
(0702)
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core 
=>
Needs to be updated in accordance with agreements from previous document in R2-113534 CR0702
R2-113534:
Corrections to codebookSubsetRestriction and SRS parameters Samsung
CR
36.331
0702
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core,

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113121:
Handling of UL 4 TX antennas features in Rel-10
Samsung
Disc
REL-10 LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

Proposal 1:

-
Huawei thinks RAN2 should finalise the work on 4tx in UL and thus keep the parameter. Since it is anyway a optional capability, we might not need the additional description proposed here. Samsung thinks there is a difference between an optional feature, and a feature that is not supported in this release. Therefore Samsung would prefer to have this type of clarification. 

-
Ericsson thinks the clarification is not needed. We do not indicate exceptions due to RAN4 requirements. Nokia agrees with Ericsson

=>
Not agreed

Proposal 2:

-
Huawei thinks there is no clarification in the RAN1 spec about 4tx. So we should just indicate that if fourantennaport is activated, four tx are used. Samsung thinks that RAN1 spec's e.g. indicate that it is only used for tm2. Samsung agrees there is no reference to the RRC parameter in the RAN1 specifications.

	Agreements:

2:
FourAntennaPortActivated is a UE specific parameter (keep in PhysicalConfigDedicated ). Remove FFS whether the fourAntennaPortActivated is a UE specific or cell specific parameter..


R2-113122:
Corrections to fourAntennaPortActivated and MIMO-CapabilityUL
Samsung
CR 36.331 (0703)
-
F

REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

=>
Updated in R2-113524

R2-113524:
Corrections to fourAntennaPortActivated and MIMO-CapabilityUL
Samsung
CR 36.331 0703
-
F

REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

=>
Change on capability signalling is no longer needed

=>
Huawei thinks their CR in R2-113151 is more correct.

-
Samsung thinks it is preferable to make it clear that 4tx usage is restricted to tm2.

-
Ericsson would prefer to have not to much duplication in RAN2 spec if it is already clear from the RAN1 spec.

-
After offline checking, Huawei confirms the Samsung clarification, but thinks still it might not be needed to clarify in RRC.

=>
Allow offline time to see whether to go for R2-113524 or R2-113151.  After offline discussion, a merged solution was provided in R2-113577
R2-113150:
Updates on L1 UL MIMO parameters
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-10 LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

not treated

R2-113151:
Updates on L1 UL MIMO parameters
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
(0705)
- F REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

finally merged into R2-113577

R2-113577: 
Corrections to fourAntennaPortActivated - 36.331 CR0703

=>
Change is agreed and will be included in rapporteur CR in R2-113530
R2-113123:
Corrections to the handling of ri-ConfigIndex and ri-ConfigIndex2 for TM9
Samsung
CR 36.331
(0704)
-
F

REL-10
LTE_eDL_MIMO, eICIC_LTE-Core

-
Samsung no longer proposes the second change. So only discuss changes to 5.3.10.6

-
NSN agrees with the intention, but the wording seems quite complex to read. Samsung is fine to work on rewording

=>
Intention of first change is agreed. Can work offline on rewording in R2-113535 CR0704

R2-113535:
Corrections to the handling of ri-ConfigIndex for TM9
Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR 36.331
0704
-
F

REL-10
LTE_eDL_MIMO, eICIC_LTE-Core

=>
CR is agreed
Other

R2-113229:
Counter proposal for Updates of mandatory information in AS-Config
Ericsson & ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
(0718)
-
F

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

-
Samsung wonders why we keep the tables for the existing releases ? Ericsson indicates it is just because we could not do the analysis. Samsung wonders if we could still remove it at next meetings ? ALU thinks if we keep the current table it ensures existing implementations are consistent. Ericsson found apart from measurement gaps also the SPS C-RNTI is not included. Samsung thinks an alternative would be not to have a requirement for these specific cases. I.e. list them and say the source may/may not forward. ALU understands that anyway with the table the source is allowed to forward the full configuration. Ericsson thinks whatever we do it should have no impact on existing implementations.

-
ALU thinks we should not touch Rel89 unless something is broken.

-
NSN would prefer to remove the table.

=>
Some rewording needs to be done: not all optional IE's have to be included,  but only if configured.

=>
Some editorials from HTC CR need to be included

=>
Will see update in R2-113526 CR0718

R2-113526:
Counter proposal for Updates of mandatory information in AS-Config
Ericsson & ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
0718
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core,

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113114:
Addition of a specific reference for physical configuration fields
Samsung
CR 36.331 - - B
compare R2-112748
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
=>
CR is agreed

R2-113071:
Clarifications to CA related field descriptions
Potevio
CR
36.331
(0701)
-
F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
CATT thinks it is good to have these field descriptions

-
Panasonic thinks both proposals are fine

Proposal 1

=>
Agreed

Proposal 2

-
Ericsson thinks the second change is not needed since it is already clear from procedure text

-
Nokia agrees with Ericsson. NSN also agrees

=>
Will see updated CR only capturing the first change on CIF-presence in R2-113533 CR0701

R2-113533:
Clarifications to CA related field descriptions
Potevio
CR
36.331
0701
-
F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113354:
Some clarifications on CA in 36.331
HTC
CR
36.331
(0737)
-
F
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

5.2.2.3:

-
CATT thinks this change is not needed since it is already clear this is only Pcell related. NSN agrees with CATT: the whole section is only applicable to Pcell. Huawei agrees

=>
Not agreed

5.3.1.3:

-
NSN thinks the first change can be included in rapporteur CR if really needed

-
NSN thinks the change in the note is not correct. NSN assumes so far we do not support CA for CSG and then talking about Pcell is correct.

=>
Not so needed

RadioResourceConfigDedicated:

-
Samsung points out 3rd and 4th change are already in rapporteur CR.

=>
Not agreed
Not available/too late/Withdrawn:
R2-113228
Counter proposal for Updates of mandatory information in AS-Config
Ericsson & ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
(0717)
-
F

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

withdrawn
6.1.4
Stage-3 User Plane
6.1.4.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112740:
CQI reporting and deactivation timer
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0466
- F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
Only summary of change was clarified

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112741:
Miscellaneous Corrections
Rapporteur (Ericsson)
CR
36.321
0467
-
F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
Some minor editorial and spelling corrections have been made

=>
Should be updated with further agreements from this meeting. Will see update in R2-113537 CR0467 R1

R2-113537:
Miscellaneous Corrections
Rapporteur (Ericsson)
CR
36.321
0467
R1
F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
Ericsson hopes RAN1 has not made more renumbering. RAN2 chair will indicate this to the RAN1 chair (GJTODO).

=>
Samsung thinks PTI should be "Precoding Type Indicator"
=>
CR is agreed with this one change in R2-113647  CR0467 R2
R2-112742:
Pcmax,c reporting for type 2 PH
Panasonic
CR
36.321
0468
-
F
 REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112743:
Type-1-triggered SRS transmission independent of DRX
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, CATT, Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.321
0469
-
F
reference to 36.213 will be added in resubmission to RAN2 #74
REL-10
LTE_UL_MIMO-Core

-
addition of reference is added as agreed last meeting

=>
CR is agreed
6.1.4.1
Other
=> Including outcome of email [73b#07] - LTE: BSR cancellation [Ericsson]

=> Result of email discussion: [73b#07] - LTE: BSR cancellation [Ericsson]

R2-112985:
Summary of e-mail discussion [73b#07] - LTE: BSR cancellation
Ericsson
Report
 related to email discussion [73b#07]
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core- LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE-L23


-
Ericsson would prefer to have a RAN5 testcase for the padding BSR not to end up in the next TTI. 

-
Huawei sees no harm to bring test case for Rel89. Chairman thinks this should be possible based on the Rel89 minutes from this meeting.

-
Huawei thinks there might not be a need for a Rel-10 test case since it might be difficult to implement such a testcase.

-
Samsung thinks no implementation would intentionally disobey a note.

-
Ericsson wonders if it would be acceptable to also have the note on the padding BSR triggered in Rel89 ? NSN proposes to have the Rel-10 CR with the magic sentence

=>
Will go for the note in Rel-10, with the magic sentence. Will see CR in R2-113536 CR0488

R2-113536: 
Clarification of padding BSR behavior CR0488

-
Ericsson wonders if we really need the magic sentence, or whether it can be removed since this is only a note.  NSN is fine to keep the magic sentence. NSN tghinks we also have it for another note.

-
Ericsson thinks with the magic sentence could be interpreted that this behaviour is also allowed for Rel-8.

-
Renesas thinks this was mainly for the case of multiple PDU's in a TTI. So no clarification was needed for earlier releases

-
Samsung thinks the first part if only Rel-10, but the last part is also applicable to earlier releases. Samsung assumes the discussion is not so pratical. Samsung thinks the note anyway has the same meaning for earlier releases

-
Huawei is ok with keeping the magic sentence

=>
CR is agreed
Other

R2-112870:
CR for Scell (de)activation 
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0474)
-
F

REL-10 LTE_CA-Core 

-
LG thinks the intention is correct, however LG sees no real confusion possibility

-
Huawei thinks nothing is broken since there is no SRS or UL-SCH on another cell for this Scell

=>
Will be included in update of R2-112741

R2-113028:
Pcmax,c reporting for type 2 PH
Research in Motion UK Ltd
CR
36.321
(0477)
- F  REL-10
LTE_CA-Core 

-
Huawei thinks we have discussed this already in last meeting and agreed no change was necessary. NSN thinks it is already clear from RAN1 specification that they are the same.

-
IDT thinks when you have PUSCH and no PUCCH, then the pcmax is the same for type1 and type2 and thus no reason to report

=>
Not agreed (not needed)
R2-113070:
Clarifications to Ci field in MAC CE on CA
Potevio, New Postcom
CR
36.321
(0478)
- F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core 

Change 1:
-
CATT thinks current spec is sufficiently clear: UE should only treat the Ci field for the configured cells

-
ZTE agrees with CATT

-
Potevio wonders if there is any mandatory value for the ci field if it corresponds to a non-configured cell ? NSN assumes it can be set to any value because the UE will just ignore the value for any non-configured cell.

=>
Common understanding is that it shall be set to zero for non-configured cells since the PHR is not reported for these cells.
Change  2:

-
NTT DCM supports the clarification on the act/deact MAC CE

-
Ericsson assumes a sensible eNB implementation would not set the Ci for a non configured cell to 1.

-
NTT DCM thinks we in general agree that the UE ignores fields in DL that are not relevant. Huawei supports clarifying this

-
CATT thinks it is already clear from 5.13.

-
Ericsson sees valid in the clarification

=>
CR seems to be based on wrong version of MAC spec

=>
change to 6.1.3.8 is agreed

=>
Will see update only reflect second change in R2-113538 CR0478

R2-113538:
Clarifications to Ci field in MAC CE on CA
Potevio, New Postcom
CR
36.321
0478
- F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core 

=>
The "UE should ignore" should be replaced with "UE shall ignore"

=>
Ci should be written with subscript. LG also has some other editorial comments.

=>
CR is based on wrong version ?
=>
Will see update in R2-113567 CR0478 R1
R2-113567:
Clarifications to Ci field in MAC CE on CA
Potevio, New Postcom
CR
36.321
0478
R1 F REL-10
LTE_CA-Core 

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113253:
Prohibiting transmissions of multiple PHR MAC CEs in a TTI
LG Electronics Inc.
CR 36.321
(0483)
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

-
ZTE thinks this is already clear from the current spec

-
LG thinks there could be multiple PHR triggers and then this is not so clear only one needs to be included. LG points out that we have a similar statement w.r.t. the BSR in the BSR section

-
Ericsson assumes this is sufficiently clear already. The execution of the PHR building is only executed once per TTI.

-
Huawei thinks it is clear there is only 1 generated from 5.4.6.

-
Samsung wonders if there are multiple UL grants received in a TTI and they are received somewhat spread out in time, could it be that the UE generates multiple PHR ?

=>
Noted

Not available/too late/withdrawn

R2-113373
Pcmax,c definition
Panasonic
CR
36.321
-
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=> Withdrawn

6.2
WI: Relays (RP-101417)
6.2.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112739:
L2 measurements in an eNB serving RNs
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.314
0021
-
F REL-10
LTE_Relay-Core
R2-112643
=>
CR is agreed
6.2.1
Other

R2-112903:
Clarification for the RN subframe configuration
ZTE
CR
36.300
(0364)
-
F REL-10
LTE_Relay-Core

=>
Withdrawn

R2-112994:
Addition of L2 measurements for Data Loss for RNs
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.314
-
-
F

REL-10
LTE_Relay-Core

=>
Withdrawn for now (no input from SA5 received so far)
6.3
WI: MBMS enhancements (RP-101244)
6.3.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112724:
Update of the MCCH Structure description for CountingRequest message
IPWireless Inc.
CR 36.300
0361
-
F

REL-10
MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
R2-112559

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112745:
Add MBMS counting procedure to processing delay requirement for RRC procedure Section 11.2 Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
0651
-
F

REL-10
MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
R2-112207

=>
CR is agreed
6.3.1
Other
E.g. What counting is the UE allowed to respond to in connected (i.e. counting from which cells) ?

UE may respond to counting on...

R2-113374:
Discussion about MBMS Counting Response for non-PCell
ITRI
Disc

-
LG wonders if proposal 1 would require coordination across eNB's ? Chairman assumes the area ID is determined by the MCE.

R2-113157:
Limitations regarding MBMS counting
Samsung
Disc
36.331

-
Ericsson wonders if with "allow" we would specify that the UE is not required to ? I.e. it would not be a "shall" ? Samsung assumes that in general reception on multiple frequencies is not specified in detail. Chairman assumes that if the UE would be capable of receiving a certain carrier and ready to receive MBMS there, he shall respond to counting : so based on capability.
R2-113202:
Counting response only to serving cells
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
noted
R2-113203:
Counting response only to serving cells
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
(0712)
- F

R2-113204:
No concurrent counting procedures under the same eNB
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR 36.300 (0367)
-
F

R2-112809:
MBMS Counting in CA Scenario
CATT
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated
Options: ?


- Only Pcell


- Any serving cell


- Any cell of this PLMN

Discussion:

-
QC thinks we have no requirements to receive MBMS on a non-Pcell. QC thinks if we allow responding to counting on e.g. non-serving cells or non-Pcell, we would need a requirement that the UE only responds if it can receive. Since we have no such requirement, QC thinks we should limit to Pcell only.

-
NSN thinks it is not a good idea to allow responding from any cell since it would require coordination. Pcell might be to restrictive, so maybe any serving cell would be ok.

-
ALU supports limiting counting to serving cells.  ALU thinks there  might be a separate RRC stack for handling MBMS, and then there would be no connection to link the RRC receiving the counting request to the RRC needing to sent the counting response.

-
ZTE thinks for Rel-10 counting is only connected mode. ZTE thinks then we should link to Pcell.

-
CATT thinks if parallel counting is happening in this release or future release then should limit to Pcell. Samsung assumes the counting is quite rare (e.g. periodic counting e.g. once every 5 min) so coordination for avoiding parallel counting would be quite simple. ZTE indicates that during one MBMS counting procedure up to 16 services can be counted.

-
Orange thinks there is no need to limit to a serving cell. Orange assumes MCE(s) can coordinate: this is not only related to counting but also to overlapping.

-
Motorola thinks it should be possible to receive MBMS and respond to counting on any cell the UE can receive. However UE should only respond if it is capable of receiving MBMS on that frequency.

-
Chairman wonders if we have counting limited to Pcell/Scells, it would mean that for Rel-11 the network will have to be aware of what MBMS service the UE is interested in, i.e. we more or less accept that we inform the network about this ? Huawei thinks this depends on whether we want to do counting.

After first offline discussion:

-
it seems companies can agree to limit counting response to requests received in serving cell. I.e. UE is allowed to respond to counting requests from any serving cell, but still only if it is also planning&capable to receive the MBMS transmission in that cell.

-
Huawei wonders if we have to say anything about parallel counting request. Chairman assumes this is all up to network implementation

=> 
I.e. UE is allowed to respond to counting requests from any serving cell, but still only if it is also planning&capable to receive the MBMS transmission in that cell.

=>
Whether the network wants to use parallel counting (counting in parallel in multiple overlapping MBSFN areas) in an eNB is up to the network implementation.

R2-113335:
MBMS counting for UE configuring multiple cells
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331 - - F

=>
QC wonders if the CR should also reflect this capability to receive the MBMS service

=>
QC thinks it is not so clear what is meant by "serving cell", since the MCCH is broadcast by an MBSFN area rather than a cell. E.g. the serving cell may be blanking the concerning RE's. So QC thinks it does not matter if it is actually the serving cell or not. Can think if this required further updates.

=>
Will see update in R2-113566  36.331 CR0745

R2-113566:
MBMS counting for UE configuring multiple cells
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.331 - - F

-
Ericsson wonders about the new NOTE3 ?

-
Huawei wonders why "serving frequency" ? LG indicated that this was the formulation to reflect that a UE may receive counting request but the serving cell is not actually contributing to the current MCCH transmission (i.e. only silencing these RE's). So intention was that the UE is not required to check SIB13.

-
Samsung wonders how the UE can determine that it is from the serving cell ?

After offline discussion, there seems to be 2 alternatives:

A) 
Adding 2 notes in R2-113335: 


first note:  the UE only sends MBMS counting response if one of serving cells is participating in provision of MBMS service


second note: if cannot receive, do not respond
B) 
Just agree R2-113335, which states "from serving cell only", and the notes are in the coversheet

-
Chairman wonders if UE can determine whether cell is participating in the MBMS service ?

-
NEC thinks we could indicate "serving frequency"

-
Motorola thinks R2-113335 is not correct since the UE cannot figure it out. 

-
ALU thinks all cells in the MBSFN area provide the same contents for the MBSFN area. From SIB13 the UE can see whether a serving cell provides this MBSFN area. So it is possible for the UE to determine whether this cell is performing the counting.

=>
So can just say "serving cells"

=>
Will revert to R2-113335

-
QC thinks it should still be clarified that the UE is only allowed to respond if he is able to respond. Ericsson thinks this would be sufficiently clear from the "interest". QC thinks if we do not make this clear a UE could respond but then due to unicast not be able to actually receive. Ericsson would prefer to only indicate it in the coversheet.

-
CATT prefers to add a note.

=>
Can try to clarify this capability part.

=>
Will see update of R2-113335 with additional clarification on capability part in R2-113637 CR0745 R1; After further discussion, it was agreed to have no CR for this meeting (R2-113637 is withdrawn) and have email discussion [74#31] up to next meeting [EMAIL DISC ORANGE]

Not available/too late/withdrawn
R2-113380: 
Discussion about MBMS Counting Response for non-Pcell - ITRI

not treated
6.4
WI: Minimisation of Drive Test (RP-100360)

6.4.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112767:
Introduction of TCE ID for logged MDT
Huawei, HiSilicon, CMCC, ZTE, New Postcom, CATT, CATR, China Unicom
CR
36.331
0673
-
F

REL-10 MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112570

-
Huawei clarifies that in the previous CR there was also changes related to two fields in the UE information response message to align to the field descriptions in the information request but they have been removed because already included in rapporteur CR.

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112769:
PLMN check for MDT logging
MediaTek Inc
CR
36.331
0675
-
F
 REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112571

=>
CR is agreed
6.4.1
Other

R2-113293:
Clean up of MDT section
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.304
-
-
F

-
NSN wonders if all this text is not already in 36.331 and thus we could not seriously reduce the text in 36.306 ? 

-
MT thinks the current text is consistent with 25.304. The section is called: "logged measurements" there.

-
NSN thinks everything that is here is already in 36.331. Also NSN thinks some further changes are needed to make the text completely correct. 

-
MT thinks it is good to keep everything the UE is supposed to do in 36.304. Maybe we should simplify the text in 36.331 ?

-
Ericsson wonders what the real intention is ? Is it only alignment, or is it clarifying requirements found in 36.304 ? LG clarifies their main driver was consistency.

-
NSN would prefer to keep the section heading and a couple of sentences so that it is clear that these procedures take place in IDLE. Samsung thinks we agreed most of the description would be in RRC also related to variables, but that we would also have a short description in 36.304. So Samsung thinks this was a concious decision. Vdf agrees with Samsung. So Vdf thinks some text should remain. There is also not so much duplication.

=>
Will continue with the current text in the spec with updates to make it correct

-
Nokia indicates that same changes (whatever we agree) should be made to 25.304

=>
The change related to the mdt-PLMN usage should also be made in this CR

=>
Heading should be "logged measurements" to align to 25.304

=>
CATT points out that not all message names are correct

=>
MT thinks maybe we should remove what the UE logs since those details are in 36.331. NTT DCM supports this proposal.

=>
Request LG make sure similar changes are made to 25.304.

=>
Will see CR update in R2-113539 CR0155

R2-113539:
Clean up of MDT section
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.304
-
CR0155
F

=>
MT thinks we agreed we would remove the list of information that would be logged.

=>
Can remove MDT PLMN definition because no longer used in this specification

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113623 CR0155 R1

R2-113249:
MDT User Consent
LG Electroncis Inc.
CR
36.331
(0720)
-
F

=>
Noted (related to discussion on Monday)
6.5
WI: eICIC (RP-100383)

6.5.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112723:
CR to 36.300 for eICIC updates
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR 36.300 0360
-
F

REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core
R2-112599

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112756:
Clarification regarding eICIC measurements
Samsung
CR
36.331
0662
- F REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core
R2-112575

=> Proposed updates in R2-113115, R2-113149

=>
Noted
6.5.1
Other

Stage-2

R2-112873:
Correctoin on eICIC description
ZTE,CATT
CR
36.300
(0363)
-
F
 REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core

-
NSN thinks just deleting the section makes the sentence not reading nice. Also there is a separate OAM section that already clarifies this. NSN would either not correct or change to "backhaul signalling or OAM configuration"

=> 
Should change to "backhaul signalling or OAM configuration"

=>
Will see update in R2-113541 CR 0363

R2-113541:
Correctoin on eICIC description
ZTE,CATT
CR
36.300
0363
-
F
 REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core

=>
CR is agreed (note: CR used rev 1 instead of rev - so rev - does not exist)
R2-113148:
Clarification on eICIC Pattern 2 Applicability
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.300
- -  REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core


-
CATT thinks we do not need to capture this type of stage-3 details in the stage-2. Renesas agrees with CATT: the change is correct but it is a real small stage-3 detail.

-
Chairman thinks current description is functionally correct

-
NSN thinks the CR is not really needed

=>
Not agreed (no support)

Stage-3

R2-113115:
Clarification regarding eICIC measurements
Samsung
CR
36.331
0662
1 F REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core
R2-112756

measSubframePatternPcell:

-
NSN thinks we might re-use the same IE later for Scell, so do we really need the name change ? Samsung clarifies that if we introduce something for Scells, it will always have to end up in a seaprate place (Scell configuration). Thus it would be a new IE which could e.g. have the Scell suffix (i.e. new field name referring to same type)

=>
CATT thinks in 5.5.3.1 the IE name is not correct. Samsung agrees

=>
NSN wonders in 5.5.2.5, if the "set meas...." should be moved the next line ?

=>
WI code needs to be updated

=>
Updated version of cover page should be used (>= 9.7)

=>
Will see update in R2-113540 CR0662 R3 

R2-113540:
Clarification regarding eICIC measurements
Samsung
CR
36.331
0662
3 F REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core
R2-112756

-
Ericsson points out several editorial errors ("-" should not be there,..). Samsug points out this is not related to new text. Samsung points out this is handled in rapporteur CR.

=>
CR is agreed

R2-113149:
Clarification on eICIC measurements
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
0662
2 F REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core
R2-112756
-
CATT thinks we should talk about "if configured to value "setup"". Samsung thinks we have many parameters where we just say "if configured

=>
Update in R2-113540 will refer to measSubframePatternConfigNeigh instead of MeasSubframePatternNeigh.
R2-113062:
Reference SFN for MeasSubframePattern
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
36.331
(0700)
- F REL-10
eICIC_LTE-Core

-
CATT assumes it is clear that all the serving cells in CA have the same SFN. So we do not need this change. QC thinks this also concerns non-serving cells.

-
Huawei wonders if we do not always assume timing of UE is aligned to SFN of serving cell ? Chairman thinks e.g. in PRS-Info was related to the SFN of the concerning cell.

-
Huawei thinks this does not need to be clarified. 

-
Renesas agrees with this intention but thinks the CR is not critical

-
NTT DCM supports the CR

-
ZTE assumes that when connected the UE is always only aware of the SFN of the serving cell. QC indicates that this is exactly what they wanted to clarify.

-
ALU supports the CR. Vdf supports the CR

-
Motorola thinks it is not needed. 

-
Samsung thinks it is a usefull CR. Panasonic supports the CR. Renesas is also fine with the CR is companies think this is not clear already 

=>
CR is agreed in R2-113542 CR0700
6.6
WI: TEI10

6.6.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112722:
Clarification on redirection in 36.300
ZTE
CR
36.300
0359
-
F
 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112580

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112725:
Corrections to 36.302
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.302
0027
-
D
CR should be merged in other CR at RAN2 #74 if possible
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112585

-
Ericsson thinks this one could be merged into R2-112812.

=>
CR was agreed in the first place, but it will be included in the update of R2-112812 in R2-113555.
R2-112750:
Clarification of inter-frequency RSTD measurement indication procedure
Samsung
CR 36.331
0656
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112578
=>
CR is agreed

R2-112753:
Clarification on csg-Identity of SIB1
ZTE
CR
36.331
0659
-
F counter proposal in R2-113341
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-111939

=> Counter proposal in R2-113341
=>
Not agreed

R2-112754:
Clarification on the definition of maxCellBlack
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
0660 -
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112579

-
the maxcellblack definition is slightly updated compared to previous version

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112755:
Clarification on upper layer requested connection release
HTC
CR
36.331
0661
- F REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112153

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112757:
CR for s-measure handling
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
0663
-
F REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112538

-
Renesas wonders if the signalling of the value "0" still means s-measure is turned off ?  Huawei thinks this is the variable, not the signalling.  Huawei assumes that if the value "0" is signalled, the s-Measure is not stored in the variable.
=>
CR is agreed

R2-112765:
General error handling for extension fields
Samsung
CR
36.331
0671
-
F compare R2-113116
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112219

=> Proposed update in R2-113116
=> Noted

R2-112771:
UE actions upon leaving RRC_CONNECTED
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.331
0677 -
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112025

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112774:
Value range of DRX-InactivityTimer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
0680
- C REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112584

- 
updated version is provided in R2-113415 because we miss a "tag" in the ASN.1 
R2-113415:
Value range of DRX-InactivityTimer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
0680
R1  C REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112584

-
Vdf wonders why we do not also update the shortDRX-Cycle timer with value 0 ? Ericsson thinks that is a different issue.

-
NSN thinks shortDRX-Cycle timer = 0 means you only have the long DRX.

=>
CR is agreed
6.6.1
Other
=> Including outcome of email [73b#06] - LTE: Handling of Rel-10 defaults [Ericsson]

Other topics e.g. are further changes required to the power management triggering ? Still have to settle the details of R2-112583,..

CP: => Result of email discussion: [73b#06] - LTE: Handling of Rel-10 defaults [Ericsson]
R2-113240:
Summary of email discussion [73b#06] - LTE: Handling of Rel-10 defaults
Ericsson, ST-EricssonReport REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
Proposal 2:

-
Chairman wonders if we really need this ?

-
ALU thinks this is usefull.

-
Chairman is concerned about e.g. UE has received a Rel-12 IE with new contents and then the UE needs to apply Rel-8 defaults.  Ericsson/ALU think the Rel-12 IE would always be a superset of the Rel-8 IE. So it should be possible to apply these defaults.

-
NSN thinks this is good proposal.

-
NSN wonders if we have to clarify this also in Rel-9 ? Chairman assumes it is not needed because we do not have CE in Rel-9 ? ALU agrees it does not seem essential for Rel-9.

-
Samsung thinks in the CR we would not really see this "protocol version agnostic" we would just refer to the previously received IE's.

-
NTT DCM wonders what the Rel-9 UE applies ? Does it apply a release agnostic version of the IE, or the listed version.

Proposal 3:

-
Ericsson sees no problem to keep the Rel-9 defaults in the Rel-9 spec. It should be sufficient to only remove from the Rel-10 spec. NSN would prefer to even remove from Rel-9 specification.

-
Huawei thinks it is better to only update from Rel-10.

	Agreements:
1:
The current tables in 9.2 for default configurations are not updated and instead it can be clarified that the default configurations for the extensions introduced after Rel-8 are ‘released’.

2:
The default configurations are considered ‘protocol version agnostic’.

3:
The Rel-9 default configurations are removed from the current 9.2 in the Rel-10 specification.

4:
Specify the IE specific full configuration (Option 2) for handling the switching from Rel-8 to Rel-10 version of IEs in all cases.



=> R2-112272 attempts to capture all these agreements.

R2-113372:
Reconfiguration involving critically extended IEs (using fullFieldConfig i.e. option 2)
Samsung CR 36.331
(0740)
-
F

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

5.3.10.6

-
Ericsson wonders in 5.3.10.6 whether it is really necessary to apply the default ? ALU indicated we do the same for fullconfiguration: i.e. apply default and then have delta signalling based on this default. Samsung agrees the different would be very small.  ALU sees value in apply same behaviour as in full configuration case.

-
NSN thinks it might be better to signal all parameters in this case.

=>
NTT DCM thinks it should be made clear that we apply the default configuration only for the concerning IE.

-
ZTE wonders if the note is not a bit confusing ? ZTE wonders what happens at re-establishment if a UE previously received Rel-10 IE's ? Ericsson explains that in this case the UE still considers itself configured with Rel-10 IE's and thus a Rel-8 eNB might have to do a full configuration.

5.3.13

-
Samsung thinks it would be good to clarify in 5.3.13 that we do not release the aperiodic SRS configuration.

9.2

=>
Samsung thinks the text in 9.2 is not completely clear. It would be good to list the N/A cases as exceptions since there the "release" is not applicable.

=>
Will see update for indicate 2 changes and allow some more offline in R2-113545 CR0740

R2-113545:
Reconfiguration involving critically extended IEs (using fullFieldConfig i.e. option 2)
Samsung CR 36.331
0740
-
F

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

=>
CR is agreed

R2-113657:
Default value of extensions introduced from REL-9
Samsung

CR
36.331
0748
-
F
REL-9

TEI9, LTE-L23
=>
CR is agreed
Stage-2: Corrections

R2-112796:
Miscellaneous corrections to 36.300
CATT
CR
36.300
(0362)
-
F
 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
CATT wonders if we need Rel8 or Rel9 CR's for the reference corrections ? The reference in 4.6.3.5. is to [3] which is 36.201.

-
NSN assumes it is not a critical error but might be nice to have. Ericsson thinks it is obvious that the refernece is wrong.

-
ZTE wonders if we should not update the reference [3] to 36.420 rather than introducing it as a new reference (ref [3] is not used anywhere else) ? CATT assumes it is better not to reuse existing reference. 
=>
CR is agreed in R2-113546 CR0362

R2-112904:
Some small corrections to 36.300
ZTE
CR
36.300
(0365)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Updated version in R2-113388

R2-113388:
Some small corrections to 36.300
ZTE
CR
36.300
0365
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

Proposal 1:

-
No longer relevant

Proposal 2:

-
NSN thinks this is more in the RAN3 area and they are also discussing this.

=>
Noted (leave to RAN3)

Proposal 3:

=>
 Agreed

Proposal 4:

-
LG thinks we should also update the second bullet under RLC-UM to state that also the UE does not retransmit PDCP SDU's. ALU thinks it says "In the target eNB" so that applies to both directions.

=>
Agreed, without the change to the RLC_UM section

=>
Should see update only reflector proposal 3 and 4 with change in R2-113547 CR0365 R1
R2-113547:
Some small corrections to 36.300
ZTE
CR
36.300
0365
R1
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
CR was first agreed, but later it turned out that the first change in 10.1.1.1 should not be made

=>
Update with removing this change is agreed in R2-113662 CR0365 R2
R2-113113:
Small correction to random access procedure
Potevio
CR
36.300
(0366)
-
F REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Ericsson thinks the changes are not really needed. This is only stage-2 overview text and does not need to capture all details.

-
LG thinks changes 1 and 2 are not needed, but has some sympathy for change 3 since it aligns with contention based section.  Ericsson thinks if we make the changes here, we should also update Rel89. NSN agrees with Ericsson this is not really needed.

=>
Not agreed
CP: Corrections

R2-113341:
Counter proposal to R2-112753 on CR to remove CSG Identity validity limited to CSG cell
Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.331
-
-
F counter proposal to R2-112753
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112753
=>
CR is agreed in R2-113543 CR0744

R2-113116:
General error handling for extension fields
Samsung
CR
36.331
-
-
F compare R2-112765
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-11276

=>
Correct spelling error "itw"

=>
Nokia wonders why the nested is in parenthesis. Samsung agrees the brackets can be removed

=>
With these two changes the CR is agreed in R2-113544 CR0671 R2

R2-112939:
Samll Corrections on TS 36.331
HTC
CR
36.331
(0688)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

Proposal 1:

-
Renesas why this removal is proposed ? HTC wants to remove it because there is other exceptions (CDMA info in ULHandoverPreparationInformation).

-
Renesas wonders if this is changing behaviour ?

-
Chairman wonders if this is not making the text worse.

-
NSN thinks the sentence is there to clarify the connection setup case. Also this text is already in Rel-8 text.

=>
Not agreed

Proposal 2:

=>
Nokia points out this change is already covered by the CSG CR's from Nokia.

Proposal 3:

=>
3rd proposal can be included in the rapporteur CR (R2-113530)
UP: Corrections
R2-112807:
CSI/SRS reporting during DRX
Panasonic
Disc
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-112808:
CSI/SRS reporting during DRX
Panasonic
CR
36.321
(0471)
-
F
 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Panasonic would like to include magic sentence

-
Panasonic points out that the same case might happen if the DRX MAC CE is received and it might be good to also include that case.

-
Ericsson wonders why not up to 3 subframes: if is was an UL grant then it would have to be able to react in the 4th subframe. 

-
NSN thinks this case is very similar to the existing case, so it should be ok to leave 4.

-
Huawei thinks the other case is about when to start, but this is about stopping. So there is nothing to prepare.

-
Ericsson agrees with the intention but agrees with Huawei that stopping would be simpler.

-
Ericsson wonders if up to 2 subframes would be sufficient ? LG thinks we should align to UL grant processing timing

=>
Will have magic sentence  ? Ericsson wonders if it would not be better to have CR's from Rel8 ?  NSN is fine either way; since it is only a note, maybe magic sentence is sufficient. Renesas agrees with NSN. Panasonic prefers the approach with the magic sentence.

=>
Allow the UE to transmit SRS/CQI in up to 2 / 3  subframes after the indicated case, and after DRX MAC CE. Can discuss 2 or 3 offline. QC thinks 2 is too short.

-
Ericsson wonders if we do not have the same case when a PDCCH is received that stops the  mac contention resolution timer. NSN thinks than still the UE could be in active due to the inactivity timer.

=>
So maybe the formulation should be general at any ending of active time due to PDCCH reception. Can be considered in reformulation.

=>
Add impact analysis

=>
Will see update in R2-113550 CR0471

R2-113550:
CSI/SRS reporting during DRX
Panasonic
CR
36.321
0471
-
F
 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Ericsson points out that this CR will cause network complexity since now the network should for a last ACK be ready to receive it as ACK alone or multiplexed with CQI. Panasonic can agree that this is something the eNB will have to check. 

-
It seems this double decoding is unaviodable. The question is for how many TTI's we want to allow it ? NSN thinks if it is 2 or 3 it is probably acceptable

-
Huawei would like some more time to think about it. Huawei thinks another solution is to mandat ethe UE to sent the CQI up to 4 subframes after the end of active time.

=>
Can continue to think about this for next meeting

R2-112813:
Correction on MAC specification
CATT
CR
36.321
(0473)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
NSN proposes to include this in the 36.321 rapporteur CR ? 
=>
Will be included in the rapporteur CR in R2-113537
R2-113275:
Clarification on RACH procedure
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0486)
-
F
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

Proposal 1:

-
Ericsson would  prefer to keep Rel10 aligned to Rel89.

=>
Not needed

Proposal 2:

-
LG thinks the UE will have to monitor Scell PDCCH for other reasons, so there is no reason to restrict. NSN agrees with LG: durig this phase the UE is in active time and since we have common DRX the UE is monitor any cell configured with PDCCH.

-
Asustek thinks DRX might not be configured.

-
NSN indicates that in August meeting this was discussed and in order to allow cross carrier scheduling of Msg4 the current text was agreed to remain.

-
NSN thinks RACH might also happen if you have no D-SR and UL data arrives while in sync. UE might also be scheduled in parallel to RACH on the Pcell (PDCCH order) on an Scell .

-
Ericsson thinks it should be clear that the contention resolution can only be resolved by a transmission on the Pcell from the first sentence in 5.1.5.

=>
Not needed

Proposal 3:

-
LG thinks this is sufficiently clear already from the next sentence indicating that a MAC PDU is decoded. NSN thinks there is no problem if proposal 3 is not approved.

=>
Correct update but not needed

=>
CR is not agreed
R2-113276:
TTI bundling configuration
ASUSTeK
CR
36.331
(0726)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

Proposal 1:

-
CATT supports the proposal. 

-
Samsung wonders why we have this restriction. Samsung understood the restriction because it was not possible to have the 2-interval SPS with TTI bundling in TDD. Still it should be possible to have the "1-interval SPS" so we could just remove the restriction for both UL and DL.

-
NSN thinks we should remember why we had this decision. NSN thinks for some TDD configurations it was not possible to support SPS.

-
Ericsson wonders what the gain is to allow this ? NSN wonders if VOIP is the typical case for SPS, then probably DL and UL SPS will often be configured together. So then there is no reason to allow only the combination with UL SPS. CATT thinks this can anyway be configured independantly.

-
Huawei would prefer to stick to the current text.

-
Samsung agrees it might not be so usefull to only allow one direction. Samsung is ok to only revisit the issue in Rel-11.

-
CATT thinks we could introduce the same restriction for FDD. NSN thinks we only have the restriction for TDD because there was only an issue with TDD. Ericsson agrees.

After offline discussion (TTI bundling and SPS), most companies agree there is no problem to support TTI bundling and DL SPS for TDD. One company thinks there is no use case. Other company would like to ensure there is really no problem. Proposal is to allow one more meeting to check.

=>
Noted for now.

Proposal 2:

-
Samsung again does not see a reason for this type of restrictions. This is up to sensible network implementation. NSN agrees with Samsung: we should not unnecessarily restrict eNB implementation. Asustek points out we have a similar sentence for UL bundling and CA.

-
Huawei would prefer also not to restrict.

-
Asustek wonders why we then restricted UL bundling and CA.

-
ZTE agrees with Asustek that technically there is not so much sense in the combination of UL bundling and UL spatial mux. Ericsson thinks UL spatial mux can also be a rank1 tx. 

-
MT supports the Asustek proposal.

-
Samsung thinks we should only introduce this restriction if it really simplifies testing

-
NSN thinks this is different from CA.

-
Ericsson thinks beamforming with rank1 is a good reason not to restrict this.

=>
Not agreed

Proposal 3:

=>
Change 3 will be included in the rapporteur CR in R2-113530
R2-113355:
Clarification to RA procedure initiated by PDCCH order
HT mMobile Inc.
CR 36.321 (0487)
-
D

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Huawei wonders if it would be better to align the physical layer and the RRC layer ? MT thinks there is no confusion with the current text.  NSN agrees with MT and sees no strong need to have this CR.

=>
Not agreed (not needed)

Transmissions in MBMS subframes
R2-112810:
SPS Transmission in MBSFN Subframes
CATT
Disc

-
Huawei wonders what RAN2 is really to do ? Huawei thinks we should all leave this to eNB implementation. So what is there to be specified ?

=>
SPS reception in MBMS subframes will be supported in Rel-10


R2-113053:
SPS reception in MBSFN subframes
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc


 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

-
Ericsson points out that only tm9 on Pcell configuration is applicable. So something like "or the UE is configured with transmission mode tm9 on the pcell" should be added.

=>
Will see update in R2-113553 CR0489

R2-113553:
SPS reception in MBSFN subframes
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc


 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core

=>
CR is agreed
R2-112811:
Configured DL Transmission in MBSFN Subframe
CATT
CR
36.321
(0472)
-
F
R2-113272:
Allowing SPS reception in MBSFN subframe
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0485)
F REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-113271:
PDSCH reception in MBSFN
Samsung
Disc REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

Only proposal 1 is still relevant to discuss:

-
CATT wonders what a UE without MBMS capability has to do ? Samsung indicates that the problem only exists for a UE interested to receive MBMS. If the UE is not interested in MBMS he never has to do double buffering.

-
NSN agrees with proposal 1, but wonders if there is anything to be specified because in 36.302 we will specify what combination for PDSCH reception the UE needs to support. Huawei thinks this is clear already from 36.213.

-
Panasonic thinks RAN1 is currently discussing this topic and 36.213 might be updated as a result.  Panasonic agrees with the intention.

-
Ericsson think it is clear from 36.211 that in one subframe either MBMS or unicast is done, but not both

-
QC agrees with the intention of the CR

-
QC thinks there is a restriction on the network that once you planned MBMS (e.g. in schedulling), then you are not allowed to change your mind.

=>
Agree that the UE is not required to "double buffer"

-
Allow some offline to check whether this is already clear from other spec's or planned RAN1 CR. If RAN1 is clear on double buffer, maybe we only need R2-112991 or nothing ?

=>
After offline discussion it seems RAN1 CR is very clear on not requiring double buffering. So R2-113271 is not needed. Noted

R2-113273:
Clarification on PDSCH transmission in unused MBSFN subframes
Samsung
CR 36.331 (0724)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-

R2-112991:
Correction on DL allocations in MBSFN subframes
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR
36.331
(0695)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
NSN indicates it might be better to refer to the whole section 7.1 in 36.213.

-
Ericsson thinks the new text does not say so much.

-
NSN thinks we have text in Rel89 which is not incorrect. Therefore it might be good to clarify this. This also makes this easier to compare the specifications. 

-
QC thinks the RAN1 CR does take scheduling information on PMCH into account.  Panasonic thinks the RAN1 text is very clear so only a reference is good.

-
Samsung wonders if the RAN1 CR also clarifies that if the UE does not have the MBMS scheduling information, he will read all MCH subframes for unicast ?

=>
Can discuss detailed wording offline

=>
Will see update in R2-113573 CR0695 => Further updated in R2-113624
R2-113624:
Correction on DL allocations in MBSFN subframes
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR
36.331
0695
R1
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Ericsson thinks the consequences if not approved should indicate that there are no consequences if not approved since this is just a clarification. Can state the specification is  less clear without this change

=>
Editorial correction in reason for change

=>
With these 2 changes, the CR is agreed in R2-113635
R2-112812:
DL Assignment in MBSFN Subframe
CATT, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
(0028)
-
F

-
Chairman wonders if this CR is mandating MBMS reception in Pcell only i.e. not in Scell ?

-
CATT intention is to limit MBMS reception on Pcell with this CR.

-
Ericsson thinks it is clear that it is only Pcell because it is "L" or "D", not a D1.

-
Ericsson thinks we  have agreed that the minimum requirement for an MBMS UE is that it is able to receive MBMS on the Pcell. That is what is intended to be reflected in this CR.

-
ALU wonders why we do not state this in clear english in the stage-2 ?

