3GPP TSG RAN WG2 #85
R2-14xxxx
10.02. to 14.02.2014, Prague, Czech Republic
Source: 
ETSI MCC
Object:
Skeleton report
1
Opening of the meeting (9 AM)

1.1
Call for IPR

	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 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 RAN WG2 Chairman.

1.2
Network usage conditions
The PCG has laid down the following network usage conditions
	1. Users shall not use the network to engage in illegal activities. This includes activities such as copyright violation, hacking, espionage or any other activity that may be prohibited by local laws.

2. Users shall not engage in non-work related activities that consume excessive bandwidth or cause significant degradation of the performance of the network.

Since the network is a shared resource, users should exercise some basic etiquette when using the 3GPP network at a meeting. It is understood that high bandwidth applications such as downloading large files or video streaming might be required for business purposes, but delegates should be strongly discouraged in performing these activities for personal use. Downloading a movie or doing something in an interactive environment for personal use essentially wastes bandwidth that others need to make the meeting effective. The meeting chairman should remind end users that the network is a shared resource; the more one user grabs, the less there is for another. Email and its attachments already take up significant bandwidth (certain email programs are not very bandwidth efficient). In case of need the chair can ask the delegates to restrict IT usage to things that are essential for the meeting itself.
1.
DON’T place your WiFi device in ad-hoc mode 

2.
DON’T set up a personal hotspot in the meeting room 

3.
DO try 802.11a if your WiFi device supports it 

4.
DON’T manually allocate an IP address 

5.
DON’T be a bandwidth hog by streaming video, playing online games, or downloading huge files 

6.
DON’T use packet probing software which clogs the local network (e.g., packet sniffers or port scanners)


2
General

THANK YOU to companies that request TDoc numbers and submit contributions early before deadline (really appreciated). Will start to refrain from treating late documents.

2.1
Approval of the agenda
R2-140001
Proposed agenda for RAN2 #85, Prague, Czech Republic, 10.02.-14.02.2014
Ericsson (RAN2 chairman)
Agenda
Time-schedule is only indicative (i.e. topics might move forward/backward!):

	Schedule
	Main room
	LTE Breakout room
	UMTS room

	Mon 09:00 -> 12:30
	[2],[3],[4]
	
	

	Mon 14:00 ->
	[5.3] Other Joint Rel-12

[5.1] WLAN/3GPP
[5.2] MTC SDDTE
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Tue 08:30 -> 16:00
	[6.1.1] LTE Rel-8/9/10 CP
[6.2.1] Rel-11 CP
	[6.1.2] LTE Rel-8/9/10 UP
[6.2.2] Rel-11 UP
	[8] UMTS Rel-8/9/10

[9] UMTS Rel-11

	Tue 16:00 -> 
	[7.2] Dual Connectivity 
	
	[10.2] Het-Net Mobility

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Wed 08:30 -> 12:30
	[7.8.1] eIMTA (email disc)

[7.2] Dual Connectivity
	
	[10.4] SIB enhancements

	Wed 14:00 -> 16:00
	[7.6] Group Communication
	
	[10.1] FEUL

	Wed 16:30 -> 
	[7.5] D2D
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	 
	
	

	Thu 8:30 -> 12:30
	[7.1] HetNet Mobility 

[7.3] MBMS MDT

[7.7] Congestion Mitigation
	[7.2.3] Dual Connectivity (UP) 

[7.8.2] eIMTA (UP)

[7.11.2] TEI12 LTE (UP)
	[10.5] RAN1 Het-Net WI

	
	
	
	[10.6] DCH enhancements

	Thu 14:00 -> 
	[7.4] Coverage Enh.

[7.9] MTC Low Cost

[7.5] D2D (cont.)
	
	Comebacks

[10.2] HetNet Mobility (cont.)

[10.3], [10.7], [10.8]

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Fri 8:30 ->
	Left-overs, Comebacks

[7.11.1] TEI12 LTE (best eff)
	
	Comebacks and leftovers

	Fri: 14:00 -> 

until 17:00
	Left-overs, Comebacks (Joint topics), [12][13][14]

[5.4] TEI12 Joint (best effort)
	
	


2.2
Approval of the report of the previous meeting
R2-140002
Draft report of RAN2 #84, San Francisco, USA, 11.11.-15.11.2013
ETSI MCC
Report
2.3
Reporting from other meetings
2.4
Other
Rapporteur changes
Spec


former rapporteur


proposed new rapporteur

Chairing of UTMS Sessions

In this meeting not all UMTS sessions will be chaired by the UMTS Vice Chairman. Instead, the following delegates volunteered to chair UMTS sessions as follows:


Nicola Puddle

Work Item on UMTS Heterogeneous Networks
These will be official sessions and agreements may be taken as if they were chaired by a (vice) chairman.

Isolated impact analysis
Note that an isolated impact analysis is required for Rel-11 CRs. 

Only corrections where there is a proven problem are allowed for frozen releases (Rel-8 to Rel-11).
Document format

Please remember to provide documents in Word® 2003 format! 
RAN2 WG compendium

Latest version can always be found at ftp://ftp.3gpp.org/tsg_ran/WG2_RL2/Org/RAN2_Compendium/ 

3
Incoming liaisons
Note: LSs are moved to the respective agenda items if any.

3.3
UMTS relevance
Multi-Flow

R2-140008
LS on HS-SCCH Orders for CPC DTX/DRX Activation / Deactivation in Multiflow Mode (R1-135986; contact: ZTE); RAN1; LSin; to: RAN2; REL-11; HSDPA_MFTX-Core; 

=>
CR will be discussed in the UMTS session. 

=>
Noted. Will decide after discussion whether a reply LS is needed. 
R2-140006
LS on Multiflow and CLTD with assisting cell feedback (R1-135864; contact: NSN); RAN1; LSin; to: RAN2; REL-11; HSDPA_MFTX-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core; 

-
ZTE wonders whether intra-NodeB is also applicable. NSN thinks that this would as efficient as the baseline case. 

-
ZTE wonders about the release. NSN thinks that there was not such discussion in RAN1. NSN thinks it would be for Rel-12. 

=>
Will be discussed further in the UMTS session. Will decide after discussion whether a reply LS is needed.
Other

R2-140015
LS on "Introducing ‘General’ clause to TS25.307 with a cross reference to note in clause 4.4 in TS25.101" (R4-137145; contact: Fujitsu); RAN4; LSin; to: RAN2; REL-8; TEI8; 
[Moved from 3.1 to 3.3]

=> Related CRs will be treated in the UMTS session. 
4
Joint UMTS/LTE: Rel-11 and earlier releases

8
UTRA Release 10 and earlier releases
R2-140031
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0200)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-4
TEI4

-
Broadcom: what is the benefit of the new section and why can’t we add in the scope?.  Fujitsu thinks that the scope should contain a requirement.  
-
NSN wonders if we have any new regulatory requirements? We use to capture delta and if we have new deltas specified we need the add the references.  Ericsson: yes we do have new requirements. NSN thinks that in that case there may be a need to add something new.  

-
ALU thinks that we have had this specs for a long time and we are not sure whether this changes is needed in UMTS.  Fujitsu thinks that it doesn’t new information but rather add a guideline to the reader.  

-
RAN2 secretary: we cannot add new requirements in a NOTE and maybe we need to be more specific on which requirements.  Fujitsu we just comply with the regulatory requirement and it is impossible to capture them all to RAN4.

-
Ericsson supports Fujitsu’s proposal.  RAN4 has had a very long discussion and we decided to include in 36.307 and to be consistent we should add it to 25.307.  The only way to add it is via a NOTE.  NSN wonders why this was only done for 36.307?  Ericsson thinks that the mandate in RAN4 was only for LTE.  

-
ALU thinks we can’t just copy everything from LTE.  There were concerns about how we do this in a NOTE.  

-
Ericsson indicates that this NOTE was in the original 25.301 and 36.301 and were forgotten in 25.307 and 36.307 and this is a very important information.  

-
NSN thinks that the NOTE is incorrect.  The reference should points to a later release.  Ericsson thinks there is an issue with every new release.  Do we go back at every spec and add the reference?  RAN4 discussed all the possible ways of doing it.  
-
ALU thinks that there may be a need to add something and perhaps doing it like LTE can be the best way forward.  Ericsson thinks it was clear in RAN4 that it would be applicable to LTE and UMTS.  
-
RAN2 secretary wonders why we are adding a note to adding a note?  Ericsson and Fujitsu thinks that this was done for maintenance purposes.  

-
Ericsson wonders why we specify the version.  ALU points out that this is historical and the version number is the release number. 
=>
The CR is revised in R2-140852
R2-140852
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0200
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-4
TEI4
=>
The CR is agreed 
R2-140032
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0201)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-5
TEI5

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140853
R2-140853
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0201
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-5
TEI5
-
Ericsson the sentences “All frequency bands are fully specified in this release of the specifications. The present document does not contain any requirements for UEs supporting frequency bands independent of release.” Should be removed from the spec. 

=>
If we have such sentences it should only be present for the latest release. Any previous releases should not contain this sentence.

=>
We will remove the two sentences from all specs. 

=>
In the cover page we can add the following explanation:


“When a new release version was introduced these sentences should have been removed: “All frequency bands are fully specified in this release of the specifications. The present document does not contain any requirements for UEs supporting frequency bands independent of release”.  Consequently, this can be misleading. “
=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140884 r1 with the two sentences removed
R2-140033
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0202)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-6
TEI6

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140854
R2-140854
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0202
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-6
TEI6
=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140885 r1 with the two sentences removed
R2-140034
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0203)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-7
TEI7

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140855
R2-140855
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0203
-
A
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-7
TEI7

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140886 r1 with the two sentences removed
R2-140035
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0204)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-8
TEI8

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140856
R2-140856
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0204
-
A
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-8
TEI8

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140887 r1 with the two sentences removed
R2-140036
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0205)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-9
TEI9

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140857
R2-140857
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0205
-
A
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-9
TEI9

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140888 r1 with the two sentences removed
R2-140037
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0206)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-10
TEI10

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140858
R2-140858
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0206
-
A
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-10
TEI10

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140889 r1 with the two sentences removed
R2-140038
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
(0207)
-
F
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-11
TEI11
=>
The CR is revised in R2-140859
R2-140859
Introducing 'General' clause with note referring to notes in clause 4.4 in TS25.101 and TS25.102, editorial modifications to Scope clause
Fujitsu
CR
25.307
0207
-
A
Corresponding incoming LS is in R2-140015
REL-11
TEI11

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140890 r1 with the two sentences removed
Rel-7 TEI7

R2-140388
Handling of IE E-DPDCH power interpolation" when absent"
Broadcom Corporation
Disc
REL-7
TEI7

-
Qualcomm thinks that the absence of this IE means the UE should continue.  Broadcom: can you confirm that this is for the active set update case only?  Qualcomm thinks that this is true for the active set and for the reconfiguration cases this is already clear.  
-
ALU thinks this ambiguity has been seen in the past.  Do we have a general behaviour about IEs?  Broadcom doesn’t think we have such a general behaviour.   In Rel-7 and after we have explicitly added continue and the absence means stop.  

-
Ericsson thinks the absence means stop.  Huawei has the same understanding. 

-
Ericsson doesn’t think we should have optional Booleans.  

-
Ericsson would have a preference to add something to mandate the inclusion of the IE. 

-
ALU wonders from which release?  Broadcom thinks the issue is for Rel-7 and UE changes can be done for Rel-10 and for previous behaviour the network has to handle it by always including the IE.  

-
Qualcomm wonders what happens when you don’t have E-DPDCH info?  Broadcom thinks that you continue and if you have E-DPDCH info but not the power interpolation IE then the behaviour is ambiguous now.  

-
Chair: companies to discuss offline what should be the desired behaviour, 

After comeback

-
Qualcomm thinks that they are fine with interpreting the absence of the IE as FALSE.  Broadcom is fine with this. 

