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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
R2-141040
Proposed agenda for RAN2 #85bis, Valencia, Spain, 31.03.-04.04.2014
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 ->
	[5.4] Other Joint Rel-12

[5.2] MTC UEPCOP 

[5.3] Min. nr of carriers for monitoring

[5.1] WLAN/3GPP
[5.5] TEI12 Joint
	
	

	
	
	
	

	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)
[7.6.3] eIMTA (UP)
[7.10.2] TEI12 LTE (UP)
	[8] UMTS Rel-8/9/10

[9] UMTS Rel-11
[10.2] Het-Net Mobility


	Tue 16:00 -> 
	[7.1.1/2] Dual Connectivity 
	
	[10.2] Het-Net Mobility cont.



	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Wed 08:30 -> 12:30
	[7.7] MTC Low Cost
	[7.1.4] Dual Connectivity (UP)
	[10.4] SIB enhancements

	Wed 14:00 -> 16:00
	[7.3] MBMS MDT
[7.2] SCE-L1
	
	[10.1] FEUL

	Wed 16:30 -> 
	[7.6.1/2] eIMTA
[7.4] D2D
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	 
	
	

	Thu 8:30 -> 12:30
	[7.1.3/5] Dual Connectivity 
	
	[10.5] RAN1 Het-Net WI

	
	
	
	[10.6] DCH enhancements
Comebacks



	Thu 14:00 -> 16:00
	[7.4] D2D (cont.)
	
	[5.1] WLAN/3GPP Radio Interworking  -UMTS specific aspects

Comebacks
[10.3], [10.7], [10.8]

	Thu 16:30 -> 
	[7.8] FDD/TDD CA

[7.10.1] TEI12 LTE (CP)
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Fri 8:30 ->
	Left-overs, Comebacks
	
	Comebacks and leftovers

	Fri: 14:00 -> 

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


2.2
Approval of the report of the previous meeting
R2-141041
Draft report of RAN2 #85, Prague, Czech Republic, 10.02.-14.02.2014
ETSI MCC
Report
[Late]

3.1
Joint UMTS/LTE relevance
R2-141042
Reply LS to R2-141012 on inter-RAT capability signalling for MFBI (GP-140235; contact: Huawei)
GERAN2
LSin
to: RAN2
REL-12
TEI12

R2-141043
Reply LS to C1-140781 = R2-140027 on provisioning of E-UTRA capabilities in GERAN (GP-140245; contact: Huawei)
GERAN2
LSin
to: RAN2
REL-8
TEI8
In addition the following LSin:

- R2-141056 is treated under AI 5.3 (UTRA_LTE_WLAN_interw-Core) 
5.1.2
Stage-2 aspects

Focus on remaining stage-2 aspects. 

[Other documents treated in LTE session deleted here]
R2-141216
How to Use Thresholds in UMTS States; CATT; Disc; 
[Moved from 5.1.1 to 5.1.2]

-
Intel thinks that so far a UE in FDD in CELL_DCH is not required to read SIBs. 

-
QC would prefer to make it NW configurable whether the UE in CELL_FACH behaves like a UE in CELL_DCH or like a UE in IDLE. 

	Agreements
2
UE in CELL_PCH/URA_PCH shall apply the same WLAN interworking behaviour as defined for IDLE.


=>
Can discuss in UMTS session…


- whether to make it NW configurable whether the UE in CELL_FACH behaves like a UE in CELL_DCH or like a UE in IDLE. 


- which parameters to apply in CELL_DCH in case the UE is not provisioned with dedicated thresholds/parameters. 


- how to deal with CELL_PCH with dedicated RNTIs. 

Discussion from UMTS session
UE in CELL_DCH 
-
ALU wonders what happens when we don’t have dedicated signalling.  Does that mean that the UE keeps the thresholds from CELL_FACH.   Intel thinks that FDD mode if the UE doesn’t receive any dedicates signalling it keeps the information from the previous states. Broadcom wonders what happens when you change cell.   Qualcomm doesn’t think that it makes sense to keep the information from  the other cells.   
-
NSN thinks that this make increase the overhead of signalling as at every state transition we need to provide the threshold.  Broadcom is concerned that the UE is not even aware in which cell the UE is.  
-
Huawei wonders that if we have dedicated signalling in CELL_FACH, should we still clear the information when we move to CELL_DCH.  

-
InterDigital would like to ensure that we keep any ANSDF information received in any state. 
-
Broadcom thinks that for CELL_DCH we should keep legacy behaviour.  The UE will keep the dedicated threshold until otherwise configured by the network.  Huawei wonders what happens if the target cell doesn’t support.  Ericsson indicates that the RNC can remove it.  

-
NSN thinks that we should point out the decision of not releasing the information upon a handover in the joint session.  Broadcom thinks that the problem only occurs at RNC relocation as the signalling is always in the RNC.  

-
Huawei wonders whether you keep the information when you move from CELL_DCH to CELL_FACH.   Qualcomm thinks that the UE follows the network reconfiguration message and should keep the information.   Ericsson wonders what happens when you move to another cell?  Broadcom thinks that it falls under cell reselection and you would clear.
UE in CELL_FACH 

-
CATT, For TTD there is no dedicated measurement control message.  Huawei thinks that the UE can received dedicate signalling anyways.  

-
Qualcomm thinks that we need to define UE behaviour when the UE performs cell reselection.  In LTE the agreement is that upon a handover the UE clears the dedicated signalling.   Huawei thinks that CELL_FACH the UE should release the WLAN information as in LTE.  
-
CATT wonders if we need to clarify the behaviour when the UE has both broadcast and dedicated information.  Qualcomm thinks that it should be inline with LTE, dedicate signalling overrides the broadcast.  

UE in CELL_PCH 

· NSN thinks that a UE in CELL_PCH should keep the dedicated thresholds, but we can’t send anything to the UE.    Intel thinks that the UE should follow the same as LTE moving from connected to idle.  NSN wonders if we need to add this timer in CELL_PCH?  Huawei thinks that the need for a timer is not the same as LTE, as if we want to change the dedicated parameters we can always page the UE.  Broadcom doesn’t want to wake up the UE.  ALU thinks that we can keep it simple and treat CELL_PCH the same as idle.   NSN doesn’t think it is complicated and if the network wants to update the parameters it can page the UE.  
· Huawei has a preference to keep the information in CELL_PCH and not use a timer.    

· NSN sees the use case as the UE is in connected mode and the network should be able to control.  Qualcomm thinks that currently CELL_PCH has been currently specified as in idle so we should keep it simple. 
· NSN doesn’t see what the problem is with keep the information stored.  Qualcomm thinks that we are not adding a third option and behaviour.  
General 

 -
Ericsson thinks we need to consider the load we are potentially adding to the BCH.  Intel wonders whether we are considering linking this to new SIB enhancements.  Ericsson thinks that we need to be careful as to signal the amount of information as currently discuss we would need a full SIB.  Huawei thinks that first we should see how much information we need to signal.  
	Agreements
· In CELL_DCH, for FDD, TDD, the RAN assistance parameters can only be set via dedicated signalling.  The UE should not use the broadcast information received from other states when entering CELL_DCH.  
· In CELL_DCH, the UE keeps the dedicated information until the network reconfigures or deletes the information.  The UE will not release the dedicated information upon a handover (not like LTE). 

·  If the UE moves from CELL_DCH to CELL_FACH in the same cell, the UE keeps the configuration unless told otherwise. 
· In CELL_FACH, for FDD and TDD, dedicated signalling can be used to signal the RAN assistance parameters.   Upon cell reselection the UE releases the RAN assistance parameters
· In CELL_PCH/URA_PCH state, dedicated signalling is not used to configure the UE with dedicate RAN assistance information. 
Working assumption:  

· When the UE moves to CELL_PCH/URA_PCH the UE keeps the RAN assistance parameters according to a timer (similar behaviour to idle mode). 



	


8
UTRA Release 10 and earlier releases
R2-141143
Correction to the handling of IE "E-DPDCH power interpolation" when absent"
Broadcom Corporation, Ericsson
CR
25.331


F

REL-7
TEI7

-
NSN has a preference to put the note in the procedural text.  Broadcom thinks it is too late to add procedural text for the IE in Rel-7
-
NSN wonders if we should have UL 64QAM in the WI code.  Broadcom thinks that this may apply to Rel-11 as well. 

-
QC thinks that it should only be TEI7.  Broadcom thinks that it was initially introduced for 16QAM and then it was applied to other features.   
=>
Add 16QAM as a WI code as well

=> 
The CR is agreed in principle 

R2-141144
Correction to the handling of IE "E-DPDCH power interpolation" when absent"
Broadcom Corporation, Ericsson
CR
25.331


F
Related to R2-141143; Specify UE behaviour from Rel-11 onwards
REL-11
TEI11

=> Correct E-DPCH to E-DPDCH
=>
Add 16QAM as a WI code as well

=>  The CR is agreed in principle with the two changes

R2-141145
Alignment between the procedure text and the tabular for inclusion of IE Call type""
Broadcom Corporation
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
TEI11, RANimp-DelayOpt

-
Ericsson thinks that the procedure text is already clear and agree that the call type is only applicable in CELL_FACH.   This is just more editorial.  Broadcom agrees that this is more editorial and can also be in a rapporteur CR.  

-
NSN wants to ensure that if we are in enhanced CELL_PCH we can still use the call type when we send the IDT.  Broadcom confirms that when you send the IDT then the UE moves to CELL_FACH state, so it will apply to those UEs as well.  

-
Ericsson indicates that the IE “Call type” is not aligned in some tables and with the ASN.1, which is “CS Call type”

=>
The alignment in this CR will be included in the Rel-12 rapporteur CR.  In addition the IE name in the tabular will be updated to “CS Call type”

=>
The CR is postponed (and will be incorporated in the Rel-12 rapporteur CR)
R2-141693
RLC re-establishment due to activation and deactivation of Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state in SIB5/5bis
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


F

REL-9
RANimp-UplinkEnhState, TEI9

-
Ericsson agrees with the intention, however this should be tightly coupled with the UE supporting the common E-DCH and the use case.  

-
Qualcomm  wonders if we need to also make it applicable when we change from RACH to E-DCH.   We may need to re-establish if we change the LI size.  

-
NSN wonders if the “due to a system information modification” can be interpreted as any system information change.  Ericsson thinks that in the past we have used “variable READY_FOR_COMMON E_DCH has changed due to a system information modification”
-
After offline discussion: Do we need to re-establish when the LI size changes 

-
Qualcomm thinks that when you acquire the SIB we do not have the LI size, so we don’t need to do account for this. 

-
Ericsson thinks that we should also add at the beginning of the section that we enter this section if “there is a system information modification”.  Broadcom is concerned that with this change we would always have to perform the actions in this section.  

=>
The CR is postponed
R2-141691
Disable default configuration for CELL_FACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


C

REL-9
TEI9

- WI code?

