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LTE: Rel-11 and earlier releases

6.1
LTE Rel-10 and earlier release WIs

6.1.2
User Plane

6.1.2.0
In Principle Agreed CRs
R2-131597
HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.321
0662
-
F
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
=>
Agreed

R2-131598
HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.321
0663
-
A
implicitly in principle agreed with cat.F CR R2-131501 of RAN2 #81bis
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI10
=>
Agreed

6.1.2.1
Other

REL-10 LTE_CA-Core:

Early SCell Activation

PDCCH monitoring and SRS transmission

Can UE start PDCCH monitoring and SRS transmission for a SCell before N+24 if Act/Deact MAC CE for the activation of the SCell is received in subframe N?
CQI report on PUSCH

From which subframe, the UE shall include periodic CQI report for SCell in PUSCH if Act/Deact MAC CE for the activation of the SCell is received in subframe N? The PUSCH format depends on the existence of CQI report.

- N+8?
- N+9?

Start of sCellDeactivationTimer
From which subframe, the UE shall start the sCellDeactivationTimer for SCell if Act/Deact MAC CE for the activation of the SCell is received in subframe N?

- N+8?

- N+9?

- N+24?
If sCellDeactivationTimer starts at N+8 or N+9, how can we prevent deactivation timer expiry before activation?

- eNB should take care of this situation, e.g. does not configure 20ms sCellDeactivationTimer value for a SCell before Activation?


- Remove start condition by reception of Act/Deact MAC CE?
PHR trigger
PHR is triggered when SCell is activated. Do we need to specify it explicitly in MAC specification?

R2-131736
SCell activation time
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
Proposal 1: Discuss the detailed behaviour in RAN2 and send an LS to RAN1 and RAN4 to capture the agreements.
-
LG think that there was a discussion in RAN1, and wonder whether RAN2 decision can override RAN1 decision. NSN clarified that the CR in RAN1 is still under discussion, and the text proposal in this paper was agreed in principle in RAN1 without the OOR related text. Chairman explain that we can make decision in RAN2, and inform RAN1 to update their CR.
Proposal 2: CQI report for the activated SCell (if configured) shall start at n+8 if activation command received at subframe n to avoid PUCCH blind decoding. 
-
Renesas agrees, but wonders whether RAN2 can assume that the glitch is invisible to MAC. Invisible means the MAC just sends CQI report without considering RF retuning. ZTE think whether it is invisible or not does not matter, as long as we have clearly defined timing. Samsung tend to agree to Renesas, but can agree to the proposal.

-
Huawei think the CQI report shall start at n+10, because the PCell interruption is up to n+9. But still ok with n+8.

=>
Agreed

Proposal 3: If CQI report is configured, OOR shall be reported before the UE is able to perform CSI measurement for the SCell.
-
Huawei think it is more like an implementation issue, and can leave details up to RAN1. NSN think it is not just an implementation issue, so we should inform RAN1 to specify in their spec. Intel explain that there was a similar discussion in RAN1, and RAN1 agreed to leave it up to UE implementation. DCM think it is safer to set OOR from the network point of view. NSN think OOR issue is important for scheduler. 

-
LG think if sending OOR is not testable, the UE may send any value. NSN think if the UE does not have valid measurement, the UE will set OOR. Huawei agrees with LG. 

-
Chairman ask whether it is allowed for UE to send other value than OOR. ZTE think there is another means than set to OOR, so we cannot mandate UE to set OOR. ZTE think we can include in the LS that from RAN2 point of view, setting OOR in this case is helpful. NSN think “other means” is PHR or SRS, but it is only for SCell with configured uplink. Samsung agrees with ZTE. MediaTek agrees with ZTE. Intel agrees with ZTE. Ericsson agrees with NSN.
-
Sequans ask which value UE shall set if the UE has valid measurement. 