-
Intel – from Rel-7 to Rel-11 we add something in the spec to indicate that there are different behaviour and we fix the Rel-12.   

-
NSN we are still checking, but we would prefer to interpret the absence as continue.  If we find that there is a problem with relocation case then we can agree that the absence will mean FALSE.  

-
Qualcomm for Rel-12 we fix the behaviour and absence interpreted as FALSE and for pre-Rel-12 there will be different behaviour but the network can fix the problem by always including the IE.  

-
NSN wonders why we don’t start with Rel-11.  

-
NSN prefers that for pre-Rel-11 to have CRs that state “UE behaviour is unspecified” in case the IE “E-DPDCH power interpolation” is not present.  

=>
Working assumption that the absence of IE “E-DPDCH power interpolation” means the extrapolation is used (e.g. means FALSE).  

=>
We will start from Rel-11

=>
For pre-Rel-11, the network can ensure consistent UE behaviour by always including IE “E-DPDCH power interpolation”.  For next meeting, we agree to capture this in  Rel-7 to Rel-10 CRs for 25.331 by stating “UE behaviour is unspecified” in case the IE “E-DPDCH power interpolation” is not present

=>
Noted
R2-140390
Clarification to the handling of IE "E-DPDCH power interpolation" when absent"
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331
(5535)
-
F

REL-7
TEI7
=> Not treated
R2-140389
Clarification to the handling of IE "E-DPDCH power interpolation" when absent"
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331
(5534)
-
F

REL-7
TEI7

withdrawn
Rel-8 RANimp-DCHSDPA
R2-140154
Corrections on the variable handling for Multi carrier
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5523)
-
F
cat.A parts included in R2-140155 and later REL CRs
REL-8
RANimp-DCHSDPA

-
Broadcom thinks this is already specified in 8.5.25.   Huawei: in that section this is only done in CELL_DCH.. 

-
ALU doesn’t think anything is broken as it should be clear.  

-
Ericsson sympathises with the problem, but thinks that it is pretty clear that the variables are only applicable in CELL_DCH.   Ericsson it all depends when thinks are done, before or after state transition.  

-
Ericsson thinks this is already specified in the reconfiguration message

=>
The CR is not agreed 

R2-140155
Corrections on the variable handling for Multi carrier and DC-HSUPA
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5524)
-
F
includes cat.A for R2-140154
REL-9
RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-140156
Corrections on the variable handling for Multi carrier and DC-HSUPA
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5525)
-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-140157
Corrections on the variable handling for Multi carrier and DC-HSUPA
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5526)
-
A

REL-11
RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-140158
Corrections on the variable handling for Multi carrier and DC-HSUPA
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5527)
-
A

REL-12
RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is not agreed
Rel-9 RANimp-EnhState
R2-140147
Introduction of default radio configuration for the HS-DSCH/RACH and HS-DSCH/E-DCH combinations
NSN
Disc

REL-9
RANimp-EnhState, RANimp-UplinkEnhState  

-
Qualcomm is fine to add the new configuration.  

-
Qualcomm: for Rel-9 the default configuration is mandatory for the UE, but there is no network supporting it.  Can we also push the Rel-9 default configuration to Rel-11.   Ericsson has sympathy for Qualcomm’s proposal.  
-
Ericsson thinks the procedural text allows for HS-DSCH and E-DCH.  A rel-11 change is still not backwards compatible and would prefer to have it for Rel-12.  

=>
Agree to add a new Configuration 1 that adds the “HS-DSCH/RACH mapping options and 

HS-DSCH/E-DCH mapping options”. 

=>
FFS for which Release 

=>
FFS what to do with the Rel-9 default configuration?

After comeback 

-
Broadcom: For release-9, we don’t do anything and if we detect a problem one day we will remove it and introduce it in the active release.  Qualcomm indicates that the UE would have to claim that it supports the feature without testing.  
=>
Noted  
R2-140148
Introduction of a new default radio configuration for CELL_FACH
NSN
CR
25.331
(5517)
-
F
REL-12 cat.A CR missing?
REL-11
RANimp-EnhState, RANimp-UplinkEnhState
=> Not treated
Rel-10 4C_HSDPA
R2-140151
Modification of the conditions for handling SECONDARY_CELL_MIMO_STATUS
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5520)
-
F

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
ALU thinks we should add this to the rapporteurs CR.  Rapporteurs agrees. 

-
Broadcom: what happens when you move from 3C to 2C?
-
Ericsson thinks that this is clear in the procedural text.   
=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-140152
Modification of the conditions for handling SECONDARY_CELL_MIMO_STATUS
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5521)
-
F
really cat.F and not cat.A?
REL-11
4C_HSDPA-Core, 8C_HSDPA-Core, 4Tx_HSDPA-Core

=>
The CR is not agreed as is, but will be captured in a future Rel-12 rapporteur CR

R2-140153
Modification of the conditions for handling SECONDARY_CELL_MIMO_STATUS
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5522)
-
A

REL-12
4C_HSDPA-Core, 8C_HSDPA-Core, 4Tx_HSDPA-Core

=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-140425
Renumbering and storage of IEs for secondary DL serving cells
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5537)
-
F

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core, TEI10, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

-
Qualcomm doesn’t think the note is necessary.  Ericsson is an informative note to remind the UE to not change where it stores the information.  

-
NSN wants to ensure that we don’t break anything with the renumbering and that the renumbering is for the physical layer numbering.    Broadcom thinks this is clear that by skipping you will do the numbering properly.  

-
Broadcom: we can remove this sentence “The secondary serving HS-DSCH cells are numbered in the order their configuration IEs appears in the message”.  Ericsson and Qualcom think the sentence should remain there as it give the logical connection between the IEs and the numbers given to the PHY layer.

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140849
R2-140426
Renumbering and storage of IEs for secondary DL serving cells
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5538)
-
A

REL-11
4C_HSDPA-Core, TEI10, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140850
R2-140427
Renumbering and storage of IEs for secondary DL serving cells
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5539)
-
A

REL-12
4C_HSDPA-Core, TEI10, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140851
R2-140428
Activation status for newly added secondary serving HS-DSCH cells
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5540)
-
F

REL-10
4C_HSDPA-Core

-
Qualcomm: We are now specifying numbering rules in RAN2 but in previous releases we were doing this in RAN1.  Broadcom agrees it is a bit strange.   Ericsson: for Rel-8 and Rel-9 it is only for dual cell and it is not possible to get the numbering wrong.  
-
Huawei has submitted CRs to RAN1 and thinks we should solve the issue in RAN1.  Ericsson points out that RAN1 CRs have drawback and the best way to capture it is in RAN2.  
-
Chair: Where do we specify it, RAN1 or RAN2?  Broadcom, Qualcomm are fine to do it in RAN2.  NSN thinks that even if we have something in RAN1, there are some aspects that need to be captured in RAN2.  Ericsson: if RAN2 has something then there is nothing needed in RAN1.  
-
Huawei thinks that originally the ambiguity resulted due to RAN1 specs.  Ericsson: this was forgotten in RAN1, and ideally it would have been done in RAN1 but we can’t find a good solution in RAN1 only.  RAN1 CRs may be technically incorrect and then we would have to come back to RAN2 to fix the issue with RAN1 and would prefer to avoid it.  
-
NSN what would be the issue with RAN1 only?  Ericsson –for example, I have two carries 1 and 2 and I reconfigure to 1 and 3.  RAN1 interprets this as new but RAN2 thinks it should continue keeping the activation status.  There will be ambiguities in RAN1 as to what is a new configuration.  NSN thinks that everyone agrees with the behaviour so it’s a matter of having a correct CR. 
-
Huawei thinks the new paragraph is not needed as the behaviour is already clear.  Broadcom thinks that the new addition was not previously covered.  Qualcomm has some sympathy for Huawei.  However, they would like to conclude the issue in this meeting.  
After comeback 

-
Ericsson: RAN1 has agreed to have an email discussion, but if RAN2 agrees then they can proceed according to our CR.  Huawei thinks RAN1 should handle it
-
Qualcomm wants to close this issue as soon as possible.   We think that we agreed to the behaviour and we see that RAN1 still needs time progress.  We would like to agree with RAN2 CR and if they still see a problem in RAN1 they can address those specific issues.  
-
Broadcom is fine in having the CR in RAN2 as it is the RRC that will indicate the status of the things.  

-
Huawei strongly thinks that it should be RAN1 handling it, but for the sake of progress is fine with agreeing.  

=>
The behaviour for Rel-8 and Rel-9 should be similar.  However, we will not have a CR as there is only one secondary carrier and the behaviour is clear in the RAN1 spec.  

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140896
R2-140430
Activation status for newly added secondary serving HS-DSCH cells
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5541)
-
A

REL-11
4C_HSDPA-Core 

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140897

R2-140431
Activation status for newly added secondary serving HS-DSCH cells
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5542)
-
A

REL-12
4C_HSDPA-Core

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140898

R2-140717
Clarification of periodic measurement in DC HSUPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5567)
-
F

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, TEI10

-
Broadcom agrees with the intention, but would prefer something more normative.  This problem can occur more than in this case, for example when we modify a configuration.  

-
ALU: what’s broken with “no reporting”.  Broadcom thinks it’s not used.  Qualcomm we are breaking the  legacy rule that you cannot not associate different types of measurements with one measurement ID.  

-
Ericsson thinks that we can configure the primary and secondary independently with same measurement ID but configure different measurement independently (e.g. periodic or triggered).  Broadcom is concerned with the configuration of the secondary carrier only, with the same measurement ID we can configured different configuration.  Ericsson thinks that we have to fix that case.  

-
Huawei agrees with the intention

=>
We agree with the intention of not allowing the configuration event trigger and period measurements with the same Measurement ID for the secondary carrier. 

After comeback:

-
Qualcomm: we will not have a CR.

-
Qualcomm would prefer to have an agreement on one measurement ID cannot be associated with different types of measurements. 
-
Offline it was confirmed that with the current ASN.1 it is not allowed to have periodic on primary and have event triggered on secondary carrier with the current however event triggered on primary and periodic on secondary carrier is allowed.  
-
Qualcomm thinks that this was not the intention when we introduced the CR on periodic measurements.  Ericsson thinks the principle was to allow independent configuration of measurements.   If we restrict the behaviour then if we would want to configure periodic on the secondary carrier we would need another measID.  
-
Broadcom thinks that this was not the intention when they introduced the periodic configuration in the secondary carrier, it was rather due to the ASN.1 design.  

-
ALU why don’t we have a CR and would this trigger a measurement control failure.  Qualcomm: it is not clear what triggers the failures in the spec.  ALU: it is strange that we won’t do anything.  

-
Chair: so what we need to discuss is whether we restrict and don’t allow the following configuration, event triggered on primary and periodic on secondary carrier with the same measurement ID.  

-
Huawei would like to have some more time to think about this.  Broadcom: this was not intentional and if you would like to allow it will be Rel-12.    

Agreements 
	· We agree that for Rel-10/Rel-11 we will not allow different measurement reporting criteria (i.e. event triggered, periodic, and no reporting) to be configured with the same measurement ID

· We will not have a CR for this issue


=>
The CR is not agreed

R2-140719
Clarification of periodic measurement in DC HSUPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5568)
-
A

REL-11
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, TEI10
=>
Not treated

R2-140722
Clarification of periodic measurement in DC HSUPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5569)
-
A

REL-12
RANimp-DC_HSUPA, TEI10
=>
Not treated
R2-140721
Clarification of periodic measurement in DC HSUPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331

-
A

REL-10
RANimp-DC_HSUPA
withdrawn
R2-140861
LS on Update to UE radio bearer test mode for CSG proximity testing (R5-140742; contact: Broadcom)
RAN5
LSin
to: RAN2; this LS is referring to RAN4 LS R4-130986 = R5-131270 of Feb. 2013 which was not sent to RAN2; this LS includes 2 RAN5 endorsed 34.109 CRs in R2-140862 and R2-140863 requesting RAN2 agreement 
REL-9
TEI9_Test

Note: CR starts from REL-10 onwards but uses TEI9_Test, so to be checked whether REL-10 (TEI10_Test) or REL-9 CR (TEI9_Test) should be considered.