=>
Will add a note to these combinations to clarify that the intention is that as a minimum, an MBMS UE shall support MBMS reception in the Pcell

-
NSN thinks one problem might be whether a UE receiving MBMS on the Scell is allowed not to be able to receive MBMS on the Pcell ? NSN thinks this should not be required. Ericsson thinks parallel reception of MBMS on Pcell and Scell is not required.

-
CATT thinks current RRC/other specification only focus on MBMS reception on Pcell.

-
Samsung thinks a UE implementation should be allowed to prioritise reception of the most important MBMS reception. So it should not be required to receive on Pcell in addition to receiving on Scell.

=>
Allow some offline on this reception on Scell

=>
Changes from R2-112725 will be included

=>
Will see update in R2-113555 CR0028

R2-113555:
DL Assignment in MBSFN Subframe
CATT, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.302
0028
-
F

=>
CR is agreed
PMPR: trigger
R2-112820:
P-MPR related PHR triggering - NTT DOCOMO

Proposal 3:

-
QC wonders if "TTT" approach is really well defined ?  NTT DCM received some offline comments,  and is ok not to mention this TTT approach.

=>
Not agreed

Proposal 4:

-
Samsung prefers to keep it simple as possible and assumes it is quite rare case that PHR would be triggered for other reasons and then the temporary Pcmax  increase would be seen. So not need for optimisation

-
QC thinks PMPR will always be a filtered value. Then proposal 4 is not needed. 

-
NSN thinks it will be difficult for the UE to know upfront that a power management decrease is short or long.

-
Ericsson thinks we should try to avoid this type of values. Ericsson should say that power management backoff should be filtered.

	Agreements: 

1: 
The note is applied only for the temporary P-MPR decrease case.

2: 
The note will mention “a few tens of milliseconds” to provide guidance on how long “temporary” is.

4:
Should reflect in the note that a potentially temporary backoff decrease due to power management change should be somewhat filtered and thus not impact Pcmax/PHR values immediately, and also not lead to PHR report triggering immediately. Can think about detailed wording.


=>
Will see updated CR in R2-113556 CR0490

R2-113556:
P-MPR related PHR triggering CR0490 - NTT DOCOMO

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113269:
Issues on PHR trigger based on power management
Samsung
Disc REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

-
noted
R2-113168:
Clarificaions on PHR Power Management trigger
Qualcomm Incorporated
 Disc REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

-
noted
R2-113270:
Clarification on PHR Trigger for Power Reduction Due to Power Management
Samsung CR 36.321
(0484)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-113291:
PHR trigger for P-MPR
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-112871:
P-MPR triggered PHR
ZTE
Disc
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-112872:
CR for P-MPR triggered PHR
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0475)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-112912:
Discussion on P bit setting
Pantech
Disc
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-112944:
P-MPR related PHR trigger
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-112963:
Clarification on P-MPR related PHR trigger
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR
36.321
(0476)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

R2-113305:
Discussion on PHR triggering due to power management
Pantech
Disc

 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

All 8 Tdocs not treated
1) Adapt trigger definition not reflect independant of Pcmax impact yes/no (if so how) ?

2) Update P-bit definition ?

Discussion:

-
After offline discussion, the proposal is the rewording should be done (replacing "additional" with "required").  So at least this should be replaced. Detailed wording can be discussed offline.

=>
NTT DCM will also replace "additional" by "required" in R2-113556

=>
Will see CR on 36.321 to update trigger definition and P-bit definition in R2-113557 CR0491
3) Virtual Tx handling

Offline saw 3 options (no consensus yet):

1) 
Compare real transmission with real transmission

2) 
Comparison is always based on actual PMPRc although PMPRc is used during virtual transmissions, eventhough PMPR=0 is used for reporting PHR transmission.

3) 
Change decision of RAN1 to report actual PMPRc in virtual tx case

-
Samsung has no strong opinion, but option 3 seems a big change.  NSN thinks we could maybe come back to this topic after more analysis.

-
Chairman thinks option 2 is quite simple ?  IDT thinks it would be a bit more complex for the UE to work with 2 PMPRc values.

-
MT has slight preference for option 2 but wonders about how to capture;

-
Ericsson would prefer option 1 since then it is actually reflected in the definition of the trigger.

-
Huawei thinks assuming zero power management backoff it might impact future scheduling.  IDT could agree that zero is maybe not a good value for Rel-11.

-
Ericsson clarifies that eventhough Pcmax is not reported for virtual tx, still PHR is reported and then UE has to assume a virtual Pcmax.

=>
Agree on option 1 for Rel-10; can look at definition in R2-113207

R2-113207:
Power Management PHR Triggering Clarification and Correction
InterDigital Communications Disc REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

Look at text proposal in middle of page 5, just above "an alternate..."
-
Text looks quite ok, but improvements can be discussed offline.

=>
Will include text after potential offline improvements in R2-113557

R2-113557:
Clarifications on P-MPR PHR Trigger - 36.321 CR0491

-
NTT DCM wonders what happens if there are only PUCCH transmissions ?  Some UE's cannot sent PUSCH. Some UE's (simulatenous capability) can sent PUSCH on Pcell or Scell. It was confirmed by RAN4 that the PMPRc is already "real" when you only have PUCCH transmission.

=>
CR is agreed
R2-113081:
Reporting Pcmax
MediaTek
Disc 
REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Ericsson indicates that this issue was also brought up in RAN1 and RAN4 also this week, and at least RAN1 concluded it is not necessary. So there is no need to discuss it again in RAN2.

-
MT confirms in RAN1 and RAN4 it was not agreed. This because companies assume that the Pcmax would only be different from Ppowerclass in the interband case. MT understands that RAN4 is writing LS and it will probably indicate that for inter-band case this would be needed.

-
Ericsson thinks we should only take action after indication from RAN1/4. Ericsson understands RAN1 has agreed that no change is required in Rel-10. MT could agree that maybe the change is only needed for Rel-11.

-
Chairman wonders if extending the MAC CE e.g. in Rel-11 with one or more bytes at the end is backward compatible ? Samsug assumes there would at least not be a problem for Rel-11 since it is dedicated signalling

-
NTT DCM wonders what is difference between inter-band and intra-band case ? IDT understands that in the intra-band case you can derive the Pcmax from the Pcmaxc, but not for the interband case: the total backoff would be the same for Pcmax and Pcmaxc for the intra-band case.

=>
Noted

CP: New functionality
R2-112867:
Modification of measurement object
ZTE
CR
36.331
(0685)
-
F
 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Ericsson thinks this removal part also exists in Rel-9, it is not something we introduced in Rel-10.  ZTE indicates that the measCycleScell is new in Rel-10.

-
NSN does not see strong motivation for this change

-
ZTE clarifies that the same measurement object can be shared by multiple measurements (e.g. mobility and CGI reporting). Then if only specific fields are changed in the measurement object, there is no need to reset e.g. measurement reporting entry for a measurement related to handover.

-
Ericsson wonders why not having this would increase the reporting (more measurement reports) ?

-
QC wonders if it is a likely scenario to have CGI and other measurement to share same measurement object ? QC assumes it is not frequent.

-
Huawei thinks this is already Rel-9 situation and no additional optimisation is needed.

=>
Noted

R2-113209:
Explicit AS signalling for mapped PTMSI/GUTI
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331
(0714)
- C REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Different CR number should be used

-
Ericsson thinks we should agree the CR rather than technical endorse since there is a SA2 decision already. Concerns should be brought up in SA2. If SA2 changes decision, RAN can still stop an agreed RAN2 CR. ALU wonders if there is any real difference ? Ericsson thinks there would be a difference in the process (challenge/not challenge the SA2 decision).

-
AT&T agrees with Ericsson that it is better to agree the CR

=>
CR is agreed in R2-113558 CR0714
R2-113230:
Reconfiguration of discardTimer in PDCP-Config
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
After submission, ALU realised that at QCI change also a NAS message may be sent. But NAS message transmission is not possible in combination with handover. So to achieve the intended functionality, it should also be allowed signal PDCP-Config in reconfiguration

-
Nokia wonders how existing PDU's should be handled w.r.t. the timer ?  ALU thinks this could be left to implementation.

-
NSN supports the proposal.

-
Chairman wonders if the same cannot be achieved with releasing and establishing the DRB in one message. NSN indicates we have not that this is not possible.

-
ALU indicates that it is quite realistic scenario that the QCI of existing bearer is changed. Huawei understands it is rare case e.g. at inter-PLMN handover. Huawei thinks in most cases the existing DRB can be reused.

-
NTT DCM assumes the main use case of changing QOS would be to drop the priority, not to change the discard timer.

-
NTT DCM wonders if there is a real problem if we only support the handover case, and then a separate message would be used to transfer the NAS message. ALU sees no real problem with this approach. But then it could not be handled with one msg over the radio.

-
NSN thinks the discardtimer might be different in different parts of the network: if you have different vendors for different network parts.

-
LG wonders what practical scenario there really is that would change the discard timer during EPS-bearer lifetime ? LG thinks anyway the backup is to remove the DRB and establish a new one. Huawei agrees with LG, and always remove/setup option can be used in RAN2. QC agrees with LG. ALU understands that at DRB release, the EPS bearer would be removed at NAS level. So DRB release followed by DRB setup does not work.

-
NSN thinks it will happen at vendor boarder. Additionally in the QCI change case it might happen, although NSN is not sure in how much cases the QCI change would have to result in discardtimer change.

-
NSN wonders about impact on PDCP for already running timers. ALU thinks it can be left to UE implementation.

-
LG thinks behaviour in PDCP is clear: the timer is started when the PDCP SDU is received. So new timer value is only used for new arriving PDCP SDU's.

-
QC wonders whether not a full configuration can be used ? In full configuration the "setup" conditions are applicable, so this can be signalled ?

-
ALU thinks full configuration is only allowed at handover and first reconfiguration after re-establishment. But indeed this might be handled as intra-cell handover

-
After offline discussion, people agree that full configuration can handle this but might lead to loss of packets. There companies think using the full configuration for changing the discard timer is too heavy. NSN supports this view since at full configuration you would have to drop packets. Proposal would still only concern handover

=>
Noted

R2-113231:
CR for Reconfiguration of discardTimer in PDCP-Config
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
36.331 (0719) -
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
NTT DCM wonders the handling of the packet timer was discussed ? NTT DCM agrees that the timer is only started when the SDU is arrived. When an implementation counts down then old SDU's would work with the timer before the reconfiguration, when implementation is counting up, maybe it would be thus the new timer value. But NTT DCM agrees this can be left to implementation.
=>
CR is agreed R2-113638 CR0719
UP: New functionality/correction
R2-113250:
BSR and UL grant in Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

-
Samsung wonders what goes wrong if we do not address this ? Samsung assumes with current text BSR is triggered unnecessary. LG thinks with current specification the UE asks the mux to include a new BSR but the mux cannot include it. So LG thinks you would loose a BSR.

-
Ericsson wonders if the issue really exists. Ericsson thinks at contention resolution failure, you would flush the Msg3 buffer. We only retransmit Msg3 as part of HARQ retransmissions.  NSN agrees. Asustek/LG think Msg3 buffer is only flushed when new RACH procedure is triggered, not at contention resolution failure.

-
Asustek thinks during ongoing RACH a new BSR might be triggered and then this case might happen.

-
NSN thinks this is quite a corner case to have a BSR during RACH. 

Two cases:


1) New BSR during ongoing Msg3 HARQ retransmissions


2) New BSR triggered before Msg3 retransmission due to contention resolution failure (with grant in Msg2)

-
Asustek thinks for both cases in a next transmission the new BSR will be included. Asustek considers all this quite UE implementation.

-
NSN sees no difference from case 1) with normal HARQ retransmission.

-
Fujitsu thinks at contention resolution failure Msg3 buffer is flushed. NTT DCM thinks only the HARQ buffer is fulshed, not the Msg3 buffer.

-
Case 2 does exist, but most companies seem to think it is UE implementation. I.e. BSR is not really sent, so trigger new RACH or include in later transmission. 

-
LG wonders if the timers would be restarted ?

-
NSN thinks one can argue that already from the UL grant section is clear that in this case the mux is not asked to make a new PDU. LG thinks the error is in 5.4.5.

-
Ericsson thinks the BSR will be generated but just not included in a MAC PDU. So at the next new UL grant, it will be included.

=>
Noted (no support)

R2-113252:
BSR and UL grant in Msg2
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0482)
-
F REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

not treated after R2-113250 conclusion
Late contribution

R2-113574: 
Increase of prioritisedBitRate - 36.331 CR0746

=>
Samsung wonders if we have not used 1020. Should be changed to "10x0"

-
MT wonders why to have this type of large values for PBR ? NSN explains that we have much higher rates in Rel-10 with CA/MIMO. MT explains this was only to prevent starvation. NSN thinks we will have services like e.g. HD-Skype that require 1024kbps.

-
Ericsson has no strong concerns, but assumes these values can only be used if this high bitrate is even available at the cell edge ? NSN agrees. 

-
MT wonders if this would be linked to some UE capability ? 

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113622 R1
Not available/too late/withdrawn

R2-112992
Correction on DL allocations in MBSFN subframes
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR
36.331
(0696)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

withdrawn

R2-112993
Correction on DL allocations in MBSFN subframes
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR
36.331
(0697)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

withdrawn

R2-113292
Correction for PHR Procedure
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=> Withdrawn
R2-113334
Some corrections on TS 36.300
HTC
CR
36.300
(0368)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=> Withdrawn
R2-113367
MBSFN subframe allocation
ASUSTeK
CR
36.331
-
-
F
 REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
withdrawn

6.7
WI: Other LTE Rel-10 WIs

6.7.0
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112758:
CR on clarification of RLF Report in Carrier Aggregation
Panasonic
CR
36.331
0664 -
F

REL-10
SONenh_LTE-Core
R2-112285

=> Update proposal in R2-113381

=>
Noted

R2-112766:
Inclusion of ECGI(2) and Time(1) for RLF report
ZTE
CR
36.331
0672
-
F REL-10
SONenh_LTE-Core
R2-112586

-
ZTE indicates that the IE for Time(1) has been reworded.

=>
Needs to be updated to reflect further agreements from this meeting. Will see update in R2-113561 CR0672 R1
R2-113561:
Additional information for RLF report 
ZTE
CR
36.331
0672
R1
F REL-10 SONenh_LTE-Core

-
Not in line with agreements: HOF/RLF bit is made optional. NSN thinks it should be optional because this is the general appaoch in the ASN.1

-
Not in line with agreements: "first" was removed w.r.t. re-establishment attempt. NSN thinks this is sufficiently clear from the fact that it is only logged when the re-establsihment is cause by HOF or RLF.

-
there was no consensus on the time(1) granularity. NTT DCM wonders if second granularity is sufficient. 

-
Huawei indicates T304 is also in 100ms granularity. NSN agrees that this granularity is fine. Huawei thinks range of100s is enough. 

=>
STE thinks it should be clarified that 1023 means "102.3s or longer"

=>
New text in 5.3.7.4 misses a "UE shall" statement

-
LG would like to add "first" in the field description of the reestablishmentCellId; not needed because there is no second.

-
STE would prefer that the starting of the timer is decribed in the section where it needs to be started, not just in the field description of the timer. Samsung thinks we try to avoid introduction of official timers in the spec when not really needed.  Can think for next meeting whether still want to update. MT thinks we have used this type of description for timer in several other cases because it generates nice compact specification text.

=>
CR is agreed with these 2 changes in R2-113636 CR0672 R2

6.7.1
Other

Stage-2

R2-112972:
Capture the stage2 RLF agreement
Huawei, HiSilicon, MediaTek
CR
37320 - - ?

-


R2-112860:
CR to 37.320 to clean up description of RLF Reporting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
37.320
-
-
F
REL-10 MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
-
LG wonders whether SON MRO part should not also be described here.

Discussion

-
NTT DCM wonders if everything in the Huawei CR which is not in the NSN CR is already captured in 36.300 ? MT does not think so. 36.300 only contains a RAN3 MRO section. So e.g. keeping the information during state changes, 48hours,... is not in 36.300. Also the PLMN checking is not in 36.300.

-
NSN thinks it would be good to extend 36.300 with more RLF stage-2 text. NSN would prefer to keep the text in 37.320 limited and have the rest in 36.300. 

-
MT thinks we could make a new section under the SON section in 36.300 to include this RLF part.

=>
Will try to approve NSN CR for 37.320, and assume Huawei CR will be update to 36.300 CR.

R2-112860:

-
Note that this also removes the RLF from IMM MDT.

-
MT thinks other information used for MDT should be mentioned ? E.g. the radio measurements ? NSN thinks we do not preclude OAM to use any information in the report, but NSN only included the specifics for MDT.

-
In two places the spec number should be inserted in front of the reference

=>
CR in R2-112860 is agreed in R2-113559 CR0027 

R2-112972:

-
ALU wonders if we really need this level of detail in Stage-2 ?  MT thinks it would be good to have some more detail so that we do not forget.

=>
Detailed wording for 36.300 CR can be discussed offline. Will see update in R2-113560 36.300 CR 0370
R2-113560:
Introduction of the RLF report  36.300 CR0370

=>
UE box should be ticked
=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113633 CR0370 R1
Other

R2-113381:
CR on clarification of RLF Report in Carrier Aggregation
Panasonic
CR
36.331
0664 1 
F

REL-10
SONenh_LTE-Core
R2-112285

=>
CR is agreed

R2-112857:
Sanity check of Rel-10 RLF reporting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc REL-10

General

-
NTT DCM wonders about table 2: NSN clarifies that the categorisation is always a bit informative, but the analysis in the rest of the table should not depend on this table.

Proposal 1:

-
Huawei wonders if the UE can never get the CGI for the HOF ? NSN thinks it will not happen in the typical case. Anyway the network has to handle the case that the CGI is not provided. Also the source cell will get the information, and it knows what handover it triggered. So then NSN thinks the information is not so usefull.

-
Huawei thinks we have simple rule: if UE has CGI he includes CGI, if not he includes PCI. This will help OAM in general by including CGI as much as possible. So Huawei thinks we should have same behaviour for HOF and RLF. NSN would be ok with that but sees no strong need to align behaviours.

Proposal 2:

-
LG wonders if we really need to differentiate between HOF and RLF: what needs to be distinghuised is what failure happened i.e. correct characterisation of the connection failure. (HO too late, too early, too wrong cell). NSN agrees, but also the eNB receiving the information should be able to forward the information to the correct source eNB.

-
Huawei wonders if RAN3 is also discussing this  ? 

-
NSN agrees there is a HOfailure report, but still RAN3 assumes the report would end up in the correct cell. NSN remembers in the LS RAN3 did ask to make the distinction.

-
NTT DCM wonders if the information needs to come from the UE ?

-
Question is if Time(1) is sufficient ? Values < T304 would be HOF, and values > T304 would be RLF. NSN thinks this would only work if T304 is set quite consistently through the network. Also you might have a case of quick HO success, followed by RLF.

-
NSN assumes for HOF the node receiving the reporting would need to sent it to the previousPcellId. For the RLF you have to sent it to the failedPcellId. Huawei agrees with the problem definition.

-
LG thinks if we consider RLF immediately after HOF, then we can just agree to have failedPcell=PCI for HOF, and failedPcell=CGI for RLF.

-
NTT DCM thinks we could agreed to only include Time(1) in case of RLF. NSN thinks this does not work in case there is no previous HO (i.e. first cell after connection establishment)

-
QC agrees with NSN we should not hide the dependancy

=>
Will include one mandatory bit in the reporting indicating RLF/HOF


Proposal 3/4:

-
NTT DCM wonders what it would mean if we argee MDT needs to support all MRO use cases ? NSN thinks the consequences is the inclusion of the ECGI2 in the succesfull re-establishment case. NSN agrees that maybe this might not be needed if trace would by other means already be able to get the cell id from the re-establishment cell id, e.g. because the re-establishment message is traced with cell id.

-
NTT DCM understands that MDT Rel-10 is only coverage hole.

-
NSN is ok with the understanding that MDT is limited to coverage hole and not all MRO use cases in Rel-10.

-
Ericsson wonders what the real problem is to include the ECGI(2) also in the succesfull re-establishment case ? MT also sees no real complexity and think it can always be included. But that does not mean MRO needs to be included by MDT.

-
NTT DCM thinks in general ECGI(2) is not usefull: It is just duplicating the measurement results. 

-
LG supports inclusion regardless of re-estabishment failure/success.

	Agreements:

1:
For both HOF and RLF, the UE will include the CGI if available, and otherwise the PCI of the cell where the failure happens

2:
Will include one mandatory bit in the reporting indicating RLF/HOF

3:
UE will include ECGI(2) in the RLF reporting regardless of whether the re-establsihment is succesfull or unsuccessfull.


- this does not imply MDT needs to support all MRO use cases


R2-112858:
CR to 36.331 to include reestablishmentCellId in RLF Report
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
36.331
(0683)
-
F

REL-10

-
NSN points out that this should be included in update of R2-112766, since existing re-establishment text should be removed from that CR

=>
Samsung points out that it should also be made clear that this is the first recovery after connection failure in the procedure text

=>
The proposed changes with this additional comment will be reflected in update of R2-112766

R2-112859:
CR to 36.331 to correct failedPCellId procedure
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation CR
36.331
(0684)
-
F

REL-10

First change is no longer valid

=>
Agree that update of R2-112766 will make reporting of PCI/CGI consistent between RLF and HOF

=>
Also the addition of the new bit should be reflected in update of R2-112766.

R2-113279:
Consideration on Time(1) and ECGI(3) for RLF
ASUSTeK
Disc
REL-10

R2-113283:
CR of consideration on Time(1) and ECGI(3) for RLF
ASUSTeK
CR
36.331 (0731) -
F

REL-10

-
NTT DCM was assuming that in figure 1, the Time(1) would stop at the RLF. MT had the same understanding. 

-
LG wonders what the harm is to include Time(1) anyway ? Asustek thinks Time(1) could indicate a long time but actually the UE could have only stayed a very short time in the concerning cell C. 

-
NSN thinks in the case in figure 1, if Time(1) is small, then still it is related to wrong HO from cell A. If the time(1) is larger, then it is not related to this handover. So there is no harm to include the information anyway. Hauwei agrees with NSN. ZTE agrees with MT and NTT DCM.

-
STE thinks we should try to have as little as possible logic in the UE. Nokia agrees.

=>
Not agreed
R2-112947:
On RLF reporting open issues
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
Disc
REL-10

Proposal 3 not longer relevant.

Proposal 1:

-
NSN understands proposal 1 as also starting Time(1) upon 


a) handover completion


b) connection setup


c) re-establishment complete

-
NSN would be ok with a), but sees no value in b) and c). NEC is ok with a), and thinks b) and c) might be usefull to tune reselection parameters. MT agrees with NSN on a) and not b) and c). MT thinks after connection setup, any RLF would be too late handover if there are good handover candidates. So Time(1) has little relevance.

-
Huawei thinks for Rel-10 we should limit to handover. Samsung agrees.

-
Chairman wonders if we agree to a), is a failure during the handover still considered a HOF ? NSN assumes that it would be a big Time(1)  but still the HOF flag. MT thinks an option is not to included it at all for HOF.

-
MT supports proposal 1, if we also agree that Time(1) is not reported in HOF.

-
QC currently sees no need to redefine but would like some more time to think about it.

=>
Can think more but currently not really needed.

Proposal 2:

-
Huawei would prefer 100ms granularity. Huawei thinks we do not need to have that long time (we only need to know if the RLF happened short after HO). Huawei thinks in general context retrieval in network would be limited to X2 message delays, and then something like 100ms would be usefull. NSN would also prefer 100ms granularity. NSN assumes the threshold for  destinghuishing different HO failures would be quite small. 

-
NTT DCM wonders what the accuracy requirement would be for the reporting ? Nokia thinks similar values than T304 would be easiest.

=>
Range and granularity can be discussed offline and included in update of R2-112766

R2-112948:
CR on RLF reporting open issues
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.331
(0689)
-
F REL-10

6.8
SI: In-device coexistence interference avoidance (RP-100671)
Latest version of the TR36.816 v1.3.0 can be found in R2-112648 (date is incorrect in TR).

6.8.1
FDM
R2-113188:
Indication of update of coexistence interference
CMCC, CATT, Huawei
Disc

-
ALU wonders whether this is also applicable for FDM ? E.g. after inter-freq handover the situation might have changed ? CMCC thinks situation in non-serving freq might change

-
Motorola agrees in general that the UE keeps the network up to date. Motorola thinks this could be considered more a stage-3 detail.

-
NEC agrees this is needed. NEC wonders what type of granularity we consider: e.g. how much worse does a frequency need to become before another report is sent ?

-
Nokia wonders if the same is not applicable for TDM ? CMCC assumes it is also applicable for TDM. CMCC agrees.

=>
Can capture in TR one sentence (applicable for both TDM and FDM), that if the interference situation changes significantly, the UE should send the updated information to the network.

R2-112882:
Interference update during mobility
ZTE
Disc

R2-112913:
Text proposal on clarification of on-going interference in ICO
Pantech
Disc

R2-113036:
Preferred Frequency and Boundary
Research in Motion UK Ltd
TP


R2-113044:
Discussion on the content of the indication
Fujitsu
Disc

R2-113107:
Clarification on Unnecessary Trigger and Trigger Misuse
MediaTek
Disc

All 5 Tdocs not treated
6.8.2
TDM
HARQ: Do we want to standardise patterns or leave it to implementation (in UL, UE requesting network: in DL, network informing the UE)?

Autonomous denial

R2-113109:
Clarification on WiFi Beacon Coexistence Support   MediaTek
Disc

-
Sharp wonders if the network would be aware of the context of the denials, then the solution might be acceptable ? MT thinks it might work in such a case (if eNB is aware of a potentially higher loss rate due to autonomous denials).

-
Huawei wonders when the UE has to receive beacons from multiple AP's ? MT thinks this could happen when we ask a scan (e.g. boot up of phone/laptop). Samsung assumes that is quite a infrequent case. Huawei agrees this is infrequent  and does not require a DRX solution.

-
Sharp thinks if the UE is working as WiFi AP, he might have to scan quite often to detect overlapping networks.

-
NewPostcom agrees with the intention of the change proposal that also other solutions should be considered. But current text seems not to exclude other solutions. NewPostcom thinks the current text can remain and we can study further.

-
MT thinks as long as we do not have to meet 100% of beacon reception, DRX can work. Ericsson agrees

=>
Replace "the most likely" by "a"
DRX 
R2-113242:
DRX based TDM Solution
Motorola Mobility
Disc

-
ALU thinks in a lowly loaded system the UE will still schedule such a UE in bad quality. ALU also thinks that if we have a special CQI it could be misused for other purpose.

-
Motorola thinks the network could still schedule but then it does not work. Motorola does not want to say that this is implemented today, but it could be implemented in this way. 

-
Motorola thinks in the current solution you would need a minimum period always available, and with this solution that could be more adaptive.

-
NSN agrees with ALU. NSN thinks we also proposed a very similar solution from QC and that was ruled out. Samsung agrees with NSN.

-
QC thinks in the current eNB the LTE can already end the active period early if there is no LTE activity and no BSR. QC assumes we do not need the QCI based solution.

-
Motorola wonders why the UE then has to ask for a pattern ? QC explains that the UE would e.g. 40ms every 120ms. But then it is up to the eNB whether it uses the 80ms always, or only uses e.g. 60ms or 40ms active based on activity. The eNB could even use 120ms (and leave no time to BT) if he thinks the LTE data is very urgent.

-
Samsung thinks resources are not lost in the current solution: they can still be used by somebody else.

-
ALU thinks the network needs the pattern because the network needs to know when the UE will want to go away.

-
NewPostcom wonders if the UE is allowed to perform CQI measurements during inactive time ?  Nokia thinks the UE is allowed, but the effects of ISM transmissions should be filtered out so that MCS is not harmed.

-
Ericsson thinks problem with this solution is that there will still need to be activity even after low CQI (e.g. monitor retransmission occasions) so it will not be very dynamic. Motorola thinks same problem exists with current solution.

-
Huawei thinks CQI solution is not helpfull and invites for misuse

=>
Noted (not much support)

R2-113243:
Text proposal to 36.816 for TDM solution
Motorola Mobility
TP
36.816

=>
Noted

R2-113039:
Variable DRX based operation for TDM solutions
Research in Motion UK Ltd, ZTE
TP 36.816

-
Intel wonders what the gain is compared to current solution. In the current DRX the active time is already dynamic based on activity/scheduling. RIM thinks we need some more parameters for IDC flexibility. RIM thinks the current TR does not mention the variable DRX explicitly.

-
Sharp agrees that the current TR does not capture the variable DRX aspect.  

-
Huawei thinks the current text does reflect variable DRX already clearly.

-
Nokia wonders in this case we would set the scheduled/unscheduled period ? RIM thinks UE may suggest some patterns.

-
Motorola thinks in current eNB has full control over the active time based on current DRX principles. So why are these start/end events needed ?

-
Fujitsu wonders whether the parameters in table 1 are reported by the eNB, or the parameters the eNB configures ?

-
RIM thinks the UE should just monitor these events.

-
QC thinks current DRX is already variable. We can capture this in the TR. We do not need the new text proposed here.

=>
TP is not agreed. Will clarify with one sentence in the TR that DRX flexibility principles from current DRX will apply. So no fixed scheduled/non-scheduled period

R2-113143:
Discussion on remaining issues on the DRX based TDM solution
New Postcom
Disc

R2-113047:
TDM Mechanisms and IDC Operation
Sharp Corporation.
Disc

Both not treated
HARQ
R2-113221:
Analysis of in-device coexistence between LTE and Bluetooth
Intel Corporation
Disc

General:

-
Samsung wonders why in figure 2 and 3, 60ms and 70ms are taken as periods ? Intel indicates this is to comply with current UL HARQ timing. Samsung thinks the HARQ RTT is 10ms. Intel clarifies this is the period after which the same HARQ AN locations are applicable again.

-
Chairman wonders if a TDD HARQ based solution would always be based on a 10bit bitmap, and the interference bitmaps would be based on the longer HARQ periods. QC thinks for the HARQ solution, the bitmap for mode1 10 bits is enough. For other modes, longer bitmaps might be required. QC thinks in the HARQ solution, you could have varying processes disabling. Then also longer bitmaps would be needed for a HARQ based solution.

-
Ericsson thinks if you only have the 10ms periodicity, you might disable too many processes. Retransmissions are not always a problem because you can suspend.

Proposal 1:

-
Nokia wonders if our assumption is that BT has adaptive hopping available ? Otherwise scenario b could look better. Intel clarifies they have not assumed adaptive hopping. For scenario a this would not change anything, but it would improve the situation for scenario b.

-
MT wonders if we should also indicate the level of conflict can vary depending on the distance. Intel has just used the data from the figure A.2.1-1. 

=>
Can include the table in the TR, and clarify that adaptive frequeny hopping could further improve the situation for b.

Proposal 3:

-
Samsung thinks it will lead to confusion if we include this in the annex. E.g. BT retransmissions are shown which are not shown in the current annex. Intel thinks in the current TR always has retransmissions. Intel thinks that even with these retransmissions, the collision is very low.

-
CMCC supports the correction.

-
Intel thinks asumptions/conditions are the same as for the other figures included in B.2.2.

-
QC thinks we have a set of subframes available and some are not available. So it is a kind of interference bitmap where some transmission are not available.

-
Intel thinks for UL you have to disable certain HARQ processes, but for DL you can be a bit more flexible. 

-
Chairman wonders if there is still a real difference between the "HARQ bitmap" and the "interference bitmap". ZTE thinks in the interference bitmap you have to reflect the interference.  But if you have HARQ bitmap, then you disable certain HARQ processes.

-
MT also thinks the line between HARQ bitmap and interference bitmap becomes very thin. Maybe we should just discuss bitmap solution.

-
QC assumes interference bitmap is a more general structure. The HARQ bitmap allows to use less bits.

-
Nokia assumes an intereference bitmap would just reflect the SCO transmissions. Problem is then that BT can adapt. So if the eNB scheduler would give the pattern, then SCO could adapt.

-
Motorola wonders if the interference bitmap is a superset of the HARQ bitmap solution ?  Ericsson does not see such a bit difference between the two solution. Especially for the UL there is no choice in HARQ process. QC agrees with Motorola. Samsung also agrees

-
Samsung thinks with a HARQ solution you do not need to suspend because HARQ timelines are ensured.

-
Samsung thinks the annexes need general cleanup. Some information on EV3, some information on 2-EV3,.. For both we should list the collision points.

=>
Will have email discussion [74#32] up to next meeting to try to have the annex give complete picture for HARQ bitmap and interference bitmap solution. It should be attempted to reflect where the actual collisions are happening for EV3 and 2-EV3 [EMAIL DISC INTEL]
R2-113218:
Analysis of HARQ process reservation based TDM solution
Intel Corporation
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
Sharp does not see how the HARQ based solution could adequately handle WiFi. Since Wifi is not period, it seems strange to use a periodic solution.

-
QC agrees with Sharp.  Also BT with steaming audio it could work for BT master, but not for BT slave.

-
Nokia thinks it depends on "adequately". Nokia thinks current BT/Wifi solutions share antennas and work with both radios on. QC wonders what the timescale is for this antenna sharing ? Is it 1 to 2ms or longer ? Nokia is pointing to PTA packet traffic arbitration (802.xx). The switching between radios is below ms level. E.g. you can set Wifi ACKs to highest priority and it preempts BT transmission

-
Samsung understands PTA is not for SCO type traffic.  Samsung also thinks that if there is 1 to 2ms time level for Wifi, then this will be difficult for Wifi to handle.

-
Sharp thinks that e.g. for Wifi portable router this is definitely not a viable option.

-
Intel thinks we could conclude it can work ,but whether it is optimal we might need to study more. Intel thinks also for BT master case in multimedia, this can work.

=>
Noted (will further discuss based on QC paper)

Proposal 2:

-
RIM thinks it would be sufficient to have the UE report the type of interferer. Intel thinks it depends on e.g. BT channel conditions (channel good/bad, more retransmissions). 

-
Huawei wonders if channel conditions change, you would need to report again ? Intel confirms. Huawei wonders if this will not result in too frequent updates ?

-
MT thinks it would be preferable to have the UE indicate a bitmap pattern.

-
Main consequence of this proposal would be that we rule out a solution in which the UE would only indicate the interferer type/mode ?

-
ZTE thinks this is too early for this SI to rule out certain solutions.  Huawei thinks it would be better to report BT type and offset. Nokia wonders in such an approach what happens if we have to support new BT modes. 

=>
Noted; support for a non-bitmap solution seems to be diminishing.

Proposal 3:

-
Chairman wonders how with SPS, mode0 can become 20ms ? Intel agrees the HARQ processes could be different from one 20ms period to the next 20ms. RIM asks same question; same pattern will only repeat after 70ms.

-
Chairman wonders if we could discuss the most suitable pattern durations ?

-
QC thinks SPS discussions might be to big for the email discussion.

=>
Email discussion [74#32] on annex B2 can also discuss most suitable bitmap lengths for the HARQ/interference bitmaps. SPS consideration can be left out.

R2-112883:
Further work on HARQ solution
ZTE
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
In bullet 1. on page 1, MT wonders what Tesco interval refers to ? It refers to the eSCO interval.

-
QC agrees with proposal 1. i.e. the information the UE provides should allow the network to at least ensure one BT tx/rx in each BT transmission interval, and should allow as much as possible capacity to LTE (non-zero LTE capacity solutions are excluded).

-
Intel agrees with the intention, but Intel thinks the UE should just report the actual interference situation. Ericsson thinks the UE should just report what it needs for eSCO. Intel thinks the interference situation is what it is.

-
ZTE thinks the interference situation is not based on real measurements. It is based on timing offset information, and other assumptions.

-
Samsung thinks the proposal is logical since  is the end goal. Samsung confirms that a bitmap of collisions does not make much sense since you can change the ISM timing.

-
QC agrees with Samsung.

-
QC so far assumes that retransmissions on BT are not needed. If LTE could reasonably with BT retransmissions this could also be considered.

=>
Can include in the TR that the information the UE provides should allow the network to at least ensure one BT tx/rx in each BT transmission interval, and should allow as much as possible capacity to LTE (non-zero LTE capacity solutions are excluded).

Proposal 2/3:

=>
Noted

R2-113353:
Further considerations on HARQ based gap patterns
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
MT wonders what the difference is between short-term HARQ gap pattern and the autonomous denial ? QC indicates that autonomous denials the eNB is not aware where it will happen and rare. HARQ gap pattern, the network knows the gaps and they are frequent.

-
QC thinks the main conclusion is that for BT still the DRX solutions is also needed.

=>
Noted

Status

R2-113032:
Analysis of TDM solutions for IDC interference avoidance
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

General:

-
CMCC wonders if we should use the performance of no-interference as the benchmark since the UE has the interference. If the issue is not resolved and FDM is not feasible, the UE might not work at all without TDM.  Ericsson thinks other solutions could be considered e.g. impact of frequency hopping. 

-
MT agrees with CMCC: even in lower part of band40 there is desense.

-
Samsung thinks also the uplink scheduling restriction solution should be considered in TDM evaluation. It does not have some of the listed drawbacks.

-
Sharp understands the contribution to say that there will be consequences for LTE operation at the UE and you have to compromise. In contrast the FDM solutions move the problem to the network as a whole and will also have consequences.

Proposal 1:

-
QC wonders if the eNB knows some extra denials are going on, could the eNB algorithms take this into account  and resolve problems of link adaptation. Ericsson thinks this would be helpfull but it would help if the information is accurate (e.g. not just "may deny"). Ericsson would prefer that we limit the number of solutions.

-
RIM wonders why the eNB does not assume it just did not detect the PUSCH transmission. Ericsson thinks still the eNB has to take into account the probablity of real missing PDCCH.

-
CMCC thinks this is already reflected in the TR.

Proposal 2: 

-
MT wonders if this makes the autonomous denial into a non-autonomous denial ?  Nokia thinks still it should be the UE deciding it does not transmit, but we could have rules on how often the UE is allowed to do it.

-
Ericsson wants to say that we cannot just give the freedom to the UE and leave this up to UE implementation. Samsung thinks if the UE has to give a lot of information, we almost end up in non-autonomous.

-
Sharp agrees with Ericsson. Also this type of solution otherwise would not be testeble.

-
Huawei agrees with Ericsson that we will need restrictions.

-
NewPostCom thinks in general we have to think about performance impacts.

Proposal 3:

-
Sharp think there is always a pain when sharing resources. Question is if this is a problem or not ? Still it could be an operator decision he wants to use this. Ericsson thinks going down to 14% from 100% is significant.

-
MT wonders where the battery performance comes from ? Ericsson was referring to e.g. have a on-duration of 50ms.

-
Nokia thinks we could consider enhancements to current DRX especially related to promptly ending the active period.

Proposal 4:

-
CMCC wonders if this is a new solution ? Ericsson indicates that they just tried to compare HARQ bitmap solution (10ms periodicity) with longer bitmap.

-
Samsung thinks there are some errors in figure2. For the calculation a 40ms period is used but it should be 30ms (colliding period of 10ms (LTE HARQ) and 3.75ms (eSCO)) . Also when there is BT transmission not corrupting LTE DL  there is no problem. Samsung thinks if these corrections are made, the HARQ solution would not look so bad.

-
NewPostcom  understood that the HARQ bitmap had a 1-to-1 correspondence to the subframes. 


Proposal 5:

-
Ericsson clarifies that also non-IDC UE's would be impacted due to concentration of the IDC UE transmissions.  QC thinks this is true for many schemes. E.g. DRX, SPS,.. Sharp thinks a special case of 3 

General:

-
MT thinks FDM might also have coverage impacts. Sharp agrees with MT that if you move users to other band based on interference, they might be moved to a band which is less optimal.

-
LG thinks the main cost for TDM is the cost for the end-user experience.

	Agreements:

1
Before accepting autonomous denial as a feasible solution, potential problems in link adaptation need to be further studied (already captured in the TR)


- will need to study if the UE e.g. would have to provide additional support info to the network to keep link adaptation working

3
Confirm that any media sharing solution will come at a cost for LTE. 




Other:
R2-113142:
Inter-eNB Communication for TDM Solutions
New Postcom
TP
36.816

not treated
Not available/too late/withdrawn
R2-113040
Variable DRX based operation for TDM solutions
RIM, ZTE
TR
36.816

6.8.3
Other
It seems we might potentially end up with quite a few options (FDM, TDM-DRX, DTM-HARQ, TDM autonomous, Power reduction): do we need all these options and if so will the standard specify under what circumstances/in what order the UE should use or provide information for a certain option ?

Power solution

R2-112955:
Usefulness of Power Control Solution for in-device coexistence
Samsung
Disc

Observation 3:

-
QC thinks if you have a dense deployment, cell edge user might be interference limited not UL power limited. Then the picture would not be completely accurate. Samsung agrees. It just shows that the situation can change on a case by case basis.

Observation 4:

-
MT wonders if PMPR like solution is used, what is the additional complexity. Samsung thinks the power solution will only work in some areas. So the UE will continuously have to monitor whether the power solution is sufficient or another solution has to be requested.

Observation 5:

-
MT wonders why transmission power reduction even if not needed ? Samsung assumes you have to inform the eNB about the new power situation. But you cannot inform the eNB about the reduced power situation from subframe to subframe. So the reduction will also be applied in subframes where not needed. MT thinks this is not correct. MT admits that there will be some filtering of the reporting.

General:

-
QC wonders if we make this agreement, how would it impact the specifications ? Samsung expects that we get description in which the UE first would have to trigger power solutions, then other solutions.

-
QC could agree to this, but assumes that power management will anyway be allowed. QC would be ok not to discuss when power management could be used for ISM. But QC thinks we will always have the Rel-10 flexibility

-
MT thinks it is strange to not use a Rel-10 solution targetted at multi-radio for this multi-radio case. Motorola agrees it is too early. In band7 case it might be quite usefull.

=>
Noted

R2-113260:
Triggering of the indication for IDC interference
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
Nokia wonders how define the PMPR value threshold ? E.g. would it  be band specific ?  LG thinks it depends on implementation. LG clarifies the network would configure the threshold.

-
MT wonders if the threshold is only for the UL case and not for the DL case ? LG thinks this only refers to the case the ISM is the suffering side, so LTE UL tx.

-
RIM thinks the threshold may have some maximum.

-
Motorola thinks this are stage-3 details.

=>
Noted

Procedure:
R2-112956:
Possible unified signalling for in-device co-existence
Samsung
Disc
R2-113108:
Further Analysis on Hybrid IDC Solutions
MediaTek
Disc

R2-112797:
Discussion on FDM and TDM coordination
CATT
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated
Other:
R2-112957:
Text Proposal for WiFi  trends related to in-device co-existence
Samsung
Disc

R2-112821:
Need of information transfer and repetition by the UE
NEC
Disc

R2-112861:
IDC Signalling to Target eNB
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

R2-112909:
RLF handling due to IDC
Pantech
Disc

All 4 Tdocs not treated
Continuation

R2-113352:
Necessary solutions methods for InDevice Coexistence
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
QC clarifies that for GNSS they want to indicate that a short timescale solution is prefered. 

Table 3-1:

-
Samsung indicates uplink scheduling restriction based is missing in the overview.

-
Ericsson thinks we can not agree so far that any particular solution is really "required". QC is fine with "applicable/not applicable" terminology

=>
Can try to come with acceptable table update in R2-113572

R2-113352:
Necessary solutions methods for InDevice Coexistence
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

=>
Update of table can be included in the TR.
R2-113196:
Way forward on in-device coexistence SI
CMCC, ZTE, CATT, Intel Corporation, Huawei, Qualcomm Incorporated, MediaTek, Pantech, Research In Motion UK Limited
Disc

-
Noted
R2-113251:
Considerations on TDM based solutions
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-
Noted
R2-113033:
Way forward for IDC interference avoidance
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
Noted
R2-113144:
Discussion on the feasibility of the TDM based solution
New Postcom
Disc

R2-113220:
Feasibility and usefulness of TDM solutions
Intel Corporation
Disc

Both not treated
Any agreement on how to continue for SI/WI ?