-
Broadcom supports the principle.  We need two IOT in the RAN5 test

-
NSN agrees that if there is no network supporting this feature then the feature should be disabled but there is one network that does support this.   Broadcom thinks that this is critical to have the test as it is a request message.  Ericsson thinks that we need to have a test and we need more network support to properly test.  
-
ALU wonders if we have done this in the past?  One possible alternative is to bring to RAN5 attention that this is not testable and we keep the RAN2 specs unspecified.  Broadcom thinks we need to still have two networks that support it.  Qualcomm doesn’t think it helps discussing it in RAN5.  
-
NSN wants to consider the possibility of making it optional and adding a capability bit.  Qualcomm thinks that a capability bit would have to be added to the RRC Connection Request and the message size is a bit of a concern.  
After comeback 

-
Qualcomm still concerned that there is no testing opportunities so companies still want to disable for Rel-9 and Rel-10.  Consider the HS-FACH and E-FACH default configuration together as a package for Rel-11 and discuss the options.  

-
NSN wants to first get a full view of what is happening with Rel-11.  Qualcomm doesn’t know what will happen with Rel-11, they are fine for now to keep mandatory until we know more about the situation in 2 years and if there are testing opportunities for Rel-11 we keep it mandatory.  But the concern is for what we know now.  
=>
Working assumption that we disable it for Rel-9.  For Rel-10 we re-discuss in the next meeting.

=>
RAN2 will look at the options for Rel-11 (or Rel-10 if applicable)
=>
The CR is postponed
R2-141692
Disable default configuration for CELL_FACH
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


A

REL-10
TEI9

=>
Not treated

R2-141278
Introduction of default radio configuration for the HS-DSCH/RACH and HS-DSCH/E-DCH combinations
NSN
Disc
-
Qualcomm thinks that we need to discuss the optionality of this feature.  

-
Qualcomm would like to make the default configuration more complete in the DL as well.  NSN thinks that these are some aspects to consider and we can add more configurations.  
-
Broadcom thinks that there are some complex issues we need to look at.  We are providing a large number of configurations and it is not clear what the UE is expected to do with this information.   NSN thinks that we would not give more information than we would have with dedicated signalling.  
-
Qualcomm thinks we need to be careful with the configuration and possible conflicts with what are broadcasted in the SIB configuration, for example the E-DCH MAC-d flow identity.   NSN: we should make sure that the numbers are the same

=>
The CR is postponed
R2-141370
Discussion on non-optimal configuration of the secondary serving E-DCH cell
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc
-
ALU wonders if the reason why it was done like this in the first place was to optimize signalling.  ALU thinks this is an optimization.  
-
Ericsson thinks that to avoid the re-configuration the network can perform a proper configuration in the first place.  

=>
Noted
R2-141694
Clarification of MAC-ehs window size
Qualcomm Incsorporated
Disc
-
Broadcom thinks that the network should ensure proper signalling.  Huawei thinks that the network can handle this scenario.  Qualcomm thinks that there is a possibility that the network may overlook this configuration as TSN extension is implicit and window size is explicitly configured.  
-
ALU thinks that another option is to specify that if the network doesn’t provide the window size the UE behaviour is unspecified.   Qualcomm thinks that this can be an option.  
-
Ericsson thinks the network should provide the correct configuration to begin with.   
-
Chair:  Discuss whether we have a chair note in the minutes about the network expected behaviour or whether there is a need to have a CR.  
-
Huawei wonders if this also a problem for the UL.  

=>
If the UE is not configured with the TSN field extension the network should not configure MAC-ehs window size that is larger than 32.  

=>
Noted 

 [Late]
R2-141280
Introduction of HS-DACH/RACH and HS-DSCH/E-DCH default radio configuration for CELL_FACH
NSN
CR
25.331


C

REL-11
RANimp-EnhState, RANimp-UplinkEnhState, TEI11
=>
Not treated
9
UTRA Release 11

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.

R2-141468
Clarification to absolute priority cell reselection in CELL_FACH
Ericsson, Intel cooperation
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
Cell_FACH_enh-Core

-
Huawei doesn’t think the CR is needed. This is a state transition to CELL_FACH and you will not be configured to perform E-UTRA measurements and reporting in CELL_FACH state, so it is not clear why this condition is needed.  Broadcom thinks this is correct.
-
Ericsson thinks that absolute priority enable is not clear what it refers to.  Broadcom thinks that absolute priority is enabled is not clear what it mean for CELL_FACH state.  Before Rel-11 we had it enabled but not for CELL_FACH state.  We are clarifying what a UE needs to do in CELL_FACH state.  
-
Huawei wonders if we need to link it to the UE supporting the feature.  Intel thinks that it is mandatory for Rel-11 UE supporting E-UTRA, so there is no need.  
=>
The sentence “and the UE is not configured to perform E-UTRA measurements and reporting in CELL_FACH state” is not needed

=>
The CR is agreed in principle with the deletion of the sentence.  

R2-141471
Clarification to absolute priority cell reselection in CELL_FACH
Ericsson, Intel cooperation
CR
25.331


A

REL-12
Cell_FACH_enh-Core
=>
The CR is agreed in principle with the deletion of the sentence “and the UE is not configured to perform E-UTRA measurements and reporting in CELL_FACH state”

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.
R2-141367
Clarification on MAC-ehs configuration for inter-Node B Multiflow operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core
=>
We will make the procedure text positive.  For example “3>
if inter-Node B Multiflow operation is  configured:    4>
perform the actions as specified in subclause 8.6.5.23 for both MAC-ehs entities. 3> else … (legacy text)
-
Qualcomm wonders if it is ok that we are removing legacy text “in the MAC-hs/ehs entity”. Broadcom thinks this is ok but we should add in the cover page an explanation why it is deleted.  Huawei: it is already in the cover page.    Ericsson wonders if we can make it clearer by adding the new case rather than deleting.  Broadcom indicates that we tried but it was complicated. 
-
NSN wonders if we should include the network box in the cover page.

=>
We will include the RAN box in the cover page

=>
Add NSN as supporting company

=> The CR is revised in R2-141770
R2-141770
Clarification on MAC-ehs configuration for inter-Node B Multiflow operation
Huawei, HiSilicon, NSN 
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core
=>
The CR is in principle agreed
R2-141081
Clarification for the second MAC-ehs entity configuration in the inter-Node B Multiflow operation
NSN
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

=>
Not Treated 
R2-141082
Clarification for the second MAC-ehs entity configuration in the inter-Node B Multiflow operation
NSN
CR
25.331


A

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

=>
Not Treated 
R2-141083
Correction of the Multiflow dual-band capability signaling
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

-
ALU wonders if we want to do a non-backward compatible change?  NSN agrees we should try not to, but sometime we have to.  Additional the number of bits remains the same so we can consider it is a semantic change.   Qualcomm also had the same concern but the current spec cannot be used as is, as it is not right.  

-
Ericsson agrees with the intention of the CR but thinks that the UE also signals the UE category and the network can figure out.  Qualcomm thinks that the network cannot always derive this information from the UE capability.   Ericsson thinks that this is not a problem.  Qualcomm thinks it is important to be able to indicate DF-3C for testing purposes.   
-
NSN indicates that companies are ok with the intention

=>
Agree that the UE should be allowed to signal that it supports 1 cell in one band in case of dual band DF-3C
=>
The CR is postponed 

R2-141084
Correction of the Multiflow dual-band capability signaling
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


A

REL-12
HSDPA_MFTX-Core

=>
Not treated

R2-141085
Correction of physical channel combinations with Multiflow operation
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.302


F

REL-11
HSDPA_MFTX-Core, RANimp-DC_HSUPA

=>
Remove “RANimp-DC_HSUPA” WI code

=>
the CR is agreed in principle
R2-141724
Considerations on Multiflow and DC-HSUPA requirements
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
-
ALU thinks that this makes sense but wonders where the change would be done.  Qualcomm thinks this should be added in stage 2 and if we find any place in stage 3 where the requirement in Rel-11 was added.  

-
Huawei wants to ensure that when we re-configure from DC_HSUPA and DF-DC to DF-DC only we should fall back.  

=>
For DF-4C and DC-HSUPA to be configured simultaneously, the assisting secondary serving cell should be part of the secondary active set.
=>
Noted

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.
R2-141369
Correction on using HS-DSCH CQI reporting tables for 4Tx-HSDPA
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
4Tx_HSDPA-Core
-
ALU can we come up with a future compatible wording, for example  all HS-DSCH physical layer category extensions added up to the current release.

=>
For Rel-11 we will include the actual extension number and for Rel-12 the rapporteur will make the future compatible change 

=>
The CR is agreed in principle
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.
No contributions
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.
No contributions
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.
No contributions
9.4
WI: TEI11
R2-141152
Clarification to configuration of the list of cells to be excluded from inter-frequency detected set measurements
Intel Corporation
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
TEI11

-
ALU thinks this is a change in behaviour.  Broadcom agrees that this is not a correction.

-
ALU Why was this originally done?  Intel thinks that is was done to align with the current measurement configuration.  

-
Intel is not sure what the original intention.  Huawei indicates that it was added under frequency specific list, but it turned out that it ended up as an event specific list.  
-
Qualcomm agrees with the intention but is not sure what happens when you get a new list as a different event?  Do you replace what you had before?  Broadcom thinks that this makes sense. 

-
NSN was the feature added in Rel-10? Intel – the list to exclude was added only in Rel-11

-
Chair: how do we handle the case where we get two different lists in two different measurement events for the same frequency?

=>
Agree that for inter-frequency the UE should not maintain a separate list per event
=>
FFS how the UE handles the case where a new measurement ID with a different list is provided to the UE
=>
The CR is postponed

R2-141252
Multicarrier configuration in handover to UTRAN
Ericsson
Disc

-
Broadcom remembers discussing this in the past, so what is the motivation to do it now.  In LTE we don’t include CA during the handover.  Ericsson thinks this is beneficial for the user performance and to have a seamless handover.
-
Huawei thinks that the size of the RRC signal will be larger and may increase the handover failures.  Ericsson thinks that in the failure cases the network doesn’t have to configure you in multicarrier

-
ALU wonders how do we know what to configure unless the UE gives a lot of measurement information.  Ericsson indicates that even for DC-HDSPA we assume similar coverage and the UE only measures on one frequency.  The control is on the network side and we don’t need the measurements.  
-
Orange is interested in these types of enhancements, but it should be left up to the RNC to determine when to do it and for which types of measurements.  

-
Qualcomm is also interested in these types of changes.  

-
TIM sees a benefit to include these enhancements and thinks that in some scenarios the impact to the user may be quite large, for example when you move from a higher bandwidth to a lower bandwidth in UMTS.  

-
ALU would like to study this further and determine whether the list of configuration is complete.  