-
ALU the fingerprint can be anything (GPS, RF). Are we removing everything or just the RF fingerprint. 

-
TIMThe test mode is to first disable non-3GPP radio signals as they are not supposed to be used in the test and to delete previously stored information.  ALU: why does the UE need to delete it.  Broadcom: is to prepare and initiate the test.  ALU: so we confirm that there is no impact to RAN2.  

-
Ericsson wants to ensure that the CSG functionality is not impacted.  Broadcom indicates that it does not impact the CSG proximity functionality.  

-
Broadcom would prefer to have it in Rel-9.  RAN2 secretary thinks that there should be any problem to start it from Rel-9.  In RAN5 we have specified that the applicability of the test case is Rel-9.   TIM would be happy to have it from Rel-9.

=>
We agree to have the test specs from Rel-9.   Broadcom will provide the Rel-9 CRs.  
R2-140871
Update to UE radio bearer test mode for CSG proximity testing
Broadcom Corporation
CR
34.109
0054
-
C
RAN2 decided to have also a REL-9 CR for the RAN5 CRs of R2-140861
REL-9
TEI9_Test

=>
The CR is agreed
R2-140872
Update to UE radio bearer test mode for CSG proximity testing
RAN5 (contact: Broadcom Corporation)
CR
34.109
0055
-
A
cat. changed from C to A compared to R5-140752 as now also REL-9 CR is considered
REL-10
TEI9_Test

=>
The CR is agreed

R2-140873
Update to UE radio bearer test mode for CSG proximity testing
RAN5 (contact: Broadcom Corporation)
CR
34.109
0056
-
A
 
REL-11
TEI9_Test

=>
The CR is agreed
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9.1
WI: Further enhancements to CELL_FACH
(Cell_FACH_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, REL-11, started: March 11, closed: Dec. 12, WID: RP-111321)
WI was closed at RAN-58. Only corrections, if any, expected.
R2-140145
Clarification to absolute priority cell reselection in CELL_FACH
Intel Corporation, Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5515)
-
F

REL-11
Cell_FACH_enh-Core

-
Qualcomm wonders what the issues is? Ericsson thinks it is not clear what “absolute priority reselection is enabled”  

-
Qualcomm thinks that there is additionally an implicit disabling of the absolutely priority reselection for the network controlled mobility.  Ericsson thinks that if we wanted to capture that intention we need to discuss offline.
=>
The CR is postponed 

R2-140146
Clarification to absolute priority cell reselection in CELL_FACH
Intel Corporation, Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5516)
-
A

REL-12
Cell_FACH_enh-Core
=>
Not treated
R2-140608
Radio Bearer mapping for R99 Fallback
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(5559)
-
F

REL-11
Cell_FACH_enh-Core

-
NSN wonders if we are absolutely sure that if we are in CELL_PCH there will be no issue with the mapping and confirm that we always move to CELL_FACH.  Broadcom and Ericsson confirm the understanding.  The UE moves the CELL_FACH.

-
NSN wonders if we need to check CCCH and DCCH again as it is checked in the variable itself.  Broadcom indicates that it is required as we are checking the condition for a particular radio bearer.  

-
NSN: why is there an (and) at the line.  Ericsson: we discussed this when the change was originally added and agreed that it was consistent with other parts in the spec.  

-
ALU will add an interoperability section 

=> The CR is revised in R2-140845
R2-140845
Radio Bearer mapping for R99 Fallback
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
5559
-
F

REL-11
Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
The CR is agreed 
R2-140609
Radio Bearer mapping for R99 Fallback
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(5560)
-
A

REL-12
Cell_FACH_enh-Core
=>
The CR is revised in R2-140846
R2-140846
Radio Bearer mapping for R99 Fallback
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
5560
-
A

REL-12
Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
The CR is agreed
9.2
WI: HSDPA Multiflow Data Transmission

(HSDPA_MFTX-Core, leading WG: RAN2, REL-11, started: Sep.11, closed: Dec.12, WID: RP-111375)

WI was closed at RAN-58. Only corrections, if any, expected.
R2-140039
Clarification for the second MAC-ehs entity configuration in the inter-Node B Multiflow operation
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5512)
-
F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

=>
The CR is postponed
R2-140040
Clarification for the second MAC-ehs entity configuration in the inter-Node B Multiflow operation
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5513)
-
A

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

=>
Not treated
R2-140149
Clarification on MAC-ehs configuration in case of Multiflow operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5518)
-
F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

-
Huawei thinks that there redundant steps that don’t need to be performed for the “RB mapping” .  Broadcom thinks that this issue is also a problem for the Huawei CR as you need to act on the IEs twice.   We will need to do it twice for the DL, maybe the UL is a bit redundant but it is not an issue. 
-
Huawei thinks that if we go to HARQ info then there is something missing on the HARQ process.  We need to add assisting serving cell change.  Broadcom thinks that is an issue for multiflow in general and not for inter-Node B multiflow. NSN: Do we need to go and change everytime there is a HS-DSCH serving cell.  Qualcomm thinks that it would be nice to have this issue.  

-
Huawei thinks that the change is not sufficient without the HARQ info.  

-
Ericsson wants to confirm that we will not have 6 + 7.  NSN confirms that it would be the same configuration to both.  

-
Qualcomm the HARQ info needs to be changed and we need to think of how to split across HARQ info across assisting cells and multiple carriers.  Previously the requirement was that the split was equal across carriers.  

-
Chair companies to discuss offline whether:


-
To remove the HARQ info pointer or to fix the HARQ info

After comeback 

-
Huawei: some companies think there is a need to clarify the HARQ info 

-
Huawei: for the HARQ buffer partitioning mechanism all can be applied to multiflow.

-
NSN doesn’t think the HARQ info section is incomplete

-
Broadcom would like to see a change.  

-
Huawei: is the scope of the CR inter-Node B.  Chair: the scope of the CR should be inter-Node B.  Other changes applicable to multiflow should be on a separate CR.
=>
We agree that there is a need to change the HARQ info 

=>
The CR is postponed 

R2-140150
Clarification on MAC-ehs configuration in case of Multiflow operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5519)
-
A

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

=>
Not treated
R2-140096
Correction of HS-SCCH Order for CPC DTXDRX (De)activation in Multiflow Mode
ZTE
CR
25.308
(0156)
-
C

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

-
Broadcom wonders if there are any additional stage 3 things we need to remove.  ZTE and NSN think there are no other instances in RAN2. 
-
Intel wonders if you can still send orders for inter-Node B multiflow.  Broadcom indicates it was already not possible.

-
Ericsson: in the concequences if not approved it is not correct to state that there is a misalignment, but rather that stage 2 is not correct.  

-
ZTE thinks that a RAN1 CR may be needed.  NSN: In that case we need to capture this in the cover sheet.  Check offline if there is a clarification neede in RAN1.  

-
ZTE checked with RAN1 and there is no need for CR in RAN1.

=>
There is no need for a reply LS

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140875
R2-140875
Correction of HS-SCCH Order for CPC DTXDRX (De)activation in Multiflow Mode
ZTE
CR
25.308
0156
-
C
 
REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core
=>
The CR is agreed
R2-140610
Interworking of multiflow with ESCC
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc





REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

-
NSN we had this discussion and we agreed that it was not needed.  ALU: this was postponed as it was pending a decision on whether we would allow the combination.  We never added any procedural text.  

-
NSN we will follow the multicarrier procedures.  ALU – this doesn’t apply to multicarrier, as it occurs in some situations only in the same frequency.   

-
NSN thinks that the network can give a new pre-configuration to remove it.  ALU in Rel-9 we allowed the UE to remove the pre-configuration without the need for the network to reconfigure.  
-
Broadcom we are asking more and more autonomous behaviour.  

-
Qualcomm thinks the scenario may not be very likely and the network can re-configure.  
-
ALU is concerned that maybe some UE may already interpret the existing spec “ if the table "Target cell preconfigurations" in the variable TARGET_CELL_PRECONFIGURATION included the RL indicated in IE "Radio Link Removal Information" as an indication to remove the assisting cell.

-
Broadcom thinks that it applies to the main entry of the target cell pre-configuration. 

=>
We agree that the current behaviour in the UE upon a removal of a radio link doesn’t affect a radio link pre-configured as an assisting cell.  

=>
Noted 
R2-140611
Combination of Multiflow with Enh serving cell change
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(5561)
-
F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

=>
The CR is not agreed
R2-140613
Combination of Multiflow with Enh serving cell change
Alcatel-Lucent
CR
25.331
(5562)
-
A

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core
=>
The CR is not agreed
9.3
WI: Other Rel-11 WIs

i.e. for WIs for which RAN2 is not prime responsible WG.

9.3.1
WI Four Branch MIMO transmission for HSDPA

(4Tx_HSDPA-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Sep.11, closed: Dec.12, WID: RP-111393)

WI was closed at RAN-58. Only corrections, if any, expected.
R2-140159
Clarification on TSN field extension for Four Branch MIMO
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5528)
-
F

REL-11
4Tx_HSDPA-Core

-
Broadcom what if we are configured with 4x4 but with dual stream restriction?  Ericsson dual stream would work the same as 2x2 MIMO

=>
For single carrier, TSN extension in needed for 4x4 MIMO and not needed for 4x2 MIMO.  
=>
The CR is revised in R2-140876
R2-140876
Clarification on TSN field extension for Four Branch MIMO
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
5528
-
F

REL-11
4Tx_HSDPA-Core

=>
Add quotation marks for “MIMO mode with four transmit antennas only with dual stream restriction”
=>
Change the cover page description to include the following sentence “For single carrier, TSN extension in needed for 4x4 MIMO and not needed for 4x2 MIMO “

=>
Add reference to 25.308 CR

=>
The CR is agreed R2-140892 r1
R2-140160
Clarification on TSN field extension for Four Branch MIMO
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5529)
-
A

REL-12
4Tx_HSDPA-Core
=>
The CR is revised in R2-140877
R2-140877
Clarification on TSN field extension for Four Branch MIMO
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
5529
-
A

REL-12
4Tx_HSDPA-Core

=>
The same changes as Rel-11 CR to be done

=>
Change the release to Rel-12

=> The CR is agreed R2-140893 r1
R2-140878
Clarification on TSN field extension for Four Branch MIMO
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.308
0158
-
F
 
REL-11
4Tx_HSDPA-Core
=>
The reason for change should be the same as for the 25.331

=>
Change summary of change to “It is clarified that for single carrier when the UE is configured with MIMO mode with four transmit antennas operation and is not configured with “four transmit antennas only with dual stream restriction”, the UE uses TSN extension.   

=>
Reference to the 25.331 CR 

=>
Change the multi-cell reference to more than one HS-DSCH cells are configured  and one HS-DSCH cell is configured.

=> The CR is revised in R2-140894 r1
R2-140894
Clarification on TSN field extension for Four Branch MIMO
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.308
0158
1
F
 
REL-11
4Tx_HSDPA-Core
=>
The CR is agreed
9.3.2
WI MIMO with 64QAM for HSUPA

(MIMO_64QAM_HSUPA-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Dec. 11, closed: Dec. 12, WID: RP-121794)

WI was closed at RAN-58. Only corrections, if any, expected.
9.3.3
WI UTRAN aspects of Single Radio Voice Call Continuity from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
(rSRVCC-RAN_UTRA-Core, leading WG: RAN3, REL-11, started: Sep.11, closed: Dec.12, WID: RP-111334)

WI was closed at RAN-58. Only corrections, if any, expected.
9.3.4
Others

(HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Dec.10, target: Dec.12, WID: RP-120367)
The Core part of this WI was closed at RAN-58. Only corrections, if any, expected.
(HSPA_UL_TxDiv-OL-Core, leading WG: RAN4, REL-11, started: Dec.10, closed: Dec. 12, WID: RP-120367)

WI was closed at RAN-58. Only corrections, if any, expected.
(8C_HSDPA-Core, leading WG: RAN1, REL-11, started: Dec.10, closed: Sep. 12, WID: RP-101419)

WI was closed at RAN-57. Only corrections, if any, expected.
9.4
WI: TEI11
R2-140452
Correction to CELL UPDATE message contents to set
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5550)
-
F

REL-11
TEI11

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140847 
R2-140457
Correction to CELL UPDATE message contents to set
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5551)
-
A

REL-12
TEI11

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140848
R2-140440
MFBI signalling with extended EARFCNs and E-UTRA frequency bands
Ericsson
Disc
-
Broadcom thinks it is better to start with existing band list then look at the extension as this would work for legacy UEs as well.  