=>
Include in the LS that from RAN2 point of view, sending other value than OOR in this case will make the scheduler very difficult, and therefore, the UE shall send OOR if there is no valid CQI.
Proposal 4: SCell deactivation timer shall start at n+8 if activation command received at subframe n.
-
Renesas think with short deactivation timer value, the SCell may be deactivated before activation. Thus, Renesas wants to remove start of deactivation timer at SCell activation. DCM think if we remove the start of deactivation timer, there may be impact on the UEs already in the market. Renesas think that the new requirement will anyway have impacts.
-
DCM ask whether short value is set for deactivation timer. Renesas think even with longer value the deactivation timer can expire before activation. Ericsson think typically the timer value is set to long value, so there should be no problem to start the timer at n+8. Samsung agree with Ericsson. LG think we cannot assume that short timer value is hardly used. LG ask the benefit of starting the timer at n+8. NSN think typical case is SCell is activated earlier than n+24 and the timer value is set to long value. Renesas wonders whether we only specifies the typical case. Renesas think removing the start of the timer is beneficial without drawback. CATT think the eNB can take care of corner case. CATT think if the eNB configures short measurement cycle then there is no retuning issue. 
-
ZTE ask what is the consequence of delaying the start of timer, e.g. n+24. AsusTek think if the timer starts at n+24, the timer value of 20ms cannot be used because the timer expires before activation for every Activation/Deactivation MAC CE.

-
LG ask what if the deactivation timer expires before activation. Samsung clarified that if the timer expires at n+20, then the SCell is deactivated even after n+24.

=>
Agreed

Proposal 5: PHR shall be triggered no later than the minimum requirement defined in 36.133 
-
Huawei think we don’t need to capture it. Ericsson supports the proposal. Renesas support.
=>
Offline discussion.

=>
After offline discussion companies agreed to the proposal.

Proposal 6: Add PHR trigger to activation/deactivation section in 36.321 to ensure it is triggered at the same time point when the UE starts monitor PDCCH and SRS transmission.
-
Huawei think it’s already clear in PHR section. NSN think timing in PHR section is not clear, so we need to make it clear. Ericsson supports NSN. LG think it’s already clear in current specification that PHR is triggered after activation of SCell. Thus, early PHR is clear. Renesas support the proposal. ZTE agrees with Huawei. NSN wants to ensure that PHR timing is same as SRS transmission and PDCCH monitoring. Samsung, AsusTek, CATT support the proposal. ZTE think capture it in Act/Deact section is not really helpful. 

-
MediaTek ask what’s the benefit of specifying it in the Act/Deact section. NSN clarified that they don’t want to trigger PHR before real activation of SCell. MediaTek think that even if the PHR is triggered if the UE doesn’t have UL grant, then the UE cannot send regular PHR. Thus, it doesn’t matter when to trigger PHR. NSN think the PHR is a kind of indication to eNB that the SCell is ready. ZTE think NSN points out another way to indicate the SCell is ready. NSN clarified that PHR is only triggered for SCell with configured uplink. Samsung think if the SCell is not really activated, there is no PHR, because the PHR contains PH of activated SCell.
=>
Offline discussion. (NSN)
=>
After offline discussion companies agreed to the proposal.

R2-131738
Rel-10 CR on SCell activation time
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Samsung
CR
36.321
(0669)
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Ericsson think PHR should be triggered only for the SCell with configured uplink. NSN think it is already clear in the PHR section. Samsung shares Ericsson’s concern. LG agrees with Samsung. LG think if a PHR is triggered for an SCell, the PHR of PCell can be reported, because the added text seems another trigger for PHR.
-
Huawei proposed to add the PHR trigger bullet under the SCell activation. DCM, Samsung, Panasonic, Intel, LG prefer to have a text in the original place, i.e. outside of SCell activation bullets.
-
AsusTek think if we add the PHR trigger bullet in the PHR section, there may be double PHR trigger problem, and thus wants to say “consider the event of SCell activation occurs”. ZTE support. Chairman agrees.