-
NSN thinks there are other features we can include to increase user performance, such as MIMO, etc.  Ericsson thinks that this is a good question and to simplify the additions we focused the more widely deployed features, such as multi-carrier. 
=>
Agree to study the addition of multi-carrier configuration in handover to UTRAN command.  Companies should also study which features should be considered.   
=>
Noted 

R2-141253
Multi-carrier configuration in Handover to UTRAN command
Ericsson
CR
25.331


B
related to R2-141252
REL-11
TEI11, RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-DC_HSUPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA, 4C_HSDPA-Core, 8C_HSDPA-Core

=>
Not Treated

R2-141277
MFBI signaling with Inter-frequency neighbour cell info and extended EARFCN/E-UTRA Frequency bands
Ericsson
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
TEI11

=>
Not treated

R2-141771
MFBI remaining open issues
Ericsson
Disc





REL-11
TEI11
Issue 1 - Inter-frequency neighbour cells with overlapping bands (SIB11/11bis)

-
Qualcomm wants to make sure that there is no need to have intelligence in the UE and that there should be restrictions in the network.  Intel shares the concerns from Qualcomm
-
ALU thinks that for MFBI it has to be done this way and it has to be clearly specified in the spec.  
=>
Each occurrence of the IE “frequency info” in  inter-frequency cell info list will have one corresponding entry in Multiple Frequency Info List FDD. The first appeared freq uses the first entry. The second appeared freq uses the second entry and so on. If the freq does not have an overlapping band, there shall be an empty entry.
=>
The specification will capture how the “New inter-frequency cells” should be configured: frequency info appears once for the first occurrence and followed by MD for any following entries with the same UARFCN.  All cells with the same UARFCN have to be listed contiguously

Issue 2 - Mismatch between UARFCN stored in CELL_INFO_LIST and PRIORITY_INFO_LIST
-
Intel thinks that for legacy case there is no mismatch between CELL_INFO_LIST and SIB19.

=>   For each unsupported freq in SIB19 UTRA priority list, the UE needs to check if this freq has any overlapping band in the CELL_INFO_LIST.   If you stored this frequency in the CELL INFO LIST then you need store the same one in the variable PRIORITY_INFO_LIST
=>
Noted 
· Email discussion n. 1 to review  CRs capturing MFBI agreements (Ericsson)

Scope:  Review draft CRs resolving MFBI issues
-
Rel-10 CRs capturing agreements from R2-141771
-
Rel-11 CRs capturing agreements from RAN2#85

Deadline: 1 week before the submission deadline

Outcome: Proposed CRs for RAN2#86

R2-141595
Correction to E-UTRAN - 1.28Mcps TDD Handover
Ericsson, CATT
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
TEI11

-
Intel wonders if we should specify more specifically the message. Ericsson thinks it can be signalled with different messages.  

-
Chair: do we need to indicate any other WI code? Broadcom thinks this was introduced in LTE-L23
=>
The CR is agreed in principle
[Late]
R2-141596
Correction to E-UTRAN - 1.28Mcps TDD Handover
Ericsson, CATT
CR
25.331


A

REL-12
TEI11

=>
The CR is agreed in principle
[Late]
R2-141690
Clear the variable C_RNTI when the UE enters CELL_DCH state
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


F

REL-11
TEI11
-
Broadcom this is from R99.  In which case do you go from CELL_FACH to CELL_DCH in the CELL_UPDATE confirm.  

-
Broadcom is not convinced of the use case and the problem.

-
ALU wonders if there is a problem with TDD. Qualcomm is not aware about any specific problem for TDD.

-
Qualcomm indicates that a similar CR in 2003 was previously agreed in RAN2 but not approved in RAN plenary 22, due to the CR not being essential. 

=>
The CR is not agreed
10
UTRA Release 12

10.1
WI: Further EUL Enhancements
(EDCH_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, REL-12, started: Dec. 13, target: Jun. 14, WID: RP-140127)
In RAN2#85bis 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 based on network assigned group.  

-  What parameters are used to differentiate access per group (e.g. delay/block access) and how are they used by the UE?   

-  How the access groups are assigned and what messages will be used.

-  Discuss whether access control will be applicable to DCCH/CCCH and how to handle the PCH state with non-seamless transmission case (CELL_UPDATE with cause UL data transmission)?

R2-141240
Discussion on access control for CELL_FACH state and CELL_PCH state with seamless transition
Broadcom Corporation
Disc

-
Huawei wonders what the use case is for the RLC issue.  Broadcom thinks that depending on the transmission delays some problems can be cause if the UE has RLC retransmissions.  

-
Qualcomm would like to be able also control the DCCH messages.  Broadcom is concerned with signalling especially if we have NAS signalling.  The network can always release the traffic.  
-
Broadcom is concerned with what do we at relocation?  Ericsson thinks that we can use the same as existing ACB mechanisms, we clear at relocation.  

-
Broadcom thinks there is no need to use RRC connection setup.  

-
NSN wonders what it is the use case for Radio Bearer Release.  Broadcom indicates that you may want to change the priority if there is another bearer still configured.  
=>
Noted
R2-141269
Further considerations on differentiated access control
Ericsson
Disc

=>
Noted
R2-141271
Broadcasting access control actions for NW assigned groups
Ericsson
Disc
-
Huawei: in 2.1.2 it is proposed to have sub-groups.  What is the use of these sub-groups? Ericsson indicates that it would still be beneficial to only block some UEs within an access group.   Qualcomm thinks that 16 groups may be sufficient but do not see a use case to add additional granularity to differentiate within the group.  

-
Broadcom wonders what is the purposes of the synchronization.  Ericsson thinks that the network needs to know when the UEs acquire the SIB and apply the blocking.  Qualcomm doesn’t think we need this complexity.  

Proposal 1:
The paramaters to control UE accesses when in CELL_FACH state and PCH state (with seamless transition to CELL_FACH) shall be broadcast in a new System Information Block, SIBx.

· Broadcom thinks that we should try to re-use the SIBs.  Qualcomm prefers to add a new SIB as we can improve the update mechanisms.  

· Broadcom thinks that if we add new mechanisms to acquire the SIB more often we should have a unified mechanisms with other features such a WLAN.  

· Ericsson thinks that we can use the value tag, but then we have the value tag wrap around issue.  
Proposal 6:
When UE in CELL_FACH state or PCH state (with seamless transition to CELL_FACH) becomes unblocked, they will apply a deterministic delay before it accesses the RACH or common E-DCH. 
-
Qualcomm indicates that for their proposal they have a max delay and here this is a fixed delay per group.  

Proposal 7:
The access control parameters broadcast in the new SIBx shall consist of a list of maximum size 16 (one for each defined Access Group). Each entry in the list consists of an action (Block/Unblock) which is be to applied by the UE, and sub-group information to allow NW to differentiate between users within the same Access Group.

=>
Noted
R2-141371
Discussion on Access Group based access control enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=>
Not treated
R2-141586
Access Control Improvements
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

-
Broadcom thinks we don’t know the AC after the initial NAS request.  ALU thinks that we need to think about this and whether we will block such services that are emergency.  

-
Chair: companies need to think about this issue and how to determine what type of AC is accessing the system

=>
Noted
R2-141730
Enhancements to access control
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

Proposal: RAN2 should consider access delay as part of the parameters and actions related to the access groups. The delay control should based on a configurable uniform delay distribution: each UE delays its access attempt by waiting for a random amount of time that is uniformly distributed in the range [0, Tdelay], where Tdelay is signalled by the RAN.

Discussion on whether we have a completely block or whether we have a delay in access 

-
ALU thinks that by using a delay timer you can set the timer such that you can block or unblock.  Ericsson indicates that if we use a timer then the network may not known when the UE is access again.  Qualcomm thinks that it is one of the trade-offs, if we block/unblock we will have a RoT issues (all UEs will access at the same time).  Ericsson thinks that we can further control the UEs in sub-groups, with C-RNTI for example.  
-
Huawei doesn’t see a clear gain and how UL congestion is improved.  

=>
We agree that for each access group the SIB will indicate block/unblock  
Discussion on what happens after we unblock the UEs 

1. fixed delay per sub-group (can be per UE) within a group 
2. fixed delay per group 

3. random uniform delay

4. zero delay – when you are unblocked you just access 

-
Huawei thinks option 3 is more complicated for the delay.  Qualcomm thinks that you will have some spikes.  

=>
noted
R2-141273
Text Proposal for Stage 2 description of Access Control in connected mode
Ericsson
TP
25.300




REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core
=>
Not treated
	Agreements:

· We agree that the ‘group access control’ will not be configured per radio bearer or traffic type.  It will be per UE.  A UE can be configured with at most one access group. 

· The group based access control mechanism will apply only to DTCH.  The group access control will not be applicable to signalling messages.  

· The messages used to configure the UE with the ‘access group’ are Radio Bearer Setup, Radio Bearer Release and Radio Bearer Reconfiguration messages.  The ‘access group’ information should be cleared when SRNS relocation occurs.  

· The maximum number of access groups which can be defined by the NW is 16 

· The paramaters to control UE accesses when in CELL_FACH state and PCH state (with seamless transition to CELL_FACH) shall be broadcasted in a new System Information Block, SIBx.  FFS whether we need to enhance the SIB update/reading mechanism.  

· We agree that for each access group the SIB will indicate block/unblock  
· We agree that after an access group is unblocked the UE can access the system after a fixed delay.  FFS whether the fixed delay is zero or if there is a need to specify a delay per group.




10.1.1.2
Per CN domain wait timer  

Discussions on remaining open issues:

- Applicability of “Per CN domain time” to other messages such as CELL UPDATE

- Extension of legacy wait timer and for which messages
R2-141239
Discussion on Wait Time Enhancements
Broadcom Corporation
Disc

Discussion on the NAS interaction issue:

-
ALU thinks that going from 15s to 30mins is quite considerable.  Current extended wait timers are handled in NAS.  We should contact CT1.  
-
ALU wonders what and how to ask CT1?

-
Qualcomm thinks that we need to ask CT1.  Broadcom thinks that we can do it like the extended wait time but then NAS needs to do all this.   

-
Broadcom thinks that if the wait time is per domain then it may need to be handled by the NAS as the RRC connection request is not per domain.  

-
Qualcomm thinks that we list the two options:

· We do it in the AS stratum – up to what value is acceptable

· We do it like the extended access barring

-
Broadcom is not convinced with the feature now and we cannot agree without first discussing with CT1.  

-
Qualcomm asks whether we can have per CN wait timer without wait time value extension.   
-
Broadcom thinks we also need to notify the NAS if one of the CN domains is blocked regardless of whether we extend the wait timer or not
=>
We will send an LS to CT1
=>
Noted

R2-141777
(draft) LS to CT1 on per CN domain timer
Huawei, HiSilicon LSout
REL-12
EDCH_Enh-Core
-
Ericsson thinks that we should distinguish between the two options, telling the NAS or keeping the wait timer mechanism in the AS.  

-
Qualcomm thinks that we need to indicate that RAN2 discussed on option to solve the problem of the AS blocking the other connection, by informing the NAS.
-
ALU thinks that we should also notify CT1 about the Group Access class mechanism, for example we are introducing access control (blocking/unblocking) of DTCH traffic irrespective of the access class.  

-
Ericsson doesn’t know exactly what we can ask.  ALU we can notify them what we are doing and whether there are any particular concerns if we block AC 11-15.  
-
Chair: we can ask if CT1 thinks if there are specific requirements for the high priority AC 11-15 that RAN2 should be aware for these classes.   

-
Qualcomm thinks that this is more SA1.  

