3GPP TSG RAN WG2 #84
R2-134490
November 11th to November 15th, San Francisco, USA
Agenda Item:

12.1

Source: 


Vice-Chairman (LG Electronics)
Title: 


Report of the LTE UP ad hoc meeting
Document for:
Approval

6
LTE: Rel-11 and earlier releases

6.1
LTE Rel-10 and earlier release WIs
6.1.2
User Plane

The documents in this AI will be treated in the UP session.
6.1.2.0
In-principle agreed CRs

R2-133793
Clarification on the HARQ feedback for SCell activation/deactivation command MAC CE
CATT, NSN, Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics Inc., Samsung, Ericsson, ZTE
CR
36.321
0686
-
F
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
-
Broadcom wonders there is a definition of “PCell interruption”. CATT think PCell interruption is defined in RAN4 spec. 

=>
CR is agreed.

R2-133794
Clarification on the HARQ feedback for SCell activation/deactivation command MAC CE
CATT, NSN, Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics Inc., Samsung, Ericsson, ZTE
CR
36.321
0687
-
A
REL-11
LTE_CA-Core
=>
CR is agreed.

6.1.2.1
Other

6.2
LTE Rel-11 WIs
6.2.2
User Plane

The documents in this AI will be treated in the UP session.

6.2.2.0
In-principle agreed CRs

6.2.2.1
Other

Including outcome of [83bis#14][LTE/MAC] Msg3/TTI bundling (ZTE)
Msg3 TTI bundling
R2-133907
Summary of [83bis#14][LTE MAC] Msg3 TTI bundling
ZTE
Report
result of email discussion [83bis#14]
REL-10
LTE-L23, TEI10

-
CATT think 5.1.5 clearly specifies that UE process C-RNTI, so doesn’t agree that it is not clear in the specification. Samsung think 5.1.5 does not consider collision case, and it is not clearly specified. AsusTek wants to specify in the specification that it is up to UE implementation. Samsung think as long as the current specification does not specify anything on the collision case, it is up to UE implementation. 

=>
The collision is rare case, and we don’t need to specify in MAC specification. Whether to process C-RNTI for new transmission or Temporary C-RNTI for retransmission is left for UE implementation.
R2-134072
The collision between RAR grant and an adaptive grant for C-RNTI
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
(0691)
-
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
revised in R2-134420
R2-134420
The collision between RAR grant and an adaptive grant for C-RNTI
ASUSTeK
CR
36.321
0691
-
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
· ZTE think current wording already covers the proposed change implicitly. LG think previous discussion clarifies how the NOTE is applied to TTI bundling. AsusTek think without the clarification there would be still misunderstanding.
=>
CR is not agreed.

Maximum TA difference
R2-134252
Maximum uplink transmission difference
Ericsson
CR
36.300
(0593)
-
F
REL-11
LTE_CA-Core, TEI11
· ZTE think Ericsson CR is absolute timing difference, and Huawei CR is timing advance difference. Samsung think Ericsson CR is correct. Huawei think “uncertanties” need to be clarified. ZTE think the LS is only about UL timing difference, but the Ericsson text is related to DL timing difference. Panasonic think it is related to DL timing difference as shown in the LS. BlackBerry support Ericsson CR as it is. Huawei wants to refer to RAN4 to clarify the “uncertainties”. Ericsson think the text follows the previous sentence.
=>
Offline discussion to improve wording.
=>
Comeback on Friday (CR0593 is provided in R2-134491, Ericsson)

R2-133974
Maximum TA difference between TAGs
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.300
(0590)
-
F
REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
related to LSin R4-135610 = R2-133753
=>
CR is not agreed.
R2-134044
Maximum TA difference between TAGs
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.300
(0591)
-
F

REL-11
LTE_CA_enh-Core
=>
CR is not agreed.

SPS implicit release counter
R2-134337
Clarification on SPS implicit release
Ericsson, Qualcomm Incorporated, Verizon, AT&T, Softbank mobile, eAccess
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
· LG ask why the explicit command is not used if delay is really problem. Ericsson think there is no HARQ feedback for SPS release. NSN think we discuss the issue earlier and we already agree that the UE resets the counter at SPS reactivation. 

· LG think if the UE keeps the counter at SPS reactivation, there will be backward compatibility issue. NSN agrees. Ericsson think the CR is just a clarification. Ericsson think backward compatibility issue can be handled by capability bit or FGI bit. BlackBerry think capability bit or FGI bit is too heavy.
· LG think current MAC specification does not differentiate the case of SPS activation and SPS re-activation. 

