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Statistics of TSG RAN WG3 meeting #69
· 90 participants

· 580 contributions

· 66 agreed CRs
· 23 incoming liaison statements

· 13 outgoing liaison statements
1
Opening of the meeting

The chairman opened the meeting at 09.05 on Monday, 23rd of August.  Angelo Centonza (NSN) welcomed the delegates to Madrid on behalf of European Friends of 3GPP.
2
Approval of the Agenda
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-101973
	Agenda for RAN3#69, Madrid, Spain
	Chairman
	Agenda
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. 
Decision: Approved
3
Approval of the minutes from previous meetings
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-101974
	RAN3#68 Meeting Report, Montreal, Canada
	MCC
	Report
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the MCC Secretary.
Decision: Approved
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-101975
	RAN3#AdHoc Meeting Report, Beijing, China
	MCC
	Report
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the MCC Secretary.
Decision: Approved
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
Incoming LS
A summary of incoming liaison statements is given in Annex B. For corresponding outgoing liaison statements see Annex C.
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101977
	LS on Referencing to TS23.041 in EPS specifications (Source: CT1; To: RAN3, SA2, CT4; Cc: CT)
	ETWS, PWS
	Rel-8, Rel-9
	C1-101944
	Motorola
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (Motorola). CT1 would like to draw other group's attention that TS 23.041 scope covers Cell Broadcast short message service (CBS), Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System (ETWS) and Public Warning System (PWS) for GSM and UMTS only. CT1 would like to ask RAN3, CT4 and SA2 to ensure that, when referencing TS 23.041 from their E-UTRAN specific specifications, this limitation of the scope of TS 23.041 is taken into account, and E-UTRAN specific additional aspects need to be documented in their own specifications. Motorola has drafted a contribution in R3-102130 to incorporate these changes.
Decision: Noted
	R3-101978
	Response LS on Coding of UE AMBR, MBR and GBR (Source: CT1; To: RAN3; Cc: SA2, CT4)
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	C1-102548
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson).

Philippe Godin (ALU): ALU has papers on this topic in R3-102322 & R3-102323.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101979
	LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover (Source: CT1, CT4; To: GERAN2; Cc: RAN3, SA2)
	SAES/GELTE
	Rel-8
	C4-101573
	Nokia Siemens Networks and Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). In a CS handover the target BSS will not receive the SPID. In a PS handover CT4 does not find any problems to make the SPID available in the target core network side during the hand over procedure.
Decision: Noted
	R3-101982
	LS on Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs in CELL_FACH (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3)
	RANimp
	Rel-8
	R1-104243
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). RAN1 asks RAN3 to determine whether ‘Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs’ can be supported in the CELL_FACH state in Rel-8.
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): We have a discussion paper on this topic in R3-102079.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101996
	LS on PLMN coding in trace IEs (Source: SA5; To: RAN3)
	OAM9-Trace
	Rel-9
	S5-101565
	Motorola
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (Motorola). SA5 asks RAN3 to explicitly define the encoding format for MCC and MNC of Trace Reference in S1AP and X2AP specifications. Motorola has two papers in this topic: R3-102131 and R3-102132.

Philippe Godin (ALU) & Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): The first paragraph - Do not think this is a RAN3 problem.

LL: The assumption was that MME does not need to do any interpretation of the data. Now it has become clear that this is not the case.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101997
	Reply LS on Use cases for cell change indication from MME to E-SMLC (Source: SA3-LI; To: RAN2; Cc: SA2, SA3, RAN3, CT4)
	LCS_LTE
	Rel-9
	S3LI10_052r1
	Österreichischer Verband für Elektrotechnik
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman. Regarding the use cases, SA3-LI has not identified any new requirements at this time.
Philippe Godin (ALU): May require some RAN3 changes depending on RAN2.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101998
	Consent of Recommendation G.9971 “Requirements of transport functions in IP home networks” (Source: ITU-T SG-15; To: RAN2, RAN3)
	 
	 
	oLS_183
	Corning, Inc. and Mitsubishi Electric
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): This LS talks about QoS in home networks. This LS should have been sent to SA2.

Chairman: It may have been sent to SA2 too – it depends on whether the SA TSG chairman has propogated the LS to WGs.
Decision: Noted
6
Documents for immediate consideration
7
Organizational topics
7.1
Work plan and organisation
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-101976
	TR 30.531 v.1.1.0 for information
	MCC
	Info
	30.531
	
	
	
	
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the MCC. This TR is updated to include the latest WIs.
Decision: Noted
7.2
Future meeting dates and hosting

	Meeting
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	TSG RAN#49
	14 - 17 Sep 2010
	San Antonio, USA
	The North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#69bis
	11 - 15 Oct 2010
	Xian, China
	ZTE

	RAN WG3#70
	15 - 19 Nov 2010
	Jacksonville, USA
	The North American Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#50
	7 - 10 Dec 2010
	Istanbul, Turkey
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#70bis
	17 - 21 Jan 2011
	Dublin, Ireland
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#71
	21 - 25 Feb 2011
	Taipei, Taiwan
	HTC


8
General, protocol principles and issues
9
UTRAN Rel-8 and earlier releases
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102031
	Incorrect message reference
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1821
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper points out that an abnormal condition specifies an incorrect response message on a failure.
Ina Widegren (Ericsson): Is this really essential, and thus for Rel-8? It could be classified as editorial.

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): NSN thinks this is not essential for Rel-8, maybe OK for Rel-9.

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): I think this is clearly an error that should be corrected.

MW: ALU thinks this a essential for Rel-8.

Chairman: My opinion is that this looks like an error that should be corrected, but it is up to the group to decide.

MN: If this is classified as essential, then there will be a lot of essential CRs for Rel-8. However, NSN can agree on this particular CR.

IW: Ericsson can agree this CR.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102034
	Addition of HS-DSCH TB Size Table Indicator related context at serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1822
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds procedural text to require the Node B to include HS-DSCH TB Size Table Indicator IE in case of serving HS-DSCH RL change if 64 QAM is not used when octet aligned table is to be used, and omit it when bit aligned table is to be used.
Chairman: It seems no support for this CR
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102035
	Addition of HS-DSCH TB Size Table Indicator related context at serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1823
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	 Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102034.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102036
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1825
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Revised (Wrong CR number in the coverpage)

	R3-102399
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1824
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-102468
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1824
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds procedural text to require the Node B to indicate 64 QAM usage in case of serving HS-DSCH RL change if 64 QAM was used in previous serving cell.
ZTE: Does not think that the reconfiguration of the modulation scheme is not necessary during a RL change -> this CR is non-essential.
Ina Widegren (Ericsson): Ericsson believes that the current HS-DSCH radio link configuration should be kept in a cell change.
Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): Not all cells support 64 QAM -> so it may be useful to send this info.

-> offiline.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102037
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1826
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Revised (Wrong CR number in the coverpage)

	R3-102400
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1825
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102469
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	1825
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102036.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102038
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.423
	1632
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-102470
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.423
	1632
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds procedural text to require the DRNS to indicate 64 QAM usage in case of serving HS-DSCH RL change if 64 QAM was used in previous serving cell.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102039
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.423
	1633
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102471
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.423
	1633
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102038.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102073
	UE EDRX deactivation
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1826
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (Huawei). This CR adds IE Enhanced UE DRX To Deactivate to Physical shared channel reconfiguration message and specifies that Node B will deactivate UE EDRX if Enhanced UE DRX To Deactivate is received.
ZTE: This CR is not essential.
Chairman: Also wondering if this is essential for Rel-8.

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): In the current specification the Serving RNC is in full control of how to use EDRX, I cannot see why a change is needed.

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): This could be acceptable for Rel-10.

Chairman: Seems that there is no agreement.
Zhou Zheng (Huawei): How about accepting this for Rel-9.

-> offline to check if a Rel-9 change is acceptable.

-> Not agreed for Rel-8 and Rel-9 but may come back for Rel-10.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102074
	UE EDRX deactivation
	Huawei
	CR 
	25.433
	1827
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102073.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102075
	Clarification of HS-DSCH data transmission in enhanced CELL_FACH state
	Huawei
	CR 
	25.435
	236
	-
	F
	TEI7
	Rel-7
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (Huawei). This CR clarifies that Node B should use HS-DSCH physical layer category 12 and limit the MAC-ehs PDU size to not more than 1572 bits for HS-DSCH data transmission in enhanced CELL_FACH state. This CR is based on an agreement in RAN2#70.

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): Not essential Rel-7 in this form. This should be reformulated, and integrated with the Ericsson CR in R3-102185.
-> The Ericsson document is discussed together with this one.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): We have also a paper which corrects the problem in Rel-8 only, not touching Rel-7 -> R3-102076.
-> offline discussion.

-> The Rel-7 CR is not needed. A joint CR Rel-8 (Huawei&Ericsson) will be produced.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102425
	HS-DSCH data transmission in enhanced CELL_FACH state and the relation to HS-DSCH physical layer category
	Ericsson, Huawei
	CR 
	25.435
	243
	-
	F
	RANimp-EnhState
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). This CR combines Ericsson’s and Huawei’s proposals in R3-102075 and R3-102185.

Decision: Agreed

	R3-102426
	HS-DSCH data transmission in enhanced CELL_FACH state and the relation to HS-DSCH physical layer category
	Ericsson, Huawei
	CR 
	25.435
	244
	-
	A
	RANimp-EnhState
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102425.

Decision: Agreed

	R3-102076
	Correction of HS-DSCH DATA FRAME for Enhanced Cell_FACH state feature
	Huawei
	CR 
	25.435
	237
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (Huawei). This CR clarifies that Node B should consider the HS-DSCH physical layer category of UE as 12 if HS-DSCH physical layer category is not present, and the MAC-ehs PDU size of UE is limited to not more than 1572 bits.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102077
	Correction of HS-DSCH DATA FRAME for Enhanced Cell_FACH state feature
	Huawei
	CR
	25.435
	238
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102076.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102078
	Discussion on RL Reconfiguration for eSCC
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102079
	Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs in CELL_FACH
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (Huawei). In this contribution, the feature of “Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs” is evaluated from RAN2 and RAN3 points of view. It is proposed that the “UE with enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator” should be added into the HS-DSCH DATA FRAME TYPE 2/3 to support different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs for the UE in the CELL_FACH state.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102080
	Addition of enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator in CELL_FACH
	Huawei
	CR
	25.435
	239
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-102403
	Addition of enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator in CELL_FACH
	Huawei
	CR
	25.435
	239
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (Huawei). This CR implements the change proposed in R3-102079.
Ina Widegren (Ericsson): Good proposal. But it needs to be more explicit on feature the indicator refers to “different HS-SCCHs in continguous TTIs...”
Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): Currently the control plane does not support this feature, so we should introduce an Iur change too.

-> Revised in R3-102403.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102081
	Addition of enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator in CELL_FACH
	Huawei
	CR
	25.435
	240
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102404
	Addition of enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator in CELL_FACH
	Huawei
	CR
	25.435
	240
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102080.
-> Revised in R3-102404

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102405
	Addition of UE with enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator IE for Cell_FACH
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	1640
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang (Huawei). This CR implements the change proposed in R3-102079.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102406
	Addition of UE with enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator IE for Cell_FACH
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	1641
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102405.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102082
	Addition of common E-DCH resource information report
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1828
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lingli Pang  (Huawei). This CR adds Resource information report of common E-DCH to Audit Response and Resource Status Indication messages.
ZTE: What is the benefit of introducing this message because there is no common HS-DSCH  source information available today.
Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): This should be discussed under Rel-10.
Chairman: Not much support for this in Rel-8/9.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102083
	Addition of common E-DCH resource information report
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	1829
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102082.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102090
	Support for CSG UEs with a non-CSG CN.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	96
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8
	 Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR changes the stage 2 specification so that CSG UEs access control is performed in the HNB-GW when the CN does not support CSG.
Chairman: Is this needed in Rel-8?

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): What happens in the current system if the CN does not support CSG and a CSG UE tries to access it ?
Angelo Centonza (NSN): The Node-B simply ignores such UEs.

Vivek Jha (NEC): Section 5.1.2 does not add anything -> the addition is not needed.

MI: Does not see the need for new CRs.

VJ: In case a a CSG UE is accessing a non-CSG CN, the access control should be done in a gateway.

-> offline discussion.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102091
	Support for CSG UEs with a non-CSG CN.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	97
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9
	 Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102090.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102152
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1835
	-
	F
	TEI7
	Rel-7
	Revised

	R3-102388
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1835
	-
	F
	TEI7
	Rel-7
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by ZTE.

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): This CR is not suitable for Rel-7/8.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102153
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1836
	-
	A
	TEI7
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-8 mirror of R3-102152.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102154
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1837
	-
	A
	TEI7
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102390
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1837
	1
	A
	TEI7
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102407
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1837
	2
	F
	TEI7
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102552
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1837
	3
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by ZTE. This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102152.
Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): We also need to change the category .

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Revision should be 2 in the next version.

MN: Coverpage – uncheck ME.

Agreed unseen in 2407.

Revised in R3-102552 by MCC (wrong WI code).
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102155
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1838
	-
	F
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-102391
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1838
	1
	F
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-8
	Revised 

	R3-102408
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1838
	2
	F
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by ZTE. This CR corrects mismatches between tabular and ASN.1 that may prevent E-FACH function in a multi-carrier cell.

ZTE: Need to uncheck the ME box.

Martin Warner (ALU): Protocol IDs are missing.

Agreed unseen in R3-102408.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102156
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1839
	-
	A
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102392
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1839
	1
	A
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102409
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1839
	2
	A
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102155.
See comments for R3-102391.

Agreed unseen in R3-102409.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102157
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1840
	-
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-102393
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1840
	1
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8
	Revised

	R3-102410
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1840
	2
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by ZTE. This CR adds one new value (“infinity”) to the value range of “Enabling Delay” in 25.433.
-> Revised in R3-102393.
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): The IE is not extensible in ASN.1?

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): Yes, we should write a new parameter, which is specific for TDD.

-> ZTE to revise offline the tdoc in R3-102410.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102158
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	CR
	25.433
	1841
	-
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102394
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1841
	1
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102411
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1841
	2
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102157.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102185
	Correction related to HS-DSCH physical layer category of the UE
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.435
	241
	-
	F
	RANimp-EnhState
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). This CR adds rules for when the Node B shall use the actual UE category when sending MAC-ehs frames on the Uu interface.
Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Our understanding is that RAN2 already agreed to add this change to Rel-7. We need to address this change in Rel-7.

IW: Rel-7 is not maintained anymore.

-> offline, a joint CR with Huawei to be produced (see R3-102425).
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102186
	Correction related to HS-DSCH physical layer category of the UE
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.435
	242
	-
	A
	RANimp-EnhState
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102185.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102187
	HSDPA secondary serving cell list handling
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). There is an inconsistency between 25.423 and 25.433 related to the cell list and multi cell capable cells. The paper proposes that 25.423 should be corrected and the same capability handling function that already exist in 25.433 should be allowed.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102188
	Corrections to HSDPA secondary serving cell list handling
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1634
	-
	F
	RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102416
	Corrections to HSDPA secondary serving cell list handling
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1634
	1
	F
	RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102528
	Corrections to HSDPA secondary serving cell list handling
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1634
	2
	F
	RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). This CR implements the changes proposed in R3-102187.
ZTE: Proposes a change to the CR (the first section): Add single/dual band operation to the new sentences.

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): It is not that clear that NBAP text already covers this change.

-> An offline discussion to check if an NBAP CR is needed.

-> Revision in R3-102416.

- Needs IE IDs

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102528.

-> NBAP CR in R3-102485
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102485
	Corrections to HSDPA cell capability container
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	1842
	-
	F
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Rel-9
	Revised


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren.

Decision: Agreed

	R3-102210
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	CR
	25.423
	1636
	-
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). In the current RNSAP spec, in the procedure text for Radio Link Setup, Radio Link Addition, Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Preparation and Unsynchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration, some description for Continuous Packet Connectivity operation for 1.28Mcps TDD seems not correct and also, some description seems to be missing.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102211
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	CR
	25.423
	1637
	-
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102210.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102212
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	CR
	25.433
	1832
	-
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This CR implements the same changes as in R3-102210, but for the NBAP specification.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102213
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	CR
	25.433
	1833
	-
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102212.
Decision: Agreed
10
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	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102010
	Clarification on definition of MMEC
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	718
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). The definition of MMEC is different  in 36.413 and 23.003, and thus this CR proposes to change the definition in 36.413.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): It would be better to refer to 23.003 than to add text here. Not for Rel-8.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Supports NSN’s view.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102011
	Clarification on definition of MMEC
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	719
	-
	A
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102010.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102012
	Clarification on Pre-emption definition
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	720
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). The enumerated values of Pre-emptionVulnerability are reverse in 29.274 and 36.413. Since the ASN.1 is frozen, this CR proposes to add a note in the semantics description to clarify the situation.
Steven Xu (Motorola): Why use ‘may’ if a change is required?

Dario Tonesi (NSN): We should not define the interactions between two separate interfaces.

