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Executive Summary

The main aspects of TSG RAN WG3 #44 were:

· REL-6 WI MBMS: 57 documents were allocated for this meeting, several agreements were found which were included in the new version 0.4.0 of the RAN 3 internal TR R3.013. 2 contributions for TS 25.346 were" in principle agreed" and shall be merged into a CR proposal for TS 25.346 for RAN3#45. Two drafting sessions on RNSAP (result in R3-041381) and RANAP (result in R3-041395) were held in order to finalise the CRs for the Application Protocols. This work will continue in the next meeting.

· REL-6 WI Remote Control of Electrical Tilting Antennas: 25 documents were allocated for this meeting which were intended to finalise the work on RET. 4 CRs were "agreed in principle"and the content of several other documents was agreed to be merged into CRs for the next meeting. 

· REL-6 WI Enhanced Uplink: Some agreements were made which will be captured in the newly issued TR R3.015 "FDD Enhanced Uplink: UTRAN Iub/Iur protocol aspects". Several open issues were identified and dependancies on working assumtions of RAN1 and RAN2 highlited. No draft CRs were issued yet. In order to speed up the CR drafting work CR rapporteurs were allocated, first drafts shall be available for email discussions two weeks after RAN3#44.
· REL-6 WI Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN: 12 documents were allocated, 2 RANAP CRs were "agreed in principle". Although progress was made on the introduction of "Network Sharing" in TS 25.401 and TS 25.410 the CRs could not be agreed and need to be discussed further.

Statistics of TSG RAN WG3 meeting #44:

· XY participants

· 157 contributions (including 11"in principle agreed" CRs)

· 19 new incoming liaison statements

· 2 (4) new outgoing liaison statements

Note:
The sequence in which the different topics appear in this report is related to the agenda of the meeting. However, the Tdocs do not necessarily appear in the sequence as they were treated in the meeting.

1
Opening of the meeting

Chairman Alexander Vesely welcomed the delegates to RAN WG3 #44 in Sophia-Antipolis and opened the meeting Monday morning, 04.10.2004 at 09:00 o'clock.

2
Approval of the agenda

R3-041254
Agenda RAN WG3 meeting #44 in Sophia Antipolis, 04 - 08 October 2004 (Chairman)

conclusion: agreed

3
Approval of minutes

R3-041252
Revised draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #43 (MCC)

discussion: not presented, comment from Chenghock Ng (NEC) included in final report

conclusion: Final report in R3-041372
R3-041372
Revised draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #43 (MCC)

The document was not presented 

conclusion: agreed

4
Reminder of IPR declaration

	The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was 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 thereby 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/).


5
Letters, reports & actions from other groups

5.1
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #44

A summary of incoming liaison statements is given in Annex B. For corresponding outgoing liaison statements see section 13 and the summary in Annex C.

LS leftovers from previous meetings for which answers were postponed so far:

R3-031129
LS on Optimisation of Voice over IMS

(S2-033244; from: SA2; to: RAN3, SA4, RAN2; cc: -); RAN3 action requested.

At RAN3 #37, LS was noted but no agreement about a draft LS answer in R3-031190 was achieved and therefore the LS answer was postponed.

At RAN3 #38, R3-031292 was provided as a draft LS answer but it was not treated as it was agreed to wait for RAN2 decisions before preparing an LS answer, i.e. LS answer is postponed so far.

The LS is kept on the meeting schedule as a hint for RAN3 to look at the final RAN2 solution

R3-040976
Reply LS on Code Sharing during Compressed Mode (R2-041241, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG1, Cc: TSG RAN WG3)

not treated in RAN3#43, postponed to RAN3#44

The Work Item was closed in TSG-RAN#25

R3-040980
LS on Answer to MBMS ARP Support in UTRAN (R2-041395, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG2, Cc: TSG GERAN,TSG CN WG1,TSG SA WG4)

discussion: Based on this LS it was discussed how the ARP can be used with regard to the different scenarios that may occur with UEs in ptm and ptp connections. It was mentioned that the current minum UE capabilities might not be sufficient to cope with a priority handling.

conclusion: wait for SA2 and CN1 answers

R3-040981
LS on Summary of Agreements on Frequency Layer Convergence mechanism (R2-041398, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG SA WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG4., Cc: TSG RAN WG4,TSG GERAN WG2.)

discussion: Chenghock Ng (NEC): The statement about PL and NPL is not clear.

conclusion: wait for SA2 answer. SA2 answer was provided to RAN3#44 in R3-041267

R3-041187
LS on Introduction of a NAS service change indicator (N1-041583, Source: TSG CN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3, Cc: ), 

In RAN3#43 the CRs in R3-041198/1199 were not agreed. LS answer postponed

New liaison statements:

LSs on MBMS: see chapter 11.1.1.1

LSs on other Work Items:

R3-041256
LS on Re-authentication and key set change during inter-system handover  (N1-041519, Source: TSG CN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG SA WG3,TSG RAN WG3)

discussion: no comments were made

conclusion: noted

R3-041258
LS on RIM routing addressing between GERAN and UTRAN (N4-041133, Source: TSG CN WG4, To: TSG GERAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3 &  SA2, Cc: )

discussion: Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): I see a problem here as the structure "RIM Routing Adress" has the same name as the IE. Philippe Godin (Nortel) clarified that this can be done in RAN but not for GERAN and that TS 48.018 shall be followed.

conclusion: noted

R3-041262
LS on Inter-RAT handover from non-shared 2G network to shared 3G network (R2-041899, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG SA WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG CN WG1)

discussion: Philippe Godin (Nortel): Is it intended for cs and ps scenarios? If the Gs-Inteface is not used one cannot be sure that the UE is served by ps- and cs CN nodes of the same operator.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): It was conluded in SA2 that for network sharing the Gs-Interface needs to be used.

The existence of related stage1/2 requirements was doubted and therefore delegates were asked to check.

It was later on clarified by the chairman that the relevant requirements statement can be found in TS 23.251, the stage 2 specification for network sharing, where in section 4.2.5 the relevant statements are given.

conclusion: noted.

6
Organisation of work

6.1
Work plan and organisation (30.531)

R3-041253
Workplan and Working Procedures (MCC), v0.15.1 proposl for update

discussion: Siemens will continue with rapporteur ship of TSs 25.402, 25.411, 25.421, 25.431 and will also take the PCAP TS 25.453 as the rapporteur.

conclusion: revised to R3-041373.

R3-041373
Workplan and Working Procedures (MCC), v0.16.0

discussion: not presented, new rapporteurs will be added.

conclusion: approved

6.2
Future meeting dates and hosting

Delegates were informed about the meeting dates/locations:

	Meeting
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	RAN WG3 #41
	16 - 20 February 2004
	Malaga, Spain

(co-located with RAN WG1&2)
	European Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#23
	10 - 12 March 2004
	Phoenix, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3 #41bis
	30 March - 01 April 2004
	Budapest, Hungary
	European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3 #42
	10 -14 May 2004
	Montreal, Canada

(co-located with RAN WG1&2)
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#24
	02 - 04 June 2004
	Korea
	

	RAN WG3 #43
	16 - 20 August 2004
	Prague, Czech Republic

(all RAN groups co-located)
	European Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#25
	08 - 10 September 2004
	Palm Springs, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3 #44
	04 - 08 October 2004
	Sophia Antipolis, France

(co-located with RAN WG2)
	ETSI

	RAN WG3 #45
	15 - 19 November 2004
	Shin-Yokohama, Japan

(all RAN groups co-located)
	Japanese Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#26
	08 - 10 December 2004
	Athens, Greece
	European Friends of 3GPP


6.3
Other issues

No contribution.

7
General protocol principles and issues

7.1
General Open issues

No contribution

7.2
Comments on TR 25.921 (Protocol methodology)

No contribution.

7.3
Other issues

No contribution.

8
Release 99 (+Rel4 & Rel5 & Rel6 mirror CRs)

R3-041300
Encoding of SIB Data segments (Nokia)

discussion: Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia) clarified that the ambiguity in the semantics description is that it mentions SIB data fixed and SIB data variable. There would be "raw" data on the Iub interface without encoding.

In general it was discussed wheather an encoding of the SIB segments shall be done in the RNC.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): But we cannot describe "raw" data in the specification, however, shall the Node-B decode every segment, check it and encode it again?.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): It was also clarified that we have cases where the Node-B can generate data which could be seen as an argument for alternative two.

Sudeep Palat (Lucent): We do not see it necessary to do encoding in the RNC although we agree that there is an ambiguity.

Sami Kekki (Nokia): One way of solving the issue is to make the semantics description clearer by changing the order of the words.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): For me it is already clear, why should the RNC do an encoding before it sends the information? The RRC encoding is done in the Node-B.

Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): For us it was clear that alternative one was the valid solution but now we see also an ambiguity.

conclusion: Ericsson and Nokia were tasked to provide proposals for correcting the ambiguities. The following possibilities were identified: clarification within RRC, correction of the semantics in RANAP, an informative Annex in RANAP.

revised to R3-041390

R3-041390
Encoding of SIB Data segments (Nokia, Siemens, NEC)

R3-041391
CR clarification correction to IB_SG_Data IE semantics description (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-5) (Nokia, Siemens, NEC)

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) asked if the new wording is clear now or if it could still be misunderstood.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): The best way would be a figure to explain the issue.

conclusion: It was agreed to produce a corresponding text based on the description of the figure R3-041389 for alternative 1 aa well. The following text was agreed: 

For system information blocks, building the PDU involves two steps. The first step is the RRC encoding  of the SIB followed by its segmentation and RRC encoding of the segments. The first step is performed in the CRNC. The second step is the building of the RRC PDUs . The second step is performed in the Node B.
The semantics description was changed to:

Contains "SIB data fixed" or "SIB data variable”, segmented and RRC encoded as in ref. [18].(length field included) See Annex A.

revised to R3-041399

R3-041399
clarification correction to IB_SG_Data IE semantics description (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-5) (Nokia, Siemens, NEC)

discussion: As it appears that the SIB/MIB/SB data exist already in a segmented way, the boxes representing SIB/MIB/SB will be replaced by a single box.

conclusion: With these modifications the CR was technically endorsed.

revised to R3-031404

R3-041404
clarification correction to IB_SG_Data IE semantics description (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-5) (Nokia, Siemens, NEC)

conclusion: technically endorsed unseen

R3-041389
clarification of data content in IB_SG_data_IE (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-5) (Ericsson, Nortel, Alcatel, Lucent)

Sami Kekki (Nokia): Asked if the semantics desription now is a new description rather than a clarification. Sees the "as encoded" as the key word which is stroke out in this CR.

The chairman clarified that the reason for the exercise to produce technically correct CRs for both alternatives was to have material for a possible decision on RAN level available. As long as the CR proposals unambiguously specify the respective alternative it should be accepted.