=>
Noted 
R2-140441
MFBI signaling with extended EARFCN/E-UTRA Frequency bands
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5548)
-
F

REL-11
TEI11
=>
Not treated
R2-140442
MFBI signaling with extended EARFCN/E-UTRA Frequency bands
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5549)
-
A

REL-12
TEI11
=>
Not treated
R2-140468
Clarifications to MFBI signaling for extended EARFCNs and E-UTRA frequency bands
Intel Corporation
Disc
=>
revised in R2-140830
R2-140830
Clarifications to MFBI signaling for extended EARFCNs and E-UTRA frequency bands
Intel Corporation
Disc
-
ALU would have a preference for Option 4 as it would require minimal changes and no procedural text.  

-
Ericsson, Broadcom, Qualcomm proposes Option 4

-
Qualcomm: does today’s signalling allow Option 5 and why do we want to do Option 4?  Broadcom: to implement Option 5 it would require more procedural text to keep track of the order of the dummy bits.  
-
Broadcom wonders if we have an informative pictures on how this is done.  It is quite complicated.   Ericsson thinks it could be fine as we already added an Annex for MFBI.  
-
Ericsson proposes as a way forward to write the Annex and the procedural text and circulate it offline.
	Agreements:

· Agree we will redefine the variable E-UTRA frequency info list and priority info list 

· We agree on the signalling structure as depicted in Figure 3 in R2-140830
· Network should ensure the signaled number of entries in “Multiple E-UTRA frequency info list” and “Multiple E-UTRA frequency info extension list” is the same and is equal to the sum of entries in “E-UTRA frequency and priority” and “E-UTRA frequency and priority extension”.
· We agree that for band prioritization we do Option 4 and we will add in the Annex an informative description/figure

· We will write a new set of CRs with the annex description for next meeting

· The same one-to-one mapping between frequencies and the lists of bands applies to UTRA in terms of UARFCNs and multi-band signalling in SIB11/11bis/12.




=>
Noted
R2-140469
Clarifications to MFBI signaling for extended EARFCNs and E-UTRA frequency bands
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331
(5553)
-
F

REL-11 
TEI11

=>
Not treated
R2-140470
Clarifications to MFBI signaling for extended EARFCNs and E-UTRA frequency bands
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331 
(5554)
-
A

REL

=>
Not treated
R2-140702
RSI flag setting after re-configuration process interrupted by RLC unrecoverable error
NSN
Disc

-
Broadcom thinks in the spec the RSI setting for RLC unrecoverable error is the same as for RLF.  What is missing in the spec is how to handle a reconfiguration procedure in case of a failure. How to set the RSI is in the cell reselection clause already.  
-
Broadcom is not sure if it if really needed.  If a RLC unrecoverable error happens for SRBs you have to release the RRC connection.  If it happens for a PS bearer they don’t think the UE will interrupt the reconfiguration procedure.

-
Chair invites the companies to think what would be the desired behaviour on how to handle the reconfiguration case in case of RLC unrecoverable error for a data radio bearer. 

=>
Noted  

R2-140724
CTCH mapping in SIB5 and SIB6
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
-
Qualcomm indicates that from offline understanding 2 is the correct thinking
=>
Agree that the correct understanding and current behaviour in the UE is that the CTCH indicator is considered part of CTCH configuration.  Therefore, a UE in connected mode shall ignore CTCH information contained in SIB6, including both CTCH mapping and CTCH configuration and only rely on SIB5.  
=>
Noted 
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10.1
WI: Further EUL Enhancements
(EDCH_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, REL-12, started: Dec. 13, target: Jun. 14**, WID: RP-132078)
**: Note: So far the target in the WID says still Dec.14 but rapporteur confirmed to correct this to June 14 at RAN #63.

Related to SI (FS_EDCH_enh) - TR 25.700

In RAN2#85 priority will be given to the RAN2 specific topics 10.1.1 and 10.1.2.  Contribution on 10.1.3 and 10.1.4 can be submitted for information purposes but will not treated until RAN1has progressed a bit more. 
10.1.1
Improvements to Access Control
10.1.1.1
Differentiation of access control

Contributions should focus on mechanisms to differentiate access delays or access restrictions according to UTRAN assigned priorities for UE's in Connected Mod ( Idle Mode may be considered)
R2-140443
Work plan for the Further EUL enhancements Work item
Ericsson
Disc
=>  The work plan is agreed
=>
Noted
R2-140165
Discussion on Access Group based access control enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
ALU wonders if proposal 1 stands on its own or is it a package with the other two proposals.  Huawei we can consider proposal 1 and 2 or 2 and 3.   We prefer proposal 1 and 2.  Proposal 1 is for data and 2 is for signalling. 
-
ALU prefers proposal 1.

-
Ericsson: is proposal 2 addressing the case of CELL_PCH without seamless transitions.  Huawei: yes

-
Qualcomm wonders if proposal 1 also includes the case for seamless transitions: yes

-
Qualcomm: can proposal 3 include proposal 1? Huawei: yes, proposal 3 is much more flexible.  

-
Ericsson: with proposal 1 we are blocking all UEs in CELL_FACH state. There is no way to differentiate or provide the network with flexibility to control UEs.  

-
Ericsson: with proposal 3 we would be blocking all UEs with that traffic type.  Huawei: what does flexibility mean? The network can control the UEs with a certain traffic type.  Ericsson would like the flexibility to not block all UEs with the same type of traffic, and would like to block a subset.  Broadcom: would this be UE based? Ericsson: we would like the UE to rotate the barring.  NSN: by rotating barring you can block a certain percentage?   
-
Ericsson wonders why the traffic barring solution is less complex than access group barring proposed by Ericsson.  We would still have to send dedicated signalling.  Huawei: maybe less simple for the UE as less information will be signalled to the UE.  It is also less complex for the network as it will have to manage less information.  ALU: it is also simpler from the UE point of view as it has the establishment cause information.  
-
Ericsson would not like proposal 1 as it is blocking all UEs in CELL_FACH?

-
Qualcomm wonders if proposal 1 and 3 would be only for broadcast or whether we would also have dedicated.  What is the preference?  Huawei has a preference for the broadcast solution.   Qualcomm thinks that in this case it is very unflexible as you are stopping everything.  
-
Ericsson thinks that the work item is very explicit that we will introduce access groups.

-
Ericsson points out that in the study item phase we agreed that there was no strong motivation to block SRB2 message.  The measurement report can be sent in SRB1 or SRB2.  

=>
Noted
R2-140444
Differentiated access control for CELL_FACH state and CELL_PCH state with seamless transition
Ericsson
Disc
-
Huawei thinks that in the study item we agreed to control DTCH for FACH and seamless transmission, but in the document it is stated that we agreed for CCCH/DCCH/DTCH. Ericsson included CCCH as it is FFS whether it is applicable to idle mode.  Huawei: Can the access group mechanism be applicable for idle mode UEs?  Ericsson thinks that there is no need to do anything for idle mode and we agreed to this in the SI phase.  Qualcomm thinks that we can have this access control for idle mode and when we release the UE we can assign a priority.  
-
Huawei wonders what is the use case for DCCH? Qualcomm thinks that the discussion doesn’t say that we should add it.  

-
Broadcom wonders why we need to differentiate per radio bearer?  Normally we have only interactive/background data.  Broadcom understands the need for per UE.  Ericsson thinks we can decide in the network based on the traffic priorities.  Broadcom: we don’t have different radio bearer types, we only have interactive or background and they have the same characteristics.  ALU agrees with Broadcom.  ALU thinks that we can differentiate based on users but taking the differentiation to the radio bearer level doesn’t seem necessary.    

-
Huawei: how does the network decided whether a UE should have a higher priority or not?  Ericsson: the UEs are assigned to different groups. ALU How the UEs are assigned randomly or are assigned based on priorities.  Ericsson: they can be grouped based on the traffic type.  ALU is there any information that may be required from the core network for priorities.  
-
Qualcomm thinks that there may be limited radio bearer types, and maybe there isn’t a use case to differentiate per radio bearer per UE.  But we can differentiate between SRB and DRBs.  
=>
Noted
R2-140446
Access control in URA_PCH and CELL_PCH without seamless transition
Ericsson
Disc

=> Not treated
R2-140783
UL access control enhancement
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
-
Huawei: has this been discussed in LTE? Qualcomm: this was discussed in MTC.  It was not agreed.  It was a different use case.  
-
Ericsson: can we extend this to the backoff timer? Qualcomm thinks that this solution allows the access to be spread across time.  

-
ALU thinks that the uniform spreading could work well with all DTCH UEs.  
=>
Noted
R2-140445
Broadcasting access control actions for Access Groups
Ericsson
Disc
withdrawn
=>
Not treated
Discussion 
-
Qualcomm doesn’t think that no differentiation (even with delay) with broadcast signalling is very flexible.  

-
Chair: we will exclude the mechanism where we block all DTCH UEs.  

-
Qualcomm if we assign a priority for a UE and a new radio bearer is added, what happens? We can assign a different priority.  

-
Qualcomm: we need to update the WI to include the 25.300 in the affected specs. 

	Agreements

· We will allow differentiation of access based on network assigned group.  The UE may be configured with a group via dedicated signalling.  

· For each group the network will broadcast access parameters.  The access parameters are FFS.   

· The access control mechanism will be applicable for DTCH traffic in CELL_FACH or in CELL_PCH with seamless transitions.  It is FFS whether the access control will be applicable to DCCH/CCCH.


10.1.1.2
Other access control enhancements 

Contributions on other enhancements to access control such as wait timers for CS and PS domain, wrap-around for value tag, DSAC/PPAC updates in CELL_DCH can be presented here.  Companies are encouraged to gather support in advance and should show use case and motivation to introduce the proposed enhancements in Rel-12.   

R2-140163
Considerations on Wait time enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
=>
Noted

R2-140614
Access Control Improvements, wait time
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

=>
Noted
Discussion on R2-140163 and R2-140614
· Differentiation of per CN wait timer (Which messages ?)
· Ericsson doesn’t see what this mechanism adds on top of PPAC/DSAC given that the UE is in idle.  PPAC/DSAC will block, but the wait timer will delay the access.  You would be affecting all UEs with PPAC and DSAC.  Qualcomm thinks that this is a mechanism when you have the wait timer.  Otherwise why do we have a wait timer? It is a different use case.  This is for the case when you don’t apply DSAC/PPAC otherwise you wouldn’t have sent a message in the first place.  

· NSN supports the use case to differentiate and wonders why wasn’t it done since the beginning.  

· Qualcomm wonders if there is other messages other than RRC CONNECTION REJECT message and RRC CONNECTION RELEASE.  Huawei: the CELL_UPDATE includes the wait time but we didn’t see a motivation.  Broadcom indicates that for CELL UPDATE it is only applicable to PS and we check the CELL UPDAte cause before.  

· Extend the wait time range

· Ericsson thinks that the legacy wait time should be also extended.  Qualcomm – wasn’t the timer extended already.  ALU – it is extended for the low priority.  Broadcom thinks that maybe we can only extend the timer in the CELL UPDATE confirm.
· How to handle the paging for the Per CN domain timer?
· Qualcomm what if we have just one bit like PPAC, either paging allowed or not allowed.  ALU thinks that this is too restrictive given that there are different priorities for paging.  Broadcom: PPAC is per domain

· Qualcomm thinks that the benefit for the Huawei’s proposal is that the UE can go to sleep for the duration of the wait time.  