=>
The LS is revised in R2-141784
R2-141784
(draft) LS to CT1 on per CN domain timer
Huawei, HiSilicon
LSout




to: CT1
REL-12
EDCH_Enh-Core
=>
The LS needs to be updated and will be completed via email discussion

=>
The LS is revised in R2-141790 (email discussion)

· Email Discussion 2 on LS to CT1 on the per CN domain wait timer (Huawei)
Scope: Agree on final LS to CT1
Deadline: one week after RAN2#85bis

Outcome: Final LS to CT1 (R2-141790)
R2-141272
Further considerations on Other Access control improvements
Ericsson
Disc
=>
Not treated
10.1.1.3
Other

Additional contributions on motivating the need of additional enhancements in Rel-12 for access control:

- SIB3 reading enhancements 

- DSAC/PPAC in CELL_DCH 
R2-141368
Considerations on access control parameter updates in CELL_DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon, NSN, NTT DOCOMO, INC.
Disc

Proposal 1: It is proposed that the DSAC and PPAC information could be included in UTRAN Mobility Information message.
Proposal 2: It is proposed that the DSAC and PPAC information could be included in Signalling Connection Release message and Radio Bearer Release message.
-
Ericsson does not see the need for this.  Broadcom does not see the need either and doesn’t think we need to do in all messages.  It is a corner case.  
-
Ericsson indicates that the motivation for the CN domain wait timer was that the DSAC/PPAC were not highly deployed and now we are enhancing the DSAC/PPAC.  

-
Broadcom thinks that we fixed a few things in Rel-10.  
-
Chair we need to consider the priority of these enhancements 

=>
We will have this enhancement in Rel-12

-
Broadcom thinks that UMI is sufficient.  NSN wonders if it also covers the Radio Bearer Release message.  Broadcom would be ok to have in Radio Bearer Release only.  
-
Ericsson thinks that the Radio Bearer Release is a more suitable as you will be sending the message anyways.  

-
NSN wants to check if only UMI works in this case.     Broadcom thinks that we can send the UMI before sending the release.  
=>
Noted
R2-141372
Considerations on SIB3 reading enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=>
Noted
R2-141731
Extending the SIB value tag range
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
-
Broadcom how will this work for legacy UEs? Qualcomm the network would maintain two value tags.  

-
NSN would like to understand how big is the impact of reading SIB3.  Qualcomm if you are at a cell border you may increase the SIB load.  Broadcom thinks that this prevents cashing the SIB.  

-
Ericsson wonders if this would require us to update the MIB size.  Qualcomm indicates that it was already done.  

-
Ericsson has a preference for the extended value tag and it can be used for the new access control. 
-
Huawei are we limiting to only SIB3 and SIB5.  Qualcomm thinks that these are the two we’ve seen issues with and if we see other SIBs have these issue. 

-
Ericsson wonder if we can reuse this for Access control mechanism.  Broadcom thinks that this makes sense and we can also use it for WLAN interworking

-
ALU we can consider using both the legacy value tag and new value tag to be more intelligent.  

-
Chair can we consider this as part of the SIB enhancements

=>
Way forward – to fix the SIB3 wrap around issue we will consider increasing the SIB value tag and we will do it as part of the SIB enhancement WI. 
=>
Noted


Discussion on the priority of the two remaining topics:

-
Per CN domain timer 
-
Extended wait timer 

-
DSAC/PPAC in CELL_DCH 

=>
We agree to prioritize DSAC/PPAC.  
=>
We will wait for the LS from CT1 for the wait timer issues and make the final decision next meeting
10.1.2
Improvements to EUL coverage by TTI switching

A running Stage 2 description of the feature should be presented

R2-141044
LS on E-DPCCH to indicate TTI Switching (R1-140904; contact: Qualcomm)
RAN1
LSin
to: RAN2
REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core
=>
Noted
10.1.2.1
UPH measurement improvements

Contributions should focus on the open issues for UPH measurements:

- Type of filter and where the filtering is applied (e.g. modified L1 filtering or higher layer filtering on top of L1 measurements) 

- Discussion on configuration parameters and the triggering criteria (e.g. TTT, hysteresis, threshold, etc).  

- What MAC format to use for reporting (same legacy SI format or new SI format)

- Is there a need to report a filtered UPH using a RRC message?

R2-141274
Filtered UPH measurements for improved EUL coverage
Ericsson
Disc
-
ALU  wonders if we provide the set of information in a new measurement control

-
Huawei wonders what is the use case for the repletion.  Ericsson thinks that we should be able to resend the message.  Huawei thinks that the ACK/NACK mechanisms for the SI, so we don’t this parameter.  

=>
Noted 
R2-141276
Running Stage 2 CR for EUL coverage improvements
Ericsson
CR
25.319


B

REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core
=>
Not treated
R2-141410
Considerations on UPH measurements improvements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Qualcomm wonders what are the main differences between the Ericsson proposals and Huawei’s.  Huawei indicates that it is the use of the legacy MAC and that the filtering is in the MAC.

-
Qualcomm wonders why are we doing the filtering in the MAC.  Huawei thinks we should do the layer 3 mechanisms but in the MAC. 
=>
Noted
R2-141431
Considerations on initial TTI selection enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
Ericsson supports this proposal

-
ALU wonders how does this impact the prioritization rules.  Ericsson indicates that the prioritization will still be the same.  Qualcomm wonders if the UE will be required to do it. 

-
ALU is this for intra?  Huawei this is only for the serving cell.  
-
Qualcomm would want to ensure that this is optional and it is only for the serving cell.  

=>
UE can report both Ec/No and RSCP of the serving cell in the "Measured results on RACH" during the RRC Connection establishment and Cell Update procedures.  This is optional and best effort as per legacy “measured results on RACH”
=>
Noted
R2-141647
UPH and Traffic Volume enhancements for activation of DC-HSUPA
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

=>
Not treated
Discussion on R2-141274 and R2-141410

UPH filtering 

-
Qualcomm wants to clarify where we do the filtering.  ALU wonders if we allow RRC measurement report.  
-
NSN wonders if it is ok to apply layer 3 filtering on top of the layer 1 filtering and we may delay the trigger.  Qualcomm thought about it and the minimum delay is 100ms so it is not too critical.  If we changed the layer 1 measurement, that would require RAN4 changes.  

MAC format to use (legacy or new MAC PDU)

-
NSN has a preference to use legacy MAC PDU.  Qualcomm prefers the legacy but we should discuss the benefits of the new one.  Ericsson thinks one of the benefits was to decouple this MAC PDU from existing SI.  And also to reuse the MAC PDU for the change indication.   
-
Broadcom would also prefer the legacy SI.  If we keep on reserving LCH ID we will run out of LCH-ID.  
	Agreement

· We will apply layer3 filtering on top of the layer 1 UPH measurements. 
· The UPH filtering and triggering criteria will be specified in the MAC

· New triggers for filtered UPH are introduced when the UPH becomes worse or better than an absolute threshold.  The details of the exact triggers are FFS

· The Layer 3 filtering and reporting parameters will be configured in the UE via RRC Measurement Control are "Time-to-trigger", "Hysteresis margins", "Thresholds".   

· The UPH measurement will be send via the MAC

· FFS if the legacy SI will be used with a reserved LCH-ID or a new MAC PDU will be introduced


[Late]

10.1.2.2
TTI switching aspects

Discussion on how to report the TTI switch decisions to the non-serving cells. 

Additional details on agreed aspects (e.g. what are the pre-configuration parameters for different TTI lengths)

R2-141275
TTI switching mechanism for improved EUL coverage
Ericsson
Disc

-
Huawei is concerned that in some cases " For IE’s not explicitly signaled in the pre-configuration (EDCH Info), the UE shall consider this to mean that it should continue to use the current setting after the TTI switch” it may not work.  For example for DC-HSUPA we cannot re-use the current setting.  

-
Qualcomm wonders why we didn’t discuss the proposal to send the commit message using a MAC PDU message.   Ericsson didn’t raise to RAN1 because it works as existing SI.  
-
Qualcomm – does the Commit MAC PDU replace the ACK for the order.  No

-
NSN wonders why we have the commit MAC PDU if we have the ACK/NACK for the order.  Qualcomm this is used for notifying the non-serving Node Bs.  
=>
Noted
R2-141428
Considerations on notifying non-serving Node B for enhanced TTI switching
Huawei, HiSilicon
DIsc

=>
Noted
R2-141435
Considerations on pre-configurations for enhanced TTI switching
Huawei, HiSilicon
DIsc

=>
Noted
R2-141646
Enhanced TTI switching
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
=>
Noted
Discussions on R2-141275, R2-141428, R2-141435, and R2-141646

Discussion on notifying non-serving Node B 

1. Use of a MAC PDU to send a commit
2. Use of E-DPCCH to indicate the change (e.g. reserved E-TFCI))

3. Do nothing - 
-
NSN thinks there is an option of the RNC telling the non-serving Node Bs without any commit message.  Qualcomm thinks that would require the activation of the TTI switch to be delayed to ensure that the non-serving Node Bs are notified.   
-
NSN we will have to specify an activation time from the reception of the time.  Qualcomm is concerned.  
-
Ericsson thinks that since we don’t have a reserved E-TFCI for the 10ms TTI, this may require more work in RAN1/RAN2

-
ALU thinks that RAN1 should compare the two.  

-
Broadcom supports sending the new MAC PDU.  

-
Ericsson thinks that the data is designed to be more reliable and if it fails the likelihood of failure is because of the E-DPCCH.  
-
Huawei wonders if the MAC PDU has to be a new MAC PDU.  We can also re-used the legacy PDU and use some of the other fields.   
=>
Working assumption that will use the MAC PDU. 

=>
We send an LS to RAN1 indicating that RAN2 has made the following working assumption: The UE will send a MAC PDU (18bits) to indicate the TTI switch.  .  


Discussion on pre-configuration 

-
ALU wonders what happens if we want to switch back?  Do we have store the configuration we were currently using before switching.   Huawei thinks we can consider configuring both.  Broadcom – are we using the target cell pre-configuration? No 

-
Broadcom wonders how long do we keep the current configuration?  We also need to consider how we reconfigure certain parameters.  

-
NSN thinks that the assumption was that we can switch in both directions.  Broadcom thinks that the critical part of the feature is that we do fast but then the network can reconfigure you with the other parameters.  

-
Broadcom thinks we need to handle checking the configuration upon reception.  Broadcom thinks that if we are allowed to receive both then we should check both upon reception and not wait until we do the switch. 

	Agreements:
· The UE will be provided with a configuration for each TTI length and the UE can use the configurations to switch between different TTI configurations.    FFS if the UE has to validate both configurations at the time of reception. 

· To notify the non-serving Node Bs, a working assumption is made that a MAC PDU will be sent to the serving Node B from the UE to confirm the TTI switch.  

· The serving Node can notify the RNC of the TTI switch. 

· After receiving a notification from the serving Node B that the TTI switch is under way, the RNC signals the new TTI length to all non-serving Node Bs.


R2-141778
(Draft) LS to RAN1 on TTI  switching indication from UE
Ericsson
LSout





REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core

=>
The LS is agreed in R2-141787
R2-141779
(Draft) LS to RAN3 on TTI switching
Ericsson
LSout





REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core

=>
cc RAN1

=>
The LS is revised in R2-141788
R2-141788
(Draft) LS to RAN3 on TTI switching
Ericsson
LSout




to: RAN3
REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core
=>
The LS is agreed in R2-141789
[Late]
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

No contributions
10.1.4
UL control channel overhead reduction 

RAN2 is not expected to treat this topic unless RAN1 asks feedback from RAN2.