It was agreed to change the semantics description as follows:

Contains a fixed or variable size segment of SIB data. See Annex  X.
The text above the figure was changed to

For system information blocks, building the PDU involves two steps. The first step is the RRC encoding  of the SIB followed by its segmentation. The first step is performed in the CRNC. The second step is the building of the RRC PDUs . The second step is performed in the Node B.

conclusion: With these modifications the CR was technically endorsed
revised to R3-041405

R3-041405
clarification of data content in IB_SG_data_IE (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-5) (Ericsson, Nortel, Alcatel, Lucent)

conclusion: technically endorsed unseen (will be provided after the meeting by Ericsson)

The chairman encouraged delegates to provide proposals until next meeting how to continue with this issue

Note: New tdoc numbers and CR Numbers will be allocated for RAN3#45 for R3-041404/R3-041405 

9
Release 4 (+ Rel5 & Rel6 mirror CRs

No contribution

10
Release 5 (+ Rel6 mirror CRs)

10.1
UTRAN Overall Description 25.401

No contribution

10.2
UTRAN synchronisation 25.402

No contribution.

10.3
CRs on Layer 1 specifications (25.411, 25.421, 25.431, 25.451)

No contribution

10.4
CRs on transport TS’s (25.412, 25.414, 25.422, 25.424, 25.426, 25.432, 25.434, 25.442, 25.452)

No contribution

10.5
Iu(x) General Aspects (25.410, 25.420, 25.430, 25.450)

No contribution

10.6
Iu(x) signalling protocols (25.413, 25.419, 25.423, 25.433, 25.453, 29.108)

10.6.1
CRs affecting all signalling protocols

No contribution.
10.6.2
CRs on RANAP (25.413)

R3-041305
Clarification on RAB Release during ongoing RAB Assignment procedure (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-5) (Lucent Technologies)

R3-041306
Clarification on RAB Release during ongoing RAB Assignment procedure (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (Lucent Technologies)

discussion: Chenghock Ng (NEC): Will there be two responses , for each message?

Sudeep Palat (Lucent): Yes, there will be a response for each request message.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): There may be different scenarios. The second request may ask for a release of the first RAB when two RABs are established.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): There are two cases: the "crossing of two messages" and the "non-crossing case". But in any case we need two responses for the described scenario.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Pointed out that the behaviour would not be aligned with the RAB queuing case.

Alexander Vesely (chairman) clarified that the affected paragraph is intended for single RAB establishment.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): I can see the need of a clarification but we have a class1 procedure which must be responded.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): The second sentence could be agreed as a clarification but the first changed is not needed.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): The second change cannot be agreed without the first one.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Agreed that the second change is not needed.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): There is no error in the protocol as it is now, we would align it with the queueing behaviour. With the existing text the first RAB Assigment Request has to be discarded. So, we are changing the protocol.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Another possibility would be to allow both interpretations.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Expressed his opinion by stating that "discard" means "terminating the procedure and not responding to the request", this was shared by most of the companies.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We can live without the change, I was in favour of it as the RANAP rapporteur.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): I can also live without the CRs if it does not necessarily mean that no response will be send. Our interpretation is that even with the current text a response may be send.

Sudeep Palat (Lucent): We should note that the Core-network may not misbehave without the CRs. A CN must cope with both implementations.

It was clarified that the CN needs to implement both cases - with and without a response - as it is not aware of the receive-timing of the release request with respect to the RAB Assignment processing. So, from a CN point of view the CR is not needed.

Some companies think it is possible to respond to the request despite the "discard" in the procedure text.

conclusion: rejected

R3-041310
DT messages and multiple relocations in Release 5 (Nortel Networks)

R3-041311
DT messages and multiple relocations (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-5) (Nortel Networks)

R3-041312
DT messages and multiple relocations (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (Nortel Networks)

discussion: Olivier Guyot (Nokia): I would like to have clarified if this scenario can really happen

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Would you leave the text as it is even with a low probability of the scenario?

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Good implemenations should be able to handle the scenario. I do not see that one can have so many relocations without any downlink messages in between. I do not see a practical issue to be solved. At least not for REL-5.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Pointed out that he sees the issue as an inter vendor problem. A full solution, however, will be proposed for REL-6, see R3-041313 - 1314 which were presented thereafter.

conclusion: the documents were not treated again later on in the week and need to be continued at next meeting, rejected for this meeting

R3-041313
DT messages and multiple relocations in Release 6 (Nortel Networks)

R3-041314
DT messages and multiple relocations  (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (Nortel Networks)

discussion: while the proposal for Rel-5 simply limits the number of possible DT messages in order to overcome the wrap around problem on RRC, the Rel-6 proposal proposes to pass the number of queued DT messages. In ps, relevant procedures already exist, which is not the case for cs.

it was clarified that the Source RNC needs to stop DL DT transmission when starting to assemble the RANAP RELOCATION INFORMATION. This was not identified as an issue.

conclusion: as there were some unclarities with the current status of discussions in RAN2 it was decided to check this first. The documents were not treated again later on in the week and need to be continued at next meeting

R3-041315
RAB Modification (Nortel Networks)

R3-041316
RAB Modification (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-5) (Nortel Networks)

R3-041317
RAB Modification (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (Nortel Networks)

discussion: Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Is it possible to just include the service handover id and nothing else? If yes, I do not see a need for a change at all.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Olivier Guyot (Nokia): How do you indicate to the UE that the current call is not going to continue e.g., the video call.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): The NAS service change could be used for that.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): In the CR it is not sufficient just to add "or existing" because then we are talking about a modified RAB.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): From the RANAP point of view the described scenario is not sufficiently possible with the existing protocol for multi-vendor environments. You first need to successfully modifythe RAB before you relocate it.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Does not agree to this viewpoint. The RAB could be relocated before modification.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): With the current specification it is not allowed to only respond to one IE. A response would apply to both included IEs, Service HO IE and RAB IE.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Pointed out that the 3G to 2G Handover the 2G target BSC is not aware of the configuration on the 3G side.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): the purpose of the documents was exactly to make these open point clear.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Proposed to specify behaviours more exact in REL-6 and asked whether there are points in REL-5 which need to be clarified.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Pointed out that that it would be o.k. to go for REL-6 corrections and specification but there is still an issue which makes different behaviours possible in REL-5 which could cause interoperability problems.

conclusion: discussion to be continued under TEI6, CRs rejected for this meeting

R3-041354
Discussion on NAS Service Change Indicator proposed by CN1 (Siemens)

discussion: Olivier Guyot (Nokia): When we introduce this change in REL-5 the RNCs in a network would need to be upgraded to this Release as it was completely transparent before.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): For which reason is the NSCI included towards originating side?

Alexander Vesely (chairman) clarified that this is a choice of the core-network the UE could ignore the IE when not needed.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): When both users agree that the service will be changed it is not needed anyhow , it is only useful when one of the both partys make the decision to change the service.

It was further discussed if the NSCI shall be included in the Relocation Request and for which scenarios it would be needed.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia):The need on the A-Interface would need to be studied.

conclusion: NSCI will be included in RAB Assignmnet, inclusion in Relocation Request to be studied further as well as impact on A-Interface.

10.6.3
CRs on SABP (25.419)

no contribution.

10.6.4
CRs affecting both RNSAP and NBAP (25.423 and 25.433)

10.6.5
CRs on RNSAP (25.423)

R3-041286
On HSDPA capability indicator (Samsung)

discussion: Yann Sehedic (Nortel) stated that Nortel is still in favour of having such indicator otherwise operators would have the according configuration burdon. No agreement for such indicator was found.

Yann further clarified that he will not expect such an indicator being necessary for E-DCH as HS like switching (DCH setup first, then PhySharedChReconfig) is not necessary for E-DCH. It was clarified that the signalling efficiency gain expected in the former WI "Iur Neighbouring cell reporting Efficiency Optimisation" was concluded to be not significant enough to introduce a related mechanism, so proposing similar ideas for HS capability indicators would need to be reviewed in the light of the conclusion of that former WI.
conclusion:. indicator will not be included

R3-041307
Clarification on handling inter-frequency HO in DRNS (CR 0 to 25.423 Rel-5) (Lucent Technologies)

R3-041308
Clarification on handling inter-frequency HO in DRNS (CR 0 to 25.423 Rel-6) (Lucent Technologies)

discussion: Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): When only the Node-B behaviour is specified then the RNC behaviour is unclear.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): The behaviour is already sufficiently specified as it is but we do not need to specify something in the other Node-Bs of the DRNC

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Is it necessary to specify the behaviour in RNSAP or is it sufficiently specified in other specifications?

An interaction between two application parts would be introduced and therefore the CRs could not be agreed. The intention of the CRs however was seen useful.

On the functionality behind the First RLS indicator, it was clarified that a slow power ramp up while sending 01 patterns in all cells is possible due to the fact that after n 01 patterns a 1 is inserted. 

conclusion: CRs rejected. RAN3 agrees with the intention of the proposed specification text in the CR, however, as this would introduce the specification on interaction between 2 APs the CRs were not agreed.

10.6.6
CRs on NBAP (25.433)

R3-041275
Removal of ASN ambiguity in TDD multiple RLs (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-5) (InterDigital)

R3-041276
Removal of ASN ambiguity in TDD multiple RLs (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-6) (InterDigital)

discussion: no comments were received

conclusion: in principle agreed

R3-041301
Alignment of TFCI2/Signaling Bearer Re-arrangement IEs criticality and procedure text (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-5) (Nokia).

discussion: Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Why didn't you change the criticality to "ignore"?

Sami Kekki (Nokia): We considered this as well but with the proposed change an ASN.1 change could be avoided.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): The other possibility is to change the IEs and align the criticality there.

conclusion: in principle agreed. cat.A CR needed for RAN3#45

10.6.7
CRs on PCAP (25.453)

no contribution.

10.6.8
CRs on RANAP on E interface (29.108)

no contribution.

10.7
Iu(x) User-plane protocols  (25.415, 25.425, 25.427, 25.435)

10.7.1
CRs affecting several UP specifications

No contribution.
10.7.2
CRs on Iu UP (25.415)

No contribution.
10.7.3
CRs on Iub/Iur DCH FP (25.427)

No contribution.

10.7.4
CRs on Iub CCH FP (25.435)

No contribution.
10.7.5
CRs on Iur CCH FP (25.425)

No contribution.
10.8
CRs on Rel5 TR’s (25.875, 25.877, 25.878, 25.879, 25.880, 25.881, 25.883, 25.884, 25.931, 25.933)

No contribution.
10.9
Other issues

R3-041332
Positioning reporting inconsistencies (Ericsson)

discussion: Philippe Godin (Nortel): It is unclear how 911 reporting and the quote of 25.331 regardingthe 67% relate

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): The value "0" needs to be clarified, however, sees the discussions belonging to RAN2.

It was further discussed if the issue is rather a stage 2 discussion.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): There could of course be RAN 3 impact depending on the outcome of discussions in SA groups. But prefers to conclude first if RAN3 sees an issue at all

Philippe Godin (Nortel): A level of confidence on Iu would be beneficial.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Prefers to wait for outcome of the RAN2 discussions

conclusion: Wait for RAN2 outcome

10.9.1
IP Transport in UTRAN related issues

R3-041330
IP transport option correction (CR 0 to 25.412 Rel-5) (Ericsson)

R3-041331
IP transport option correction (CR 0 to 25.412 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: Sami Kekki (Nokia): By agreeing these CRs we would introduce new requirements in REL-5.

Vincent Danno (Orange): Wouldn't it be strange for the transport network between CN and RNC that some IP packets have DiffServ Code points and some do not?

Philippe Godin (Nortel): How would these packets be treated then?