Francesca Seravalle (NEC): Concerns about the way the CR is written. ‘May’ doesn’t provide clear enough guidance.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Proposes to add a note into the minutes: “The two interfaces use different ENUM order.”
Philippe Godin (ALU): These enums in two different interfaces are not the same.
-> No agreement to add a note in the minutes.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102013
	Clarification on Pre-emption definition
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	721
	-
	A
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102012.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102014
	Discussion on name of Served Cells to Delete IE in ASN.1
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE-Interfaces
	 
	 Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). In 36.423, there is an inconsistency between the tabular and ASN.1 of the Served Cells To Delete IE and a semantic error in ASN.1. The paper proposes to rename the “ServedCellsToDelete” to “ServedCellsToDeleteList” (for Id) and “old-ECGIs” to “ServedCellsToDeleteList” (for Type) in ASN.1 and “Served Cells To Delete” IE to “Served Cells To Delete List” IE in tabular.
Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): What is the problem that has to be solved?

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): There is a semantic problem in ASN.1.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Supports Ericsson’s view; this is not a problem that needs solving. Anyway, it is not essential for Rel-8.

-> No support.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102015
	Correction on name of Served Cells to Delete IE
	Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	374
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102014.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102016
	Correction on name of Served Cells to Delete IE
	Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	375
	-
	A
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102015.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102314
	Issue related to double S1 connection
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-8
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). There are scenarios where the MME has a temporary double connection for a UE. This paper proposes to remove the check in 10.6 for the first message since it isn’t valid in some scenarios.
Francesca Serravalle (NEC): I can only think one scenario when this would happen. Could this problem be solved via implementation?
Osok Song (Qualcomm): I think this scenario should never happen.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): Supports NEC’s view. The proposal could even lead to security problems if the same ID is reused.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): The eNB is different and the connections can be differentiated that way.

-> Generally, the group acknowledges the problem but does not see the need for a specified solution. Instead the problem can be addressed via implementation.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102315
	Correction for double S1 connection
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	739
	-
	F
	 
	Rel-8
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102314.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102316
	Correction for double S1 connection
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	740
	-
	A
	 
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-9 mirror of R3-102315.
Decision: Not Agreed
11
UTRAN/E-UTRAN Rel-9
11.1
CRs related to closed Rel-9 UTRAN FDD/TDD WIs

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102170
	The corrections for Last Visited Cell Information
	ZTE
	CR
	36.423
	380
	-
	F
	LTE- interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102417
	The corrections for Last Visited Cell Information
	ZTE
	CR
	36.423
	380
	1
	F
	LTE- interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102505
	The corrections for Last Visited Cell Information
	ZTE
	CR
	36.423
	380
	2
	F
	LTE- interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This CR contains a few editorial corrections.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Supports this change.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): Need more descriptions and a reason for change, but NSN supports the correction.

Steven Xu (Motorola): Remove “Editorial corrections” from the Reason of Change.
-> Revised in R3-102417.

Chairman: 
- Remove change bars from the coverpage
- Add the history of the revisions
-> Agreed unseen in R3-102505

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102317
	Correction of Repetition Period
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	741
	-
	F
	 
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102418
	Correction of Repetition Period
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	741
	1
	F
	 
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). In this CR the coding of the Repetition Period IE is clarified and made unambiguous.
Manivannan Thygarajan (NSN): Does not think that this change is critical.

PG: As a clarification should simply add between brackets [each unit represents one second].

Dario Tonesi (NSN): ... or unit: [seconds].
-> Revised in R3-102418.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102318
	CMAS with RAN Sharing
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). It is unclear in Rel-9 whether PWS needs to be supported in a RAN sharing environment.  If it is, it is possible that the CBC via MMEs of different PLMNs may send the same warning message to the eNB. This paper investigates the problem and requests that RAN 2/3 discusses this to see whether there is any issue that needs to be resolved.
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): Does not support, we should have defined the requirements first.
Michael Bach (Motorola): My understanding is that the warning system would send a unique warning message.
Francesca Serravalle (NEC): This issue may exist. Will this issue also exist in MBMS broadcast systems?
Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): This paper presents two separate issues, and we should concentrate on the more important one: to make sure that the warning message gets through.
Manivannan Thyagarajan (NSN): Is there a requirement to support CMAS in a RAN sharing scenario?

-> An LS to SA1, Cc: SA2 / RAN2 to ask this question. The draft LS in R3-102419.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-102419
	DRAFT] [LS on CMAS with RAN Sharing requirements] (To: SA1; Cc: SA2, RAN2)
	
	
	
	Alcatel-Lucent
	


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This LS asks SA1 whether there is a need to support PWS in a RAN sharing environment
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): 

Chenghock Ng (NEC): Is this being discussed in RAN2

PG: No, they are waiting for our LS.

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Please smoothen the question.

Manivannan Thyagarajan (NSN): SA1 is waiting for our LS.

-> Smoothen the style of the question and replace e.g., -> for example.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102506, Final LS in R3-102507.

Decision: Agreed

11.2
CRs related to closed Rel-9 UTRAN FDD-only WIs

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102293
	CS Data forwarding support for Iur interface
	NEC
	CR
	25.420
	61
	-
	F
	RANimp-SrnsReloc
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This CR adds the description for CS data forwarding support into the specification.
Decision: Agreed
11.3
CRs related to closed Rel-9 UTRAN TDD-only WIs

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102102
	Best CELL Portions measurement report On Modification for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TD Tech, CATT, ZTE, New Postcom
	CR
	25.433
	1830
	-
	F
	CP_LCRTDD
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This CR adds the Report Characteristics Type “On Modification” to Dedicated Measurement Type “Best Cell Portions LCR”. This is because the measurement report is only useful and necessary when the Best Cell Portion changes.
Decision: Agreed
11.4
CRs related to closed Rel-9 SON WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


11.5
CRs related to closed Rel-9 eMBMS WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102115
	MBMS Session Update procedure
	Motorola
	CR
	36.444
	12
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102480
	MBMS Session Update procedure
	Motorola
	CR
	36.444
	12
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This CR updates and corrects the description of the MBMS Session Update procedure.

Philippe Godin (ALU): I have proposed this CR earlier, and it was rejected on the grounds that the IEs should be optional.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): The same opinion.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Does not see the need for this change.

-> cannot agree on the presense change in the tabular (as it is not backwards compatible)
-> offline discussion is needed on whether any change is needed to the procdural text.

-> Revised in R3-102480.

- some text is moved to stage-2 (R3-102481 and R3-102482).

Decision: Agreed

	R3-102481
	MBMS Session Update procedure
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola).

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102482
	MBMS Session Update procedure
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola).
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102160
	CR for MBMS User Data flow synchronisation
	ZTE
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by ZTE. This CR clarifies the current description which seems to suggest that the M1 - interface is located between the BM-SC and eNBs.

No support for this proposal in Rel-9 since itis not essential. ZTE may bring this again for Rel-10.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Is this really an essential correction?

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102189
	Alignment of tabulars to agreed notation for TS36.413 and TS36.423 
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.443
	27
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This CR aligns the tabular notation in 36.443 with those used in 36.413 and 36.423.
The change is agreed but the question is whether this is essential -> Yes.
Decision: Agreed 
	R3-102190
	Alignment of tabulars to agreed notation for TS36.413 and TS36.423 
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.444
	13
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This CR aligns the tabular notation in 36.444 with those used in 36.413 and 36.423.
Decision: Agreed
11.6 CRs related to closed Rel-9 LTE positioning WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102191
	Rapporteur’s update
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.455
	16
	-
	F
	LCS_LTE
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This CR clarifies the specification by modifying one verb from ‘send’ to ‘initiate’.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102319
	Notification of Location Reporting Failure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper explains that the original intention of the Location Reporting Activation was similar to the Trace Activation; that is, to report the failure of the activation only in the case of an ongoing X2 handover, and not for any other case. While this is clearly captured for the Trace, this is missing and ambiguous for the Location Reporting.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102320
	Notification of Location Reporting Failure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	742
	-
	F
	 
	Rel-9 
	Revised

	R3-102420
	Notification of Location Reporting Failure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	742
	1
	F
	 
	Rel-9 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102319.
Manivannan Thyagarajan (NSN): If MME is only a relay, should it then relay error messages back to the source of the original message?

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Agrees with the change but for different motivation.
Michael Bach (Motorola): Agrees with ALU.
-> The second part of the CR is agreeable, the first part needs offline discussion.

Decision: Agreed
11.7
CRs related to closed Rel-9 H(e)NB enhancements WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102030
	Align HNB identity with requirements for HNB unique identity.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	50
	-
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR updates the HNB identity description to include an altenative format that is aligned with the CT4 requirements in 23.003.
Zheng Zhou (Huawei): Cannot see the relationship between these two identities, thus there is no need to align them.

Chairman: Is this an essential Rel-9 correction?
Angelo Centonza (NSN): Why do we need two identities in the first place?

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): It has been discussed and concluded earlier that these identities are separate.

-> this alignment is not seen essential for Rel-9

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102032
	Add missing cause value descriptions
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	51
	-
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102421
	Add missing cause value descriptions
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	51
	1
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds the explanation of cause values for Transport, Protocol and Miscellaneous causes.
Vivek Jha (NEC): There is one cause value missing from the  tabular; although it is presented in the text below.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson):

- Should we use this kind of internal referencing from the tabular (e.g., 10.3, 10.4, etc.)?

- do we need to add “HNB” or “HNB GW” into miscanellous cause values?
Chairman: Is this Rel-9 or Rel-10?

-> Revised in R3-102421.
- Clarified that “Hardware Failure” and “O&M intervention” -> only applies to HNB
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102033
	Add missing cause value descriptions
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.468
	30
	-
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102422
	Add missing cause value descriptions
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.468
	30
	1
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds the explanation of cause values for Transport, Protocol and Miscellaneous causes.
See comments from R3-102032.

-> Revised in R3-102422

- similar cleanups as for R3-102421.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102142
	Clarification to ANR Operation
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). The current description of the ANR function does not clarify how the eNB performing ANR can tell the open mode HeNB from the macro eNB. This CR addes two notes for clarification. Especially. the proposal adds a PCI range specific to open HeNBs; to be able to differentiate them from Macro eNBs.
Osok Song (Qualcomm): There are several papers in different AIs which discuss this issue: 2282-2283 (ALU) and 2196 (Ericsson).

-> The issue exists in Rel-9

-> WIll be discussed with other related contributions (see above) in AI 12.4.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102321
	Inbound mobility functions
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	 
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR adds functions that support inbound and outbound mobility into section 4.6.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): In 4.6.2 “And only... “ is unnecessary.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): This is not an essential change.

Steven Xu (Motorola): Supports Samsung.
Osok Song (Qualcomm): These additions are already covered by the text.

Decision: Not Agreed
11.8
CRs related to Rel-9 changes introduced under TEI-9 WI

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102192
	Way forward regarding the description of Energy Saving mechanisms in Stage 2 specifications
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This discussion document proposes to add some description of the Energy Saving mechanism in 36.300.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102193
	Description of Energy Saving mechanisms
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102423
	Description of Energy Saving mechanisms
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This CR adds a description of the agreed energy saving mechanism to the relevant part of the specification.
Xuelong Wang (Huawei): If we discuss Rel-9 only, then we should concentrate on a non-centralised approach. Huawei objects the last sentence in 22.4.x.2: “The switch-off decision may also be taken by O&M.”
Osok Song (Qualcomm): Supports the CR.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Conflicting definitions in the CR: who should be informed about the switch-off: all Node-Bs or only the neighbours?
-> We may want to avoid to limit the scope of the first chapter to capacity boosters only.
-> Revised in R3-102423.
Xuelong Wang (Huawei): Lets send an LS to SA5.

-> Related LS in R3-102509 (Ericsson).
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102194
	Description of Energy Saving mechanisms
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102424
	Description of Energy Saving mechanisms
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-102193.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102509
	LS on Energy Saving Framework (To: SA5)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed

	R3-102529
	LS on Energy Saving Framework (To: SA5)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	-
	-
	-
	-
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This LS informs SA5 about the Energy Saving framework defined in this meeting.

-> Agreed, Final LS in R3-102529

Decision: Approved

	R3-102130
	Change from name CMAS to CWM and modify corresponding references
	Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	725
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102446
	Delete references to 23.041 in Tabular
	Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	751
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (Motorola).

Philippe Godin (ALU): If we change the name CMAS here, then we should change it in many specifications. CMAS is an official name, so why change it?
MB: CWM is used in 23.401, and that specification defines the warning messages for LTE.

Manivannan Thyagarajan (NSN): CMAS and CWM are not interchangeable, they are different things.

-> Offline
-> Revised in R3-102446 (note the new CR number).
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102131
	Explicit PLMN coding in Trace IEs
	Motorola, Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	726
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102499
	Explicit PLMN coding in Trace IEs
	Motorola, Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	726
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (Motorola). This CR adds text “with PLMN information coded as in 9.2.3.8” to all semantic descriptions of the E-UTRAN Trace ID IE.
-> Offline with R3-102131.
-> Revised in R3-102499

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102132
	Explicit PLMN coding in Trace IEs
	Motorola, Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	376
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102500
	Explicit PLMN coding in Trace IEs
	Motorola, Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	376
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (Motorola). This CR adds text “with PLMN information coded as in 9.2.4” to the semantic description of the E-UTRAN Trace ID IE.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Is the clarification needed over X2 given that the IE is transparent?

Philippe Reininger (Huawei):

- Need to correct the reference

- Preferable we should align the semantic description between X2AP and S12AP.

-> Revised in R3-102500.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102133
	Behaviour of eNB on receipt of trace activation
	Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	727
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (Motorola). This CR changes the text “eNB shall initiate the requested trace function”, to “eNB shall store the trace information and, if supported, initiate…”
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Cannot see the need for the change.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Is this only an alignment of stage-2?

LL: Yes, this CR is an alignment of stage-2 and stage-3 specs.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102134
	Behaviour of eNB on receipt of trace activation
	Motorola
	CR
	36.423
	377
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (Motorola). This CR adds a clarification that the eNB shall store the trace information.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102238
	DGANSS ASN.1 correction
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.423
	1639
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102398
	DGANSS ASN.1 correction
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.453
	0124
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102428
	DGANSS ASN.1 correction
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.453
	0124
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102504
	DGANSS ASN.1 correction
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.453
	0124
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). In this CR  “OPTIONAL” is changed to “optional” in DGANSS-SignalInformationItem-ExtIE.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): My understanding is that ASN.1 is case sensitive.

Martin Warner (ALU): Impact analysis is missing.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): The CR is needed !

-> Offline.

-> Revised in R3-102428, empty tdoc in the meeting server.
-> Revised in R3-102504.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102322
	Correction of UE AMBR
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper has analysed the possible setting of the value “zero” for the UE AMBR in TS36.413 and concluded that it should be considered as syntactical error if zero is received by eNB.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102323
	Correction of UE AMBR
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	743
	-
	F
	 
	Rel-9 
	Revised

	R3-102429
	Correction of UE AMBR
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	743
	1
	F
	 
	Rel-9 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102322.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): Does it make sense to have mandatory functionality in a note?

PG: it could be better to have it in the semantic description section.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): Supports ALU’s proposal.

-> clarification is needed, but where this is added will be discussed offline.

-> Revised in R3-102429.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): Note that 0 0 is a valid combination in other specs., e.g. 29.272 (S6a).

- logical error -> you send back a failure message.

Decision: Agreed
11.9
CRs related to interop. between E-UTRAN and UTRAN/GERAN

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102324
	Correction of Initial Context Setup procedure for CS fallback 
	Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Incorporated, NEC, AT&T
	CR
	36.413
	744
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102459
	Correction of Initial Context Setup procedure for CS fallback 
	Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Incorporated, NEC, AT&T, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DOCoMo
	CR
	36.413
	744
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR defines that for CS fallback by release with redirection to UTRAN, GERAN or CDMA, the eNB can reply with INITIAL CONTEXT SETUP FAILURE.
-> Revised in R3-102459.

- not agreed for Rel-9
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102379
	Response to R3-102324
	Ericsson
	Resp
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This paper presents 4 conclusions to support Ericsson’s view that the CR in R3-102324 cannot be agreed.

Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): As an alternative a UE context release approach could be used. In that case only a stage-2 clarification may be needed.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): We may be creating inter-operatibility problems to operators here.

Chairman: There does not seem to be a compromise available yet.

-> offline

-> compromise stage-2 proposal in R3-102430,

Decision: Noted
	R3-102430
	Handling of CS fallback with Release without redirection
	Alcatel-Lucent, NTT DOCoMo, Qualcomm Incorporated, NEC, AT&T, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR is a stage-2 compromise proposals (See R3-102324).


-> no support.

Decision: Not Agreed

	R3-102249
	Cause value for UE context release during CSFB
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.413
	731
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102493
	Cause value for UE context release during CSFB
	Qualcomm Incorporated, KDDI Hitachi, Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	731
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102508
	Cause value for UE context release during CSFB
	Qualcomm Incorporated, KDDI Hitachi, Motorola, NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.413
	731
	2
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102511
	Cause value for UE context release during CSFB
	Qualcomm Incorporated, KDDI, Hitachi, Motorola, NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DOCOMO, Inc., Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	731
	3
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (Qualcomm). This CR clarifies the cause values for UE context release.

-> Offline to discuss if additional cause values are needed.

-> Revised in R3-102508
Manivannan Thyagarajan (NSN): Current text is not clear on when “CSFB triggered” can be used.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102381
	Cause value for UE Context Release during CS fallback and Redirection (Response to R3-102249)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Resp, CR
	36.413
	750
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This is a response document to R3-102249 and presents Alcatel-Lucent’s approach.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102017
	Support SRB only handover for CS fallback
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	722
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn

11.10
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102018
	Support for S1 based inter-PLMN handover
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This paper has shown how to transfer the Serving PLMN in case of S1 based inter-PLMN HO. It makes 2 proposals:

1: Specify the details of how to update the Handover Restriction List during the scenario of S1-based inter PLMN Handover without MME relocation.