-
Samsung prefer to say “trigger PHR if needed according to subclause 5.4.6”. NSN, LG, Ericsson support.
=>
Change to “trigger PHR according to subclause 5.4.6”. 

=>
CR is agreed with above change in R2-132181 (NSN)
R2-131739
Rel-11 CR on SCell activation timing
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Samsung
CR
36.321
(0670)
-
A

REL-11
LTE_CA-Core
=>
Change to “trigger PHR according to subclause 5.4.6”.
=>
CR is agreed with above change in R2-132182 (NSN)
R2-131836
SCell activation delay in CA
Huawei,HiSilicon
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
Proposal3: UE starts PMI/RI/PTI reporting at n+8 subframe (UE implements which value is chosen), and the ENB can ignore them before the available CQI value is received.
=>
Noted
R2-131642
Discussion on SCell activation
ZTE
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

Observation: RAN2 confirm that whether to feedback ACK for activation command before or after RF tune is up to UE’s implementation.
-
CATT, Samsung agree with the observation. CATT think RAN4 requirement should consider TDD. NSN wonders why 5ms is not sufficient for TDD.
-
Samsung think RAN2 should send LS to RAN4 about RAN2 requirement. CATT agrees.

=>
Companies think further about the RAN4 requirement on TDD, and comeback at the next meeting with potential LS to RAN4.

R2-131844
Scell Activation
Renesas Mobile Europe. Ltd
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-132068
Early SCell Activation
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

=>
All documents are not treated as already covered by R2-131736.

Draft LS
R2-131737
Draft Reply LS on UE SCell activation delay in CA
Nokia Siemens Networks
LSout

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Huawei wants to discuss PTI/RI/PMI issue first. NSN clarified that RAN1 already discussed this issue before, and agreed to set any value. Huawei wonders whether it is captured in the specification or meeting minutes. 

-
ZTE asks whether the LS also capture that we don’t change anything about deactivation. NSN think RAN4 LS already indicated no change for deactivation. 
-
LG ask whether CC to RAN5 is needed. NSN clarified that the original LS is also CC to RAN5.
=>
Change the third bullet as “Send OOR for CQI if there is no valid CQI (sending other value than OOR in this case will make the scheduler very difficult).”
=>
Change “PHR trigger” to “trigger PHR”
=>
Add the sentence “The UE behaviour at SCell deactivation is not changed.”
=>
Remove 36.321 related text.

=>
Add “if needed” in the action.

=>
Agreed to send LS to RAN1/RAN4 with above changes in R2-132183 (NSN).
R2-131838
Draft Reply LS to R4-132023 on UE SCell activation delay in CA
Huawei
LSout


REL-10
LTE_CA-Core

R2-132069
Draft LS on Early SCell Activation
LG Electronics Inc.
LSout
related to R2-132068
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-131743
Draft LS on SCell activation deactivation timing
ZTE
LSout
LS answer to LSin R2-131557
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
=>
All documents are not treated as already covered by R2-131737.

REL-8 LTE-L23:
PCell interruption
R2-131825
Discussion on PCell interruption
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
-
LG think it is more like a RAN4 issue. Samsung think it is joint issue between RAN2 and RAN4. Ericsson, Huawei, RIM agrees with LG. Samsung think this issue is related to eNB scheduling, and it is seen as part of RAN2.
-
Renesas is not convinced about proposal 2 and 3.

=>
Noted

R2-131827
Introducing PCell interruption in the MAC specification
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0672)
-
F

REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10

R2-131828
Introducing PCell interruption in the MAC specification
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0673)
-
A

REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI10

=>
All CRs are not agreed.
R2-131821
Discussion on SCell activation
Samsung
Disc
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10

=>
The document is not treated as already covered by R2-131825.
Others

R2-131952
Discussion on TTI bundle transmission
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
-
LG ask in which case the eNB schedule another TTI bundle considering that TTI bundling is typically used for VoIP. ALU think the eNB can modify the bundle timing.