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Would it be a solution to remove the requirement from REL-5 for the RNC and to add it for REL-6 for both sides? Proposes to check back home if any existing implementations would be affected and if not, agree the CRs then.

Sami Kekki (Nokia): Would agree to the changes if the cover page of the CR is updated accordingly

conclusion: cover page to be updated for next meeting, in principle agreed

11
UTRAN-wide TSG RAN approved work tasks

11.1
Work Items

11.1.1
(TR R3.013) Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN

RAN2 WI (MBMS-RAN). RAN1 TR 25.803. RAN2: TR 25.992,TS 25.346. Target:  RAN#26 (status: 80%).

11.1.1.1
LSs, TR, TS, documents for information

leftovers from RAN3#43

R3-040980
LS on Answer to MBMS ARP Support in UTRAN (R2-041395, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG2, Cc: TSG GERAN,TSG CN WG1,TSG SA WG4)

discussion: Based on this LS it was discussed how the ARP can be used with regard to the different scenarios that may occur with UEs in ptm and ptp connections. It was mentioned that the current minum UE capabilities might not be sufficient to cope with a priority handling.

conclusion: wait for SA2 and CN1 answers
R3-040981
LS on Summary of Agreements on Frequency Layer Convergence mechanism (R2-041398, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG SA WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG4., Cc: TSG RAN WG4,TSG GERAN WG2.)

discussion: Chenghock Ng (NEC): The statement about PL and NPL is not clear. 

conclusion: wait for SA2 answer. SA2 answerat RAN3#44 received in R3-01276

new LSs

R3-041255
LS on the content of the session start message (GP-042279, Source: TSG GERAN WG2, To: TSG SA WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG4)

discussion: The parameter is foreseen in the RANAP MBMS CR. No new information was available why this was discussed again in GERAN.

conclusion: noted

R3-041257
LS on Support of service priorities in MBMS (N1-041520, Source: TSG CN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG2)

discussion: It is already intended to introduce ARP with the RNAP CR for MBMS. However, a prioity per UE is not forseen yet.

conclusion: noted

R3-041259
Question on the impact of L1 limitations on MBMS (R1-041047, Source: RAN1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )

discussion: A short answer will be provided to the RAN1 chairman as RAN3 is not directly affected. No LS back.

conclusion: noted

R3-041260
LS on introduction of the MICH in 25.21x (R1-041048, Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3, Cc: TSG RAN WG4)

discussion: In TS 25.411 assumptions were made which need to be aligned with RAN3 decisions which are still to be made. LS back depending on RAN3 decisions

conclusion: noted, come back after RAN3 decision

R3-041261
LS on questions on MBMS (R1-041052, Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG3)

discussion: Questions are all RAN2 related

conclusion: noted

R3-041263
Answer to RAN1 questions on MBMS (R2-041907, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG RAN WG1, Cc: TSG RAN WG3)

discussion: Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Regarding scheduling the RAN2 answer shows that a new numbering scheme for MBMS might be required, e.g. "MFN".

conclusion: noted

R3-041264
LS on AS- NAS interaction for MBMS (R2-041911, Source: TSG RAN WG2, To: TSG CN WG1, Cc: TSG GERAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3)

discussion: It was clarified that some kind of service priorisation is done within the UE. ARP is however done in the RNC.

conclusion: noted

R3-041265
Reply to LS on Session Repetition (S2-042917, Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG GERAN WG2,TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG SA WG4, Cc: )

discussion: To answer LSs to CN work related groups it was suggested to collect open issues (which might increase during drafting sessions) and provide them together with possible answers. It was clarified by the chairman that RAN3 should define the coding of the session duration and inform relevant groups as this parameter is for RAN use only. 

conclusion: LSout in R3-041397

R3-041266
Response LS on MBMS support in UTRAN and Session Repetition (S2-042918, Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG GERAN,TSG RAN WG3,TSG CN WG1)

discussion: It is mentioned in the according RANAP CR that the "Session ID" is transparent for the RNC.

conclusion: noted

R3-041267
Reply to LS on Summary of Agreements on Frequency Layer Convergence Mechanism (S2-042919, Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4,TSG SA WG1,TSG SA WG4,TSG GERAN WG2)

discussion: The described concept would need to be clarified further.

discussion: noted

R3-041268
Reply LS on Clarification of TMGI format (S2-042920 - MBMS TMGI size LS, Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG CN WG4,TSG CN WG1, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG GERAN,TSG SA WG1)

discussion: no comments were made.

conclusion: noted

R3-041269
LS on MBMS NSAPI (S2-042922, Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG CN WG1,TSG CN WG4,TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3, Cc: )

discussion: It was seen as sufficient to utilise the RAB ID as foreseen in the RANAP CR. The NSAPI will be extended by CN-1

conclusion: noted, answer and collection of questions in R3-041407..

R3-041270
LS on MBMS Bearer priorities (S2-042929, Source: TSG SA WG2, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG GERAN WG2, Cc: )

discussion: Sudeep Palat (Lucent): The ARP QoS was originally considered only to be used between MBMS services and now it is described to be used between MBMS services and non-MBMSs services.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): It was already agreed inthe last WG meeting that it can also between MBMS and non-MBMS.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Does UTRAN have enough informations to handle that?

Philippe Godin (Nortel): I do not see that new capabilities are needed in RAN as a request could e.g. be queued.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Clarified that queueing in the meaning as ecribed for R99 can not be utilised for MBMS.

conclusion: noted

R3-041271
MBMS UE capability (R1-041253 , Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: )

discussion: relevant documents are available. Decision on LS out until 5th November.

conclusion: final LS answer in R3-041402

R3-041272
Multiplexing options for MBMS (R1-041255, Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2, Cc: TSG RAN WG3,TSG RAN WG4)

discussion: no comments were made

conclusion: noted

R3-041273
LS on Assumptions on MBMS measurement (R1-041252, Source: TSG RAN WG1, To: TSG RAN WG2,TSG RAN WG4, Cc: TSG RAN WG3)

discussion: Impact on RAN3 is possible depending on where randomisation is performed, in RNC or Node-B.

conclusion: noted

11.1.1.2
(RAN3 specific) CRs to TS 25.346

R3-041366
Corrections on UE Linking principles and complement of UE De-Linking principles (Alcatel SA)

discussion: Jonathan Lewis (Telecom Modus): With the deletion of bullet 7 the fact that the UE is unlinked from the service context, if the the last UE to leave the URA, is lost. The term "radio resources" is not applicable for URA_PCH UEs.

conclusion: in principle agreed, however update needed for next meeting.

R3-041282
Notification of the NSAPI to RAN (HUAWEI)

discussion: Olivier Guyot (Nokia): We will need to carry the NSAPI in the RANAP transparent container. 

It was clarified that the NSAPI is not needed in the Service ID Request.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Sees it as confusing to have the NSAPI in the UE linking. Prefers to just mention RAB ID.

It was concluded to mention the mapping of the MBMS NSAPI to an appropriate ID.

conclusion:  in principle agreed, however updateneeded for next meeting

R3-041324
MBMS Context (Nortel Networks)

discussion: An open question was if a RNC is allowed not to respond to a Session Start if it is not concerned by the Session Start.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): The Session Start could be repeated by the SGSN when necessary. Challenges that only one Session Start may be send to the RNC.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Clarified that this would be possible but is not according to the stage 2 description.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): A RNC not concerned by the Session start should not be mandated to create the service context.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Pointed out that the Session Start is send to all RNCs because the mapping of idle RAs to RNCs shall not be made in the SGSN.

conclusion: An LSout in R3-041397 to be sent to SA2 clarifying the according scenario.

R3-041369
MBMS - Correction to 25.346 (Nortel)
discussion: Philippe Godin (Nortel): Clarified that the way the text is written now it could lead to the understanding that the Session Start shall be answered negative if no radio resources are available at this point time. This should only concern the Iu bearer.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): In this case the RAB establishment shall be rejected and the CN be informed.

conclusion: The discussed issue will be moved to the stage 3 description and described there. The concerned sentence in TS 25.346 will be removed.

11.1.1.3
Preparation of Stage 3 based on input for R3.013

R3-041295
Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN;Iu.b/Iur/Iu aspects draft v.0.3.2 (Nokia)

discussion: Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia) highlited the additions which were made since the last version. No comments were made.

conclusion: approved, Version 0.4.0 in R3-0411376

R3-041376
Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN;Iub/Iur/Iu aspects draft v.0.4.0 (Nokia)

R3-041274
Session start request messages (Motorola)

discussion: Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Why is the service id optional in Session Start?

It was clarified that the open issues in this document will be discussed in conjunction with the RANAP CR.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Pointed out that the list needs to be extended, e.g. with session duration.

conclusion: noted, to be discussed with RANAP CR.

R3-041322
Handling of Transport Layer Information in MBMS RAB assignment Request (Nortel Networks)

discussion: Discussed if the transport layer address is to be included by the SGSN.
conclusion: to be checked what 29.060 allows, finally no issue reported.

R3-041323
MBMS Multicast Area (Nortel Networks)

discussion: Olivier Guyot (Nokia) asked if a drawback can be seen when a value for "all cells" exists.

Philippe Godin (Nortel) explained that he is concerned because the BMSC generates the message but is not aware of the network topology and situation.

Vincent Danno (Orange): Do not see what it can harm if the value is included.

Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone): Also prefers such a parameter as "all cells".

conclusion: A parameter like "all cells" shall be included. Information about this in LS to SA2 in R3-041397
R3-041321
MBMS Identifiers over Iur (Nortel Networks)

discussion: discussed with R3-041279

R3-041279
Transferring of IP Multicast address and APN over Iur (NEC/ Telecom Modus)

discussion: Discussed together with R3-041321. Main part of the discussion was which procedure to take for transmitting APN and IP address the Iur Interface. The favoured message is the Information Exchange procedure. For the Iu Interface it was discussed whether a similar procedure shall be used as the Information Tranfer Procedure was proposed.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Proposes not to have an agreement for Iur and a Working Assumption for IU but rather have a Working Assumption for both.

conclusion: agreed on Information Exchange Procedure to be used for Iur Interface for APN/IP, Working Assumption for Iu Interface is to specify an appropriate procedure (possibly revisiting existing mechanisms for NACC and Trace).

R3-041285
MICH transmission over Iub (Samsung)

discussion: discussed together with R3-041296. It was clarified that the modification for MICH and MCCH is intended to be 3-4 times the maximum UE DRX cycle, i.e ~5 seconds. 

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): In RAN2 it was decided that FACH is to be used for MCCH, but we can delay the discussion until a official LS by RAN2 is received

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Pointed out that a Siemens document during last meeting challenged the assumption that FACH is to be used for MICH.

Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): What is the position randomization and how is it realised ?

Nojun Kwak (Samsung): Explained that the TMGI needs to be provided therefore. Clarified that in an according RAN1 CR the NI bit is the Service ID.

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Explained that in RAN2 it was concluded that the MCCH is on the FACH but can be transported in to the PCH frame protocol.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Agreed that thiscan be done but does not see the value of it.

R3-041296
MBMS Notifications in Iub (Nokia)

discussion: It needs to be clarified how long the modification period can be and how often it could happen.

It was clarified by Samsung that the NI will be just a bit. 