=>
RAN2 confirm that UE resets counter at SPS reactivation. 

· CATT think there is no motivation for eNB to adjust the SPS resource. ZTE think for VoIP there would be no difference between two approaches. Ericsson has concerns on the case of long SPS period. ZTE think the minimum value of SPS period is 2. BlackBerry think the addressed scenario happens very rare. Ericsson doesn’t agree. Samsung is not clear about the use case of this enhancement. Panasonic is not clear how it is related to SPS interval.
=>
Need more lobbying for Rel-12.

R2-134047
SPS Implicit Release Counter
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-134066
SPS Empty MAC PDU Counter Handling
CATT
Disc

REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
=>
All documents are not treated as already covered by discussion in R2-134337.

R2-134067
Clarification on SPS empty MAC PDU counter handling
CATT
CR
36.321
-
-
F
related to Disc R2-134066
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
-
CATT think the current MAC spec is not clear whether the UE resets counter at SPS reactivation. Huawei think we agreed before that nothing needs to be captured. AsusTek, ZTE agree with the intention but the wording needs to be improved. Samsung ask whether NOTE is sufficient. AsusTek think it is a clarification so NOTE is sufficient. NSN, Ericsson, Qualcomm does not want to have CR. NSN think current specification is sufficiently clear that UE resets the counter at SPS reactivation.
=>
Offline discussion whether to have a CR to make the UE behavior clear (Updated CR0695 can be provided R2-134492, CATT)

=>
Comeback on Friday.

PHR trigger
R2-134099
Clarification on PHR triggering at SCell activation
ETRI
CR
36.321
(0692)
-
F
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
· IDT think we discussed this issue before, and the text is intentionally written that PHR is triggered at reactivation. NTT DCM agree, and overhead is not severe. NSN agrees.
=>
CR is not agreed.

7
LTE: Rel-12
7.2
SI: Small Cell Enhancements - Higher Layer
(FS_LTE_SC_enh_hilayer, leading WG: RAN2, REL-12, started: Dec.12, target: Dec.13, WID: RP-122033)

TR 36.842 v0.4.0 (R2-133732)
See also way-forward approved at RAN-61: RP-131374.
Terminology:

MCG (Master Cell Group) is the group of serving cells associated with the MeNB. 

SCG (Secondary Cell Group) is the group of the serving cells associated with the SeNB

7.2.4
User Plane Details

Documents in this agenda item are planned to be treated in the UP session.
Single or multiple MAC entities per UE? Impacts on BSR, LCP? Power headroom reporting? Handling of activation/deactivation? Any remaining aspects of Random access procedure and DRX?
Number of MAC entities
Is UE side MAC entity configured per eNB?
R2-133865
Discussion on Single MAC and Dual MAC
Samsung
Disc
-
BlackBerry ask whether the Random Access should be coordinated between two MAC entities. Samsung think the standard usually don’t talk about internal coordination. 

=>
UE side MAC entity is configured per Cell Group, i.e. one MAC for MCG and the other MAC for SCG. 

R2-133906
MAC modelling issue
ZTE
Disc
R2-133977
Discussion of one vs. separate MACs towards MeNB and SeNB
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
R2-134009
Discussion on the number of MAC entities
ITRI
Disc
R2-134126
UE MAC modeling for dual connectivity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-134222
Modelling of MAC for user plane aggregation
Ericsson
Disc
R2-134267
Single or multiple MAC entities per UE for dual connectivity
Intel Corporation
Disc
R2-134327
One or two MAC entities for SCE
Broadcom Corporation
Disc