Observation 1: the UE is required to monitor PDCCH during TTI bundle transmission while in the Active Time. 
-
NSN think the current spec is intentionally unclear, but the network has to be careful that the TTI bundling does not collide. ALU ask why it is intentionally unclear. NSN clarified that it is a error case. Panasonic agree with NSN.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to confirm that dynamic scheduling is supported for TTI bundling in Rel-8 and the UE is not expected to always ignore PDCCH in case different TTI bundles collide.
-
Renesas, Samsung think the current spec is not clear. Chairman think from the current specification the dynamic scheduling is supported. NSN think UE behavior is not specified in this case. Samsung wants to think further on this issue. 
=>
Can comeback at the next meeting.

R2-131866
Clarification on preamble retransmission
MediaTek Inc.
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
=>
Confirm that all received RARs within RAR window are considered.
6.2
WI: Carrier Aggregation Enhancements
(LTE_CA_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: March 11, closed: Mar.13, WID: RP-121999)

WI was closed at RAN-59. Only corrections, if any, expected.
6.2.2
User Plane

6.2.2.0
In Principle Agreed CRs
R2-131595
Correction on downlink reception type combinations for UEs supporting multiple TAGs
CATT, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.302
0044
-
F

REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=>
Agreed

R2-131599
Clarification on the PDCCH-subframe definition for TDD UE
CATT, ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0664
-
F
in RAN2 #82 input impact analysis needs to be added
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=>
Agreed

6.2.2.1
Other

R2-131674
Random Access Control entity
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0668)
-
F

REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
-
Samsung think it is only model, and no need to change. NSN, Panasonic, LG agrees. 

=>
Not agreed.

6.3
WI: Other Rel-11 WIs/SIs

6.3.0
In Principle Agreed CRs
R2-131594
Clarification on EPDCCH reception in MBSFN subframes
CATT
CR
36.302
0043
-
F
in RAN2 #82 input impact analysis needs to be added
REL-11
LTE_enh_dl_ctrl-Core
=>
Agreed

6.3.1
Other

REL-11 LTE_enh_dl_ctrl-Core:
R2-131714
EPDCCH monitoring
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, LG Electronics Inc., Panasonic, ASUSTek
Disc
REL-11
LTE_enh_dl_ctrl-Core
Proposal 1: confirm that for a subframe configured as EPDCCH subframe in RRC (i.e. the value of bitmap is set to 1) but the UE is not monitoring EPDCCH as specified in 36.213, the UE monitors PDCCH for the subframe and considers E-PDCCH not configured in the subframe from MAC point of view.
-
ZTE ask whether EPDCCH is considered not configured even in RRC. CATT think RRC will not configure such subframe for EPDCCH in TDD. NSN think the most important thing is UE behavior, and it does not matter whether it is configured by RRC or not.

=>
According to RAN1 specification, UE shall not monitor EPDCCH in the subframe restricted by PHY.

=>
According to RAN1 specification, UE shall monitor PDCCH instead of EPDCCH if the EPDCCH monitoring in the subframe is restricted by PHY.

Proposal 2: no need to change MAC specification since it is already clear in RRC.
-
ZTE wonders whether with “if configured” it is aligned with RAN1 specification.

=>
RAN2 confirm that we don’t need to change MAC specification.
6.4
WI: TEI11

6.4.2
WI: TEI11 – User Plane

LTE TEI11 UP corrections not related to any WI as well as TEI11 corrections to recently added TEI11 functionality
6.4.2.0
In Principle Agreed CRs
R2-131600
Correction to the definition of drxRetransmissionTimer 
ASUSTek, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson 
CR
36.321
0665
-
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
Impact analysis and co-sourcing company added.

=>
Agreed

R2-131601
Further issues on removing optionality of CSI/SRS transmission during transient state
Panasonic
CR
36.321
0666
-
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
Wording is improved

-
ZTE point out that they have CR for SR pending case.