Position Randomisation will be performed in the Node-B.It was pointed out that there exists a 2nd  randomisation method to the one provided in the LS in R3-041260, i.e. using TMGI as input to the procedure. It was further clarified that for the method in R3-041260 the TMGI will be mapped to the NIs.

conclusion: on R3-041285 and R3-041296

It was clarified that the modification period is intended to be 3-4 times a DRX cycle, i.e. the 5 second figure provided before, which could give an indication that both a CP and UP solution is possible in principle

No blocking points were found so far for a UP solution on Iub

In case a UP solution is selected, the definition of a MICH specific frame structure is most likely.

The "reactivity" on NBAP in case of a CP solution could be a problem and needs to be further investigated.

R3-041304
Requirements on network synchronisation for MBMS services (Siemens)

discussion: Siemens clarified that the mentioned (TTI +)5120 chips is intended to be the granularity, not the accuracy. 

Motorola explained that the TTI + "delta" comes from the discussions in RAN1 as a TTI of 10 ms devided by 15 is 667 micro seconds.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): The CFN needs to be used on the Iub because the MICH will be mapped on the FACH. conclusion: noted

R3-041368
Introduction of "MBMS Simulcast Accuracy Level" for P-t-M transmissions (Siemens)

discussion: Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel): Siemens explained that from a UE point of view it is reaonable to have the different mentioned accuracy levels as it might be possible that operators may not spend high effort for accurcy although higher accuracy is possible.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Mainly RAN2 is effected and needs to have a look at this before a decision can be made. How are the values in the papers derived? Asked which bearer shall be used to receive the BFN.

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): It is not intended to change the transport bearer for this purpose but to utilise any available bearer.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): Synchronisation level are more in the responsibility of RAN2 than RAN1.

Alexander Vesely (chairman): Is it generally agreeable to have different levels of synchronisation ?

Mark Harrisson (Motorola) clarified that the biggest concern from RAN1 point of view was if the TTI + "delta" is achievable at all.

It was proposed to have levels ffs.e.g. "no sychronisation","node synchronisation" and "MAC sychronisation (TTI)
Tuomas Hakuli (Nokia): Reminded that more than 2 cells, respectively the whole network needs to be taken into account and sychronisation needs to be maintained.

Yann Sehedic (Nortel): If we go for very high accuracy wouldn't it be useful to introduce another SCCPCH timing adjustment and how could we handle that towards UEs. Cannot agree to that level of accuracy if we cannot maintain it.

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): We do not foresee that for REL-6.

Motorola informed that having different levels of sychronisation before in RAN1.

conclusion: Three levels as proposed ffs. until next meeting: "no synch", "physical channel synch" and "max sych (TTI synch)". An according document shall be provided to RAN2. Final LS out to RAN1 in R3-041402.

R3-041326
Extension of the number of S-CCPCH physical channels in a TDD FACH-type CCTrCH for MBMS and Release 6 (IPWirelessInterdigital)

The document was revised to R3-041367 before the meeting

R3-041367
Extension of the number of S-CCPCH physical channels in a TDD FACH-type CCTrCH for MBMS and Release 6 (IPWirelessInterdigital)

The document was revised to R3-041375 before the presentation

R3-041375
Extension of the number of S-CCPCH physical channels in a TDD FACH-type CCTrCH for MBMS and Release 6 (IPWirelessInterdigital)

discussion: In NBAP the MICH will be slightly different

conclusion: content agreed, will be included in the NBAP CR.

11.1.1.4
CRs to RAN3 specifications

R3-041281
Draft CR for Introducing MBMS in 25.401 (NEC/Telecom Modus)

not treated

R3-041303
MBMS related changes (Siemens)

not treated

R3-041325
Introduction of MBMS in TS25410 (CR 0 to 25.410 Rel-6) (Nortel Networks)

not treated

R3-041291
Drafting report of MBMS RANAP revised draft CR (Nokia)

noted

R3-041290
MBMS stage 3 support over Iu (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (Nokia)

the document was treated and commented during a drafting session on 07th October. The results are documented in R3-041395

R3-041395
Report of drafting session for RANAP CR on MBMS (Chairman)

noted

R3-041284
MBMS changes for RNSAP (CR 0 to 25.423 Rel-6) (Samsung)

the document was treated and commented during a drafting session on 05th October. The results are documented in R3-041381.

R3-041381
Commented draft RNSAP CR (Chairman)

noted

R3-041309
Draft 25.931 CR for Inclusion of MBMS scenarios (Lucent Technologies)

not submitted

R3-041359
Introduction of MBMS (CR 0 to 25.433 Rel-6) (Nortel)

not submitted

R3-041360
Issues encountered while drafting MBMS NBAP CR (Nortel)

not submitted

11.1.2
Enhancement of the support of network sharing in the UTRAN

RAN2 WI (NTShar-UTRANEnh). BB under SA1 feature. Target: 3 months after SA WI is finished (90%).

R3-041287
Rerouting in MOCN (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

revised to R3-041380 before presentation

R3-041380
Rerouting in MOCN (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

discussion: Philippe Godin (Nortel): For some IEs the reference to TS 24.008 defines things twice. Proposes to remove the reference in the semantics description and decouple the two specs.

Shahab A. Lavasani (Telia) explained that CN-1 will specify a cause ranking in TS 24.008. If CN-1 has finished this work it will be referenced in RANAP.

It was further discussed that the RANAP version handling shall be done using the criticality mechanism. It was proposed to set the criticality to "ignore".

Philippe Godin (Nortel): There is also a refernce in ASN.1 which need to be removed plus some editorials.

Vincent Danno (Orange): The presence of "9.2.3.z"shall be modified to mandatory instead of optional, the type could be changed to enumerated.

conclusion: revised to R3-041385

R3-041385
Rerouting in MOCN (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

discussion: It needs to be ensured that the "reject" type is within the the correct place in the ASN.1 section

conclusion: agreed in principle

R3-041288
MOCN rerouting function (CR 0 to 25.410 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

revised to R3-041379 before presentation

R3-041379
MOCN rerouting function (CR 0 to 25.410 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

discussion: Philippe Godin (Nortel): The new section 4.1.x shall be renamed to "MOCN rerouting function" in order to align it with table 5.1. The "MOCN support function" consits of  rerouting + passing the selected PLMN; the "GWCN function" is passing the selected PLMN.

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): But rerouting is not the only thing to be implemented in the RNC.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Proposed to use "MOCN support function".As the PLMN-ID will be passed it was finally agreed to mention 2 functions in the CR: rerouting and passing selected PLMN, consequently the CR title needs to be renamed to something like "support of MOCN + GWCN"

It was further pointed out that mentioning in 5.9.x the "initial UE message" could cause confusion with the RANAP message, therefore it should be rephrased to "original UE message".

conclusion: revised to R3-041386

R3-041386
MOCN rerouting function (CR 0 to 25.410 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

discussion: In chapter 4.1 "cs .......and/or ps" is an open issue. Nortel does not want to exclude ps as it is currently not forbidden by SA2. Nokia and Telia prefer to have that issue discussed in SA2.

conclusion: not agreed, new version expected in next meeting

R3-041289
Indication of selected PLMN in shared networks (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

discussion: no comments received, already stable in last meeting

conclusion: in principle agreed

R3-041358
MOCN rerouting function (CR 0 to 25.401 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

revised to R3-041378 before presentation
R3-041378
MOCN rerouting function (CR 0 to 25.401 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

discussion: to be discussed where to put the MOCN rerouting function section. It seems that chapter 7.2.1 is the most approriate one.

conclusion: revised to R3-041387 (new title)

R3-041387
Support of MOCN and GWCN configurations in UTRAN (CR 0 to 25.401 Rel-6) (TeliaSonera)

discussion: The same issue on changes in 7.2.1 is seen as for R3-041386 (cs/ps). The stage 2 figures are agreed to be removed as this is already depicted in existing stage 2 TS.

conclusion: not agreed, new version expected in next meeting

11.1.3
FDD Enhanced Uplink: UTRAN Iub/Iur Protocol Aspects

RAN3 WI (EDCH-IurIub), Target R3: RAN#26 (created at RAN#23), (5%).

R3-041278
Outer Loop Power Control for E-DCH (Telecom Modus, NEC)

revised to R3-041388

R3-041388
Outer Loop Power Control for E-DCH (Telecom Modus, NEC)

discussion: It was discussed how the "boosted mode" which is under discussion in RAN1 and RAN2 is applied regarding outer loop power control.

conclusion: A respective placeholder reflecting the current discussions will be placed in the TR .noted

R3-041280
Functionalities split between RNC and Node B for E-DCH (NEC/ Telecom Modus)

discussion: On Function Split:

Martin Bakhuizen (Ericsson): Outer loop power control is a function in the Node-B

NEC clarified that this is the case for DCH as well

Congestion control was proposed to be split over Node-B, SRNC and CRNC.

conclusion: noted, it was agreed that the table will be included in the the TR R3.015

R3-041333
Frame fields for the Iub/Iur user-plane, SRNC Re-ordering (Ericsson)

Nokia explained that how to transport the TSN has not been agreed yet in RAN2. This depends on how the multiplexing will be done. This is ffs.

On the second proposed bullet point regarding the re-ordering queues Alexander Vesely (chairman) explained that it was already agreed to handle it as in HSDPA..

conclusion: TSN is ffs., multiple priority queues agreed.

R3-041334
Frame fields for the Iub/Iur user-plane for Outer loop power control (Ericsson)

discussion: Saso Stojanovski (Nortel) asked if the boosted mode is a dynamic procedure.

Martin Bakhuizen (Ericsson): confirmed that this is the understanding of Ericsson.

NEC has however the understanding that a static behaviour is sufficient and a dynamic procedure is not necessary.

Sami Kekki (Nokia) asked if the RSN signalling is necessary here at all as the whole approach is very close to the R99. If HARQ operation in the Node-B and the indication of the RSN are two alternative solutions why should we have both of them?

 NEC clarified that they assume OLPC to work at an operating level of up to 2 retransmissions. if transmission is better, SIR target could be lowered and vice versa

It was clarified that it is ffs.to have a distinction between "no transmission" and "transmission" unsuccessful".Whether a kind of "keep alive" signalling is subject to radio protocols or to application level is FFS.

The current assumption is that during SHO, on the "non serving" link, no specific RSN value is needed), on the "serving" link this is unclear yet. Shall the RNL frame be sent with an unsuccessful indicator without MAC-d PDU ?

The current WA on the general handling is as follows: RNL frames will be only passed if the Node-B received the PDU successfully, RSN is indicated.

Further it was asked whether the power offset could change during retransmission.

Finally it was clarified that the proposed FSN is used to indicate losses on TNL, its use for E-DCH FP is FFS as well
conclusion: text within the document to be captured in the TR

R3-041335
Frame fields for the Iub/Iur user-plane for Congestion control (Ericsson)

discussion: The benefit of having two mechanisms (FSN + DNT) was questioned

It was mentioned that in case CFN is signalled on the RNL frame, the FSN would probably not needed. In case of 2ms a "sub frame number" would be needed.

Further it was stated that the bursty-ness of data might be a problem compared to "normal" DCH operation.

The delay information might be beneficial (in Nokia's view) and would deserve further study
conclusion: no benefit identified. not agreed
R3-041336
Iub/Iur frame size for Enhanced Uplink (Ericsson)

discussion: Saso Stojanovski (Nortel) asked what the maximum MTU size is for AAL.