Discussion:

-
CMCC thinks the main contentious issue is TDM solution. CMCC wonders if we could conclude that the TDM solutions are good starting point for a feasible solution ? Sharp thinks this is a good starting point but there is additional work to be done.  LG wonders what it means a "starting point for a feasible solution" ? LG wonders if CMCC still wants to study feasibility in WI phase ? CMCC thinks feasibility could be further confirmed in WI phase. LGH thinks feasibility should be studied in SI phase and only agreeable parts should be included in WI.

-
Sharp thinks we should not minimise the impacts of FDM. E.g. it might not be so easy not to use channel 1 for Wifi. Sharp agrees we have to look at both solutions.

-
Nokia would support the CMCC way forward and resolve the remaining open issues on TDM in the WI phase.

-
LG thinks open issues can be discussed in WI, but we now talk about feasibility.

-
CMCC thinks we have sufficient material to conclude that TDM solution is feasilbe. Maybe performance is not very good but it should be feasible.

-
LG thinks there is too much pain for little gain.

-
QC thinks feasibility has 2 aspects:


a) is it feasible ?


b) is the gain worth the pain ?

-
QC has not seen any showstoppers for a).

-
Ericsson is not clear on feasibility, especially w.r.t. to QOS realisation. Ericsson agrees with LG that this is SI work. 

-
Huawei think if FDM could handle all cases sufficiently we might not need the TDM solution. Otherwise we will need the TDM solution.

-
CMCC thinks the WI sheet already indicated 80% complete

-
Ericsson thinks the TR is not 80% complete w.r.t. feasibility. QC thinks this is the reason why it is not 100% but only 80%. RIM agrees with QC.

-
Ericsson thinks analysis of performance of the different solutions should be included.

-
Ericsson would like to mention in the TR that RAN2 has not analysed performance (e.g. QOS) impacts of the TDM solution. CMCC thinks without details on the solution, how can we evaluate this ? Ericsson is ok to submit as 80% with that statement.

-
QC thinks we did look at several performance aspects (e.g. collision timeline, DRX solution).

Up to next meeting:

=>
Will include in the TR that we did not complete performance aspect analysis (e.g. QOS) of the TDM solutions.

=> 
Email discussion [74#03] on updated TR to reflect made agreements (1 week). v1.3.1 in R2-113571. MCC will provide later RAN2 Tdoc number for v.2.0.0. without revision marks, and will submit to RAN for approval

=>
Email discussion [74#32] to come to update of annex B2

6.9
Other LTE Rel-10 topics and LTE REL-10 SIs
Including ASN.1 review, overall Rel-10 capability discussion,....

UE capability

In principle agreed CR
R2-112736:
CR to 36.306 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features
NTT DOCOMO, INC.

=> Proposed update in R2-113164

=>
Not agreed

Technically endorsed CRs
R2-113159:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt.1
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
(0708)
-
F
"Note: No changes compared to technically endorsed CR in R2-112544. Update proposal see R2-113161."
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=> Proposed update in R2-113161

=>
Noted

R2-113160:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt. 2
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
(0709)
-
F
"Note: No changes compared to technically endorsed CR in R2-112618. Update proposal see R2-113162."
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=> Proposed update in R2-113162

=>
Noted

R2-113164:
CR to 36.306 on UE capabilities for time domain ICIC measurement restrictions
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.306
(0057)
-
F
Note: No changes compared to technically endorsed CR in R2-112546
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=> 
Proposal is to list the eICIC under general parameters (e.g. where AS release indicator is)
=>
CR is technically endorsed with this change in R2-113562  CR0057
UE capability
R2-113165:
Overview of CRs for Rel-10 LTE UE capability signaling
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
Disc
 Note: Summary of Rel-10 LTE UE capability CRs (total of 7) which are input to this meeting
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Noted
R2-113161:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt.1
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
(0710)
-
F
Note: Proposes to superpose technically endorsed CR resubmitted in R2-113159
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Updated in R2-113548
R2-113548:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt.1
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
0710
-
F
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Samsung wonders why not ENUM {supported} OPTIONAL is used for non-continuous ? NTT DCM wonders if we use this constuct in a list ? Samsung thinks there is no support, and it also makes it clear that if you do not support it, you do not have to include. Can also remove "supported" from field name

-
Ericsson wonders if the description for e.g. for 105 could be shortened (e.g. not explain that mode-2-0 is "UE selected subband CQI without PMI"). NTT DCM thinks the current style is more aligned to how we do it in Rel8.

=>
Ericsson wonders if we need the clarification for bit 104 not being relevant for TDD ? NTT DCM thinks now all the information is in one place. Will shorten an indicate that for FDD there is capabilty bit.

=>
Huawei wonders if "PTI" should be included in some of these bits (e.g. 105, 106,...). Can check offline

=>
Correct ASN.1

=>
Will see update in R2-113563 CR0710 R1
R2-113563:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt.1
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
0710
R1
F
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
CR is technically endorsed
R2-113162:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt.2
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
(0711)
-
F
Note: Proposes to superpose technically endorsed CR resubmitted in R2-113160
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Updated in R2-113549
R2-113549:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt.2
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
0711
-
F
Note: Proposes to superpose technically endorsed CR resubmitted in R2-113160
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Same comments as on R2-113548

-
Samsung points out that in 36.306 there is a separate section for eICIC. If we go with this CR, we should probably not have a separate group in 36.306.

=>
Will see update in R2-113564 CR0711 R1
R2-113564:
CR to 36.331 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features - Alt.2
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.331
0711
R1
F

=>
CR is technically endorsed with change of Tdoc number in R2-113620 CR0711 R2
R2-113163:
CR to 36.306 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.306 (0056)
-
F
Note: Proposes to superpose the in principle agreed CR resubmitted in R2-112736
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Updated in R2-113552

R2-113552:
CR to 36.306 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features
NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR 36.306 0056
-
F
Note: Proposes to superpose the in principle agreed CR resubmitted in R2-112736
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

=>
Name of 4.3.4.14 should be aligned to new RRC name (i.e. remove "supported")

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113565 CR0056 R1

ASN.1 review

In principle agreed CR
R2-112768:
Miscellaneous corrections
Rapporteur (Samsung)
CR
36.331
0674
-
F compare R2-113117
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112543
=> Update provided in R2-113117

=>
Noted since further updates are to be made
Other

R2-113153:
Review Issue List (RIL) in preparation for REL-10 ASN.1 freeze (Step 2)
Rapporteur (Samsung)
Report
36.331
REL-10
-
=> Should discuss 27, 51, 53, 58, 67, 76 (64, 65 in R2-113156)

Issue 27:

=>
Agree to the proposed reformulation; will be included in rapporteur CR.

Issue 51:

-
NTT DCM has separate document on this.

=>
Will be handled with separate documents

Issue 53:

-
Is already included in the update rapporteur CR, but rapporteur would prefer to have confirmation.

=>
Alt1 is confirmed

Issue 58:

=>
Already discussed

Issue 67:

=>
Separate contributions available

Issue 76:

=>
This topic is addressed in the R2-113156 on how to address Pcell/Scell specific information
R2-113156:
Issues related to review in preparation of REL-10 ASN.1 freeze
Samsung
Disc 36.331 REL-10


Proposal 1/2:

-
NSN prefered option 1. NSN wonders what parameters have to be changed ? NSN wonders if it is not too late for this type of change. Samsung clarifies approach 2 is the general approach so far followed for resource resource configuration. Only for Scell we have so far discussed the exception. For measurement object DRX the network is not able to reconfigure, but for the Scell radio resource configuration the network is able to reconfigure.

-
Samsung indicates that by going for approach 2, the handling of 2 IE's is impacted.

-
LG supports the proposal.

-
ALU supports the proposal.

-
Ericsson is fine to agree the proposal for now, but would still like to see the actual updates. E.g. what about the codebooksubset restrictions ? Note that many conditions are already indicated in the RAN1 specifications. Samsung assumed only Rel-10 fields are impacted.

-
Main concern from Samsung is to have a principle. 

Proposal 3:

-
Ericsson wonders about the Scell deactivation timer. Should we also remove delta signalling for that IE ? Ericsson wonders if we remove delta signalling, we should also remove the "infinity" codepoint ? Samsung thinks then we do not gain so much.

Proposal 4:

Proposal 5:

	Agreements:

1
Apply approach 2 (coupling) for PCell/ SCell specific radio resource configuration fields (as for any other resource configuration field)

2
When using approach 2 (coupling) apply the formulation 'E-UTRAN configures the field only if condition' rather than 'The field applies if condition', at least for the statements introduced in REL-10.

3
Remove delta signalling for extendedBSR and extendedPHR i.e. change them into an Enum {setup} with need OR. 

4
Remove delta signalling for soundingRS-UL-ConfigDedicated-v10x0

5
Do not change the delta signalling for RadioResourceConfigCommon fields


=>
These agreements will be included in the rapporteur CR as far as applicable.

R2-113117:
Miscellaneous corrections
Rapporteur (Samsung)
CR
36.331
-
-
F compare R2-112768
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23
R2-112768

-
Update is needed to capture further agreements

=>
Will see update in R2-113530 CR 0674 R2
R2-113530:
Miscellaneous corrections
Rapporteur (Samsung)
CR
36.331
-
-
F 

-
Huawei PTI is only used for PUCCH mode 2-1 and 8 CSI. So no FGI1 correction is needed. For FGI

=>
Remove updates from FGI1 and FGI2.

-
Ericsson wonders about change to MacMain. With the change to OR, if the network wants e.g. to keep the extended BSR it has to include the extension group. Samsung thinks this is in line with general principles. Ericsson thinks delta signalling should still be allowed on the extension group. Can further discuss this during email.

=>
Email discussion [74#04] up to thursday. Final version to be provided in R2-113641 [EMAIL DISC]

=>
RAN2 advices RAN to freeze the ASN.1 of 36.331. (GJTODO)
7
LTE Release 11

7.1
WI: CA enhancements (RP-110451)

7.1.1
Multiple timing advance

E.g. Is there significant UE complexity to support up to 5 different UL timings and if so should we e.g. try to restrict to e.g. max 2 UL timings ? Only network initiated RACH on SCCs ? No parallel RACH ? RACH on SCC only initiated after activation ?....

Alternative?
R2-113015:
Discussion on RACH based solution and timing difference based solution
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
Disc

-
Panasonic thinks this schemes has merits and we should not simply ignore it, so Panasonic supports sending an LS.

-
LG wonders if there would cell be separate TA commands for Scell timing ? Or would they always be linked to the Pcell timing. Renesas thinks we have 2 solutions:


a) one solution would be that we never send TA commands for the Scell,


b) another solutions would be that we allow timing commands and this approach is only used for initial timing. 

-
LG thinks in Pcell case we can always fall back to RACH. But how does this work in the second solution: can we force the UE to again do the derivation based on Pcell timing ?

-
IDT wonders about the robustness of the scheme ? Will the UE have reliable timing on the DL of the Scell ? Will there be RLM on the Scell ? Renesas is only targetting Scells suitable for CA. 

-
Newpostcom supports the proposal. It can work together with the grouping method. This approach would be applied to the timing reference cell.

-
Samsung thinks robustness would be a concern with this type of scheme. So Samsung thinks it would good if RAN1/RAN4 would look at this.

-
MT thinks it does not work in case of UL only repeaters. Should ask RAN4 this.

-
QC is ok with asking. But QC thinks there is currently no requirement on the network how to handle UL timing. E.g. if UL timing from different cells drift diferently, this might not work.

-
NSN thinks this solution might cause more work for RAN1/4 on simulations

-
Huawei supports sending the LS. Ericsson supports sending the LS. Ericsson wonders about the RLM need.  Renesas has not totally concluded on that. Huawei assumes that still there would be no need for RLM. Ericsson thinks depending on robustness, this scheme might only be used for initial sync, and then eNB takes control.

-
NTT DCM wonders what we expect to say about robustness ? Should we not first study this a bit ourselves and know what concerns we would have ?

-
ZTE thinks eNB should be able to more accurate determine the UL timing.

=>
Will sent LS

=>
Will ask about relevance of UL only repeater case; is this expected to be deployed/needs to be considered ? Also will this scheme work in anticipated future environments like COMP

=>
Will indicate we are working on RACH solution and wonder if the solution described here would cause much work in RAN1/4

=>
Can indicated we have 2 solutions (see a) and b) above), and ask whether RAN4 thinks one of the solutions might be simpler/more robust then the other. E.g. in solution a) would the obtainable accuracy be sufficient ?

=>
Will see draft LSout in R2-113575
UL TA grouping

R2-112814:
Consideration on TA Group
CATT
Disc
General:

-
ALU wonders whether also per CC timing is also a grouping and thus backward compatible ? CATT thinks we already have 1 group of multiple CC's.

-
ZTE wonders if the eNB will always know the grouping in case of repeaters ?  CATT thinks the eNB could learn about the repeater, or the eNB could allocate the TA groups in accordance with deployment. MT thinks some UE's might be covered by repeater and some might be not. ZTE thinks eNB does not know where the repeaters are. SO in the worst case you might always need one TA group per CC.

-
Huawei thinks this should be answered by operators. Huawei thinks Rel-10 is fine as long as there is no interband CA.

-
CMCC thinks that they can control in the majority of cases the deployment of repeaters.

-
Vdf thinks control/knowledge of repeater locations might be quite limited.

-
Samsung wonders whether the problem is whether the UE is under control of a repeater or not ? NTT DCM agrees it is sometimes quite hard to know where the repeaters are. But NTT DCM thinks so far repeaters are typically band specific and then you can still have a group per band.

-
NTT DCM thinks if we would now specify separate TA per CC, then an eNB would need different TA control for a Rel-10 and a Rel-11 UE with the same configuration. This would be unfortunate.

Proposal 1:

-
ALU wonders if the grouping is for RACH or for CC.

Proposal 2:

-
Huawei agrees with this proposal.

-
ZTE wonders if this is a static configuration, or could this be adjusted.  I.e. could the grouping have to depend on the location of the UE and when the UE moves the grouping would have to change. Huawei thinks this might be needed.

-
NSN thinks this could be left to implementation. Chairman assumes we would have to decide that at some point.

-
Ericsson wonders if this refers to RRC signalling ?

Proposal 3:

	Agreements:

1:
Introduce “TA Group” concept, which is a set of serving cells with uplink resource sharing the same TA value. A group could consist of one serving cell.

2:
The relationship between configured CC and TA Group should be configured by eNB

3:
TA maintenance mechanism of PCell TA group remains same as Rel-10


R2-113285:
Discussion on TA group management
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

Section 2.3
UE specific or cell specific ?

- 
NPC (=Newpostcom) wonders the difference is for the radio interface signalling because anyway everything would have to be configured by dedicated signalling.

-
CATT wonders what the UE assistance information would be for alt2 ? Huawei is thinking about timing difference meaurement or indication from UE it wants multiple timing advance.

-
LG assumes that e.g. received SRS could be used for this by the eNB. LG thinks an implementation could first apply a cell specific approach and then later might tune to a UE specific solution. Huawei thinks if due to sudden repeater appearance the UL timing is drastically changed at the eNB, the eNB might not detect the SRS.

-
Panasonic prefers the cell specific approach but this might be eNB implemenation if we have dedicated signalling

-
NSN thinks we should probably first analysis whether we can support a reconfiguration. If not we do not have to exclude UE specific

-
Ericsson wonders how the UE could provide the assistance information before the Scell activation/RACH ? If it is provided after activation/before RACH, it might be too late w.r.t. SRS transmissions ?

-
CATT thinks the important part of this discussion is whether the UE would really provide assistance data for TA grouping, or whether the network could configure quite statically in a deployment.

-
ZTE thinks assistance info might be needed from the UE.

-
NTT DCM indicates that RAN4 has indicated that in scen2,3 also some UE's (2-3%) might have a problem with the UL timing and NTT DCM thinks it might be interesting to investigate this assistance data further for this case

-
Vdf is not so confortable about havig the eNB having to know repeaters presence or not. It would be usefull to get UE assistance.

-
CATT wonders if the UE provides the wrong information. 

-
Ericsson still wonders when the information is expected to be provided w.r.t. Scell activation/RACH ? Huawei thinks this info can be provided at Scell configuration, and further requested by the eNB. Samsung is a bit skeptical on the usefullness.

-
Ericsson wonders additional information the UE could provide e.g. at Scell configuration. Motorola wonders if the info would replace RACH. Huawei explains they do not try to avoid RACH, but want the Scell to be in the correct TA group.

-
MT wonders if the RACH itself could be this information.

-
Panasonic wonders how the UE would know the information ?

=>
FFS whether we have UE assistance information about grouping and reconfiguration during Scell lifetime on grouping would usefull.

R2-113233:
Number of TAs and the need of TA grouping
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell Disc

-
Options:


- limit to 2


- support 5


- Signaling should support 5, depending on UE CA capability 

-
Panasonic thinks the 1 CC for each TA seems quite exception. So maybe we could limit to lower than 5 ?

-
Samsung thinks at least 2, but sees no big problem with support higher numbers depending on UE capability. Maybe too early to decide how.

=>
A UE supporting multiple TA's will at least support 2 timing groups
R2-112876:
Group model for multiple TA
ZTE
Disc

R2-112945:
Multiple TA
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

R2-113031:
Discussion on the complexities of multiple TA
Research in Motion UK Ltd
Disc

R2-113069:
Multi-TA assignment
Potevio
Disc

R2-113137:
Analysis of basic Multi-TA requirements for CA
New Postcom
Disc

R2-113215:
Configuration of multiple TA in Rel-11 CA
Intel Corporation
Disc

R2-113241:
Considerations for supporting multiple timing advances
Motorola Mobility
Disc

R2-113255:
Support for multiple Timing Advance in LTE CA
InterDigital Communications
Disc

R2-113256:
Parallel RACH and TA grouping
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

All 9 Tdocs not treated
Who initiates RACH ?

R2-113284:
RACH issues for supporting multiple TAs
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Fujitsu wonders latency is considered a problem in alt3 and not in alt2 at Scell addition. Huawei thinks at least 8ms additional delay are present in al3 compared to alt2. 

-
LG wonders about the UL data arrival case ? Why limit RACH to Pcell ? Huawei tried to align to Rel-10 as much as possible and keep the general approach as simple as possible

-
NSN understands alt1 and alt2 only save one PDCCH order compared to alt3 ? Huawei agrees.

-
NPC wonders whether more than 1 cell in a group would have RACH for a UE ? Huawei thinks this could be controled by the eNB.

-
ZTE wonders if in case the Pcell is in sync, RACH on Scell would be triggered rather than on Pcell ? Huawei thinks this is not the intention

-
ZTE wonders where the PDCCH order would be sent ? Huawei thinks if we align to Rel-10 it would only be on the scheduling cell.

R2-113235:
Initiating timing alignment for SCell in multiple TA - Alcatel-Lucent

-

R2-113257:
SCell RACH initiation
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

-

R2-113050:
Considerations for RACH initiation on SCell
Sharp
Disc

Only network initiated PDCCH order is sufficient ?

Discussion:

-
ZTE wonders for the PDCCH approach whether he Scell would be activated before the PDCCH order ? ALU thinks it would depend on the policy of the eNB. If the network always intends to use Scells in the near future, it could be done before activation. But if that is not always the case, ALU thinks it could be defended to do it only after activation.

-
Ericsson thinks looking at what PDCCH's the UE monitors, it should always be done after activation.

-
QC thinks only allowing the network to trigger the RACH could be an oversimplification. QC sees benefits of having the UE start the PDCCH order

After offline discussion: no technical concern on these decisions, but some companies think it might be good to think more about it one more meeting

-
LG thinks it would be good to think a bit more about the PDCCH order.

-
ALU wonders about the Scell configuration case. Will the network first have to activate, then trigger RACH and then reconfigure for periodic SRS (same for handover) ? NSN thinks SRS is anyway prevented if the cell is not in UL sync.

	Agreements:

1) Only network triggers RACH on Scell for (initial) time alignment purposes

-
FFS for UL data arrival case, i.e. could UL data arrival ever trigger RACH on Scell ?

2) We will support network trigger for RACH on Scell by PDCCH order

-
FFS whether also additional mechanisms for network order for RACH on Scell will be introduced


TAT

R2-112819:
Time Alignment in case of multiple TA
Panasonic
Disc

Proposal 2 & proposal 4:

Proposal 4:

-
MT agrees that if Pcell is not TA, we cannot sent UL control and should stop all tx. But what happens if the Pcell timing is recovered ? Do we need to resync also for the Scell timing or can they continue ? 

-
Intel wonders if this could be considered an implementation issue ?  Panasonic thinks there should be synchronised understanding between UE and network.

-
Huawei thinks RACH on Scell is only needed when you want to do transmision on Scell, so not immediately after Pcell recovery

R2-112984:
Multiple TA values with a single TAT
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
Panasonic wonders if the eNB has to remove the periodic SRS before activation (with RRC reconfiguration) ?

-
LG thinks we should always avoid time unaligned UL transmissions. LG wonders how non-time aligned UL transmissions can be avoided in this scheme if we have per UE TAT ? Ericsson thinks this is quite rare case.

-
Samsung wonders if it would not be more complex for the network to work with 1 TAT compared to multiple TAT's, because with multiple TAT's you can set different values for different groups.  Ericsson thinks maintaining sync on all groups also has to happen when you have individual timers. Samsung thinks in case of 1 TAT, you also have to think about stopping SRS ?

-
Ericsson thinks even if you have a TAT per CC, you still have to configure it correctly, and then will depend on mobility of the UE. You might also have to correct the value if the UE mobility changes. So then also the network has to monitor whether the current TAT is still correct and adjust it if not. Samsung agrees that in both cases the network will have to monitor when certain UL cells go out of sync.

-
ITRI thinks before activation there is no UL SRS transmissions

-
Ericsson clarifies that w.r.t. periodic SRS the UE would sent non-time-alignment UL SRS at activation if the UE is not time alignment. However Ericsson wonders if we would make so much used of periodic SRS on Scells. The channel quality can also be estimated from PUCCH feedback, and also aperiodic SRS can be used. In general we only configure UL CA when the UE is in very good channel conditions.

-
CATT wonders  when the RACH on the Scell is initiated ? Ericsson clarifies this is all network implementation. Still the RACH will have to be triggered.

-
MT wonders if TAT on different CC's can be different ? Ericsson indicates that this up to network implementation. The network can determine when to trigger RACH or TA-adjustment. 

R2-113234:
Maintaining UL Synchronization for deactivated SCell
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc

-


R2-113041:
The Number of TAT Maintained in UE
Fujitsu
Disc

R2-113101:
Grouping of multi-TA
MediaTek
Disc

R2-113193:
Considerations on TAT for Multiple TAs
ITRI
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated
Options:
1) TAT per TA group

2) TAT per UE i.e. only related to Pcell (Rel-10 behaviour)

Discussion:

-
Fujitsu thinks in Rel-10 it is the UE that consider the UL synchronised synced when TAT is running. Fujitsu thinks this definition might have to be changed in Rel-11 to TAT running and UE has TA value.

-
ITRI thinks in most cases the network could update multiple TAT at the same time. So there is not much additional overhead by managing multiple TAT's.

-
Huawei agrees that the network can control the sync status. Huawei understands that if we have only 1 TAT, then UL tx allowance cannot be directly linked to TAT timer ? So we need special mechanism especially for periodic SRS ?

-
NTT DCM agrees that if we define a MAC CE containing TAT for all groups, there is not much difference to the 2 solutions.

-
ZTE thinks if you have 1 TAT, it would have to be set to the shortest value ? Ericsson thinks the TAT is always set to the value suitable for the Pcell. Ericsson thinks we have to distighuish when the network has to send the TA command (whenever it is not happy with the timing). If the network detects that timing is drifting more, then the network would have to update all TAT timers.

-
QC wonders what happens if Scell TA is lost before Pcell TAT expires. If we leave this to the network to prevent, then when do we have the TAT at all in Rel-8 ? Ericsson thinks we have the TAT to stop UE autonomous UL transmisisons, but Ericsson assumes for the Scell there are not many and the network is in control.

-
NTT DCM thinks the TAT value is based on UE velocity. From that point of view there is no real reason to have diffrent values. One reason could be that you have small cell but then you would release. So NTT DCM does not see much reason to have different TAT values.

-
QC thinks this discussion it is not linked to having different timing values.

-
Motorola prefers a single TAT from UE point of view.

-
Ericsson thinks in most deployment really one TA value is sufficient and there is no problem with periodic SRS. If the eNB is not sure, it should deconfigure the SRS or not at all configure it from the beginning.

-
NSN agrees with Hauwei: eventhough we might typically only have 1 TA value, we still need a mechanism to distinghuish when the different groups are non-sync.

-
Intel thinks there are cases that you might want to have different TA value.

=>
Number of TAT's is FFS: one or one per group.

Act/Deact

R2-112877:
Initiation of RACH on Scell
ZTE
Disc

-
noted
R2-113194:
Discussion about UL Activation and Deactivation for Rel-11 CA
ITRI
Disc

not treated
RACH triggering only after activation?

Discussion:

-
ZTE thinks the common search space issue on Scell is independant on whether we trigger RACH before or after activation

-
NSN thinks the false alarm as a big issue

-
NSN thinks RACH should only be triggered after activation so that it can receive the PDCCH order

-
Huawei sees no problem with the additional blind decodes.

-
Panasonic wonders if cross carrier scheduling is applicable to the RACH ? NSN thinks we should at least support non-cross carrier scheduling. 

	Agreements:

1) RACH initiation by PDCCH order is only supported after Scell activation, so that the UE is monitoring the correct PDCCH CC.


Other

R2-113102:
Transmission of Scell RACH
MediaTek
Disc

2.1/2.2 can be skipped

Proposal 7:

-
Asustek thinks that today for handover contention based access is allowed so we should continue to use this. NSN thinks there is a problem with contention resolution because in Rel-10 the contention resolution can come from any cell. So NSN is fine to restrict to only non-contention. Huawei wonders what the network should do if there is no dedicated preamble ?

-
NPC has the same concern as Asustek.

-
Ericsson agrees we should probably look in more detail.
Proposal 8:

-
NSN thinks cross carrier scheduling is independant on whether we have different TA or not.

-
NSN thinks we should keep open the option of only having the RAR on the Pcell. I.e. PDCCH order on Scell, Msg1 on Scell, but Msg2 on Pcell.  

-
Samsung sees no real problem with monitoring common search space on Scell. NSN thinks this would limit number of changes to RAN1. Samsung understands this was more a RAN1 decision because there was no need to do this in Rel-10. ZTE agrees with Samsung. ZTE thinks we should ask RAN1. Huawei thinks if we have RAR on other cell, then the same preable cannot be used on multiple cells (otherwise we need other mechanisms e.g. multiple RA_RNTI).

-
ZTE thinks also the NSN is a kind of violation since you have to monitor Pcell PDCCH additionaly.

-
Motorola thinks there is no common search space problem for a UE that can do significant UL CA. Samsung thinks it is too small issue to bother RAN1.

Proposal 9:

-
Panasonic agrees with power related aspects, but think this should be considered by RAN1/4. So we should not rule this out now. Ericsson agrees with Panasonic. Huawei also thinks this should be deferred. Motorola agrees to defer: Motorola sees no real specification impact. LG agrees with Motorola.

	Agreements: 

4:
RACH for positioning is out of the scope of the CA rel-11 discussions. 

7:
For PDCCH order trigger, nNon-contention RACH will be supported for Scell. 


- FFS if contention based RACH access will /will not be supported.

8:
Msg0 will be send on the scheduling cell for this Scell


Msg1 is sent on the UL of the concerning Scell
PDCCH/PDSCH location of Msg2 FFS.

9:
FFS whether there is no simultaneous PRACH sequence transmission.


R2-113048:
A special SCell for CA enhancement
Sharp
Disc

not treated
timer reference ? 

pathloss reference ? 

RLM

R2-112922:
Issues of Random Access procedure on SCell
ASUSTeK
Disc

R2-113358:
Timing Reference of Multiple Timing Advance
HT mMobile Inc.
Disc

R2-112806:
RACH on SCell for supporting Multiple Timing Advance
Panasonic
Disc

R2-112815:
RA Procedure for Multi-TA
CATT
Disc

R2-112878:
Potential PHY Impact of RACH on Scell for MTA
ZTE
Disc

R2-112880:
LS on Potential PHY Impact of RACH on Scell for MTA
ZTE
LSout

R2-112925:
Analysis of PCell change on single and multiple TA scenarios
New Postcom
Disc

R2-113014:
Multiple TA using multiple RACH
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
Disc

R2-113038:
RA procedure on SCell
Fujitsu
Disc

R2-113063:
Consideration on multiple TA
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

R2-113067:
Random Access on SCell for Supporting Multi-TA
Potevio
Disc

R2-113124:
Further discussions of Issues with Multiple-TA
Samsung
Disc

R2-113138:
Issues related to PRACH on multiple cells
New Postcom
Disc

R2-113192:
Considerations on Random Access on SCell
ITRI
Disc

R2-113214:
Enhancements on MAC procedures to support CA with multiple TA
Intel Corporation
Disc

R2-113254:
Considerations for multiple timing advances in Rel-11
LG Electronics Inc. Disc REL-11 

R2-113258:
Support for RACH on SCells in LTE CA
InterDigital Communications
Disc

All 17 Tdocs not treated.
Not available/too late/withdrawn
R2-113068
Maintaining Uplink Time Alignment for supporting Multi-TA
Potevio
Disc

=> withdrawn
R2-113357
Timing Reference of Multiple Timing Advance
HT mMobile Inc.
Disc


=> withdrawn

Continuation:
- 
Nokia will provide 36.300 CR to capture agreements so far (EMAIL DISC [74#20] 2 weeks). This is just a placeholder CR, not to be submitted to RAN (final technically endorsed version in R2-113578)

- 
CR can indicate that it is under the assumption that we will have a RACH based solution and if this assumption turns out to be incorrect, agreements might need to be revisited.

7.1.2
Other

E.g. need for RRC/MAC signalling enhancements, support for different TDD modes,... 

CA with different TDD modes:
R2-112798:
HARQ and Cross-carrier Scheduling for Different TDD Configurations
CATT
Disc

R2-113216:
Support of Mixed Inter-Band TDD Configurations in Rel-11 CA
Intel Corporation
Disc

R2-112946:
Cell Specific TDD configuration with inter-band CA
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation Disc

R2-112816:
Consideration on Different TDD Configuration
CATT
Disc

R2-112938:
Operation Principles for CC specific TDD configuration
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
Disc

All 5 Tdocs not treated
Other

R2-113106:
Scell radio link handling in Rel-11
MediaTek
Disc

R2-113139:
Enhancement on Smeasure in CA
New Postcom
Disc

Both Tdocs not treated
7.2
WI: Enhancements for diverse data applications (RP-110454)

E.g. Inputs on traffic modelling and mobility modelling are requested. Also metrics for evaluating problems/solutions should be discussed.  Note that up to RAN#53 only evaluation phase.
Simulation input:

R2-113065:
Evaluation Framework for RAN Enhancements for Diverse Data Applications
Intel Corporation
Disc

Proposal 1:

-
CMCC wonders if not for the same application, the traces can differ widely ? Intel did not manipulate the trace: it was just a "sniff"

-
CATT agree with trace we can reflect the real situation in the network. CATT wonders how we can get a "common trace" ? Intel thinks everybody could use their own trace, but they have to show that the CDF of the interarrival time would be the same.  CATT thinks different trace will cause different problems.

-
ZTE wonders about packet size ? Intel thinks we could also have the CDF of the packet sizes. 

-
QC thinks traces should play a role in the simulations. QC thinks a trace is always the result of a configuration, e.g. w.r.t. DRX settings, connection delay. But still QC thinks overall it is a good approach.

-
RIM agrees with many of the points made by Intel and QC. RIM thinks the statistics of the trace are very imporant. RIM thinks a common trace is not required but common statistics is required.

-
CATT wonders who provides the statistics of the trace ?

-
Intel assumes that if you have a long enough trace, the CDF's for interval and packet size will become quite stable.

-
Renesas assumes that if companies provide traces, they should also indicate how the are provided (e.g. wired/wireless)

R2-113043:
Diverse Data Applications - Traffic characteristics
Research in Motion UK Ltd
Disc

-
Vdf wonders what is meant by "theoretical model" ? Vdf understood it was derived from traces. RIM agrees it is based on distributions for number of embedded objects, interarrival time....

-
Renesas wonders about buffer arrivals/buffer departures ? Would we need both ? RIM thinks most important for the radio is when the radio is used i.e. what TTI's. That will be impacted by e.g. DRX settings. If there is a big difference between link rate above radio and on radio there could be a bit difference.

-
Renesas wonders if TCP is assumed in the model ? RIM indicates that the HTTP model has some TCP aspects included.

-
Huawei wonders what we would do with these distribution models ? Huawei thinks you could have very similar distributions but very different time correlation/DRX impacts.

R2-113351:
Traffic modeling for diverse data applications
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
CMCC wonders for proposal 3 & 4 if video and background should be evaluated independantly, or also the combination. 

-
QC agrees that in the end everything can be there at the same time. But maybe first to understand the basics, QC thinks we might focus on simple cases.

-
QC clarifies that proposal 1 is proposing independant evaluation of full buffer case, and VOIP case.

-
Renesas agrees with proposal 1, but it is not the most realistic model

-
QC clarifies that proposal 2 is still bidirectional communication (e.g full TCP behaviour is taken into account).

-
Fujitsu wonders if eNB knows it is performing TCP ? QC thinks majority of traffic is TCP today. Chairman thinks at least in theory the eNB could inspect packets. QC agrees this could potentially be one outcome of the study.

-
Huawei understands that the IDLE periods in video download applications might be very server dependant.  Some servers download the full video immediately, some do in parts.

R2-112817:
Considerations for Evaluation Methods and Simulation Modeling
CATT
Disc

R2-112866:
Framework for evaluation of diverse data application
ZTE
Disc

R2-112980:
Evaluation methodology for EDDA WI
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd.
Disc

R2-113037:
Performance metrics for DDA solutions
Fujitsu
Disc

R2-113045:
Diverse Data Applications - Evaluation metrics
Research in Motion UK Ltd
Disc

R2-113219:
Performance metrics for diverse data applications on LTE RAN
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-113222:
PUCCH evaluation
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-113225:
Evaluation of alternative scheduling schemes
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc REL-10 TEI10, LTE-L23

All 8 Tdocs not treated
Discussion on continuation:

-
Proposal is to have email discussion up to next meeting. Aspects to discuss:

-
RIM thinks system capacity aspects could fall into overhead aspects. At least to understand the impact of one user on the system, this could be modelled by the overhead

-
Renesas thinks w.r.t. metrics that we should not always have to provide all the metrics. Could be considered on case by cases in .

-
Huawei thinks we should not make things to complex. So if we focus on UE power we should not have metrics on system capacity.

-
CATT wonders how much effort we would have to put on trace ? It might cost a lot of time to agree on trace input

-
RIM thinks we should take into account the system impact of any solution proposed.

-
Huawei thinks if we talk about power saving, we should focus on the case of UE without much activity. Ericsson agrees we have to consider system capacity. E.g. sending a UE always to IDLE will have system capacity impacts.

-
Vdf thinks we should try to get a benchmark. Then companies can use this benchmark to get traffic models from. If companies agree to this, maybe modelling is the simplest approach. Then also a direct comparison is possible.

-
Ericsson agrees having modelling is somewhat simpler. Ericsson thinks it is still nice to use traces to have a reality check, e.g. DNS lookups you do not expect

-
QC thinks it is difficult to judge models before you have seen them. QC thinks maybe a model would always simplify to much since reality is quite complex.

-
QC wonders if it is important to have a calibrated approach accross companies. Is it really critical to have the same simulator model ? Renesas agrees: we should have a loose set of contraints/metrics/traffic characteristics.

-
NTT DCM thinks it would be nice to understand from UE vendors what part of the power is actual taken by LTE modem/RF. RIM tihnks in 3GPP we should do our best on the radio parts. NTT DCM thinks we should not forget that the end goal is to benefit the customer
Simulation input:


- Traffic characteritics



- trace or modelling ?



- what use cases/applications/traffic mix ?


- Deployment modelling



- single cell with periodic intra cell handover ?



- multicell with RLF ?



- ...


- Mobility modelling

Metrics:


- UE power consumption



- e.g. active time,...


- Overhead ?



- signalling overhead, #conn/idle,...?? (try to limit)

   - system load

- User experience ?



- throughput



- latency

Up to what extend do we need to simulator modelator alignment ? 


=> EMAIL DISC [74#33] RIM up to next meeting

Other:
R2-112940:
RAN efficiency improvement schemes
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
Disc

R2-113141:
Multi-TTI scheduling for diverse data applications
New Postcom
Disc

R2-113350:
Mobility related issues for extended use of Connected Mode DRX
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

Not available/too late/withdrawn
R2-113066
Evaluation Framework for RAN Enhancements for Diverse Data Applications
Intel Corporation
Disc

=>
withdrawn
R2-113111
Performance metrics for latency
MediaTek
Disc

=>
withdrawn
7.3
WI: Service continuity improvements/location info for MBMS (RP-110452)
7.3.1
General/Scope

E.g. further inputs on WI scope are requested. Do we need to do anything specific for supporting service continuity between adjacent MBSFN areas providing the same MBMS service or can we forget about this case ? Can we limit the addressed deployments to deployments with MBSFN transmissions in only one CC  ? What flexibility in UE capability do we want to support?

MBMS provisioning in one or multiple CC's ?

R2-112983:
The implications of future video capabilities upon eMBMS requirements for Release 11 IPWireless Inc.
Disc

-


R2-113190:
Scope of MBMS service continuity
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
LG wonders for proposal 2 we have any impact on the RAN side ? Huawei sees no impact (UE implementation and procedures already in 26.346)

R2-112898:
Consideration on MBMS deployments in CA
ZTE,Potevio
Disc

R2-113085:
Service continuity scenarios
MediaTek
Disc

R2-113327:
Procedural issues when MBMS is supported in one or multiple layers
Samsung
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated
Discussion

-
Intel thinks there is 2 questions in the IPW paper: do we have MBMS on more than 1 CC, and is there one MBSFNarea on more than 1 CC.

-
NSN thinks the main concern with MBMS on only 1 CC is load balancing aspects.  In order to avoid this, it would be better to have support for MBMS on multiple CC's.

-
MT thinks we could focus on only 1 CC for service continuity

-
LG thinks if we have concerns on load balancing we could duplicate the service. Then from the UE point of view, there would still be only 1 CC providing MBMS

-
LG could agree to have enhancement in the future e.g. have MCCH on one CC but have MTCH on multiple CC's. So we could still start with MBMS only on one CC in Rel-11.

-
ZTE thinks most companies like 1 CC limitation because it is simple.  ZTE thinks we should evaluate how many additional complexity there is for multiple CC

-
Huawei agrees with ZTE/LG. Huawei proposes to assume we limit to one CC for Rel-11, unless somebody can show that MBMS can with similar complexity be handled on multiple CC's, unless there is now some operator that thinks this is not sufficient for Rel-11.

-
Orange is ok to focus on MBMS on only 1 CC for Rel11. 

-
ALU thinks it is an operator decision on how many carriers it provides MBMS.  ALU thinks this is mainly a signalling optimisation and sees no need to limit at this stage

-
Motorola thinks in Rel-10 we have Pcell reception as minimum and rest is UE implementation. Maybe we could do something similar in Rel-11.

-
Samsung wonders if there is so much difference if we have the UE in control. E.g. in UMTS if there is a handover, the UE would reject the handover/release the connection if the handover would mean that he cannot receive the MBMS service. So the whole prioritisaton/ensuring reception is a UE thing. Then in such a solution there might not be so much difference in solution between 1 or multiple CC's providing MBMS.

-
Ericsson thinks this should be an operator decision, so it would be good to hear more operator inputs. 

-
CMCC prefers to have MBMS provided on only 1 CC.

-
NSN thinks if we go this way we might have additional complication in UE cell selection/reselection to ensure that not all UE's camp on the MBMS layer. 

-
Ericsson proposes to have baseline assumption it is only on 1 CC. Then we can revise if we find it is to restrictive and add more.

=>
Start from the assumption that MBMS is only provided on one CC.
Target service continuity only for service within MBSFN area ?

R2-113189:
eMBMS deployment scenarios and service continuity related issues
Orange SA, France Telecom
Disc

- proposal1-4

-
Huawei thinks some of the proposals are a bit strange because they are outside the scope of the WI, e.g. proposal 1 or proposal 7. They have never been considered so far. Orange agrees it is not in the scope of the WI, but we could still consider.

-
Huawei wonders what proposal 6 means ? Orange thinks e.g. if the service is cut, still it would be good to know that the service could be provided on this frequency layer.

-
ZTE thinks proposal 1 is in scope of the WI. Chairman points out that last meeting we agreed that this is UE implementation. ZTE agree

-
NSN wonders if proposal 4 is still valid given the previous discussion. Orange indicates this is no longer valid, but proposal 3 is still valid.

-
CATT wonders if the service announcement cannot achieve the same goal as proposal 6 ? Orange think it might. Maybe it would not cover all cases.

R2-113133:
Supporting service continuity between adjacent MBSFN areas
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc

-
Orange wonders if it would not be possible to have multiple MBSFN areas under one synchronisation area. ALU agrees, but would they then provide the same service ?

R2-112818:
Further Consierations for MBMS Service Continuity
CATT
Disc

R2-112896:
MBMS service continuity issue
Pantech
Disc

R2-113191:
Interested UEs management in service continuity context
Orange SA, France Telecom
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated
Can we ignore service continuity for a service provided accross different MBSFN areas (i.e. do not intend to do anything to support this ?). I.e. will focus on service continuity for a service provided in an MBSFN area?

Discussion

-
Huawei thinks that if it is different MBSFN areas, the UE cannot assume synchronisation.  So UE can e.g. not combine; it is almost like the service is starting again. Orange wonders what happens if we do not support this case explicitly ?  Will the UE go to unicast and then later discover that the service is also provided in the new area in a different MBSFN area ?

-
ALU thinks if the UE sees it quickly enough he might not establish a unicast area.

-
QC wonders if this would result in a constraint of the MBSFN area ? E.g. there will not be so many boarders ? Huawei assumes an MBSFN area can be anything from 1 cell up to a whole country. It is only limited by the number of eNB's an MCE could handle. QC agrees from technical point of view. But from practical point of view, it might not be so easy to have very large areas ? Orange could imagine that we could have contiguous MBSFN areas.

-
RIM thinks having large MBSFN areas might mean a service is always to be provided in the area. Huawei wonders how that impacts this.

=>
From RAN point of view, we assume there is nothing specific to do to realise service continuity for a service provided in multiple MBSFN areas. I.e. focus of the WI will be to get the IDLE/CONN UE in a correct carrier so that he can receive a service provided in one MBSFN area.

UE capability (where can UE receive MBMS)

R2-112889:
Considerations on MBMS reception
HTC
Disc

Skip section 2.1.

Proposal 2:

-
Huawei wonders what it means IDLE receiving unicast ?  HTC means e.g. receiving paging. 

-
MT wonders what the problem is to have the UE receiving MBMS on one CC and paging on another CC if the UE is CA capable ? HTC sees no real problem but also no real benefits.

-
MT thinks one benefit of allowing different CC's is that the reselection is less impacted. 

-
NSN wonders if HTC assumes changes to cell reselection to realise ? 