R2-134078
Discussion on the MAC entity at the UE
Fujitsu
Disc
R2-134092
User Plane Details for Small Cell Enhancement
MediaTek Inc.
Disc
R2-133854
Specifying Dual Connectivity
NSN, KDDI, Nokia Corporation, NTT Docomo
Disc
[Moved from 7.2.2.1 to 7.2.4]
=>
All documents are not treated
DRX
Is Xn signaling supported for eNB coordination on DRX configuration?
· On which level do we align DRX configurations?
R2-134280
DRX coordination for UE with single RF receiver chain
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
· Ericsson wonders whether the assumption of using single RF chain is valid considering that the power imbalance is more than 6 dB. Ericsson think that we should assume dual RF chains, in which case coordination of DRX may not be so beneficial. Samsung think we agreed that the minimum UE capability is dual RX/dual TX. Huawei think that even if the UE uses dual RX the RF chain can be shared. Panasonic think dual RX means dual RF chain, and assuming single RF chain is quite strange. ZTE agree with Panasonic. BlackBerry think even with dual RF chain, in some scenario DRX coordination is beneficial. QC, Broadcom agrees BlackBerry. MediaTek think from UE point of view the coordination is beneficial. Ericsson think the main power consumption is from Power Amplifier. NSN think the coordination is beneficial, and DRX cycle of one CG is multiple of DRX cycle of another CG. 
· Chairman wonders what kind of coordination we try to achieve. Huawei think DRX cycle and offset can be aligned as much as possible. LG wonders whether the DRX cycle coordination also includes Short DRX cycle, because Short DRX cycle is unpredictable.

· ALU wonders whether the coordination requires synchronization of two eNBs. Broadcom think frame boundary cannot be synchronized but offset from the SFN can be synchronized. 

· Ericsson think if one MeNB connects to multiple SeNBs, the coordination would be very complicated. Huawei think from UE perspective there is only one MeNB and one SeNB.

=>
From UE power consumption point of view, DRX coordination would be beneficial.

R2-134117
DRX coordination in dual connectivity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
· IDT ask if the UE monitors the other CG even if the UE wakes up by the Active Time of another CG.
· Samsung want to exchange all DRX related information rather than exchanging only Long DRX related information. QC agree with Samsung, because eNB may want to have perfect synchronization. LG think exchange all information causes signaling overhead. BlackBerry think DRX reconfiguration is very rare, and exchange everything is simple. Broadcom agrees.
· ZTE think it is too early to decide which information should be exchanged. ALU agrees.
· ALU think exchanging DRX information needs further study. The information may need to be transmitted in one direction. 

=>
Noted.

R2-134059
Further consideration on DRX
CATT
Disc
R2-133871
DRX for Dual Connectivity
NSN, Nokia Corporation
Disc
R2-133862
DRX in inter-ENB carrier aggregation
Samsung
Disc
R2-133998
Coordinated DRX for Dual Connectivity
Broadcom Corporation
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
Random Access
Is CBRA supported in SCG cell?
· If yes, is CBRA supported in all SCG cells or only one SCG cell?
R2-134250
Contention Based Random Access in SeNB
NEC
Disc
· CATT think we already agreed at the last meeting that CBRA is supported in SeNB. NEC think Msg2 can be sent in USS instead of CSS. ZTE think as long as we agreed that SeNB sends Msg2, the UE should decode CSS. NTT DCM think assuming the UE always in-sync is quite dangerous. Huawei think we sent an LS to RAN1 a year ago to ask whether the UE to decode CSS is feasible, but the answer was no. Moreover, the RA procedure to SeNB happens very rare. ZTE think decoding CSS is also related to SI reading. 
=>
CBRA for SeNB is supported.

=>
Draft a LS (R2-134494, NEC) to RAN1 to inform that RAN2 intend to support CBRA for SeNB. 
=>
Comeback on Friday.

R2-133866
Discussion on Random Access on SCell in inter-ENB CA
Samsung
Disc
R2-133973
Random access issues for supporting dual connectivity
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
R2-134121
Need for contention-based random access towards SeNB
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-134273
Random access procedure for dual connectivity
Intel Corporation
Disc

=>
All documents are not treated
Is parallel RA procedure, one for MeNB and the other for SeNB, supported?
· If yes, how can we handle simultaneous preamble transmission?
· If no, how can we handle overlapped RA procedures?
R2-133993
Parallel RA for Dual Connectivity
Ericsson
Disc
· NTT DCM agree with Proposal 1. NTT DCM think we should inform RAN1 that parallel RA is needed from RAN2 point of view. Samsung and NSN want to leave whole things to UE implementation, i.e. UE can either perform parallel RA procedures or choose one of them. ZTE think the power situation is not different from CA, and then how can we support parallel RA procedures. Samsung think up to Rel-11, parallel RA procedure does not happen, but in dual connectivity, the RA procedure is difficult to coordinated between two eNBs, so we should support it, but we don’t need to mandate a single UE behavior. LG think even if we do not mandate a single UE behavior, we anyway need a new UE behavior, UE may need some prioritization. 
=>
Parallel RA procedure is supported if preamble transmission is not overlapped. There is no requirement to coordinate PRACH resource in network side.
=>
Support of parallel RA procedures will be included in the LS R2-134494.
· ZTE think coordination of scheduling Msg3 between eNBs is difficult. Intel think Msg3 is not a problem.
Overlapped preamble transmission