No contributions
10.1.5
CRs

Initial stage 2 CRs for existing agreements (For 25.300 a TP should be provided)

Initial stage 3 CRs for existing agreements on 10.1.1.1 and 10.1.1.2
Initial stage 3 CRs for agreements on 10.1.2
No contributions
10.2
WI: UMTS Mobility enhancements for Heterogeneous Networks
(UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core, leading WG: RAN2, Started: Dec.13, June 14, WID: RP-140463)
The work should focus on the aspects or problems already studied as part of the “Study on UMTS Heterogeneous Networks”.
R2-141058
Reply LS to R2-133683 on extending the size of the neighbour cell list (R4-141084; contact: Ericsson)
RAN4
LSin
to: RAN2
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core
=>
Noted
R2-141782
(Draft) Reply LS on extending the size of the neighbour cell list 
Huawei
LSout




to: RAN4
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core
=>
Not agreed
10.2.1
UE speed based mobility

Contributions could consider whether there is a need for extended measurement IDs in small cell scenarios or other additional stage-3 issues on eSCC.
No contributions

10.2.2
Mass small cell deployment

Contributions should focus on LS received from RAN4 (R4-141084)
R2-141438
Discussion on remaining open issues for NCL extension
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

Proposal 1: it is proposed RAN2 to agree the NCL extension for both intra-frequency and inter-frequency NCL, the size is suggested from 32 to 64 for each frequency.

Proposal2: it is proposed RAN2 not to extend the number of cells, for both event results and measured results, to be included in the measurement report message, i.e., measurement report is not touched.

Proposal3: it is proposed RAN2 not to touch MBMS and Positioning related specs if NCL extension is introduced.

Proposal4: It is proposed RAN2 to discuss how to use of NCL extension under multicarrier and multi-flow scenarios under DCH state;

Proposal4bis: it is proposed RAN2 to agree that NCL extension should be used for intra-frequency measurement only for primary carrier under multicarrier or multi-flow case under DCH state.

Proposal5: It is proposed RAN2 to discuss and agree to introduce a new SIB to contain extended NCL under non-DCH state.


-
Broadcom: what does P4 mean? Huawei: For dedicated meas control, NCL extension should be applied to the primary carrier only. Qualcomm: we don’t see a problem that the restriction is required if we extend intra-freq NCL. NSN: what is the consequence of P2? Huawei: saves signalling, and 32 is more than enough. Qualcomm: impact in RAN3 is this for non DCH case only? Huawei: Yes. 


=> Noted
R2-141448
Draft CR to 25.331 on the introduction of neighbour cell list extension
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

=>
The CR is postponed
R2-141727
Considerations on NCL extension
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

Proposal 1: The size of the intra-frequency NCL should remain 32 (as legacy);

Proposal 2: RAN2 could consider extending the inter-frequency NCL size to 64, as long as there is a cap of 32 cells per carrier (no impacts to RAN4 performance requirements).

- Huawei: Your analysis for intra-freq  is based on the RAN4 suspected performance impacts, we think it’s possible to extend without impact to the performance. We also think that the small cells will extend the actual NCL the UE could see.  NSN: for P2 why do you have 64, RAN4 asked for 80? Qualcomm: this could change, but 64 was what was proposed earlier in RAN2. 



=> Noted
Discussion on R2-141727 & R2-141438
Way forward for Inter-freq, NCL extension?

Broadcom: for Stage 2 we could make a broad comment, so say that for mass cell deployment the inter-freq NCL is extended. Qualcomm: for this WI we could agree to increase number of cells, but number of freq remains as 2, then it becomes specific to hetnet. 

Agreements

- The inter-frequency NCL will be extended to 64 in total (for both dedicated and SIB), with a max of 32 cells per freq (with a maximum of 2 freq)

- we will capture this in the stage 2 document (25.300), without specifying explicitly the number. 

The final number for the stage 3 signalling of the inter-freq NCL is subject to change due to the IncMon WI. This does not imply that we will have 2 capabilities (i.e one for hetnet and one for IncMon)

After Comeback

-
Ericsson - RAN4 should not do work specifically for HetNet and the work should be limited to IncMon.   ALU thinks that anyways RAN4 doesn’t need to change performance.  Ericsson thinks that the maximum number is 64.  
=>
RAN2 does not expect RAN4 to do any work related to increased inter-frequency neighbour cell list specific for the HetNet WI.  The required RAN4 spec changes and work will be covered by the IncMon WI.  

-
Ericsson – We should not agree to the actual number 64
-
Ericsson doesn’t think we should do stage 3.  ALU still doesn’t understand why we can’t do stage 3 now.  Ericsson thinks that they are still discussing the number.  ALU thinks that we at least know that 64 is acceptable from performance and we can even put it to more as we have in the past allowed signalling to signal more and the RAN4 requirement determine the actual numbers.  

After second comeback 

-
Huawei indicates that the existing signalling allows 64 in SIB.  
=>
We will agree to do stage 3 NCL extension as part of the HetNet WI.  The stage 3 will include the dedicated signalling and it will go up to 64 cells.  

=>
No need to send an LS to RAN4/RAN3

=>
From WI perspective we agree that there is no need to do any work in RAN4 for NCL extension for HetNet WI
=>
We agree that no additional UE capability will be required just for HetNet NCL extension, as  UE capability will be part of the IncMon.  

R2-141728
Optimized RRC signaling to minimize PSC confusion in CELL_DCH
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

- Broadcom: in some cases the UE will not be able to distinguish between the 2 cells, dependant on the vicinity of each cell. Qualcomm: we agree there could be cases, but we think that the network would not assign same PSC in close proximity. Ericsson: RAN3 decided this method could be done without any changes, and was captured in an Annex of 25.467. Qualcomm: we are not sure this is the same method as what was captured in RAN3, we would like to check the RAN2 specifications to see if anything is needed. 

=> Noted

10.2.3
Others
R2-141071
Discussing the way forward for setting cell specific TTT
NSN
Disc

- Broadcom: is it 2 events configured with one Id? NSN: there is one meas control. Broadcom: we consider this changes the meaning of the ‘cells for measurement’, and would not want this change. Qualcomm: we support this, as a signalling optimisation. Ericsson: we don’t see a need for this.

=> the proposal is not agreed

=> Noted

R2-141440
Considerations on event 1D reporting on the secondary downlink frequency
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

Proposal 1: It is proposed that IEs could be considered for event 1D configuration and reporting on the secondary downlink frequency, i.e. the IE "Intra-frequency cell info list on secondary UL frequency", "Intra-frequency measurement reporting criteria on secondary UL frequency", "Measured results on secondary UL frequency".

Proposal 2: It is proposed that event 1D can be allowed to configure on at most one secondary downlink frequency in addition to the primary downlink frequency.

Proposal 3: It is proposed that the IE "Frequency info" in the IE "Intra-frequency cell info on secondary UL frequency" in the variable CELL_INFO_LIST could be used for indicating one secondary downlink frequency on which the event 1D is configured.

Proposal 4: It is proposed that event 1D can be only configured on the secondary UL frequency if DC-HSUPA operation is configured.
- NSN: the proposals are not aligned with the use cases/scenarios discussed previously. Broadcom: how are we introducing this? as an inter-freq or intra-freq on another freq.

- Ericsson: we consider the main use case DF-DC is now not considered for the WI, so we think that we don’t necessarily have justification for having this e1D on the secondary. Qualcomm: we want to align this with UEs not needing CM.

=> we agree that this should be done with a new inter-freq meas event. 

- FFS: whether new event 2X (change of best cell)  can be configured on all secondary downlink frequency or at most one.

- FFS. Whether this is linked to inter-freq meas without CM capability bit

- FFS: how is the initialisation of the AS done, reporting of the 2ndary freq is this cell (as it has been on the freq)

- A wayforward paper is to be proposed, with stage 3 details. With description of how this will work

=>
Noted

R2-141772
Way Forward for Event 2x on the secondary downlink frequency reporting on the secondary downlink frequency
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc





REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core
R2-141440

=>
This document will be used as an input to an email discussion

=>
Noted

· Email Discussion 3:  New inter-frequency event for HetNet Mobility (Huawei)
Scope: Two phase email discussion:

- 1st phase discuss open issues and agree on way forward for each open issue

- 2nd phase review the CRs capturing the agreements

Outcome: Draft CRs to be submitted in RAN2 #86

Deadline:  1st phase completes on April 30th and Second phase on May 8th.  
R2-141441
Considerations on active set on the secondary downlink frequency
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=> Not Treated
R2-141447
Discussions on UE capability issues in mobility enhancements for Heterogeneous Networks
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

=> Not Treated
R2-141580
Mobility Estimation
Alcatel-Lucent
Disc

=> Not Treated
R2-141619
Further considerations on the secondary frequency 1D event
NSN
Disc

- Huawei: we thinks it’s intra-freq meas, like with DC-HSUPA. Broadcom: we think it’s easier as inter-freq. Qualcomm: it is inter-freq meas.

=> Noted

10.2.4
CRs

Stage 2 CR and Stage 3 CRs capturing agreements from last meeting
R2-141443
Draft CR to 25.331 on the introduction of extending enhanced Serving Cell Change to Event 1C
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

- Interdigital: we need to improve the new description of the target cell HS-SCCH order.

-NSN: we should separate the e1c and e1d descriptions, so make the e1c ESCC distinct from e1d ESCC. 

- Interdigital: we need to link this with some capability/configuration, maybe distinct from e1d ESCC variable.

- Broadcom: How does the UE know it should do it? May need a NW configuration.

=>  CR is postponed to email discussion
=> We will have a 2 phase email discussion (until the next meeting). Phase 1 for key details on stage 3 details. Phase 2 an updated 25.331 for the enhanced Serving Cell Change to Event 1C

· Email Discussion 4:  Enhanced Serving cell change for HetNet Mobility (Huawei)

Scope: Two phase email discussion:

- 1st phase discuss 1 for key details on stage 3 aspects

- 2nd phase review the CRs capturing all agreements

Outcome: Draft CRs to be submitted in RAN2 #86

Deadline:  1st phase completes on April 30th and Second phase on May 8th.  
R2-141444
Introduction of Event 1D reporting on the secondary downlink frequency
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.306


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

=> Not Treated
R2-141445
Introduction of Event 1D reporting on the secondary downlink frequency
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

=> Not Treated

R2-141446
Draft CR to 25.306 on the support of extending eSCC to Event 1C
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.306


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

=> Not Treated
R2-141450
TP to 25.300 on the introduction of mobility enhancements for Hetnet
Huawei, HiSilicon
TP
25.300



REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

Type is changed to TP (from CR)

- we don’t need the detailed changes on e1d and e1c, only change required is for NCL.

- NCL part needs to capture what is agreed, and should state as Neighbour Cell List

- Qualcomm: we would like to have a list of what is introduced for hetnet, then reference to the other stage 2 specs for the detail.

-=>
the CR is revised in R2-141773
R2-141773
TP to 25.300 on the introduction of mobility enhancements for Hetnet
Huawei, HiSilicon
TP
25.300




REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

-
Remove intra-frequency and spelling 

-
Broadcom thinks we should have an introduction and reference the stage 2 specs where the features will be described (25.308)
=>
Postponed 
R2-141451
CR to 25.308 on the introduction of extending enhanced Serving Cell Change to Event 1C
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.308


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

- Broadcom/Interdigital: which is target cell? Target cell is the new best cell in the current AS.