-
Huawei indicates that in UMTS we have frequency layer dispersion, so when a UE receiving MBMS wanted to go to connected they would be dispersed.

Proposal 3:

-
LG wonders what the benefit is compared to only Pcell ? HTC assumes Pcell is UE specific. Then Pcell can never be moved to another CC.

R2-112901:
Definition of service continuity and UE minimum capability
ZTE,Potevio
Disc 
Proposal 1:

-
Huawei wonders what this means ? E.g. are there restrictions on handover ? Huawei assumes network is aware UE is receiving MBMS and then the network takes this into account in handover.  Is this only relevant for IDLE mode ?

Proposal 4:

-
CATT wonders why Scell is not included ? ZTE agrees Scell is fine.

R2-113064:
Service Continuity and UE capability
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

R2-113086:
UE capability for service continuity
MediaTek
Disc

Both not treated
IDLE: 


a) only on serving frequency ?


b) also on other frequencies if capable ?

CONN:


- Depending on UE capability ?:



- Pcell only



- Pcell and Scells



- Pcell and Scells and other cells 


- Or: we don't care (UE just releases connection if it is not happy with the connected configuration) [UMTS]

Discussion:

-
In offline discussion, mainly IDLE was discussed. Since we have to be able to support non-CA UE's, the minimum is that the UE can receive MBMS on the camping frequency. Then if the UE had a larger capability, it would be up to UE capability to receive MBMS on a frequency different from where the UE is camping. Service contuity would only need to be ensured when the UE is receiving MBMS on the frequency it is camping.

-
ALU thinks what needs to be specified is the case of the UE not supporting CA.

	Agreements:

1) The service continuity for IDLE at least needs to handle the UE only able to receive MBMS in the camping frequency.

FFS whether cell not used for camping can be used for MBMS reception and up to what extend it would impact the specifications to provide service continuity for this case.


Location info

R2-112982:
Requirement for provision of location information in eMBMS
Deutsche Telekom
Disc

R2-113224:
Considerations on location information for MBMS
Intel Corporation
Disc

R2-113366:
MBMS location information
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

R2-113184:
Location information for MBMS
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-113100:
MBMS location information
MediaTek
Disc

R2-113131:
Scenarios and location based service provisioning
Alcatel-lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell Disc

R2-113132:
Select and receive MBMS with location information
Alcatel-lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc

All 7 Tdocs not treated
Where (in which layer) is the location information best handled ?

Not available/too late/withdrawn
R2-113087
Service continuity scenarios
MediaTek
Disc

withdrawn

R2-113089
MBMS location information
MediaTek
Disc

withdrawn

R2-113371
MBMS service continuity aspects
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

not treated
7.3.2
IDLE

R2-113134:
Enhancement of cell reselection for MBMS service continuity
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc

-


R2-113187:
(Re)Selecting appropriate frequencycell for service continuity
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

Proposal 1

-
RIM wonders if having the UE read SIB13 and MCCH on neighbour cell is not a burden for the UE ?  RIM thinks even option 3 might be a burden.

R2-112799:
MBMS Service Continuity for Idle Mode
CATT
Disc

R2-112897:
MBMS Service discovery in Carrier aggregation deployment
ZTE,Potevio
Disc

R2-113195:
MBMS Service Continuity for UEs in RRC Idle Mode
ITRI
Disc

R2-113336:
Mobility between a MBMS cell and a CSG cell
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

R2-113337:
Priority Handling for MBMS Service Continuity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

All 5 Tdocs not treated
How does the UE acquire information of MBMS services provided on other CC's ?

-
Non-MBMS frequencies can broadcast the MBMS information

Who changes the priority: 


* UE 


* Network ?

Discussion:

-
ALU wonders how proposal 1 from the Huawei paper related to supporting the non-CA UE ?  Huawei thinks proposal 1 is not longer so relevant if we allow the UE does the priority i.e. proposal 2a.

-
Ericsson wonders why non-MBMS carriers have to provide some MBMS information ? 

-
Samsung wonders what the service announcement provides ? Does e.g. the EPG already indicate something about services ? Huawei agrees this would an option. Orange thinks service guide is not up to date in case of suspension

-
LG thinks e.g. CSG cells cannot provide MBMS information.

-
Motrola assumes that making the MBMS freq the highest priority is similar to what we do for a member CSG cell. Orange thinks here it might be more dynamic.

	Agreement:

1) 
While receiving an MBMS service, the IDLE mode UE will autonomously make the frequency the highest reselection priority. 


- still normal priority based reselection rules apply 
Questions:
A) It is FFS when exactly the UE can make this freq the highest priority (e.g. already on interest, only at session start,...)

B) It is FFS how the UE finds out a session is going to be provided on the MBMS CC.


7.3.3
Connected:

R2-113338:
Handover for MBMS service continuity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

R2-113035:
Further consideration for the MBMS Service Continuity
Research in Motion UK Ltd
Disc

R2-113135:
Service continuity support for RRC connected UE
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell Disc

R2-113223:
MBMS service continuity in RRC_CONNECTED
Intel Corporation
Disc
R2-112803:
Disc about Service continuity
NEC
Disc

All 5 Tdocs not treated
Continuation:
- 
Huawei will provide 36.300 CR to capture agreements so far (EMAIL DISC [74#21] 2 weeks). This is just a capture of agreements (not submitted to RAN). Technically endorsed version can be provide in R2-113579.

-
EMAIL DISC [74#34] on the main open issues now identified [EMAIL DISC HUAWEI]
7.4
WI: Network-Based positioning Support for LTE (RP-101446)
R2-112792:
UTDOA Architecture Options
TruePosition
Disc

-
ALU wonders about SRS update ? Is it initiated by eNB or SMLC ? TP assumes it is initiated by eNB. if the SMLC thinks it has sufficient measurements, the LMU's might not be informed, otherwise the LMU's will be informed. TP agrees that we might a message from SMLC to eNB (or based on timer in eNB) that the SMLC does not longer need to be informed about SRS updates

-
TP clarifies you need something like 100 SRS transmissions for accurate positioning. Ericsson assumes that there is a good chance that already on the first SRS configuration the positioning has succeeded ? TP clarifies it might depend on whether we have e.g. handover.

-
TP clarifies that in arch 1, the eNB unpacks the LPPa container which contains the new protocol message. In ach3 there is a new interface. But TP agrees functionally/archiecturally they are both very similar.

-
TP clarifies in arch3 that both MME and eNB (in case of standalone LMU) are bypassed.

-
Andrew thinks in arch1 you are going via existing CP (S1) and in the arch3 you would have a separate stack.

-
NSN had understood that in case of stand-alone LMU, it could still be routed through the eNB. Is this understanding correct. Andrew clarifies in the overlay case there is a direct interface between SMLC to LMU. 

-
ALU understands in arch3 that the SMLC has to select the LMU's to involve. The MME knows the cell id. How can the SMLC select the LMU's ? Andrew thinks the E-SMLC will know the serving cell id. ALU wonders how the SMLC gets this information ? TP assumes the MME will inform the SMLC about the serving cell id when telling the SMLC to perform a positioning request.

-
Huawei wonders how it works if LPPa is not implemented ? TP clarifies that none of the 3 methods works if LPPa is not implemented.

Proposal 1:

-
ALU agrees that the SMLC can make a first selection. But ALU thinks eNB might want to update.

-
TP wonders what happens if the eNB wants to update ? Should the eNB check with the SMLC ? ALU thinks this could be discussed. At least addition of LMU's should be possible without  negotiation.

-
NSN wonders why the eNB would want to overwrite ? ALU has not seen any information the SMLC could have that the eNB would not have. TP thinks only the SMLC has the complete overview on the LMU locations and activity, e.g. be aware of how many positioning attempts that LMU is already performing. ALU thinks if you have multiple SMLC in your network, this is also not true for the SMLC.  TP is not sure how common the multiple-SMLC case is. TP thinks there would always be much less SMLC's than eNB's.

-
ALU sees benefits in having a more distributed system

Proposal 2:

-
ALU wonders how often this update occure ? TP indicates it is on need basis. ALU thinks this is a critical point for comparing architectures. If this is happening frequently, then eNB control might be preferable to avoid tromboning.

-
TP indicates the whole evaluation is based on periodic SRS.

-
Ericsson wonders what is the problem if we do not have this proposal ? Would you not do a new positioning attempt in the target cell ? TP assumes the source will sent the reset to the SMLC, and the SMLC will contact the target for a new positioning attempt.

-
ALU clarifies that in the X2 architecture, the results may go directly from eNB's to SMLC, i.e. they do not necessarily have to go via the "coordinating eNB". TP wonders if this means that the SMLC does not even know how many results it is about to receive and from whom ? ALU thinks the coordinating eNB could provide this to the SMLC.

-
Ericsson thinks an alternative to proposal 2 is e.g. that the SMLC would based on a timeout ask again. TP thinks the SMLC will not know the new target cell if it does not get the information from the source cell.

-
ALU thinks in some cases the eNB can also decide the measurement cannot be complete

-
NSN thinks LMU loading is a discriminator between architectures ? Chairman assumed there are less LMU's so LMU's have the better view. ALU indicate that the eNB only needs to know the load of the neighbouring LMU's ?  ALU thinks the LMU's could provide this information to the eNB.

-
TP thinks proposal 2 is needed. Normally quite some attempts will fail.

	Agreements:

1: 
The LMU sites that will participate in each UTDOA positioning are ("at least initially" for X2 based approach) selected by the eSMLC.

3: 
The decision whether UTDOA processing has to be re-started can always be taken at the eSMLC based on the TDOA measurements quality.
In some cases an eNB could also conclude that the measurement cannot have finalised succesfully (e.g. few SRS after LMU measurements are started).


R2-113055:
Interface/protocol evaluation for LMU communications via overlay
Andrew Corp
Disc

-
ALU wonders if the protocol over SLm could be an extension over LPPa ? AC sees no need for this.  ALU thinks it might be simpler for the eNB if the protocol stack is similar. ALU is thinking e.g. about error handling. ALU agrees the LMU functionality will be handled by new messages/procedures.

-
NSN wonders how arch1 works with a standalone LMU. TP clarifies in that case there is a new interface between the eNB and a standalone LMU. 

-
Andrew clarifies that in the arch3 the new protocol is directly between SMLC and LMU for teh stand-alone LMU.

-
NTT DCM wonders what the transport for the arch3 is for SLm ? It is not via the CP ? Andrew indicates it is not via the MME.

-
ALU thinks if the LMU is connected to the "IP cloud" via the eNB, then the eNB have to do IProuting to/from the LMU.

R2-113210:
UTDOA architecture discussion
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
NSN wonders why the overlay would not be nice for integrated LMU ?

-
Andrew wonders why there is less signalling ?  Will it not be a burden for the coordinating eNB to find out the LMU's ? ALU thinks the main gain is the avoidance of the tromboning. Also the measurement reports can go directly from the LMU to the SMLC (via the eNB to which the LMU is connected).

-
TP wonders if in the X2 proposals, the standalone LMU's cannot talk to each other ?

-
NTT DCM wonders with the X2 everything is terminated in the LMU ?

R2-113054:
Architecture Evaluation of LTE Network Based Positioning
Andrew Corp
Disc

not treated
Three architectures:


1) eNB involved: LPPa


2) eNB involved: X2 based


3) transparent overlay

Discussion:

-
NSN wonders if copmanies have looked at what architecture would be better for user plane positioning ?

-
Andrew thinks in the X2 based solution, some of the SMLC functions go into the eNB. This might complicate SUPPL approach. 

-
ALU though SUPPL was always going to the user (device being positioned). So not applicable

-
NSN prefers to limit impact to X2/S1/LPPa as much as possible and keep the positioning end-to-end .

-
ALU is not sure yet. 

-
Ericsson thinks for the stand-alone LMU, the overlay appraoch is quite attractive. 

-
For the intergrated LMU, Ericsson is not sure yet.

-
ALU is not ready to rule out anything yet.

-
Ericsson wonders if we should consider different solutions for different LMU's. TP tihnks this would work quite strange in mixed deployments.

-
Just for information:


A) SMLC based approach [11]


B) eNB (X2) based approach [1]

 -
NTT DCM wonders who we continue next meeting ? ALU would like more time to investigate if one architecture is sufficient, or whether we need 2.

-
TP proposes an email discussion up to next meeting to work out more details on the SMLC centered approach.

=>
EMAIL DISC [74#35] on trying to progress the SMLC based approach (arch1/3), try to come to one architecture and hopefully even stage-2. If not possible to converge, could have 2 stage-2 CR's. Both integrated and standalone LMU have to be considered.

7.5
WI: Other Rel-11 WIs
R2-112905:
Enabling eICIC on IDLE mode status
Pantech
Disc

R2-112907:
Considerations on eICIC for RRC IDLE
Pantech
Disc

R2-113023:
Idle Mode mobility enhancement in a heterogeneous network
Research in Motion UK Ltd Disc

R2-113103:
Connection Establishment for eICIC
MediaTek
Disc

R2-113348:
Idle Mode considerations for eICIC
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

All 5 Tdocs not treated
Not available/too late/withdrawn
R2-113136
Inter-frequency RRM and time domain ICIC enhancement
Alcatel-Lucent,
Disc

withdrawn
7.6
SI: Hetnet mobility enhancements (RP-110438)
=> Including outcome of email [73b#08] - LTE: HetNet simulation assumptions [ALU]

Skeleton TR

R2-113211:
Skeleton TR proposal for HetNet Mobility study
Alcatel-Lucent (rapporteur)
TR 36.xxx

-
Huawei wonders if we intend to evaluate the benefits of Rel-10 features ?  Or do we have the bench mark based on pre-Re-10 ? ALU indicates they have just copied the SI scope.

=>
Ericsson would like to have more words like "evaluation" and "study". So some more editorial comments. Can allow some discussion on detailed wording in email discussion

=>
NSN would like a section on "Enhanced UE mobility state estimation".

=>
Will be part of email discussion [74#22]; small additional changes can still be discussed in the email.
=> Result of email discussion: 73b#08] - LTE: HetNet simulation assumptions [ALU] 
R2-113177:
Email discussion: [73b#8] LTE: Simulation assumptions for hetnet simulations
Alcatel-Lucent (Rapporteur)
Report

=> Update is provided in R2-113554
R2-113554:
Email discussion: [73b#8] LTE: Simulation assumptions for hetnet simulations
Alcatel-Lucent (Rapporteur)
Report

Proposal 1:

-
ZTE wonders about RLF in state 1 ? Why is it not included. NSN is ok to log these failures, but they should not automatically be counted as handover failures. ZTE thinks. Ericsson agrees that RLF in state 1 could be the result of poor mobility setting. 

-
MT wonders if the modelling is as it is is to avoid modeeling the UL ? But we have seen before that the most common handover problem si that the measurement report is not delivered. ALU clarifies state1 ends when A3 is triggered.

-
Renesas thinks the condition on other cells is not required for comparing different results. ALU thinks we should keep the condition to filter out RLF's that are not at all related to HO aspects. So e.g. shadowing or walking out of coverage.

-
NSN wonders if TTT is included for ending state1 ? A3 is only triggered after TTT.

Proposal 2:

-
ZTE wonders where the -8dB threshold for state3 failure comes from ? ALU wants to mimic how the RLF is declared. The -8dB is assumed to correspond to the Qout condition. ZTE thinks a different value  should be used. Renesas thinks this Qout corresponds to a certain error rate on PDCCH and Renesas assumes the -8dB is commonly used in RAN4. -4 or -6dB has been used as Qin. ALU agrees with Renesas.

-
Huawei thinks in state 3 it would be better to work with the PDCCH error rate at response from target cell rather than just a signal strength level. Renesas agrees this is more accurate. ALU thinks this would require to simulate the decoding. Huawei thinks at -8dB there is a certain error rate so we draw a random number based on the error rate. ALU thinks even at higher SINR there could be failure. ALU thinks it is just a model.

-
NSN proposes for phase 1 of the simulations work based on the current HOF/RLF proposals. can discuss enhancements for next pase

Proposal 5:

-
NSN does not like placement on the circle but would like random placement. ALU sees no problem with that as long as there is no bias on where the UE's are placed. E.g. if most are placed inside the pico, the results will be biased with handovers out of pico.

-
MT wonders whether in the NSN proposal what the size of the drop area is ? Is it the pico cell coverage or bigger ? NSN assumes 60m.

-
ALU sees no major difference as long as you do not place biased number in the pico coverage.

-
Ericsson understand the difference between ALU (1 UE at a time) or NSN (many UE's simulatled at the same time).

Proposal 7:

-
NSN indicates previously correlation distance for shadowing is changed to a single distance of 50m ? ALU indicates 36.814 uses a very complex SCM model. Macro has 50m, and pico has 13m in that model. but the standard deviation used in that model is also different. So we cannot just copy these values, and ALU thinks the SCM model is too complex for this type of simulation. ALU thinks is fine to consider other values later. 50m is more for suburban area. Later we could maybe very to also include smaller values for urban area

-
Renesas thinks SCM is channel model and not so related to large scale shadowing. Renesas is ok with starting with these value.

Proposal 8:

-
Renesas wonders about the L1 measurement model and measurement period. Currently we only have 200ms periodicity. The accuracy requirements in RAN4 are based on this 200ms periodicity.  So Renesas thinks we should stick to the 200ms. Ericsson agrees. ALU thinks RAN2 spec allows different values.

	Agreements: 

Proposals 1-3 are agreed for phase 1 simulations:

1:
Log the RLFs in the three states and label them with the state identifier, as well as log the PDCCH failures in states 2 & 3. 

1':
In addition log RLFs in state1. 
- Leave it up to companies whether they want to apply two groups depending on condition that other suitable cell is available (signal strength stronger than -8dB).

2:
A HO failure should be counted if a RLF occurs in state 2, or the PDCCH failures are detected in states 2 or 3.

3:
Adopt the time-of-stay as a metric for measuring the ping-pong performance. The minimum time-of-stay, MTS, of 1s is chosen as the default value.

4:
The distribution of “time-of-stay” should be collected for study of the ping-pong behavior.

5:
Simulate a small area focusing on the hot spot arround a pico cell. UE's are either randomly placed in this small area or on the edge of the small area. When the UE reaches the edge, it will bound back at random angle

6:
Simulate a larger area with many macro and pioc cells overlaid focusing on the system as a whole, this corresponds to alt 4 in the UE placement and trajectory.

7:
At the initial stage, use the same correlation distance for modelling the shadowing.  Will use 25m for macro and pico for correlation distance.

8:
Adopt a measurement error model as defined in TS36.133.

8':
Only work with 200ms L1 filtering time (other values could be added later)

9:
Adopt the percentage of the total resource blocks being used in a cell as the percentage of cell loading.

10:
A few groups of parameter combinations should be used for simulation calibration among the companies.


Text proposal in R2-113554:

=>
Make HOF state description more clear (e.g. wr.t. TTT; figure could be clarified that A3 is not triggered before TTT)

=>
Updates need to be made according to agreements above

=>
Updated Text proposal can be included in the TR

-
NSN  would prefer to have the 5 sets from their paper. ALU indicates 4,5,6 are copies from the NSN paper. NSN thinks that is not completely true. Set1,2,3 are more studying L1 /L3 filtering model.  RIM wonders if the cell loading should not be varied in the calibration sets ? ALU thinks the 100% loading is reflecting the worst case. RIM thinks the 100% loading is not the worst case. RIM thinks the imbalanced case is the worst case.

=>
Will use the 5 sets from R2-113125

-
Ericsson thinks the NSN sets are very wisely choses. The parameters are chosen such that the handover is varying from early to late. Renesas agrees with NSN/Ericsson

=>
Two week email discussion [74#22] on skeleton details and details of inclusion of this text (now new topic). End result would be version TR 36.8xx v0.0.1 in R2-113643, MCC will later provide Tdoc number of v0.1.0 without revision marks EMAIL DISC ALU

Note:
As SI decription RP-110438 does not yet indicate a TR, no TR number is 





allocated so far.

-
QC wonders up to what extend we can re-use the hetnet simulation setup also for the dirvers data application, especially w.r.t. DRX. Companies can think about this.

R2-113125:
Basic parameters for macro-pico HetNet simulation calibration
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

=>
Noted (handled in previous discussion)

R2-113248:
Further comments on HetNet mobility simulation assumptions
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

-
ALU is not sure why expanding the circle would make the results so different ? ALU thinks 60m might be too small. DT thinks this is too small. ALU thinks the circle should be at 150m.  

-
Too big value will lead to more simulation time (unnecessary). Too small will lead to biased effects since the UE is already close to the handover point. 

=>
Use 100m for hotspot simulations for calibration purposes. Should be indicated in TR.

R2-112979:
On evaluation methodology for Hetnet mobility improvements
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd. Disc

-
RIM wonders if we really need non-mobility calibration. Renesas thinks this would be good so that we sync to 36.814. ALU thinks it is sufficient to have the 5 sets for calibration.

-
QC think we can leave the non-mobility results to companies to discuss in the email.  QC thinks throughput is an important comparison

-
NSN likes the KPI's as proposed in section 3. Huawei also supports this

-
Huawei wonder how to measure the throughput. This is indicated in 36.814 based on full buffer

=>
Will use the 5 mobility sets for calibration 

=>
Leave non-mobility case to companies discretion. For non mobility case, the indicated user performance KPI's can be discussed
What is scope of SI ?
R2-113126:
Discussion of HetNet Mobility Topics for Rel-11
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation Disc

R2-113049:
Consideration on the SI of HetNet mobility improvements for LTE
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-113051:
Simulation for HetNet mobility studies
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-112805:
HeNB with carrier aggregation
Panasonic
Disc

R2-112923:
Clarification on objectives of HetNet Mobility Improvements SI
New Postcom
Disc

R2-112800:
Clarification on HetNet Mobility Improvements Study Item
CATT
Disc

R2-112888:
Clarification on scope of HetNet Mobility Improvement
ZTE
Disc

R2-112910:
Discussions on Random Access for HetNet mobility
Pantech
Disc

R2-113019:
Effect of cell loading on Hetnet mobility
Research in Motion UK Ltd
Disc

R2-113181:
Discussion on mobility estimation for HTN
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc

R2-113201:
Paging reception in HetNet
ITRI
Disc

R2-113300:
BTS cell discovery enhancement
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

R2-113301:
HetNet mobility enhancement with CA
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

R2-113302:
Mobility state detection enhancement for HetNet
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

R2-113349:
Detection of weak cells and other issues for mobility in het-net
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

All 15 Tdocs not treated
Not available/too late/withdrawn
R2-113298
BTS cell discovery enhancement
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

=> Withdrawn (see R2-113300)
Continuation
=>
Two weeks email discussion [74#22] on TR 36.8xx
-
QC wonders if we can have email discussion to exchange calibration result.

=>
Email discussion [74#36] to discuss calibration results  [EMAIL DISC up to next meeting]

7.7
SI: RAN improvements for Machine Type Comm (SI: RP-100330)
Note:
Despite this location in the agenda SI FS_NIMTC_RAN (RP-100330) is still a REL-10 study item.
RAN#51 decided to continue the SI up to June 2011, but with the focus limited to "RAN overload handling". Under this agenda item, LTE specific aspects/solutions can be discussed.

Backoff

R2-112863:
Backoff enhancement for RAN overload control
ZTE
Disc

R2-113197:
Performance comparison of access class barring and MTC specific backoff schemes for MTC ITRI
Disc

R2-113343:
Discussion on RAN overload solution
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated.
Dynamic EAB <-> BO ?

EAB

R2-113013:
Access barring for delay tolerant access in LTE
RenesasMobile Europe Ltd
Disc

R2-112804:
Extended Access Barring for RAN overload
CATT
Disc

Both not treated
Other:
R2-113198:
Further analysis of group paging for MTC
ITRI
Disc

R2-113199:
Discussion on RAN enhancements for group paging in MTC
ITRI
Disc

R2-113200:
The Impact on H2H Traffic from MTC Access Load
ITRI
Disc

R2-113328:
Dynamic Separate RACH resources for MTC
Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
Disc

All 4 Tdocs not treated.

R2-113360:
Extending Barring Time for Delay Tolerant Devices
Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
Disc

revised in R2-113576
R2-113576
Extending Barring Time for Delay Tolerant Devices
Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
Disc
not treated

Not available/too late/withdrawn

R2-113084
Pull based mechanism
MediaTek
Disc

=> Withdrawn
R2-113361
Extending Barring Time for Delay Tolerant Devices
Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
Disc


=>  withdrawn, see R2-113360 instead

R2-113363
Extending Barring Time for Delay Tolerant Devices
Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
Disc


=> withdrawn, see R2-113360 instead

R2-113364
Extending Barring Time for Delay Tolerant Devices
Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
Disc


=> withdrawn, see R2-113360 instead
7.8
SI: Other Rel-11 SIs
No contributions.
8
UTRA Release 9 and earlier releases
=> Including outcome of email [73b#04] - UMTS: way forward for special value of HE field [Renesas]

8.1
In principle agreed CRs

REL-6 MBMS-RAN (RAN2):

R2-112718
Tabular and ASN.1 alignment: MBMS
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4610
-
F

REL-10
MBMS-RAN
R2-112447
-
CR Number needs to be included

-
E///: why keep the dflt if now IE is MP? QC: The extension may be not included. Also need to ensure bw compatibility in case NW doesn’t include the extension. E///: If the extension isn’t included the IE isn’t there, we don’t need to specify a behavior.

-
Renesas: it was already commented to remove the dflt value.

-
E///: This is more of an editorial correction, the ASN.1 is correct. ALU: a cat D is not allowed for tabular. E///: Do we need to change this? Is there a mistake to correct?

-
BRDCM: Need to keep the CR, the tabular needs to be aligned with ASN.1. 

-
Renesas: the dflt value did make some sense even when “need” was MD. QC: We shouldn’t make this as a rule, then we would never have MP in case an IE may be omitted. E///: agree with that aspect.

-
Renesas: this behavior was probably deliberatly written this way.

=>
With this change the CR is revised in R2-113416 R1

R2-113416
Tabular and ASN.1 alignment: MBMS
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4610
1
F

REL-10
MBMS-RAN
R2-112447
=>
The CR is agreed
REL-6 RANimp-RABSE (RAN2):

R2-112678
Removing RoHC discrepancy
Nokia Siemens Networks, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.306
0298
-
D

REL-10
RANimp-RABSE
R2-112441
-
E///: Concern with the maintenance work we are creating for ourselves. The change is correct but the principle means we would have to maintain further changes in IETF. We could instead rely on implementers check the IETF documents for updates.

-
E///: No need for magic sentence for cat D CRs. Other specs affected needs to be fully filled in.  CR template not updated (secretary said 9.7 was ok).

=>
With the removal of the magic sentence and other specs affected the CR is agreed in R2-113417 R1

R2-112684
Removing RoHC discrepancy
Nokia Siemens Networks, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.323
0323
-
D

REL-10
RANimp-RABSE
R2-112442
=>
With the removal of the magic sentence and other specs affected the CR is agreed in R2-113418 R1
R2-112715
Removing RoHC discrepancy
Nokia Siemens Networks, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
4607
-
D

REL-10
RANimp-RABSE
R2-112443
=>
With the removal of the magic sentence and other specs affected the CR is agreed in R2-113419 R1
REL-7 LCRTDD-EDCH-L23 (RAN2):

R2-112694
Correction to the E-PUCH TS configuration list for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4586
-
F

REL-7
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23
R2-112429
-
E///: this is more of an editorial correction, ASN.1 is correct. 

-
ZTE: if we don’t change this, this question willl always come. 

-
E///: we could have a rel’10 cat D CR. ZTE: this is not editorial, it changes the constant in the table. E///: the ASN.1 is the correct version, that’s what is used in the field.

-
TD-Tech: the correction is needed to clarify

-
CATT: this needs to be corrected.

=>
We can agree with the CR as rel’10 with a magic sentence.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113457 R1

R2-113457
Correction to the E-PUCH TS configuration list for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4586
1
F

REL-10
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23, RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
R2-112429
-
The UE box should be ticked

-
The CR number needs to be corrected to 4586

=> With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113512 r2

Not treated

R2-112695
Correction to the E-PUCH TS configuration list for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4587
-
A

REL-8
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23
R2-112430
R2-112696
Correction to the E-PUCH TS configuration list for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4588
-
A

REL-9
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23
R2-112431
R2-112697
Correction to the E-PUCH TS configuration list for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4589
-
A

REL-10
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23
R2-112432
REL-7 RANimp-L2DataRates (RAN2):

R2-112711
Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
4603
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-L2DataRates
R2-111996
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112712
Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
4604
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-8
RANimp-L2DataRates
R2-111996
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112713
Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
4605
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-9
RANimp-L2DataRates
R2-111996
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112714
Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
4606
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-10
RANimp-L2DataRates
R2-111996
=>
The CR is agreed
REL-8 RANimp-UplinkEnhState (RAN2):

R2-112707
Further clarification on UE behavior during state transition from CELL_PCH/URA_PCH to CELL_FACH
Huawei, Hisilicon
CR
25.331
4599
-
F
cat.A CRs were provided but not in principle agreed; it was confirmed that cat.A CRs R2-112046 and R2-112047 are real shadow CRs
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState
R2-112423
-
E///: the NW should be affected, the box should be ticked.

-
E///: We have now removed the reference to 8.5.56, however the UE still needs to go to that section to perform the actions there.

=>
With the NW box ticked, the CR is agreed in R2-113420 R1

R2-112708
Further clarification on UE behavior during state transition from CELL_PCH/URA_PCH to CELL_FACH
Huawei, Hisilicon, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
4600
-
A
R2-112046 was withdrawn at RAN2 #73bis although it is a real shadow CR
REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState
R2-112046
=>
With the NW box ticked, the CR is agreed in R2-113421 R1

R2-112709
Further clarification on UE behavior during state transition from CELL_PCH/URA_PCH to CELL_FACH
Huawei, Hisilicon, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
4601
-
A
R2-112047 was withdrawn at RAN2 #73bis although it is a real shadow CR
REL-10
RANimp-UplinkEnhState
R2-112047
=>
With the NW box ticked, the CR is agreed in R2-113422 R1

REL-8 RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD (RAN2):

R2-112679
Modification on Measurement Occasion of HS-DSCH reception in CELL_FACH state (1.28Mcps TDD only)
CATT
CR
25.308
0113
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
R2-111881
=>
The CR is agreed 
R2-112680
Modification on Measurement Occasion of HS-DSCH reception in CELL_FACH state (1.28Mcps TDD only)
CATT
CR
25.308
0114
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
R2-111885
=>
The CR is agreed 
R2-112681
Modification on Measurement Occasion of HS-DSCH reception in CELL_FACH state (1.28Mcps TDD only)
CATT
CR
25.308
0115
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
R2-111894
=>
The CR is agreed 
R2-112698
Correction to the HS-SCCH system info for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4590
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
R2-112433
-
E///: how does UE know which freq to monitor. ZTE: this is in the sys info, either the primary or secondary can be indicated

=>
The CR is agreed 
R2-112699
Correction to the HS-SCCH system info for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4591
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
R2-112434
=>
The CR is agreed 
R2-112700
Correction to the HS-SCCH system info for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4592
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
R2-112435
=>
The CR is agreed 
REL-8 RANimp-DRX (RAN2):

R2-112701
Corrections to T321 and enhanced UE DRX operation upon transition to CELL_FACH state
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4593
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DRX
R2-112451
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112702
Corrections to T321 and enhanced UE DRX operation upon transition to CELL_FACH state
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4594
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-9
RANimp-DRX
R2-112451
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112703
Corrections to T321 and enhanced UE DRX operation upon transition to CELL_FACH state
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4595
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-10
RANimp-DRX
R2-112451
=>
The CR is agreed
REL-8 TEI8:

R2-112704
Fast Dormancy correction for releasing radio bearers
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4596
-
F

REL-8
TEI8
R2-112195
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112705
Fast Dormancy correction for releasing radio bearers
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4597
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-9
TEI8
R2-112195
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112706
Fast Dormancy correction for releasing radio bearers
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4598
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-10
TEI8
R2-112195
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112721
Conditionaly mandate the support of test loop mode 4 for the UEs supporting UTRA only
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
34.109
0049
-
B
acc. to author not cat.A REL-9/REL-10 CRs will be needed for this cat.B CR
REL-8
TEI8
R2-111980
-
The only change is in the other comments to explain why there is no rel’9/10 shadow

=>
The CR is agreed
REL-9 EHNB-RAN2 (RAN2):

R2-112716
Reporting of CSG VAS cell in case of CSG Inter-frequency Measurements
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4608
-
F
change of "and" to "or" will be included in resubmission to RAN2 #74
REL-9
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112150
-
E///: there is an impact on NW, need NW box ticked.

-
Renesas: The consequences if not approved are strong, this is a minor clarification. QC: we had a lot of discussions on this and this was agreed in principle.

-
E///: the impacted functionality is missing in the impact analysis. “This impacted functionality is the measurment reporting of CSG cells, no other functionality is impacted” 

-
for how to indicate impacted functionality and if there is a need to change the consequences if not approved.

=>
With the nw box ticked and the added impact functionality, the CR is agreed in R2-113584 R1
R2-112717
Reporting of CSG VAS cell in case of CSG Inter-frequency Measurements
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4609
-
A
CR was not provided to RAN2 #73bis but it was implicitly in principle agreed
REL-10
EHNB-RAN2
R2-112150
-
NW box needs to be ticked. Impacted functionality needs to be added “This impacted functionality is the measurement reporting of CSG cells, no other functionality is impacted” 

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113585 R1
REL-9 RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA (RAN4):

R2-112683
Remove DB-DC-HSDPA configurations 4 and 5
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.317
0001
-
F

REL-10
RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
R2-111899
-
E///: Is this “void” version of the spec refered anywhere? What are the consequences of leaving this in rel’10? Is this an inconsistency? It is an inconsistency with RAN4 spec. The general procedure is a duplication that comes from MCC procedures of creating new specs. 

-
NSN: This text cannot be there in rel’10. 

-
ALU: the references are usually voided as well. NSN: the references should be kept as they are used in the introduction

=>
The CR is agreed
REL-9 TEI9:
R2-112692
Correction to the CELL_DCH measurement occasion for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4584
-
F

REL-9
TEI9
R2-112140
-
The consequences if not approved need to be improved. And impact analysis needs to be better worded (need to indicate impacted funcationlity, “if the UE implement this CR and the NW does not….”)

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113458 r1

R2-113458
Correction to the CELL_DCH measurement occasion for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4584
1
F

REL-9
TEI9
R2-112140
=> The CR is agreed

R2-112693
Correction to the CELL_DCH measurement occasion for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4585
-
A

REL-10
TEI9
R2-112141
=>
The CR is revised in R2-113459
R2-113459
Correction to the CELL_DCH measurement occasion for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4585
1
A

REL-10
TEI9
R2-112141
=> The CR is agreed

8.2
Others
REL-5 TEI5:

R2-113075
[Draft] Reply LS on expected UE behaviour in the case of collision of paging occasion and CTCH
Qualcomm Incorporated
LSout
LSin R2-111796 = R5-110837 was received at RAN2 #73bis where reply LS was postponed
REL-5
TEI5
-
treat with R2-113016/R2-113017 (withdrawn)

-
Renesas:  option 2 is not according to the specification. The spec does not perclude the UE from monitoring the CBS as well. The LS can mention that part. QC: That has nothing to do with RAN5’s question. UE shall monitor the paging, what the UE is then further allowed to do is not relevant to RAN5. QC: The LS already refers to the section in the spec.

-
Intel: agree with Renesas that we need to point to the fact that it depends on UE capability.

-
ITD: instead of talking of prioritization, we can say that UE has to guarantee reception of the paging. QC: option 2 from RAN5 was the correct answer, we can indicate that UE can do more and quote the spec note directly.

=>
The LS is revised in R2-113423
R2-113423
[Draft] Reply LS on expected UE behaviour in the case of collision of paging occasion and CTCH
Qualcomm Incorporated
LSout
LSin R2-111796 = R5-110837 was received at RAN2 #73bis where reply LS was postponed
REL-5
TEI5
=> The LS is agreed in R2-113513
REL-7 RANimp-EnhState (RAN2):
R2-112924
Corrections to the selection of RB multiplexing option
Huawei, Hisilicon
CR
25.331
(4640)
-
F
RANimp-EnhState was a REL-7 WI
REL-8
RANimp-EnhState

-
Why start from rel’8? The rel’7 is already correct, the rel’8/9/10 was forgotten. Intel agrees, but we should indicate something in the other comments.

-
In other comments, we add: “No rel’7 CR is needed as the correct text was already in place. This CR aligns rel’8/9/10 to rel’7”

=>
With the other comments added, the CR is agreed in R2-113424
R2-112926
Corrections to the selection of RB multiplexing option
Huawei, Hisilicon
CR
25.331
(4641)
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-EnhState

=>
With the other comments added, the CR is agreed in R2-113425
R2-112927
Corrections to the selection of RB multiplexing option
Huawei, Hisilicon
CR
25.331
(4642)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-EnhState

=>
With the other comments added, the CR is agreed in R2-113426
REL-7 MIMO-L23 (RAN2):

R2-112822
Clarification to support of TX diversity on DL control channels by MIMO capable UE
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(4616)
-
F

REL-7
MIMO-L23

-
NSN: interop bullet 2 is not correct, the NW is always allowed to not configure. What is meant is NW cannot configure.

-
ALU: We can also correct the high caps in semantics descriptions.

-
QC: need more time to check the need for this CR. 

-
BRDCM: would prefer to keep the name of IE as is… this creates a discrepency with ASN.1. Intel: not a real issue with ASN.1. Also the IE name isn’t referenced anywhere in the spec.

-
E///: don’t think the CR is needed.

-
Intel: Without this CR, it’s agreed that when MIMO is configured, and UE signals this capability, and NW configures HS-DSCH+DPCH then DPCH won’t be configured with STTD. Brdcm disagrees.  E///: This is already captured elsewhere. QC: It’s clear from RAN1 specs that in this case, DPCH can be configured with STTD.

-
E///: we can have a rel’10 CR instead with a magic sentence? Intel prefers postponing.

=>
The CR is postponed

R2-112823
Clarification to support of TX diversity on DL control channels by MIMO capable UE
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(4617)
-
A

REL-8
MIMO-L23

R2-112824
Clarification to support of TX diversity on DL control channels by MIMO capable UE
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(4618)
-
A

REL-9
MIMO-L23

R2-112825
Clarification to support of TX diversity on DL control channels by MIMO capable UE
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(4619)
-
A

REL-10
MIMO-L23

All 3 CRs also postponed
R2-112834
Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA non-MIMO
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4623)
-
F

REL-7
MIMO-L23

-
“perform” is removed

-
Title needs to be updated to “clarification to nb of harq processes in hsdpa when switching between mimo and non mimo”

-
Intel, NSN agree this CR is needed

=>
With the “perform” removed and the title changed, the CR is agreed in R2-113427
R2-112835
Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA non-MIMO
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4624)
-
F
wrong CR cat.?
REL-8
MIMO-L23

-
Wrong category, should be A.

=>
With the category change, the “perform” removed and the title changed, the CR is agreed in R2-113428
R2-112836
Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA non-MIMO
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4625)
-
A

REL-9
MIMO-L23

=>
With the “perform” removed and the title changed, the CR is agreed in R2-113429
R2-112838
Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA non-MIMO
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4626)
-
A

REL-10
MIMO-L23

=>
With the “perform” removed and the title changed, the CR is agreed in R2-113430
R2-112837
Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA non-MIMO
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
-
-
A

REL-9
MIMO-L23

=>
withdrawn
REL-7 LCRTDD-EDCH-L23 (RAN2):

R2-112920
Correction of Mapping of Absolute Grant Value for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.331
(4638)
-
F

REL-9
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

-
impact analysis needed

-
status of RAN3 CRs? Need to check the status.

-
CATT: CR is not needed, the RRC values have no direct relationship to RAN1 values.

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-112921
Correction of Mapping of Absolute Grant Value for 1.28Mcps TDD
TD Tech
CR
25.331
(4639)
-
A

REL-10
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

CR is also not agreed
R2-113096
Correction to the buffer sizes requirement for simultaneous HS-DSCH and E-DCH operation in 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
(0307)
-
F

REL-7
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

=>
Withdrawn
R2-113097
Correction to the buffer sizes requirement for simultaneous HS-DSCH and E-DCH operation in 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
(0308)
-
A

REL-8
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

-
Not a real shadow. Is WI correct?

=>
Withdrawn
R2-113098
Correction to the buffer sizes requirement for simultaneous HS-DSCH and E-DCH operation in 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
(0309)
-
A

REL-9
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

=>
Withdrawn
R2-113099
Correction to the buffer sizes requirement for simultaneous HS-DSCH and E-DCH operation in 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
(0310)
-
A

REL-10
LCRTDD-EDCH-L23

=>
Withdrawn
REL-7 RANimp-L2DataRates (RAN2):

R2-112842
Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
-
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-L2DataRates

=>
withdrawn

R2-112843
Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
-
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-L2DataRates
=>
withdrawn
R2-112847
Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4633)
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-L2DataRates

=>
CR is for email agreement [74#06], final CR in R2-113599
R2-112848
Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4634)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-L2DataRates

=>
CR is for email agreement [74#06], final CR in R2-113600
R2-113018
Prohibit changing the value of "Use special value of HE field" when downlink RLC entity is not re-established
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
(4663)
-
F
REL-8/9/10 CRs missing
REL-7
RANimp-L2DataRates

-
Replace curly brackets

-
Renesas: E/// commented they wanted to not let the UE behavior unspecified but simply indicate what the consequences for the UE are. 

-
ALU: in the note, does re-establishment mean 2 sided? Renesas: it’s any re-establishment because the procedure can be caused by rlc size change, or others.

-
ALU: in the reason for change, the reasons for triggering rlc re-establishment are listed. Are those all? ALU would prefer that we have an exhaustive list either in the spec or in the coversheet.

-
E///: would need to see the note and if the note actually brings anything new to the spec. The note would need to be outside the table.

-
QC:  in rel’7/8 CRs we need to look at critical corrections and this configuration shouldn’t happen. Capturing a weakened note wouldn’t meet this requirement. QC: we are past the point of putting UE changes in rel’7/8 and the point of this CR is to prevent a NW config.

-
ALU: we would need such a CR for NW vendors not in the room. NSN prefers to have the CR.

-
HW: Prefer not to have the CR.

-
BRDCM: prefer having a CR.

=>
The CR is not agreed. Final come backto see if we can converge.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113515
R2-113515
Correction of special value of HE field: prohibit change of the value of Use special value of HE field when downlink RLC entity is not re-established
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Qualcomm Incorporated, Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331
4663
-
F

REL-7
RANimp-L2DataRates
-
Companies are fine with the note.

-
NSN: “doesn’t” -> “does not” 

-
E///: What happens if there is further reconfiguration? Renesas: that shouldn’t impact the UE any further.

-
E///: maybe better to say the UE may drop AM data. Renesas: it’s not a “may”. The UE will drop the data. E///: some UEs may be able to not drop the data. Renesas: the statement is aligned with the current compliant implementation.

-
E///: could be ok with the note but the coversheet needs to be updated.

=>
We agree with the content of the specification changes and need to discuss further the coversheet.
=>
The CR is for email agreement [74#06] to focus on the coversheet changes, final CR version in R2-113597

-
Lead: Renesas


-
Deadline: 19.05.2011

-
Scope: rel’7/8/9/10

R2-113020
Clarification of a UE behaviour when the value of "Use special value of HE field" is changed from true to false without downlink RLC re-established
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
(4664)
-
A
REL-9 and REL-10 cat.A CRs are missing; wrong CR cat.?
REL-8
RANimp-L2DataRates

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113516
R2-113516
Correction of special value of HE field: prohibit change of the value of Use special value of HE field when downlink RLC entity is not re-established
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4664
-
A
REL-8

RANimp-L2DataRates
=>
CR is for email agreement [74#06], final CR in R2-113598
R2-113021
Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if it is supported
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.322
(0390)
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-L2DataRates

-
BRDCM: why is there an “or”? Then UE would be allowed not to support the feature.