· BlackBerry think handling of overlapped preamble transmission can be left for UE implementation. Ericsson think it is up to RAN1. Panasonic think we cannot leave it up to UE implementation. QC think if preamble transmission is overlapped, the UE behavior is up to UE implementation. 
=>
Ask RAN1 whether it is feasible to support parallel preamble transmission, one for MeNB RACH and the other for SeNB RACH. 

=>
Will be included in the LS R2-134494.

R2-134090
RACH for dual connectivity
NSN, Nokia Corporation
Disc

R2-134123
Parallel RA procedure in dual connectivity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-134094
Supporting Parallel RA procedure for Dual Connectivity
MediaTek Inc.
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
Activation/Deactivation
Is Act/Deact function supported for SCG cells?
Is Act/Deact of SCG cells controlled by SeNB or MeNB?
Is one cell in SCG always activated?
R2-134071
Activation and Deactivation between MeNB and SeNB
ASUSTeK
Disc
· CATT think Activation command should also be sent from SeNB. Samsung think as long as we have DRX, Activation/Deactivation may not be needed. 

· ZTE ask why MeNB cannot activate/deactivate cells in SCG. NSN think the problem is due to Xn delay. 
	Agreements
1:   Activation/Deactivation is supported for SCG.
4:   MeNB can activate and deactivate Cells associated with MeNB. SeNB can activate and deactivate Cells associated with SeNB.



R2-134277
SCell activation/deactivation for dual connectivity
Intel Corporation
Disc
R2-134113
Activation/Deactivation of cells in the SeNB
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-133992
Handling of Activation/Deactivation in Dual connectivity
Ericsson
Disc
R2-133824
Activation and deactivation for inter-ENB CA
Samsung
Disc
R2-134060
Small cell activation and deactivation
CATT
Disc
R2-134272
Activation and deactivation of cells on SeNB
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
PHR
If PHR is triggered for a cell, does the UE send PHR to the corresponding eNB or all eNBs?
Does PHR include PH information of activated cells served by the corresponding eNB or all activated cells in the UE?
Is PHR configuration independent for different eNBs?
R2-134125
PHR in dual connectivity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-134089
PHR for dual connectivity
NSN, Nokia Corporation
Disc
R2-133823
Power headroom report for inter-ENB CA
Samsung
Disc
R2-134234
Considerations on power control for Dual Connectivity
Ericsson
Disc
R2-133945
Uplink transmission power management and PHR reporting for dual connectivity
Panasonic
Disc
R2-134048
Management of UE Transmit Power in Dual Connectivity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-133904
user plane issue not related to bearer split
ZTE
Disc

=>
All documents are not treated
BSR
For split bearer, is BSR sent to the eNB to which the RLC data is transmitted?
For split bearer, how is PDCP data calculated in BSR?
Is BSR configuration independent for different eNBs?
Is BSR trigger independent for different eNBs?
Is LCG space defined per UE or per eNB?
R2-134012
BSR in Architecture 3C
ITRI
Disc
R2-133935
BSR Reporting Options for Dual Connectivity
Panasonic
Disc
R2-133883
BSR for small cell enhancement
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
R2-134115
BSR in dual connectivity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-133855
BSR and SR for dual connectivity
NSN, Nokia Corporation
Disc
R2-133863
Buffer Status Reporting for inter-ENB CA
Samsung
Disc
R2-133997
BSR considerations for dual connectivity with bearer splitting
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
R2-134041
BSR issue in architecture 1A
Potevio
Disc
R2-134043
BSR issue in architecture 3C
Potevio
Disc
R2-134381
BSR and SR for dual connectivity
Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
R2-134227
BSR and LCP procedures for split bearers
Ericsson
Disc
R2-134162
Control of Radio Resources for Dual Connectivity
Fujitsu
Disc
R2-134325
User plane details in SCE
Broadcom Corporation
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
LCP
Is LCP performed independently per involved eNBs?
For split bearer, which type of token bucket is used, common or separate?
For split bearer, how PBR is enforced?
R2-134261
LCP for small cell enhancement
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
R2-133822
Logical channel prioritization in 1A and 3C
Samsung
Disc
R2-133857
LCP for Dual Connectivity
NSN, Nokia Corporation
Disc
R2-133943
Logical channel prioritization for dual connectivity
Panasonic
Disc
R2-134119
LCP in dual connectivity
LG Electronics Inc.
Disc
R2-134382
LCP for dual connectivity
Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
SPS
Is SPS supported in SeNB?
R2-133864
Voice support in inter-ENB carrier aggregation
Samsung
Disc