· Huawei: in our opinion the network will configure the value.  NSN doesn’t see what the motivation behind the value threshold.  The paging cause would be a better alternative.   

· Broadcom thinks that it is over complicated and they don’t want to read the cause.  
· Qualcomm thinks that there is some value to Huawei’s proposal as the UE doesn’t need to know the cause.  Huawei: the threshold is on a per CN basis.  
	Agreements: 

· Introduce "Per CN domain Wait time" in the RRC CONNECTION REJECT message and RRC CONNECTION RELEASE message.  It is FFS whether a “Per CN domain time”  applies to other messages such as CELL UPDATE.  

· The value of the “Per CN domain wait” can have a range of up to 30 mins.  

· FFS whether we will extend the value of the legacy wait timer and for which messages.
· When an extended wait time per domain is configured, the UE will be configured whether it is allowed to respond to paging on a per CN domain basis.  


R2-140164
Considerations on SIB3 reading ehancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Ericsson agrees that this can be an issue for SIB3, but wonders if this issue is also applicable for other SIBs, like SIB5.  Can we consider this a TEI12?  Huawei thinks that SIB5 is not very dynamic, but we are open to the idea.  ALU thinks that the most important aspect is related to SIB3 and were related to frequent and regular updates. 

-
Qualcomm thinks that this may have impact on UE power consumption.  What if we are more future proof and start thinking of extending the range of value tag which could be applicable to all the SIBs.  ALU: is it that easy?  NSN thinks that the same issue can occur with the extended value tag.  Huawei thinks that the power consumption issue can be solved by the network disabling the feature.  NSN an alternative is to make the SIB periodic.  
-
Broadcom doesn’t think that this will increase the power consumption as it is to do in the scenario where the UE is going back to service.  

-
ALU wonders if the second proposal is really necessary. Huawei this is to allow flexibility. 
-
Chair: companies are invited to think about other possible ways of addressing the issue and analyse the solutions for next meeting.   

=>
Noted 
R2-140166
Considerations on DSAC/PPAC updates in CELL_DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
ALU wonders what the use case is and why on PPAC/DSAC.  Why didn’t we consider the EAB? Qualcomm thinks that we could have the same issue for EAB.  Huawei we didn’t think about this in the study item phase. 
-
Ericsson: what percentage of UEs will be experiencing this problem?  Would it make a big impact to system performance? Huawei: from a system performance the benefits are not too large but it impacts user performance.  

-
ALU: we have recently added a few things on DSAC/PPAC (clearing of information after the relocation) so is the interested operator on this particular enhancement?

=>
Noted
R2-140191
DSAC and PPAC update for CELL DCH UE
NSN
Disc

-
Qualcomm: are we targeting multi-RAB and are covering the case where the UE was not barred but should be barred. 

-
Broadcom: can we only use one message, like UMI.  Qualcomm thinks that the RB release is a bit faster.  

=>
Noted 
10.1.2
Improvements to EUL coverage by TTI switching

Focus should be on UPH measurement improvements (triggers and means of reporting) and mechanisms to perform TTI switching.  

10.1.2.1
UPH measurement improvements

Contributions should discuss whether and what improvements are required for UPH measurement (e.g. averaging window, filtering,etc.), what additional triggers are needed, and how the UPH is reported (e.g. SI/RRC) 

R2-140161
Considerations on UPH measurements improvements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
NSN in the paper it is proposed to HLID 1111 and TEBS 0, shouldn’t we indicate the actual value of TEBS?  Huawei: this are just examples for now.  
-
Qualcomm wonders if we are proposing to have the 100ms and a filtering.  Huawei: we don’t want to touch the 100ms but just to add filtering on top.  Qualcomm wants to leave the L1 filtering option open.  
-
Qualcomm don’t we want to trigger a report when the UPH becomes better than a threshold.  Huawei we were only concerned with one case, from 2ms to 10ms.  

Qualcomm: do we allow repetition of the measurement report, to handle the case where the SI fails? NSN we have HARQ retransmission and the packet is small and the chances of failing are not very high.  

=>
Noted
R2-140447
UPH measurements for improved EUL coverage
Ericsson
Disc

-
Huawei is the new format an indication to the network.  Ericsson thinks that the new structure will give us some flexibility.  

-
Huawei: what is a MSGID mean? Ericsson wants to use the MSGID to introduce additional messages to differentiate between a new report, UPH, and existing SI.  Qualcomm thinks that we should minimise the impact to the UE.  Why do we have 14bits? Ericsson - We can decide how and what information to signal in those 14 bits.  The UPH measurement will remain 5bits.  
-
Broadcom: is the reserved HLID indicating the special value, will it be fixed or signalled? Ericsson thinks that it can be signalled.  Broadcom thinks that it may be too much.  Ericsson we can use a hard coded value.  

-
Broadcom: in proposal 6 we say that we can send the measurement via a measurement report or SI.  Does the UE have to do both?  NSN: if we do introduce the new RRC message, what is the problem if we send the same value in both SI and RRC message?    

-
Qualcomm: does the forwarding of the UPH require RAN3 changes?  Ericsson: the existing UPH is already signalled from Node B to RNC.  
=>
Noted
R2-140480
UPH and Traffic Volume enhancements for activation of DC-HSUPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
-
Ericsson: do we need to specify something in the standards.  Qualcom: we want to avoid adding restrictions in the specs for proposal 1.

-
Ericsson: what additional information doe we get from proposal 2 as we already have the TEBS.  Qualcomm: It would be a new trigger that depends on UPH and TVM.
=>
Noted

Discussion on R2-140161, R2-140447, and R2-140480
· Qualcomm do we need to ask RAN1 about the filtering option.  Ericsson thinks that if we change the layer 1 filtering we may impact RAN4 measurements.  

Reporting format

· NSN prefers to use a format similar to existing format. 

	Agreements:

· A new filtered UPH measurement will be introduced.  It is FFS what type of filtering and where the filtering will be performed.  

· The filtering and reporting criteria associated with the filtered UPH measurement can be configured via RRC Measurement Control message.  What parameters are configured are FFS (e.g. time-to-trigger, hysteresis and threshold, etc)

· UPH measurement is 5 bits 

· We will use a MAC PDU to report the filtered UPH.  It is FFS whether we will use the same SI fields/format or we will have a new SI format.  

· It is FFS whether we will allow a filtered UPH to be reported using a RRC message.   

	


10.1.2.2
TTI switching aspects

Discussion on how the TTI switching is done, who makes the decision (e.g. RNC/Node B, or both), who sends the order, and how to handle the non-serving cells)? Companies should also identify what work needs to be done from other groups (e.g. RAN1 and RAN3)

R2-140162
Considerations on TTI switching enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=>
Noted
R2-140449
Fast TTI switching mechanism for improved EUL coverage
Ericsson
Disc

-
Huawei: is the new commit message related to the new MAC PDU proposed? Ericsson: yes Huawei: If we don’t agree to a new format then what would be the commit message.  Ericsson indicates that we could use a new HLID value to indicate.  
-
ALU wonders if Ericsson wants both 2 and 10ms switching.  We should make a decision on what we allow as it affects the design. Huawei only sees value from 2ms to 10ms, but we are open to consider 10ms and 2ms.  

-
Qualcomm would like keep open the possibility to retransmission the report 

-
Qualcomm thinks we can use an E-DPCCH order instead of a MAC PDU.  Huawei indicates that RAN1 had this discussion and concluded that we can achieve target reliability on E-DPCCH 
-
Qualcomm thinks that the HARQ feedback to the HS-SCCH order is sufficient for an acknowledgment to the serving Node Bs.  

-
Qualcomm: is there anything to be specified for proposal 6 or network implementation? Ericsson: it is network implementation.  

=>
Noted

R2-140478
On indicating TTI switch to non-serving NodeB
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
=>
Noted 
R2-140205
Considerations on the design options for the UL TTI switching
NSN
Disc

=>
Noted 
[moved from AI 10.1.1 to AI 10.1.2.2]
Discussions 

Preconfiguration 
· ALU do we have an idea of how big is this information?  We need to look at the details of the configuration

Who makes the decision
· NSN we can be ok with having both RNC or Node B.  Qualcomm thinks that it would be good to have the Node B make the decision in case of no soft handover.  

· Need to information RAN3

L1 Hs-SCCH order

· NSN thinks RAN1 should design the HS-SCCH order 

· Qualcomm wonders if we can allow the switch to R99 as well. NSN wonders what the use case is.   

	Agreements 

· The TTI switching solutions will apply to both 2ms to 10ms and 10ms to 2ms

· The NW can pre-configure the UE with additional information for a different TTI length.  The details of the configuration are FFS.  
· The decision to trigger the TTI switch can be taken autonomously by the serving Node B or by the RNC
· In both cases, the serving Node B will inform the UE to perform the TTI switch via a Layer 1 HS-SCCH order.

· It is FFS how the non-serving Node Bs are notified
-

 


R2-140862
draft LS on improvements to EUL coverage by TTI switching (to:RAN1, RAN3 Ericsson) 
=>
Add Rel-12, work item code, and align the dates at the last section.

=>
The LS is agreed in R2-140891
10.1.3
Enhancements to enable high user bitrates

Contributions discussing RAN2 specific impacts on the three different areas (e.g. DTX/DRX enhancements, improved granting, and improved power control) can be submitted for information purposes.  Documents in this AI will be de-prioritized pending RAN1 progress on these topics
R2-140479
DTX/DRX improvements for higher rates and battery savings
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
=>
Not treated
10.1.4
UL control channel overhead reduction 

RAN2 is not expected to treat this topic unless RAN1 asks feedback from RAN2.
10.2
WI: UMTS Mobility enhancements for Heterogeneous Networks
(UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: Sep. 13, target: June 14, WID: RP-132039)
The work should focus on the aspects or problems already studied as part of the “Study on UMTS Heterogeneous Networks”.
10.2.1
Small cell discovery and identification

Contributions should focus either on proximity detection mechanisms or under relaxed measurements and be submitted in the corresponding agendas.

10.2.1.1
Small cell detection mechanisms
Contributions should focus only the remaining proximity detection method: UE based NW assisted, and an analysis on the advantages compared to purely network based.

R2-140206
Inter-frequency small cell discovery mechanism in CELL DCH state
NSN
Disc

-
Huawei: Do you think that RTT is not necessarily sufficient. NSN: we consider it reduces the uncertainty to some extent. 

=> Noted
R2-140276
Further discussions on the solutions for inter-frequency small cell discovery for CELL_DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Ericsson: why we need to config perioidic meas all the time for all UEs. Huawei: How can NW choose? Ericsson: we consider the results show extreme cases. 
- Huawei: We consider that the implementation only method (NW based)  is no efficient in terms of detection 

=> Noted
R2-140434
Small Cell Discovery and Identification in Heterogeneous Network
Ericsson
Disc
=> Noted

Agreement from discussion on above 3 papers

The group agrees that network based proximity detection is sufficient for inter-frequency small cell discovery.
10.2.1.2
Relaxed Measurement for non DCH state

Contributions should focus on clarifying the gains in the UE (UE battery saving) and the NW need for the UE to be able to reselect to the inter-freq small cell (for offloading)

R2-140274
Considerations on Relaxed Measurements
NSN
Disc

Proposal 1 Relaxed measurement for interfrequency cell discovery relies on “CSG reselection”measurement on a whole frequency.
- Ericsson: why is there a need for NW control? NSN: to keep flexibility, could be signalled  thro’ SIBs 

- Ericsson: what about the reselection aspect the paper covers only the meas (UE cannot identify a small or macro cell)? NSN: we could have something in the NCL, to indicate a small cell. Qualcomm: we could reuse legacy offsets. 