It was discussed if RNL fragmentation as proposed in the document is necessary.

Sami Kekki (Nokia) sees fragmentation as undesirable. An end-to-end fragmentation (i.e. a mandatory minimum MTU size detection) is however part of IP v6. No problem for IP transport, and not for AAL2. The maximum achievable bitrate will differ depending on the selected TTI.

The only use case where RNL segmentation might be useful would be IPv4.

conclusion: ffs.

R3-041355
E-DCH - Collection of RAN3 specific todo's (Siemens)

revised to R3-041383

R3-041383
E-DCH - Collection of RAN3 specific todo's (Siemens)

discussion: Nojun Kwak (Samsung): Do the data streams on Iub/Iur have to be adapted to the10ms  TTI case?

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) explained that the assumptions made in section 3.2 are independant of the TTI.

Furthermore it was clarified that the E-AICH/E-TICH carry UE specific information for E-DCH operation, the signature a UE needs to extract the indication from those channels need to be allocated from Node B at RL setup.

One TNL bearer corresponds to one MAC-d flow. One MAC-d flow may carry several re-orderingpriorities.

Sami Kekki (Nokia) asked what is transmitted in the UL when HARQ is not successful.

It was clarified that an respective indication is foreseen to be transmitted to the RNC. Alexander Vesely (chairman) explained that here are dicussions in RAN1 to utilise information about the number of unsuccessful retransmission as an input for OLPC.

Siemens reported about the discussions in RAN2 which regarding the relations of the mac-e PDUs and the MAC-d PDUs and how these are mapped on the assembled and de-assembled.

Reordering queues and priority queues needed to be explained.

conclusion: In E-DCH the priority queues correspond to the reordering queue in HSDPA. The priority queue is located in the UE for enhanced UL.

Softer HO combining in the Node-B needs to be supported by the RNL.

The RAN2 assumption is that one MAC-e entity exists per Node-B and UE. One set of MAC-d flow corresponds to one MAC-e entity in a Node-B.

It was clarified that the working assumption is that as one Node B will have only a single MAC-e entity , this MAC-e entity generates the ACK/NACK or Relative GRants which is ditributed over all affected cells in the Node-B. 

Another issues identified was whether the UE needs to be informed about soft-combinable DL signalling.

conclusion: It was agreed that applicable text will be put into the RAN3 internal TR.

R3-041356
UL load measurement requirements for E-DCH (Vodafone)

discussion: Chris Bethell(Vodafone) :Is aware limitations regarding UL admission control in R99 RNC.

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) agreed that there are many points in the documents which need to be answered but cannot be answered yet.

The uplink interference maybe below the measurement accuracy. A measurement value of the EDCH links is seen beneficial.

conclusion: to be discussed further, 

RAN3 assumption so far: 

1) CRNC configures the NodeB with amount of avail/useable E-DCH UL interference.

2) in addition the total UL interference not to be exceeded by NodeB could be signalled.

(  1) and 2) -> option 3 in 1365)

3) feasibility to measure the total E-DCH contribution

-> view of RAN1/2/4 requested.

not to be added to "LS": in addition measurement how the UL interference is distributed among E-DCH links in a cell would be beneficial in order to identify "costly UEs", however it is likely that related measurement results are below the achievable accuracy
R3-041357
UL load measurement requirements for the support of E-DCH GBR Connections (Vodafone)

not submitted.

R3-041364
2ms TTI over Iub (Nokia)

Martin Bakhuizen (Ericsson): Explained that for EDCH the RTT would be 30 - 50 ms and not 100 ms as in the document. It could not be completely clarified where these mentioned RTTs apply, end-to-end or in the RNC.

Vincent Danno (Orange): The concept of TTI on the Iub does not exist currently, it seems that something new shall be specified here. The time constraint does not seem to be needed as the traffic in transmitted in the UL.

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): The traffic on Uu and Iub is completely de-coupled in HSDPA but not in EDCH and therefore we can talk about a TTI on the Iub.

Brendan McWilliams (Vodafone) expressed that he would not like to see 2ms TTI ruled out at least in this meeting.

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) would agree with Nokia not to include  the 2ms TTI currently.

Sami Kekki (Nokia): The undefined variables in the document are to be clarified and could be fixed in a further contribution.

conclusion: to be studied further.

R3-041365
Resource Allocation Method for E-DCH (Nokia)

discussion: Saso Stojanovski (Nortel): Does the Thermal Noise need to be provided by the Node-B?

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens): Would also expect that it is provided by the Node-B.

Jinsock Lee (NEC) pointed out that the "thermal noise" has not been discussed yet in RAN1.

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel) proposed to seek for some guidance from other WGs regarding this point.

conclusion: Comments would also be beneficial for 

- the kind of resource to be controlled by CRNC (control of E-DCH fraction of available power useful for E-DCH GBR support?)
- RAN3 tentative assumption that no specific control of a single E-DCH resource is needed

organising E-DCH work until next meeting 

Considering the short time frame to finalise the WI CR Rapporteurs were allocated for the TSs:

First drafts shall be provided in 2 weeks.

Frame Protocols : Ericsson

NBAP: Nortel/Siemens

RNSAP: Nortel/Siemens

25.401: Nokia

25.402: Samsung

25.420: Lucent

25.430: NEC

25.931: Lucent

11.1.4
Optimisation of downlink channelisation code utilisation

RAN1 WI (RANimp-RABSE-CodeOptFDD), Target RAN#26 (created at RAN#23)

R3-041361
Introduction to Fractional DPCH (Nortel)

discussion: How many UEs can be multiplexed?

Yann Sehedic (Nortel) Depends on the slot structure to be decided in RAN1, the timing offset. During SHO F-DPCH is not as efficient as without SHO. Up to 3 times more UEs could be handled .

conclusion: noted

R3-041362
RAN1 Discussions and Decisions on Fractional DPCH (Nortel)

discussion: no comments were received. The open point in 2.3.3 was noted.

conclusion: conclusions in document agreed

R3-041363
Analysis of impact of F-DPCH on Iub/Iur (Nortel)

discussion: Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) asked whether any impact on frame protocol could be expected. No impact was seen.

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) asked for an explanation for the mapping and priority of the SRBs.

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel) explained that there are 16 different priorities on HSDPA already in REL-5 which the operator could define according to his needs but it would be good to keep the ones with the highest priority for future use. One may need to be reserved for signalling.

Dietrich Zeller (Alcatel) reminded that the analysis made in the last meeting regarding the SRB mapping on the HS-DSCH shall be regarded here as well.

Saso Stojanovski (Nortel) answered that this document here takes normal radio conditions into account but the isssues would need to be studied further for UEs drifting on the cell border.

It was decided not to produce a TR on this WI as the WI shall be finished in December already. CRs are expected for the next meeting. It was clarified that there could be some impact on 25.402. Small impacts on 25.401, 25.420 and 25.430.

conclusion: noted

11.1.5
Optimisation of downlink channelisation code utilisation TDD

RAN1 WI (RANimp-RABSE-CodeOptTDD), Target RAN#26 (created at RAN#23)

no contribution.

11.1.6
HS-DPCCH ACK/NACK Enhancement

RAN1 WI (RANimp-RABSE-ACKNACK), Target RAN#26 (created at RAN#25)
no contribution.
11.1.7
7.68Mcps TDD option: UTRAN Iub/Iur Protocol Aspects

RAN3 WI (VHCRTDD-IurIub) (BB under RAN1 Feature) Target RAN#29 (created at RAN#25)
no contribution.
11.1.8
Inclusion of Uplink TDOA UE positioning method in the UTRAN specifications

RAN2 WI (LCS3-UEPos-UTDOA), Target stage 2: RAN#28, Target RAN3: RAN#30 (created at RAN#25)
R3-041283
Inclusion of Uplink TDOA UE positioningmethod in 3GPP TS25.305 (TruePosition)

discussion: The flows do not cover the TDD part yet and will be added by IPWireless. The proposed change chapter 5.2.1.1 is a REL-5 in fact that introduces 

The message flow was proposed by True Position as an early example which needs to be explained further.

T-Mobile asked if a Interface between LMU and the SMSC is planned. True Position stated that this would be a long term goal. This is not yet a part of the Work Item and would have to be clarified on plenary level.

conclusion: noted

11.1.9
Multiple Input Multiple Output Antennas Iub/Iur Protocol Aspects

RAN3 WI (RInImp-MIMO-IubIur). BB under RAN1 feature. Target: RAN#30 (0%).

11.1.10
Evolution of the transport in the UTRAN

Generic feature (ETRAN).

No contribution.

11.2
Study Items

11.2.1
(TR 25.897) FS on the Evolution of UTRAN Architecture

RAN3 SI (RANimp-FSEvo), FS put on hold, will be re-opened after finalisation of MBMS-RAN WI (35%)

No contribution.
11.2.2
Uplink Enhancements for UTRA TDD

RAN1 SI (RInImp-FSUpEnhTDD), Target RAN#26 (>50%)

R3-041277
Text Proposal for RAN3 Impacts for TDD Enhanced Uplink (InterDigital).

revised to R3-041384

R3-041384
Text Proposal for RAN3 Impacts for TDD Enhanced Uplink (InterDigital)

discussion: no comments were made

conclusion: agreed

11.3
Others

11.3.1
Technical Enhancements and small Improvements

RAN WI (TEI6)

R3-041292
Full RANAP support of network initiated SCUDIF (Nokia)

Thomas Ulrich (Siemens) asked for interoperability proofness of the proposal. Is there any timing issue between RNC and CN?

Olivier Guyot (Nokia): Does not see a interoperability issue as the RNC shall be able to handle failure situations regarding timing problems.

It was stated by Siemens that - regardless whether there is already relevant text in SA1 and CN3 specifications - they would rather like to see an UE based solution for that issue only, as network initiated option would require a well defined trigger which is not defined yet. Also testing issue in terms of IOT were mentionedconclusion: e-mail discussion on the overall concept and an LS to CN3 until November 5th, 12:00 CET.

R3-041293
Full RANAP support of network initiated SCUDIF (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (Nokia)

not treated

R3-041318
Fallback to speech in Scudif R6 (Nortel Networks)

discussed with R3-041292

R3-041319
Fallback to speech in Scudif R6 (CR 0 to 25.413 Rel-6) (Nortel Networks)

Not treated

R3-041320
RAT preference in Iu Release (Nortel Networks)

not treated

R3-041337
Introduction of an HS-DSCH Data Frame "Delay RNC reference Time" (DRT) extension (Ericsson)

R3-041338
Introduction of an HS-DSCH Data Frame "Delay RNC reference Time" (DRT) extension (CR 0 to 25.425 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

R3-041339
Introduction of an HS-DSCH Data Frame "Delay RNC reference Time" (DRT) extension (CR 0 to 25.435 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

not treated

11.3.2
Other (already finalised) REL-6 WIs

R3-041297
RET Antenna State Model (Nokia)

R3-041298
RET Antenna State Model (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Nokia)

discussed together with the state model in R3-041349.

discussion: Alf (LPG Allgon): The boot code would be very large with this solution, would it be downloaded completely including layer 2? Would prefer to have the possibility to update layer 2.

conclusion: not agreed, for further discussion

R3-041392
State Model for RET device (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson, Nokia, Powerwave, Vodafone)

discussion: the procedure obove the new added state model required an explanation

Following modifications to the CR were agreed:

The last proposed sentence shifted below the figure, "If application SW is not missing the RET device enters the state OperatingMode."