R2-134153
The necessary functionalities of Pcell support towards SeNB
Panasonic
Disc
R2-134002
Procedures for dual connectivity
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

R2-134400
Scheduling Aspects of MAC with Dual Connectivity
InterDigital Communications
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
TAT
R2-134093
UL Time Alignment for Inter-eNB CA
MediaTek Inc.
Disc
=>
The document is not treated
7.8
WI: TDD Interference Management and Traffic Adaptation (eIMTA)

(LTE_TDD_eIMTA-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-12, started: Dec 12, target: Dec 13, WID: RP-121772)

7.8.2
User Plane Details

DRX operation; …

The documents in this AI might be treated in the UP session.
DRX
Which TDD configuration should the UE follow to count DRX timers?
· SIB1 TDD configuration
· DL reference TDD configuration
· L1 TDD configuration
R2-134033
DRX operation for TDD eIMTA
CATT
Disc
· Huawei think Proposal 2 and Proposal 3 are RAN1 agreement, and Proposal4 is RAN1 working assumption, so we only have to discuss Proposal 1. CATT think Proposal 2 and 3 are not agreed based on DRX. Chairman wonders why DRX is discussed in RAN1 because it is RAN2 issue. Huawei think DRX impacts UE behavior, so it is kind of RAN1 issue. 

Proposal 1: DRX timer counting follows the TDD UL/DL configuration in SIB1.

· Ericsson think it is obvious, so support. IDT ask why we cannot use DL reference configuration. It just matter of over-counting or under-counting. ZTE think for COMP scenario 4, there may be multiple DL reference configurations. Ericsson think we discussed similar issue in Rel-11. Samsung think we can use union of SIB1 configuration and DL reference configuration. ZTE think following SIB1 is much stable. Intel think if DRX timer counting follows DL reference configuration, the UE may miss many PDCCHs. 
· LG wonders why do we distinguish PDCCH monitoring and DRX timer counting. Is it just for L1 signaling loss? LG think the probability of L1 signaling loss is very low, and the impact of L1 signaling loss has not been analyzed yet. So, following L1 singlaing would be simple. ZTE think with L1 signaling, some UEs receive it but other UEs cannot receive it. Ericsson, Samsung agree. It would be very difficult for the network to count every UEs. 
· Chairman wonders why DRX is configured together with eIMTA. Huawei think removing DRX should be discussed in main session. IDT think PCell has anyway DRX. 
=>
DRX timer counting follows the TDD UL/DL configuration in SIB1.
Proposal 2: PDCCH monitoring follows the TDD UL/DL configuration indicated by L1 signaling.

· Ericsson think we have to first discuss how the DRX Active Time is related. Intel think RAN1 agreed as a working assumption the UE should fallback to SIB1 configuration. Ericsson think for the default configuration it should be discussed in RAN2. 
R2-134091
DRX for eIMTA
NSN, Nokia Corporation
Disc
R2-133928
Coexistence of DRX and eIMTA
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
R2-133985
DRX Issues for eIMTA
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
R2-134069
Discussion on DRX issues in TDD eIMTA
MediaTek Inc.
Disc
R2-134133
DRX for dynamic TDD operation
Ericsson
Disc
R2-134138
Introduction of dynamic TDD operation in 36.321
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0693)
-
B
REL-12
LTE_TDD_eIMTA-Core
R2-134269
Discussion on DRX operation in TDD eIMTA systems
Samsung
Disc
R2-134326
DRX operation to support eIMTA
Intel Corporation
Disc
R2-133901
Impact on user plane by eIMTA
ZTE
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
PHR
R2-134032
Consideration on PHR for TDD eIMTA
CATT
Disc
R2-134230
eIMTA PHR
InterDigital Communications
Disc

R2-134070
Power headroom reporting in TDD eIMTA
MediaTek Inc.
Disc
=>
All documents are not treated
7.11
LTE TEI12

Small Technical Enhancements affecting LTE Rel-12 that do not belong to any Rel-12 WI.
Note: A TEI proposal should be treated for only one meeting cycle and involve only one WG. Otherwise, a WI should be proposed at RAN plenary!