-
E///: should we consider a solution where special value is always configured and utilized. Renesas: would like to configure this feature on UL only with flex size. For DL, we can have it always on at Rx side.

-
E///: the proposal from Renesas is about the UE support, not about what the NW configures.

=>
The CR is for email agreement [74#06], final CR in R2-113601
R2-113022
Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if itÔÇÖs supported
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.322
(0391)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-L2DataRates

=>
The CR is for email agreement [74#06], final CR in R2-113602
REL-7 RANimp-64QamDownlink (RAN1):

REL-7 TEI7:

R2-113307
RRC connection release upon a CELL/URA_UPDATE reception
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4681)
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

-
ALU: this is R99 text, with the “or” option, there is no ambiguity in the NW behavior with or without the CR. 

-
NSN: see no need to change this now, this has not changed since R99.

-
BRDCM: agree that change isn’t needed.

-
E///: Where is the NW behavior indicated in case of SRNS relocation? BRDCM: by following the “or” we get to the final condition.

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-113308
RRC connection release upon a CELL/URA_UPDATE reception
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4682)
-
A

REL-8
TEI7

R2-113309
RRC connection release upon a CELL/URA_UPDATE reception
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4683)
-
A

REL-9
TEI7

R2-113310
RRC connection release upon a CELL/URA_UPDATE reception
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4684)
-
A

REL-10
TEI7

All 3 CRs not agreed
REL-8 RANimp-UplinkEnhState (RAN2):

R2-112826
Further clarification of Scheduling Information reporting for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state and Idle Mode
Intel Corporation
CR
25.321
(0732)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

-
treat with R2-113311
-
Agreement: In case c, we leave it up to UE implementation to ensure the proper SI is sent. We won’t specify that UE cancels/update the triggered SI

-
Intel: should we capture the “zero” case in 11.8.1.6? Renesas: we should avoid duplication, if it’s already specified. 

-
E///: need to minimize the changes to point out the additions. 

=>
The CR is merged with revision to R2-113311, i.e. R2-113431.

R2-112827
Further clarification of Scheduling Information reporting for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state and Idle Mode
Intel Corporation
CR
25.321
(0733)
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=>
merged into R2-113432
R2-112828
Further clarification of Scheduling Information reporting for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state and Idle Mode
Intel Corporation
CR
25.321
(0734)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=>
merged into R2-113433
R2-112998
Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink (Rel-8)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4655)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

-
replace curly brackets

-
NSN: If there is no IOT issue, it may not be so critical.

-
E///: agree with NSN, also not clear the text does what the aim is. This CR is changing the original behavior.

-
QC: we need a CR to cover the behavior. What correction?

-
BRDCM: what happened to the cell-pch case? HW: this is included in other sections.

-
ITD: the only change needed would be to remove the c-rnti… sentence; not the full paragraph.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113437
R2-113437
Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink (Rel-8)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
4655
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

-
E///: removing the sentence is contradictory, need to work more on this

=>
The CR is for email agreement [74#07], final CR in R2-113603
R2-112999
Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink (Rel-9)
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4656)
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=>
The CR is for email agreement [74#07], final CR in R2-113604
R2-113000
Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink (Rel-10)
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4657)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=>
The CR is for email agreement [74#07], final CR in R2-113605
R2-113311
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
(0737)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

-
treat with R2-112826
-
BDRCM: why is the last change there? It’s not needed.

-
Intel: no need for the changes other than in 11.8.1.6. SI transmission is guaranteed as per E-TFC selection process.

-
E///: on transmission of empty buffer SI, it’s up to UE to decide whether to send this outdated SI. Intel: If we do that, there is a risk that some UEs don’t behave in a common way. E///: agree, but proper UEs shouldn’t do it. 

-
ITD: leave to UE, if UE sent tebs=0, and then send data, NW will know that.

-
Intel: the change in 11.8.1.6 isn’t sufficient, we need to clarify what the otherwise apply to and indicate the condition.

-
Intention of pseudo code is to separate the cell-fach and cell-dch treatment. Intel: this part is not normative, so it’s not really needed and it should mention only the implicit release part. ITD: this part of pseudo code covers more than implicit release part. E///: the goal is to generalize the rel’8 cell-fach case to ensure NW doesn’t have to overdimension reception of SI on top of SG.

-
Intel: need to be careful about not impacting other parts of pseudo code.

-
Intel: Also change in 11.2.2a isn’t needed because it’s redundant.

-
QC: futher changes are needed in 11.8.1.4

-
Renesas: if SG is sufficient to send SI, would E-TFC be increased? E///: that would be needed. Intel: in cell-dch it’s clear what happens. E///: this is up to UE e-tfc implementation.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113431
R2-113431
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
0737
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=> The CR is for email agreement [74#08]

-
Scope: converge on the agreements, other changes can be considered but priority is to have a CR with the current agreements.

R2-113312
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
(0738)
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113432
R2-113432
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
0738
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=> Postponed to email discussion [74#08]
R2-113313
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
(0739)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113433
R2-113433
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
0739
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

=> Postponed to email discussion [74#08]
R2-112911
Correction of usage scope for UE_TXPWR_MAX_RACH
ZTE
CR
25.304
-
-
F
REL-9 & REL-10 CR missing
REL-8
TEI8

-
WI should be RANimp-UplinkEnhState

-
Where are the shadow CRs?

-
Renesas: common e-dch uses e-agch to determine max grant (hence power). This is for initial rach only. E///: agree this parameter doesn’t apply to common e-dch. Renesas: 

-
BRDCM: UE still needs to use a max power for E-DCH. 

-
NSN: if we need to clarify the max power, that isn’t the right spec. 

=>
The CR is not agreed
REL-8 HNB-supp (RAN2):

R2-113003
CR to 25.367 on Some clarification on network sharing for HNB (Rel-8)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.367
(0020)
-
F

REL-8
HNB-supp

-
ALU: Is there a similar CR submitted for LTE? Not yet. 

-
ALU: the second statement mandates NW behavior, we shouldn’t do that, there may be a better place to capture this. HW: the sentence was copied from SA1 specs. NSN: need to check

-
NSN: we cannot indicate a release for a NW, the concept applies only to UEs.

-
QC: the UE behavior has been captured already, so that should cover the issue. This statement also covers hybrid cells.

=>
Offline discussion: ran sharing is supported in UEs but not the NW, any changes would need to be made in RAN3. No CRs needed in RAN2.

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-113004
CR to 25.367 on Some clarification on network sharing for HNB (Rel-9)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.367
(0021)
-
A

REL-9
HNB-supp

R2-113005
CR to 25.367 on Some clarification on network sharing for HNB (Rel-10)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.367
(0022)
-
A

REL-10
HNB-supp

Both CRs not agreed
REL-8 RANimp-DCHSDPA (RAN1):

R2-112783
LS on the interaction of HS-SCCH orders and RRC reconfigurations (R1-111842; contact: Ericsson)
RAN1
LSin

REL-9

DB_DC_HSDPA-Core
R1-111842
LS was received on Tuesday of RAN2 #74;
-
E///: if there are no technical reasons to choose option 1 we should choose option 2

-
Intel: is RAN1 going to agree on a CR?

-
NSN: there are E/// CRs in RAN1 adressing this, the status isn’t done yet.

-
E///: if we are going to have rel’8 CRs indicating something different, we should tell RAN1.

-
Way forward: RAN2 to discuss DC+orders issue and try to agree on CRs. Depending on results, RAN1 may be informed
=>
Noted, no LS answer (so far)
R2-112844
DC-HSDPA orders
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4630)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-
Need to update xxxx in other comments

-
Status of RAN3 discussion? Initial discussion but no agreement yet.

-
NSN: the last sentence repeating “secondary” could be changed to “corresponding”. QC: there are many different kinds of HS-SCCH orders, the intention here was to target the secondary hs-dsch cell orders only. We can mention the order is related to activation/deactivation. This can be discussed offline

-
E///: consequences if not approved need to reflect the actual consequences, we are not clarifying the spec. E///: we also need to state in the notes that if the IE is in target cell preconfig info, then there is no ambiguity. NSN: the actions in case of target cell pre-config are very clear, we shouldn’t need to further clarify this.

-
E///: Instead we could indicate which IEs should include this.

-
HW: the target cell preconfig is already clearly specificied. 

-
E///: maybe we can capture something in the minutes, such as: 


“Whenever the variable SECONDARY_CELL_HS_DSCH_RECEPTION is set to TRUE before and after receiving the message, and the value of IE "Configuration info" contained in the IE "Downlink Secondary Cell Info FDD" which is not contained in the IE “target cell preconfiguration information”, is set to either "Continue" or "New configuration", and the serving HS-DSCH cell was not changed as a result of this message, the UE may or may not instruct the physical layer to consider that the secondary serving HS-DSCH cell activation deactivation related HS-SCCH orders were never received.”
=>
The CR is revised in R2-113440 for: wording improvement, ran3 status

-
QC: RAN 3 has responded in R2-113629. RAN3 indicates they will add the necessary signaling.

R2-113440
Reconfiguration messages and HS-SSCH orders interaction for DC-HSDPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4630
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-
Motorola: is there a rel’9 version? Yes

-
Motorola: why “may or may not”? NSN: prefer to keep the wording. This is how we have done to ensure it’s clear both UE implementations exist.
=>
The CR is agreed

R2-112845
DC-HSDPA orders
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4631)
-
F
wrong CR cat.?
REL-9
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-
treat with R2-113314
-
This is alongside option 2 of RAN1 LS

-
We can agree with the proposed way forward.

-
ITD: strange to capture this in a way that forces UE to continuously infrom L1. That is a modeling issue. ITD can propose an improvement.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113438 to align the wording of the note with the rel’8 version of the CR

R2-113438
Reconfiguration messages and HS-SSCH orders interaction for DC-HSDPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4631
-
F
wrong CR cat.?
REL-9
RANimp-DCHSDPA

=> The CR is agreed

R2-112846

DC-HSDPA orders
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4632)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DCHSDPA

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113439 to align the wording of the note with the rel’8 version of the CR

R2-113439

Reconfiguration messages and HS-SSCH orders interaction for DC-HSDPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4632
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DCHSDPA

 =>
The CR is agreed

R2-112959
Discussion on the clearance of the stored frequency information for measurement without CM
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-
NSN: in figure 3, why do we stop measurments on f2? HW: agree however in order to simplify the procedure, the proposal is to stop all measurements. NSN: may not be a good idea, in a MC context NW may configure carriers and we shouldn’t impact the current measurements. HW: the measurement won’t be impacted, it only means NW has to restart the measurment.

-
NSN: What if we only add a new carrier, will UE stop? HW: yes. 

-
E///: agree with NSN that UE shouldn’t stop measurement. HW’s concern is to simplfiy the procedural text.

-
Proposal 1: agreed

-
NSN: what happens in case the config changes without changing the carriers? That needs to be addressed as well. HW: that is the intention. 

-
For further proposals, more discussion is needed

R2-112960
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM(R8)
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4650)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-
Rel’10 CR available in R2-112962
=>
The CR is revised in R2-113445
R2-113445
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4650
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

=> The CR is for email approval [74#09], final CR in R2-113606
R2-112961
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM(R9)
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4651)
-
F
REL-10 CR missing? wrong CR cat.?
REL-9
RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
-
When possible, separate the issues in different CRs. 
-
Rel’10 CR available in R2-112962
=>
CR is revised in R2-113446
R2-113446
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4651
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
originally CR number 4695 was allocated for this Tdoc

=>
CR is for email discussion [74#09], final CR in R2-113607

R2-112962
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM(R10)
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4652)
-
F

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core, RANimp-DC_HSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA

-
related to R2-112960/R2-112961
=>
CR is revised in R2-113447
R2-113447
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4652
-
A
originally CR number 4696 was allocated for this Tdoc
REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core, RANimp-DC_HSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
=>
CR is for email discussion [74#09], final CR in R2-113608
R2-113314
L1 activation status after a RRC Reconfiguration
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-
Treat with R2-112845
=>
Not treated
REL-8 RANimp-LCRCPC (RAN1):

R2-113076
Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
(4672)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-LCRCPC

-
QC: What is the intention? The idea is to not force a DPCH to be included, UE may have only hs-scch/hs-dsch, no DPCH.

-
ZTE: the hs-scch/hs-SICH can be used to maintained synchronization. This is already clarified in RAN1 specs.

-
QC: would need time to further check this part.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113501
R2-113501
Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4672
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-LCRCPC

-
The reason for change need to be updated to take into account the change in the text. 

-
The final sentence should say: The CPC function has been introduced for 1.28Mcps TDD in Rel8. In the CPC function , the UE can be configured to work in CELL_DCH state without dedicated physical channel as long as physical shared channels are provided. ”

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113519 r1
R2-113080
Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
(4674)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-LCRCPC

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113503

R2-113503
Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4674
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-LCRCPC

-
The final sentence should say: The CPC function has been introduced for 1.28Mcps TDD in Rel8. In the CPC function , the UE can be configured to work in CELL_DCH state without dedicated physical channel as long as physical shared channels are provided. ”
=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113520 r1
Note:
R2-113520 REL-10 CR4674r1 was agreed during RAN2 #74bis but ZTE mixed up 


REL-9 and REL-10 CR. So R2-113520 actually includes REL-9 CR4675r1. Tdoc list 

is correct to reflect this.
R2-113082
Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
(4675)
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-LCRCPC

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113502

R2-113502
Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
4675
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-LCRCPC

-
The final sentence should say: The CPC function has been introduced for 1.28Mcps TDD in Rel8. In the CPC function , the UE can be configured to work in CELL_DCH state without dedicated physical channel as long as physical shared channels are provided. ”
=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113580 r1

Note:
R2-113580 REL-9 CR4675r1 was agreed during RAN2 #74bis but ZTE mixed up 


REL-9 and REL-10 CR. So R2-113580 actually includes REL-10 CR4674r1. Tdoc list 

is correct to reflect this.
REL-8 RANimp-HSDSCH (RAN2):

R2-112941
Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
Research in Motion UK Ltd
CR
25.331
(4647)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-HSDSCH

-
ALU: changes 1 and 2 are not needed, the current spec is as per the intention.

-
ALU: for changes 3 and 4: would leave it up to UE vendors to decide

-
NSN: changes 1, 2 and 4 aren’t needed.  Change 3 could be ok.

-
Renesas, agree with Panasonic that HHO may overlap with existing RLs. BRDCM: HHO is about replacing all. Renesas agrees.

-
Brdcm: cn not needed at all.

-
RIM: is it clear that for change 1, current spec is as per intention. This is clear from the group.

-
Change 2: is the clear which p-cpich info is used? And NW cannot set different values?  It’s expected that values are the same. Renesas: would prefer that NW is forbidden from configuring different p-cpichs, in active set update. QC agrees.

-
 Within one RL, NW needs to have the same p-cpich for target cell preconfig and serving cell.

-
change 3: not needed

-
change 4: brdcm: if we start going this way we would have to do it for all Ies in the preconfig.  Not needed

=>
The CR is revised to ensure p-cpich is consistent within 1 RL in R2-113448
R2-113448
Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
Research in Motion UK Ltd
CR
25.331
4647
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-HSDSCH

-
NSN: in summary of change, “confirm”->”specify”

-
Other specs impacted boxes need to be ticked

-
QC: why is this a note and not procedural text? 

=> With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113586 R1
R2-112942
Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
Research in Motion UK Ltd
CR
25.331
(4648)
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-HSDSCH

=>
The CR is revised to ensure p-cpich is consistent within 1 RL in R2-113449
R2-113449
Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
Research in Motion UK Ltd
CR
25.331
4648
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-HSDSCH

-
NSN: in summary of change, “confirm”->”specify”

-
Other specs impacted boxes need to be ticked

=> With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113587 R1
R2-112943
Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
Research in Motion UK Ltd
CR
25.331
(4649)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-HSDSCH

=>
The CR is revised to ensure p-cpich is consistent within 1 RL in R2-113450 

R2-113450
Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
Research in Motion UK Ltd
CR
25.331
4649
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-HSDSCH

-
NSN: in summary of change, “confirm”->”specify”

-
Other specs impacted boxes need to be ticked

=> With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113588 R1
REL-8 RANimp-MIMOLCR (RAN1):
R2-113088
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
(0304)
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-MIMOLCR

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113434
R2-113434
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
0304
-
F

REL-8
RANimp-MIMOLCR

-
The overlap with CATT’s CR have been addressed.

-
Renesas: is this adding new categories? ZTE: only the RLC reqiurement is missing.

-
E///: The impact analysis needs to be improved. template 9.0 will be used.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113460 R1

R2-113460
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
0304
1
F

REL-8
RANimp-MIMOLCR

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113094
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
(0305)
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-MIMOLCR

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113435
R2-113435
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
0305
-
A

REL-9
RANimp-MIMOLCR

-
E///: The impact analysis needs to be improved. template 9.0 will be used.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113461
R2-113461
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
0305
1
A

REL-9
RANimp-MIMOLCR

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113095
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
(0306)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-MIMOLCR

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113436
R2-113436
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
0306
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-MIMOLCR

-
E///: The impact analysis needs to be improved. template 9.0 will be used.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113462
R2-113462
Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.306
0306
1
A

REL-10
RANimp-MIMOLCR

=> The CR is agreed
REL-8 ETWS (SA1):

R2-112930
Correction to the T321 handling in the ETWS primary notification with security procedure
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4643)
-
F

REL-8
ETWS

-
WI code should also include RANimp-DRX
-
Renesas: where will the timer be re-started? In 8.5.49.

-
NSN: consequences if not approved need to match reasons for change.

-
QC: is this CR really necessary? 

-
Brdcm: which rnti is used in case of etws received over hs-dsch? Companies can check. QC: In this case, NW will have to send message to UEs with a dedicated HRNTi.

-
QC: at stop of t325 the t321 timer should be started because there is no guarantee DL data is received.

-
HW: second change still needed as NW may not know when T325 expires. QC: NW should know when T325 expires. 

=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-112931
Correction to the T321 handling in the ETWS primary notification with security procedure
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4644)
-
A

REL-9
ETWS

R2-112932
Correction to the T321 handling in the ETWS primary notification with security procedure
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4645)
-
A

REL-10
ETWS

Both CRs not treated
PWS-RAN was used as WI code for the following 2 CRs but this is wrong since PWS-RAN was a REL-9 LTE only WI:
R2-113016
Clarification of requirements for CMAS capable UEs
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, AT&T
CR
25.304
(0284)
-
C
REL-9
?

-
WI code?
-
Treat with R2-113076 

=>
Withdrawn
R2-113017
Clarification of requirements for CMAS capable UEs
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, AT&T
CR
25.304
(0285)
-
C
REL-10
?

-
WI code?

=>
Withdrawn
REL-8 LTE-L23 (RAN2):

R2-113007
Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell (Rel-8)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4659)
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23
-
replace curly brackets

-
NSN: are UE vendors fine with that simple note? 

-
Panasonic: prefer that requriement is for NW to set the e-utra detecftion values to be consistent across freqs.

-
NSN: We need to realize that if we agree on this for rel’8, that cannot be changed anymore.

-
DT: agree it’s not a critical issue if we keep the same value across frequencies. The note can be appended at the bottom of the table

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113451
R2-113451
Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
4659
-
F

REL-8
LTE-L23
-
ALU: consistent is ambiguous. Change to “identical” 

-
Renesas: why is the note inside the table. To make it a requirement for NW.

=>
With the change of “consistent” to “identical” the CR is agreed in R2-113581 R1

R2-113008
Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell (Rel-9)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4660)
-
A

REL-9
LTE-L23
-
Cat is F.

revised in R2-113452
R2-113452
Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
4660
-
F

REL-9
LTE-L23-
ALU: consistent is ambiguous. Change to “identical” 

=>
With the change of “consistent” to “identical” the CR is agreed in R2-113582 R1

R2-113009
Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell (Rel-10)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4661)
-
A

REL-10
LTE-L23
revised in R2-113453

R2-113453
Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
4661
-
F

REL-10
LTE-L23
-
ALU: consistent is ambiguous. Change to “identical” 

=>
With the change of “consistent” to “identical” the CR is agreed in R2-113583 R1

REL-8 TEI8:

R2-112785
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
(0299)
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

-
WI code is wrong

-
Collides with R2-113088/etc

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113441
R2-113441
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
0299
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

-
E///: strange to have these corrections at this point in time. 

-
QC: What is the change? The collision with ZTE’s CR is removed and the values in the table are corrected

-
Impact analysis is missing

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113463
R2-113463
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
0299
1
F

REL-8
TEI8

=> The CR is agreed 
R2-112786
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
(0300)
-
A

REL-9
TEI8

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113442
R2-113442
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
0300
-
A

REL-9
TEI8

-
Impact analysis is missing

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113464
R2-113464
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
0300
1
A

REL-9
TEI8

-
Revision isn’t correct.

=> With the correction of the revision the CR is agreed in R2-113507 R2
R2-112787
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
(0301)
-
A

REL-10
TEI8

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113443
R2-113443
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
0301
-
A

REL-10
TEI8

-
Impact analysis is missing

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113465
R2-113465
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
0301
1
A

REL-10
TEI8

 -
Revision isn’t correct.

=> With the correction of the revision the CR is agreed in R2-113508 R2
R2-112829
Corrections to the Default configuration for CELL_FACH handling
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(4620)
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

-
“and if no RLC info of RB with identity n is stored in the UE,” is removed.

-
Renesas: this is now changing the UE behavior for rel’8. Maybe that means the feature cannot be enabled in rel’8. Intel: that can be done, need to discuss which release.

-
NSN: would like to fix it for the earliest possible release (rel’9).

-
We agree to disable this feature at least in rel’8.

-
Renesas: what do we do for this rel’8? Nothing at this time, we will formally disable the feature when we agree on the fix to have a full CR package.

=>
Offline discussion: NSN proposes to fix this feature in rel’9 and will provide the CR in the next meeting. We can hold an email discussion until the next meeting to discuss how to fix the issue starting from rel’9 as well as the rel’8 CR to disable the feature.

=>
The CR is postponed

R2-112830
Corrections to the Default configuration for CELL_FACH handling
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(4621)
-
A

REL-9
TEI8

R2-112831
Corrections to the Default configuration for CELL_FACH handling
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(4622)
-
A

REL-10
TEI8

Both not treated after R2-112829 conclusion
R2-112839
Fast dormancy upon RRC Connection Release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4627)
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

-
treat with R2-112840
-
RIM: agree with principle but this text should be in a normative section.

-
Renesas: Change isn’t correct. The UE may be moved to idle by FD so timer should go on.

-
DT: there is no benefit to run in idle, what matters is if UE moves to connected then timer is reset. DT: when UE moves from idle to connected, there will be a rab reconfig and timer will be reset. Renesas: in 8.1.43 it indicates the feature is meant to ensure UE doesn’t send too many of the requests. DT: This timer has no meaning in Idle

-
NSN: in 8.1.1.xxx the timer is cleared. Renesas: that doesn’t timer is reset.

-
Chairman: In rel’8, there are obviously different interpretations, that needs to be captured.

-
DT: this feature is meant to address a signaling overload. What is the point of making sure the timer runs in the UE when coming from idle? Renesas: UE is allowed to do FD from PCH, and running the timer in idle prevents UE from too frequently asking to release the connection.

-
DCM: we don’t need a rel’8 CR, both interpretation can be fine. QC: If that’s fine, we should capture it. RIM: not a big issue to have to both interpretations.

-
HW: why would UE send SCRI after having just connected?

-
DT: if we keep the timer running, then UE won’t be able to indicate to NW even once. 

-
Brdcm/DT would like to capture something in the spec.

-
The wording can capture “In this version of the specification, the UE may or may not stop the timer upon release of RRC connection”
=>
We will capture this in the spec for rel’8 in the revised CR R2-113454
R2-113454
Fast dormancy upon RRC Connection Release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4627
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

=>
We agree that for rel’8 both implementations will be allowed.

-
Offline discussion: No consensus for rel’9/10, there are positions on either solutions (keep the timer running, stop the timer, keep both behaviors)

=> The CR is postponed

R2-112840
Fast dormancy upon RRC Connection Release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4628)
-
F

REL-9
TEI9

-
treat with R2-112839
=>
The CR is postponed
R2-112841
Fast dormancy upon RRC Connection Release
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4629)
-
A

REL-10
TEI9

=>
The CR is postponed
R2-112902
Alignment for definition of acceptable cell
ZTE
CR
25.304
(0279)
-
F

REL-8
TEI8

-
WI should be ETWS

-
NSN: ETWS behavior is already clear from section 4.3 so there is no need for this.

-
ZTE: the same thing has been done for the definition of suitable cell.

-
ST-E: agree with NSN.

=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-112906
Alignment for definition of acceptable cell
ZTE
CR
25.304
(0280)
-
A

REL-9
TEI8

R2-112908
Alignment for definition of acceptable cell
ZTE
CR
25.304
(0281)
-
A

REL-10
TEI8

Both not treated
R2-112914
Correction of Qmeas for cell reselection Criteria
ZTE
CR
25.304
-
-
F
REL-9 & REL-10 CR missing
REL-8
TEI8

-
WI should be LTE-L23

-
Renesas: this section is when abs prio isn’t used. This section isn’t for EUTRA. EUTRA is handled in 5.2.6.1.4a.

=>
The CR is not agreed

REL-9 RANimp-DC_MIMO (RAN1):

R2-113024
Invalidate the configuration of DC+MIMO without L2 improvement features
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
(4665)
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-DC_MIMO

-
HW: what does “special he not used” mean? Renessa: special he is configured and used.

-
Brdcm: that shouldn’t apply to SRB.

-
Renesas: the proposal is to force NW to always use the special HE field when reaching the end of the RLC SDU because RLC has flex size. HW: it may be that NW may have to use smaller sizes.

-
NSN: if NW is not looking for reaching peak rate, it can be restrictive to force this NW implementation.

-
HW: can’t see much gain from UE side, in many cases NW will have to segment the RLC SDU hence won’t be able to use special HE field value.

=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-113025
Invalidate the configuration of DC+MIMO without L2 improvement features
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
(4666)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DC_MIMO

not treated
REL-9 RANimp-DC_HSUPA (RAN1):

R2-113315
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
(4685)
-
C

REL-9
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

-
QC: there is a conflicting CR, it would be good to have only 1 CR coming out of this if there is consensus.

-
Renesas: we should also have the feature dependency in 25.306. And then maybe it’s less needed in 25.331.

=>
Agreement to link this extension to DC-HSUPA

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113476
-
25.306 CR are required and will be provided in R2-113477/R2-113478
R2-113476
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
4685
-
C

REL-9
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is technically endorsed

R2-113477
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA in 25.306
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.306
313
-
C

REL-9
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is technically endorsed
R2-113478
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
in 25.306
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.306
314
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is technically endorsed
R2-113316
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
(4686)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113517
R2-113517
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
4686
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

-
The  Tdoc is missing and needs to be added

=>
With this change the CR is technically endorsed in R2-113610 r1
R2-113319
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.319
(0083)
-
C

REL-9
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

-
ALU: stage 2 shouldn’t be required.  E///: it’s to be consistent. ALU: this is very specific, should be in 306/331 only.

-
QC: CR isn’t needed.

-
We will capture feature dependencies in 306 only. No need for indicating this in 319. 

=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-113320
Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.319
(0084)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA

not treated
R2-113365
Measurement ID extension and CSG CELL_DCH mobility
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4689)
-
B

REL-9
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, EHNB-RAN2

-
ALU, ITD and HW: Support adding this dependency

-
E///: We could also add dependency to Imp. L2 for UL. That means imp L2 for DL has to be supported and then all features depending on this.

-
QC: This is the same as making the feature mandatory.

-
Panasonic: agree it would make the feature mandatory effectively, we shouldn’t do this.

-
NSN supports this idea.

-
QC: instead of discussing this we could simply have a separate feature with its own capability bit. NSN: would that be for rel’9 or 10? QC open to rel’9 or 10.

-
E///: would be ok to link to DC-HSUPA but not treat this equally to CSG. The need has only been shown for DC-HSUPA

-
Renesas: there are contributions for DC-HSUPA and CSG, not for the other proposals.

-
NW vendors want this feature to be available to a number of other features.

-
QC: we need to look at proposals that have been made.

-
E///: No agreement for linking this to CSG. QC: What is the technical argument against this? E///: The same technical argument made to link this to Imp L2.

=>
No agreement  to link this feature to CSG

-
QC: only one company didn’t want to link this to CSG. We can provide a technically endorsed CR to the plenary. The difference is this is a rel’9 CR, it’s a closed release.

=>
The CR is postponed to email agreement [74#10] to take into account the new proposal to add a capability bit starting from rel’9. Final 25.331 REL-9 CR in R2-113609
=> CRs for the plenary

-
Package 1: link to DC-HSUPA in rel’9 and mandatory in rel’10 (if mandatory not agreed then only link to DC-HSUPA would apply)


-
Package 2: link to DC-HSUPA in rel’9 and add link to CSG in rel’10 + add capability bit in rel’10




-
Qualcomm supports this


-
Package 3: link to DC-HSUPA in rel’9/10 and add link to imp L2 and CSG  in rel’10




-No support


-
Package 4: link to DC-HSUPA in rel’9/10 




-
Renesas supports this.




-
NSN: other features may need that extension.




-
QC: better situation if we’re providing a capability bit to allow any UE to implement this feature. 


-
Proposal: Have a capability bit in rel’9 and 10.


-
E///: acceptable to be sent to plenary in addition to package 1. This package would not have the link to DC-HSUPA.


-
CRs:


- Rel’9 RRC CR (can be agreed)



- Rel’9 25.306 CR (can be agreed)



-Rel’10 RRC CR for mandatory (technically endorsed) (package 1)



-Rel’10 RRC CR with capability (technically endorsed) (package 2)



-Rel’10 25.306 CR with additional link to CSG (technically endorsed) (package 2)

-
ALU: if there is a package 2, it needs to have CSG dependencies

-
Renesas: a better solution would be to have only link to DC-HSUPA to start.

-
E///: the plenary discussion was more focused on rel’9. Package 3 would be interesting for companies wanting a link to an optional feature.

-
ITD: Support package 1.

=>
Way forward: companies to discuss offline if we can reduce the nb of packages.


-
No convergence offline.

Conclusion:

-
RAN2 will provide 2 packages to the plenary (Technically endorsed)


-
Package 1


-
Introducing a capability bit starting from rel’9. (rel’9/10 25.331 and rel’9/10 25.306 CRs)

-
We can add a simple LS to be agreed on email

R2-113368
Measurement ID extension and CSG CELL_DCH mobility
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4690)
-
B

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, EHNB-RAN2

=>
CR is for email discussion [74#10]; final CR in R2-113611
R2-113369
Measurement ID extension and CSG CELL_DCH mobility
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306
(0311)
-
B

REL-9
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, EHNB-RAN2

R2-113370
Measurement ID extension and CSG CELL_DCH mobility
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306
(0312)
-
B

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, EHNB-RAN2

Both CRs not treated
REL-9 RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA (RAN4):

R2-112958
Open issues for band specific compressed mode
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-9
RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
-
Treat with R2-113170
R2-112958 was not treated
REL-9 TEI9:
R2-112918
Alignment of Tabular and ASN.1 for SNRS Relocation
Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(4636)
-
F

REL-9
TEI9

-
E///: We already agreed to have this CR during ASN.1 review. Prefer to see it as cat D.

-
ALU: we can’t have a cat D for this.

-
Companies can check 21.900 for the working procedures on what cat D exactly means.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113455
R2-113455
Alignment of Tabular and ASN.1 for SNRS Relocation
Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4636
-
F

REL-9
TEI9

-
E///: Why is there a header? That can be removed

-
E///: impact analysis to be moved to the summary of changes

-
The highlights can be removed

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113510 R1

R2-112919
Alignment of Tabular and ASN.1 for SNRS Relocation
Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(4637)
-
A

REL-10
TEI9

-
additional track changes not present in rel’9. Typo? Those aren’t intentional.

-
Impact analysis missing

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113456
R2-113456
Alignment of Tabular and ASN.1 for SNRS Relocation
Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4637
-
A

REL-10
TEI9

-
E///: Why is there a header? That can be removed

-
E///: impact analysis to be moved to the summary of changes

-
The highlights can be removed

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113511 R1
R2-112928
Correction to UE behaviour for retransmission data packets
Huawei, Hisilicon
CR
25.321
(0735)
-
F

REL-9
TEI9

-
WI code correct (2007 CR was for MIMO-L23)?

-
ALU: is the intention to have a UE shall or may? HW: may is fine.

-
Intel: why don’t we indicate what is the UE feedback? That’s taken care of by other parts of section. What is the performance degradataion, too late for rel’9. HW: in some cases the data is lost, spec shouldn’t block the UE. 

=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-112929
Correction to UE behaviour for retransmission data packets
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.321
(0736)
-
A

REL-10
TEI9

not treated
9
UTRA Release 10

9.1
WI: LCR TDD MC-HSUPA (RP-090990)

(TDD_MC_HSUPA; leading WG: RAN1, started: Sep. 09, closed: Dec. 10, WID: RP-090990)

No contributions.
9.2
WI: 4C-HSDPA (RP-100991)
(4C_HSDPA-Core; leading WG: RAN1, started: Dec. 09, closed: March 11, WID: RP-100991)

=> Including outcome of email [73b#03] - UMTS: Signalling details for support for non-adjacent aggregation [QC]

in principle agreed CR of RAN2 #73bis:

R2-112682
Removal of open issues related to 4C-HSDPA
Intel Corporation
CR
25.308
0116
-
F
CR was in principle agreed at RAN2 #73bis
REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core
R2-112437
=>
The CR is agreed
Support for non-adjacent operation
R2-113078
Report of email discussion [73b#03]
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
25.331




REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

=>
Noted
R2-112916
Adding description of non-adjacent operation for 4C-HSDPA
ZTE
CR
25.308
(0117)
-
C

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
HW: RAN2 has only signaling support, why do we have a stage 2 CR? We should have this when we have the non-adj. Renesas: this is not rel’10, we are only introducing the signaling support.

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-112964
UE capability report for non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc





REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
Chairman: what is expectation of what gaps are supported within a receiver bw? HW: any gap specified by RAN4 should be supported.

-
NSN: What if RAN4 defines different gap sizes at different times? HW: RAN4 has to take that into account.

-
ZTE: Can there be two gaps within the same band? HW: from signaling point of view it may be possible for it’s out of scope.

=>
Noted
R2-112965
Signalling support for non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(4653)
-
B

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

R2-113027
Introduction of non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA capability signalling
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
(4668)
-
B

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

Both CRs not treated
R2-113072
Support for non-adjacent carrier operation in MC-HSDPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc





REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
NSN: agree with principle, would like to account to addt’l cases such as UE doing 3adj in 20mhz and also 3 carriers non-adj in 20mhz. QC: this case is addressed in the new proposal by keeping a1/a2 and adding the rx bw. NSN: this doesn’t seem to be the case. QC: maybe the CR is not so clear, that can be modified.

-
DT: how can NW know about UE supporting small gaps in single receiver config? QC: the field is a bitmap so UE can indicate both.

-
HW: How can this signaling be addressed fully in RAN4 for single/dual band? QC: RAN4 can put restrictions on which config are possible.

-
ZTE: is the UE always equipped with 2 identical receivers? QC: open to do that. 

-
Renesas: we would need to handle different rx bw per band.

-
E///: is dual band part of the discussion. No.

-
E///: How can UE indicate to the NW that within one band it can support all 3 cases of 2C/any gap, 4C/5mhz gap, 3C/10mhz gap?

-
QC: What kind of implementation is this? UE would have to support a superset of those. This wouldn’t be addressed.

-
E///: we shouldn’t block those types of UE implementations.

-
Renesas: this scenario is very strange. A UE supporting any gap and 4C can support those combinations.

-
E///: may be strange but it depends on RAN4 requirements so if we don’t address these cases we may have to change the signaling later

-
E///: for a 4C UE supporting 5MHz gap, don’t we need to distinguish where this gap is? QC: within this scope 4C with 5MHz gap would mean only 3C can be configured. The current signaling doesn’t address the location of the gap, enhancement like proposed by Renesas can be looked at.

=>
Noted

R2-113073
Support for non-adjacent carrier operation in MC-HSDPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4670)
-
B

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

not treated

R2-113237
Introduction of non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA operation
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc





REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
Orange: What is the point of signaling the symmetry to the NW? E///: this would be to ensure RAN4 requirement do not block one UE implementation. DT: what requirements? E///: to address the scenarios of 2c-1gap-2c and 3c-1gap-1c. DT: with this logic we may not be able to even have the implicit support rule that 4c/10mhz->4c/5mhz etc…

-
TIM: is the only other point the symmetrical/non-symmetrical case? No, there are more. What is proposed to be done in addition? The proposal 1. TIM: UE vendors don’t seem to consider this as a realistic case.

-
E///: we don’t want to force a UE supporting one particular solution to support all the different scenarios.

-
NSN: what is the difference with Renesas’s proposal? Renesas; that is covered in Renesas’s proposal for the anygap case but open to increase the proposal

-
QC: the 4c,2, 4c,1 and 3c,2 are out of scope. Orange: why? QC: because it assumes a >20MHz bw. E///: >20MHz receiver isn’t restricted from the spec. Renesas: agree that non-contiguous WI doesn’t limit rx bw.

-
QC: this discussion is within the 4c WI. We have to take into account the 4c restrictions.

-
ITD: there is no limitation in 4c that we have a 20mhz receiver only. NSN: agree this is a UE implementation detail that isn’t percluded.

-
NSN: E/// has an assumption that single rx is max 30mhz. Why is that? That came from RAN4 requirements that could be larger for >10mhz gap, there is no link with the # of receivers.

-
TIM: let’s look at the details of the proposal to see if some signaling can address the different proposals requriements.

-
VDF: these proposals are all in 5MHz increments. Are we considering also smaller increments, we should indicate what is the max gap supported, not the exact one.

-
VDF: RAN2 needs to be flexible enough to address gaps between 5 and 50mhz. We can then prune down the possibilities.

-
DT: can the E/// signaling indicate >1 gap in a band? No.

=>
Noted

What should the final signaling address:


-
Different receiver bw (should address the symmetric/non-symmetric from R2-113237, and the proposal from R2-113027)


-
Different combinations (as per proposal 1 of R2-113237)


-
For now we address gap of 1, 2, unlimited (carriers) and keep some spare for further expension

-
E///: should we also address all the scenarios in the document? TIM: let’s start with this.

-
E///: We will need to exclude the non-sensible combinations.

=>
E/// to propose a signaling taking this into account 

R2-113238
Introduction of non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA operation
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
(4680)
-
B

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113518
R2-113518
Introduction of non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA operation
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
4680
-
B

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
HW: there are RAN4 requirements behind this CR. 15mhz is similar to >10. E///: we consider those requirements are the same. TIM: that’s not acceptable, either we’re forward compatible or we have the discussion in RAN4. E///: how many spare bits? NSN: we can take the 8C framework into account, that would mean 4 spares.

-
ALU: need more time to check the CR.

-
Renesas: Need to change wording to ensure there is only 1 gap. “Number of gaps” -> “Size of gap” and “max nb of gaps” -> “max size of gap”

-
QC: need time to check the details. Why limit the combinations to only 3? E///: it was changed to 3 because contiguous case is removed. QC: would prefer keeping it at 4. Can be changed to 4. TIM: would prefer to see the justification. E///: 

-
TIM: Why are the carrier combinations Ies MP since they wouldn’t apply to DC case? We can change the MP to Cv. 

-
Title: this CR adds the forward compatibility of the signaling, not the operation. It’s a cat F CR.

=>
CR for email approval [74#11]. Final CR in R2-113613
other:

R2-113026
Invalidate the configuration of 3/4C-HSDPA without L2 improvement features
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
(4667)
-
F

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
HW: this is the same proposal as for the rel’9 CR. 

=>
This CR is not agreed
9.3
WI: RF pattern matching in UMTS (RP-091427)
(LCS_UMTS_RFPMT-Core; leading WG: RAN2, started: Dec. 09, closed: March 11, WID: RP-091427)

No contributions.
9.4
WI: Minimisation of Drive Test (RP-100360)
(MDT_UMTSLTE-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: Dec. 09, target: June 11, WID: RP-100360)
9.4.1
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112719
TCE ID parameter for logged MDT
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO, INC
CR
25.331
4611
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112457
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112778
Correction of log availability reporting
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
CR
37.320
0015
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
R2-112439
=>
The CR is agreed
9.4.2
Others

R2-112895
Correction for definition of MDT PLMN
ZTE
CR
25.304
(0277)
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE_Core

-
NSN: the way it is proposed there may be a conflict with ANR configuration. ZTE: we could indicate that it’s for MDT purpose. NSN: need to find another way to resolve the conflict.

-
We can append “for logged measurment procedure” to the sentence and when we agree on the ANR CRs we need to make sure we don’t have a conflict.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113467
R2-113467
Correction for definition of MDT PLMN
ZTE
CR
25.304
0277
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE_Core

-
CR number needs to be added

-
NSN: cat D preferred.

=> With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113506 R1
R2-112899
MDT stage 3 clarification for removal of potential interference with ANR
ZTE
CR
25.304
(0278)
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE_Core

-
Renesas: agree to not have interference but that’s not the way to do it. E///: agree, the conflict needs to be addressed in the ANR CR.

-
NSN: agree we don’t need to change MDT for this.

=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-113012
Clarification on PLMN checking for MDT logging
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4662)
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE_Core

-
NSN: no real need to report every RRC function.If we agree to capture we should stop at meas logging and reporting.

-
NSN: need to check the second change. May need to be changed in 304 as well.

-
E///: first change not needed, we already have the meas and reporting. HW: that older function would then include the logging? Yes.

=>
NSN to check the second change, the CR is revised in R2-113468
R2-113468
Clarification on PLMN checking for MDT logging
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
4662
-
F

REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE_Core

-
NSN: UTRA is now aligned with LTE. We may see a CR for 304 in the next meeting.

-
E///: reason for change doesn’t look accurate. We can simply indicate it’s to align with LTE.

-
Reason for change: “This CR aligns the wording of the PLMN checking procedure to 36.331”
=> With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113509 R1
9.5
WI: ANR for UTRA (RP-100688)
(ANR_UTRAN-Core, leading WG: RAN3, started: June 10, target: June 11, WID: RP-100688)

=> Including outcome of email [73b#05] - UMTS: discussion on ANR CRs and open issues  [Huawei]

R2-113375
Email discussion summary [73b#05] UMTS: discussion on ANR CRs and open issues 
Huawei
Report
related to email discussion [73b#05]
REL-10
ANR_UTRAN-Core
-
Suggestion 5:


-
Renesas: need a rationale for picking a number


-
E///: limiting to one would contradict the fact that it’s a logging function.


-
ALU: would prefer to have numbers for IRAT and inter/intra-freqs. 1 for IRAT would be ok.


-
E///: no need to have different numbers, we can simply stop at 1 for IRAT and still keep one number.


-
NSN: we can keep the number open in later releases by making it extensible.


=>
We agree to have 4 entries max and ensure the signaling is extensible to 8. 

-
Suggestion 3: For inter-RAT ANR info, UE just stores the inter-RAT ANR info for the Validity Time duration if network doesn’t retrieve.


-
Renesas: we should stick to the agreement that for irat it’s cell reselection based. E///: we should anyways ensure this NR is part of the ANR logged cells.


-
Further proposal is to limit logging to 1 irat nr. DT: why limit it to 1 for irat if NW configures it? 