2nd paragraph below the figure starts with "The primary device" instead of "The Node B".

insert "If no download functionality is supported, then ... "

conclusion: in principle agreed with the changes above

R3-041393
State Model and Software Download for RET devices (Ericsson, Nokia, PowerwaveVodafone)

discussion: no comments were made

conclusion: noted

R3-041349
Cleanup of software download and return codes (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: Ericsson clarified that this also includes layer 2 update. Ericsson asked for further explanation of the state model in the Nokia CR. Nokia explained that if the download and startup of the layer 2 fails the layer 3 cannot be started. Therefore Nokia asked if there is any need to update layer 2 once it is downloaded. LPG Allgon mentioned that the specifications should not prevent the possibility of fallback.

Andreas Hauser (Vodafone) would like to see the requirement in the specifications to have a fallback code.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): Also agrees to have a remote layer 2 update possibility and proposed this as a requirement which does not need to be in the state model. The state model, however, should also not prevent it.

Philippe Godin (Nortel) asked why the unknown procedures are crossed out.

Alf (LPG Allgon) stated that these shall still be allowed.

conclusion:  agreed to have the introcuced concept and cleanup of the return codes. further discussions needed, CR not agreed

R3-041299
Clarification corrections (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Nokia)

not treated

R3-041302
Correction to 25.461 (Rapporteur (Siemens))

discussion: The note in chapter 4.2 is to be checked and could be taken out of the note.

In 4.1 rewording was captured as follows:

After any reset, a secondary station shall alternate between supported data rates. When alternating between data rates, the rate shall be held constant for 300 ms. After every correctly received device scan command (see [1]) indepent of whether the xxx matches or not (check, whether this is double specified ...), at one of the supported data rates, that data rate shall be held constant for 1.5 seconds. After successful reception of an address assignment frame, the secondary station shall use that data rate until it is reset.

There are RAN4 responsibilities in chapter 4.3 and therefore it was proposed to have a joint session on this in the next meeting.

conclusion: in principle agreed, revised version needed for next meeting concerning 4.1

R3-041327
Corrections to TS 25.460 v6.0.0 (Vodafone Group)

discussion: some editorial changes and renumbering of chapters were proposed.

Furthermore the level of detail provided in chapter 5.5 needs to be revisited after discussions on state model.

In figure 4.1 "function" in "Implementation specific O&M function" needs to be removed or made consistent in the figure and the corresponding descriptive text.conclusion: content agreed inprinciple.

R3-041328
Corrections to TS 25.462 v6.0.0 (Vodafone Group)

the document was replaced by R3-041370 before the meeting

R3-041370
Corrections to TS 25.462 v6.0.0  Update (Vodafone Group)

discussion: Instead of correcting the maximum value of N in 4.2 the text after the comma should read "support a large number of N". Changes in 4.8.1 will be withdrawn, the table title in 4.8.3 shall be changed to "hdlc for addressing and device scan", table 4.4. could be then referenced in 4.8.4.

conclusion: The content of the CR is agreed with the mentioned changes, update needed for next meeting.

R3-041329
Corrections to TS 25.463 v6.0.0 (Vodafone Group)

the document was replaced by R3-041371 before the meeting

R3-041371
Corrections to TS 25.463 v6.0.0  Update (Vodafone Group)

discussion: 10 seconds statement in 6.5.11 (Boot mode start) needs to be clarified.

conclusion on chapter 6.5.6 see proposal in R3-041347

Note below table 5.1.1 (it needs to be clarified whether the frame length is 78 or 79 bytes) needs to be aligned with other specs.

conclusion: further discussion needed on topics mentioned. other changes agreed in principle.

R3-041340
Requirements when the RS485 bus shall be driven by the secondary device missing. (CR 0 to 25.461 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: Torbjoern Lindh (LPG Allgon) pointed out that he does not like the new statement in chapter 4.2 but can live with it.

LPG Allgon stated that also the maximum time needs to be specified not only the minimum time

Ericsson believes that the maximum time doesnot need to be specified. LPG Allgon sees a conflict with the bus driving time then. It was also clarified that holding the bus active after last stop bit is for robustness reasons.

conclusion: rejected, update needed for next meeting expected

R3-041341
DC power supply distribution (CR 0 to 25.461 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: chapter 4.4.1 is to be updated regarding voltage drop and the figures need to be updated.

The following modifications to the proposed changes in chapter 4.4.1 were agreed.

A RET modem maximum power consumption shall be < [TBD] W.

RET modem shall impose a voltage drop less than [TBD]

conclusion: update needed for next meeting,. agreed in principle with the changes above

R3-041342
Improved demodulator characteristics specification (CR 0 to 25.461 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: Alf LPG Allgon proposed to discuss the CR further regarding "no output"

conclusion: rejected, discussion to be continued

R3-041343
Correction of idle bit definition (CR 0 to 25.461 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: one dotted line eliminated

conclusion: will be included in editorial update by rapporteur.

R3-041344
RET DC power consumption clarification (CR 0 to 25.461 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: LPG Allgon would prefer to put this change e.g. in TS 25.463. The text would then be different but the principle would no change significantly. Ericsson does not agree to that principle and asked for further offline discussions.

conclusion: not agreed, further discussions needed offline

R3-041345
Editorial cleanup (CR 0 to 25.462 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: example messages are incorrect and shall be removed in the next version. They would however need to be corrected later and included again.

In chapter 4.2  the correction of the frame length cause quite a discussion and is subject for further discussions

In chapter 4.7 the value given in the table needs to be converted from hex to integer representation

Table D.1 needs to be corrected/aligned with parameter description

Example messages need to be corrected

conclusion: agreed in principlewith the changes above, will be included in rapporteur's update of 25462

R3-041346
Reduction of risk of accidentional erasure of Ret application SW (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: The deleteion of the text in 6.5.11 was agreed after a long disussion. The requirement to store more than one SW version was highlited

conclusion: in principle agreed

R3-041347
Clarification of allowed tilt operation during self test (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: Andreas Hauser (Vodafone) stated that a value in percent of the range is not acceptable as the impact on the running network must be limited. It is however agreeable to have 5% of the current adjusted position.

Philippe Godin (Nortel) pointed out that the "may" in the relevant sentence does not set any limit.

Andreas Hauser (Vodafone) proposed "may include the movement of the adjuster which shall not exceed +/- 5% 

conclusion: the modification of the text proposal "... may include the movement of the adjuster which shall not exceed +-5% of total available tilting range<FFS> degrees starting from the current adjuster position " was in principle agreed

R3-041348
Description for procedure Alarm Subscribe (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

not treated
R3-041350
Tilt and calibration progress indication (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

not treated
R3-041351
Antenna Send Configuration Data procedure missing (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

discussion: LGPA stated that the same functionality could be provided via the SendConfigData as well (LGPA), 

conclusion: CR not agreed, to be further discussed.

R3-041352
Clarification and minor correction (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

not treated
R3-041353
Get information procedure is incomplete (CR 0 to 25.463 Rel-6) (Ericsson)

not treated

12
Other work for future releases

12.1
Proposals for new work tasks

12.2
Others

No contribution.

13
Outgoing liaison statements of RAN3 #44

A summary of the outgoing liaison statements (LS) is given in Annex C. Incoming liaison statements can be found in section 5 and Annex B.

R3-041294
Draft LS Completion of network initiated SCUDIF support (Nokia)

Not submitted for the meeting. Nokia will provide a draft versionfor email approval until 5th November

Final LS in R3-41408

R3-041408
Completion of network initiated SCUDIF support (RAN3)

conclusion: agreed on 5. November 2004

R3-041374
LS on Session Start repetition  (Nortel)

discussion: SA to be "indicated in Session Start" 

conclusion: revised to R3-041396

R3-041396
Draft LS on Session Start repetition (Nortel)

conclusion: revised to R3-041397

R3-041397
Final LS on Session Start repetition (RAN3)

conclusion: agreed

R3-041382
draft LS Synchronisation of FDD MBMS P-t-M Transmissions from Clusters of Cells (Siemens)

Will be send to RAN1 before RAN3#45

discussion: It was agreed to talk about the introduction of alternatives rather than sychronisation levels. It is finally up to RAN1 to decide.

It was further clarified that as for MBMS cell-groups there is one common PDCP/RLC entity but one MAC entity per cell for MBMS scheduling, it would be quite a co-ordination effort (depending on implementation) to schedule MTCH transmission ~SFN aligned. Therefore if this effort is not spent, the maximum time difference to be expected in UE would be: transmission delays + (TTI-1 radio frame) + 2 radio frames uncertainty (1 in NodeB, one in RNC).

If the scheduling effort is spent in RNC, but no Node synchronisation, the to be expected uncertainty is ~1 radio frame, in case of scheduling + node synchronisation ~1time slot can be achieved.

This needs to be further discussed per email.

conclusion:revised to R3-041401

R3-041401
draft LS Synchronisation of FDD MBMS P-t-M Transmissions from Clusters of Cells (Siemens) 

this document is for email discussion until 5th November

Final LS in R3-041402

R3-041402
Final LS Synchronisation of FDD MBMS P-t-M Transmissions from Clusters of Cells (Siemens)

will be sent to RAN1 on 5th November

R3-041394
Chairman summary of MBMS and EDCH (Chairman)

discussion: 

MBMS netwok synchronisation:

Chris Bethell (Vodafone): The understanding is that on Network synchronisation the 1st bullet is an option an the 2nd bullet is a recommendation.

It was clarified that the summary applies to FDD only. 

It was doubted that the synchronisation can be maintained over long period of time.

conclusion: revised to R3-041398

R3-041398
Chairman summary of MBMS and EDCH (Chairman)

conclusion : noted

R3-041400
draft LS on simultaneous use of MOCN and GWCN (Nortel)

discussion: Alexander Vesely (chairman) pointed out that he would not like to see this question going out as there is no real issue identified yet.

Philippe Godin (Nortel): The scenario is not forbidden by SA2 currently and would prefer to wait for an answer of SA2.

Would also agree to leave that point open in TS 25.401 but the issue shall not be prevented by RAN3.

conclusion: not agreed

R3-041403
draft LS on MBMS Information Element coding (Nokia)

discussion: Rephrasing regarding the NSAPI length as for RAB ID was agreed

conclusion: revised to R3-031406

R3-041406
draft LS on MBMS Information Element coding (Nokia)

email approval until Tuesday, 12th October.