7.11.2
LTE TEI12 UP
The documents in this AI will be treated in the UP session.
R2-133976
Correction about FMS in PDCP
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
36.323
(0110)
-
F
REL-12
LTE-L23, TEI12
· ZTE ask how it happens received PDCP PDU is not decompressed correctly. Huawei think the received PDU may fail to decompress if ROHC feedback is lost. Samsung also wonders how can it happen because RLC AM guarantees in-sequence delivery. Huawei think the packet loss may happen at handover. 

· Chairman clarified that “missing” means either “not received” or “optionally received but not decompressed correctly”.

· Samsung, NSN, ZTE, Ericsson do not see the need for the CR.

=>
RAN2 point out that the definition of “missing” is already captured in 6.3.10.
=>
CR is not agreed.
R2-134046
Clarification on Power Headroom MAC CE
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
(0690)
-
F
REL-12
LTE-L23, TEI12
-
NSN think the category should be D. 
=>
Include another editorial changes in 5.4.6 (activated Serving Cells).

=>
Change the category to D.

=>
CR0690 is agreed in R2-134493.

R2-134176
Enhanced DRX MAC CE
Ericsson
Disc
REL-12
LTE-L23, TEI12
Proposal 1: Introduce a mechanism to allow the eNB to send the UE directly to long DRX cycle to save UE power consumption.
· ZTE think case 1 and 2 would not happen frequently, and case 3 depends on scheduling algorithm. So, ZTE does not think this kind of enhancement is beneficial. Ericsson think the benefit is to save UE power. Huawei, LG, NTT DCM, BlackBerry think the enhancement is helpful for Rel-12 considering that many services are running at the same time. ZTE wonders why the long DRX command is related to number of running services. BlackBerry think if multiple services are running, it is difficult for the eNB to configure DRX properly. NSN ask how it can be used. NSN think the same behavior can be obtained if the eNB does not configure Short DRX. NSN think the reason for introducing Short DRX is that the eNB cannot predict the user traffic. NSN wonders how the proposed mechanism saves UE battery because the UE has to do more to monitor PDCCH. ZTE think the eNB can reconfigure the DRX. Ericsson think using reconfiguration is too heavy. BlackBerry think the gain depends on the length of Short DRX cycle.
Show of hands

· Switch to Long DRX cycle earlier than expiry of Short DRX cycle is useful [9]
· Switch to Long DRX cycle earlier than expiry of Short DRX cycle is not useful [2]
=>
Agree to introduce a mechanism to switch to Long DRX cycle.
=>
Study for the next meeting about the mechanism.
R2-134178
Enhanced DRX MAC CE
Ericsson
CR
36.321
(0694)
-
B
REL-12
LTE-L23, TEI12
=>
CR is not agreed.

Summary of the UP ad hoc meeting

Agreed CRs
R2-133793
Clarification on the HARQ feedback for SCell activation/deactivation command MAC CE
CATT, NSN, Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics Inc., Samsung, Ericsson, ZTE
CR
36.321
0686
-
F
REL-10
LTE_CA-Core
R2-133794
Clarification on the HARQ feedback for SCell activation/deactivation command MAC CE
CATT, NSN, Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics Inc., Samsung, Ericsson, ZTE
CR
36.321
0687
-
A
REL-11
LTE_CA-Core
R2-134493
Clarification on Power Headroom MAC CE
LG Electronics Inc.
CR
36.321
0690
-
D
REL-12
LTE-L23, TEI12
Agreed outgoing LS
None

Comeback on Friday

R2-134491
Maximum uplink transmission difference
Ericsson
CR
36.300
0593
-
F
REL-11
LTE_CA-Core, TEI11
R2-134492
Clarification on SPS empty MAC PDU counter handling
CATT
CR
36.321
0695
-
F
related to Disc R2-134066
REL-11
LTE-L23, TEI11
R2-134494 
Draft LS to RAN1 on RAN2 agreements on Random Access with dual connectivity
NEC

E-mail discussion for the next meeting

None

Comeback at the next meeting
Rel-12 Mechanism to switch to Long DRX cycle earlier than expiry of Short DRX cycle (related to R2-134176)
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