2: A better solution would be for the target MME to construct a Handover Restriction List only with the target PLMN as Serving PLMN during the scenario of S1-based inter PLMN Handover with MME relocation. However this topic is out of the scope of RAN3, and thus an LS to CT4 is proposed.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102019
	Support for S1 based inter-PLMN handover
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102018.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): This issue should not be addressed in our specification.

Philippe Godin (ALU): This problem should not be solved by the use of restriction lists in MME.
Francesca Serravalle (NEC): No support for this CR.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Target MME builds the restriction list. No addition seems to be needed to the spec.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102020
	Draft LS on S1 based inter-PLMN handover
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treatred


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102140
	Corrections to ASN.1 description and definitions
	New Postcom
	CR
	36.413
	728
	-
	D
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Zichao Ji (New Postcom). This CR presents two corrections to 36.413.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): This is an editorial, not suitable for Rel-9.
-> The principle of this CR is agreed, but a CR for Rel-10 is not yet seen as appropriate. It should be reissued and implemented once Rel-10 specs are available.

Decision: Not Agreed (but see the note above)
	R3-102141
	Reporting duplicate E-RAB IDs in HANDOVER COMMAND message
	New Postcom
	CR
	36.413
	729
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Zichao Ji (New Postcom). Semantic description is added with respect to the uniqueness of E-RAB ID in the E-RAB Subject to Forwarding List IE and the E-RABs to Release List IE in Section 9.1.5.2
Dario Tonesi (NSN): This change is not needed.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102195
	Correction ASN.1 for message overload stop
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.413
	730
	-
	F
	LTE-Interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This CR changes the criticality of the overload stop message from reject to ignore.
Huawei: This CR is not needed. The eNB can send an error indication to the MME.

-> Is this essential for Rel-9? No

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102240
	Re: LS on Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs in CELL_FACH
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102290
	Correction on  UE Context Release procedure due to CS Fallback triggering
	NEC, Motorola, Hitachi
	CR
	36.413
	735
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102397
	Correction on  UE Context Release procedure due to CS Fallback triggering
	NEC, Motorola, Hitachi, KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	735
	1
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Francesca Serravalle (NEC). This CR adds a text procedure to clarify eNB behaviour when it receives UE Context Release Command message with Cause IE set to “CS Fallback triggered”.
-> offline discussion on whether the change is needed.

-> Revised in R3-102397
Different companies have different understanding of SA2/CT1 specs
-> send an LS to SA2/CT1, in R3-102510

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102510
	[DRAFT] CS Fallback triggered upon Service Reject (To: CT1, SA2)
	NEC
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed

	R3-102530
	CS Fallback triggered upon Service Reject (To: CT1, SA2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Francesca Serravalle (NEC).

Nai Kagawa (KDDI): Question about the cause values.
-> Agreed, FInal LS in R3-102530.

Decision: Approved

	R3-102291
	Correction on E-RAB Release procedure during race condition between MME and eNB
	NEC
	CR
	36.413
	736
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Francesca Serravalle (NEC). This CR adds a text procedure to clarify eNB behaviour with regards to the NAS PDU IE in E-RAB Release Command in case of E-RAB Release failure.
No support from ALU, Qualcomm or Ericsson.

-> offline.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102292
	Correction of E-RAB Data Forwarding in HANDOVER COMMAND and DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING
	NEC, Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	737
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102396
	Correction of E-RAB Data Forwarding in HANDOVER COMMAND and DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING
	NEC, Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	737
	1
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102427
	Correction of E-RAB Data Forwarding in HANDOVER COMMAND and DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING
	NEC, Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	737
	2
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Francesca Serravalle (NEC). Text procedure has been added to clarify the eNB behaviour with regard to the handling of E-RABs Subject to Forwarding List IE at Handover Command. In particular it is clarified that eNB should consider as an abnormal scenario only when Transport Layer Address and GTP –TEID are missing  for both DL and UL directions. Another text procedure has been added to clarify the eNB behaviour with regard to the handling of E-RABs Subject to Forwarding Items IE at DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING.
Philippe Godin (NEC): Does not understand the reason for change: “eNB need not terminate the procedure as logical error in case of eCSFB”. Is this related only to CSFB?

Akihiko Yoshida (Hitachi): In addition to the existing change, we should add also addtional description clarifying that GTP – TEID and Transport Layer Address have to be there for both the downlink and the uplink.
PG: Does not agree the use of English in the first change.

Luis Lopes (Motorola): The version provided by the CR is an improvement, although it can still be misinterpreted.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): Rewording may be needed.

PG: Why the second change? Is it really needed

-> Revised in R3-102427.

- No agreement -> discussion to continue in the next meeting.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102294
	The handling of CSFB when Handover Restriction
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC). This contribution discusses a possible conflict setting related to a scenario when the CS Fallback Indicator IE is set and at the same time the Handover Restriction List IE is set the RAT where is the CSFB target.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102295
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.413
	738
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102488
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.413
	738
	1
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102294.
-> Revised in R3-102488
Martin Warner (ALU): typo “acoording” -> “according”, to be fixed in the implementation phase by MCC.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102296
	Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.423
	383
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102489
	Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.423
	383
	1
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102294.
Decision: 

	R3-102297
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102490
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC). This CR specifies the stage-2 impacts of the change proposed by R3-102294.
Dario Tonesi (NSN): These changes have already been catured in 24.272

Philippe Godin (ALU): We may want to capture that the HO restriction list is applicable to CSFB.

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): I do not think that we do not need to capture anything, because CSFB is a tool that covers the HO restriction list.
-> offline discussion on the scope of the restriction list.
Luis Lopes (Motorola): Depending on the outcome of the discussion, we may also want to liaison with SA2.

-> Revised in R3-102490.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102298
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102491
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-102297.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102325
	Simultaneous re-keying and CSFB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-9 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). The CSFB (CS Fallback) trigger when the UE is in active mode is done via the UE Context Modification message sent from the MME down to the eNB. However this message can also be used for a Re-keying request. It is currently NOT clarified in the specification if it is allowed to include both requests simultaneously.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102326
	Simultaneous re-keying and CSFB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	745
	-
	F
	 
	Rel-9 
	Agreed

	R3-102454
	Simultaneous re-keying and CSFB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	745
	1
	F
	 
	Rel-9 
	Withdrawn


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR defines that concurrent requests of re-keying and CSFB within the same UE CONTEXT MODIFICATION message are defined as forbidden and should lead to a logical error.
Francesca Serravalle (NEC): NEC supports this CR.

Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): This change is not backwards compatible.

PG: But leaving the specification as it is now would be more damaging than changing it.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): This is a clarification, not essential.
-> offline.

-> Revised in R3-102454

Dario Tonesi: in 8.3.4.4: double “the the”
-> further offline discussion between Ericsson and ALU.

-> The original CR (R3-102326) was agreed.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102350
	Correction of Forwarding TNL IE for Enhanced Relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	1074
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). The Data Forwarding TNL Information IE within the RANAP ENHANCED RELOCATION INFORMATION REQUEST message is optional in the tabular- and ASN.1 representation of the message, however, the procedural text describes this IE as being mandatory. This CR defines that both of them are optional.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102351
	Correction of the interaction between CN Invoke Trace and Enhanced Relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	1075
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR adds procedural text at the end of subclase 8.17.2 decribing how the Enhanced Relocation procedure should interact with the Location Reporting Control procedure.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102352
	Clarification of S1 overload function in case of eNB connected to pool of MMEs
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR adds of a note at the end of the “Overload Start” subclause in order to clarify that in case an eNB is connected to a pool of MMEs and only some of the MMEs signaled overloaded state, the eNB is still allowed to accept requests from UEs and forward them to MMEs in non-overloaded state.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): Is this change really needed?

Philippe Godin (ALU): The reason for change is fuzzy.

-> offline discussion on which scenario justifies the proposed change.

Dario Tonesi: The CR can be noted, it is no longer needed - it was clarified that is not possible to redirect a UE to another MME if the UE is registered only with original MME (23.401)
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102353
	Clarification of S1 overload function in case of eNB connected to pool of MMEs
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: This is a Rel-10 mirror CR of R3-102352.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102354
	Correction of inconsistencies between tabular, procedural text and ASN.1 code for Enhanced Relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	1076
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN).

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102356
	All Cell Information in Served Cell Information in X2 Setup/eNB Configuration Update
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This contribution discusses the content of the Served Cells IE in X2 Setup/Response. It is proposed to agree that the eNB shall include within the Served Cells IE the information for ALL cells under the eNB in X2 Setup Request/Response.
Osok Song (Qualcomm): If we modify the X2 gateway, it may cause problems in later releases.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Supports the CR.
Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): ‘Shall’ should be ‘should’.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): Agrees with the change.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102357
	Keeping neighbouring eNBs up-to-date with complete list of served cells
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN).

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102358
	Keeping neighbouring eNBs up-to-date with complete list of served cells
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: This is a Rel-10 mirror CR of R3-102357.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102359
	Complete list of served cells to be provided in X2 SETUP and eNB Configuration Update messages
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	384
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-102461
	Complete list of served cells to be provided in X2 SETUP and eNB Configuration Update messages
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	384
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN).

Decision: Agreed
12
H(e)NB mobility enhancements
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102092
	Updated WI: HNB and HeNB Mobility Enhancements
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Info
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). For information.

Decision: Noted

12.1
3G --- GW-based solution for optimized HNB-to-HNB mobility
12.1.1 Stage-2 aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102299
	Optimized HNB to HNB mobility in Cell_DCH (HNB-GW based solution)
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Samsung, Orange, IP.Access, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This paper claims that the proposed HNB-GW controlled mobility mechanism is eminently capable of handling RANAP-based mobility messaging as well as providing almost completely transparent handling of the Iu User Plane. No protocol changes are necessary, and all the necessary functionality is localized to the HNB-GW. The existing specifications need only clarify this functionality at most. This also eliminates the need for HNB development and the attendant interoperability tests.  
-> It was clarified that HNB will need to support Iu UP v1 and v2 versions

Philippe Godin (ALU): Needs to be clarified how a HNB operating v1 interoperates with another HNB operating v2.

Angelo Centonza (NSN): How about security of a GW which stored all the keys
- HNB GW is considered to be a secure node.

PG: Need to clarify how the rate control interoperates with handover.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): To clarify: In IuUP v1 there is no acknowledgements in rate control.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102376
	Response to R3-102299
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Interdigital, Deutsche Telecom
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This contribution shows that the scheme proposed by R3-102299 is not future proof, especially RANAP should not be reused for new purposes.
Patrick Tao (Kineto Wireless): Argues that the first  bullet point in NSN’s response is not true. There is already an inbuilt mechanism in the Iuh protocol stack that allow localised extensions that would not leave the domain of HeNB RAN.
AC: In theory Kineto is correct, but in practise that will not happen.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102300
	Resolving Iu UP handling for Intra HNB GW mobility
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This paper proposes that the Iu UP functionality is handled at the HNB-GW through the lightweight Interworking layer (IuhUPIF).

Philippe Godin (ALU) and Martin Israelsson (Ericsson) had doubts about the feasibility of the scheme.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102301
	Comparison of Iu UP handling for candidate solutions
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). NEC proposes that as a way forward, RAN3 agrees that solution 1 provides better mechanism for the User plane handling compared to solution 3.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102302
	Optimised HNB to HNB mobility – HNB-GW based solution
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange
	CR
	25.467
	101
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102438
	Optimised HNB to HNB mobility – HNB-GW based solution
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom
	CR
	25.467
	101
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102496
	Optimised HNB to HNB mobility – HNB-GW based solution
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom
	CR
	25.467
	101
	2
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Technically Endorsed

	R3-102531
	Optimised HNB to HNB mobility – HNB-GW based solution
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom
	CR
	25.467
	101
	2
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Withdrawn


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC).

Philippe Godin (ALU): In section 7.3 “In addition, the HNB-GW processes and forwards all the connection-oriented RANAP messages between the HNB and the CN” contradicts the earlier architectural designs.

Vivek Jha: OK to remove the said sentence.

-> Revision of the entire Stage-2 solution (updated 2302, 2303 and 2304) in R3-102438.
R3-102438; Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC):

Philippe Godin (ALU): The gateway has to intercept and store LR messages.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): 


- Need to consider other types of Location Reporting; other than the change of Service Area.

- Need to clarify that this is only relates to the optimised HNB to HNB mobility via GW.

-> revised in R3-102496

-> Email#05 until Friday


- goal is to technically endorse the stage-2


- Further checking throughout the document


- do we need to have a stage-3 for IuUP (25.415)


- Stage-2 in R3-102531


- Stage-3 in R3-102532

-> Since no comments were submitted, R3-102496 is the agreed stage-2 version
Decision: Technically Endorsed
	R3-102463
	RANAP procedure clarification in the HNB access network
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom
	CR
	25.413
	1079
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102516
	RANAP procedure clarification in the HNB access network
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom
	CR
	25.413
	1079
	1
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102532
	RANAP procedure clarification in the HNB access network
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom
	CR
	25.413
	1079
	2
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Available


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC).

Martin Warner (ALU): On location reporting: similar comments to stage-2

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Change the text of pictures along the following lines “IuUP plane is terminated in CN and HNB; additionally it may be terminated in the GW”.
-> Revised in R3-102516.

-> Email#05 until Friday, outcome in R3-102532

-> No comments received on the draft stage-3 (R3-102516) during the email discussion, thus tdoc number R3-102532 was not used.

Decision: Not Available
	R3-102303
	UTRAN Functions for HNB access
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange
	CR
	25.467
	102
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This CR updates the HNB Access functions in 25.467.
-> To be integrated with other 25.467 CRs into R3-102438.

Decision: Revised
	R3-102304
	IuUP handling during Intra HNB GW mobility
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange
	CR
	25.467
	103
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This CR introduces functional description for a new lightweight layer for Iu UP frame processing at the HNB GW in the annex section.
-> To be integrated with other 25.467 CRs into R3-102438.

Decision: Revised
	R3-102363
	Introduction of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility procedures using HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	106
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102477
	Introduction of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility procedures using HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	106
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102522
	Introduction of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility procedures using HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	106
	2
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102533
	Introduction of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility procedures using HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	106
	3
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102553
	Introduction of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility procedures using HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	106
	4
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Technically Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This CR adds stage 2 description for intra HNB GW, inter HNB mobility procedure via HNBAP in a way that is transparent to the HNB GW.
- Underlying assumption is that the scheme works on source and target HNBs supporting the same version of IuUP.

- The main difference with the RANAP-based solution: handling of UE RAB & content information is transparent to GW.
Zheng Zhou (Huawei): I do not think we need Cell_FACH.

Chairman:  Need to take out CELL_FACH for the time being.

-> Revised in R3-102522, into email approval Email#06, new version in R3-102533.
-> Revised by MCC in R3-102553 (wrong Revision in R3-102533)

Decision: Technically Endorsed

	R3-102095
	Support of UP issues for direct interface
	Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This document claims that the proposed direct interface and the solution based on HNB GW transparent relocation signalling provides the necessary information exchanges to ensure correct operation of the IuUP with no impact (seamless) to CN.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102234
	Iu-UP and HNB-HNB hand-in
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). The issues raised by this document are already covered by other contributions.
Decision: Noted
12.1.2
Stage-3 aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102362
	Support of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility in HNBAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.469
	58
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


12.1.3
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


12.2 3G --- Evaluation of other possible solutions for optimized HNB-to-HNB mobility

WF on direct interface support for HNB
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102182
	Way Forward on direct interface and Soft Handover.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This document claims that a direct interface supporting both HHO and SHO can be defined using new procedures for HHO and reusing some RNSAP procedures for SHO.
- ALU and Huawei are both supporting this.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102062
	Discussion about Soft Handover for Enhanced H2H Mobility
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102414
	Discussion about Soft Handover for Enhanced H2H Mobility
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This document makes three proposals:

1: A direct interface between HNBs should be considered only if the soft handover is applicable in the enterprise case.

2: A new protocol RSUA and new HNBAP procedures are introduced for Iurh.
3: The soft handover procedures between two HNBs can reuse the same procedures in macro cell and a membership indication shall be transferred to DHNB when the source is a hybrid cell.
Companies supporting a direct interface in Rel-10: 

YES: ALU, Huawei, NSN, AT&T, Telecom Italia

No: Vodafone, Ericsson

Multiple solutions for optimized HNB-to-HNB mobility?

PRO:YES: AT&T, Telecom Italia, Orange, Huawei, NEC, Kineto, Interdigital

AGAINST: Vodafone, TMO
-> Alcatel-Lucent and Huawei to combine their text proposals.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102093
	Introduction of HNB to HNB mobility procedure using direct interface.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	98
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102448
	Introduction of HNB to HNB mobility procedure using direct interface.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	98
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102535
	Introduction of HNB to HNB mobility procedure using direct interface.
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	98
	2
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Technically Endorsed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds material to describe inter HNB mobility procedure involving a direct interface between HNBs, and the protocol stack used.
-> Revised in R3-102448, into email approval Email#07.

-> Technically Endorsed in R3-102535

Decision: Technically Endorsed
	R3-102094
	Text Proposal for HNBRAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102449
	Text Proposal for HNBRAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102536
	Text Proposal for HNBRAP
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). The direct interface between HNBs requires a new protocol specification for the messages exchanged directly between HNBs, HNBRAP. This contribution is a text proposal for HNBRAP. This includes the changes needed for H-H HHO and CELL_FACH operation.
-> Revised in R3-102449, into email approval Email#07.