- Broadcom: why CSG meas, what are the benefits. What happens in idle for dedicated meas. NSN: we need no further requirements in RAN4 for CSG meas, for Idle could be in the SIBs.

- Ericsson: what is the wanted behaviour, is it all UEs to go to the inter-freq small cell if in coverage?  NSN: we use dedicated signalling so  we can direct particular UEs, not all. Ericsson: we would rather UE reselection is maintained under UE control. Qualcomm: if NW wants UE to reselect then there is an impact on battery due to Ssearch criteria.
=> Noted

R2-140290
[Draft] LS on relaxed measurement
Huawei, HiSilicon
LSout
=> Not Treated

R2-140291
Further discussion on inter-frequency small cell discovery for non-DCH UEs
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
- NSN: we do see need, especially in non DCH for offloading to small cell.

=> Noted

R2-140394
Cell reselection to small cells in non-DCH state in Hetnet scenarios
Broadcom Corporation
Disc
In Idle mode, URA_PCH, CELL_PCH or CELL_FACH state, the UE remains on the macro layer for mobility purpose.  The UE only re-selects to a small cell in the intra/inter-frequency neighbour cell list at the time of access, based on a number of criteria (e.g. establishment cause, L2 buffer level, mobility state, target cell quality)

-  Broadcom: we do assume relaxed meas, and can identify the small cell in our proposal though we do not prefer the CSG method.
- Huawei: we do not see the need to have anything additional or prioritise.

- NSN: we do not see the need to have the extra conditions.

- NSN: is there an extra delay for access. Broadcom: Yes.

=> Noted

Discussion on R2-140394 R2-140291 R2-140274
Way forward: the group does not see a need to offload UEs to inter-freq small cells in all non DCH states
10.2.2
UE speed based mobility

Contributions on cell specific TTT need to show gain above the current functionality (i.e TTT configured per set of cells). Other contributions should address the concerns raised from previous meetings.

R2-140278
Further discussions on the solution to enhance the eSCC mechanism
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

Proposal 1: It is proposed to apply eSCC to Event 1B and 1C to improve SCC performance.
- Chair: what is likely specification impact. Huawei: maybe ASN.1 in order that UE knows to apply it, and  to listen for HS-SCCH order after e1b/c.

- ZTE: we support, for both 1b and 1c.

- NSN/Broadcom: we think this could be solved with HO parameter setting. 

- Ericsson: we don’t see the use case, and think it can be solved with parameters Huawei: different NWs have different strategies, therefore parameter setting, and different settings may give other problems. 

- Qualcomm: we don’t see the need for 1b, for 1c we think it may happen. 

- Huawei: we would like to consider further and see if we can get support offline.

After offline 

-
Huawei indicates that there is only one company against enhancing eSCC for event 1C idea, 3 for and the rest are neutral.  Chair: there seems to be quite some support for this idea and thinks that we can maybe agree. Ericsson doesn’t see the use case.  
-
The chair thinks that there is a bigger majority.   Qualcomm also is not very convinced and thinks that it is a minor use case as there are quite a few conditions that need to be satisfied.  

-
Supporting companies – ZTE, Huawei, HiSilicon 

-
Qualcomm would like to ensure that this is not mandatory.  If we allow this small enhancement to be introduced it should not be made mandatory for the UE.  

-
Ericsson thinks this can be handled by the network.  

-
Chair: we will make a working assumption and future contributions should focus on showing a problem or no gains.   
Working assumption: 
We will enhance the eSCC mechanism for event 1C.  The enhancement will not be mandatory for UE.   
=>
Noted
R2-140280
Cell specific TTT
NSN
Disc

- Broadcom: what is cell specific TTT source or target? NSN: target
- Broadcom: cells to measure in MCM already provides this. 

- Ericsson: does NW need to configure each small cell with different TTT, or can it be set of small cells? NSN: it may need to, based on small cell coverage changes. 

- Huawei: our simulation results, using your values are quite different. NSN: we consider the trend to be more important. 
=> Noted

Agreement from discussion on R2-140280 and R2-140463
=> the group agrees that the existing measurement configuration is sufficient to enable a different TTT for small cells. Therefore no need for a new cell specify TTT mechanism.
R2-140284
TTT and CIO comparison
NSN
Disc
=>
revised in R2-140820
R2-140820
TTT and CIO comparison
NSN
Disc
=> Not Treated
R2-140463
Time To Trigger for small cells
Ericsson
Disc
- Chair: did you consider increasing the no. of events UE can be configured with and not just extend the number of Ids. Ericsson: something to be considered further.

- Qualcomm: P2 we need to consider the need, we agree with P1.

- Chair: companies are invited to consider P2 for the next meeting.

=> Noted
R2-140288
Discussion on the solution to apply the cell specific 1D TTT
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=>
Not treated
R2-140300
Further discussions on the solution to keep the macro cell in the active set
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

- Chair: any further support for this? Huawei: ZTE support but no other companies.

=> The proposal is not agreed.
=>
Noted
10.2.3
Mass small cell deployment
Need to wait for feedback from RAN4 about NCL Extension before deciding how to progress. 

R2-140301
Consideration on the NCL extension for the Non-DCH UE
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=> Not Teated
R2-140786
Optimized RRC signaling to minimize PSC confusion in CELL_DCH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
- Qualcomm: in case NCL for intra-freq is not extended, if PSC reuse is needed than we propose this optimisation.

- Chair: what do you anticipate are the spec changes. Qualcomm: the UE handling for 2 different PSC .
- Chair: we need to wait and see what RAN4 decide wrt intra-freq NCL.

=> Noted
10.2.4
Further mobility enhancements

Contributions should consider mobility aspects not related to DF-DC
R2-140167
Discussion on mobility enhancements in HetNet deployments
Huawei, HiSilicon, Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
Proposal 1: It is proposed to introduce event 1D reporting on the secondary frequency
- Broadcomm: also for a1a/b/c? Qualcomm: we need to wait for RAN1 on DF-DC to decide.

- Broadcomm: wht have Periodical reporting criteria, what is the link with e1d? Huawei: it is a mistake.

- NSN: can it be used for more than one secondary freq? Huawei:Yes, but we don’t see need for more than one.. NSN: we are adding a limitation here that we don’t have for periodic meas on more than one freq.
-Chair: companies are invited for the next meeting to bring contributions on mechanism for more than one secondary freq and whether this is needed.

- Huawei: the proposal is for 2 cells on same carrier.

=> the proposal is agreed. We will introduce event 1D reporting on one secondary frequency (FFS if it applies to more than one)
=> This will be captured in a stage 2

=>
Noted

10.2.5
Others
R2-140617
Mobility State Indicator
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
- Broadcomm: is this dependant upon increasing the NCL. ALU: is could also happen without increase of NCL.

- Ericsson: MSI is not unreliable rather that what NW can derive from it. We think we need to consider what information is usefull for NW. 

- Huawei: we support this proposal, and therefore not unreasonable for us to have this in UMTS Hetnet.

- Broadcomm: we would need to consider different states PCH/FACH. 

- Qualcomm: we don’t see the need for this. 

=> Noted

R2-140618
Skeleton TS for UTRAN general description stage 2 document
Alcatel-Lucent
TS
25.3xx
suggesting 25.300 as possible TS number
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core
- Broadcomm: we also need to add in something to say that this should be rel-12 and onwards. Remove the hetnet section in the skeleton.
- Ericsson: we need to improve the description in the scope
-=>
the TS is revised in R2-140860
R2-140860
Skeleton TS for UTRAN general description stage 2 document
Alcatel-Lucent
TS
25.3xx
suggesting 25.300 as possible TS number
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core
=>
The TS is agreed in R2-140895 v 0.1.0 
10.3
WI: BeiDou Navigation Satellite System (BDS) for UTRA
(LCS_BDS-UTRA-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: March 13, closed: Dec.13, WID: RP-130416)
This WI has been closed at RAN-62 and only corrections, if any, are expected to be submitted.

R2-140632
Correction to GANSS Generic Data ASN.1
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5566)
-
F

REL-12
LCS_BDS-UTRA-Core
-
Intel the same issue occurs in SIB 15.3bis 

-
Qualcomm acknowledges the issue.  

=>
We will incorporate the change in a revision CR

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140879
R2-140879
Correction to BDS ASN.1
Qualcomm Incorporated
, Intel CR
25.331
5566
-
F

REL-12
LCS_BDS-UTRA-Core
=>
The CR is agreed 

10.4
WI: Enhancements to SIB

(UTRA_SIBenh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: Dec. 13, target: June 14**, WID: RP-132077)
**: Note: So far the target in the WID says still Dec.14 but rapporteur confirmed to correct this to June 14 at RAN #63.

Related to SI (FS_UTRA_SIBenh) - TR 25.704

Solutions proposed should take into account the design criteria (e.g. overhead reduction, re-utilization of current mechanisms, consider PHY channels such as P-CCPCH, S-CCPCH, or HS-DPSCH and discuss how they can co-existence with current BCH.

The documents should show the gains and complexity associated with each solutions and impact to legacy systems.

R2-140464
Workplan WI Enhanced Broadcast of System Information
Ericsson
Disc

-
ALU: When is it going to be treated in RAN1.  Ericsson: Thursday

=>
Agree with the proposed work plan 

=>
Noted

R2-140466
Design principles for a second broadcast channel
Ericsson
Disc

-
ALU: for proposal 4, we want to ensure that we can allow broadcasting of new features in legacy BCH. Ericsson confirms that we will keep maintaining the legacy BCH from Rel-12 onwards.   Qualcomm: every new SIB will be in both legacy and BCH2.  
-
Huawei wonders if we segment the SIBs that all segments will be in one BCH and not split across.  Ericsson: yes

-
Broadcom: Are we using the new channel only for new SIBs?  Ericsson: in rel-12 we can maybe add more elaborate configurations for some legacy features, but we can also make it simple and put a restriction that only new SIBs will be on BCH2.  ALU: So only SIB23 and onwards.  Qualcomm wonders why are we putting a restriction? They would like to have the option of allowing legacy SIBs in the new BCH2.  Ericsson: maybe this is a discussion for later stage.  Huawei: We can envision extending a legacy SIB in the Rel-12 SIBs, for example SIB11.  Qualcomm that’s a good example and maybe restricting to only SIB23 would limit that.  
-
Chair: can we de-prioritize allowing legacy SIBs on new BCH for Rel-12? We would allow only introducing new SIBs in Rel-12 (e.g. they can be new SIBs for Rel-12 features or extentions SIBs to Rel-11 SIBs) FFS
-
Huawei for Proposal 6, what do you mean by power consumption minimization.  Ericsson: We would like to allow the UE to read BCH and BCH2 simultaneously, it is more power efficient than sequential reading.    

-
Broadcom wonders why are not allowing DCH for the new BCH.  We may find features in the future that would require the UE to read the SIBs in DCH? Ericsson: we didn’t see the need to add a new requirement.  Maybe we don’t need to have this requirement now.  Qualcomm we may have a need for WiFi.  

-
Chair: for DCH reading we leave it open and it would be a discussion to have on an individual feature bases and SIBs added.  

-
ALU why are we excluding TDD? Is there a technical reason?  Ericsson: we didn’t see any interest and there would be some work to be done.  ALU: the technical difference is a RAN1 difference so why are we discussing it here. 
-
Chair: FFS if we will allow BCH2 for TDD and whether there are additional impacts to consider for TDD. Check with RAN1. 

=>
Noted

R2-140467
Solutions for a second broadcast channel
Ericsson
Disc

-
NSN wonders if the UE has to receive S-CCPCH in CELL_FACH for BCH2? Ericsson: yes
-
NSN: why is configuration latency value set to 40ms? Ericsson thinks it is important to have it as small as possible.  Usually the reconfigurations in RRC are around 50ms.  NSN: so the latency will depend on how fast the reconfiguration can be done in the UE?   