-
Renesas: proposal is 1 irat and 4 intra-rat, the entries would be handled separately. E///: that means UE has 2 lists. DT: what is the technical reason for stopping at 1 for IRAT? NSN: the reason is irat is cell-reselection based. DT: we have agreed that the irat entry is logged, so it’s a log, why limit to 1?



=>
For inter-RAT ANR info, UE just stores the inter-RAT ANR info for the Validity Time duration if network doesn’t retrieve. UE would only store 1 entry for irat.

-
Brdcm: ISR isn’t an issue if the UE only logs the irat neighbor.

-
E///: what happens when we reach 1 entry? UE would stop, it makes no difference if UE overwites, that up to UE. E///: would UE stop only irat or both? UE would only stop irat, but if configured for intra as well it can continue.

-
Suggestion 1: For two thresholds, both are MD; for absolute threshold, default value is Qqualmin (Ec/N0) or Qrxlevmin (RSCP) in SIB3/4, for relative threshold, the default value of is zero;

-
Brdcm: which cell should UE use for the dflt value. Renesas: it has to be the serving cell. Brdcm: but which one? The cell when config is received? We could also simply mention the value in the tabular.


=>
We will indicate the dflt value for both Qqualmin/Qrxlevmin in the tabular


=>
The tabular also needs to indicate whether to use Qqualmin or Qrxlevmin


-
NSN: the dflt would then be a restrictive value. DT: shouldn’t we make the dflt relative value optional then? If we keep it MD we need to be able to disable it. Renesas: then we should make it optional otherwise we have to define a very large range. 


=> 
We agree the relative threshold is optional


=>
The relative threshold applies to either RSCP or Ec/No, whichever is configured by NW


=>
The range for the relative threshold has to also include some negative values.

Suggestion 4: When UE would start ANR measurements and how to capture this in RAN2 specs
=>
We agree we don’t have to capture more than what is already specified

-
Renesas: it’s already clear from stage 3 when UE will perform ANR meas.

-
ALU: we could combine options 2/3 by indicated UE should start at least when performing reselection

-
DT: there is no performance requirements and it’s best effort. We need to somehow indicate to operator when UEs will do this. We could simply indicate that UE with a valid config and in the right state. NSN: why should we specify when the UE begins. E///: already clear in stage 3. ALU: would like to know when UE will actually start or have an idea of what serving cell quality was.

9.5.1
CRs

R2-113001
CR to 25.304 on Introduction of UTRAN Automatic Neighbor Relation
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.304
(0283)
-
B

REL-10
ANR_UTRAN-Core

-
E///: move “while logging duration timer…” to one of the bullets in both 5.x.2.1 and 5.x.2.2

-
Brdcm: don’t use “intra-rat”. Can be changed to “inter-freq and intra-freq”. HW: prefer to keep intra-rat, that has other impacts on RRC. ALU: agree with Brdcm. That can be changed.

-
E///: need to align the UE actions “is allowed to” and “shall” in 2.1 and 2.2. “is allowed to” should be “may”.

-
Renesas: for inter-rat, should we mention that UE is in idle mode? That can be removed.

-
Renesas: what are the logging rules? That can be removed

=> The CR is revised in R2-113469 to include the new agreements and be agreed by email approval [74#12].

R2-113002
CR to 25.331 on Introduction of UTRAN Automatic Neighbor Relation
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
(4658)
-
B

REL-10
ANR_UTRAN-Core

-
NSN: Would prefer to separate anr and MDT for example have different section 8.5.65/8.5.66 rather than add in the same MDT text.

-
Brdcm: in 10.3.7.x we don’t need to report plmn twice since both need to be the same. Let’s wait until we have the discussion on PLMN. NSN: the logging task has to be done in the same plmn however the cells you log may be from a different plmn, that was not agreed from ZTE’s proposal and it needs to be captured.

-
Renesas: The current semantic includes tdd as well. If supported, should we separate the logs? We can add a config parameter indicating if the config is for TDD or FDD.

-
Brdcm: why have a list of list instead of a simple list with a choice (utra/eutra/gsm). That can be changed

-
NSN: cell id should have the same definition (10.3.2.2. instead of bitstring). That for irat. Fine as it is.

-
Renesas: 8.5.65.2, better to follow the regular way of indicating the conditions before the actions. 

-
Brdcm sent editorial comments by email. Need to be addressed.

-
QC: 8.5.63.x: remove “unless explicitly stated”. 

-
ALU: duration value range in 10.3.7.y, this is different compared to MDT (10mins->2hrs). Renesas: 2h is a long time, in ANR the UE has to do addt’l work. We can add a 10mins entry to the existing list. Renesas: one of WI objectives was to minimize impact to UE battery life… keeping 2 hours is asking a lot. 

-
QC: can NW stop the config in case it got enough info from other UEs? Not really currently. One way to do this is to allow a “zero duration” config.

=>
Range for duration: 10min, 30mins, 1h and at least 2 spares.

=>
the CR is revised in R2-113470, to be agreed by email [74#12]
R2-112915
Updated measurement rules for cell re-selection due to ANR logging
ZTE
CR
25.304
(0282)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
Moved from 9.7.2

-
ALU: Don’t see why this is necessary. Renesas: we shouldn’t mention Anr in those sections

=>
Not agreed. ZTE can discuss offline if further statement need to be added to ANR sections in 304.

9.5.2
Open issues

R2-113127
Interfrequency ANR
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

-
HW: are the signaled frequencies part of NCL? NSN: cannot be guaranteed however UE may consider those only that intersect with NCL freqs. If the freqs don’t intersect the UE doesn’t do inter-freq ANR.

-
E///: hard to see the need. Why restrict the UE? NSN: if a particular freq has many small cells, you may want to prevent the UE from performing ANR there. E///: why are they not needed? 

-
HW: femto isn’t an issue if they are in a particular segregated freq. 

=>
We don’t consider a frequency indication in the anr config

=>
Noted

R2-113128
CSG Handling in Intra RAT ANR
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

-
HW: agree with the intention. 

-
QC: this should have been already covered by fact that UE doesn’t log already broadcast cells. NSN: that isn’t the case in the current cell.

-
Renesas: it could be that csg cells aren’t broadcast. Is UE allowed to use PSC split? That’s up to UE.

=>
Proposal 2 is agreed.
R2-112884
Inter PLMN handling for UTRA ANR
ZTE
Disc

-
E///: we already agreed not to have eplmn. Do we need to change this?

-
NSN: the UE checks the Rplmn.

=>
We confirm that eplmn is not considered

-
Other proposals are either already captured or changing agreements.

-
QC: that would be useful for operaters merging NWs. No operator has asked for it.

=>
Noted

R2-112887
TP for ANR Stage-2 description RAN2 part
ZTE
TP
25.484
-
We will need to make a TP available for RAN3 to present the stage 2 for approval

-
Renesas: This TP contains statement that have not been agreed. That would need to be removed.

-
ALU: many changes are now obsolete.

=>
A TP based on top of already agreed stage will be provided to take into account only new agreements in R2-113500
=>
Noted
R2-113500
TP for ANR Stage-2 description RAN2 part
ZTE
TP
25.484
-
Keep intra-rat?

-
E///: for statement on csg, is the wording sufficient? NSN: there are also other cases to consider such as hybrid, is it allowed to be configured for ANR in a csg cell? Brdcm: what about inter-rat (from CSG LTE cell)? NSN: would still like to be able to configure ANR from a CSG cell.

-
We agree that UE won’t log CSG cell, for intra-RAT and inter-rat cases. To cover all CSG cases we capture the following sentence: 

-
“For logging of intra or inter RAT neighbors, UE shall not log any neighbouring relationship entry related to CSG cell.”
=>
With the modified sentence on CSG, the TP is agreed in R2-113590. Arrange with RAN3 to ensure it’s captured in TR for plenary
9.6
WI: Interfrequency detected set measurements (RP-101015)
(Interf_dset_meas_UMTS, leading WG: RAN2, started: Sep. 10, closed: Dec. 10, WID: RP-101015)
No contributions.
9.7
WI: TEI10
9.7.1
In principle agreed CRs

R2-112687
Clarification to setting of dedicated priorities
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
4579
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R2-112168
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-112691
Correction to enhanced security mode procedure handling when waiting for delayed L2 ACK
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
4583
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R2-112455
=>
The CR is agreed
9.7.2
Others

R2-112788
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE dual-carrier HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
(0302)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
WI code is wrong. 

-
Collides with R2-113088/etc

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113444
R2-113444
Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE dual-carrier HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.306
0302
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
Impact analysis is not needed. 

-
E///: is the cat B or F? ZTE: better to keep it F because a cat B 306 CR has already been approved.

=>
With the impact analysis removed, the CR is agreed in R2-113466 r1

R2-112789
Clarification on PICH codes list for LCR TDD
CATT,RIM
CR
25.331
(4613)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
ZTE also supports this CR.

-
Should be impact analysis be kept? No, removed.

-
Renesas: magic sentence should say “interoperability”, no compatibility.

-
E///: has the case of 1 code ever been used? CATT: value 1 was never used.

=>
 With the removal of impact analysis and magic sentence correction, this CR is agreed in R2-113471
R2-112832
Correction to UE capability Support of MIMO with dual cell dual band operation
Intel Corporation
CR
25.306
(0303)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
ALU: that’s a cat D, NW isn’t impacted

-
Impact analysis can be removed

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113472
R2-112997
CR to 25.331 on CS over HSPA UL de-sync detection and recovery
Huawei, HiSilicon, Renesas Mobile Europe
CR
25.331
(4654)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
Replace curly brackets

=> Same situation as last meeting. CR is not agreed
R2-113029
Introduction of the per frequency band compressed mode
Renesas
CR
25.306
-
-
B

REL-10
TEI10

=>
withdrawn

R2-113170
Introduction of the per-band compressed mode
Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc





REL-10
TEI10

-
NSN: offline discussion converges towards a proposal for rel’10:


-
A UE capability bit would be required by UEs to indicate support


-
The NW would indicate through dedicated signaling that per-band CM would be utilized


-
Procedural rules as initially proposed by Samsung would be added with some modifications as per QC contribution from last meeting


-
Proposal would be to have a 331 and 306 CR.


-
LS to RAN3 would also be needed to introduce relevant signaling, cc’ing RAN1/4 for checking.


=>
A merged CR will be provided in R2-113473 (RRC CR#4698), a 25.306 CR in R2-113504 CR315 and an LS in R2-113474 

R2-113473
Introduction of the per-band compressed mode
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
4698




REL-10
TEI10

-
Companies have asked more time to check ASN.1

-
At this time, the CR is only reserving 2 bits of signaling for UE to report capability and NW to configure the feature. The procedural text would be added later on.

=>
The CR is postponed to email agreement [74#13]. Deadline 19.05.2011.

R2-113504
Introduction of the per-band compressed mode
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.306
0315




REL-10
TEI10

-
ALU: comma needs to be removed.

-
Renesas: can we have that CR if we haven’t added procedural text yet.

-
HW: why do we say “frequency band specific” and not “frequency specific”? NSN: no intention to forbid using this feature across bands.

-
E///: what is the interaction with non-adj? Renesas: NW cannot make the difference between UE with 1 or 2 receivers, so that can’t be applied. QC: non-contiguous is rel’11, no interaction with this feature.

-
NSN: original proposal is for 2 rx UE and operation in 2 bands. Operation in a single band isn’t precluded.

-
Renesas: can’t agree with this CR. Let’s focus on the RRC CR. NSN: the feature has been discussed for a while now, companies know about the rules.

=>
The CR is postponed to email agreement [74#13] with RRC CR.

R2-113474
R2-113474
Draft LS on the frequency band specific compressed mode (to: RAN3, RAN1, cc: RAN4; contact: NSN)
Nokia Siemens Networks
LSout

REL-10
TEI10
-
Renesas: should also cc RAN because we just added a new feature with a capability bit? RAN will have to apprvoe the CRs anyways.

=>
The LS is approved in R2-113591
R2-113178
Cell update-less RLC/PDCP unrecoverable error recovery
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
Disc





REL-10
TEI10

-
Brdcm: this is a rel’99 problem. Why is it a problem now? We can’t introduce a change for rel’99. PS+CS is getting very popular now so the problem exists now.

-
ALU: in step 4 the cs call was dropped because NW didn’t support call re-establishment. Renesas: even if NW supports call re-establishment UE has to go through a cell update which causes impact to UE. With the proposal the CS call isn’t impacted.

-
RIM: same issue has been seen today in the field and the NW call re-establishment isn’t always enough. Some improvement would be needed

-
Panasonic: is the issue because of cell edge? Renesas: this is due to PS service having less coverage and cells being dimensioned for CS.

-
HW: support the proposal.

-
E///: would like to consider this in more details.

=>
Noted

R2-113180
Introduction of cell update-less RLC/PDCP unrecoverable error recovery
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
(4677)
-
C

REL-10
TEI10

-
Brdcm: does this apply to both CS and PS? Correct.

-
Brdcm: would the NW procedure be independent, even if UE didn’t receive anything? Renesas: that is correct if NW detects the error.

-
Panasonic: would the support of the feature by per cell? No, it’s per RNC, but that would be up to NW. 

-
Panasonic: why use SCRI? Because it can be sent in dch. 

=>
The CR is postponed

R2-113185
Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(4678)
-
B

REL-10
TEI10

-
Companies are invited to check the analysis shared be QC. 

-
ALU: for this meeting we would only agree on the asn.1 change. The procedural text would be removed.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113589
R2-113589
ASN.1 correction of type of new band indicator 3
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4678
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
QC: is there overlapp with the band introduction? ALU: Yes. The merge issues are taken care of in the other CRs

=>
The CR is agreed
R2-113317
Introduction of measurement ID extension
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
(4687)
-
B

REL-10
TEI10

-
treat with R2-113315/R2-113365
-
Chairman: if there is some support to move forward on this proposal, the group would technically endorse it and let the plenary make the final decision

-
ALU/NSN/HW: Would like to see this feature as mandatory in release 10.

-
E///: this CR is only the rel’10 version, if we send it to the plenary, we need to send the combined version

=>
CR is merged into R2-113596
R2-113318
Combined CR for introduction of measurement ID extension
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
(4688)
-
B

REL-10
TEI10, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

-
Panasonic: how does UE decide which meas id to use? That depends on which extension the NW is using.

-
Panasonic: what happens if UE relocates to another RNC that doesn’t support the extended measurment? In this case the source RNC needs to adapt to target and has to deconfigure the extra measurements.

-
QC: the semantics descriptions should include the notes from ASN.1. E///: what is the reason for the duplication? This is never done. E///: a warning can be added in a note below the semantics to indicate that special handling of this IE is done in ASN.1

-
Renesas: no need to indicate “and onward”.

-
The comments from Renesas on rle’9 CR needs to be ported here.

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113475
R2-113475
Combined CR for introduction of measurement ID extension
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.331
4688
-
B

REL-10
TEI10, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

-
Renesas: no need to talk about rel’9 UE behavior here. Only talk about rel’10.

=> With this change the CR is technically endorsed in R2-113596
9.8
Other UTRA Rel-10 WIs/SIs
9.8.1
In principle agreed CRs

No contributions.

9.8.2
Others

(MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: March 10, closed: Dec. 10, WID: RP-100347)
R2-113074
Correction to the Standalone Midamble Information for 1.28Mcps TDD
ZTE
CR
25.331
(4671)
-
F

REL-10
MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
-
Clauses affected need to be corrected

=>
With this change the CR is agreed in R2-113479 
(e850_UB-Core, leading WG: RAN4, started: Dec.10, target: June 11, WID: RP-100676)
[Chairman] What about band 25?
R2-113171
Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
(0128)
-
B

REL-4
e850_UB-Core

-
E///: coversheet needs to indicate other specs impacted (RRC)

-
E///: NW box cannot be ticked.

-
E///: sib5 should be sib5/5bis. ALU: that’s missing to all the other bands.

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113480
R2-113172
Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
(0129)
-
B

REL-5
e850_UB-Core

-
E///: coversheet needs to indicate other specs impacted (RRC)

-
E///: NW box cannot be ticked.

-
E///: sib5 should be sib5/5bis. ALU: that’s missing to all the other bands.

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113481
R2-113173
Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
(0130)
-
B

REL-6
e850_UB-Core

-
E///: coversheet needs to indicate other specs impacted (RRC)

-
E///: NW box cannot be ticked.

-
E///: sib5 should be sib5/5bis. ALU: that’s missing to all the other bands.

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113482
R2-113174
Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
(0131)
-
B

REL-7
e850_UB-Core

-
E///: coversheet needs to indicate other specs impacted (RRC)

-
E///: NW box cannot be ticked.

-
E///: sib5 should be sib5/5bis. ALU: that’s missing to all the other bands.

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113483
R2-113175
Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
(0132)
-
B

REL-8
e850_UB-Core

-
E///: coversheet needs to indicate other specs impacted (RRC)

-
E///: NW box cannot be ticked.

-
E///: sib5 should be sib5/5bis. ALU: that’s missing to all the other bands.

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113484
R2-113176
Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
(0133)
-
B

REL-9
e850_UB-Core

-
E///: coversheet needs to indicate other specs impacted (RRC)

-
E///: NW box cannot be ticked.

-
E///: sib5 should be sib5/5bis. ALU: that’s missing to all the other bands.

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113485
R2-113179
Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
(0134)
-
B

REL-10
e850_UB-Core

-
E///: coversheet needs to indicate other specs impacted (RRC)

-
E///: NW box cannot be ticked.

=>
With these changes the CR is agreed in R2-113486
R2-113186
Addition of new band XXVI (Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz), plus Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(4679)
-
B

REL-10
e850_UB-Core

-
No further comments.

-
The tabular collision with band 25 can be indicated in the other comments,

=>
With this change the CR is agreed conditionally on agreeing on R2-113185 in R2-113499 r1

R2-113499
Addition of new band XXVI (Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz), plus Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4679
-
B

REL-10
e850_UB-Core

=>
The CR is agreed

R2-113406
Addition of new band XXV (Expanded 1900 MHz Band), plus Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4694
-
B
REL-10

E1900-Core-
No further comments.

-
The tabular collision with band 26 can be indicated in the other comments,

=>
With this change the CR is agreed conditionally on agreeing on R2-113185 in R2-113498 r1

R2-113498
Addition of new band XXV (Expanded 1900 MHz Band), plus Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4694
1
B
REL-10

E1900-Core
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-113407
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0135
-
B

REL-4
e1900-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113491 R1
R2-113491
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0135
1
B

REL-4
e1900-Core

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113408
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0136
-
B

REL-5
e1900-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113491 R1
R2-113492
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0136
1
B

REL-5
e1900-Core

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113409
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0137
-
B

REL-6
e1900-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113491 R1
R2-113493
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0137
1
B

REL-6
e1900-Core

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113410
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0138
-
B

REL-7
e1900-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113491 R1
R2-113494
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0138
1
B

REL-7
e1900-Core

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113411
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0139
-
B

REL-8
e1900-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113491 R1
R2-113495
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0139
1
B

REL-8
e1900-Core

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113412
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0140
-
B

REL-9
e1900-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113491 R1
R2-113496
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0140
1
B

REL-9
e1900-Core

=> The CR is agreed

R2-113413
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent

25.307
0141
-
B

REL-10
e1900-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113491 R1
R2-113497
Add Extending 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.307
0141
1
B

REL-10
e1900-Core

=> The CR is agreed
9.9
Other UTRA Rel-10 topics

Including ASN.1 review

R2-113042
UTRA Rel-10 ASN.1 Issue list
Ericsson
Disc
REL-10
-

-
We agree to not correct 0411 due to risk to asn.1

=> The list is revised to update the issue list when the ASN.1 is finalized. In R2-113488
R2-113488
UTRA Rel-10 ASN.1 Issue list
Ericsson
Disc
REL-10
-
noted
R2-113046
Corrections related to UTRA REL-10 25.331 ASN.1 issues
Rapporteur
CR
25.331
(4669)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
Issue 1000: not implemented

-
Issue 1001: not fully implemented

-
Issue 0401: editorial issue

=>
The CR is revised in R2-113487
R2-113487
Corrections related to UTRA REL-10 25.331 ASN.1 issues
Rapporteur
CR
25.331
4669
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
Renesas: may be better to look at this through email to also check there isn’t other clashes with other agreed CRs with ASN.1 impact.

-
QC: there are some editorial changes in tables, what are those? E///: cell were not aligned properly. QC: why do we have vxy? That will done in implementation.

=>
CR is postponed to email agreement [74#14] to check implementation of issues 1000/1001/0401 but also potential collision with agreed rel’10 CRs.


-
Lead: E///


-
Deadline: 19.05.2011

-
At the agreement, RAN2 will propose that RAN plenary freezes the rel’10 ASN.1
R2-113077
Tabular and ASN.1 alignment: new-DSCH-RNTI
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(4673)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10, HSDPA-L23

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-113489
R2-112790
Correction of the mismatched names between ASN.1 and tabular for 1.28Mcps TDD
CATT
CR
25.331
(4614)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-113490
R2-112917
Incomplete tabulars for UE Information XX messages
ZTE
CR
25.331
(4635)
-
F

REL-10
TEI10

-
Already included in R2-113046
=>
Not agreed
R2-113079
Tabular and ASN.1 alignment: MBMS
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
-
-
F
see R2-112718 instead
REL-10
MBMS-RAN

withdrawn
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UTRA Release 11

10.1
WI: Further enhancements to CELL_FACH (RP-110436)
(Cell_FACH_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, REL-11, started: March 11, target: June 12, WID: RP-110436)

R2-112855
Workplan for FE-FACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
Renesas: this is more of a guidance. Why is the decision for reselection to eutran moved to ran2#75bis? QC: This item is not in the WI, we can discuss it here but we will also need an update to the WI scope.

-
HW: We shouldn’t decide before RAN1 on the topics which they are looking at. That’s isn’t the plan, RAN2 will discuss its parts and take a decision with RAN1 feedback.

-
NSN points that common session agreed that the cell-fach reselection can be discussed in the scope to this WI altough it currently out of scope. Chairman: to formalize this, the WI scope should be revised at the next plenary. QC: What is NSN’s position? NSN: some companies were hesitant. E///: What is the proposal from NSN? NSN: we can discuss this proposal here, no plan to revise this. ALU: agree we should continue discussion.

-
TIM: What do we do with that document? It’s a guidance from the rapporteur.

=>
Noted

10.1.1
Downlink improvements

Including stand-alone HS-DPCCH, DC-HSDPA operation.

Stand-alone HS-DPCCH

R2-112850
On the benefits of standalone HS-DPCCH in CELL_FACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
ALU: what is meant by # of TTI utilized? It represents the amount of TTIs needed to serve a particular payload, it gives an idea of the link quality.

-
NSN: is any transition to cell-dch considered? No, the UE stays in cell-fach.

-
ALU: this analysis shows a big gain, seems worthy of specifying.

-
Renesas: in mode 1, Cqi is always absent, but that isn’t always the case. QC: that’s true, mode 1 serves as a lower bound. Mode 3 attempts to capture rel’8 as today but there would be further degradation to consider.

-
Renesas: would mode 2 represent rel’11? Would some further delay need to be considered? QC: that’s what mode 4 is attempting to consider. Depending on how it’s designed, mode 4 could reach mode 2 performance

-
E///: shows promise but need further study in particular actual performance and impact to legacy users and combination with second drx cycle. QC: agrees we need to look at this feature together with the second drx cycle. NSN: why couple those enhancements? QC: because the second drx will impact the availability delay to get the CQI. NSN: would prefer treating those features separately since the goal and use case is different.

-
VDF: have the gains been considered taking into account UE may move to cell-dch? Depending on choice of cell-dch transition threshold some applications would have transitioned to cell-dch (eg web browsing) however other applications would definitely stay in cell-fach (e.g. vpn).

=>
Noted. Companies to focus on technical complexity of methods and further merit analysis to allow RAN2 to take a decision (with RAN1 feedback).

R2-113006
Consideration on HS-DPCCH feedback in CELL_FACH state
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
Disc

R2-113294
Considerations on standalone HS-DPCCH in CELL_FACH state
InterDigital
Disc

Both not treated
DC-HSDPA operation

R2-113296
Supporting dual cell operation in CELL_FACH state
InterDigital
Disc

-
HW: what is the intention of proposal 1? ITD: intention is to focus the merit discussion on load balancing. HW: intention is to look at the solution.

-
VDF: The WI objective clearly states that merit needs to be shown for each feature. 

-
QC: agree we need to justify the merit and QC is looking at potential battery impact.

=>
Noted. Way forward for the next meeting is to look at improvements provided by this feature.
R2-112978
DC-HSDPA operation in CELL_FACH
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

not treated
Others

R2-113129
Reselection from UTRAN CELL_FACH state to EUTRAN
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, TeliaSonera
Disc

=>
Revised in R2-113383
R2-113383
Reselection from UTRAN CELL_FACH state to EUTRAN
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, TeliaSonera
Disc

-
NSN: if we enhance cell fach, why can’t we simply enhance cell-pch to allow transition to eutran. Renesas: ran4 is already looking at this however there would still be some holes to cover for cell fach. NSN: If agreed, these enhancements can be then applied to cell-pch. We’ll take these proposals one at a time. Renesas: 

-
HW: is there an assumption that LTE is higher priority? Renesas: that’s not an assumption, it’s the most urgent case to solve. HW: without changing the existing requirements, how many eutra layers can UE consider? Renesas:

-
ALU: Is there anything new introduced in terms of reselection rules / parameters / performance requirements? That’s correct. ALU supports introducing this feature
-
TIM: with this proposal, no new extra signaling is introduced, how can NW be aware of what UEs will be doing? Renesas: NW would indicate whether the feature is supported and it’s up to discussion whether we have a capability bit of fgi.

-
NSN: what about dedicated signaling, since UE is in connected mode? E///: none are excluded.

-
ALU: are we discussing merits or design? Renesas: merit is obvious that it allows reselection to eutra. 

-
NSN: does this apply from utra hnb to eutran? Renesas: there is a separate WI in rel’11.

-
Renesas: There is no specific impact with HNB, HNB have their own rules.

-
ST-E: we will also need to discuss the early implementation aspects.

=>
Noted. Situation about this feature will be reported in RAN2 chairman report for decision at the plenary and how it impacts the Enh. CELL_FACH WI.

R2-113130
Multipoint operation in CELL_FACH state
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
Disc

-
NSN: which multipoint shceme is assumed here? Renesas: no specific scheme.

=>
Noted
10.1.2
Uplink improvements

Including concurrent deployment of 2 and 10ms TTI, per-harq-process grants for 2ms TTI, TTI alignment between CELL_FACH and CELL_DCH UEs, fallback to R99 PRACH, initial PRACH timing reduction, signaling based interference control.

2/10ms TTI concurrent deployment

R2-113297
Support for 2ms and 10ms TTI configurations in same cell in CELL_FACH
InterDigital
Disc

-
Intel: Justification isn’t sufficient. We need to see the benefit for regular scenarios compared to having a single TTI.

-
E///: we need to make sure we are not introducing a bottleneck by separating the 32 resources into 2 pools. Intel: for this particular feature, the benefit needs to be shown over supporting only 1 typ of resource.

=>
Noted

R2-112977
Support concurrent deployment of 2ms and 10ms TTI in a cell
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
ALU: in case UE makes the decision. That should be discussed further.

-
Intel would be fine if most companies want to see this.

=>
Noted

=>
Way forward on 2/10ms TTI deployment: Need to investigate the 32 resource bottleneck issue.
R2-112854
Supporting concurrent deployment of 2ms and 10ms TTI in a cell in CELL_FACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

R2-113110
Concurrent 2 ms & 10 ms TTI operations within a cell in CELL_FACH
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc

R2-113323
Support for concurrent deployment of 2m and 10ms TTI
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated.
Fallback to R99 PRACH

R2-112853
On the applicability of Fallback to R99 PRACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
ALU: in the simulations what is the split of legacy UEs compared to R99 fall back. QC: all users were capable of common e-dch, this allows common e-dch UEs to take advantage of R99 resources.

-
NSN: is the UE automatically going to R99? That’s the algorithm.

-
HW: why not consider UE that choose on its own to use R99 or common e-dch? QC: idea is by the time this is deployed UE supports common edch so it uses it first.

R2-113325
Fallback to R99-RACH
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
ALU: There isn’t much difference in access time between rach and common e-dch.

-
HW: what is the algo considered for UE? Nothing specific in this paper.

-
QC: Is there an assumption that decision is UE based (eg depending on buffer content or other)? E///: UE could select but NW would indicate the criteria (buffer or other)

-
Intel: QC and E///’s scenarios are different. We need to discuss whether we want to allow all UEs to use common e-dch or only a subset.

-
Renesas: The merit of this feature may depend on the design proposed so we can make a decision when we have seen the merit.

=>
We agree to introduce a scheme for fallback to R99-RACH. At the next meeting we can focus on discussing different schemes and their relative merit.
R2-113011
Discussion on Fallback to R99 PRACH
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
Disc

R2-113169
Fallback to R99 RACH
Nokia Siemens Networks
Disc

Both Tddocs not treated.
Per harq process grants

R2-113324
Per-HARQ process activation for 2ms TTI
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
ITD: How can we achieve this in cell-fach? In cell-fach this value is reserved to release the resources, is there an impact on legacy?

-
Intel: need to investigate the merits in more details, that proposal would block some UEs to transmit on specific harq processes and the benefit could be achieved with legacy procedures.

-
E///: the current procedure is not granular enough, only the grant can be reduced and then if processes are deactivated it concerns all of them.

-
Intel: there doesn’t to be much benefit for UE, still have to monitor the same nb of DL cntl channels. Maybe for this case it makes more sense to look at the full design before deciding.

-
QC: what is the intention, to have per-process grant or activation/deactivation? E///: What is addressed is the activation part.

=>
Noted. For the next meeting, the focus will be on merit of the function with more details on the solution.
Signaling based interference control

R2-112851
On the benefits of signaling based Interference control in CELL_FACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
ALU: we need to prioritize the features there, ICIC is very different from the others and ran overload shouldn’t be looked at here.

-
Renesas: The benefits don’t seem to be provided. What is the intention? We would need to see an analysis of the benefits before deciding.
R2-113295
Discussion on the need for UL interference control mechanisms in CELL_FACH state
InterDigital
Disc

-
ALU: Agree with proposal 1 to frame the solutions and see if there is any issue to solve.

-
QC: this was sent to RAN1 for evaluation. Maybe we can let RAN1 come up with some proposals before looking at RAN2 impacts. 

=>
Noted. Way forward is to let RAN1 discuss if there are issues to solve and RAN2 can check the complexity aspects
10.1.3
UE battery life and signaling reduction

e.g. second DRX cycle in CELL_FACH

R2-112852
UE energy consumption improvements and signalling reduction in CELL_FACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
ALU: what is the reason for new UEs getting less benefit compared to cell-pch UEs? This is due to the short drx cycle (before transitioning to the longer one)

-
ALU: considers there is merit for this feature.

-
NSN: how is the signaling load computed? QC: the load comes from the different amount of cell transitions between the different cases.

-
NSN: Isn’t that very dependant on traffic profile and state transition timers in NW. QC: the profiles come from existing smartphones and the timers come from existing NWs.

-
E///: agree the timers used are realistic, do NSN think these aren’t? NSN: those timers may change in the future, it’s only a snapshot of today’s situation. NSN agrees to look at introducing improvements.

=>
Noted

R2-113326
Second DRX cycle in CELL_FACH
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
NSN: would like to do a better analysis to look at the assumptions being looked at (battery consumption, signaling load, transition timers)

=>
Noted. Way forward: Need to see analysis with other assumptions for the next meeting, and from also other companies. At the next meeting we will make a decision based on what is provided then.
R2-113010
Enhanced DRX in CELL_FACH
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
Disc

R2-113112
Extended DRX in Enhanced CELL_FACH
Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
Disc

Both not treated
10.2
WI: 8C-HSDPA (RP-101419)
(8C_HSDPA-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Dec.10, target: June 12, WID: RP-101419)

10.2.1
Architecture aspects

R2-112833
Stage 2 aspects of 8C-HSDPA
Intel Corporation
Disc

-
E///: DRX topics are pure RAN1 issues. No need to discuss in RAN2. Intel: The goal is not to talk about orders but whether the scope is band or carrier specific. Chairman: need to synchronize with RAN1 leadership which topics will be treated by RAN1.

-
NSN: agree with E/// that this would be a RAN1 topic and the orders have already been agreed. Same thing for band vs Carrier specific.

-
ZTE: should we consider only inter-band? Maybe there is no use case for intra-band. We can consider that later when we look at the details.

-
ZTE: Should we also consider battery-friendly design? Intel: it’s not percluded, that can be considered as per contributions.

=>
Noted
10.2.2
User plane aspects

R2-112968
General considerations on 8C-HSDPA
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
NSN: the rlc peak rate analysis really depends on the assumptions. We may or may not need changes.

=>
Noted

R2-113239
8C-HSDPA Initial Considerations
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
Renesas: 4 categories aren’t enough.

=>
Noted

R2-112971
RLC impact analysis for 8C-HSDPA
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
NSN: how many UE/cell are considered? 1 user/cell.

=>
Noted. Way forward: need to focus on the user plane changes (MAC/RLC) equired to reach the peak tput. 

-
Progress until the next meeting: we can have an email discussion [74#38]
-
E///: deadline for CRs is December 2011. It would be good to progress.

-
Proposal1: 
8C-HSDPA should take the existing mobility procedures for 4C-HSDPA as the baseline. 

-
QC: first time we are discussing this. Not the right time to agree on this. Renesas: the proposal 1 seems obvious, it’s the baseline anyways. The current mobility assumption is by default used.

Proposal 3: Discuss whether RLC window size needs to be extended to support the peak rate of 345.6Mbps for 8C-HSDPA.


-
E///: proposal is to extend the RLC SN size from 12 to 14.


-
QC: the way forward as stated above is what is assumed. That’s what we should focus on for the next meeting. 
R2-112791
Consideration on 8C-HSDPA UE categories
China Unicom, Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-112881
New UE Categories for 8C-HSDPA
ZTE
Disc

R2-112869
RAN2 Initial Thoughts about 8C-HSDPA
ZTE
Disc

All 3 not treated
10.2.3
Control plane aspects

R2-112874
Dual Band Signaling for Multi-Carrier Operation beyond Rel-10
ZTE
Disc

-
NSN: what further dimensional extension is ZTE refering to? Proposals that may come beyond 8C.

-
NSN: the proposal by ZTE will use 23 bits in total, what is the gain? There are spare values to be used.

-
E///: what is the connection with LTE? To be forward compatible, the reference to 7G is an example

=>
Noted
10.3
WI: Other Rel-11 WIs
10.3.1
ULTD – CL (RP-110374)

(HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Dec.10, target: March 12, WID: RP-110374)

R2-112975
L2&L3 impacts by UL CLTD
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-11
HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core

-
E///: why should be use the primary DPCCH to use as reference? This way existing procedures can be reused without any change.

=>
Noted

R2-113322
Considerations for closed-loop UL transmit diversity
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc
REL-11
HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core

-
HW: for obs 2, why not directly reuse what is used today? Maybe good if UE can take into account both DPCCHs to compute the available power.

-
Observation 3: just to check if some events are linked to DPCCH. What about channel estimation? That was just an example.

-
ALU: can’t the secondary power be derived form the primary power? E///: agree either can be derived. ITD: This is only an implementation question, there doesn’t seem to be an impact to the information. QC: why treat S-DPCCH different from any other overhead channel? This could be a working assumption.

-
Renesas: why can’t this be discussed in RAN1? NSN: agree is seems more of a RAN1 discussion. QC: definition of SG is in MAC. QC: there is no plan to discuss this in RAN1.

-
Observation 1: The existing definition of the serving grant can be reused (i.e. the serving grant can still describe the power ratio between the E-DPDCH and the DPCCH).  
=>
Noted

R2-112973
Introduction of Uplink Transmit Diversity Stage-2
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.319
(0082)
-
B

REL-11
HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-OL-Core

-
Chairman: we can’t agree on this CR without seeing a RAN1 LS first. 

-
Chairman: we need to base CR on agreements. The OL part should be void at this point in time. HW: This CR is needed for the next plenary so we need to produce a CR. We will only put in there the agreed parts.

=>
The CR is postponed to email aggreement [74#15] in R2-113514, the content will come from the RAN1 LS. HW will lead the email agreement.
10.3.2
ULTD – OL (RP-110374)

(HSPA_UL_TxDiv-OL-Core, leading WG: RAN4, REL-11, started: Dec.10, target: March 12, WID: RP-110374)

R2-112976
L2&L3 impacts by UL OLTD
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=>
Noted

R2-113321
Considerations for open-loop UL transmit diversity
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
Magnolia: the WI only considers L3 signaling. Would prefer cell specific because NW is not well equipped to address those.

-
Orange: Is the dynamic activation/deactivation in the scope of the WI? E///: agree WI is about L3 signaling but there is some benefit for CLTD, so it could be useful to discuss. Chairman: this can be discussed with lower priority, as potential enhancements.

-
NSN: Support E///’s proposal 1.
Late:
R2-113505
Network Control on Open-Loop Uplink Transmit Diversity for HSPA
Magnolia Broadband
Disc
=>
Noted

=>
Discussion on R2-112976/R2-113321/R2-113505
-
Only discussion is about enabling/disabling/capability reporting. That is the scope of the RAN2 involvment

-
Alternatives are:


-
Common signaling (via SIB signaling and scope can be per cell or per RNC or PLMN)


-
Dedicated signaling (per UE) with UE capability reporting


-
No proposal to have both

-
Renesas: for “per RNC” the NW will have to signal the configuration in case of SRNC relocation. That means per-UE signaling is also required. 

-
Renesas: for “per cell” basis you would need dedicated signaling in case UE enters SHO for example. 

-
QC: proposals 1 and 3 in E/// proposal seem linked. E///: would like to be able to enable/disable this feature dynamically in case NB detects an issue.

-
VDF: this is all linked to which conditions in which NW should enable/disable OLTD. Maybe RAN2 isn’t the right group for this discussion. RAN4 should consider those topics (use of OLTD in CPC, SHO…).

-
QC: don’t see why RAN4 should look at this. That would be another SI in RAN4.

-
VDF: if we have dedicated signaling, can we enable this feature in earlier releases as well?

-
Renesas: there is no common signaling in cell-dch, that’s why some dedicated signaling is easier. For early implementation, NCE can be used.

-
QC: RAN4 is looking at both options of switched antennas / beamforming it can be useful to tell the NW that UE is one or the other for testing. Chairman: testing doesn’t have to use UE capabilities.

-
VDF: fine to not involve RAN4 if we can agree on some signaling.

-
HW: we could agree to have dedicated signaling with allowed early implementability

-
Orange would support that. E///: early implementability needs to be discussed further since there is potential impact on other UEs.

-
VDF: we cannot agree on dedicated signaling without early implementability.

-
Renesas: which release? Technically, any release can apply.

=>
To discuss proposed compromise of adopting dedicated signaling with early implementability.

-
We can agree to adopt dedicated signaling with early implementability

-
Renesas: what release? Magnolia: rel’7 seemed to be acceptable.

-
E///: want to see a complete solution before agreeing.

=>
Noted

10.3.3
Others
No contributions.
10.4
SI: HSDPA multi-point transmission (RP-101439)
(FS_HSDPA_MP_TX, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Dec.10, target: Sep.11, WID: RP-101439)

R2-112672
LS on HSDPA Multipoint Transmission (R1-111827; contact: NSN)
RAN1
LSin
REL-11
FS_HSDPA_MP_TX


LS was received on Monday of RAN2 #74; to: RAN2
=>
Noted, no LS answer
R2-112935
HSDPA multipoint transmission consideration
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
HW: this paper is based on RLC split option. If PDCP split option is considered, there would be PDCP impact.

-
Renesas: why would HS-SCCH-less help reduce power consumption? HS-SCCH-less helps capacity instead.

-
NSN: why link cpc with MP, it seems contradictory. HW: this paper considers MP, not HS-SFN.

-
E///: how can NB activate/deactivate this feature in case of inter-site? HW: agree in this case, it would be more the role of RNC. NSN: agree with E/// that RNC control would be needed, don’t see the need to add a NB mechanism.

=>
Noted

R2-113052
Analysis of RLC and IUB Flow Control impacts for Inter-NodeB HSDPA Multi-Point Transmission
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Disc

-
QC: the retx delay timer doesn’t introduce any delay unless there is an RLC loss. Simulations have shown the delay actually improves overall. E///: considers there is a delay. QC: disagrees. NSN: agree with E/// that NW cannot know whether loss is from skew or genuine loss. QC: with bookkeeping, NW can know whether missing PDU is loss or skew.

-
QC: where is AQM used? It could be either flow control over Iub or AQM.

-
QC: with 400ms periodicity, does it mean the queue is also 400ms worth of data?

-
NSN: Agree the update cannot be done every 10/20/40ms. 

=>
Noted

R2-113166
HSDPA Multiflow data split options
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

-
Renesas: what happens if a pdcp pdu is dropped and RLC didn’t recover it? NSN: in this case there is an rlc unrecoverable error and PDCP should flush data (not delete but forward). A timer may be needed to take care of missing packets.

-
Renesas: that means there is a reodering entity in PDCP and a new buffer. NSN: agree, but this is a new functionality, so the extra complexity shouldn’t be too much.

-
Renesas: PDCP split option requires more buffer in UE. NSN: that would depend on UE implementation. ITD: agree with Renesas, that would create a 3rd reordering layer.

-
HW: the conclusion talks about no difference between both PDCP/RLC split. That is performance wise. HW: have simulation results been submitted? Not yet.

-
Renesas: when this feature is deactivated, how does UE stop the 2xRLC activity? Will the data be flushed? NSN: the data is flushed and non-complete packets are dropped. Renesas: who retransmits this data? NSN: RNC may keep track of that data and retransmit the data.

=>
Noted 

R2-112849
Impact to RAN protocol architecture and UTRAN implementation due to Multiflow MP-HSDPA schemes
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
HW: in 3.4.2: how can the timer prevent stalling? QC: the goal is to prevent rlc window stall. HW: If the data ends up stalled, it’s a new issue to consider in RAN2

-
E///: have performance results been shown in RAN1? QC: this is based on analysis. The final impact should be minor. E///: would be good to see a balance with the introduced complexity.

=>
Noted. Way forward: RAN2 study would focus on inter-site options (RLC or PDCP split) and how to address the performance and complexity issues (e.g. skew, flow control). 

=>
To track RAN2 progress the rapporteur company will provide a document within the TR framework

=>
The TP will be agreed through email [74#16], Lead: NSN.
TP will be provided in R2-113617.
R2-112936
RAN2 Impacts of Inter-NodeB HSDPA Multipoint Transmission
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-112937
Considerations on DF-DC and DF-4C schemes
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

R2-113167
Signaling and configuration for the multi-point transmissions schemes
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc

All 3 Tdocs not treated

R2-113299
Layer 2 considerations for Inter-Node Multipoint HSDPA operation
InterDigital
Disc

-
QC: How can the UE distinguish the genuine loss from the skew? ITD: UE cannot, the status report would be delayed in both cases however it reduces the complexity.

-
HW: would UE delay the status pdu even in case of reception of poll? 
10.5
SI: UL MIMO (RP-101432)
(FS_UTRA_UL_MIMO, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Dec.10, target: Sep.11, WID: RP-101432)
R2-112856
TP on MAC layer structure alternatives due to UL MIMO for HSPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
-
Intel: why can’t both UL streams consider the E-TFC selection independantly. QC: the current RAN1 simulations assume the power is split equally between both streams

-
Renesas: which TTIs are applicable? Current proposal is to limit to 2ms

=>
Noted. Way forward: RAN1 is sending an LS to RAN2 with the current TR, asking RAN2 to fill a section. RAN2 will aim at populating this section by the next meeting. QC to provide a scope for the email discussion [74#39] until the next meeting: Scope: Discuss the mac layer structure with aim at providing a text proposal for the TR at the next meeting (further contributions can be submitted at the next meeting)

-
E///: RAN2 can’t fill in a TR for this plenary. RAN2 can check the TR and add to it but we can’t do this before having seen contributions. Intel: agree with E/// proposal.