-> Noted in R3-102536

Decision: Noted
	R3-102096
	Additional messages to support HNB-HNB HO in HNBAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	55
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102450
	Additional messages to support HNB-HNB HO in HNBAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	55
	1
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102537
	Additional messages to support HNB-HNB HO in HNBAP
	Alcatel-Lucent, Huawei
	CR
	25.469
	55
	2
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). To support HNB to HNB HO via direct interface additional messages are needed in HNBAP to provide access control information and TNL values.
-> Revised in R3-102450, into email approval Email#07.

-> Noted in R3-102537

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-102063
	Introduction of architecture for direct interface between HNBs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	95
	-
	B
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102415
	Introduction of architecture for direct interface between HNBs
	Huawei
	CR
	25.467
	95
	1
	B
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102064
	Addition of new procedure to support direct interface
	Huawei
	CR
	25.469
	52
	-
	B
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102065
	Text Proposal for RSUA
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


CELL_FACH support
Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102098
	Issues related to Cell FACH support for HNB Handover.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102099
	Cell FACH support for HNB Handover over a direct interface.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102100
	Introduction of Cell_Update procedure.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	99
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102101
	Introduction of HNB to HNB Cell_FACH mobility procedure using direct interface.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	100
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102181
	Additional messages to support CELL_FACH mobility in HNBAP
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	56
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102309
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102310
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.467
	105
	-
	B
	 HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102311
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.469
	57
	-
	B
	 HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


URNTI management
Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102305
	U-RNTI management over the Iuh interface
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102375
	Response to R3-102305
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102306
	U-RNTI Management over the Iuh interface
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.467
	104
	-
	B
	 HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102307
	U-RNTI Management over the Iuh interface
	NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange
	CR
	25.468
	31
	-
	B
	 HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102308
	U-RNTI management over the Iuh interface: Comparison of Solutions
	NEC, Kineto Wireless
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102097
	URNTI management within the HNB RAN
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102364
	Management of U-RNTI for HNB to HNB Cell Fach mobility
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	107
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


*********************************************************

Way forward on enhanced HNB-to-HNB mobility for Rel10

In the context of the Rel-10 work on enhanced HNB-to-HNB mobility (RP-100364), three solutions have been identified:

1. RANAP-based

· Stage-2: 

· Stage-3:  

2. HNBAP-based 

· Stage-2: 

· Stage-3: 

3. Direct interface-based

· Stage-2:

All approaches are feasible.

It is proposed to continue work until RAN#50. If no convergence can be achieved by that time, then a vote may be required to determine which feature should be standardised in Rel-10.

Progress on CRs

1. RANAP-based (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP.Access, China Unicom)


- stage-2: 2438 -> 2496.



=> On Location Reporting: clarify that GW has to interrupt and store LR messages.



=> On Location Reporting: how to Need to consider other types of  LR; other than change of SA.



=> On Location Reporting: Need to clarify that this is only relates to the optimised HNB to HNB mobility via GW.


=> the above for all 5.x.x


=> better to refer to this functionality as “optimised HNB to HNB mobility”


=> change text of pictures along the following lines “IuUP plane is terminated in CN and HNB; additionally it may be terminated in the GW”


=> need to check the box of “Iu U-plane frame protocol management”


=> CELL_FACH will be added later (by RAN#50); the solution has changed on HNBAP.


Revised in 2496

- stage-3: 2463


=> On Location Reporting: similar comments to stage-2


=> it is unclear the level of stage-3 specification needed by this solution (to specify the double termination of protocols HNB <> HNB GW and HNB GW <> CN); do we want to change the principle we have used since Rel-8 when we introduced HNB / HNB-GW?; If so, then we should be consistent in the work for relays where similar problems apply?


-> Revised in R3-102516.




- Do we need to have a stage-3 for IuUP?




- Same clarifications as above




-> Email#05 until Friday
- goal to technically endorse the stage-2
- further checking throughout the document

- Do we need to have a stage-3 for IuUP (25.415)?

- stage-2 in 2531

- stage-3 in 2532 

2. HNBAP-based (NSN)


- stage-2; 2477



=> need to take out CELL_FACH for the time being



- What is the benefit of signalling NLS from HNB to GW?



-> Revised in R3-102522, NSN

- stage-3; 2478



-> Revised in 2497




- Still contains references to CELL_FACH




-> Email#06 until Friday





- goal to technically endorse the stage-2





- further checking throughout the document





- is there any impact on IuUP and RUA?





- need to clarify in stage 3





- what is the benefit of signalling NLS from HNB to GW?





- need to clarify in stage-2 what restrictions in terms of IuUP version/rates apply





- stage-2 in R3-102533





- stage-3 in R3-102534





3. Direct Interface based (ALU, Huawei)


- stage-2; 2448



=> Need to wait SA3 response before concluding that a direct interface without going from security GW is allowed


- stage-3; 2450




-> Email#07 until Friday





- goal to technically endorse the stage-2





- further checking throughout the document





- need to clarify in stage-2 what restrictions in terms of IuUP version/rates apply





- stage-2 in R3-102535





- stage-3 in R3-102536 / R3-102537




WA: (intra-HNB GW) HNB to HNB mobility (via CN) should be possible in Rel-9?

12.3
LTE --- Solutions for optimized (H)eNB-to-HeNB mobility
12.3.1
Requirements & scope of the work

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102241
	X2 interface for HeNB mobility enhancement: basic
	Qualcomm Incorporated, Alcatel-Lucent, NTT DOCOMO, LG Electronics, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, KDDI
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (Qualcomm). This CR reflects the agreements in Beijing AdHoc. This CR is a baseline document which will only be agreed if other (wider) CRs cannot be agreed in this meeting.
Decision: Noted

	R3-102253
	Prioritization of HeNB mobility enhancement cases
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Takeshi Okamoto (NTT DoCoMo). This paper proposes that the following three cases should be treated as first priority:

•
X2 based mobility between eNB and open access HeNB
•
X2 based mobility between two open access HeNBs 

•
X2 based mobility between two closed access HeNBs only if they have the same CSG ID
and the following case should be treated as second priority:

•
X2 based mobility between two hybrid access HeNBs only if they have the same CSG ID
Decision: Noted
	R3-102360
	X2 interface for HeNB mobility enhancement
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Qualcomm Incorporated, Ericsson, Orange
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This CR describes the X2 interface for HeNB and its usage for the mobility enhancement.

Takeshi Okamoto (NTT DoCoMo): What are the use cases for the various close/hybrid combinations? Are all these combinations really needed?

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): 

- It is unclear if the closed-to-hybrid use case / scenario is meaningful. Need to check if it comes for free once the hybrid-to-hybrid use case is addressed.
- Need to wait SA3 feedback to finalize on whether a direct X2 interface between HeNBs should be supported .

-> Agreement that we increase the scope of the work to hybrid (all combinations).

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102144
	The usage of X2 for HeNB mobility enhancment
	Samsung, Motorola, ZTE, CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). It has been agreed that X2 based mobility may be defined between eNBs/HeNBs and HeNBs in the following cases:
· Between an eNB and an open access cell HeNB;

· Between two open access cell HeNBs 

· Between two closed HeNBs only if they have the same CSG ID

This paper makes three proposals:

1: The first bullet needs to be refined as follow. 

· Between an open eNB cell and an open access cell HeNB;

· From CSG/hybrid eNB cell to an open access cell HeNB;

2: X2 based mobility from closed/hybrid HeNB to open access HeNB/eNB shall be allowed.

3: X2 based mobility between two hybrid HeNBs if they have the same CSG ID shall be allowed.

-> offline discussion during the coffee break, the results of which are:

- The first bullet should be:

· Between an eNB that does not have closed/hybrid cells and an open access HeNB;


-> This was agreed
Decision: Noted
	R3-102145
	X2 usage for HeNB mobility enhancement
	Samsung, Motorola, ZTE, CATT
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102277
	Scope of enhanced Inter-HeNB mobility in entreprise and malls
	Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper has analysed and shown that the current HeNB-HeNB mobility from closed cell to closed cell entirely relies (for access control) on the fact that the source cell is certain that the target cell belong to the same CSG. Based on this, it is shown that the other cases like hybrid/closed cell to closed/hybrid cell mobility can also work as safely w/o any further access control breach.
-> For the HeNB to HeNB case, we should look at the case of HeNBs directly connected to the same MME or the same HeNB GW (only in the defined use cases) ?
Decision: Noted
	R3-102279
	Introduction for enhanced inter-HeNB mobility architecture 
	Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102280
	Introduction of enhanced inter-HeNB mobility function 
	Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).

Decision: Not Agreed
-> offline

	R3-102175
	Overview on X2 Connections in HeNB System
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE). This contribution analyzes different X2 solutions with applicable scenarios and proposes that:

1: Both “direct X2” and “GW-based X2” should be supported in a HeNB system.

2: Different X2 connections are adopted for different usage. Direct X2 connection is mainly used for intra-domain mobility and coordination; GW-based X2 connection is mainly used for inter-domain coordination.

3: RAN3 should further discuss on details of coexistence of both X2 architecture.

Steven Xu (Motorola): What are the intra-domain and inter-domain mobilities?

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Should we support both GW-based and direct X2-based solutions?

- Are there scenarios to justify the co-existence of both approaches?

Decision: Noted

	R3-102179
	X2 interface between HeNB GWs
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by ETRI. This paper makes two proposals:
1: X2 interface between HeNB GWs should be supported to support mobility enhancements for HeNB.
2: Add a function for HeNB GW to setup X2 connection with other HeNB GW.
Decision: Noted

	R3-102113
	Consideration on (H)eNB to HeNB mobility enhancement
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jian Xu (LG). In this paper, the (H)eNB to HeNB mobility enhancements were discussed and two proposals are made:

1) X2-Gateway based indirect interface is recommended to RAN3 for the eNB to HeNB mobility enhancement. 

2) Direct X2 interface is acceptable for the HeNB to HeNB mobility enhancement.

Osok Song (Qualcomm): What if there is no HeNB GW? It is an optional element.
Philippe Godin (ALU): This proposal makes sense. Either you have many femtos and those are connected to a GW, or you have a few femtos which are directly connected to an MME which is not so loaded in this case.
Decision: Noted

CB: Revision of WF on scope of the work, in R3-102439.
	R3-102439
	Way forward for the scope of mobility enhancement for HeNB


	ALU, AT&T, NTT DOCOMO, NEC, Huawei, CATT, New Postcom, Qualcomm Incorporated, Nokia Siemens Network, InterDigital, Samsung, Motorola, KDDI, Fujitsu, Hitachi, Mitsubishi


	Appr
	
	 
	 
	 
	 HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (ALU). This contribution summarizes the conclusions of offline discussions for the scope of the mobility enhancement for HeNB.
Remaining open issues:

Q1) Should unidirectional X2 HO from closed/hybrid HeNB to open access (H)eNB be supported?

Q2) For the purposes of the X2 mobility optimizations, should the assumption be made that a HeNB GW belongs to only a single MME pool?

Q3) For the eNB-HeNB case, what kind of X2 (i.e. direct X2, X2 GW based or both) will be standardized?

Q3-1) For HeNBs served by a HeNB GW, X2 shall establishment with an eNB happen via the X2 GW?

Q4) Should a HeNB be allowed to use at the same time an X2 via GW and another direct X2 interface?

Catalina Mladin (Interdigital):

Add one more question: Q5) If Q4 is YES, should a HeNB be allowed to use both a direct X2 and an X2GW with the same target?

- This was later removed on the request of Interdigital.
Decision: Noted

12.3.2
HeNB to HeNB mobility

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102278
	Solution for enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility 
	Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper makes two proposals:

Proposal 1: agree to allow the use of direct handovers over X2 for intra-CSG inter-HeNB mobility in Rel-10.

Proposal 2: the Path Switch Request message is reused to switch the user plane. When an HeNB GTW is deployed it terminates the Path Switch Request and switch the UP path if it terminates the UP, otherwise it relays transparently the Path Switch Request to the MME. 

or

Proposal 2bis: the Path Switch Request procedure is relayed transparently by the HeNB GW to the MME when it doesn’t terminate the user plane. The TNL Update S1AP procedure is used instead between the HeNB GW and the target HeNB when the HeNB GW terminates the user plane.

- Do we want to support termination of PS at the GW?

- Need to have consistent decision with the intra-DeNB HO optimization discussion

- The difference between relays and HeNBs is that DeNB is always there. Also, for the HeNB we need to consider LIPA.
Decision: Noted

	R3-102281
	Introduction of enhanced inter-HeNB mobility procedure
	Alcatel-Lucent, KDDI
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102067
	Issues on X2 based handover procedure terminated at X2 GW
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This contribution provides a thorough analysis of terminating the X2 handover procedure at the HeNB GW.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102146
	X2 termination at the GW
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This contribution analyzes the necessity and feasibility of terminating the HO signaling at the GW. It proposes that it is necessary to support the X2 based HO terminated in the GW for intra-GW intra-CSG/between open access mode mobility. 
Decision: Noted

	R3-102066
	Issues on X2 based intra-CSG handover
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn

	R3-102147
	HeNB GW functionality to terminate X2 handover procedure
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion:
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102180
	Access Control for X2 mobility enhancement
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sangchul Oh (ETRI). This paper discusses the successful and unsuccessful cases of access control procedure for X2 mobility enhancement in LTE between CSG HeNBs. Two proposals are made:

1: the access control procedure for X2 mobility enhancement in LTE between CSG HeNBs should be considered.

2: new messages such as ACCESS CONTROL REQUEST, ACCESS CONTROL RESPONSE, and ACCESS CONTROL FAILURE and procedure should be defined and added in the current S1AP protocol for the access control for X2 mobility enhancement in case of inter-CSG HeNBs.
Decision: Noted

X2 setup

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102361
	X2 mobility via HeNB GW proxy
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This paper focuses on X2 mobility scenarios based on the presence of a HeNB GW X2 proxy. It provides an overview of possible issues with such scenarios and a potential way forward. Three proposals are made:
1: If a MME receives a eNB CONFIGURATION TRANSFER where the target is a HeNB served by a HeNB GW and if the procedure needs to be followed by a MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER, the MME shall forward the MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message to the HeNB GW serving the HeNB on the basis of the target TAI (i.e. MME performs TAI based routing).
2: If a HeNB GW receives a MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER targeted at one of its served HeNBs and including a SON Information Request IE set to “X2 TNL Configuration Info”, it shall reply with a eNB CONFIGURATION TRANSFER including HeNB GW eNB ID as “Source eNB ID” and HeNB GW TNL Address as “X2 TNL Configuration Info”. Optionally, the HeNB GW may include the E-CGI of the target HeNB in the eNB CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message.
3: Only one X2 interface is possible between HeNB GW and any suitable eNB/HeNB. Cells of HeNBs served by the HeNB GW are seen as HeNB GW cells by (H)eNBs connecting to those HeNBs via X2.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102116
	X2 setup between HeNBs
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This contribution analyses the X2 setup between HeNBs. The X2 setup can occur as a result of HeNB initiated TNL address discovery. Two proposals are made:
1: The operator can control which transport layer address in the HeNB is used for X2 connections with neighboring HeNBs.

2: When the HeNB-GW receives a MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message containing the SON Information Request IE for its HeNB, the HeNB-GW forwards the MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message to its HeNB.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102117
	X2 setup between macro eNB and HeNB-GW
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This contribution analyses the X2 setup between macro eNB and HeNB-GW. The X2 setup can occurs as a result of macro eNB initiated TNL address discovery towards the open HeNB, or the open HeNB initiated TNL address discovery towards the macro eNB. The proposals are:

1: When the HeNB-GW receives a MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message containing the SON Information Request IE for its HeNB, the HeNB-GW forwards the MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message to its HeNB.

2: When the HeNB-GW receives a MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message containing the X2 TNL Configuration Info IE for its HeNB, and the source eNB is a macro eNB, the HeNB-GW may use the X2 TNL Configuration Info to initiate the X2 TNL establishment. The HeNB-GW also fills its X2 address in the X2 TNL Configuration Info IE when sends the MME CONFIGURATION TRANSFER message to its HeNB.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102148
	Open issues for eNB to HeNB mobility
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung).This contribution analyzes the open issues for eNB to HeNB mobility in case of X2 GW -based solution. The following proposals are made:
1: RAN3 to take the GW based solution as the way forward.

2: Agree the corresponding CR.

3: Discuss those open issues and have a conclusion.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102068
	Analysis on the X2 Handover between HeNB and Macro eNB
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This document discusses the the pros and cons of direct X2 and X2GW in two typical scenarios, the scalability issue of Pico and HeNB cells, and some issues related to X2 handover/setup based on the direct X2/X2GW solution. The observations are:

1) When considering the selection of direct X2 or X2GW, the decision should be made based on the clear deployment scenario. 

2) Before continue discussion on X2 direct interface it should be clarify the lack of support of for HeNB, HeNB are not yet design to support X2. The GUMMEI IE is one issue.
3) For the X2GW solution, the HeNB GW should be able to store X2 interface information and to help the following X2 connection establishment to the Macro eNB and the HeNB.

Decision: Noted
**********************

Questions on HeNB to HeNB mobility solution (Osok Song):

1. For the defined use case, should we look at only the case of intra MME pool or HeNB GW?
2. Should we as baseline the GW-based solution?