- we should add more description related to the difference between current ESCC. NSN: we should be explicit on which e1c causes this.

=>
the CR is revised in R2-141774
R2-141774
CR to 25.308 on the introduction of extending enhanced Serving Cell Change to Event 1C
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.308


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

-
The wording needs to be changed.  The changes should be captured in a different paragraph.

=>
 As a starting point for the CR we have the following “The second step above, can also be performed, if the UE transmits a MEASUREMENT REPORT 1C that request the removal of the serving HS-DSCH cell and the best cell reported in measured results in the Event 1C report is the active set“
=>
The discussion on the proper definition of when the procedure is applied can be part of the first phase of the email discussion related to R2-141443
=>
the affected specs should be in one line and remove TR.  

=>
Postponed

R2-141452
Draf CR to 25.306 on the introduction of Event 1D reporting on the secondary carrier
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.306


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

=> Not Treated
[Late]
R2-141525
Introduction of Event 1D reporting on the secondary downlink frequency
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.306


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_mob-Core

=> Not Treated
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.

No contributions
10.4
WI: Enhancements to SIB

(UTRA_SIBenh-Core, leading WG: RAN2, started: Dec. 13, target: June 14, WID: RP-140131)
R2-141045
LS on Enhanced Broadcast of System Information (R1-140906; contact: Ericsson)
RAN1
LSin




to: RAN2
REL-12
UTRA_SIBenh-Core
=>
Noted

R2-141070
LS on Enhanced BCH parameters (R1-141755; contact: Ericsson)
RAN1
-
Broadcom wonders if it is a different TB size.  

-
Broadcom doesn’t think we need to introduce a new transport channel.  Ericsson thinks we should revisit this next meeting but we need to find a way to distinguish between the new BCH and legacy BCH.  Qualcomm thinks that one options is to have a different System Information 2. 
=>
Noted 
10.4.1
BCH2 design aspects
Contributions should address BCH2 design aspects, taking into account the RAN1 agreements from last meeting. 

R2-141254
System information content on the legacy and new BCH channels
NSN
Disc

-
Ericsson wonders if for the third case the contents are completely different and how it impacts the scheduling and what are the impact on UE complexity.  NSN thinks that the third scenario may be more complex.  

-
ALU wonders how this works and how the UE knows which SIB and where to acquire and is the proposal to allow all this different options.  NSN we focus more on the first and third scenario.  
-
Broadcom wonders how the UE knows how to differentiate between scenarios.  NSN considers that the network would have to indicate whether the information is the same.  
-
Qualcomm wonders what the use case is for option 3.  NSN thinks that one good use case could be for IncMon. Ericsson is not sure this is a good scenario.   Qualcomm wonders how the cell list will be sent for IncMon.  Ericsson thinks that it would be with a new SIB that can signal up to 48 (scenario three) 
-
ALU thinks it is important to identify for which SIBs we do it for.  

=>
Noted
R2-141255
System information content change notification
NSN
Disc

-
Ericsson also thinks it is beneficial that if there is a change only in BCH2 you don’t wake up the legacy UEs

-
Ericsson wonders if there is a need for a second MIB value tag or do we continue to use the one we have.  NSN we can consider both.
-
ALU thinks we should pay attention to additional proposals to enhance the value tag from proposals in FEUL.  Ericsson thinks that the MIB value tag is already longer than the SIB value tag.
=>
Noted
R2-141257
System information content update enhancements
NSN
Disc

-
ALU wonders if this can be one particular implementation options.  NSN yes
-
Ericsson thinks this is conditional on whether we broadcast the same content.  

=>
Noted
R2-141419
Further considerations on BCH2 mechanism
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

-
NSN wonders if we can use the same scheduling blocks structure as today, blocks 1 and 2, or whether we would need a new block?  Huawei thinks that we can consider potentially a new structure as discussed in the additional enhancements.  Ericsson thinks we should reuse as much as existing SIBs, but we can discuss potential enhancements.
=>
Noted
R2-141512
Introduction of a second broadcast channel
Ericsson
Disc
-
Broadcom wonders if there are different transport channel characteristics.  Ericsson thinks that maybe the TB sizes, TTI may be different.  They may not be exactly the same but it has not been decided.   Broadcom thinks that different TB sizes will have some impact and same TB will be simpler for the UE.  Ericsson thinks that it will have some impact on the structure of the SIB.   Broadcom thinks that it should be agnostic to the RRC level.  Qualcomm thinks that RAN1 should make this decision.  ALU thinks that we should at least advice RAN1 that from a RAN2 perspective there may be some associated complexity with the introduction on new TB sizes.  NSN thinks that we should first discuss what the impacts are.  If we look at the RAN1 discussions there are similar discussions.  
-
Broadcom wonders if we need to introduce a new logical channel.  Ericsson didn’t think there is a need for a new logical channel, we can use BCCH.  Broadcom thinks that you need to differentiate and map them to the S-CCPCH.


Proposal 2b: A REL-12 UE shall be able to monitor two S-CCPCHs simultaneously.

Proposal 2c: A REL-12 UE shall be able to read S-BCH mapped onto a different S-CCPCH than PCH and FACH/CTCH. Proposal 2d: A REL-12 UE may skip reading S-BCH during CTCH occasions in Idle mode and CELL_PCH/URA_PCH state. 

-
NSN wonders why we have to prioritize CTCH when we agreed to monitor two S-CCPCH simultaneously.  Ericsson – because in idle mode we would have three.  

Proposal 2e:  A REL-12 UE shall be able to receive S-CCPCH in CELL_FACH when HS-DSCH is used
-
Qualcomm: Does this impact the H-RNTI requirement in CELL_FACH?  Ericsson thinks that there will be no second H-RTNI added for S-BCH reception.
=>
Noted
Discussions on R2-141255, R2-141254, R2-141257, R2-141419, and R2-141512:
· How to send the SIBs over a legacy and a new BCH channel with either the same or different content.
1. Same SIBs 

2. Same SIBs different content (different SIBs) – need for indication and identify which SIBs we need it for
-
NSN unless we find a use case we should have a different SIB.  ALU thinks that we should study it a bit further and it would depend whether we make it mandatory for some UEs, and in that case there may be some use of different SIBs.  
-
ALU thinks that this decision may impact RAN3 and whether they need to introduce mechanisms to send the same content.
Scheduling information of BCH2

· Scheduling block for BCH2 (SB3)
· Structure used?
-
NSN wonders if we can allow SB2 to be transmitted on S-BCH?  Qualcomm thinks that the main point is that the characteristics of the new Scheduling Block are different and are defined for the S-BCH.  Qualcomm thinks that reusing SB2 may create a little complexity.  Ericsson thinks that SB3 would be scheduled differently than SB2.  
-
NSN wonders if we can allow SB3 on legacy BCH.  Huawei would like to study it a bit further.  Ericsson wonders what the need may be to transmit SB3.  Huawei wants to improve the acquisition of the SB3.    

· Scheduling of scheduling block 

1. Re-use the same mechanism and provide it in the MIB

2. Have a new mechanisms to send SB3 on S-BCH following the MIB use a pre-defined offset 

-
Qualcomm has a preference for Ericsson proposals.  Huawei wonders if we need a mechanism to indicate if have SB3.  Ericsson – we would indicate the scheduling interval in the MIB.  Huawei wonders what the different is if we have to add things to the MIB.  Ericsson is trying to optimize the number of bits need for the MIB

-
ALU would like to see some quantitative analysis for the need of this as we don’t have the same problem with the MIB.    Ericsson is more concerned with the load we are adding.  Broadcom wonders if we segment the MIB.   In the spec we can, but it doesn’t happen in reality. 

-
Qualcomm thinks that we should also discuss whether we allow both options.  

-
Ericsson thinks we should discuss how to signal the indication, by using the value tag?  Ericsson thinks that a 4 bit value tag is sufficient.   Qualcomm also assumes that we will use the value tag mechanisms and use 4 bits.  
-
Ericsson we also need to consider the need for BCH modification time.  Ericsson/Broadcom/Qualcomm don’t think that we need a new modification period.  NSN thinks we may need the modification time in the case where we change both channels.   Huawei what is the impact if we introduce the BCH modification time 
Enhancements to Scheduling information

· The SIB scheduling information on S-BCH may refer to the scheduling information on the legacy BCH in case the scheduling is similar (instead of broadcasting the SIB scheduling information explicitly).
-
Broadcom wonders what is the benefit to schedule the same thing on both SIBs.  Ericsson is offing a possibility and it doesn’t need to be the same SIB.  For example we can schedule the NCL SIB at the same time as the SIB11bis.   
How to handle the System Information change

1. Separate indication for BCH2 (e.g. without waking up the legacy)

2. Single indication that wakes up both legacy and BCH2 UEs

-
ALU wonders if we can have an indication to do both.   If we have legacy change, we send legacy indication and if we have a change in both we send an indication for both.  

-
Qualcomm wonders what happens if we change some configuration.  Ericsson: We can the legacy procedures and don’t need enhancements.

-
NSN is concerned that SB3 value tag is excluding the possibility to use SB2 to schedule the S-BCH.  Chair: if we agree to allow that possibility we can revisit the naming.  

-
Ericsson thinks that the size of the value tag should be discussed in the next meet.  
	Agreements

· Introduce a transport channel S-BCH for the second broadcast channel, which is mapped onto S-CCPCH.
· New SIBs introduced in REL-12 or later are introduced on both BCH and S-BCH
· We can schedule the same SIB type with the same content on both BCH and S-BCH,   FFS whether we will allow different SIBs content  
· UE shall be able to monitor two S-CCPCHs simultaneously 
· UE shall be able to read S-BCH mapped onto a different S-CCPCH than PCH and FACH/CTCH.
· UE may skip reading S-BCH during CTCH occasions in Idle mode and CELL_PCH/URA_PCH state. 
· UE shall be able to receive S-CCPCH for S-BCH in CELL_FACH when HS-DSCH is used
· A new Scheduling Block 3 (SB3) is introduced to provide the scheduling information for the SIBs on S-BCH.   The SB3 is transmitted on the S-BCH and SB3.  FFS if we allow to be transmitted on legacy BCH.  
· FFS how the scheduling of the SB3 is performed. 
· We will introduce a Xbit value tag for SB3, where X is FFS.  
· Introduce the SB3 value tag in Paging Type 1 and SYSTEM INFORMATION CHANGE INDICATION message to indicate a change in system information on S-BCH.   A change in legacy and S-BCH will be signalled by setting both legacy and new indication.  FFS whether we need to have a new BCH modification time for S-BCH.



10.4.2
Improvements to legacy BCH

Contributions on improvements to legacy BCH 

R2-141423
Discussion on Deferred Reading of system information for SIB enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

Proposal1: It is proposed RAN2 to discuss which SIBs introduced from Rel-11 can be applied with deferred reading mechanism to improve the BCH capacity.
Proposal2: It is proposed RAN2 to discuss if SIB deferred reading should be a mandatory feature for the UE. 
-
ALU - Isn’t it already mandatory? Broadcom it was introduced as optional.   ALU wonders if it is mandatory for which UEs is it mandatory?  Huawei thinks it Rel-12 UEs, but we should link to a feature.  