-
Broadcom wonders what the configuration latency corresponds to?  Ericsson: this corresponds to the configuration from the time the UE determines that it has to reads the BCH2 and has to configure the receiver.  

-
NSN: currently the legacy BCH scheduling interval is 80ms, why do we have more ranges.  There are trade-offs on the larger value and the latency in acquiring the system information.  Ericsson thinks this is more comparable to the SIB1 and SIB2 that have some flexibility.  Having a low value has an impact on the load.  

-
NSN: is it complicated to receive three S-CCPCH codes simultaneously? Broadcom: yes

-
Huawei: Is the S-CCPCH for BCH2 only? Ericsson: yes Huawei: did they consider the complexity if we multiplex BCH2 and FACH.  NSN: If we multiplex we won’t be able to send FACH data. Huawei: We can do TDM. 
-
NSN are we excluding the ability to map both CTCH and BCH2 to the same code.  Broadcom: we need to make sure that the legacy UEs are not impacted as they are expecting to receive CTCH on that code.   Broadcom: are we going to use the BCH transport format or the FACH? If we use the BCH then the legacy UEs will be confused.  Ericsson: we would have the BCH.  

-
Broadcom thinks that what is important for the UE is the spreading factor used for the S-CCPCH code.  Preferably this would be specified and fixed.  Ericsson: we have proposed in RAN1 to have the spreading factor fixed but to have a configurable code.  

-
Broadcom: We think proposal 7 will bring more pain than gain in the UE.  

-
Broadcom thinks proposal 8 is good for the UE.

=>
Noted

R2-140203
General considerations on design options for the enhanced system information channel
NSN
Disc

-
ALU: For the system information change there are two ways MIB value tag and paging.  The paper considered the paging but we think we should consider the value tag as well.  Ericsson thinks that the paging information contain the MIB value tag and the UE reads the MIB to get the value tag of the SIBs.   NSN: we considered that maybe we don’t have to wake up the legacy UEs with the paging.  Ericsson: yes the UEs will wake up but we don’t consider that to have too much impact on the UE power consumption.  

-
Ericsson doesn’t think another MIB is necessary. NSN: MIB is not the correct term, rather it is like a scheduling block.  
-
Ericsson thinks SFN is not needed.  

-
Ericsson thinks that the scheduling on the BCH and BCH2 should be independent and there isn’t a need to align them. 

=>
Noted

R2-140204
Initial analysis on design options for a new system information channel
NSN
Disc

=>
Not treated 
R2-140303
Discussion on SIB enhancement mechanisms based on reusing the current BCH channel
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Ericsson DMCR doesn’t reduce the SIB load.  We can used dedicated signalling but we will always have the need to broadcast.  For the overhead reduction 2.3 we found out that there is a good reason to have all the information, for example configuration of different repetition periods.  For coding improvements, having mandatory default values can also help.  However, we are very interested in continuing to have these discussions.  
-
NSN are the changes in 2.3 only for BCH2 or for legacy UEs? Huawei: for both, but it would apply to new SIBs and not legacy SIBs.   Broadcom thinks that this would be quite a change and may require UEs to implement both depending on what networks implement.  Ericsson thinks that this can useful for Rel-12 SIBs but it can also benefit legacy UEs.  These changes and optimization can also be applicable to BCH2 and depends on the actual solution.  
-
NSN thinks that the changes are not that simple. Huawei indicates that the different improvements have different level of complexities. 
-
Chair: the actual improvements are FFS.

=>
Noted
R2-140304
Analysis of SIB enhancement based on the second BCH channel
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Ericsson thinks that in can progress work in parallel by making some assumptions and continue discussing the layer 2/3 aspects.   Huawei thinks that it makes sense.  
-
Ericsson thinks that the power consumption of the BCH2 should be low and if we have DTX that will be even lower.  NSN: what kind of DTX are we talking about? Ericsson this is like the legacy mechanisms.  Huawei: doesn’t the UE have to receive the channel all the time.  NSN: the UE will receive when it knows it is scheduled, so it does DRX implicitly.  Huawei: how does the UE receive the DTX pattern.  Ericsson: this will be dove via the scheduling information on BCH2.  

-
Broadcom if we use power for BCH2 then do we have less power for the other channels (e.g. FACH)?  NSN thinks that less power for data will be available.
=>
Noted
 Discussions on R2-140466 and R2-140303:
· Chair: If we don’t allow broadcasting on both are we making this feature mandatory for Rel-12 UEs? NSN we don’t want to exclude.  ALU: this discussion depends on whether it is mandatory.  If it is optional than we have to broadcast on both.  
· ALU: it should be FFS whether we can have system information in Rel-12, and we should have as a first step allowing new SIBs.  Ericsson: one potential consequence of this decision is that we may end up introducing new system information in the existing SIBs and therefore don’t introduce anything in BCH2.  Huawei: legacy SIBs can contain new system information and if we say new system information it can contain both legacy and new SIBs. Qualcomm: we don’t see the issue of not allowing new system information.  

· NSN would like to keep the option of allowing legacy SIBs to be broadcasted in BCH2, for example to broadcast additional cells in the NCL for rel-12 UEs.

· Chair: we will leave it open and for next meeting companies are invited to think about the impact of allowing the legacy SIBs to be sent in BCH2. 

· Chair: companies are invited to think about applicability of TDD for BCH2, interests, motivation and impact.  

	Agreements:

· We will study the introduction of a second broadcast channel in REL-12 to enable an option to offload the legacy broadcast channel.  
· Agree that we will also study enhancements based on reusing the current BCH channel as one option to improve BCH capacity. The enhancements can also be applicable to BCH2.
· BCH2 will contain new SIB introduced for Rel-12 features.  It is FFS whether legacy SIBs with new system information can be broadcasted on the BCH2.  It is FFS whether legacy SIBs with no new system information can be broadcasted on BCH2.  
· If we introduce BCH2, we will continue using the legacy BCH to broadcast new system information (SI) pertaining to new REl-12 features.  It if FFS whether we can broadcast the new system information in both legacy and new BCH2 simultaneously. 
· The system information on BCH2 is applicable at least in idle mode and in the connected mode in states CELL_FACH, CELL_PCH, URA_PCH.  Whether the system information on BCH2 is applicable in CELL_DCH state will depend and be evaluated on an individual feature basis.  
· FFS if we will allow BCH2 for TDD and whether there are additional impacts to consider. RAN1 input may be required.  
· When BCH2 is used the acquisition latency and the UE power consumption to read the complete system information from both BCH and BCH2 should be minimized.



10.5
WI: UMTS Heterogeneous Networks enhancements
(UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: Dec.13, target: Jun. 14**, RP-132074)

**: Note: So far the target in the WID says still Sep.14 but rapporteur confirmed to correct this to June 14 at RAN #63.

Related to SI (FS_UTRA_hetnet) – TR 25.800
10.5.1
CIO range expansion improvements 

Extend the CIO range to support range expansion for co-channel and multi-carrier deployment with and without multi-flow, e.g. DFDC
Chair: The papers are not treated as it is unclear what the actions from RAN2 should be and what the status in RAN1 is. 
R2-140316
Discussion on the solution to minimize the UL interference in HetNet
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=>
Not treated
R2-140615
Cell Range Expansion
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
=>
Not treated
10.5.2
Co-channel interference management

This topic will have lower priority, but contributions on RAN2 specific impacts can be submitted (e.g. on Active set extension and further ICIC impacts on measurements).  For some of the solutions, it will be preferable to wait for RAN1 to make progress on the solutions chosen so RAN2 to can have a better focus.  
R2-140294
An analysis of the interface impacts of the E-DCH decoupling feature
NSN
Disc

-
ALU In step 8 there is a reference of “capacity capability in the LPN”, but where do we find this information.  NSN this capability bit is not in the Iub, but we can get it from the LPN.  ALU: what about Iuh/Iurh? NSN we think it may work.  
-
ALU can there be de-coupling opportunities before the UE sends event 1A?   NSN if we have an early even 1A it may not necessarily mean that the UE can receive the DL control channels.  To use the LPN it has to be in the active set.   RAN1 says that it will be in the active set.  ALU: Is RAN1 going to convey this information? Huawei: confirms that RAN1 has agreed that the LPN should be in the UE’s active set.   
-
Ericsson: does this mean that we always need event 1A to trigger decoupling or could there be something else to trigger it? 
-
Ericsson can you do it with an HS-SCCH order.  NSN: we are flexible to the fact that it can be done with the HS-SCCH order.  

-
Huawei: what do you mean with observation 4? Will there be any new IEs added to any of the messages?  NSN: there will be new IEs, however based on our observations there is nothing major. 

=>
Noted

R2-140616
Co-channel interference management: decoupling
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc
-
Broadcom: Is there a lot to preconfigure? NSN has more information on the explicit IEs that would be required on their paper.  Broadcom is concerned with the fact that we are pre-configuring a lot of information in the UE now for a lot of features.  

-
Ericsson what is the motivation to use the HS-SCCH order? How fast does the switch have to take place?  ALU thinks that in some circumstances this has to happen quickly like in the serving HS-DSCH order.  

=>
Noted 
R2-140317
Discussion on E-DCH decoupling
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Qualcomm wonders if the opportunity to have decoupling is limited to the time we add the LPN to the active set.  
-
Qualcomm wonders if there is a need to preconfigure before the active set update?  ALU thinks that after the RAN1 decision there is no need.  
=>
Noted
10.5.3
Other
R2-140289
UE assisted reporting of link imbalance
NSN
Disc

=>
Not treated 

R2-140874
LS on Decoupling of E-DCH and HS-DSCH serving cell in UMTS HetNet (R1-140905; contact: NSN)
RAN1
LSin
 
 
 
 
to: RAN2
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core
=>
Noted
10.6
WI: DCH Enhancements for UMTS
(UTRA_DCHenh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: Sept.13, target: Jun. 14, RP-131357)

Contributions should focus on RAN2 related aspects 

10.7
Other UMTS Rel-12 WI/SIs

Input to any other Rel-12 WI/SI not explicitly listed above. Note that TEI12 should be submitted in 10.6

(EHNB_enh3-Core, leading WG: RAN3, REL-12, started: Sep.12, closed: Dec 13, WID: RP-130741)
(LCR_TDD_HSPA_sign_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: Dec 12, closed: Dec 13, WID: RP-121984)
R2-140482
Introduction of L-Band (Band XXXII)
Ericsson
CR
25.327
(0003)
-
B
please correct the title of the CR: This is NOT an introduction of a band but a band combination
REL-9
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140863
R2-140863
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.327
0003
-
B
REL-9
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140867
R2-140867
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.327
0003
1
B
REL-9
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is postponed 

R2-140483
Introduction of L-Band (Band XXXII)
Ericsson
CR
25.327
(0004)
-
B
please correct the title of the CR: This is NOT an introduction of a band but a band combination
REL-10
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140864
R2-140864
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII Ericsson
CR
25.327
0004
-
B

REL-10
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140868
R2-140868
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII Ericsson
CR
25.327
0004
1
B

REL-10
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is postponed 

R2-140484
Introduction of L-Band (Band XXXII)
Ericsson
CR
25.327
(0005)
-
B
please correct the title of the CR: This is NOT an introduction of a band but a band combination
REL-11
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140865
R2-140865
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.327
0005
-
B

REL-11
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140869
R2-140869
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.327
0005
1
B

REL-11
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is postponed 

R2-140485
Introduction of L-Band (Band XXXII)
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5555)
-
B
please correct the title of the CR: This is NOT an introduction of a band but a band combination
REL-12
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core
=>
The CR is revised in R2-140866
R2-140866
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.331
5555
1
B

REL-12
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

-
Broadcom wonders if we have to configure measurements on the new band?  Ericsson: for measurement configuration we use the UARFCN so you don’t need to indicate the band.  

-
ALU this is the first time we introduced a combination band, should we clarify something in the 25.331.  Qualcomm doesn’t think we need to write something in 25.331.  