3. Should we support both GW-based and direct X2-based solutions (pending SA3 feedback).
4. If yes to 3, should we preclude the case of a HeNB supporting at the same time an X2 via GW and another direct X2 interface?

5. Do we want to support termination of PS at GW (will be discussed also in the context of relays)? Should we restrict to the case of GW not terminating the U-plane?
6. How is the GUMMEI issue addressed?

Agreement & WA about the X2 based mobility enhancement for HeNB:

In the scope of the HeNB mobility enhancement, X2-based mobility is allowed in the following cases:

· Between an eNB that does not have closed/hybrid cells and an open access HeNB;

· Between two open access HeNBs;

· Between two closed/hybrid HeNBs only if they have the same CSG ID (under the assumption that there is no more additional effort required besides those that are required to support hybrid-hybrid mobility with the same CSG ID).

WA1) The X2 based mobility shall be performed only for the intra MME pool case.

WA2) When a HeNB GW is present, X2 HO shall be performed only for the intra HeNB GW case.

WA3) For HeNB-HeNB case, both direct X2 and X2-GW based solution will be standardized, to address different deployment scenarios and use cases.

Principles of X2 setup (Steven Xu)

Way Forward in R3-102501
- Not Agreed, discussion to continue at the next meeting.

12.3.3
eNB to HeNB mobility

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:

	R3-102254
	Applicable network architecture for X2 based mobility between HeNB and eNB
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102149
	X2-GW for supporting HeNB mobility enhancement
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102118
	HO type determination for enhanced eNB-HeNB mobility via HeNB-GW
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102139
	Principles for X2-GW functionalities in HeNB GW
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102226
	Discussion on routing X2AP messages with X2-GW
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102227
	Add the function of routing X2AP message to HeNB-GW
	CATT
	Disc
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102196
	Addressing of HeNBs
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102282
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells and macro CSG cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102283
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells and macro CSG cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102284
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells and macro CSG cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	734
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh 
	Rel-10 
	Not Treated


12.4
Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:

	R3-102166
	The Energy Saving For HeNB
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102233
	On Rel-9 HNB-HNB active mobility
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102029
	Draft WI Status Report enh mob
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Report
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-10
	Not Available


13.
Enhanced interference management for HNBs WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102232
	On Enhanced Interference Management for CSG HNBs
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). This paper addresses the open questions recorded in RAN3#68 for the EIM technique. The proposed technique is the only one evaluated to fulfill the requirement of extending Rel-9 EIM technique to the case of CSG HNBs and CSG UEs. The paper makes two proposals:
1: RAN3 is asked to identify the technique in section 2.2 as satisfying the EIM WID requirements of extending a Rel-9 EIM technique, as well as satisfying the WID restrictions on macro impact and UE procedure and signaling reuse.

2: RAN3 is asked to take the necessary steps to standardize the technique in section 2.2 for achieving the EIM WID objective of mitigating HNB-to-Macro DL interference.

- PCI used for training can be statically configured in the neighbour relations of the macro.
- what if the non member UE initiates an emergency call?

- is it the case that the CSG CN does mandatory access control for a CSG UE accessing via a CSG cell (Philippe Godin)?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102365
	Comments on Enhanced Interference Management for HNBs
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This paper explains some of the issues that might be encountered by applying the solution described by Qualcomm. The paper explains that although that solution is able to gather a higher number of information in interference levels involving HNBs, it is not obvious that the techniques used to gather such information are beneficial. Furthermore, this paper proposes that NLM-based IM be adopted within the Rel-10 timeframe. Further solutions, such as mechanisms for collecting UE measurements may be useful for additional fine-tuning, once the open issues have been addressed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102366
	Comments on Enhanced Interference Management for HNBs: Radio Aspects
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This contribution discusses a number of radio interface related aspects of Qualcomm’s proposal. The paper recommends that NLM-based power control is an essential prerequisite for successful HNB interference management. UE reports may provide some fine tuning for the NLM-based power control in certain scenarios. However, it is not clear how much benefit there is from collecting reports from non-CSG UEs, compared to CSG UEs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102377
	Response to R3-102366
	Qualcomm
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). This paper clarifies a few issues on the HNB enhanced interference management discussion:

1: Use of NLM in power calibration is an integral part of the EIM proposal, where NLM-based power calibration is fine-tuned by the availability of non-member CSG UE measurements. 

2: RAN4 already documented use of NLM for interference management, but also recommended that measurements fron non-member UEs be made avaialble to the HNB.

3: The power-calibration performance of EIM is never less than that NLM as EIM “fine-tunes” the NLM-based power level by using measurements from non-allowed UEs.

4: The availability of non-member (and member) UE reports is the basis of the power-calibration improvements of EIM.

5: Standardization would allow fine-tuning of the EIM method.

Decision: Noted
-> WF: NLM is an integral part of interference management for HNBs. The technique above may be beneficial in some scenario. The technique is implementable but there is no need to add further changes to the standard (to make it fine-tunable).

-> This work item is proposed to be closed in the next plenary.

14.
Relays WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101992
	LS on Enhancing the AS security (Source: SA3; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, SA5)
	LTE-Advanced
	Rel-10
	S3-100901
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). SA3 would like to know whether RAN2 has any issues with enhancing AS security to provide integrity protection for S1-AP and X2-AP signalling across the Un interface.
Decision: Noted
	R3-101993
	Reply LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (Source: SA3; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2, SA5)
	LTE-Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	S3-100924
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This LS contains SA3’s reply to an earlier RAN3 liaison:
1) SA3 thinks that the secure connection between RN and OAM may or may not go through the DeNB in all cases. 

2) SA3 thinks that the secure connection between RN and OAM may or may not be direct. 

3) SA3 thinks that, while TLS was most probably a good choice, other possibilities should not be ruled out at this point in time. 

4) It was observed during SA3#60 that the model presented by RAN3 in the LS does not seem to cover the case of management data sent directly from the DeNB.

- SA3 is not yet clear on the direct secure interface between OAM and RN.

- Q: Question on whether there is management information configured by the DeNB (A: Yes, this is transported via RRC)

CB: Reply LS to SA3 (Angelo Centonza) in R3-102444.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102444
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (To: SA3; Cc: SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102512
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (To: SA3; Cc: SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102538
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (To: SA3; Cc: SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102539
	Reply LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (To: SA3; Cc: SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN).

- ‘management data’ -> ‘configuration information’

- Action is to SA3 (not RAN2)

- we may have to revisit the stage-2 CR on O&M requirements at next meeting depending on the outcome of the discussion with SA3

- Need to point out that the RN connects to O&M again

-> Revised in R3-102512.
- Remove highlight

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102538, Final LS in R3-102539

Decision: Approved

14.1
O&M requirements
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102199
	RN OAM Requirements
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This document is reflecting the agreements of Beijing AH. It is to be updated based on decisions of this meeting.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102040
	Un QoS Requirement for S1/X2 and OAM
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This contribution discusses the QoS requirements of RN bearers and the bearer mapping in the Un interface. The following proposals are made:

1:
In case of different PDN connection for OAM from backhauling, the alarm messages shall be mapped over a dedicated bearer, instead of being mapped over the same bearer that carries S1 and X2 messages between the RN and the DeNB.

2: 
In case of different PDN connection for OAM from backhauling, the OAM software downloads shall be mapped over a dedicated bearer, instead of being transported together with the user plane traffic.

3: 
The setup of the dedicated bearer(s) for OAM should be event-triggered, instead of being present at all times.

4: 
The RN-requested bearer resource setup/modification procedure should be remained.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Proposal 3 is not clear. Does this include the reporting of alarms.

YW: Yes

Angelo Centonza (NSN): The first change in the text; does this apply to all messages.

YW: Yes

Gino Masini (Ericsson):Whether it is worth to have event-triggered bearer setup as opposed to a permanently setup non-GBR bearer setup for real-time alarms? Can RN setup a Un bearer for O&M bearer.

Chairman: Do we have a requirement that PDN GW for OAM connection could be external to DeNB ?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102041
	The default PDN connection for RN initial access
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This document analyzes the handling of PDN connection in RN initial access procedure, and proposes that the default PDN connection for RN should be the one connected to the OAM system.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): This assumes that we are supporting multiple PDNs.

Angelo Centonza (NSN): Default PDN stored in the RN profile points to the APN that allows the RN to connect to the network at setup. After configuration from O&M, the RN could attach to a different APN.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102197
	Relay Issues with Different OAM Systems
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). In relay deployments, RNs and DeNBs are all RAN nodes belonging to the same network and sharing quite a number of commonalities. The assumption that they be managed by separate and non-communicating OAM systems is an unnecessary added complexity at this stage. We propose, therefore, to remove the corresponding sentence from the current text proposal as per the related CR.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): The itf interface is not in use, at least it is not fully standardised.

Angelo Centonza (NSN): We are supporting Ericsson. 

-> The main point is to change the assumption that the two systems do not communicate in a standard fashion.
Alternative sentence from ALU: “RN O&M and DeNB O&M systems may be different. Standardized solutions allowing O&M management of RN and DeNBs without communication of these O&M systems should be preferred”.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): Supports the alternative sentence.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Also perfers the alternative.

-> offline

Way Forward? 

Gino Masini (Ericsson) proposes:

- As O&M systems could be different, standardised solutions for management of RNs and DeNBs minimizing information exchange between the related O&M systems should be preferred. -> Agreed
-> We will also send an LS to SA5 in R3-102513.
- attach init procedure

- RAN3 understanding is that O&M systems could be different

- in any case, we would like to ensure that there is a standardised communication to talk to each other RN and DeNB (in the management sense).

Decision: Noted

	R3-102513
	[DRAFT] LS on OAM architecture issues for RNs (To: SA5; Cc: SA3)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102540
	[DRAFT] LS on OAM architecture issues for RNs (To: SA5; Cc: SA3)
	Ericsson
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102541
	LS on OAM architecture issues for RNs (To: SA5; Cc: SA3)
	RAN3
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson).

- Ask SA5 for consequences/feedback

- Add step-5

-> agreed unseen in R3-102540, Final LS in R3-102541.

Decision: Approved

	R3-102198
	RN and DeNB OAMs should be able to exchange info
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102514
	RN and DeNB OAMs should be able to exchange info
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102542
	RN and DeNB OAMs should be able to exchange info
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson).

- Add a note to reflect the status of SA discussion (security could be ‘hop-by-hop’)
- delete reference ‘x’

- add a note that the model refers to the regular operation of a RN (after phase 1 of initial attachment as specified in xxx)

-> Revised in R3-102514.
Philippe Godin (ALU): last ‘i.e.’ -> ‘e.g.’

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102542.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102285
	O&M and security requirements on IP addresses
	Alcatel-Lucent 
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Relay
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).
Decision: Noted
	R3-102286
	P-GW function embedded in Denb
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	Relay 
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102445
	P-GW function embedded in Denb
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	Relay 
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). 
It is clarified that all P-GW functions are embedded in the DeNB and none can be external to the DeNB.

 It is also clarified that separate IP address can be allocated to O&M which can be either routable (external) or not routable (internal)
Yang Ning (CMCC): What does the last sentence mean: “May or may not allocate...”
Gino Masini (Ericsson): Why not say: “May allocate...”
- No need to change the first sentence and third paragraph.
- the second change may need rewording

- should be clarified that the text relates to the normal operation (after the setup/configuration phase).

-> It is agreed that all the supported P-GW -like functions related to the RN are embedded in the DeNB? -> Huawei objects.
-> offline

-> Revised in R3-102445.

Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102374
	Response to R3-102286
	Huawei
	Resp
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). Huawei proposes to keep the sentence as it is.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102104
	Issue in Relay Attach Procedure
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This contribution discusses the open issue of RN attach and proposes:

1: If solution 1 or 2 is selected, corresponding LS should be sent to SA2/SA3/SA5 to see whether there is a risk for OAM system


2: If solution 3 is selected, corresponding LS should be sent to RAN2 with the suggestion of RAN3.

Decision: Noted

14.2 RN initial attachment/release
DeNB & MME selection
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102255
	Deployment concerns on RN preconfiguration
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Vodafone, KDDI, TeliaSonera, Orange, CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). In this paper, the co-sourcing operators highlight the operational burden of relying on preconfiguration of DeNB cells which RN is allowed to access. Based on the issues raised in this contribution, the co-sourcing operators would like to make the following proposals:
1:
RN start-up should be possible without having to preconfigure an accessible DeNB cell list.

2:
RAN2 should investigate an access control mechanism for the RN access to DeNB cell assuming no pre-configuration is in place. 

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Why can’t we configure the RN with the full list of all DeNBs?
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Some DeNB may not be suitable for RN access.

Vince Spatafora (AT&T): The highest priority for this change is disaster recovery since then a large number of eNBs will be deployed simultaneously and there is no time for configuration.
- Are we happy with the current assumption that RN is preconfigured with a list of DeNBs it can access?

- Why can’t we confgure the RN wth the full list of all DeNB?

Decision: Noted

	R3-102042
	DeNB and MME Selection
	Huawei, CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: 
Decision: Noted
	R3-102245
	Start-up procedure for relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102451
	Start-up procedure for relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm).

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102176
	Detailed Considerations on RN Attachment
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hua mary Chion (ZTE).

This tdoc was presented only in connection with the GW selection discussion.

Decision: Noted

*************************

The compromise solution (from the coffee break offline discussion):

0. [OFFLINE] MME advertises its support of Relays to the eNB during the S1 setup. FFS whether to use existing It is contemplated
1. RN attaches to the NW as UE and downloads from O&M the list of DeNBs.

2. RN detaches the NW as regular UE

3. RN attaches the NW as RN selecting one of the DeNBs in the list provisioned in #1

4. During attachment, RN tells the DeNB “I am a RN node” and based on this information DeNB selects the appropriate MME
CB: capture the above in a revision of R3-102245 in R3-102451.

LS to RAN2 with the progress on RN initial attachment and gently request to add the bit over RRC - in R3-102452.

	R3-102452
	[DRAFT] LS on Relay Startup

	Qualcomm
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102475
	[DRAFT] LS on Relay Startup


	Qualcomm
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102476
	LS on Relay Startup


	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the Chaiman.

- remove SA5, a specific LS will be sent to SA5 later.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102475, Final LS in R3-102476.

Decision: Approved
Not Treated:

	R3-102184
	Initial Attachment of RN-UE
	Vodafone, Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, NTT DoCoMo, ZTE, LG, OrangeSA, KDDI
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102244
	Initial Provisioning for Relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102370
	Solution for RN configuration
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102027
	RN Initial Attachment Procedure
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102135
	MME Selection for RN
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


GW selection
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102119
	GW selection for RN-relay
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This contribution analyses the options for PGW/SGW selection and proposes that:
Proposal 1: RAN3 to decide if option 1(fixed approach in MME) or option 3 (DNS-based SGW selection with considering the DeNB’s eNB ID) should be used.

We believe that Option 1 is enough. A draft CR based on Option 1 can be found in ([5])

Yan Wang (Huawei): Prefers solution 3.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Why option 2 was eliminated in the analysis?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102384
	Response to R3-102119
	Potevio
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Weidong Gao (Potevio). Potevio believes that option 1 introduces unnecessary delay.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102120
	GW selection for RN-relay
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102231
	S/P-GW selection during RN startup procedure
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). CATT prefers the “Donor Indication” based solution because it might have better performance for the RN startup procedure.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102121
	PDN connections for relay node
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This contribution analyses the options for PGW/SGW selection and proposes:

Proposal 1: RN uses two different PDN connections, the 1st one for the initial attach, and the 2nd one for normal operation. 

If RAN3 decides that RN can connect to any eNB, or uses normal GW for initial attach:

Proposal 2: The RN’s request for the 2nd PDN connection triggers the MME to select the GW in the DeNB.


Proposal 3: Send a LS to SA2/CT1 asking for their opinion.

Decision: Noted
**************************

-> CB: offline (Steven Xu, Motorola)

- Fixed approach for GW selection (Relay-UE’s SGW/PGW uses same IP address as the DeNB’s eNB function) ?

- May have some relation with SA2 discussion on SIP10.

Release
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102256
	Detach procedure for relays
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., CATT, Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, Huawei, Potevio, New Postcom, Nokia Siemens Networks, NEC, LG Electronics
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102457
	Detach procedure for relays
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., CATT, Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, Huawei, Potevio, New Postcom, Nokia Siemens Networks, NEC, LG Electronics, ZTE, Alcatel-Lucent, Mitsubishi
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102515
	Detach procedure for relays
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., CATT, Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, Huawei, Potevio, New Postcom, Nokia Siemens Networks, NEC, LG Electronics, ZTE, Alcatel-Lucent, Mitsubishi
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DOCoMo). This CR specifies the detach procedure for relays.

Steven Xu (Motorola): Why the equivalent of step 3 is not in the attach procedure (which was discussed earlier)?

Philippe Godin (ALU): How is the DeNB informed about the NAS detach?

(S1 detach procedure is the trigger for step 2 and 3 and should be explicitly shown.)
Hua mary Chion (ZTE): How about the UEs which might have attached the DeNB during the process.
HT: This procedure will only be used when there are no UEs attached to the relay.