10.6
SI: RAN improvements for Machine Type Comm (SI: RP-100330)
(FS_NIMTC_RAN, leading WG: RAN2, REL-10, started: Sep. 09, target: June 11, WID: RP-100330)

RAN#51 decided to continue the SI up to June 2011, but with the focus limited to "RAN overload handling". Under this agenda item, UMTS specific aspects/solutions can be discussed.

R2-113359
RAN Overload control of delay tolerant devices in UMTS
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
ALU: does this cater for the case of foreign nw crashing and UEs all accessing another NW. QC: then another asc would be needed to cater for this need.

-
Renesas: Is this an alternative to EAB? QC: this would be complementary to EAB to provide faster control. DT: would prefer to have parallel solutions for UTRAN and EUTRAN and EAB will provide this. QC: EAB may not be sufficient, there is already a mechanism in UTRA to spread attempts, it would be good to use it, similarly LTE has a mechanism for spreading Ras.  

-
DT: not clear that EAB isn’t sufficient. Would prefer a common LTE-UTRA solution. This solution would also reserve RACH resources that would be hidden in normal operation. QC: only 1 resource may be needed, and that will serve all UEs colliding in that RA resource.

-
Renesas: Agree with DT that EAB may be enough. It’s not clear that it’s too long. QC: Issue with EAB is delay before load is detected. QC: even if 90% of UEs are blocked with EAB, 10% of the expected 30k UEs is still 3k UEs. HW: EAB may be enough. QC: what is the proof? DT: we need to finalize EAB to know if it’s enough.

=>
Noted
10.7
SI: Other Rel-11 SIs
No contributions

11
Outgoing LS and email discussions for UTRA

11.1
Agreed outgoing LS for UTRA
R2-113513
Reply LS on expected UE behaviour in the case of collision of paging occasion and CTCH
R2-113591
LS on the frequency band specific compressed mode
11.2
Email discussions for UTRA
· Email agreement [74#06] for special value of HE field when DL RLC entity is not re-established

· Lead: Renesas

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Scope:

· Rel’7/8: converge on the coversheet changes of RRC CRs (R2-113515, R2-113516). CR content already agreed

· Rel’9/10: check 25.331 (R2-112847, R2-112848) and 25.322 CR (R2-113021, R2-113022)

· Outcome:

· rel’7/8 25.331 CRs: R2-113597 (CR#4663 r1), R2-113598 (CR#4664 R1)

· rel’9/10 25.331 CRs: R2-113599 (CR#4633), R2-113600 (CR#4634)

· rel’9/10 25.322 CRs: R2-113601 (CR#0390), R2-113602 (CR#0391)

· Email agreement [74#07] for SIB5/5bis and SIB6 handle for Enh. UL

· Lead: Huawei

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Outcome: 25.331 CRs in R2-113603 (CR#4655 r1), R2-113604 (CR#4656), R2-113605 (CR#4657)

· Email agreement [74#08] for scheduling information corrections for CELL_FACH and idle mode (R2-113311)

· Lead: Ericsson

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Scope: Converge on wording of the minuted agreements (only ). Additional changes can be considered with lower priority.

· Outcome: 25.321 CRs: R2-113431 (CR#0737), R2-113432 (CR#0738), R2-113433 (CR#0739)

· Email agreement [74#09] for Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM (R2-113445)

· Lead: Huawei

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Outcome: 25.331 CRs: R2-113606 (CR#4650r1), R2-113607 (CR#4651r1), R2-113608 (CR#4652r1)

· Email agreement [74#10] to technically endorse addition of extended measurement identity in rel’9 with capability bit (related to R2-113365)

· Lead: Qualcomm

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Scope: Technically endorse 25.331 CR and agree on an LS to explain the situation to the plenary  (RAN plenary has to choose between 2 technically endorsed alternatives)

· Outcome: 

· 25.331 CRs: R2-113609 (CR#4689), R2-113611 (CR#4690)

· LS to RAN plenary: R2-113612

· Email agreement [74#11] for Introduction of forward compatible signaling for non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA operation (R2-113518)

· Lead: Ericsson

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Outcome: 25.331 CR: R2-113613 (CR#4680 r1)

· Email agreement [74#12] for introduction of ANR Stage 3 CRs (R2-113001, R2-113002)

· Lead: Huawei

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Outcome:

· 25.331 CR: R2-113470 (CR#4658)

· 25.304 CR: R2-113469 (CR#0283)

· Email agreement [74#13] for introduction of per-band compressed mode (R2-113473)

· Lead: NSN

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Scope: agree on RRC CR, discuss need and technical correctedness of 25.306 CR

· Outcome: 

· 25.331 CR: R2-113614 (CR#4698 r1)

· 25.306 CR: R2-113615 (CR#0315r1)

· Email agreement [74#14] for RRC ASN.1 rel’10 CR (R2-113487)

· Lead: Ericsson

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Scope: Verify technical correctedness of RRC CR and agree if RAN2 can propose RAN to freeze rel’10 UTRA ASN.1 

· Outcome: 25.331 CR: R2-113616 (CR#4669r1)

· Email agreement [74#15] for introduction of ULTD stage 2 CR

· Lead: Huawei

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Scope: Contents of the CR will come from an expected RAN1 LS

· Outcome: 25.319 CR: R2-113514 (CR#0082)

· Email discussion [74#37] on how to fix default configuration for cell-fach handling (R2-112829)

· Lead: NSN

· Deadline: Submission deadline of next meeting

· Scope: How to disable the feature in rel’8 and how to fix the feature starting from rel’9

· Outcome: Documents submitted at the next meeting

· Email agreement [74#16] for initial TP to capture the current status on RAN2 status on HSPA Multi-Point Transmission SI

· Lead: NSN

· Deadline: 19.05.2011
· Outcome: TP in R2-113617

· Email discussion [74#38] on 8C-HSDPA

· Lead: Ericsson

· Deadline: Submission deadline of next meeting

· Scope: Focus on the user plane changes (MAC/RLC) required to reach the peak tput.

· Email discussion [74#39] for UL MIMO SI

· Lead: Qualcomm

· Deadline: Submission deadline of next meeting

· Scope: Discuss the mac layer structure with aim at providing a text proposal for the TR at the next meeting

· Outcome: Email report at the next meeting

12
Left-overs

12.1
LTE ad hoc session
No LTE ad hoc session was carried out.
12.2
UMTS
Nothing to report.
13
Outgoing LS and output to other groups for LTE/joint

Still need to respond to:

1) LS on single radio video call continuity triggering mechanism at E-UTRAN (R2-111804/S2-111236) [NSN]

2) LS on UE support of handovers between LTE FDD and LTE TDD (R2-111797/R5-110838) [QC]

To: RAN5

R2-113058:
Proposed Reply LS on UE support of handovers between LTE FDD and LTE TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
LSout




LSin R2-111797 = R5-110838 was received at RAN2 #73bis where reply LS was postponed
REL-8
LTE-L23

-
Can remove:  "However, IOT opportunities may not be available for the feature."
=>
Update to reflect latest agreement in R2-113659
R2-113659:
Proposed Reply LS on UE support of handovers between LTE FDD and LTE TDD
Qualcomm Incorporated
LSout


=>
LS is approved R2-113665
To: SA4: Cc: CT1, CT3, CT4, SA2

R2-113304:
Draft reply LS to R2-112667 on setting b=AS for speech
Samsung
LSout
REL-10 ECSRA_LAA
To: SA5: Cc: RAN3

R2-112893:
LS on PLMN validating for MDT configuration
ZTE
LSout
REL-10
MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
not treated
To: SA2: Cc: RAN3, CT1, CT4, GERAN2

R2-112996:
[Draft] Reply LS on single radio video call continuity triggering mechanism
Nokia Siemens Networks
LSout
LSin R2-111804 = S2-111236 was received at RAN2 #73bis where reply LS was postponed
REL-11
vSRVCC
=>
Update before presentation in R2-113646
R2-113646:
[Draft] Reply LS on single radio video call continuity triggering mechanism
Nokia Siemens Networks
LSout
=>
LS is approved in R2-113648
To: SA3; Cc: RAN3, GERAN2, CT1

R2-113384:
Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM

=>
LS is approved in R2-113663
To: SA2; Cc: GERAN2
R2-113386:
Extending measurement report for reverse SRVCC

=>
LS is approved in R2-113661
To: SA5, RAN3, RAN1, RAN4

R2-113401:
Removal of M3 for LTE

=>
LS is approved in R2-113651
To: SA4; Cc: CT1, CT3, CT4, SA2

R2-113385:
[Draft] Reply LS on setting b=AS for speech 

-
ALU thinks there should be no confusion left on what the GBR/MBR really means. ALU would like a more clear formulation of the LS
=>
Will see update in R2-113634
R2-113634:
[Draft] Reply LS on setting b=AS for speech 

=>
LS is approved in R2-113664
To: RAN1, RAN4

R2-113575:
Non-RACH multi-TA handling

-
ALU wonders whether there is a need to talk about grouping for the RACH less case ? That might not be needed in that case. NSN assumes this is not so important.

=>
ALU would like to update the second paragraph to "RAN2 is currently working on a solution similar to the method that is used for Rel-10 but extended to accommodate more than one timing advance per UE and to allow random access on SCells.. 

-
Intel wonders why we not capture the agreements we have made so far. Intel thinks we also do not really consider the alternative solution. We ask them to consider. Samsung thinks it might be better not to sent to many agreements since we just started.

-
Intel thinks also if the repeater are working in both directions, still the UE might receive e.g. the DL directly from the eNB. ALU thinks RAN4 can discuss this anyway.

-
Samsung thinks the LS is quite heavy now. When do expect a response ?

=>
Question 1 should directed to RAN1 rather than RAN4. Probably this question needs to be split in 2.

=>
Last part of question 2 can be removed i.e. " whose timing advance have been calculated using method (a) or (b). "

=>
Remove question 3

=>
Include DL only repeaters

=>
Other comments can be discussed offline. Will go for email approval [74#05] up to thursday [EMAIL DISC] Final LS version in R2-113653.
14
Any other business
New WI/SI proposals:

R2-112974:
Proposal for a study item in support of low complexity LTE devices for MTC
IPWireless
Disc

not treated
R2-113244:
Aggregating HSDPA and LTE carriers
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc REL-11
?


=> Withdrawn

R2-113245:
Aggregating HSDPA and LTE carriers
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
Disc REL-11
-?

R2-112891:
Potential Enhancement for UTRA ANR ZTE Disc

Elections:
In RAN2#75 in Athens there will be Chairman / Vice-chairmen elections. The plan is to handle it similar to last time, i.e. in 3 steps:

1) 
Chairman election

2) 
Vice chairman election, with the intention to have this VC chair UMTS sessions*
3) 
Vice chairman election, with the intention to have this VC chair potential LTE breakout sessions*
* Note that it is up to the new chairman to decide who will chair what sessions in future RAN2 meetings.

Meeting schedule 2011/2012/2013:

	MEETING
	DATES
	LOCATION
	HOST
	CO-LOCATION

	RAN2 #72bis
	17 Jan – 21 Jan 2011
	Dublin, Ireland
	EF3
	RAN1/2/3

	RAN2 #73
	21 Feb – 25 Feb 2011
	Taipei, Taiwan
	HTC
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #51
	15 March – 18 March 2011
	Kansas City, USA
	Sprint Nextel
	

	RAN2 #73bis
	11 April – 15 April 2011
	Shanghai, China
	ZTE
	RAN 2/4

	RAN2 #74
	9 May – 13 May 2011
	Barcelona, Spain**
	EF3
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #52
	31 May – 3 June 2011
	Bratislava, Slovakia
	EF3
	

	RAN2 #75
	22 Aug. – 26 Aug. 2011
	Athens, Greece
	EF3
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #53
	13 Sep. – 16 Sep. 2011
	Fukuoka, Japan
	ARIB, TTC
	

	RAN2 #75bis
	10 Oct. – 14 Oct. 2011
	Zhuhai, China
	CATT
	RAN1/2/3/4

	RAN2 #76
	14 Nov. – 18 Nov. 2011
	San Francisco (tbc), USA
	NAF3
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5 ++

	RAN #54
	6 Dec. – 9 Dec. 2011
	Berlin, Germany
	EF3
	

	RAN2 #77
	6 Feb – 10 Feb 2012
	Dresden, Germany
	EF3
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #55
	28 Feb – 2 March 2012
	
	
	

	RAN2 #77bis
	26 March – 30 March 2012
	?, Korea
	Samsung
	RAN 1/2/4

	RAN2 #78
	21 May – 25 May 2012
	Prague, Czech Republik
	EF3
	RAN 1/2/3/4

	RAN #56
	12 June – 15 June 2012
	?, Europe
	EF3
	

	RAN2 #79
	13 Aug. – 17 Aug. 2012
	?, China
	Huawei
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #57
	4 Sep. – 7 Sep. 2012
	?, USA
	
	

	RAN2 #79bis
	8 Oct. – 12 Oct. 2012
	
	NAF3 (tentative)
	RAN2

	RAN2 #80
	12 Nov. – 16 Nov. 2012
	?, India (tbc)
	
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #58
	4 Dec. – 7 Dec. 2012
	Barcelona (tbc), Spain
	EF3
	

	RAN2 #81
	?? Feb – ?? Feb 2013
	
	
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #59
	26 Feb – 1 March 2013
	
	
	

	RAN2 #81bis
	?? March – ?? March 2013
	
	
	

	RAN2 #82
	?? May – ?? May 2013
	?, Japan
	JF3
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #60
	11 June – 14 June 2013
	
	
	

	RAN2 #83
	?? Aug. – ?? Aug. 2013
	
	
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #61
	3 Sep. – 6 Sep. 2013
	
	
	

	RAN2 #83bis
	?? Oct. – ?? Oct. 2013
	
	
	

	RAN2 #84
	?? Nov. – ?? Nov. 2013
	
	
	RAN 1/2/3/4/5

	RAN #62
	3 Dec. – 6 Dec. 2013
	
	
	


EF3:

European Friends of 3GPP
NAF3:

North American Friends of 3GPP
JF3:

Japanese Friends of 3GPP
**:
original meeting place Kobe, Japan (hosted by JF3) was changed acc. to chairman's email of 29.03.11 on 
RAN2 email reflector

++: SA1?, SA2, CT WGs also co-located
For plans for email discussions after RAN2 #74 see Annex F.
15
Closing of the meeting

The TSG RAN WG2 chairman Gert-Jan van Lieshout thanked the delegates for participating and contributing to RAN WG2 meeting #74. He thanked the Japanese Friends of 3GPP (JF3) again for their understanding for shifting the meeting from Japan to Europe. He thanked the European Friends of 3GPP (EF3) for hosting this meeting even after very short notice and closed the meeting on Friday May 13th, 2011 at about 17:00.

Annex A:
List of participants

The list of participants of this RAN WG2 meeting #74 is attached to this report.

Total number of participants: 220 (registered just before the meeting: 251).
Annex B:
List of Tdocs
The list of Tdocs of this RAN WG2 meeting #74 is attached to this report.

Total number of Tdocs:
1038 (R2-112660 - R2-113697) of which 995 Tdocs are available, i.e. 43 are not provided.
Annex C:
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG2 #74
	RAN2 Tdoc
	title
(contact)
	source
	original Tdoc
	status
	LS answer
	additional comments

	R2-112662
	LS on Rel-10 UE capability for non-contiguous resource allocation (contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN4
	R4-112313
	noted
	no
	LS was received at RAN2 #73bis in R2-112620 but not treated there

	R2-112663
	Reply LS to SP-110234 = R2-111814 on Network Sharing (contact: Orange)
	SA2
	S2-112197
	noted
	no
	can bring CR to SA2 if necessary

	R2-112664
	LS on extending Measurement Report for reverse SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA (contact: ZTE)
	SA2
	S2-112211
	noted
	R2-113661
	

	R2-112665
	LS on Security context mismatch in UMTS and GSM (contact: Ericsson)
	SA3
	S3-110544
	noted
	R2-113663
	

	R2-112666
	Reply LS to S5-110529 = R2-110736, S5-111522 = R2-111810, S5-110482 = R2-110741, S5-111525 = R2-111811, SP-110230, R2-111714 on MDT privacy (contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	SA3
	S3-110575
	noted
	no
	no reply LS but there are related Tdocs at RAN2 #74

	R2-112667
	LS on the decision of maximum codec mode from b=AS (contact: Samsung)
	SA4
	S4-110534
	noted
	R2-113664
	

	R2-112668
	LS on UE receiver window for Inter-band non-contiguous CA (contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN4
	R4-111867
	noted
	no
	no LS answer but 36.300 CR R2-113389 was agreed

	R2-112669
	LS on MDT UL Measurements (contact: Ericsson)
	RAN4
	R4-112263
	noted
	no
	

	R2-112670
	Reply LS to R2-106944 on Report Strongest Cells for SON (contact: Huawei)
	RAN4
	R4-112322
	noted
	no
	

	R2-112671
	LS on UL-MIMO UE capability on relative phase continuity (contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN4
	R4-112346
	noted
	no
	no reply LS but corresponding CRs

	R2-112672
	LS on HSDPA Multipoint Transmission (contact: NSN)
	RAN1
	R1-111827
	noted
	no
	LS was received on Monday of RAN2 #74

	R2-112673
	Reply LS on "SR-VCC from LTE to UMTS" (contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CT1
	C1-111981
	noted
	no
	LS was received on Monday of RAN2 #74;
no reply LS but corresponding CRs R2-113568, R2-113569, R2-113570

	R2-112674
	Reply LS to R2-111717 and S2-111322 on applicability of the extended wait time per CN domain (contact: Vodafone)
	CT1
	C1-111993
	noted
	no
	LS was received on Tuesday of RAN2 #74;
no reply LS but see R2-113644

	R2-112783
	LS on the interaction of HS-SCCH orders and RRC reconfigurations (contact: Ericsson)
	RAN1
	R1-111842
	noted
	no
	LS was received on Tuesday of RAN2 #74

	R2-112784
	LS on FGI bit for UL-MIMO UE relative phase continuity (contact: Huawei)
	RAN4
	R4-112784
	noted
	no
	LS was received on Tuesday of RAN2 #74

	R2-113629
	Reply LS to R2-112459 on signalling support to de-activate HS-SCCH orders (contact: Qualcomm)
	RAN3
	R3-111687
	not treated
	?
	LS was received on Friday of RAN2 #74

	R2-113630
	LS on RIM requirements for SON and UTRA SI transfer (contact: NTT DOCOMO)
	RAN3
	R3-111693
	not treated
	?
	LS was received on Friday of RAN2 #74


postponed:
LS answer was postponed to next RAN2 meeting (note: incoming LS will not be presented again at the next meeting and involved parties are requested to submit proposal for draft outgoing LS answer to next meeting).

Summary:

· In total: 17 LSs received for RAN2 #74: 4 related to LTE/E-UTRA, 3 related to UTRA, 10 related to joint aspects

· 1 resubmission from RAN2 #73bis within the 17 LSs:
· R2-112662 = R4-112313 = R2-112620
· 7 of the 17 LSs received during RAN2 #74 meeting:

· R2-112672 = R1-111827
· R2-112673 = C1-111981
· R2-112674 = C1-111993
· R2-112783 = R1-111842
· R2-112784 = R4-112784
· R2-113629 = R3-111687
· R2-113630 = R3-111693
· 15 of the 17 LSs noted; 2 LSs not treated and they will be resubmitted to RAN2 #75:
· R2-113629 = R3-111687
· R2-113630 = R3-111693
Annex D:
Outgoing liaison statements of TSG RAN WG2 #74
Only final outgoing LSs are listed here.
	final LS Tdoc
	title
	to
	cc
	contact
	reply to
	release
	WI
	comments

	R2-113513
	Expected UE behaviour in the case of collision of paging occasion and CTCH
	RAN5
	-
	Qualcomm
	R5-110837 = R2-111796
	REL-5
	TEI5
	LSin R2-111796 = R5-110837 was received at RAN2 #73bis where reply LS was postponed;

LS R2-113513 was sent out on Thu of RAN2 #74

	R2-113591
	Frequency band specific compressed mode
	RAN3, RAN1
	RAN4
	NSN
	-
	REL-10
	TEI10
	

	R2-113612
	Extended measurement ID feature
	RAN
	-
	Qualcomm
	-
	REL-9
	
	agreed by email discussion [74#10]

	R2-113648
	Single radio video call continuity triggering mechanism
	SA2
	RAN3, CT1, CT4, GERAN2
	NSN
	S2-111236 = R2-111804
	REL-11
	vSRVCC
	LSin R2-111804 = S2-111236 was received at RAN2 #73bis where reply LS was postponed

	R2-113651
	Removal of MDT M3 LTE Measurement
	SA5, RAN3, RAN1, RAN4
	-
	Mediatek
	-
	REL-10
	MDT_UMTSLTE_Core
	

	R2-113653
	Timing advance calculation using time difference measurement
	RAN1, RAN4
	-
	Renesas
	-
	REL-11
	LTE_CA_enh-Core  
	agreed by email discussion [74#05]

	R2-113661
	Extending Measurement Report for rSRVCC
	SA2
	GERAN2
	ZTE
	S2-112211 = R2-112664
	REL-11
	FS_rSRVCC
	

	R2-113663
	Security context mismatch in UMTS
	SA3
	RAN3, GERAN2, CT1
	Ericsson
	S3-110544 = R2-112665
	REL-8
	TEI8
	

	R2-113664
	Setting b=AS for speech
	SA4
	CT1, CT3, CT4, SA2
	Samsung
	S4-110534 = R2-112667
	REL-10
	ECSRA_LAA
	

	R2-113665
	UE support of handovers between LTE FDD and LTE TDD
	RAN5
	-
	Qualcomm
	R5-110838 = R2-111797
	REL-8
	LTE-L23
	LSin R2-111797 = R5-110838 was received at RAN2 #73bis where reply LS was postponed


Summary:
In total 10 outgoing LSs of RAN2 #74 (including 2 LS agreed by email):
2 related to LTE/E-UTRA, 3 related to UTRA, 5 related to joint aspects.
Annex E:
List of agreed CRs for RAN #52
Overview of 226 agreed and 10 technically endorsed RAN2 CRs submitted to RAN #52 (Bratislava): see also RP-110494:
	spec
	REL-4
	REL-5
	REL-6
	REL-7
	REL-8
	REL-9
	REL-10
	REL-11
	CRs
	specs

	25.304
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	3
	0
	5
	3

	25.306
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	3+1*
	6+1*
	0
	11+2*
	3

	25.307
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	0
	14
	7

	25.308
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	4
	3

	25.317
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1

	25.319
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	3
	3

	25.321
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1*
	1*
	1*
	0
	3*
	3*

	25.322
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3*
	3*
	0
	6*
	2*

	25.323
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1

	25.331
	0
	0
	0
	3
	15
	21+1*
	42+2*
	0
	81+3*
	4

	34.109
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1

	36.300
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	21
	0
	21
	1

	36.302
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1

	36.304
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	4
	3

	36.305
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	4
	2

	36.306
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	2
	7+3*
	0
	10+3*
	3

	36.314
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	2
	1

	36.321
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	10
	0
	10
	1

	36.331
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	7+1*
	41+6*
	0
	51+7*
	3

	36.355
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2
	2

	37.320
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	10
	0
	10
	1

	UTRA
	2
	2
	2
	5
	22
	29
	58
	1
	121+14*
	26+5*

	LTE
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5
	13
	97
	0
	115+10*
	18

	total
	2
	2
	2
	5
	27
	42
	155
	1
	236+24*
	44+5*


*: 24 company CRs

in addition TR 36.816 REL-10 is provided for approval to RAN #52

[image: image2]
Figure E-1: RAN2 CRs submitted to the previous and the coming RAN plenary #52
The following table includes the RAN2 CRs submitted to RAN #52 in Bratislava:

	Spec
	CR #
	rev
	cat
	Release
	RAN2 Tdoc
	Title
	SI/WI
	RAN2 Source
	RAN Tdoc
	RAN status
	Remarks

	25.304
	0274
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112675
	CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
	HNB-supp
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110835
	approved
	 

	25.304
	0275
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112676
	CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
	EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110835
	approved
	 

	25.304
	0276
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112677
	CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
	EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110835
	approved
	 

	25.304
	0277
	1
	D
	REL-10
	R2-113506
	Correction for definition of MDT PLMN
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	ZTE
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	25.304
	0283
	1
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113688
	Introduction of UTRAN Automatic Neighbor Relation
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Huawei, Hi-Silicon
	RP-110842
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0298
	1
	D
	REL-10
	R2-113417
	Removing RoHC discrepancy
	RANimp-RABSE
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0299
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113463
	Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TEI8
	CATT
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0300
	2
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113507
	Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TEI8
	CATT
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0301
	2
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113508
	Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TEI8
	CATT
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0302
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113466
	Addition of the missing Total RLC and MAC-hs parameters in UE dual-carrier HS-DSCH categories for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TEI10
	CATT
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0303
	-
	D
	REL-10
	R2-113472
	Correction to UE capability Support of MIMO with dual cell dual band operation
	TEI10
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0304
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113460
	Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	RANimp-MIMOLCR
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0305
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113461
	Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	RANimp-MIMOLCR
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0306
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113462
	Correction to HS-DSCH physical layer categories for 1.28 Mcps TDD
	RANimp-MIMOLCR
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.306
	0313
	-
	C
	REL-9
	R2-113477
	Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110832
	rejected
	 

	25.306
	0314
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113478
	Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110832
	rejected
	 

	25.306
	0316
	-
	B
	REL-9
	-
	Introduction of measurement ID extension
	TEI9
	-
	RP-110671
	approved
	company contribution related to technically endorsed CRs in R2-113609 and R2-113611 (both in RP-110832) and LS in R2-113612 = RP-110487 (RAN2 email discussion [74#10]);
note: This CR has to be considered if option 3 in RP-110487 is selected.

	25.306
	0317
	-
	A
	REL-10
	-
	Introduction of measurement ID extension
	TEI9
	-
	RP-110672
	approved
	company contribution related to technically endorsed CRs in R2-113609 and R2-113611 (both in RP-110832) and LS in R2-113612 = RP-110487 (RAN2 email discussion [74#10]);
note: This CR has to be considered if option 3 in RP-110487 is selected.

	25.307
	0128
	-
	B
	REL-4
	R2-113480
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.307
	0129
	-
	B
	REL-5
	R2-113481
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.307
	0130
	-
	B
	REL-6
	R2-113482
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.307
	0131
	-
	B
	REL-7
	R2-113483
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.307
	0132
	-
	B
	REL-8
	R2-113484
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.307
	0133
	-
	B
	REL-9
	R2-113485
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.307
	0134
	-
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113486
	Add Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz) to TS25.307
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.307
	0135
	1
	B
	REL-4
	R2-113491
	Add Expanded 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.307
	0136
	1
	B
	REL-5
	R2-113492
	Add Expanded 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.307
	0137
	1
	B
	REL-6
	R2-113493
	Add Expanded 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.307
	0138
	1
	B
	REL-7
	R2-113494
	Add Expanded 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.307
	0139
	1
	B
	REL-8
	R2-113495
	Add Expanded 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.307
	0140
	1
	B
	REL-9
	R2-113496
	Add Expanded 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.307
	0141
	1
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113497
	Add Expanded 1900 MHz Band for UTRA and LTE to TS25.307
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.308
	0113
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112679
	Modification on Measurement Occasion of HS-DSCH reception in CELL_FACH state (1.28Mcps TDD only)
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	CATT
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.308
	0114
	-
	A
	REL-9
	R2-112680
	Modification on Measurement Occasion of HS-DSCH reception in CELL_FACH state (1.28Mcps TDD only)
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	CATT
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.308
	0115
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112681
	Modification on Measurement Occasion of HS-DSCH reception in CELL_FACH state (1.28Mcps TDD only)
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	CATT
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.308
	0116
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112682
	Removal of open issues related to 4C-HSDPA
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110841
	approved
	 

	25.317
	0001
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112683
	Remove DB-DC-HSDPA configurations 4 and 5
	RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110831
	approved
	 

	25.319
	0082
	-
	B
	REL-11
	R2-113514
	Introduction of Uplink Transmit Diversity Stage-2
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-OL-Core
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110852
	approved
	 

	25.319
	0085
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113676
	Clarification on the Dedicated Measurement of Secondary E-DCH Cell (contact: Huawei)
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	RAN3
	RP-110831
	approved
	 

	25.319
	0086
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113677
	Clarification on the Dedicated Measurement of Secondary E-DCH Cell (contact: Huawei)
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	RAN3
	RP-110831
	approved
	 

	25.321
	0737
	1
	F
	REL-8
	-
	Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	-
	RP-110746
	approved
	company contribution; note: RAN2 email discussion [74#08] did not reach consensus about R2-113431 by the deadline; RP-110746 is a revision of R2-113431;
RP-110746 has wrong Tdoc number on CR cover

	25.321
	0738
	1
	A
	REL-9
	-
	Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	-
	RP-110747
	approved
	company contribution; note: RAN2 email discussion [74#08] did not reach consensus about R2-113432 by the deadline; RP-110747 is a revision of R2-113432

	25.321
	0739
	1
	A
	REL-10
	-
	Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	-
	RP-110748
	approved
	company contribution; note: RAN2 email discussion [74#08] did not reach consensus about R2-113433 by the deadline; RP-110747 is a revision of R2-113433

	25.322
	0390
	1
	F
	REL-9
	-
	Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if it’s supported
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	-
	RP-110736
	withdrawn
	company contribution linked to CR R2-113599 in RP-110827; note: This is a revision of R2-113601 which could not be agreed by the deadline of RAN2 email discussion [74#06];
RP-110736 was withdrawn as multiple versions of the Tdoc exists; see RP-110770

	25.322
	0390
	2
	F
	REL-9
	-
	Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if it’s supported
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	-
	RP-110770
	approved
	revision of RP-110736 (due to multiple versions);
note: RP-110770 was moved from 8.2.5.2 to 8.2.3;
company contribution linked to CR R2-113599 in RP-110827; note: This is a revision of R2-113601 which could not be agreed by the deadline of RAN2 email discussion [74#06];
compare RP-110749

	25.322
	0391
	1
	A
	REL-10
	-
	Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if it’s supported
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	-
	RP-110737
	withdrawn
	company contribution linked to CR R2-113600 in RP-110827; note: This is a revision of R2-113602 which could not be agreed by the deadline of RAN2 email discussion [74#06];
RP-110737 was withdrawn as multiple versions of the Tdoc exists; see RP-110771

	25.322
	0391
	2
	A
	REL-10
	-
	Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if it’s supported
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	-
	RP-110771
	approved
	revision of RP-110737 (due to multiple versions);
note: RP-110771 was moved from 8.2.5.2 to 8.2.3;
company contribution linked to CR R2-113600 in RP-110827; note: This is a revision of R2-113602 which could not be agreed by the deadline of RAN2 email discussion [74#06];
compare RP-110750

	25.322
	0392
	-
	F
	REL-9
	-
	De-coupling of special value of HE field of RRC configuration
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	-
	RP-110749
	withdrawn
	RP-110749 was moved from 8.2.5.2 to 8.2.3; company contribution challenging RP-110736 and linked to R2-113599 in RP-110827; note: RAN2 email discussion [74#06] did not reach consensus about R2-113601; RP-110770 and RP-110749 are different alternatives to it

	25.322
	0393
	-
	A
	REL-10
	-
	De-coupling of special value of HE field of RRC configuration
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	-
	RP-110750
	withdrawn
	RP-110750 was moved from 8.2.5.2 to 8.2.3; company contribution challenging RP-110737 and linked to CR R2-113600 in RP-110827; note: RAN2 email discussion [74#06] did not reach consensus about R2-113602; RP-110771 and RP-110750 are different alternatives to it

	25.323
	0323
	1
	D
	REL-10
	R2-113418
	Removing RoHC discrepancy
	RANimp-RABSE
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4577
	1
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113392
	25.331 correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
	EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110830
	revised
	revised in RP-110873

	25.331
	4577
	2
	F
	REL-9
	-
	Correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
	EHNB-RAN2
	-
	RP-110873
	postponed
	company contribution related to RP-110784;
revision of R2-113392 (included in RP-110830)

	25.331
	4578
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113393
	25.331 correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
	EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110830
	revised
	revised in RP-110874

	25.331
	4578
	2
	A
	REL-10
	-
	Correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
	EHNB-RAN2
	-
	RP-110874
	postponed
	company contribution related to RP-110784;
revision of R2-113393 (included in RP-110830)

	25.331
	4579
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112687
	Clarification to setting of dedicated priorities
	TEI10
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4580
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113692
	Correction for SR-VCC Parameter Setting
	TEI8
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Coporation
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4581
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113693
	Correction for SR-VCC Parameter Setting
	TEI8
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Coporation
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4582
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113694
	Correction for SR-VCC Parameter Setting
	TEI10
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Coporation
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4583
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112691
	Correction to enhanced security mode procedure handling when waiting for delayed L2 ACK
	TEI10
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4584
	1
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113458
	Correction to the CELL_DCH measurement occasion for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TEI9
	ZTE
	RP-110831
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4585
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113459
	Correction to the CELL_DCH measurement occasion for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TEI9
	ZTE
	RP-110831
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4586
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113512
	Correction to the E-PUCH TS configuration list for 1.28Mcps TDD
	LCRTDD-EDCH-L23, RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	ZTE
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4590
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112698
	Correction to the HS-SCCH system info for 1.28Mcps TDD
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4591
	-
	A
	REL-9
	R2-112699
	Correction to the HS-SCCH system info for 1.28Mcps TDD
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4592
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112700
	Correction to the HS-SCCH system info for 1.28Mcps TDD
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4593
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112701
	Corrections to T321 and enhanced UE DRX operation upon transition to CELL_FACH state
	RANimp-DRX
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4594
	-
	A
	REL-9
	R2-112702
	Corrections to T321 and enhanced UE DRX operation upon transition to CELL_FACH state
	RANimp-DRX
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4595
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112703
	Corrections to T321 and enhanced UE DRX operation upon transition to CELL_FACH state
	RANimp-DRX
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4596
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112704
	Fast Dormancy correction for releasing radio bearers
	TEI8
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4597
	-
	A
	REL-9
	R2-112705
	Fast Dormancy correction for releasing radio bearers
	TEI8
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4598
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112706
	Fast Dormancy correction for releasing radio bearers
	TEI8
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4599
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113420
	Further clarification on UE behavior during state transition from CELL_PCH/URA_PCH to CELL_FACH
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4600
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113421
	Further clarification on UE behavior during state transition from CELL_PCH/URA_PCH to CELL_FACH
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	Huawei, Hisilicon, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4601
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113422
	Further clarification on UE behavior during state transition from CELL_PCH/URA_PCH to CELL_FACH
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	Huawei, Hisilicon, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4602
	1
	C
	REL-10
	R2-113404
	Introduction of extended wait timer in Signalling Connection Release
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110837
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4603
	-
	F
	REL-7
	R2-112711
	Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4604
	-
	A
	REL-8
	R2-112712
	Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4605
	-
	A
	REL-9
	R2-112713
	Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4606
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112714
	Handling of START value due to an RLC reestablishment when DL RLC PDU size is reconfigured from fixed to flexible with 15-bit LI
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4607
	1
	D
	REL-10
	R2-113419
	Removing RoHC discrepancy
	RANimp-RABSE
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4608
	1
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113584
	Reporting of CSG VAS cell in case of CSG Inter-frequency Measurements
	EHNB-RAN2
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4609
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113585
	Reporting of CSG VAS cell in case of CSG Inter-frequency Measurements
	EHNB-RAN2
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4610
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113416
	Tabular and ASN.1 alignment: MBMS
	MBMS-RAN, TEI10
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4611
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112719
	TCE ID parameter for logged MDT
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO, INC
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4612
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112720
	Updated value range for the Extended Wait Timer
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110837
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4613
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113471
	Clarification on PICH codes list for LCR TDD
	TEI10
	CATT,RIM
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4614
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113490
	Correction of the mismatched names between ASN.1 and tabular for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TEI10
	CATT
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4623
	-
	F
	REL-7
	R2-113427
	Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA when switching between MIMO and non-MIMO
	MIMO-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd.
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4624
	-
	A
	REL-8
	R2-113428
	Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA when switching between MIMO and non-MIMO
	MIMO-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd.
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4625
	-
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113429
	Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA when switching between MIMO and non-MIMO
	MIMO-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd.
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4626
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113430
	Clarification to the number of HARQ processes in HSDPA when switching between MIMO and non-MIMO
	MIMO-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd.
	RP-110826
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4630
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113440
	Reconfiguration messages and HS-SSCH orders interaction for DC-HSDPA
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4631
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113438
	Reconfiguration messages and HS-SSCH orders interaction for DC-HSDPA
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4632
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113439
	Reconfiguration messages and HS-SSCH orders interaction for DC-HSDPA
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4633
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113599
	Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110827
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4634
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113600
	Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	RP-110827
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4636
	1
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113510
	Alignment of Tabular and ASN.1 for SNRS Relocation
	TEI9
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110831
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4637
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113511
	Alignment of Tabular and ASN.1 for SNRS Relocation
	TEI9
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110831
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4640
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113424
	Corrections to the selection of RB multiplexing option
	RANimp-EnhState
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4641
	-
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113425
	Corrections to the selection of RB multiplexing option
	RANimp-EnhState
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4642
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113426
	Corrections to the selection of RB multiplexing option
	RANimp-EnhState
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4647
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113586
	Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
	RANimp-HSDSCH
	Research in Motion UK Ltd
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4648
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113587
	Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
	RANimp-HSDSCH
	Research in Motion UK Ltd
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4649
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113588
	Correction of actions related to TARGET_CELL_RECONFIGURATION variable
	RANimp-HSDSCH
	Research in Motion UK Ltd
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4650
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113606
	Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4651
	1
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113607
	Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
	RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4652
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113608
	Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
	4C_HSDPA-Core, RANimp-DC_HSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4655
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113603
	Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	Huawei, Hi-Silicon
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4656
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113604
	Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4657
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113605
	Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink
	RANimp-UplinkEnhState
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4658
	1
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113689
	Introduction of UTRAN Automatic Neighbor Relation
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Huawei, Hi-Silicon, ZTE
	RP-110842
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4659
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113581
	Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell
	LTE-L23
	Huawei, Hi-Silicon
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4660
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113582
	Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Huawei, Hi-Silicon
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4661
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113583
	Corrections to detection of E-UTRA cell
	LTE-L23
	Huawei, Hi-Silicon
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4662
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113509
	Clarification on PLMN checking for MDT logging
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Huawei, Hi-Silicon
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4663
	1
	F
	REL-7
	R2-113597
	Informative note of UE behaviour when change of the value of Use special value of HE field without downlink RLC entity re-establishment
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Qualcomm Incorporated, Broadcom Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110827
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4664
	2
	A
	REL-8
	R2-113690
	Informative note of UE behaviour when change of the value of Use special value of HE field without downlink RLC entity re-establishment
	RANimp-L2DataRates
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Qualcomm Incorporated, Broadcom Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110827
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4669
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113616
	Corrections related to UTRA REL-10 25.331 ASN.1 issues
	TEI10
	Ericsson (Rapporteur)
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4671
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113479
	Correction to the Standalone Midamble Information for 1.28Mcps TDD
	MUMIMO_LCR_TDD-Core
	ZTE
	RP-110833
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4672
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113519
	Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4673
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113489
	Tabular and ASN.1 alignment: new-DSCH-RNTI
	TEI10, HSDPA-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110825
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4674
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113580
	Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4675
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113520
	Correction to the physical channel failure in CELL UPDATE CONFIRM for 1.28Mcps TDD
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	ZTE
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4678
	-
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113589
	Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
	TEI10
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4679
	-
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113499
	Addition of new band XXVI (Extending 850 MHz Upper Band (814 - 849 MHz), plus Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
	e850_UB-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110845
	postponed
	 

	25.331
	4680
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113687
	Correction to 4C-HSDPA to support signaling for non-adjacent aggregation
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, InterDigital, Telecom Italia
	RP-110841
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4685
	-
	C
	REL-9
	R2-113476
	Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110832
	rejected
	 

	25.331
	4686
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113610
	Introduction of measurement ID extension for DC-HSUPA
	RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110832
	rejected
	 

	25.331
	4688
	1
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113596
	Combined CR for introduction of measurement ID extension
	TEI10, RANimp-DC_HSUPA
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110832
	rejected
	 

	25.331
	4689
	-
	B
	REL-9
	R2-113609
	Introduction of Measurement ID extension
	TEI9
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110832
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4690
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113611
	Introduction of measurement ID extension
	TEI9
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110832
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4694
	1
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113498
	Addition of new band XXV (Expanded 1900 MHz Band), plus Procedure text for addition of new band indicator 3 and change of the ASN.1 type
	E1900-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent, Sprint
	RP-110844
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4698
	1
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113614
	Introduction of the frequency specific compressed mode
	TEI10
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110838
	approved
	 

	25.331
	4699
	-
	F
	REL-10
	-
	Correction to Cell Change Order
	TEI10
	-
	RP-110744
	approved
	company contribution (no relation to existing RAN2 CRs)

	34.109
	0049
	-
	B
	REL-8
	R2-112721
	Conditionaly mandate the support of test loop mode 4 for the UEs supporting UTRA only
	TEI8
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110829
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0359
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112722
	clarification on redirection in 36.300
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	ZTE
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0360
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112723
	CR to 36.300 for eICIC updates
	eICIC_LTE-Core
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	RP-110850
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0361
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112724
	Update of the MCCH Structure description for CountingRequest message
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	IPWireless Inc.
	RP-110836
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0362
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113546
	Miscellaneous corrections to 36.300
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	CATT
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0363
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113541
	Correctoin on eICIC description
	eICIC_LTE-Core
	ZTE,CATT
	RP-110850
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0365
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113662
	Some small corrections to 36.300
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	ZTE
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0369
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113389
	UE receiver window for Inter-band non-contiguous CA
	LTE_CA-Core
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	RP-110846
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0370
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113633
	Capture the stage2 RLF agreement
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Huawei, HiSilicon, MediaTek
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0372
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113669
	Clarification on MME selection (contact: TeliaSonera)
	TEI10
	RAN3
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0373
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113670
	Correction on the Release of Supporting SRVCC (contact: Huawei)
	LTE-interfaces, TEI10
	RAN3
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0374
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113671
	Correction of the area restrictions description (contact: NEC)
	LTE-interfaces, TEI10
	RAN3
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0375
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113672
	Correcting the Note regarding the usage of the GUMMEI (contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
	TEI10
	RAN3
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0376
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113673
	Correction of Counting Function (contact: Alcatel-Lucent)
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	RAN3
	RP-110836
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0377
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113674
	Correction of MBMS Service Suspension and Resumption Function (contact: Samsung)
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	RAN3
	RP-110836
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0378
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113675
	Relaying Stage 2 Corrections (contact: Ericsson)
	LTE_Relay-Core
	RAN3
	RP-110849
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0379
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113678
	Correction of Reset (contact: Alcatel-Lucent)
	TEI10
	RAN3
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0380
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113679
	Cleanup general topics before Rel-10 closure (contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
	TEI10
	RAN3
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0381
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113680
	Cleanup of HeNB related topics before Rel-10 closure (contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
	TEI10
	RAN3
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.300
	0382
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113681
	Clarification to detection of unnecessary IRAT handover (contact: Alcatel-Lucent)
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	RAN3
	RP-110713
	approved
	RAN2 CR provided in RAN3 CR package since linked