=>
Not agreed as covered by R2-132184.
6.4.2.1
Other
Stop condition of drxRetransmissionTimer

Need to change current stop condition?

- No, keep the current behavior


- Yes, change the stop condition



- Stop the drxRetransmissionTimer when all PDCCHs (or TBs) are received?
R2-131869
Discussion on the intention of DRX timers for DL MIMO
ASUSTeK
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

-
ZTE think there is backward compatibility issue, i.e. the eNB does not know whether the UE is in Active Time or not. CATT, Huawei ask why observation 3 is obtained based on observation 1 and 2. 
=>
Noted
R2-131772
Retransmission Timer Maintenance for MIMO Rank Change
CATT
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
Pantech think power consumption is same for all alternatives. CATT think the UE does not know when the eNB retransmits the TB. Pantech think Alt 2/3 increase the scheduling opportunity for eNB. 
-
NSN think the enhancement should show significant gain. NSN think there is a serious backward compatibility issue. Samsung does not think that the backward compatibility is serious, since it occurs only in the end of data transmission. Huawei agrees with Samsung. RIM think if it is only for the end of data transmission, the delay is not important. 

-
Huawei think BLER for two TB could be up to 10%. 

Change stop condition of drxRetransmissionTimer

Backward compatibility seems not so serious
Gain is not so big

Complexity is not so big

Indicative voting

a) Change the stop condition [6]
b) Keep the text as it is [9]
=>
Keep the current text.
R2-131829
MIMO and DRX operation on HARQ retransmission
Samsung
Disc

update of R2-131067
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131677
DRX for DL for retransmissions in MIMO case
Ericsson, ST Ericsson
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131799
Evaluations on new stop condition for drx-retransmission timer in MIMO case
Pantech
Disc
CR in R2-131800
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131820
Drx-RetransmissionTimer in MIMO case
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-132070
DRX Retransmission Timer and MIMO
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
=>
All documents are not treated as already covered by R2-131772.

CRs
R2-131835
Correcting drx-RestransmissionTimer operation to prevent early stop in case of MIMO
Samsung
CR
36.321
(0675)
-
F
resubmission of R2-131068
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-131800
Change of stop condition on drx-retransmission timer
Pantech
CR
36.321
(0671)
-
F
related to R2-131799
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
=>
All CRs are not agreed.

Others
R2-131643
CQI,SRS transmission regardiing scheduling request
ZTE
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
NSN, Ericsson prefer to keep the Rel-8 behavior, and do not want to add SR in the evaluation. ZTE think even in Rel-8, there is an optionality. Samsung think there is no real impact, and we can leave it to UE implementation. ZTE point out that the issue is whether the eNB can assume the subframe n is Active Time or not. Samsung think there should be no double decoding problem of PUSCH. LG point out that there may be double decoding problem of PUCCH.
-
Renesas agree with the intention, but think that the in-principle agreed CR (R2-131601) already covers SR case. Panasonic, Huawei agree that CR already covers SR case. Samsung, NSN think the SR case is not covered by the CR.
Q1)
Is the SR case considered in n-5 evaluation rule?

-
NSN, Ericsson want to keep the Rel-8 behavior. Huawei, LG want to have simple rule. Panasonic point out that if we treat SR case differently, then there may still be optionality problem. 
=>
Yes, the SR case is also considered in n-5 evaluation rule. No exceptional case of n-5 evaluation rule.

Q2) Does the text in the in-principle agreed CR (R2-131601) cover the SR case?

-
Huawei, Renesas think the text in the in-principle agreed CR (R2-131601) covers SR case. ZTE think the SR case is not covered.

=>
Offline discussion (ZTE)
=>
After offline discussion, companies agree to specify explicitly about SR case.

R2-131644
CQI,SRS transmission regardiing scheduling request
ZTE
CR
36.321
(0667)
-
F

REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

=>
Remove the revision mark in the cover sheet.
=>
Agreed with above changes (R2-132184 ZTE).