-
Broadcom wonders what is the purpose of making it mandatory.  If the UE doesn’t do it it is a UE problem.  Ericsson thinks that this requirement is not putting too much additional requirements as UEs that support CS fallback already have to support this.  From the network perspective there is a benefit as the network can determine the repetitions periods based on the knowledge of the UEs supporting deferred reading.   

-
Broadcom would not like to have Rel-12 mandatory features and would like to link to a feature or a new capability.   Qualcomm has the same concerns.  

-
Qualcomm thinks that we can study whether we apply DMCR once we have an idea of how the Rel-12 SIBs will look on a per feature basis and decide then.  

-
Ericsson thinks that it is important to have DMCR.  

=>
Noted
R2-141426
Discussion on overhead reduction mechanisms for SIB enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
Disc

Proposal1: it is proposed to change the presence of the IE SIB_OFF/SIB_REP from MP to MD for new SIBs introduced from Rel-12.

Proposal2: It is proposed RAN2 to discuss the overhead reduction mechanisms for header part suggested in this paper.
-
ALU does the first proposal apply to SB3.  Huawei yes it can apply.  Ericsson thinks that the enhancement don’t only apply to SIBs on S-BCH and we can apply the enhancements on the SB1 and SB2.  Broadcom doesn’t think we can enhance the Scheduling Bocks without impacting legacy.  Qualcomm thinks you can do it without impacting the legacy UEs.  

-
NSN wonders what are the gains/benefits of these additional optimizations.  Ericsson thinks in general that we should see how much do we save on the legacy BCH.  
-
Ericsson – we should also consider how often we can use the optimisation.  

-
Chair: for the next meeting more details are required to understand the proposal and whether these enhancements can be done without impacts to legacy UEs and if there is impacts then we can only perform these enhancements to new SB.  
-
NSN – for proposal 2 the segmentation information was added as a protection mechanisms in some corner cases.  Broadcom indicates that in the spec there is no such protection as even if you receive 5 segments and the count is 4 we still decode them.   Huawei also considered the reason why we have these redundancy mechanism, but it seems that the UE are not making use of this information.   Ericsson thinks that the UE can start system information acquisition without receiving the scheduling information.
-
Chair: for proposal 2 companies need to check how this information is used by the UE and whether it is used

=>
Noted
R2-141498
BCH enhancements
Ericsson
DIsc
Proposal 5: The SEG_COUNT is not needed when "SIB_POS offset info" is included for REL-12 system information.
· Ericsson indicates that the presence of “SIB POS offset info” will indicate to the UE how many segments there are and the SEG COUNT
Proposal 6: The UE is allowed to re-use received segments of a SIB in the next repetition period when the UE did not receive a system information change (or the timer for that SIB did not expire in case of timer based SIB).
-
Broadcom and Qualcomm agree with Proposal 6

-
Huawei would like to understand.  Broadcom thinks that it is beneficial for the UE receive seg. 1, 2,4, 5 and wait and only receive 3 in the next time.  Broadcom thinks that this was actually done to put restrictions to the network scheduling.  ALU thinks that in some cases you would discard all the segments but only if there is system information change.  
=>
Noted 

	Agreements 

· We will study the possibility to apply deferred reading mechanism on Rel-11 SIBs and new Rel-12 SIBs.  

· 


10.4.3
CRs

Stage 2 TP for 25.300
R2-141514
RAN2 specification impact second broadcast channel
Ericsson
DIsc

=>
Not treated
R2-141519
Introduction of a second broadcast channel
Ericsson
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
UTRA_SIBenh-Core

=>
Not treated
R2-141522
Text Proposal for Stage 2 description of second broadcast channel
Ericsson
TP
25.300




REL-12
UTRA_SIBenh-Core
-
Qualcomm thinks that it would be nice to have a high level description of the mapping of logical channel/transport channel/physical channel.  ALU indicates that it has to also be in 25.302.  
-
NSN wonders if we want to adapt a certain style of capturing agreements, bullet point of free flowing.  ALU we should be careful that the description is describing technical details and if we want to include implementation/network options we should put it in an Annex.  

=>
The TP is postponed
10.5
WI: UMTS Heterogeneous Networks enhancements
(UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core, leading WG: RAN1, started: Dec.13, target: Jun. 14, RP-140463)

10.5.1
E-DCH decoupling 

Contributions on this topic should focus on the impact to RAN2 of E-DCH decoupling and specific actions and decisions RAN2 has to make to progress the work.  

R2-141072
Further considerations for E-DCH decoupling feature specification
NSN
Disc

-
Broadcom wonders how UL Power control works.  NSN thinks that the F-DPCH is used in the same way as the legacy way. 

-
ALU initially RAN1 indicated that this can also be done for legacy UEs, but the management was done in the RAN3.  Can we still allow the legacy UEs to use decoupling?   NSN thinks that this applicable to only Rel-12 UEs.  Huawei thinks that technically the UE can be configured.  Ericsson thinks that this wasn’t part of the objective.  
-
Ericsson thinks that maybe we can LS with RAN1/RAN3 to indicate our findings on the feature inter-working.  

-
Huawei thinks that the network shouldn’t configure the UE with the other features when E-DCH decoupling is configured.  
-
Ericsson confirms that it is only for Rel-12 according to the WI description

-
Huawei thinks we need to indicate to RAN3 that the serving HS-DSCH and serving E-DCH cells are in different Node B and ask RAN3 if there is any impacts or if they can re-use existing Iub signalling.  

Proposal 1: Agree on a simple way forward considering that E-DCH decoupling could be specified by reusing existing triggers to keep the lowest specification and implementation cost.

-
ALU is the understanding that the network can configure their measurement events.  NSN thinks that the E-DCH decoupling is likely to happen when event 1A is triggered and there can be other triggers.  

-
ALU is making an observation that we are using a lot of the measurement IDs.  NSN doesn’t think we need any other measurements configured other than the configuration of the active set.  Qualcomm and Huawei don’t think we need to add more events.  
Proposal 2: Agree on a simple way forward considering that E-DCH decoupling could be specified by reusing existing signalling procedures to save network and UE implementation cost.

Proposal 3: Discuss further the feasibility of reusing legacy signalling for E-DCH decoupling.

-
Qualcomm wonders if there is a need to add an IE for the activation of E-DCH

Proposal 4: Discuss the above options for CPC interworking with E-DCH decoupling.
-
Huawei doesn’t want to impact the existing functionality

-
Qualcomm thinks we should disable the orders for CPC when decoupling is configured.  

-
NSN thinks that we can make it a working assumption, but we should check a bit more carefully.  
Proposal 5: Discuss the above options for Dual Cell E-DCH interworking with E-DCH decoupling.
-
Qualcomm prefers option one but thinks that this should also be applicable to multi-carrier with single UL.  

-
Huawei wants to confirm that the assumption is that the order is always sent from the serving HS-DSCH.   

-
Qualcomm thinks that all the orders should come from the serving HS-DSCH.  NSN thinks that the activation/deactivation is sent from any of the carriers configured in the DL. 

-
Huawei – let’s make a working assumption that all orders need to be sent from the Node B where the serving HS-DSCH.  
Proposal 6: Discuss the above options for UL CLTD interworking with E-DCH decoupling.
-
Qualcomm thinks that the complexity for UL CLTD is similar to CPC and would prefer to disable.   NSN thinks that it is a bit more complicated as we even change the mode of operation with the HS-SCCH.    We need to change carefully offline how to control the mode.  

Proposal 7: Discuss the above option for UL MIMO interworking with E-DCH decoupling.
-
NSN indicates that there is a way to potentially make UL MIMO work by sending F-TPICH from serving E-DCH cell.  Qualcomm thinks that the same could be applied to UL CLTD.   NSN agrees.

-
Ericsson thinks RAN1 should look at this.  NSN doesn’t think there is any changes to legacy procedures.  

-
NSN thinks that if can allow UL CLTD and UL MIMO to be used in combination with E-DCH decoupling then the feature can work with F-TPICH.  

-
Qualcomm the discuss on the order is the same as for UL CLTD.
=>
Noted

R2-141456
Discussion on the E-DCH decoupling solution
Huawei, HiSilicon
DIsc

=>
Noted
	Agreements:

· E-DCH decoupling can be supported with existing measurement events and no new triggers/events need to be added.  
· The UE will not perform dual E-AGCH monitoring 
· E-DCH decoupling can be configured by reusing existing signalling procedures and messages 

Working assumptions:
· When CPC and E-DCH decoupling is configured the UL DRX and UL DTX HS-SCCH orders are disabled.  

· When Dual Cell E-DCH is configured with multi-carrier downlink, HS-SCCH orders to activate/deactivate are allowed.  The order is sent from the Node B where the serving HS-DSCH is.  Tell RAN3 that coordination between Node Bs is required.

· For the combination of E-DCH decoupling and UL CLTD or UL MIMO, it is FFS whether the features work when HS-SCCH orders are disabled.  If they don’t work then UL CLTD and UL MIMO should be fully disabled.  Otherwise the features can be configured with the HS-SCCH orders disabled.   To allow the features to be configured,  F-TPICH can be transmitted on the serving E-DCH


R2-141780
(Draft) LS on E-DCH decoupling 
NSN 
LSout




to: RAN1 RAN3
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core
-
Ericsson thinks we should word it in a better one.  

-
Ericsson wonders what needs to be coordinated in RAN3. 
=>
We will only cc RAN3 with no particular actions

=>
The LS is revised in R2-141783
R2-141783
(Draft) LS on E-DCH decoupling 
NSN 
LSout




to: RAN1 cc: RAN3
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core
=>
The LS is agreed in R2-141785
R2-141076
Introduction of E-DCH decoupling
NSN
CR
25.302


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core

=>
Not treated
R2-141077
Introduction of E-DCH decoupling
NSN
CR
25.306


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core

=>
Not treated

R2-141078
Introduction of E-DCH decoupling
NSN
CR
25.319


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core

=>Not treated

R2-141079
Introduction of E-DCH decoupling
NSN
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core

=>
The CR is merged in R2-141776
R2-141080
Introduction of E-DCH decoupling
NSN
TP
25.300




REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core
=>
The TP is merged in R2-141775

R2-141459
Draft CR to 25.331 on the introduction of E-DCH decoupling operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core

=>
The CR is merged in R2-141776;
R2-141460
Draft CR to 25.306 on the introduction of the E-DCH decoupling operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.306


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core

=>
Not treated

R2-141461
Draft CR to 25.300 on the introduction of the E-DCH decoupling operation
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.300


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core
=>
The TP is merged in R2-141775
R2-141775
Draft TP to 25.300 on the introduction of the E-DCH decoupling operation
Huawei, HiSilicon, NSN
TP
25.300




REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core

=>
The stage 2 description should be in 25.319

-
Broadcom – do we allow DCH with E-DCH decoupling.  NSN thinks we can and wonders if we need to put it in the stage 2 description.  
-
Broadcom the first change is not related to the transport channel.  