-> offline

-> Revised in R3-102457

- mark addition as “FFS”

-> Revised in R33-102515.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102177
	RN release procedure
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn

Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:

	R3-102105
	Discussion on Issue about RN Confirmation
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102050
	Relay Node Un Signalling Transport Support
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102051
	Signalling Transport Relay Node Support
	Huawei
	CR
	36.412
	19
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102052
	Signalling Transport Relay Node Support
	Huawei
	CR
	36.422
	17
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


14.3 HO related / U-plane
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102368
	HO Type Determination for RNs
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


14.4 HO related / C-plane

eNB ID and ECGI configuration
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102257
	E-CGI configuration for relay nodes
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., KDDI, Orange
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This paper looks into open issues on RN E-CGI configuration. It proposes that:

1:
RN E-CGI should be configured by DeNB via RRC or S1 setup procedure. It is FFS how DeNB ensures the E-CGI uniqueness (e.g. using both DeNB SIB and RRC/S1, or only RRC or S1).

If agreed by RAN3, it is also proposed: 

2:
RAN3 should send an LS to RAN2 to ask whether there is any concern to configure RN E-CGI by RRC.

Yan Wang (Huawei): the O&M solution is more beneficial.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102258
	[DRAFT] LS on Relay Node E-CGI configuration by RRC
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102247
	Configuration of Cell Identity for relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102123
	ECGI assignment for RN
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102124
	LS on ECGI assignment for RN
	Motorola
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102028
	Discussion of remained issues on RN’s eNB ID
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102045
	The configuration of eNB ID and ECGI for RN
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102178
	ECGI uniqueness of RN
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102137
	ECGI Configuration for RN
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102221
	Discussion on uniqueness of ECGI configuraion
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102288
	Configuration of E-CGI and radio parameters for Relay Operation
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Relay
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


**************************

Solutions for ECGI configuration:

- O&M: 


-- Huawei, NSN, Ericsson, CATT

- are conflict resolutions (between IDs assigned to the RN and the IDs used by the cells under DeNBs) achievable at NMS?

- DeNB-based: 
-- NTT DoCoMo, Qualcomm, ALU, Motorola, ZTE, KDDI, New Postcom

- RRC


- S1 Setup

-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting.

Neighbor cells handling and HO type determination
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102046
	Handover request routing toward RN
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102455
	Handover request routing toward RN
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This CR captures the agreement of eNB ID of RN == eNB ID of DeNB. This CR specifies the handover request routing for inbout HO toward RN.
Haijing Hu (CATT): Need to remove S1 from the first TP -> agreed

-> revised in R3-102455

Steven Xu (Motorola): In 10.1.2.1.1, “remove S1 Proxy” -> agreed

-> Cleanup CR to remove references to S1 HO from the first paragraph (Motorola) in R3-102456.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102122
	Neighboring cell handling and HO Type determination
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola).

1. First we propose to agree that RN know whether its DeNB have X2 with the target eNB, via the X2 Setup procedure and eNB Configuration Update procedure.

2. Then we propose to discuss 

· How to indicate the available of X2 between the DeNB and the neighboring eNB in X2 Setup procedure, and eNB Configuration Update procedure. 
· How RN get the NRT attribute

· Whether RN need to know the MME serving the UE

· Whether RN need to know the GU Group ID information of target eNB
Angelo Centonza (NSN): Given the last meeting, X2 setup and eNB configuration procedures are both acceptable.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Prefers configuration update
Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm): Ready to use both X2 setup and eNB configuration

Haijing Hu (CATT): Prefers to use eNB configuration only.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102200
	Neighbor Relations and X2 Self-configuration for Relay Nodes 
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). The paper considers the entire neighbour relations and Self-configuration procedure for relay nodes, including the X2 availability determination. It is concluded that existing signaling is sufficient to support the self-configuration procedures, but some new behaviors are needed:
1: DeNB terminates an initiated TNL address recovery over S1AP indicating the eNB ID of a neighbouring eNB by the RN if X2 is available between DeNB and the neighbouring eNB.

2: DeNB stores information about a TNL address recovery to a neighbouring eNB  initiated by RN, and compiles an X2AP X2 Setup Request (or X2AP eNB Configuration Update) to the RN on the behalf of the neighbouring eNB , including all details about the neighbouring eNB , if X2 is, or when it becomes, available between DeNB and neighbouring eNB .

Decision: Noted
	R3-102224
	X2 setup procedure initiated by the ANR in RN
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This paper makes two proposals:
1: The RN needs to maintain the NRT attributes of its neighbour cells, which include ‘No X2’,‘No HO’ and ‘No Remove’, and the RN acquires the NRT attributes of its neighbour cells by it’s own O&M.

2: RAN3 should adopt the X2 Setup Procedure initiated by the ANR in RN described in section 2.2 as a way forward. 

Decision: Noted
	R3-102289
	Choice of Handover Type by Relay Node
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Relay
	Rel-10 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102136
	How RNs Get Proper Information for HO Type Determination
	Potevio
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102220
	Discussion on choice of handover type
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102223
	Discussion on solutions for RN to obtain X2 connectivity information
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102372
	Consistency Issue in Handling of Neighbour Relation in Relays
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


*********************************

-> Agreement that the RN knows whether its serving DeNB has an X2 with the target eNB (this is needed to determine what HO to trigger)

- Use X2 Setup procedure and eNB Configuration Update procedure? -- Motorola, Qualcomm, Ericsson, LGE

- eNB Configuration only? -- ALU, CATT, NSN

- Use X2 Setup only?

CB Issues (Steven Xu):
- Does the DeNB needs to store its neighbour TNL information to be able to proxy an eNB configuration update procedure?

- Whether DeNB needs to tell the RN the selected MMEs for the UE
- Whether DeNB needs to tell the RN the GU Group ID of the neighbouring cells

- Which node decides the HO type

- Any specific ANR handling for relay node.

WF in R3-102502 (Steven Xu)

- WF Endorsed.

Intra-DNB HO optimization
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102222
	Discussion on necessity of path switch procedure for Intra-DeNB HO
	CATT, CMCC, Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This document discusses the necessity of path switch procedure during handover for Alt2 and proposes:


1: In the case of Intra-DeNB handover, there is no need for E-UTRAN to initiate the path switch procedure towards the EPC.  

2: In the case of Intra-DeNB handover, the DeNB handles the path switch to/from the RNs.

- Need also to clarify the end marker handling and SGW relocation.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102369
	Issues on intra-DeNB HO optimization
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (NSN). This document discusses forth and back data forwarding and gives the following proposal:

- Not to support optimization method through which the DeNB handles the path switch to/from the RNs locally in case of intra-DeNB HO.  
Philippe Godin (ALU): Not sure if a vertical derivation is needed in case of HO to/from RN.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102383
	Response to R3-102369
	CATT
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). Based on current intra-eNB HO design principle, it should not be mandatory to send path switch request to the EPC for intra-DeNB HO, and it will not bring any impact to EPC and has little impact on standardization work. At the same time, the security issue is not the critical issue for this proposed solution, if required, we may send an LS to consult SA3 colleagues on the security issue.
- Does not believe that NSN’s proposal is pure optimization, and promotes CATT’s own proposal in R3-102222.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102043
	Discussion of the Path Switch Procedure in Intra-DeNB HO
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). In this contribution, Huawei analyses the potential issues if the Path Switch Procedure is not initiated. Huawei proposes that in the case of Intra-DeNB handover, it is also needed for E-UTRAN to initiate the Path Switch Procedure towards the EPC. 
Decision: Noted
	R3-102044
	Path Switch Procedure in Intra-DeNB HO
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This CR adds one note “ NOTE: In the case of Intra-DeNB handover, the Path Switch Procedure is needed”
Decision: Not Agreed
************************

Continue discussion in Rel-10 on Path switch avoidance in case of intra-DNB HO?

YES:
CATT,
CMCC, Samsung, ALU

NO:
Huawei, NSN, Vodafone, Ericsson, NTT DoCoMo
- Need also to clarify the end marker handling and SGW relocation.

-> The status of the discussion is noted

Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102287
	GTP handling for control plane messages
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	Relay
	Rel-10
	Not Treated 


Discussion:
Decision: Not Treated
14.5 Issues related to non UE-associated messages

X2
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102048
	Relay non UE-associated X2 messages handling
	Huawei, New Postcom, Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent, Motorola, CMCC, Insitute for Information Industry (III)
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This report gives a long list of issues that are proposed to be used as a Way Forward.
-> The Way Forward is agreed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102047
	Offline Report of Non UE-Associated X2 Messages Handling
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102432
	Offline Report of Non UE-Associated X2 Messages Handling
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This paper is used to report the converged understanding among companies, and propose to capture the stage2 Text Proposal into TS36.300
-> The TP is endorsed. Need to resolve the two highlighted parts / FFS.

CB: offline to resolve the FFS (Huawei)

-> A new CR in R3-102494.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102494
	X2-AP non UE dedicated messages handling
	Huawei Alcatel-Lucent, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, CATT, Motorola,  Nokia Siemens Networks, New Postcom, ZTE, KDDI, III, Fujitsu, LG Electronics, Ericsson, Samsung, Potevio
	CR
	36.300
	 -
	-
	B 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei)

Angelo Centonza (NSN): Reply messages from mobile neighbour eNBs are not aggregated at the DeNB.

Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm): RN does not send an Activation message to cells of multiple eNBs.

Decision: Agreed

	R3-102125
	Partial success for Resource Status Reporting initiation procedure
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (Motorola). This contribution analyses the partial success for X2 Resource Status Reporting initiation procedure, and proposes:
Proposal 1: RAN3 needs to make a decision on how to handle the partial success for Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure. There are two options:

· Option 1: The DeNB replies with Resource Status Failure message to the originating eNB. 

· Option 2: The DeNB replies with a partial success message to the originating eNB. A New IE for the list of successful cells need to be added to the Resource Status Response message. 
Motorola slightly prefers Option 2.

- IE to be set to optional.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Is this needed in Rel-10?

Chairman: No, it is an optimization.

SX: No, this is not an optimization.

- Is this mechanism required or an optimization?

-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102371
	Handling of Cell Activation Procedure
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu).
Decision: Noted
S1
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102049
	Relay non UE-associated S1 messages handling
	Huawei, New Postcom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This paper discusses the termination of all the non-UE associated S1 messages and how to handle them between RN and DeNB.

CB: offline to check whether we can resolve the FFS and agree the TP (Huawei).

-> a new CR in R3-102495.

Decision: Noted

	R3-102495
	S1-AP non UE dedicated messages handling

	Huawei, New Postcom
	CR
	36.300
	 -
	-
	B 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei)
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102026
	Discussion of FFSs in non-UE associated S1 procedure
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Peng Zhang (New Postcom). This paper provides the following conclusions:
1) It is proposed to leave it to DeNB implementation to decide whether MME DIRECT INFORMATION TRANSFER is forwarded to RN or not. That is, when DeNB received a MME DIRECT INFORMATION TRANSFER message from MME, it will forward the message to RN according to the destination cell information which comes from the interpreted RIM Information IE.

2) DeNB can fill any one of GUMMEI which the DeNB supported in the “Served GUMMEIs” IE contained in S1 SETUP RESPONSE message.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102312
	Handling of MME Overload in a RN deployment
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Francesca Serravalle (NEC). This paper analyzes issues related to the MME Overload function in case of RN deployment. It makes two proposals:

1) the overload messages are forwarded by the DeNB to the RN.
2) add a new optional IE in S1AP overload related messages so that RN is able to identify the affected RRC connection request.

-> the issue is not ackowledged in the group, further discussion is needed.

Decision: Noted
14.6 Uu-Un Bearer mapping

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:

	R3-102201
	Un bearer handling
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102246
	Un Bearer Management with Configurable Uu-Un Bearer Mapping
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102243
	Control Plane Bearer Handling on Un Interface
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102395
	Control Plane Bearer Handling on Un Interface
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102138
	DRB Mapping between Uu and Un
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


14.7 Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


Not Treated:

	R3-102126
	No NNSF function in RN
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102127
	S1 Transport layer address handling in DeNB
	Motorola
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102242
	Automatic PCI Selection at Relay Nodes
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102367
	Discussion of Mobile Load Balancing for Relay
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


15.
HSPA topics
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102503
	Session Report, HSPA topics
	Vice Chairman
	Info
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson, Vice Chairman.

Decision: Noted

15.1
UTRAN ANR WI (RAN3)
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101984
	LS on UTRA ANR (Source: RAN2; To: RAN; Cc: RAN3)
	SON
	Rel-10
	R2-103392
	Nokia
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN). This LS was already presented at RAN#48; the input was considered in the process of opening the new WI.
Decision: Noted
	R3-101988
	 LS on RAN2 progress on UTRA ANR (Source: RAN2; To: RAN3)
	SON
	Rel-10
	R2-104120
	Nokia
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN). This LS informs RAN3 about RAN2 actions and requests feedback on any subsequent RAN3 actions.
RAN2 made the following agreements:

· ANR measurements are under the control of the NW (NW asks UE to perform ANR measurements)

· For Intra-UTRA case we could have dedicated control of ANR measurements

· FFS for inter-RAT case (depending on the method, maybe only the report from UE is needed)

NSN has drafted a reply in R3-102339.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102150
	How to identify the neighbor RNC
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung).

This contribution discusses the possible solutions to identify the neighbor RNC. 
Solution 1: The broadcast cell identifier always includes the RNC ID.

Solution 2: Communicate with OAM to get RNC ID

Solution 3: The RNC broadcast RNC ID together with cell identity. The UE report RNC ID to the serving RNC in ANR procedure.

Samsung proposes to select solution 1 or solution 2 as the way forward. Solution 3 should be ruled out. If solution 1 was agreed, the LS to RAN2 is necessary. If solution 2 is agreed, SA5 should be informed.

Hengxing Zhai (ZTE): Home NB is not part of this work item.
Martin Warner (ALU): I thought that RNC knows every cell ID and thus would make this CR proposal unnecessary.

Chenghock Ng (NEC): Samsung raised a problem that needs addressing.
Chaiman: Fails to see if there is an issue to solve – RNC ID is part of the Cell ID.

Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN): Solution 1 requires consideration.

-> No agreement on proposals.

However, during offline discussion, proposal 1was agreed. Proposal 1 is also included in the LS to RAN2 (R3-102460).

Decision: Noted
	R3-102167
	NR Information Exchange via Existing Network Interfaces
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE). This paper makes 4 proposals for RAN3:
1: NR exchange function is necessary for UTRAN ANR, whether it is based on UE report or not.

2: The neighbouring cell information needs to be defined, which can refer to current UTRAN TS.

3: The current Iur common signaling procedure can be extended for intra-UTRAN case, e.g., the Information Exchange Initiation procedure.

4: A new procedure needs to be defined for inter-RAT case.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102214
	Discussion on UTRAN ANR
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This contribution focuses on the scenarios and requirement of ANR function from RAN3’s point of view and analyzes the mechanism of ANR information exchange over the network interfaces.
Proposal 1: For UTRAN, CRNC is responsible to establish and maintain the NR information of it’s cells.

Proposal 2: In RAN3, the ANR function needs to be considered for both UE-triggered and non-UE triggered scenarios as illustrated in this section.

Proposal 3: Both the Iur/Iur-g-based NR information exchange and the Iu-based NR information exchange mechanisms need to be considered for UTRAN ANR.

Proposal 4: Dynamic Iur/Iur-g setup is not necessary for UTRAN ANR.

Proposal 5: RAN3 discuss and decide the parameters need to be contained in the NRT first.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102259
	Network support for inter-RAT NRT exchange
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Orange
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	ANR_UTRAN-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This paper dicusses the use cases for inter-RAT NRT exchange and proposes that:
- Support of backhaul signaling for inter-RAT NRT exchange should be considered.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): How many cells do you have in mind - there can be thousands of them.

A: This number of cells for which the NRT info is exchanged is decided case by case basis.
Hengxing Zhai (ZTE): ZTE supports this proposal.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Is the Inter-RAT NRT information bi-directional?
Decision: Noted
	R3-102336
	Requirements for the 3G ANR solution
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). In this paper the problem of enabling ANR in UTRAN networks was discussed and the requirements for the solution have been defined. Three proposals were made:
1. RAN3 shall agree to ask RAN2 to enable a detection solution that is based on reporting from UEs in idle mode.

2. RAN3 shall agree to ask RAN2 to enable a solution for the configuration of the neighbour relation in a UTRAN cell should not require upgrades in network equipment of other RATs.

3. Selected solution for the detection and configuration of missing relations to a UTRAN cell should bring about minimal additional requirements for the UE and minimise additionally needed RRC signalling.

Also, an LS to RAN2 is proposed.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Proposal 2 seem to contradict other papers.

ZTE: Proposal 1 is in conflict with the decision by RAN2 that any ANR information to the UE should be delivered using the connected mode.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Thinks that ANR reporting should not be allowed in the idle mode.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): What is the use case for this solution?


A: mainly for updating the existing, already deployed systems.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102338
	Required Information from UE for 3G ANR
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN). This paper proposes several solutions, but generally prefers to wait for RAN2’s decision on the RRC scheme first.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102339
	[Draft] LS on RAN3 agreement on UTRA ANR
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102453
	[Draft] Required Information from UE for 3G ANR


	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102458
	[Draft] Required Information from UE for 3G ANR


	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Agreed

	R3-102460
	Required Information from UE for 3G ANR


	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN). This is a response LS to RAN2.
-> focus on offline drafting to answer the questions from RAN2.

-> Revised in R3-102453.

- removal of “addionally provided”

-> Agreed in R3-102458.
-> Final version in R3-102460.