R2-131773
EPDCCH/PDCCH monitoring in MBSFN subframe used for PMCH
CATT
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
Proposal 1: Confirm that EPDCCH can be configured in MBSFN subframes for PMCH transmission.
-
Huawei think there is no restriction in EPDCCH configuration in such subframe. Ericsson agrees. Intel clarified that in RAN1 discussion it is considered that EPDCCH can be configured in such subframe. NSN agrees. ALU agrees.

=>
From RAN2 point of view, EPDCCH can be configured in MBSFN subframes for PMCH transmission.
-
ZTE think it would be better to specify in MAC that UE shall not monitor EPDCCH in such subframes.

Proposal 2: Confirm that reasonable eNB’s implementation will not schedule UE’s uplink transmission during PDCCH USS in the MBSFN subframes configured with EPDCCH.
-
NSN is not convinced about Proposal 2. NSN think it is better to discuss it in RAN1. CATT think RAN2 is better place. 

-
Chairman think as long as the UE behavior is clear, we don’t need to confirm the eNB implementation. LG agrees. Anyway, UE will monitor PDCCH.
=>
The UE may miss UL grant in PDCCH if the eNB schedules in such subframe.

R2-131824
Stopping of TAT upon SR failure
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
LG think the problem occurs when the SRS is not configured. LG ask in which case the eNB does not configure SRS to the UE having D-SR. Huawei think the eNB configures SRS only when the eNB has enough resource. AsusTek agree with LG. AsusTek think the problem mainly comes from the inappropriate power setting. Huawei think in some scenario like repeater case, the TA value can suddenly change. Panasonic think that the eNB can use D-SR to detect the UE’s UL timing. Samsung think relying on D-SR is difficult for eNB to detect the UL timing. Ericsson think there should be no power setting problem.

-
Samsung have seen such problem in real IOT. NSN think it is eNB responsibility to take care of UE’s UL timing. DCM agrees with NSN.
=>
Noted.
R2-131832
Stopping of TAT upon SR failure
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.321
(0674)
-
C
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

=>
Not agreed.
R2-131839
Reliability issue of downlink data transmission
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
Renesas think similar discussion was in HetNet, and we just follow the outcome of the discussion. Ericsson think the issue was discussed, but there was no solution. NSN think this issue is for Rel-12, and better to discuss in HetNet mobility WI. 
=>
Noted.

Summary of the UP ad hoc meeting

Agreed CRs
R2-131597
HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.321
0662
-
F
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10
R2-131598
HARQ RTT Timer
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, NTT DOCOMO, INC.
CR
36.321
0663
-
A
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI10
R2-132181
Rel-10 CR on SCell activation time
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Samsung
CR
36.321
0669
-
F

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-132182
Rel-11 CR on SCell activation timing
Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia Corporation, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Samsung
CR
36.321
0670
-
A

REL-11
LTE_CA-Core
R2-131595
Correction on downlink reception type combinations for UEs supporting multiple TAGs
CATT, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung
CR
36.302
0044
-
F

REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
R2-131599
Clarification on the PDCCH-subframe definition for TDD UE
CATT, ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0664
-
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
R2-131594
Clarification on EPDCCH reception in MBSFN subframes
CATT
CR
36.302
0043
-
F
REL-11
LTE_enh_dl_ctrl-Core
R2-131600
Correction to the definition of drxRetransmissionTimer 
ASUSTek, Ericsson, ST-Ericsson 
CR
36.321
0665
-
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-132184
CQI,SRS transmission regardiing scheduling request
ZTE
CR
36.321
0667
-
F

REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11

Agreed outgoing LS
R2-132183
Reply LS on UE SCell activation delay in CA
Nokia Siemens Networks
LSout

REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
Comeback on Friday

None

E-mail discussion for the next meeting

None
Comeback at the next meeting
RAN4 requirement of PCell interruption on TDD

Dynamic scheduling for TTI bundling (if necessary)
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