Final LS in R3-041407 

R3-041407
Final LS on MBMS Information Element coding (RAN3)

conclusion: agreed

14
Next meetings (agendas, etc.)

RAN WG3#45 in Shin-Yokohama, Japan 15 - 19 November 2004
TSG RAN#26 in Athens, Greece 08 - 10 December 2004
15
Any other business

No contributions

16
Closing of the meeting

The TSG RAN WG3 chairman Alexander Vesely thanked the delegates for participating and contributing to RAN WG3 meeting #44. He closed the meeting on October 08th 2004 at 14:00 hrs.
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List of participants

to be added

Annex B:
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #44

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Source File
	Decision

	R3-041255
	LS on the content of the session start message
	TSG GERAN WG2
	GP-042279
	Noted

	R3-041256
	LS on Re-authentication and key set change during inter-system handover 
	TSG CN WG1
	N1-041519
	Noted

	R3-041257
	LS on Support of service priorities in MBMS
	TSG CN WG1
	N1-041520
	Noted

	R3-041258
	LS on RIM routing addressing between GERAN and UTRAN
	TSG CN WG4
	N4-041133
	Noted

	R3-041259
	Question on the impact of L1 limitations on MBMS
	RAN1
	R1-041047
	Noted

	R3-041260
	LS on introduction of the MICH in 25.21x
	TSG RAN WG1
	R1-041048
	Noted

	R3-041261
	LS on questions on MBMS
	TSG RAN WG1
	R1-041052
	Noted

	R3-041262
	LS on Inter-RAT handover from non-shared 2G network to shared 3G network
	TSG RAN WG2
	R2-041899
	Noted

	R3-041263
	Answer to RAN1 questions on MBMS
	TSG RAN WG2
	R2-041907
	Noted

	R3-041264
	LS on AS- NAS interaction for MBMS
	TSG RAN WG2
	R2-041911
	Noted

	R3-041265
	Reply to LS on Session Repetition
	TSG SA WG2
	S2-042917
	Noted

	R3-041266
	Response LS on MBMS support in UTRAN and Session Repetition
	TSG SA WG2
	S2-042918
	Noted

	R3-041267
	Reply to LS on Summary of Agreements on Frequency Layer Convergence Mechanism
	TSG SA WG2
	S2-042919
	Noted

	R3-041268
	Reply LS on Clarification of TMGI format
	TSG SA WG2
	S2-042920 - MBMS TMGI size LS
	Noted

	R3-041269
	LS on MBMS NSAPI
	TSG SA WG2
	S2-042922
	Noted

	R3-041270
	LS on MBMS Bearer priorities
	TSG SA WG2
	S2-042929
	Noted

	R3-041271
	MBMS UE capability
	TSG RAN WG1
	R1-041253 
	Noted

	R3-041272
	Multiplexing options for MBMS
	TSG RAN WG1
	R1-041255
	Noted

	R3-041273
	LS on Assumptions on MBMS measurement
	TSG RAN WG1
	R1-041252
	Noted


Annex C:
Outgoing liaison statements of TSG RAN WG3 #44

	Tdoc
	Title
	LS To
	LS Cc
	Attachment

	R3-041397
	Final LS on Session Start repetition
	SA2
	
	

	R3-041407
	Final LS on MBMS Information Element coding
	CN3, SA2
	CN4, RAN2, CN1, GERAN
	


Note: R3-041294 and R3-041401 are under email approval until 5th November 2004.

Annex D:
List of technical documents of RAN WG3#44

	Tdoc
	Type
	Title
	Source
	'Decision'

	R3-041252
	Approval
	Revised draft report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #43
	MCC
	Revised in R3-041372

	R3-041253
	Approval
	Workplan and Working Procedures
	MCC
	Revised in R3-041373

	R3-041254
	Approval
	Agenda RAN WG3 meeting #44 in Sophia Antipolis, 04 - 08 October 2004
	Chairman
	Approved

	R3-041255
	LS in
	LS on the content of the session start message
	TSG GERAN WG2
	Noted

	R3-041256
	LS in
	LS on Re-authentication and key set change during inter-system handover 
	TSG CN WG1
	Noted

	R3-041257
	LS in
	LS on Support of service priorities in MBMS
	TSG CN WG1
	Noted

	R3-041258
	LS in
	LS on RIM routing addressing between GERAN and UTRAN
	TSG CN WG4
	Noted

	R3-041259
	LS in
	Question on the impact of L1 limitations on MBMS
	RAN1
	Noted

	R3-041260
	LS in
	LS on introduction of the MICH in 25.21x
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted

	R3-041261
	LS in
	LS on questions on MBMS
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted

	R3-041262
	LS in
	LS on Inter-RAT handover from non-shared 2G network to shared 3G network
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted

	R3-041263
	LS in
	Answer to RAN1 questions on MBMS
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted

	R3-041264
	LS in
	LS on AS- NAS interaction for MBMS
	TSG RAN WG2
	Noted

	R3-041265
	LS in
	Reply to LS on Session Repetition
	TSG SA WG2
	Noted

	R3-041266
	LS in
	Response LS on MBMS support in UTRAN and Session Repetition
	TSG SA WG2
	Noted

	R3-041267
	LS in
	Reply to LS on Summary of Agreements on Frequency Layer Convergence Mechanism
	TSG SA WG2
	Noted

	R3-041268
	LS in
	Reply LS on Clarification of TMGI format
	TSG SA WG2
	Noted

	R3-041269
	LS in
	LS on MBMS NSAPI
	TSG SA WG2
	Noted

	R3-041270
	LS in
	LS on MBMS Bearer priorities
	TSG SA WG2
	Noted

	R3-041271
	LS in
	MBMS UE capability
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted

	R3-041272
	LS in
	Multiplexing options for MBMS
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted

	R3-041273
	LS in
	LS on Assumptions on MBMS measurement
	TSG RAN WG1
	Noted

	R3-041274
	Approval
	Session start request messages 
	Motorola
	Noted

	R3-041275
	CR
	Removal of ASN ambiguity in TDD multiple RLs
	InterDigital
	in principle agreed

	R3-041276
	CR
	Removal of ASN ambiguity in TDD multiple RLs
	InterDigital
	in principle agreed

	R3-041277
	Approval
	Text Proposal for RAN3 Impacts for TDD Enhanced Uplink
	InterDigital
	Revised in R3-041384

	R3-041278
	Discussion
	Outer Loop Power Control for E-DCH
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	Revised in R3-041388

	R3-041279
	Approval
	Transferring of IP Multicast address and APN over Iur
	NEC/ Telecom Modus
	Noted

	R3-041280
	Discussion
	Functionalities split between RNC and Node B for E-DCH
	NEC/ Telecom Modus
	Noted

	R3-041281
	for Info
	Draft CR for Introducing MBMS in 25.401
	NEC/Telecom Modus
	not treated

	R3-041282
	Approval
	Notification of the NSAPI to RAN
	HUAWEI
	in principle agreed

	R3-041283
	For information
	Inclusion of Uplink TDOA UE positioningmethod in 3GPP TS25.305
	TruePosition
	Noted

	R3-041284
	CR
	MBMS changes for RNSAP
	Samsung
	Rejected

	R3-041285
	Discussion
	MICH transmission over Iub
	Samsung
	Noted

	R3-041286
	Discussion
	On HSDPA capability indicator
	Samsung
	Noted

	R3-041287
	CR
	Rerouting in MOCN
	TeliaSonera
	Revised in R3-041380

	R3-041288
	CR
	MOCN rerouting function
	TeliaSonera
	Revised in R3-041379

	R3-041289
	CR
	Indication of selected PLMN in shared networks
	TeliaSonera
	in principle agreed

	R3-041290
	CR
	MBMS stage 3 support over Iu
	Nokia
	Rejected

	R3-041291
	Discussion
	Drafting report of MBMS RANAP revised draft CR
	Nokia
	Noted

	R3-041292
	Approval
	Full RANAP support of network initiated SCUDIF
	Nokia
	Noted

	R3-041293
	CR
	Full RANAP support of network initiated SCUDIF
	Nokia
	not treated

	R3-041294
	LS out
	Completion of network initiated SCUDIF support
	Nokia
	Revised in R3-041408

	R3-041295
	TR
	Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN;Iub/Iur/Iu aspects draft v.0.3.2
	Nokia
	Revised in R3-041376

	R3-041296
	Approval
	MBMS Notifications in Iub
	Nokia
	Noted

	R3-041297
	Approval
	RET Antenna State Model
	Nokia
	Noted

	R3-041298
	CR
	RET Antenna State Model
	Nokia
	Rejected

	R3-041299
	CR
	Clarification corrections
	Nokia
	not treated

	R3-041300
	Approval
	Encoding of SIB Data segments
	Nokia
	Revised in R3-041390

	R3-041301
	CR
	Alignment of TFCI2/Signaling Bearer Re-arrangement IEs criticality and procedure text
	Nokia
	in principle agreed

	R3-041302
	Discussion
	Correction to 25.461
	Rapporteur (Siemens)
	in principle agreed

	R3-041303
	Approval
	MBMS related changes
	Siemens
	not treated

	R3-041304
	Approval
	Requirements on network synchronisation for MBMS services
	Siemens
	Noted

	R3-041305
	CR
	Clarification on RAB Release during ongoing RAB Assignment procedure
	Lucent Technologies
	Rejected

	R3-041306
	CR
	Clarification on RAB Release during ongoing RAB Assignment procedure
	Lucent Technologies
	Rejected

	R3-041307
	CR
	Clarification on handling inter-frequency HO in DRNS
	Lucent Technologies
	Rejected

	R3-041308
	CR
	Clarification on handling inter-frequency HO in DRNS
	Lucent Technologies
	Rejected

	R3-041309
	Discussion
	Draft 25.931 CR for Inclusion of MBMS scenarios
	Lucent Technologies
	not submitted

	R3-041310
	Approval
	DT messages and multiple relocations in Release 5
	Nortel Networks
	Noted

	R3-041311
	CR
	DT messages and multiple relocations
	Nortel Networks
	Rejected

	R3-041312
	CR
	DT messages and multiple relocations
	Nortel Networks
	Rejected

	R3-041313
	Approval
	DT messages and multiple relocations in Release 6
	Nortel Networks
	Noted

	R3-041314
	CR
	DT messages and multiple relocations 
	Nortel Networks
	Rejected

	R3-041315
	Approval
	RAB Modification
	Nortel Networks
	Noted

	R3-041316
	CR
	RAB Modification
	Nortel Networks
	Rejected

	R3-041317
	CR
	RAB Modification
	Nortel Networks
	Rejected

	R3-041318
	Approval
	Fallback to speech in Scudif R6
	Nortel Networks
	Noted

	R3-041319
	CR
	Fallback to speech in Scudif R6
	Nortel Networks
	not treated

	R3-041320
	Approval
	RAT preference in Iu Release
	Nortel Networks
	not treated

	R3-041321
	Approval
	MBMS Identifiers over Iur
	Nortel Networks
	Noted

	R3-041322
	Approval
	Handling of Transport Layer Information in MBMS RAB assignment Request
	Nortel Networks
	Noted

	R3-041323
	Approval
	MBMS Multicast Area
	Nortel Networks
	Agreed

	R3-041324
	Approval
	MBMS Context
	Nortel Networks
	Noted

	R3-041325
	CR
	Introduction of MBMS in TS25410
	Nortel Networks
	not treated

	R3-041326
	Approval
	Extension of the number of S-CCPCH physical channels in a TDD FACH-type CCTrCH for MBMS and Release 6
	IPWirelessInterdigital
	Revised in R3-041367

	R3-041327
	Discussion
	Corrections to TS 25.460 v6.0.0
	Vodafone Group
	in principle agreed

	R3-041328
	Discussion
	Corrections to TS 25.462 v6.0.0
	Vodafone Group
	Withdrawn

	R3-041329
	Discussion
	Corrections to TS 25.463 v6.0.0
	Vodafone Group
	Withdrawn