Decision: Approved
Not Treated:

	R3-102168
	ANRF for UTRAN
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102169
	Proposed TS on ANR for UTRAN
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102337
	Required Information for 3G ANR in RNC
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


15.2 Four carrier HSDPA WI (RAN1)
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101980
	LS on agreements on HS-DPCCH design for 4C-HSDPA (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3)
	4C_HSDPA
	Rel-10
	R1-103423
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Noted without presentation.
Decision: Noted
	R3-101981
	LS on Draft RAN1 CRs for 4C-HSDPA (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	4C_HSDPA
	Rel-10
	R1-104242
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dino Flore (Qualcomm).

Decision: Noted
	R3-101987
	Reply LS on Secondary Serving HS-DSCH Cell Indication in 4C-HSDPA (Source: RAN2; To: RAN1; Cc: RAN3)
	4C_HSDPA
	Rel-10
	R2-104112
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Vice Chairman.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101989
	 LS on RAN2#70bis 4C-HSDPA agreements (Source: RAN2; To: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4)
	4C_HSDPA
	Rel-10
	R2-104121
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Vice Chairman.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102069
	Secondary carrier numbering of 4C-HSDPA
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This paper makes one proposal: the secondary carrier shall be numbered explicitly in NBAP/RNSAP messages.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102202
	Four Carrier HSDPA, open issues
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson). This paper lists a number of open issues from RAN3#68, and makes four proposals on how to proceed:
1. Use five bits in the capability container to indicate the capability to support "n" frequencies.

2. Include a new IE that indicates the ordinal number of the frequency in the IEs

3. Do not add a new 4C-HSDPA and MIMO capability to the capability container

4. Add new IE to the IEs: HS-DSCH FDD Secondary Serving Information To Modify and HS-DSCH FDD Secondary Serving Information To Modify Unsynchronised to indicate to Node B (DRNS) if an existing RL shall be removed or not when a new secondary serving HS-DSCH is setup.

This paper was handled together with NSN paper R3-102340.

ZTE: 

- How will MIMO be configured on a dual-band system? There may be two separate use cases. My understanding is that dual-band HSDPA + MIMO is not supported.
- 2.3 claims “Current standard has no means to distinguish between the two cases.”. However, I believe there is a way to distinguish them.
Proposals discussed:
Ericsson’s Proposal 1: (5 bit carrier indicator); Ericsson and NSN – Agreed
Ericsson’s Proposal 2: (explicit numbering of frequencies); Ericsson, Huawei and for; NSN against – Not Agreed
NSN’s Proposal 3: (introduction of four carrier; Dual Band aspects open- Not Agreed
Ericsson’s Proposal 4: The issue was recognized, 2 solutions identified -> offline discussion.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102378
	Response to R3-102069, R3-102202
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN). This is a response document to Ericsson’s R3-102202 (Proposal 2), and states:
- Wait for RAN2 finalization of the RRC scheme for secondary carrier numbering.

Ina Widegren (Ericsson): Does not believe that the RRC scheme is suitable for RAN3.

Zheng Zhou (Huawei): Supports Ericsson’s view.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102203
	Introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1635
	-
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102483
	Introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1635
	1
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102549
	Introduction of 4 C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	1635
	2
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson).

-> Email#01 until Friday:

- Checking the handling related to ordinal number of frequencies and RL continue flag


- further checking


- MCC to assign new tdoc numbers if needed

-> Revised and agreed in R3-102549.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102204
	Introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	1831
	-
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102484
	Introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	1831
	1
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102550
	Introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	1831
	2
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ina Widegren (Ericsson).

-> Email#01 until Friday:


- Checking the handling related to ordinal number of frequencies and RL continue flag


- further checking


- MCC to assign new tdoc numbers if needed

-> Revised and agreed in R3-102550.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102239
	On introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-102340
	Four-Carrier HSDPA Capability Handling
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Masatoshi Nakamata (NSN). This paper makes three proposals:
1: Three carrier HSDPA capability is unnecessary. 

2: Modification of the agreement to use 1 bit information for 4 carrier HSDPA capability.

3: Introduction of four-carrier HSDPA + MIMO capability
However, during the presentation MN indicated that NSN can withdraw proposal 1.

Decision: Noted
15.4
“RF Pattern Matching Technologies” WI (RAN2)
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


15.5 1.28Mcps TDD Multi-carrier HSUPA WI (RAN1)
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101983
	LS on RAN1’s agreements on LCR TDD MC-HSUPA (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	R1-104258
	Datang Mobile
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This LS informs RAN2, RAN3 and RAN4 on RAN’s progress regarding LCR TDD MC-HSUPA.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101986
	LS to RAN3 on RAN2 progress on TDD MC-HSUPA (Source: RAN2; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN1)
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	Rel-10
	R2-104111
	Datang Mobile
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). The LS informs RAN3 about the progress of MC-HSUPA work in RAN2.
CATT has a related paper in R3-102215.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102103
	User plane protocol analyze for  1.28Mcps TDD Multi-carrier HSUPA 
	TD Tech
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by TD Tech. This CR proposes that both a separate Iub transport bearer mode and a E-DCH UL flow multiplexing mode should be supported for 1.28Mcps TDD.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102215
	Discussion on Iub/Iur user plane for MC-HSUPA
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). This document discusses the Iub/Iur user plane for MC-HSUPA and presents 5 proposals:

1: For MC-HSUPA, one Iub/Iur transport bearer is associated with one MAC-d flow and can only transmit the data belong to this MAC-d flow.

2: For MC-HSUPA, one E-DCH FP data frame only contains data for one TTI.

3: Both Shared transport bearer mode and Separate transport bearer mode for the Iub/Iur transport bearer mapping mode are adopted and using which mode can be configured by NBAP/RNSAP signaling for MC-HSUPA.

4: If the shared transport bearer mode is applied, one E-DCH UL DATA FRAME contains data received from UL all carriers.

5: The carrier information needs to be included in the header part of E-DCH DATA FRAME TYPE2.

Based on the decision in RAN3, stage 3 CRs can be prepared in the next meeting.

Proposal 3 and 5 are similar to TD Tech’s proposal.

-> Proposals 3 and 5 are agreed since they are both proposed by CATT and TD Tech.

-> Proposals 1,2 and 4 are also agreed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102216
	Impact analysis on RNSAP and NBAP for MC-HSUPA
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Zhang (CATT). In this contribution the impacts on Iub/Iur control plane when introducing MC-HSUPA were discussed. The paper makes 7 proposals:

1: The Node B shall report it multi-carrier E-DCH operation capability to the CRNC, and the related IE needs to be added in the AUDIT REPONSE message and the RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION message.

2: If flexible transport bearer mode selection scheme is adopt, the Node B shall report the shared transport bearer mode capability to the CRNC, and the related IE needs to be added in the AUDIT REPONSE message and the RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION message.

3: For MC-HSUPA, the current structure of E-DCH related configurations in PHYSICAL SHARED CHANNEL RECONFIGURATION REQUEST message can be re-used without any change.

4: Introducing new IE Group "UL Multi-Carrier E-DCH Information LCR" for MC-HSUPA.

5: For MC-HSUPA, it is proposed to adopt the above IE structure in RADIO LINK SETUP REQUEST and RADIO LINK ADDITION REQUEST messages. 

6: For MC-HSUPA, it is proposed to adopt the above IE structure in RADIO LINK RECONFIGURATION PREPARE and RADIO LINK RECONFIGURATION REQUEST messages.

7: For RNSAP, the similar rules for NBAP RL-level procedures can be applied correspondingly.

-> This discussion document is agreed as the current baseline for the detailed CR work.

Decision: Noted
15.6
MU-MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD WI (RAN1)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


15.7
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


16. 

SON enhancements WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101995
	LS on Configuration of Parameter Ranges for MRO (Source: SA5; To: RAN3)
	SON
	Rel-10
	S5-101559
	Qualcomm
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). SA5 asks RAN3 to:
- Clarify their requirement on the configuration of parameters and their ranges for MRO with respect to the questions and concerns raised above
- Confirm where the RAN3 OAM requirements for SON are specified 
The proposed reply is in R3-102248.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102248
	[DRAFT] Response LS to Configuration Parameter Ranges for MRO (To: SA5)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SON 
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102467
	[DRAFT] Response LS to Configuration Parameter Ranges for MRO (To: SA5)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SON
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102517
	[DRAFT] Response LS to Configuration Parameter Ranges for MRO (To: SA5)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SON
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102518
	Response LS to Configuration Parameter Ranges for MRO (To: SA5)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SON
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). This is a response LS to R3-101995.

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN):

- We are referring to 36.902, even though it was closed for Release 10.

- Avoid mentioning specific parameters

-> Revised in R3-102467.

- change source RAN3 -> Qualcomm

- second bullet can be removed.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102517

-> Final LS in R3-102518.

Decision: Approved
16.1 MRO enhancements

Inter-RAT MRO
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102057
	IRAT MRO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper makes two proposals:
1) That the text in the annex is added to TR 3.023 

2) That we agree on using the RLF report for inter RAT MRO. 

Jianming Fang (ZTE): What is the use of carrier frequency and RAT type in 3.2?
HO: Target RAT (UTRAN and GERAN) do not support this functionality, hence RLF reports are reported to the LTE RAT.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Not explained how the reporting should happen.

Hakon Helmers (ALU): Did you consider extending the reporting to the S1 interface?
- There is some probability that the UE will reconnect to a eNB not connected via X2 interface to the source eNB where the failure occured. Should the framework be extended to the S1 interface.

- HO too late is the most urgent case

Decision: Noted
	R3-102273
	Signalling principles for inter-RAT handover optimisation scenarios
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). This paper analyses the signalling between network nodes based on a certain number of working assumptions, and by limiting the discussion to handover from LTE to UMTS. It makes two proposals:
1: discuss and agree upon the working assumptions listed in the paper, and prepare sending of LSs to RAN2 where needed.

2: discuss and decide upon mentioned aspects of inter-RAT signalling issues and choices.

Ning Yang (CMCC): Table 1 does not capture all relevant scenarios.
HH: We do not consider scenarios where HO was initiated by GERAN.

Decision: Noted
-> Agreement: it is beneficial to extend the RLF report framework to the case where the re-establishment fails and the UE goes to idle.

UE measurement support in case of unsuccessful re-establishemnt after connection failure
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102341
	Enabling UE-originated RLF reporting in case of RRC connection setup
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper discusses the problem of supporting MRO in case of re-establishment in unprepared cell. Also, an example solution was proposed that consists of two key steps:

1
RAN3 shall agree to request RAN2 to enable UE to send the MRO measurements also after fresh RRC connection establishment.

2. RAN3 shall discuss what information is needed for MRO in case of RRC connection setup. Once this information is defined, it should be included in the LS to RAN2 so that necessary support from the UE is enabled.

Also:

3. RAN3 shall agree the text proposed in chapter 4 to be added to the TR 3.023.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102342
	Information to be reported in the UE-originated RLF reporting in case of RRC connection setup
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). In the paper the problem of supporting MRO in case of re-establishment in unprepared cell is further analysed. RAN3 shall discuss what information is needed for MRO in this case for correct MRO evaluation. This is enclosed in the two proposals listed above:
1
RAN3 shall agree to request RAN2 to add the information proposed above to the RLF report and to ask RAN2 to decide on the technical details of the solution.

2
RAN3 shall agree to request RAN2 to consider importance of the second timer and if it is found relevant, to enable its reporting, too.

Once this information is defined, it should be included in the LS to RAN2 so that necessary support from the UE is enabled. Draft of the LS is presented for acceptance in R3-102343..

Wei Zhao (Ericsson): Agrees the first paper, but it might be better to:


1. First ask RAN1 for the need to support 


2. What information is needed?

Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DOCOMo) Docomo supports NSN’s proposal, and the sending of the LS.

-> Agreement: it is beneficial to extend the RLF report framework to the case where the re-establishment fails and the UE goes to idle.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102343
	[DRAFT] Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection setup (To: RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE 
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102472
	[DRAFT] Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection setup (To: RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE 
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102521
	[DRAFT] Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection setup (To: RAN2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE 
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102551
	Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection setup  (To: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE 
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN).

Chairman edited the LS online to make it agreeable.

-> Email#02 until Friday.

- decide on the timer.

-> Revised in R3-102521, Final LS in R3-102551.

Decision: Approved
	R3-102060
	RLF report at RRC establishment
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper makes three proposals:
1: Let the UE report the time between last handover and failure.  

2: Include the global cell identity of the serving cell before the failure.

3: Include the PCI of the cell before the last handover in the RLF report

Wei Zhao (Ericsson): Are the additional timers proposed by NSN and Huawei robust? The concern is that they may not be fully standardised across vendors.

Chairman: Maybe RAN2 should answer this question.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102161
	The MRO solution for the unprepared case
	ZTE
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE).This paper proposes that in the unprepared case, method2 is preferred.
Decision: Noted

	R3-102061
	eNB behaviour for generation of RLF INDICATION
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei).

Decision: Noted
****************************************
CB offline discussion / to cover intra and inter RAT (NSN).
- LS to RAN2 in  R3-102472 (NSN); 

- TP for 3.023 in R3-102473 (Huawei)

	R3-102473
	Text proposal for 3.023 on MRO
	Huawei
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102527
	Text proposal for 3.023 on MRO
	Huawei
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei).

Decision: Agreed

Other proposals

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102106
	Further enhancement for MRO mechanism
	CMCC, CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This contribution presents a simple mechanism for acquiring UE context during RRC re-establishment procedure in order to avoid the loss of connection and to increase the robustness of mobility. Two proposals are made.
1. For acquiring the UE context, we propose to add a flag in the Rel-9 RLF indication message;

2. The context should be respond based on the flag. 

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Transferring the context is a really difficult procedure.
Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): This paper is not really relevant to MRO enhancements, but more about the optimization of mobility.

Chairman: Not enough consensus -> noted.

Decision: Noted

Pingpong avoidance
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102344
	Avoiding ping-pongs in inter-RAT environment
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). In this contribution we propose that LTE cells send the following information to inter-RAT neighbours (RNCs and BSCs):

· its re-selection priority of the LTE cell A and the inter-RAT neighbour B

· the value of the re-selection parameter ThreshServing, LowQ, if provided, or ThreshServing, LowP
· a "minimum RSRP value"

The proposed solution is also reflected in corresponding stage-2 CR. Similar mechanism shall be defined in 3G and GERAN, in particular. 

Wei Zhao (Ericsson): It is highly unlikely that there is inter-RAT pingpong in the active mode. This is more likely due to misconfiguration.
Andreas Neubacher (Deutsche Telecom): These pingpong HOs happen in real networks, both in the idle and in the active mode. Thus the case presented by NSN is valid.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102345
	Information needed to avoid ping-pongs in inter-RAT environment
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion:
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102172
	MRO enhancement for idle mode ping-pong problem
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This paper makes one proposal. In order to solve the ping-pong problem in idle mode, the negotiation of cell reselection parameters change between two peer cells needs to be approved in R10.
Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): How the network knows where the idle mode pingpong boundaries are?

Philippe Godin (ALU): Are all negatiove impacts related to TA boundaries?

Osok Song (Qualcomm): 36.300 already captures the exchange of cell reselection parameters.

-> The same delta signalled in Rel-9 can be used for idle mode.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102173
	Cell reselection parameters negotiation
	ZTE, China Unicom
	CR
	36.423
	381
	-
	F
	SON
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: Not Treated

Decision: 

	R3-102205
	Inter-RAT MRO - Ping-Pong and Unnecessary Handover
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Wei Zhao (Ericsson). This paper makes two conclusions and three proposals:
Conclusion 1) 
The risk of inter-RAT handover ping-pong in connected mode is very small

Conclusion 2) 
Unnecessary inter-RAT handovers can be costly and should be avoided.

Proposal 1)
Inter-RAT handover ping-pong should not be a prioritized problem in inter-RAT MRO Rel 10. 

Proposal 2) 
Include unnecessary inter-RAT handover as one of the problems to consider in inter-RAT MRO Rel 10.

Proposal 3) 
Use UE measurements on source RAT performed after IRAT handover for detecting unnecessary inter-RAT handovers.

Hakon Helmers (ALU): This could be described as a too-early HO without radio link failure. A: yes.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102059
	Ping pong in active mode
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). Huawei proposes:
1) To include the text in the annex to R3.023.
2) Agree on using the UE history to detect ping pong between RAT in active mode.
3) RAN3 to discuss the need for a UE history solution for GERAN.
4) RAN3 to discuss whether a solution is needed to propagate the inter RAT HO cause.
Giuseppe Catalani (Telecom Italia): Do we support UE history info transfer between the LTE and 3G.
Xuelong Wang (Huawei): GERAN does not support UE history information.

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Not clear if the UE history info can serve the MRO purpose.

Giuseppe Catalani (Telecom Italia): 

- Proposal to request GERAN to add support for UE history information.

- GERAN does not currently support UE history info.

Decision: Noted
Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102056
	Capturing RRC re-establishment success for MRO performance measurements
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper was presented before and it was not agreed for Rel-9. However, his is still a requirement for SA5 in Rel-10 and RAN3 should therefore discuss possible solutions for this.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): This is not within the scope of MRO, SA5 has not indicated a clear need for this.
HO: This issue was moved by SA5 from Rel-9 to Rel-10.

Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm): Agree with NSN, there does not seem to be a need for this.
Osok Song (Qualcomm): SA5 does not have the necessary parameters for this in Rel-10, at least not yet.

Wei Zhao (Ericsson): This is technically feasible but all that is technicallty feasible should not be included in the standards.
- Is the proposal in the scope of MRO?