	36.300
	0383
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113682
	Release the UE context in the source HeNB-GW after HeNB-HeNB X2 HO (contact: Huawei)
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	RAN3
	RP-110714
	approved
	RAN2 CR provided in RAN3 CR package since linked

	36.300
	0384
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113683
	Corrections of MRO (contact: Huawei)
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	RAN3
	RP-110851
	approved
	 

	36.302
	0028
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113555
	DL Assignment in MBSFN Subframe
	TEI10
	CATT, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.304
	0152
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112726
	CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
	LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110835
	approved
	 

	36.304
	0153
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112727
	CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
	EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110835
	approved
	 

	36.304
	0154
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112728
	CR to align NAS and AS for handling of CSG cells
	TEI10, EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110835
	approved
	 

	36.304
	0155
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113623
	Clean up of MDT section
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	LG Electronics Inc.
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	36.305
	0025
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112729
	Corrections to Align Stage2 with Stage3
	TEI9, LCS_LTE
	CATT
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.305
	0026
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112730
	Corrections to Align Stage2 with Stage3
	TEI9, LCS_LTE
	CATT
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.305
	0027
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112731
	Corrections to the LPP protocol layering
	LCS_LTE
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.305
	0028
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112732
	Corrections to the LPP protocol layering
	LCS_LTE
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0046
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112733
	Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
	LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0047
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112734
	Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0048
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112735
	Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0050
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112737
	Options for CSFB to GSM
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	TeliaSonera
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0051
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112738
	Options for CSFB to GSM
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	TeliaSonera
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0056
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113565
	CR to 36.306 on UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	RP-110840
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0057
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113562
	CR to 36.306 on UE capabilities for time domain ICIC measurement restrictions
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	RP-110840
	rejected
	 

	36.306
	0058
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113632
	CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110847
	revised
	revised in RP-110701

	36.306
	0058
	2
	F
	REL-10
	-
	CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
	LTE_CA-Core, UL-MIMO, eDL-MIMO
	-
	RP-110701
	approved
	company contribution replacing R2-113632 in RP-110847

	36.306
	0062
	-
	C
	REL-10
	R2-113532
	Introduction of UE capability for enhanced redirection to UTRA TDD
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	CMCC, CATT, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Huawei, HiSilicon, Nokia Siemens Networks, ZTE
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0063
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113695
	Clarification of "supportedMIMO-CapabilityDL" (contact: Panasonic)
	LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	RAN1
	RP-110834
	approved
	 

	36.306
	0064
	-
	F
	REL-10
	-
	Correction of "total number of soft channel bits" for category 6 and 7
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	-
	RP-110627
	approved
	company contribution triggered in RAN1

	36.306
	-
	-
	F
	REL-10
	-
	CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
	LTE_CA-Core, UL-MIMO, eDL-MIMO
	-
	RP-110745
	withdrawn
	see RP-110701 instead

	36.314
	0021
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112739
	L2 measurements in an eNB serving RNs
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110849
	approved
	 

	36.314
	0022
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113639
	L2 measurements in an eNB with MBSFN, ABS subframes
	MBMS_LTE, eICIC_LTE-Core
	Samsung, MediaTek, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, CATT, Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0466
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112740
	CQI reporting and deactivation timer
	LTE_CA-Core
	LG Electronics Inc.
	RP-110846
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0467
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113647
	Miscellaneous Corrections
	LTE_CA-Core
	Rapporteur (Ericsson)
	RP-110846
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0468
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112742
	Pcmax,c reporting for type 2 PH
	LTE_CA-Core
	Panasonic
	RP-110846
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0469
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112743
	Type-1-triggered SRS transmission independent of DRX
	LTE_UL_MIMO-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, CATT, Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110848
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0470
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112744
	UL transmissions when the timeAlignmentTimer is not running
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	NTT DOCOMO, Fujitsu
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0478
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113567
	Clarifications to Ci field in MAC CE on CA
	LTE_CA-Core 
	Potevio, New Postcom
	RP-110846
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0488
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113536
	Clarification of padding BSR behaviour 
	LTE_CA-Core
	Ericsson
	RP-110846
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0489
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113553
	SPS reception in MBSFN subframes
	LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110834
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0490
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113556
	Power management related PHR triggering condition
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	NTT DOCOMO INC., NSN
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.321
	0491
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113557
	Clarifications on PHR Power Management trigger
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0651
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112745
	Add MBMS counting procedure to processing delay requirement for RRC procedure Section 11.2
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110836
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0652
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112746
	Add pre Rel-10 procedures to processing delay requirement for RRC procedure Section 11.2
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0653
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112747
	Add pre Rel-10 procedures to processing delay requirement for RRC procedure Section 11.2
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0654
	1
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113114
	Addition of a specific reference for physical configuration fields
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Samsung
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0656
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112750
	Clarification of inter-frequency RSTD measurement indication procedure
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Samsung
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0657
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112751
	Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0658
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112752
	Clarification of optionality of UE features without capability
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0660
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112754
	Clarification on the definition of maxCellBlack
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0661
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112755
	Clarification on upper layer requested connection release
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	HTC
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0662
	3
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113540
	Clarification regarding eICIC measurements
	eICIC_LTE-Core
	Samsung
	RP-110850
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0663
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112757
	CR for s-measure handling
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0664
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113381
	CR on clarification of RLF Report in Carrier Aggregation
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Panasonic
	RP-110851
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0665
	-
	F
	REL-8
	R2-112759
	CR to remove linking of primary PLMN to CSG
	LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom, Orange
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0666
	3
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113626
	Removal of linking of primary PLMN to CSG Identity
	EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
	RP-110828
	revised
	revised in RP-110871

	36.331
	0666
	4
	F
	REL-9
	-
	Correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
	EHNB-RAN2
	-
	RP-110871
	postponed
	company contribution related to RP-110784;
revision of R2-113626 (included in RP-110828);
postponed, to be provided to next RAN2 meeting for review (based on latest spec)

	36.331
	0667
	3
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113627
	Removal of linking of primary PLMN to CSG Identity
	TEI10, EHNB-RAN2
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
	RP-110828
	revised
	revised in RP-110872

	36.331
	0667
	4
	F
	REL-10
	-
	Correction on CSG identity validity to allow introduction of CSG RAN sharing
	TEI10, EHNB-RAN2
	-
	RP-110872
	postponed
	company contribution related to RP-110784;
revision of R2-113627 (included in RP-110828);
postponed, to be provided to next RAN2 meeting for review (based on latest spec)

	36.331
	0668
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112762
	FGI bit for handover between LTE FDD/TDD
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0669
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112763
	FGI bit for handover between LTE FDD/TDD
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0670
	2
	B
	REL-10
	R2-113691
	Further updates on L1 parameters
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0671
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113544
	General error handling for extension fields
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Samsung
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0672
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113636
	Additional information for RLF report
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	ZTE,Huawei, HiSilicon, Nokia Siemens Networks
	RP-110851
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0673
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112767
	Introduction of TCE ID for logged MDT
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Huawei, HiSilicon, CMCC, ZTE, New Postcom, CATT, CATR, China Unicom
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0674
	3
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113641
	Miscellaneous corrections (related to review in preparation for ASN.1 freeze)
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Samsung (rapporteur)
	RP-110839
	revised
	revised in RP-110670

	36.331
	0674
	4
	F
	REL-10
	-
	Miscellaneous corrections (related to review in preparation for ASN.1 freeze)
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	-
	RP-110670
	approved
	company contribution replacing R2-113641 in RP-110839

	36.331
	0675
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112769
	PLMN check for MDT logging
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	MediaTek Inc
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0677
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112771
	UE actions upon leaving RRC_CONNECTED
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0678
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112772
	Clarification on bandEUTRA-r10 and supportedBandListEUTRA
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Samsung
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0679
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112773
	Updated value range for the Extended Wait Timer
	NIMTC-RAN_overload
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110837
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0680
	1
	C
	REL-10
	R2-113415
	Value range of DRX-InactivityTimer
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0691
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113654
	Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
	LTE-L23
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0692
	1
	A
	REL-9
	R2-113655
	Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
	LTE-L23
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0693
	1
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113656
	Correction for SR-VCC and QCI usage
	LTE-L23
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0694
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113527
	Restructuring of CQI-ReportConfig-r10
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core, eICIC_LTE-Core
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Samsung
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0695
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113635
	Correction on DL allocations in MBSFN subframes
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0698
	1
	F
	REL-8
	R2-113666
	Introduction of UE capability for handover between FDD and TDD
	LTE-L23
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110828
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0699
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113521
	Radio frame alignment of CSA and MSP
	MBMS_LTE
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0700
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113542
	Reference SFN for MeasSubframePattern
	eICIC_LTE-Core
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110850
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0701
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113533
	Clarifications to CA related field descriptions
	LTE_CA-Core
	Potevio
	RP-110846
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0702
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113534
	Corrections to codebookSubsetRestriction and SRS parameters
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Samsung
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0704
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113535
	Corrections to the handling of ri-ConfigIndex for TM9
	LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Samsung, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110834
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0710
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113563
	UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features with eICIC measurement restrictions as FGI (alt 1)
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	RP-110840
	revised
	revised in RP-110715

	36.331
	0710
	2
	F
	REL-10
	-
	UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features with eICIC measurement restrictions as FGI (Alt.1)
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	-
	RP-110715
	approved
	company contribution replacing technically endorsed CR R2-113563 in RP-110840

	36.331
	0711
	2
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113620
	UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features with eICIC measurement restrictions as UE capability (alt2)
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	RP-110840
	revised
	revised in RP-110716

	36.331
	0711
	3
	F
	REL-10
	-
	UE capabilities for Rel-10 LTE features with eICIC measurement restrictions as UE capability (Alt.2)
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	-
	RP-110716
	rejected
	company contribution replacing technically endorsed CR R2-113620 in RP-110840

	36.331
	0713
	-
	C
	REL-10
	R2-113405
	CR to 36.331 on redirected utra-TDD carrier frequency
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	CMCC
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0714
	-
	C
	REL-10
	R2-113558
	Explicit AS signalling for mapped PTMSI/GUTI
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0718
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113526
	Counter proposal for Updates of mandatory information in AS-Config
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Ericsson & ST-Ericsson
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0719
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113638
	CR for Reconfiguration of discardTimer in PDCP-Config
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Alcatel-Lucent
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0723
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113529
	On the missing multiplicity of UE capability parameters
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Samsung
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0735
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-113522
	Radio frame alignment of CSA and MSP
	MBMS_LTE
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0740
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113545
	Reconfiguration involving critically extended IEs (using fullFieldConfig i.e. option 2)
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Samsung
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0744
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113543
	Counter proposal to R2-112753 on CR to remove CSG Identity validity limited to CSG cell
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Nokia Corporation, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0746
	1
	C
	REL-10
	R2-113622
	Increase of prioritisedBitRate
	TEI10, LTE-L23
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel Lucent, Deutsche Telekom, KDDI, Orange, Qualcomm
	RP-110839
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0747
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113631
	CA and MIMO Capabilities in LTE Rel-10
	LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
	RP-110847
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0748
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-113657
	Default value of extensions introduced from REL-9
	TEI9, LTE-L23
	Samsung
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.331
	0749
	-
	F
	REL-10
	-
	Correction on PUCCH configuration for Un interface
	LTE_Relay-Core
	-
	RP-110854
	revised
	company contribution of new CR; CR linked to RP-110853

	36.331
	0749
	1
	F
	REL-10
	-
	Correction on PUCCH configuration for Un interface
	LTE_Relay-Core
	-
	RP-110877
	postponed
	company contribution of new CR; CR linked to RP-110853;
shifted back to RAN2, ASN.1 Uu interface not frozen

	36.355
	0059
	-
	F
	REL-9
	R2-112775
	Clarifications to description of OTDOA positioning fields
	LCS_LTE
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	36.355
	0060
	-
	A
	REL-10
	R2-112776
	Clarifications to description of OTDOA positioning fields
	LCS_LTE
	Intel Corporation
	RP-110830
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0014
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112777
	Clarification for logged MDT measurement configuration effectiveness
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	ZTE
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0015
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112778
	Correction of log availability reporting
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0016
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112779
	Immediate MDT context handling during inter-PLMN handover
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Huawei
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0017
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113340
	MDT UL network measurements
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	MediaTek Inc
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0018
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112781
	Signalling based Immediate MDT initiation with area scope configuration
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0019
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-112782
	TCE ID parameter for logged MDT
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, INC
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0020
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113403
	Miscellaneous corrections to 37.320
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	CATT
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0025
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113652
	MDT Stage-2 Cleanup
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	MediaTek Inc
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0026
	1
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113649
	Introduction of the User consent
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Huawei, HiSilicon, CATT, New Postcom
	RP-110843
	approved
	 

	37.320
	0027
	-
	F
	REL-10
	R2-113559
	CR to 37.320 to clean up description of RLF Reporting
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson 
	RP-110843
	approved
	 


Rows highlighted in yellow indicate company contributions treated at RAN #52 for which no Tdoc was submitted to RAN2.

The table above has 260 rows:

· 226 CRs agreed by RAN2 of which then 212 CRs were approved by RAN #52.
· 10 CRs which were technically endorsed by RAN2 of which then 2 CRs were approved by RAN #52.
· 24 company contributions (highlighted in yellow) of which then 12 were approved by RAN #52.
So finally: Approved RAN2 CRs after RAN #52: 226.
	spec
	REL-4
	REL-5
	REL-6
	REL-7
	REL-8
	REL-9
	REL-10
	REL-11
	CRs
	specs
	rapporteur
	email

	25.304
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	3
	0
	5
	3
	Brian Martin (Renesas)
	brian.martin@renesasmobile.com

	25.306
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	3
	6
	0
	11
	3
	Anders Berggren (ST Ericsson)
	anders.y.berggren@stericsson.com

	25.307
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	7
	7
	Nicola Puddle (Alcatel-Lucent)
	nicola.puddle@alcatel-lucent.com

	25.308
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	4
	3
	Ravi Kuchibhotla (Motorola)
	Ravi.Kuchibhotla@motorola.com

	25.317
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	Alexander Sayenko (NSN)
	alexander.sayenko@nsn.com

	25.319
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	3
	3
	Hyung-Nam Choi (Intel)
	hyung-nam.choi@intel.com

	25.321
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	3
	3
	He Jing (NSN)
	jing.1.he@nsn.com

	25.322
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2
	2
	Jose Luis Pradas (Ericsson)

	jose.luis.pradas@ericsson.com

	25.323
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	Martin Hans (Intel) #
	Martin.Hans@intel.com

	25.331
	0
	0
	0
	3
	15
	19
	39
	0
	76
	4
	Paulson Angelo Vijay Silveris (Ericsson)
ASN.1: Brian Martin (Renesas)
	paulson.angelo.vijay.silveris@ERICSSON.COM
brian.martin@renesasmobile.com

	34.109
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	Anders Berggren (ST Ericsson)
	anders.y.berggren@stericsson.com

	36.300
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	21.
	0
	21
	1
	Benoist Sebire (NSN)
	benoist.sebire@nsn.com

	36.302
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	Seau Sian Lim (Alcatel-Lucent)
	seaulim@alcatel-lucent.com

	36.304
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	2
	0
	4
	3
	Jarkko Koskela (Nokia)
	jarkko.t.koskela@nokia.com

	36.305
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	2
	0
	4
	2
	Masato Kitazoe (Qualcomm)
	mkitazoe@QUALCOMM.COM

	36.306
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	2
	7.
	0
	10
	3
	Ravi Kuchibhotla (Motorola)
	Ravi.Kuchibhotla@motorola.com

	36.314
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	2
	1
	Guo Yi (Huawei)
	yi.guo@huawei.com

	36.321
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	10.
	0
	10
	1
	Magnus Stattin (Ericsson) &
	magnus.stattin@ericsson.com

	36.331
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	6
	39
	0
	48
	3
	Himke van der Velde (Samsung)
	himke.vandervelde@samsung.com

	36.355
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	2
	2
	Masato Kitazoe (Qualcomm)
	mkitazoe@QUALCOMM.COM

	37.320
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	10.
	0
	10
	1
	Malgorzata Tomala (NSN)
	malgorzata.tomala@nsn.com

	UTRA
	1
	1
	1
	4
	22
	28
	56
	1
	114
	31
	
	

	LTE
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5
	12
	95
	0
	112
	18
	
	

	total
	1
	1
	1
	4
	27
	40
	151
	1
	226
	49
	
	


#: change from Infineon to Intel to be confirmed at RAN2 #75
&: rapporteur changed family name and email address

in addition TR 36.816 REL-11 was approved;
Annex F:
RAN WG2 meeting #74 post processing

Email discussions/approvals
Rapporteur companies are requested to kick-off email discussions as soon as possible via the RAN2 email reflector. Important: In the beginning of the subject of each email the corresponding identifier [...] of the email discussion has to be used in order to allow sorting of the different email discussions.

RAN2 chairman:
Note that in order to meet the deadline for an email discussion, documents should be 




provided with sufficient time to review the final version.





I.e. an “almost final version” should be available 24 hours before the deadline.

Up to Thursday 19 May 2011, midnight Pacific time:

[74#01] - LTE: Update of TR37.868 [Huawei]

-
Inclusion of R2-113414 in TR37.868
=>
Intended output: final version v0.7.1 in R2-113658 (MCC will afterwards provide Tdoc number for v0.8.0 without revision marks)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Jeff Gao (Huawei) on 17.05.2011.






TR 37.868 v0.8.0 was agreed in R2-113685 on 20.05.2011.

[74#02] - LTE: Inclusion of latest RAN1 LTE L1 decisions [Ericsson]

-
With R2-112764 as baseline, update to reflect latest RAN1 decisions

=> 
Intended output: Agreed 36.331 REL-10 CR in R2-113625 CR0670 R1

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Tao Cui (Ericsson) on 16.05.2011.






The following CR was agreed on 21.05.2011

R2-113691
Further updates on L1 parameters
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.331
0670
2
B
output of email discussion [74#02]
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core, LTE_UL_MIMO-Core, LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
Note: R2-113625 was revised in R2-113691 as CATT raised concerns.
[74#03] - LTE: Update of TR36.816 [CMCC]

-
Update of TR to reflect agreements from RAN2#74
=>
Intended output: final version v1.3.1 in R2-113571; MCC will afterwards provide Tdoc number for v2.0.0 without revision marks, which will be submitted to RAN.

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Zhenping Hu (CMCC) on 17.05.2011.






TR 36.816 v2.0.0 was agreed in R2-113686 on 20.05.2011.

[74#04] - LTE: Outcome of ASN.1 review [Samsung]

-
Related to R2-113530; should be updated with further received review comments
=>
Intended output: Agreed 36.331 REL-10 CR in R2-113641 CR0674 R3

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Himke van der Velde (Samsung) on 





16.05.2011.






The following CR was agreed on 20.05.2011

R2-113641
Miscellaneous corrections (related to review in preparation for ASN.1 freeze)
Samsung (rapporteur)
CR
36.331
0674
3
F
REL-10
TEI10, LTE-L23

[74#05] - LTE: LS to RAN1/4 on Non-RACH multi-TA solution [Renesas]

-
Related to R2-113575, to be updated based on received comments

=>
Intended outcome: Approved LS in R2-113653

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Dave Randall (Renesas) on 16.05.2011.






LSout R2-113653 was agreed on 20.05.2011

[74#06] - UMTS: Special value HE field when DL RLC entity is not re-established [Renesas]

-
Scope:

· Rel’7/8: converge on the coversheet changes of RRC CRs (R2-113515, R2-113516). CR content already agreed

· Rel’9/10: check 25.331 (R2-112847, R2-112848) and 25.322 CR (R2-113021, R2-113022)

=> 
Intended Outcome:

· rel’7/8 RRC CRs: R2-113597 (CR#4663 r1), R2-113598 (CR#4664 R1)

· rel’9/10 25.331 CRs: R2-113599 (CR#4633), R2-113600 (CR#4634)

· rel’9/10 25.322 CRs: R2-113601 (CR#0390), R2-113602 (CR#0391)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Keiichi Kubota (Renesas) on 16.05.2011.






The following 4 CRs were agreed on 20.05.2011.

R2-113597
Informative note of UE behaviour when change of the value of Use special value of HE field without downlink RLC entity re-establishment
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Qualcomm Incorporated, Broadcom Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4663
1
F

REL-7
RANimp-L2DataRates

R2-113690
Informative note of UE behaviour when change of the value of Use special value of HE field without downlink RLC entity re-establishment
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, Qualcomm Incorporated, Broadcom Corporation, Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
4664
2
A

REL-8
RANimp-L2DataRates

R2-113599
Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
4633
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-L2DataRates

R2-113600
Void IE 'Use special value of HE field'
Qualcomm Incorporated, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.331
4634
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-L2DataRates

Note: R2-113598 was revised in R2-113690 due to wrong rev number on CR cover.






For the following 2 CRs no consensus (objection from Ericsson) was achieved 



by 20.05.2011:

R2-113601
Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if it is supported
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.322
0390
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-L2DataRates

R2-113602
Accept RLC PDUs with special value HE field if it is supported
Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
CR
25.322
0391
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-L2DataRates

[74#07] - UMTS: SIB5/5bis and SIB6 handle for Enh. UL [Huawei]

=> 
Intended Outcome: 25.331 CRs in R2-113603 (CR#4655 r1), R2-113604 (CR#4656), R2-113605 (CR#4657)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Xudong Yang (Huawei) on 16.05.2011.






The following 3 CRs were agreed on 21.05.2011.

R2-113603
Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink (Rel-8)
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.331
4655
1
F

REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

R2-113604
Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink (Rel-9)
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4656
1
A

REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

R2-113605
Correction to SIB5 5bis and SIB6 handle for Enhanced Uplink (Rel-10)
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4657
1
A

REL-10
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

Note: rev - does not exist for CR4656 and CR4657.

[74#08] - UMTS: Scheduling info corrections for CELL_FACH and idle mode (R2-113311) [Ericsson]

-
Scope: Converge on wording of the minuted agreements (only). Additional changes can be considered with lower priority.

=>
Intended Outcome: 25.321 CRs: R2-113431 (CR#0737), R2-113432 (CR#0738), R2-113433 (CR#0739)
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Jose Luis Pradas (Ericsson) on 16.05.2011.






For the following 3 CRs no consensus (objection from Intel) was achieved by 



20.05.2011:

R2-113431
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
0737
-
F
"includes also agreements of R2-112826;

subject to email discussion [74#08]; no consensus achieved"
REL-8
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

R2-113432
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
0738
-
A
subject to email discussion [74#08]; no consensus achieved
REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

R2-113433
Scheduling Information corrections for CELL_FACH and Idle mode
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
25.321
0739
-
A
subject to email discussion [74#08]; no consensus achieved
REL-10
RANimp-UplinkEnhState

[74#09] - UMTS: Clearance of the stored freq info for measure without CM (R2-113445) [Huawei]

=>
Intended Outcome: 25.331 CRs: R2-113606 (CR#4650r1), R2-113607 (CR#4651r1), R2-113608 (CR#4652r196)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Jeff Gao (Huawei) on 17.05.2011.






The following 3 CRs were agreed on 20.05.2011.

R2-113606
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4650
1
F

REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

R2-113607
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4651
1
F

REL-9
RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA

R2-113608
Clearance of the stored frequency info for measure without CM
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
4652
1
F

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core, RANimp-DC_HSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA

[74#10] - UMTS: Addition of ext meas id in rel’9 with capability bit (related to R2-113365) [Qualcomm]

-
Scope: Technically endorse 25.331 CR and agree on an LS to explain the situation to the plenary  (RAN plenary has to choose between 2 technically endorsed alternatives)

=>
Intended Outcome: 

· 25.331 CRs: R2-113609 (CR#4689), R2-113611 (CR#4690)

· LS to plenary: R2-113612

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Ravi Agarval (Qualcomm) on 17.05.2011.






LSout R2-113612 was agreed on 20.05.2011.






Furthermore, the following 2 CRs were technically endorsed on 20.05.2011:

R2-113609
Introduction of Measurement ID extension
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4689
-
B
subject to email discussion [74#10]
REL-9
TEI9

R2-113611
Introduction of measurement ID extension
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
4690
-
A
subject to email discussion [74#10]
REL-10
TEI9

[74#11] - UMTS: Introduction of forward compatible signaling for non-contiguous 4C-HSDPA operation (R2-113518) [Ericsson]

=> 
Intended Outcome: 25.331 CR: R2-113613 (CR#4680 r1)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Namir Lidian (Ericsson) on 16.05.2011.






The following CR was agreed on 20.05.2011:

R2-113687
Correction to 4C-HSDPA to support signaling for non-adjacent aggregation
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd, InterDigital, Telecom Italia
CR
25.331
4680
2
F

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core
Note: R2-113613 had to be revised in R2-113687 as title, WI code and reason for change had to be updated.
[74#12] - UMTS: Introduction of ANR Stage 3 CRs (R2-113001, R2-113002) [Huawei]

=> 
Intended Outcome:

· 25.331 CR: R2-113470 (CR#4658)

· 25.304 CR: R2-113469 (CR#0283)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Xudong Yang (Huawei) on 17.05.2011.






The following 2 CRs were agreed on 20.05.2011:
R2-113688
Introduction of UTRAN Automatic Neighbor Relation
Huawei, Hi-Silicon
CR
25.304
0283
1
B

REL-10
ANR_UTRAN-Core

R2-113689
Introduction of UTRAN Automatic Neighbor Relation
Huawei, Hi-Silicon, ZTE
CR
25.331
4658
1
B

REL-10
ANR_UTRAN-Core






Note: Revisions of R2-113469 and R2-113470 were needed as wrong CR 




numbers were used.

[74#13] - UMTS: Introduction of per-band compressed mode (R2-113473) [NSN]

-
Scope: agree on RRC CR, discuss need and technical correctness of 25.306 CR

=>
Intended Outcome: 

· 25.331 CR: R2-113614 (CR#4698r1)

· 25.306 CR: R2-113615 (CR#0315r1)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Alexander Sayenko (NSN) on 16.05.2011.






The following CR was agreed on 20.05.2011:

R2-113614
Introduction of the frequency specific compressed mode
Nokia Siemens Networks
CR
25.331
4698
1
B

REL-10
TEI10
R2-113615 was withdrawn (too early to decide it) and will be considered in a future RAN2 meeting.
[74#14] - UMTS: 25.331 ASN.1 rel’10 CR (R2-113487) [Ericsson]

-
Scope: Verify technical correctness of RRC CR and agree if RAN2 can propose RAN to freeze rel’10 UTRA ASN.1 

=>
Outcome: 25.331 CR: R2-113616 (CR#4669r1)
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Paulson Angelo Vijay Silveris (Ericsson) on 



16.05.2011.

The following CR was agreed on 20.05.2011:

R2-113616
Corrections related to UTRA REL-10 25.331 ASN.1 issues
Ericsson (Rapporteur)
CR
25.331
4669
1
F

REL-10
TEI10

[74#15] - UMTS: Introduction of ULTD stage 2 CR [Huawei]

-
Scope: Contents of the CR will come from an expected RAN1 LS
Note:
RAN1 LS R1-111993 was not yet officially received (RAN2 will treat is at RAN2 #75 in 

August). However, non-controversial aspects might be already considered.
=>
Intended outcome: 25.319 CR: R2-113514 (CR#0082)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Jeff Gao (Huawei) on 17.05.2011.






The following CR was agreed on 20.05.2011:

R2-113514
Introduction of Uplink Transmit Diversity Stage-2
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.319
0082
-
B
output of email discussion [74#15]
REL-11
HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-OL-Core

[74#16] - UMTS: Initial TP to capture current RAN2 status on HSPA Multi-Point Tx SI [NSN]

=> 
Intended outcome: TP to RAN1 TR 25.8xx in R2-113617

Note:
This TP is intended to capture latest status without providing it to RAN1 so far.

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Alexander Sayenko (NSN) on 17.05.2011.






The following TP was technically endorsed on 20.05.2011:

R2-113617
Initial TP to capture current RAN2 status on HSPA Multi-Point Tx SI
Nokia Siemens Networks
TP
25.8xx

REL-11
FS_HSDPA_MP_TX

Note: As TR 25.8xx is a RAN1 TR the TP is just technically endorsed by RAN2.

Up to Friday 27 May 2011, midnight Pacific time:

[74#20] - LTE: Capture agreements Rel-11 Multiple TA CA [Nokia]

- 
Capture agreements made so far on multiple TA in CR to 36.300

=>
Intended output: technically endorsed CR in R2-113578 (will not be submited to RAN)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Jarkko Koskela (Nokia) on 18.05.2011.






CR R2-113578 was technically endorsed (It was not "agreed" as all agreed CRs 



go to RAN; furthermore we did not allocate a CR number as this CR is more a 



way to summarize the current status of the REL-11 work; no intention to create 



already REL-11 specs).

[74#21] - LTE: Capture agreements Rel-11 MBMS [Huawei]

- 
Capture agreements made so far on MBMS service continuity in CR to 36.300

=>
Intended output: technically endorsed CR in R2-113579 (will not be submited to RAN)

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Derek Richards (Huawei) on 17.05.2011.






CR R2-113697 was technically endorsed (It was not "agreed" as all agreed CRs 



go to RAN; furthermore we did not allocate a CR number as this CR is more a 



way to summarize the current status of the REL-11 work; no intention to create 



already REL-11 specs).

[74#22] - LTE: Hetnet mobility TR/simulation assumptions [ALU]

- 
Discussion on skeleton (based on R2-113211) and simulation assumptions (text proposal from R2-113354), updated with latest agreements and further editorial comments. No new topics should be discussed. 

=>
Intended output: First agreeable TR 36.8xx contents v0.0.1 in R2-113643. MCC will later provide Tdoc number for submission of v0.1.0 without revision marks

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Sudeep Palat (Alcatel-Lucent) on 






18.05.2011. R2-113643 TR 36.8xx v0.0.1 was provided at the end and agreed 



in R2-113696 TR 36.839 v0.1.0 on "E-UTRA Mobility Enhancements in 





Heterogeneous Networks" (TR number was assigned after RAN #52 approval of 



revised SID RP-110709).
Up to Monday 15 August 2011 midnight Pacific time (RAN2 #75 submission deadline):

[74#30] - LTE: Cleanup CR for TS36.355 [QC]

- 
Discuss proposed cleanup CR for 36.355 based on R2-113232
=>
Intended output: Email discussion report/agreeable CR to RAN2#75

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Osok Song (Qualcomm) on 27.05.2011.





Email discussion summary R2-114399 and CRs to 36.355 REL-9 R2-114400 



and REL-10 R2-114402 were provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#31] - LTE: Rel-10 MBMS UE may respond to counting from which cells ? [Orange]

- 
Related to R2-113335: e.g. Pcell, any serving cell, any cell,...
=>
Intended output: Email discussion report/agreeable CR to RAN#75

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Pierre Dubois (Orange) on 24.06.2011.






Email discussion summary R2-114288 was provided to RAN2 #75.

[74#32] - LTE: In device coexistence [Intel]

-
Related to R2-113221 proposal 3 on annex B2 in TR
=>
Intended output: Submission to RAN#75 of email discussion report/agreeable CR to TR annex giving more complete picture for HARQ bitmap solution and interference bitmap solution:

· Where are the collisions occuring between LTE and BT for different LTE TDD modes and BT EV3/2-EV3 ?

· How long would the bitmaps need to be for the different TDD modes for HARQ bitmap solution and Interference bitmap solution (not considering SPS)?

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Yujian Zhang (Intel) on 10.06.2011.





Email discussion summary R2-114262 was provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#33] - LTE: Simulation setup for diverse data applications [RIM]

related Tdocs R2-113065, R2-113043, R2-113351

- 
Try to come to agreeable simulation setup/ simulation parameters (e.g. traffic characteristics, deployment modelling and mobility modelling), as well as a set of agreeable metrics (e.g. UE power consumption, overhead, user experience)

=>
Intended outcome: Email discussion report/text proposal for agreeable simulation setup/ simulation parameters/evaluation metrics to RAN#75

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Gordon Young (RIM) on 24.06.2011.





Email discussion summary R2-114084 was provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#34] - LTE: Rel-11 MBMS [Huawei]

see agenda item 7.3

- 
Email discussion on main open issues identified so far, e.g:


- IDLE: 



- How does UE find out MBMS service is starting/ongoing in other CC ?



- During what time period is UE allowed to make MBMS CC highest priority ?



- Do we want to enable/support MBMS reception in non-camping cell ?

=>
Intended outcome: Email discussion report to RAN2#75

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Derek Richards (Huawei) on 16.06.2011.





Email discussion summary R2-114407 was provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#35] - LTE: Architecture/Stage-2 for SMLC based architecture [TruePosition]

see agenda item 7.4

- 
Try to progress the SMLC based architecture: e.g.:


- Try to come to one architecture instead of LPPa and transparent variants


- Discuss 36.300 stage-2 CR

=>
Intended outcome: Email discussion report / agreeable stage-2 CR (multiple if coming to one variant of SMLC based architecture is not possible) to RAN2#75

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Terri Brooks (TruePosition) on 20.05.2011.






36.305 REL-11 CR R2-114031 was provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#36] - LTE: Hetnet mobility simulation calibration [ALU]

see agenda item 7.6

- 
Email discussion to allow companies to exchange results/progress on simulation result calibration for the 5 mobilty sets

=>
Intended outcome: Email discussion report to RAN2#75

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Jialin Zou (Alcatel-Lucent) on 07.06.2011.





Email discussion summary R2-114539 was provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#37] - UMTS: Email discussion on how to fix default configuration for cell-fach handling (R2-112829) [NSN]

-
Scope: How to disable the feature in rel’8 and how to fix the feature starting from rel’9

=>
Intended Outcome: Documents submitted at the next meeting

conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Guillaume Decarreau (NSN) on 08.06.2011.





Email discussion summary R2-114448 was provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#38] - UMTS: Email discussion on 8C-HSDPA [Ericsson]

-
Scope: Focus on the user plane changes (MAC/RLC) required to reach the peak tput.

=>
Intended Outcome: Email report at the next meeting
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Lidian Namir (Ericsson) on 14.06.2011.





Email discussion summary R2-114129 was provided to RAN2 #75.
[74#39] - UMTS: Email discussion for UL MIMO SI [Qualcomm]

-
Scope: Discuss the mac layer structure with aim at providing a text proposal for the TR at the next meeting

=>
Intended Outcome: Email report at the next meeting
conclusion:

Email discussion was kicked off by Ravi Agarwal (Qualcomm) on 06.07.2011.





Email discussion summary (with TP to RAN1 REL-11 TR 25.871 regarding 




25.321 aspects) R2-114108 was provided to RAN2 #75.
CRs from other WGs to be agreed/reviewed by RAN2 before RAN #52:
The following 16 RAN3 CRs to RAN2 specs (14 to 36.300, 2 to 25.319) were provided by MCC (on 18/19.05.2011) for review until Fri 20.05.2011 11am CEST:

· R2-113668
Update for relay startup figure (contact: CATT)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0371
-
F

REL-10
LTE_Relay-Core
R3-111220
withdrawn, as the CR was already merged into R2-113675 by RAN3
· R2-113669
Clarification on MME selection (contact: TeliaSonera)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0372
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R3-111412
agreed
Note: R3-111412 was technically endorsed in RAN3 under the condition that SA2 reconfirms their view in an LS reply to the LS R2-112640. This was finally the case in LS S2-112642 which RAN will officially treat in RAN2 #75.
R2-113669 might be related to R2-113558.
· R2-113670
Correction on the Release of Supporting SRVCC (contact: Huawei)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0373
-
F

REL-10
LTE-interfaces, TEI10
R3-111606
agreed
· R2-113671
Correction of the area restrictions description (contact: NEC)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0374
-
F

REL-10
LTE-interfaces, TEI10
R3-111608
agreed
· R2-113672
Correcting the Note regarding the usage of the GUMMEI (contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0375
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R3-111609
agreed
· R2-113673
Correction of Counting Function (contact: Alcatel-Lucent)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0376
-
F

REL-10
MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
R3-111617
agreed
· R2-113674
Correction of MBMS Service Suspension and Resumption Function (contact: Samsung)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0377
-
F

REL-10
MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
R3-111619
agreed
· R2-113675
Relaying Stage 2 Corrections (contact: Ericsson)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0378
-
F

REL-10
LTE_Relay-Core
R3-111646
agreed
· R2-113678
Correction of Reset (contact: Alcatel-Lucent)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0379
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R3-111692
agreed
· R2-113679
Cleanup general topics before Rel-10 closure (contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0380
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R3-111725
agreed
· R2-113680
Cleanup of HeNB related topics before Rel-10 closure (contact: Nokia Siemens Networks)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0381
-
F

REL-10
TEI10
R3-111726
agreed
· R2-113681
Clarification to detection of unnecessary IRAT handover (contact: Alcatel-Lucent)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0382
-
F

REL-10
SONenh_LTE-Core
R3-111744
agreed
· R2-113682
Release the UE context in the source HeNB-GW after HeNB-HeNB X2 HO (contact: Huawei)
RAN3
CR
36.300
0383
-
F

REL-10
HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
R3-111765
agreed
· R2-113676
Clarification on the Dedicated Measurement of Secondary E-DCH Cell (contact: Huawei)
RAN3
CR
25.319
0085
-
F

REL-9
RANimp-DC_HSUPA
R3-111688
agreed
Note: An inaccuracy in the terminology (“secondary E-DCH RL” => “secondary serving E-DCH RL”) can be corrected in a future CR.
· R2-113677
Clarification on the Dedicated Measurement of Secondary E-DCH Cell (contact: Huawei)
RAN3
CR
25.319
0086
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA
R3-111689
agreed
Note: An inaccuracy in the terminology (“secondary E-DCH RL” => “secondary serving E-DCH RL”) can be corrected in a future CR.
The following 1 RAN1 CR to RAN2 spec 36.306 was provided by MCC (on 18.05.2011) for review until Fri 20.05.2011 11am CEST:

· R2-113667
Clarification of "supportedMIMO-CapabilityDL" (contact: Panasonic)
RAN1
CR
36.306
0063
-
F

REL-10
LTE_eDL_MIMO-Core
R1-111965
revised in R2-113684 to correct source field and to set 2 IEs in italics
R2-113684 was at first agreed but later revised in R2-113695 CR0063 rev 2 as R2-113684 used a wrong CR number on the CR cover sheet. R2-113695 is agreed.
Note: An overlap of section 4.3.4.7 with section 4.3.5.2 of R2-113632 was not considered as a contradiction.
Preparation of status reports for SIs and WIs under RAN2 leadership for RAN #52:

Rapporteurs were asked to make draft status reports available for review on the RAN2 reflector (without Tdoc number) asap after RAN2 #74, below the results of RAN #52 are summarized (including new WIs/SIs):
Note:
Below percentage complete/target completion date/status report are listed.
· REL-11 WI Core part: Network-Based Positioning Support for LTE, rapporteur: Terri Brooks (TruePosition)
acronym: LCS_LTE-NBPS, WID: RP-090354 revised in RP-100135 at RAN #47 and revised in RP-101446 at RAN #50
history:
RAN #43: New: 0%/Dec. 09 (RAN #46)/-

WI started in REL-9



RAN #44: 5%/Dec. 09/RP-090402



RAN #45: 25%/Dec. 09/RP-090700



RAN #46: 30%/March 10/RP-091043

exception request sheet: RP-091391



RAN #47: 30%/Dec. 10/RP-100032

WI moved to REL-10



RAN #48: 30%/Dec. 10/RP-100459



RAN #49: 30%/March 11/RP-100769



RAN #50: 50%/Dec. 11/RP-101102

WI moved to REL-11



RAN #51: 50%/Dec. 11/RP-110092
now:

RAN #52: 55%/Dec.11/RP-110563
· REL-10 WI Core part: Minimization of drive tests for E-UTRAN and UTRAN, rapporteur: Malgorzata Tomala (NSN)
acronym: MDT_UMTSLTE-Core, WID: RP-091423, revised in RP-100360 at RAN #47, revised in RP-110528 


at RAN #52
history:
RAN #46: New: 0%/Dec. 10 (RAN #50)/-



RAN #47: 20%/Dec. 10/RP-100051



RAN #48: 35%/Dec. 10/RP-100457



RAN #49: 60%/Dec.10/RP-100763



RAN #50: 85%/March 11/RP-101095



RAN #51: 90%/June 11/RP-110057; exception request sheet: RP-110194 (up to June 11)
now:

RAN #52: 100%/June 11/RP-110528

WI completed
· REL-10 SI Study on RAN improvements for Machine-Type Communications, rapporteur: Jeff Gao (Huawei)acronym: FS_NIMTC-RAN, SID: RP-090991 revised in RP-100330 at RAN #47
history:
RAN #45: New: 0%/June 10 (RAN #48)/-



RAN #46: 0%/June 10/RP-091087



RAN #47: 10%/Dec.10/RP-100084



RAN #48: 30%/Dec.10/RP-100500



RAN #49: 40%/Dec.10/RP-100795 (SI on hold until new MTC WI is completed)



RAN #50: 40%/March 11/RP-101126 (SI on hold until MTC WI is completed)



RAN #51: 40%/June 11/RP-110100 (SI no longer on hold, scope limited to RAN overload without 





changing SID)
now:

RAN #52: 45%/Sep.11/RP-110596

SI moved to REL-11
· REL-11 WI Core part: Service continuity in connected mode and location information for MBMS for LTE, rapporteur: Derek Richards (Huawei)
acronym: MBMS_LTE_SC-Core, WID: RP-100690 revised in RP-110452 at RAN #51
history:
RAN #48: New: 0%/June 11 (RAN #52)/- WI started in REL-10 (WI on hold until Dec.10)



RAN #49: 0%/June 11/RP-100792 (WI on hold until Dec.10)



RAN #50: 0%/June 11/RP-101123 (WI on hold until March 11)



RAN #51: 0%/March 12/RP-110084

WI moved to REL-11
now:

RAN #52: 5%/March 12/RP-110769
· REL-10 SI Study on signaling and procedure for interference avoidance for in-device coexistence, rapporteur: Zhenping Hu (CMCC)
acronym: FS_SPIA_IDC, WID: RP-100671
history:
RAN #48: New: 0%/Dec.10 (RAN #50)/-



RAN #49: 25%/Dec.10/RP-100800



RAN #50: 60%/March 11/RP-101130



RAN #51: 80%/June 11/RP-110103
now:

RAN #52: 95%/Sep.11/RP-110598

SI moved to REL-11
· REL-11 WI Core part: LTE RAN Enhancements for Diverse Data Applications, rapporteur: Gordon Young (RIM)
acronym: LTE_eDDA-Core, WID: RP-110454



RAN #51: New: 0%/June 12 (RAN #56)/-
now:

RAN #52: 5%/June 12/RP-110590
· REL-11 WI Core part: Further Enhancements to CELL_FACH, rapporteur: Ravi Agarwal (Qualcomm)
acronym: Cell_FACH_enh-Core, WID: RP-110436 revised in RP-110913 at RAN #52



RAN #51: New: 0%/June 12 (RAN #56)/-
now:

RAN #52: 2%/June 12/RP-110774
· REL-11 SI Study on HetNet mobility enhancements for LTE, rapporteur: Sudeep Palat (Alcatel-Lucent)
acronym: FS_HetNet_eMOB_LTE, SID: RP-110438 revised in RP-110709 at RAN #52



RAN #51: New: 0%/June 12 (RAN #56)/-
now:

RAN #52: 10%/Dec.11/RP-110604
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	26.08.2011
	R2-114816
	Final report of RAN2 #74 as agreed by RAN2 #75.
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