	R3-041330
	CR
	IP transport option correction
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed

	R3-041331
	CR
	IP transport option correction
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed

	R3-041332
	Approval
	Positioning reporting inconsistencies
	Ericsson
	Noted

	R3-041333
	Approval
	Frame fields for the Iub/Iur user-plane, SRNC Re-ordering
	Ericsson
	Noted

	R3-041334
	Approval
	Frame fields for the Iub/Iur user-plane for Outer loop power control
	Ericsson
	Agreed

	R3-041335
	Approval
	Frame fields for the Iub/Iur user-plane for Congestion control
	Ericsson
	Not agreed

	R3-041336
	Approval
	Iub/Iur frame size for Enhanced Uplink
	Ericsson
	Noted

	R3-041337
	Approval
	Introduction of an HS-DSCH Data Frame "Delay RNC reference Time" (DRT) extension
	Ericsson
	not treated

	R3-041338
	CR
	Introduction of an HS-DSCH Data Frame "Delay RNC reference Time" (DRT) extension
	Ericsson
	not treated

	R3-041339
	CR
	Introduction of an HS-DSCH Data Frame "Delay RNC reference Time" (DRT) extension
	Ericsson
	not treated

	R3-041340
	CR
	Requirements when the RS485 bus shall be driven by the secondary device missing.
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	R3-041341
	CR
	DC power supply distribution
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed

	R3-041342
	CR
	Improved demodulator characteristics specification
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	R3-041343
	CR
	Correction of idle bit definition
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	R3-041344
	CR
	RET DC power consumption clarification
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	R3-041345
	CR
	Editorial cleanup
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	R3-041346
	CR
	Reduction of risk of accidentional erasure of Ret application SW
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed

	R3-041347
	CR
	Clarification of allowed tilt operation during self test
	Ericsson
	in principle agreed

	R3-041348
	CR
	Description for procedure Alarm Subscribe
	Ericsson
	not treated

	R3-041349
	CR
	Cleanup of software download and return codes
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	R3-041350
	CR
	Tilt and calibration progress indication
	Ericsson
	not treated

	R3-041351
	CR
	Antenna Send Configuration Data procedure missing
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	R3-041352
	CR
	Clarification and minor correction
	Ericsson
	not treated

	R3-041353
	CR
	Get information procedure is incomplete
	Ericsson
	not treated

	R3-041354
	Approval
	Discussion on NAS Service Change Indicator proposed by CN1
	Siemens
	Noted

	R3-041355
	Discussion
	E-DCH - Collection of RAN3 specific todo's
	Siemens
	Revised in R3-041383

	R3-041356
	Discussion
	UL load measurement requirements for E-DCH
	Vodafone
	Noted

	R3-041357
	Discussion
	UL load measurement requirements for the support of E-DCH GBR Connections
	Vodafone
	not submitted

	R3-041358
	CR
	MOCN rerouting function
	TeliaSonera
	Revised in R3-041378

	R3-041359
	CR
	Introduction of MBMS
	Nortel
	not submitted

	R3-041360
	Approval
	Issues encountered while drafting MBMS NBAP CR
	Nortel
	not submitted

	R3-041361
	Discussion
	Introduction to Fractional DPCH
	Nortel
	Noted

	R3-041362
	Discussion
	RAN1 Discussions and Decisions on Fractional DPCH
	Nortel
	Noted

	R3-041363
	Approval
	Analysis of impact of F-DPCH on Iub/Iur
	Nortel
	Noted

	R3-041364
	Discussion
	2ms TTI over Iub
	Nokia
	Noted

	R3-041365
	Discussion
	Resource Allocation Method for E-DCH
	Nokia
	Noted

	R3-041366
	Approval
	Corrections on UE Linking principles and complement of UE De-Linking principles
	Alcatel SA
	in principle agreed

	R3-041367
	Approval
	Extension of the number of S-CCPCH physical channels in a TDD FACH-type CCTrCH for MBMS and Release 6
	IPWirelessInterdigital
	Revised in R3-041375

	R3-041368
	Approval
	Introduction of "MBMS Simulcast Accuracy Level" for P-t-M transmissions
	Siemens
	Noted

	R3-041369
	Approval
	MBMS - Correction to 25.346
	Nortel
	Agreed

	R3-041370
	Discussion
	Corrections to TS 25.462 v6.0.0 Update
	Vodafone Group
	in principle agreed

	R3-041371
	Discussion
	Corrections to TS 25.463 v6.0.0 Update
	Vodafone Group
	in principle agreed

	R3-041372
	Approval
	Final report of 3GPP TSG RAN WG3 meeting #43
	MCC
	Agreed

	R3-041373
	Approval
	Workplan and Working Procedures
	MCC
	Agreed

	R3-041374
	LS out
	draft LS on Session Start repetition
	Nortel
	Revised in R3-041396

	R3-041375
	Approval
	Extension of the number of S-CCPCH physical channels in a TDD FACH-type CCTrCH for MBMS and Release 6
	IPWirelessInterdigital
	Agreed

	R3-041376
	TR
	Introduction of the Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Service (MBMS) in RAN;Iub/Iur/Iu aspects draft v.0.4.0
	Nokia
	Approved

	R3-041377
	LS out
	draft LS on MICH
	Samsung
	Withdrawn

	R3-041378
	CR
	MOCN rerouting function
	TeliaSonera
	Revised in R3-041387

	R3-041379
	CR
	MOCN rerouting function
	TeliaSonera
	Revised in R3-041386

	R3-041380
	CR
	Rerouting in MOCN
	TeliaSonera
	Revised in R3-041385

	R3-041381
	Discussion
	Commented draft RNSAP CR
	chairman
	Noted

	R3-041382
	LS out
	draft LS Synchronisation of FDD MBMS P-t-M Transmissions from Clusters of Cells
	Siemens
	Revised in R3-041401

	R3-041383
	Discussion
	E-DCH - Collection of RAN3 specific todo's
	Siemens
	Noted

	R3-041384
	Approval
	Text Proposal for RAN3 Impacts for TDD Enhanced Uplink
	InterDigital
	Agreed

	R3-041385
	CR
	Rerouting in MOCN
	TeliaSonera
	in principle agreed

	R3-041386
	CR
	MOCN rerouting function
	TeliaSonera
	Rejected

	R3-041387
	CR
	Support of MOCN and GWCN configurations in UTRAN
	TeliaSonera
	Rejected

	R3-041388
	Discussion
	Outer Loop Power Control for E-DCH
	Telecom Modus, NEC
	Noted

	R3-041389
	CR
	clarification of data content in IB_SG_data_IE
	Ericsson, Nortel, Alcatel, Lucent
	Revised in R3-041405

	R3-041390
	Approval
	Encoding of SIB Data segments
	Nokia
	Noted

	R3-041391
	CR
	clarification correction to IB_SG_Data IE semantics description
	Nokia, Siemens, NEC
	Revised in R3-041399

	R3-041392
	CR
	State Model for RET device
	Ericsson, Nokia, Powerwave, Vodafone
	in principle agreed

	R3-041393
	Discussion
	State Model and Software Download for RET devices
	Ericsson, Nokia, PowerwaveVodafone
	Noted

	R3-041394
	Discussion
	Chairman summary of MBMS and EDCH
	Chairman
	Revised in R3-041398

	R3-041395
	Discussion
	Report of drafting session for RANAP CR on MBMS
	chairman
	Noted

	R3-041396
	LS out
	draft LS on Session Start repetition
	Nortel
	Revised in R3-041397

	R3-041397
	LS out
	Final LS on Session Start repetition
	RAN3
	Approved

	R3-041398
	Discussion
	Chairman summary of MBMS and EDCH
	Chairman
	Noted

	R3-041399
	CR
	clarification correction to IB_SG_Data IE semantics description
	Nokia, Siemens, NEC
	Revised in R3-041404

	R3-041400
	LS out
	draft LS on simultaneous use of MOCN and GWCN
	Nortel
	Not agreed

	R3-041401
	LS out
	draft LS Synchronisation of FDD MBMS P-t-M Transmissions from Clusters of Cells
	Siemens
	Revised in R3-041402

	R3-041402
	LS out
	Final LS Synchronisation of FDD MBMS P-t-M Transmissions from Clusters of Cells
	RAN3
	

	R3-041403
	LS out
	draft LS on MBMS Information Element coding
	Nokia
	Not agreed

	R3-041404
	CR
	clarification correction to IB_SG_Data IE semantics description
	Nokia, Siemens, NEC
	Technically endorsed

	R3-041405
	CR
	clarification of data content in IB_SG_data_IE
	Ericsson, Nortel, Alcatel, Lucent
	Technically endorsed

	R3-041406
	LS out
	draft LS on MBMS Information Element coding
	Nokia
	Revised in R3-041407

	R3-041407
	LS out
	Final LS on MBMS Information Element coding
	RAN3
	Approved

	R3-041408
	LS out
	Completion of network initiated SCUDIF support
	RAN3
	


Annex E:
List of "in principle agreed" Change Requests of RAN WG3#44

	Spec
	CR
	R
	Cat
	Rel
	R3 Tdoc
	Title
	Work Item
	Agenda

	25.412
	-
	
	A
	Rel-6
	R3-041331
	IP transport option correction
	ETRAN-iptrans
	10.9.1

	25.412
	-
	
	F
	Rel-5
	R3-041330
	IP transport option correction
	ETRAN-iptrans
	10.9.1

	25.413
	-
	
	B
	Rel-6
	R3-041385
	Rerouting in MOCN
	NTShar-UTRANEnh
	11.1.2

	25.413
	-
	
	B
	Rel-6
	R3-041289
	Indication of selected PLMN in shared networks
	NTShar-UTRANEnh
	11.1.2

	25.433
	-
	
	A
	Rel-6
	R3-041276
	Removal of ASN ambiguity in TDD multiple RLs
	TEI5
	10.6.6

	25.433
	-
	
	F
	Rel-5
	R3-041275
	Removal of ASN ambiguity in TDD multiple RLs
	TEI5
	10.6.6

	25.433
	-
	
	F
	Rel-5
	R3-041301
	Alignment of TFCI2/Signaling Bearer Re-arrangement IEs criticality and procedure text
	TEI5
	10.6.6

	25.461
	-
	
	F
	Rel-6
	R3-041341
	DC power supply distribution
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	11.3.2

	25.463
	-
	
	F
	Rel-6
	R3-041346
	Reduction of risk of accidentional erasure of Ret application SW
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	11.3.2

	25.463
	-
	
	F
	Rel-6
	R3-041347
	Clarification of allowed tilt operation during self test
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	11.3.2

	25.463
	-
	
	F
	Rel-6
	R3-041392
	State Model for RET device
	RANimp-TiltAnt
	11.3.2


Annex F:
History

	Document history

	Date
	TSG RAN WG3 Tdoc
	Subject

	12.10.2004
	R3-040XXX
	Draft TSG RAN WG3 #44 report distributed via TSG RAN WG3 email reflector for review.



	
	
	

	
	
	

	Author:

Juergen Caldenhoven    3GPP TSG RAN WG3 MCC Support





ETSI Mobile Competence Centre (MCC)




Tel.

+33-492-94 43 52




email:
Juergen.Caldenhoven@etsi.org








_1157865851.doc
[image: image1.png]K ey