-
Qualcomm thinks that we need to have a CR in 25.307.  NSN: we can put the signalling requirement in 25.327.  

-
NSN wonders if we need to add the 4C and dual band WI? 

=>
we agree that we add the signalling requirements in the 25.327

=>
remove from cover sheet “10.3.6.35ca” 

=>
Add the references to the RAN4 TS (25.101)
=>
Add the dual band and 4C work item codes

=>
The CR is revised in R2-140870
R2-140870
Introduction of new band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.331
5555
1
B

REL-12
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

=>
The CR is postponed 

10.8
UMTS TEI12

Small Technical Enhancements affecting UMTS 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!
10.8.1
Cell Reselection during Common E-DCH transmission

Discussion on open issues and potential review of CRs depending on time 

R2-140266
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.306
(0448)
-
B

REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
Not treated
R2-140268
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.321
(0797)
-
B

REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
Not treated
R2-140270
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331
(5531)
-
B

REL-12
TEI12

=>
Not treated
R2-140307
Discussion on stage3 open issues for cell reselection indication
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc





REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core
Proposal3: Cell reselection indication is considered as a non-scheduled transmission.
-
NSN isn’t this already the case for all SIs?   Qualcomm in CELL_FACH only the periodic is non-scheduled.  Ericsson: Per HARQ process 2ms TTI the SI is scheduled in Rel-11. In Rel-8 CELL_FACH if the SI is standalone it is non-scheduled otherwise it is scheduled when piggybacked.  

-
Ericsson thinks that since the SI is standalone then it is by definition already treated as non-schedule (as per Rel-8 CELL_FACH feature).  If it is combined with per HARQ process then it should be treated as scheduled.  
Proposal4: Cell reselection indication is also used for Node B triggered HS-DPCCH transmission.
-
NSN wonders if we can do cell reselection when doing HS-DPCCH transmission? Broadcom: no you don’t as you have E-DCH resources as per 25.304

-
Ericsson wonders why this is special? If the UE gets a E-DCH resource and is configured by the network it can do this feature.  

-
Huawei agrees that nothing special needs to be specified. 

Proposal5: Cell reselection indication can be reported during collision resolution phase.
-
Broadcom doesn’t see the point of this.  

-
Ericsson thinks we should keep as simple as possible.  To allow the indication in the collision resolution phase implies additional complexity.

-
Ericsson also thinks that it is not critical to do it during the collision resolution phase as it is quite short.  The UE can keep the indication and send it after the collision resolution. 

-
Ericsson for this to happen you would have the UE be in collision resolution, have data, and trigger cell reselection.  

-
Qualcomm does this mean that you trigger the indication and you hold the indication.  What happens if you fail contention resolution?  Broadcom: we will release and reselect anyways.  
-
Qualcomm thinks it would be easier for UEs to have a consistent behaviour all the time.   Qualcomm thinks that this is simpler for the UE.   Broadcom agrees. 
Proposal6: The HLID should be set to "1111" when TEBS = "0000" is reported and the cell reselection criteria are met at the same time.
· Ericsson wonders that if you have no data, then there is less interference.  Huawei thinks that the UE is still transmitting control channels.  
· Ericsson it is fine to send the cell reselection indication when you have explicit release. The question is that what happens in the implicit release case, while the timer is running? Huawei: that’s proposal 7
· Qualcomm wonders what happens when you trigger a periodic report.  Broadcom we send the SI with HLID ‘1111’

For the case of implicit release while the timer is running

· NSN thinks that if the timer is not very large the UE will be released anyways.  NSN checked and it could be large. 
· Ericsson doesn’t see the gain and is concerned that maybe some complexity with the SI transmissions and HARQ if the UE is going to release after a time.
· Qualcomm it is easier to just send it.  

Proposal7: Cell reselection indication should not be reported when the SI with TEBS = 0 for implicit release is triggered.
-
Ericsson thinks this makes sense. 

=>
Noted

	Agreements:

· When cell reselection indication is reported, the UPH/HLBS/TEBS fields should be filled with the real value.
· Whether the SI is considered as scheduled or non-scheduled, the UE will follow the legacy rules

· It is FFS whether cell reselection indication will be reported during collision resolution phase.  If it is not allowed the UE will wait until after collision resolution phase is completed to send the cell reselection indication.   

· In the case explicit release (i.e. timer is sent to infinity) or for implicit release while the timer is running,  when the cell reselection criteria is met the UE sends an SI with HLID  set to "1111" when TEBS = "0000" 

· In the case of implicit release when the timer expires or if the timer is set to zero cell reselection indication should not be reported 



R2-140311
Introduction of cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.319
(0113)
-
B

REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
The CR is not treated

R2-140391
Offset for cell reselection indication in CELL_FACH state with a common E-DCH resource
Broadcom Corporation
Disc






REL-12
TEI12

-
Huawei would like to understand the benefits from the network side?  Broadcom thinks that there is a probability that the UE goes out of coverage before it can reselect especially if the indication is sent to the RNC.  

-
Qualcomm is also trying to understand the feature. The goal of this feature should be simple.  Broadcom thinks this is more for the case the of the RNC triggered procedures.  

=>
Noted

R2-140392
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331
(5536)
-
B
Optimisation to CR in R2-140270
REL-12
TEI12

=>
The CR is not treated

R2-140393
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.304
(0369)
-
B
Companion CR of R2-140392
REL-12
TEI12
=>
The CR is not treated
10.8.2
Extension of 3G logged MDT in CELL_FACH

RAN2 working assumption on extension of 3G logged MDT in CELL_FACH state 
R2-140097
Introduction of Cell_FACH with Second DRX to 3G Logged MDT
ZTE, China Unicom
CR
37.320
(0061)
-
B

REL-12 
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core, eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140880 with the two new WI codes (MDT Rel-10 WI code and FE-FACH state Rel-11)
R2-140098
Introduction of Cell_FACH with Second DRX to 3G Logged MDT
ZTE, China Unicom
CR
25.331
(5514)
-
B

REL-12 
TEI12

=>
Add the MDT Rel-10 WI code and FE-FACH state Rel-11
-
ALU in section 7.2.2.2 wonders if this is applicable to logging and reporting aspects of MDT.
=>
FFS whether we consider logged measurement establishment and whether we need to do something for out-of-service.
-
Broadcom Section 7.2.2.2 only includes generic actions and don’t think we should have any changes.  Ericsson: it is to be consistent with the CELL_PCH case, but maybe we can remove it and remove ANR from CELL_PCH and idle as well.   

=>
We will remove the additions in section 7.2.2.2

=> The CR is agreed in R2-140881 removing section 7.2.2.2 from the CR and cover sheet and add the two WI codes (MDT Rel-10 WI code and FE-FACH state Rel-11).  

R2-140099
Introduction of Cell_FACH with Second DRX to 3G Logged MDT
ZTE, China Unicom
CR
25.304
(0365)
-
B

REL-12 
TEI12

- 
Ericsson, need to add a line break after the first change. 

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140882 with two new WI codes to be added in cover sheet (MDT Rel-10 WI code and FE-FACH state Rel-11)
R2-140100
Introduction of Cell_FACH with Second DRX to 3G Logged MDT
ZTE, China Unicom
CR
25.306
(0446)
-
B

REL-12 
TEI12
-
Qualcomm wonders if this agreement made for this dependency? ALU: this is what was done for ANR. 

=> The CR is agreed in R2-140883 with two new WI codes to be added in cover sheet (MDT Rel-10 WI code and FE-FACH state Rel-11) 
10.8.3
Other TEI12 topics

Documents in this category will be de-prioritized 
R2-140209
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

-
Broadcom wonders if there will still be only one cell that sends the FTPCH? NSN thinks that it will be only one.

-
Ericsson wonders if there is something that the network can do to fix this imbalance and prevent the need to send the FTPCH in the assisting cell.  We acknowledge the benefit but there may be some work-around and would like to discuss a bit longer.  NSN  thinks that the legacy solution to this problem is the HS-DPCCH boosting, but if can avoid boosting we provide feedback we will leave more power for E-DCH.  
-
Huawei wonders if there are RAN3 impacts.  NSN indicates that there is already an IE and we would only have to change the semantics description.  

=>
Noted
R2-140210
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.308
(0157)
-
F

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core  , TEI12

=>
Not treated

R2-140211
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306
(0447)
-
F

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core  , TEI12

=>
Not treated 
R2-140212
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5530)
-
F

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core, TEI12
=> Not treated
R2-140213
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.302
(0221)
-
F

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core, HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core, TEI12

=>
Not treated
R2-140214
Simulation results for the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell (informative)
NSN
Disc
=>
Not treated
R2-140460
Clarification to Measured results on RACH in Cell Update message
Ericsson
Disc

=>
Withdrawn 
R2-140461
Clarification to Measured results on RACH in Cell Update message
Ericsson
CR
25.331
(5552)
-
F

REL-12
TEI12

=>
Withdrawn

R2-140624
Correction to missing SatID interpretation for Galileo
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5563)
-
F

REL-12
TEI12

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140899

R2-140627
Correction to integer code phase field description in UE positioning GANSS reference measurement information
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5564)
-
F

REL-12
TEI12

-
NSN does this change UE functionality?  Qualcomm: doesn’t think it changes implementation.  The current text is just wrong.  
=>  need to balance the brackets in the formula 

=>
we should add the magic sentence

- 
NSN do We need to add an inter-operability section?
-
Broadcom thinks that there is no inter-operability issue as this is the general understanding and expected behaviour in UEs already.  This is an alignment with LPP 36.355.  

=>
In the inter-operability section we will capture that there is no inter-operability issue.  
=>
We should add WI code in addition to TEI-12 LCS3-GNSS-UTRAN)

=>
The CR is agreed in R2-140905 with the cover page changes and the addition of brackets.

R2-140630
Corrections to GNSS Acquisition Assistance Data
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331
(5565)
-
F

REL-12
TEI12
-
Broadcom wonders what happens with earlier release UE?  Qualcomm: the UE will continue doing what it does today.  Broadcom without this information the feature is not working? Qualcomm thinks that only in some cases it will not work and it will send some other information

-
Huawei: What is the unit for “confidence”? Qualcomm: should be percentage  
=>
We should add percentage (%) in the semantics 

-
ALU : in section 8.6.7.19.7.1 and the description of the reliability NOTE.  IS that just an example and do we need to be more explicit.   Qualcomm explains that this is how it is done in LPP and the value of 98% indicates a high reliability, but it is informative. 

=>
We will remove the note
=>
Update the SIB IEs 

-
Broadcom wonders why it is category F.  Qualcomm thinks that it is a correction as the network simply could signal the right values. 

=>
Add WI code LCS3-GNSS-UTRAN

=>
The CR is postponed
11
Outgoing LSs and email discussions from UTRA session

11.1
Agreed outgoing LSs from UTRA session
11.2
Email discussions from UTRA
12
Comebacks
This agenda item will be used during the meeting. No documents are supposed to be submitted by delegates.

12.1
LTE breakout session
12.2
UMTS breakout session
12.3
Main session
This section contains a temporary list of comebacks (press F9 to update while the cursor is inside the list).

No table of figures entries found.
12.4
Email Discussions from main session
This section contains a preliminary list of email discussions (press F9 to update while the cursor is inside the list). A complete will be provided to the email reflector after the meeting. 

No table of figures entries found.
13
Outgoing LS from LTE and Joint
Draft LSs should be submitted to their corresponding agenda item if there is one. If there is no appropriate agenda item, draft LSs may be submitted to this agenda item.

Draft LSs
Approved LSs
This section contains a list of approved outgoing LSs (press F9 to update while the cursor is inside the list).

No table of figures entries found.
R2-140891
LS on improvements to EUL coverage by TTI switching   (to:RAN1, RAN3)

14
Any other business
Future meeting dates
Click here for the overview of all RAN2 and RAN meeting dates.
Other

R2-140603
Agile Standardization
Ericsson
Disc
15
Closing of the meeting (17:00)
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