-
ALU wonders what is the word we will use for LPN.  Maybe it doesn’t even have to be LPN.   NSN thinks that RAN1 is introducing a definition.  Options, small cell, pico cell, LPN, no differentiation.  
=>
Not agreed
R2-141776
Introduction of E-DCH decoupling
Huawei, HiSilicon, NSN
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core
-
Broadcom thinks that the note doesn’t mean anything “if any of the above procedures results in different HS-DSCH and E-DCH serving cells, the UE behaviour is unspecified except when Serving E-DCH cell decoupling is configured by higher layers”

-
Qualcomm suggests to change it to “if UE does not supports E-DCH serving decoupling  and if any of the above procedures results in different HS-DSCH and E-DCH serving cells, the UE behaviour is unspecified”

-
Broadcom thinks we should remove E-DCH

=>
Postponed
10.5.2
CIO range expansion improvements 

Consider the introduction of  signalling for CIO adaptation for co-channel and multi-carrier deployments. Documents will depend on RAN1 status and agreements on this topic.
R2-141584
CIO and antenna configuration
Alcatel-Lucent
DIsc
-
Huawei thinks that RAN1 is going to send an LS 

-
Qualcomm thinks this proposal is better than reporting, but we have some concerns for the cases when the UE changes modes while you are doing the evaluation conditions. 

=>
Noted
10.5.3
Others
R2-141463
Overview of the UMTS Heterogeneous Networks enhancements
Huawei, HiSilicon
DIsc
=>
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 and Initial Stage 2 CR capturing RAN1 agreements if any
R2-141648
RAN2 impacts from DCH enhancements
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc

[Late]

-
NSN indicates that there are two sets of enhancements – full and partial.  This enhancement falls under the full DCH enhancement set. 
-
Ericsson thinks this should be done at the physical layer and not at the RLC, we would like to limit the impacts.  

-
Broadcom wonders how it will be done in the physical layer.  Qualcomm thinks that it is feasible by just passing the three to the PHY layers. 

-
Broadcom wonders how you handle them at the reception side.  Do you have to split the class A, B, C bits before passing them to the vocoder or do you just pass them as one to the higher layers.   Qualcomm thinks that this is how it is done and there isn’t much impact on the UE side.  
-
Huawei wonders if there is a problem if RAN1 does it?  
-
Ericsson thinks that there is more impact on the network if we do it at the RLC level.    

=>
RAN2 prefers to not impact the RLC layer.  Therefore, we suggest to RAN1 that the concatenation is done in the physical layer.   

=>
We will write an LS to RAN1 indicating our preference

=>
Noted

R2-141781
(Darf) LS on DCH enhancements 
Qualcomm
LSout




to: RAN1 cc: RAN3
REL-12
UTRA_DCHenh-Core[CB}

=>
change RAN2#85 to RAN2#85bis 
=>
With this change the LS is agreed in R2-141786
R2-141649
UE capabilities and sub-feature dependencies for DCH enhancements
Qualcomm Incorporated
Disc
=>
Not treated
[Late]
R2-141650
25.300 TP Introduction of DCH Enhancements
Qualcomm Incorporated
 TP
25.300


B

REL-12
UTRA_DCHenh-Core
=>
This should be a TP=>
The TP is postponed
 [Late]
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)
(LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core, leading WG: RAN4, started: June 13, target: June 14, WID: RP-140092)
R2-141146
Introduction of the new Band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.327


B

REL-9
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core, DB_DC_HSDPA-Core

=>
Add Qualcomm as co-sourcing company

=>
The CR is agreed in principle
R2-141147
Introduction of the new Band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.327


B

REL-10
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core, DB_DC_HSDPA-Core, 4C_HSDPA-Core

=>
Add Qualcomm as co-sourcing company

=>
The CR is agreed in principle
R2-141148
Introduction of the new Band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.327


B

REL-11
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core, DB_DC_HSDPA-Core, 4C_HSDPA-Core

=>
Add Qualcomm as co-sourcing company

=>
The CR is agreed in principle
R2-141149
Release 12 specification updates according to the introduction of band combinations related to Band XXXII in earlier releases
Ericsson
CR
25.327


B

REL-12
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core 
-
ALU what happens to references? Should they also be voided.
=>
NSN will check how to handle the references 

=>
Add Qualcomm as co-sourcing company

=>
The CR is in principle agreed
R2-141150
Introduction of the new Band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

[withdrawn]

R2-141151
Introduction of the new Band combinations related to Band XXXII
Ericsson
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
LTE_UTRA_SDL_BandL-Core

-
ALU thinks that the Band XXXIII should be capture similar to the way we have done in previous releases.  In FDD Frequency band 3 in the same entry as the Rel-10 IE.   

=>
We will make the change in the tabular
=>
The latest version of the spec should be used

=>
Add Qualcomm as co-sourcing company

=>
The CR is agreed in principle with these changes
R2-141416
CR to 25.331 on correction to the inbound mobility to a shared CSG cell
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


F

REL-12
EHNB_enh3-Core
-
Ericsson thinks is not needed. The IE is enumerated, therefore it is always sent.  
-
ALU the network can ignore.  The UE should not put FALSE and say it is a member in case on non-shared RAN.  

=>
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

Way forward on open issues (UE capability and whether cell reselection indication will be reported during collision resolution phase).
Stage 2 and 3 CRs
LSin

R2-141052
Reply LS to R2-134503 on cell reselection indication during common E-DCH transmission (R3-140461; contact: Huawei)
RAN3
LSin




to: RAN2
REL-12
Cell_FACH_enh-Core
=>
Noted
R2-141411
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.306


B

REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
Not treated

R2-141412
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.321


B

REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
Not treated

R2-141413
Introduction of Cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.331


B

REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core

=>
Not treated

R2-141414
Introduction of cell reselection indication during uplink transmission with common E-DCH
Huawei, HiSilicon
CR
25.319


B

REL-12
TEI12, Cell_FACH_enh-Core
=>
Not treated
R2-141429
Remaining open issues for cell reselection indication
Huawei, HiSilicon
DIsc
=>
Noted

Discussion on cell reselection indication during collision resolution phase
-
Ericsson is concerned about the case when TEBS is not equal to zero and the SI is sent as a standalone.  Ericsson thinks that the simplest is that you don’t send it.  

-
Broadcom what should we do when we can’t send it.  In periodic we drop it.  Qualcomm is ok to follow today’s rule.  
=>
We will report cell reselection indication during contention resolution

=>
As legacy behavior the UE will not be allowed to transmit the SI as standalone when TEBS different zero during contention resolution.  The UE will drop the SI if it cannot send.  
Discussion on cell reselection capability 

-
Ericsson would like to have the capability linked to some of the feature in FE-FACH.  For example, if the UE supports any of a set of Rel-11 FE-FACH features.

-
Broadcom thinks we can use a similar link to features as used for the partitioning case in FE-FACH.

=>
working assumption, in Rel-12 the UE may supports cell indication if it supports any of these features “common E-RGCH” or “Stand alone HS-DPCCH.   FFS if any other FE-FACH features. 
· Email discussion n. 5 to review stage 3 CRs for cell reselection indication (Huawei)
Scope: review stage 3 CRs for the introduction of cell reselection indication 

Outcome: Stage 3 CRs for RAN2#86

Deadline: Week before submission deadline for RAN2#86
10.8.2
Other TEI12 topics

Documents in this category may be de-prioritized 
R2-141241
Corrections to GNSS Acquisition Assistance Data
Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


F
revision of Tdoc R2-140630
REL-12
LCS3-GNSS-UTRAN, TEI12

=>
CR number in cover page should be deleted

-
Ericsson wonders if this is a mandatory for Rel-12 and how will it work for legacy.  Is it an essential enhancement that all Rel-12 supporting the feature should support.  Qualcomm indicates that these changes were also done in LTE.

-
Ericsson thinks that in the semantics we should specify what happens if both IEs are present.  If the new one is present the UE should ignore the old.  
=>
The CR is postponed 

R2-141366
Cleanup corrections on abbreviations to TS 25.305
Rapporteur
CR
25.305


D

REL-12
TEI12

=>
Not treated
R2-141247
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
DIsc

=>
Noted

R2-141248
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting serving cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.308


B

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

=>
Not treated
R2-141249
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cells
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.331


B

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

=>
Not treated
R2-141250
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.306


B

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

=>
Not treated
R2-141251
Introduction of the UL CLTD feedback from the Multiflow assisting cell
NSN, Qualcomm Incorporated
CR
25.302


B

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

=>
Not treated
R2-141476
MEASUREMENT CONTROL message enhancement
Ericsson
DIsc
=>
Not treated
11
Outgoing LSs and email discussions from UTRA session

11.1
Agreed outgoing LSs from UTRA session
This agenda item will be used during the meeting.
R2-141785
LS on E-DCH decoupling 
RAN2
LSout
to: RAN1 cc: RAN3
REL-12
UTRA_hetnet_enh-Core
R2-141786
LS on DCH enhancements 
RAN2
LSout
to: RAN1 cc: RAN3
REL-12
UTRA_DCHenh-Core
R2-141787
LS to RAN1 on TTI  switching indication from UE
RAN2
LSout



to: RAN1
REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core

R2-141789
 LS to RAN3 on TTI switching
RAN2
LSout

to: RAN3 cc:RAN1
REL-12
EDCH_enh-Core
11.2
Email discussions from UTRA
This agenda item will be used during the meeting.
· Email discussion n. 1 to review  CRs capturing MFBI agreements (Ericsson)

Scope:  Review draft CRs resolving MFBI issues:

-
Rel-10 CRs capturing agreements from R2-141771
-
Rel-11 CRs capturing agreements from RAN2#85

Deadline: 1 week before the submission deadline

Outcome: Proposed CRs for RAN2#86

· Email Discussion n. 2 on LS to CT1 on the per CN domain wait timer (Huawei)
Scope: Agree on final LS to CT1

Deadline: Friday, April 11th 

Outcome: Final LS to CT1 (R2-141790)
· Email Discussion n. 3:  New inter-frequency event for HetNet Mobility (Huawei)

Scope: Two phase email discussion:

- 1st phase discuss open issues and agree on way forward for each open issue

- 2nd phase review the CRs capturing the agreements

Outcome: Draft CRs to be submitted in RAN2 #86

Deadline:  1st phase completes on April 30th and Second phase on May 8th.  
· Email Discussion n. 4:  Enhanced Serving cell change for HetNet Mobility (Huawei)

Scope: Two phase email discussion:

- 1st phase discuss 1 for key details on stage 3 aspects

- 2nd phase review the CRs capturing all agreements

Outcome: Draft CRs to be submitted in RAN2 #86

Deadline:  1st phase completes on April 30th and Second phase on May 8th.  
· Email discussion n. 5 to review stage 3 CRs for cell reselection indication (Huawei)
Scope: review stage 3 CRs for the introduction of cell reselection indication 

Outcome: Stage 3 CRs for RAN2#86

Deadline: Week before submission deadline for RAN2#86
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
Report from UP 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
R2-141171
Draft Reply LS to S2-140844 = R2-141060 on choice of scheduling period for MBMS
Huawei
LSout

LS01


LS answer to LSin R2-141060
REL-12
FS_LTE_GC

R2-141373
[DRAFT] LS on GCSE QCIs and connected mode DRX
NSN
LSout

LS03


LS answer to LSin R2-141061
REL-12
GCSE_LTE

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.
14
Any other business
Future meeting dates
Click here for the overview of all RAN2 and RAN meeting dates.
Others
15
Closing of the meeting (17:00)
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