- An LS to SA5 would be beneficial.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102058
	Rapid HO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper makes 5 proposals:
1: rapid handover (A-B-C) should be detected by cell B

2: rapid handover detection should be signalled over X2 from B to A

3: the Handover Report procedure shall be extended to support proposal 2.

4: the Handover Report procedure shall be used once for each rapid HO.

5: standard changes to facilitate the correction of rapid HO by the source cell requires more discussion

Wei Zhao (Ericsson): Are there cases where the rapid HO is necessary?
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Rapid HOs may actually be beneficial in some scenarios..

Decision: Noted
******************************************
Questions:

- Is iRAT pingpong in the active mode a relevant case to cover or misconfiguration problem?
- Do we want to extend the UE history information to GERAN? The proposal relies in the support of PS HO (and of the new feature) in GERAN.

- Propagation of the iRAT cause info in the UE history information?
-> discussion to continue in the next meeting

Priorities for iRAT MOR

- Too late HO

- unnecessary HOs (i.e. Too early HO w/out RLF)
16.2 MLB enhancements

Intra-freq and inter-freq MLB
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102346
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102440
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Vodafone
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). In the WID for SON in Rel-10 three main use cases were defined. One of them is Mobility Load Balancing (MLB) enhancements. According to the WID, these enhancements may concern load information that is exchanged for MLB purposes, or inter-RAT issues. The paper describes a problem related to the reliance of UL LB. It is shown that the information that was agreed to be exchanged for LB purposes in Rel-8 and 9, though sufficient for DL, may be not enough in case of UL. It is because of additional limitations that have to be considered in UL.
- This paper proposes the exchange of information between neighbour eNBs to compute how much resources / uplink interference the UE is likely to require / add in case the UE is performing a HO to the target cell.
Hakon Helmers (ALU): Does in your proposal each UE be configured with the same P0 and alfa?
KK: It is enough if the highest P0 value possible is provided.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102347
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes (stage-2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102441
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes (stage-2)
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Vodafone
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	SONenh_LTE
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102151
	Some Requirements for Mobility Load Balancing
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper proposes that MLB should be considered between open/hybrid/closed HeNBs as well as between open/hybrid HeNB and Macro.
Chairman: Maybe we should first decide on whether the X2 interface is supported in HeNBs, and then come back to this issue.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102206
	Discussions on mobility load balancing scenarios and approaches
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Wei Zhao (Ericsson). This paper makes 4 proposals:
1: For connected mode intra-frequency load balancing, HO based solution should be used and mobility parameters should be negotiated. Cell reselection parameters should be kept unchanged and there is no need for HO-cell reselection parameters coordination.
2: For connected mode inter-frequency load balancing, HO based solution should be used and mobility parameters should be negotiated. Cell reselection parameters should be kept unchanged and there is no need for HO-cell reselection parameters coordination.

3: Idle mode intra-frequency load balancing does not bring additional benefits and should not be used for load balancing, instead handover based load balancing should be used in connected mode and the cell reselection parameters should be left unchanged.

4: For idle mode inter-frequency load balancing, cell reselection should be used and cell reselection negotiation following the long term planning which is mainly relevant for the purpose of CCO may be beneficial.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102107
	An enhancement for MLB
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). CMCC concludes that when performing MLB, load information reporting between the source cell and its adjacent neighbouring cells without consideration of the neighbour cells of the source cell’s neighbour cells load information is not enough to achieve MLB descriptive objective. In contrast the MLB process may give result to ping-pong MLB and less network resources utilisation. Thus it is proposed tahat the MLB decision of target cell should consider not only the load information of its neighbours but also the load information of neighbours’ neighbour.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): If you start to take into consideration also the load of the neighbour of neighbours, then the solutions will be very complex and the result can be more problems. 

- ALU, NTT DoCoMo and Qualcomm agrees.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102267
	Rel-10 Improvement of X2 Resource Status Reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). In this paper we propose to improve the X2 Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure in cases where some of the measurements requested in RESOURCE STATUS REQUEST message can't be initiated by the reporting node.

Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm): Agrees with ALU.

Chairman: Can we agree the principle of enhancing the Resource Status Reporting by introducing the partial failure (relates to the relays discussion)? Yes
Decision: Noted
	R3-102268
	Introduction of partial failure in Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.423
	382
	-
	B
	SON
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102462
	Introduction of partial failure in Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.423
	382
	1
	B
	SON
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion:
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102162
	The enhancement of the mobility settings negotiation
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This paper makes 2 proposals:

1: The source and target eNBs should exchange the concrete measurement event which is used in the handover decision before the mobility settings change procedure.

2: The concrete measurement event should be included in the mobility settings change procedure.
No support from NSN, Ericsson or Huawei.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102163
	The event type related with HO trigger
	ZTE
	CR
	36.423
	378
	-
	F
	SON
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102373
	Effective load balancing to counter sudden surges in capacity demand
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu).

In this paper, we discussed the “Sudden Surge” issue and proposed the possible enhancements to the current MLB functions in order to tackle this issue:

Proposal 1: the load reporting function to be extended to neighbours’ neighbours.

Proposal 2: the load reporting procedure to be event triggered, rather than periodic.

Proposal 3: to consider a specific cause value for the handover request due to a secondary load balancing request.

Proposal 4: the mobility settings change function to be extended to neighbours’ neighbours.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): We have to clarify the definition of event in this context.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102382
	Response to R3-102373
	Kyocera Corp.
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by David Comstock (Kyocera). Kyocera asks us provide a mechanism for eNBs to communicate to its neighbors that it is lightly loaded and could accept additional load.
Decision: Noted
******************************

WA: we agree the principle of enhance the Resource Status Reporting by introducing the partial failure (relates to the relays discussion).

Questions:

- [intra-MLB] Is it beneficial to exchange information between neighbours to be able to predict the load of neighbour cells in case of HO of a UE to this cell.  If so, what are the relevant parameters needed for this estimation?
- [intra-MLB] Whether se should expand the MLB framework to HeNB? (note that most of the scenarions could be automatically addressed depending on the decision on the HeNB mobility discussion)
- [intra-MLB] Do we want to expand the MLB framework to have the knowledge of neighbours’ neighbours information.

- [intra-MLB] Should we exted the load reporting to event trigger based (applicable to both intra and inter-RAT)?
- [inter-MLB] Whether we should add multiple cell reporting capability to the load reporting?
- [inter-MLB] Whether we see the need to have a SON-based solution for the iRAT parameter exchange.
Inter-RAT MLB
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102269
	Rel-10 enhancements for inter-RAT cell load reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). This paper makes 6 propsals:
1: Inter-RAT cell load reporting is extended to carry load information for multiple cells in Rel-10. 

2: Event-triggered inter-RAT cell load reporting is standardised in Rel-10.

3: Combining of event triggered and multi-cell reporting in the same procedure is forbidden

4: Three code-points are used for event triggered reporting (low load, medium load, high load).

5: RAN3 discusses and agrees that O&M of the reporting RAT configures the conditions for cell load state change (cell load thresholds, hysteresis and time-to-trigger values). 

6: Multi-cell and event-triggered reporting modes are standardised by means of new dedicated SON Transfer applications. 

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102270
	Inter-RAT cell load reporting for multiple cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	732
	-
	B
	SON
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102271
	Event-triggered inter-RAT cell load reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	733
	-
	B
	SON
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102055
	MLB enhancement for Rel-10
	Huawei, CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102228
	Mobility Parameter Coordinates in inter-RAT MLB
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102229
	Mobility Parameter Exchange in inter-RAT MLB
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102260
	Offloading action based on redirection procedure
	NTT DOCOMO, INC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102261
	Offloading action based on redirection procedure
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102262
	Discussion on inter-RAT SON transfer enhancements
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102313
	Introduction of SON IRAT MLB
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102327
	Handling service-based RAT restrictions or operator preferences 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102328
	Introduction of Service Handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102329
	Introduction of Service Handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	746
	-
	B
	 
	Rel-10 
	Not Treated


16.3
CCO

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102348
	[DRAFT] Information on the way forward concerning CCO solution
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Agreed

	R3-102479
	Information on the way forward concerning CCO solution
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN).

Decision: Approved
16.4
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


17. 
ITU-R submission related topics
17.1
Carrier Aggregation WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


17.2
UL MIMO WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


17.3
DL MIMO WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


18.
E-MBMS enhacements WI
ARP
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102000
	Support of ARP Pre-emption
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This contribution discusses the MBMS session pre-emption function in LTE and proposes:

1: ARP related parameters should be indicated in MBMS SESSION START REQUEST message on M3 interface.

2: MCE should initiate a Session Stop procedure towards eNBs after ARP Pre-emption.
3: MCE should initiate an MBMS Session Stop Indication procedure to MME after ARP Pre-emption.

CN impacts reported to SA2, CT3 and CT4 in an LS.

Inform CN? Alt3 vs alt4?

CN impact 

- MME information of MBSFN Area?

- MME involvement also relative to reporting?

- LS to SA2

Decision: Noted
	R3-102001
	Support of ARP Pre-emption
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR implements the proposals made by R3-102000.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Why employ pre-emption, there are also other ways of doing this.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Agrees with Ericsson. When you pre-empt, what does the lower ARP means?

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): W hat is the purpose of priority for MBMS?
- Rules fof Pre-emption? Lower ARP same as ARP?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102002
	Support of ARP Pre-emption
	Huawei
	CR
	36.443
	25
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-102003
	Support of ARP Pre-emption
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	11
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Treated

	R3-102004
	Draft LS on ARP Pre-emption for MBMS services (To: SA2, CT3, CT4)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). In this LS RAN3 informs SA2, CT3 and CT4, that RAN3 supports the Pre-emption based on Allocation and Retention Priority for MBMS E-RABs in Rel-10.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): We should first agree on what we mean by priority. Is it a strict priority or something that may be used?
Philippe Godin (ALU): Agrees with Ericsson.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102024
	Pre-emption for MBMS E-RABs
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Peng Zhang (New Postcom). In this paper New Postcom proposes:

1:  Introduce ARP Parameter to QoS IE of MBMS service and leave the details of the pre-emption algorithm implementation dependent.

2:  Introduce a MBMS SESSION RELEASE INDICATION procedure.

- Release indication for ARP

Decision: Noted

	R3-102025
	Pre-emption for MBMS E-RABs
	New Postcom
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Peng Zhang (New Postcom). This CR implements the proposals given in R3-102024.

Steven Xu (Motorola): What does “implementation dependent” mean here?


A: Different algorithms for different scenarios.
- ARP based on Priority vs. implementation? Strategy?

- May lead to IOT issues.

Decision: Noted
ARP issues:

- Purpose and rule for ARP?


- Interpretation of the Priority? Strict or may be used?

- same definition as Unicast? Same as SA2?

- ARP based on Service Area or MBSFN area (should be clarified by Samsung)?


- if need to clarify some scenario


- or focus on 1 MBSFN controlled by one MCE (SA -> MBSFN), check 36.300

- CN Impact


- MME involvement? New IE? New Procedure?


=> Stage 2 description is needed

Offline (or reflector) email discussion between meetings to define ARP
Status Reporting
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102005
	MBMS Reception Status Reporting on M2
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This contribution discusses the MBMS reception status reporting, and proposes:

1: A reporting enable/disable indicator of MBMS reception status reporting for each session is included in MBMS SCHEDULING INFORMATION message.

2: Reporting period and reporting offset counted by MCCH modification period are indicated in MBMS SCHEDULING INFORMATION message. 

3: Reporting period and offset are applied to all reporting enabled MBMS sessions. 

4: Active/deactive state for each MBMS sessions should be indicated in MBMS SCHEDULING INFORMATION message.

5: the eNB should exit the corresponding multi-IP group when a MBMS session is switched to deactive status; the eNB should join the corresponding multi-IP group when a MBMS session is switched to active status.

Nathan Tenny (Qualcomm): RAN2 has sent an LS to SA2 and this may result in architectural guidance coming to our way too.
- Decision in BMSC or MCE? 

- (LS from RAN2 to SA2)

- MBMS Scheduling information usage vs Session Start?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102219
	Discussion on the MBMS reception status report
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by CATT. This paper makes two proposals:
Proposal 1：The MBMS reception status reports should be gathered in the MCE and the MCE is responsible for processing the MBMS reception status report.

Proposal 2：It is proposed to define a new M2AP procedure to transfer the MBMS reception status report between MCE and eNB.

Philippe Godin (ALU): CATT wants to introduce a new procedure?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102252
	Concepts of “ongoing service” and counting
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). This document presents the following proposals:
1: The MBMS counting procedure terminates at the MCE, i.e., counting responses are delivered to the MCE and the MCE takes the decision on whether to activate or deactivate a service as a result of counting.

2: RAN2/3 discussions at a detailed level should focus on alternative 1 (transmission ceases at MCE).  If alternative 1 is not acceptable, then other appropriate groups should be involved in evaluating alternatives 2 and 3.

3: The probability factor used to control counting responses in UMTS should be retained in LTE.

4: If counting is not supported for idle-mode UEs, then the deactivation procedure should provide a means for idle-mode UEs to attempt to continue receiving the service by some means.

5: Counting for activation should follow alternative 2, in which the MCCH can advertise services that are not actually being transmitted.

Note that most of these proposals straddle the boundary between RAN2 and RAN3 scopes, and it may be necessary to coordinate between the groups in order to take final decisions.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102275
	Impact on M2 interface for supporting MBMS reception Status Report
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent 
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_MBMS
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This contribution proposes:
1: Add one indicator in the MBMS SESSION START REQUEST for the operator to require some service to report the reception status of this service when this service session starts up.

2: Add one indicator in the MBMS SESSION UPDATE REQUEST for the operator to require some service to report the reception status of this service during an ongoing service session.

3: One M2AP class 1 procedure, which is “MBMS RECEPTION STATUS REPORT” and “MBMS RECEPTION STATUS REPORT RESPONSE”, is defined for transporting the MBMS service reception status information from the eNB to the MCE.
Pierre Dubois (Orange): In RAN2, we have decided to use the same mechanism for both activation and deactivation. So the two scenarios would be one.

PG: We are trying to find the nest solution for RAN3.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102159
	Further consideration on activation/deactivation
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hengxing Zhai (ZTE). This paper proposes that
1: Both BM-SC and MCE can determine activation/deactivation.

2: eNB is allowed to switch on/off MBMS service on Uu interface.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102006
	MBMS Reception Status Reporting
	Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102007
	MBMS Reception Status Reporting
	Huawei
	CR
	36.443
	26
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102008
	Draft LS on MBMS reception status reporting
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102276
	Introduction of MBMS Reception Status Reporting Function
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent 
	CR
	36.443
	28
	-
	B
	LTE_MBMS
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


**************************************************

Status Reporting Issues:

Decision (Termination) in BMSC or MCE?


- Wait for a response LS from SA2 to RAN2.

Question Activation:


- MCCH impact (more RAN2?)


- When to start reporting?


- When to report?


- Which procedure to use



- MBMS scheduling information usage (Huawei) vs Session Start (ALU) vs New Procedure (CATT)?

Reporting:
Reporting procedure?


- New?
Statistic/periodicity of the result?


- Clarification of the requirement: Per session?


- Periodicity?


- Unicast Innformation / balancing consideration?


- Idle mode mobile

RAN2 simple Activation/ Deactivation, expected also in RAN3.

- RAN3 independent or “synchronization” with radio?

Deactivation issue?


- How we inform CN/EPS?

MBSFN Service Activation / Deactivation decision in which node?


- eNB


- MCE?

Rapporteur to report next meeting RAN2 (SA2) decision.
MBR > GBR
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102207
	Considerations MBR larger than GBR in eMBMS
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This paper makes 3 proposals:

1. the requirement on the packet loss should be similar to the requirements in Table 1. For example, the PELR for a service specified by QCI = 6 should be in the order of 10-6 over the M1 interface including the scheduler in the eNB;
2. in order to reduce the amount of dropped data, a mechanism to increase the time between packet drops has to be introduced;

3. time delay variation requirements shall be considered in Release-10.

- Packet loss smaller in Network than Radio.

- Requirement applies to MBMS? Today only for unicast.

- Change the rule for dropping


- Packet loss requirement?


- Time delay between packet drops.


- time delay variation

Two issues to be continued:

1) Requirement MBR unicast apply for MBMS

2) Dropping

Decision: Noted

	R3-102009
	[Draft] LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102435
	[Draft] LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102464
	[Draft] LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102465
	LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). In this LS RAN3 asks SA2 to discuss and make decision on whether MBR can be greater than GBR for MBMS services in Rel-10.
Henri Koskinen (NSN): Should we include QCI impact.?
-> Revised in R3-102435.

Steven Xu: In Actions: replace “MBMS” with “LTE MBMS”.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Request to separate the actions for Rel-9 and Rel-10.

Also, in the second paragraph, replace “However, in TS 23.203” by “However, in TS 23.203 rel-9”.

-> agreed in R3-102464, final LS in R3-102465.

Decision: Approved
19. 
Minimization of drive tests for E-UTRAN and UTRAN WI (RAN2)
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101985
	LS on Possible Limitation of ‘Immediate MDT’ (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	MDT_UMTSLTE
	Rel-10
	R2-103451
	Vodafone
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101994
	LS reply on UE selection for MDT (Source: SA5; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3)
	MDT_UMTSLTE
	Rel-10
	S5-101558
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman.

Decision: Noted
	R3-101999
	LS on MDT configuration for IDLE mode UE (Source: SA5; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3)
	OAM8-Trace
	Rel-10
	S5-102078
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman.

Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102274
	Use of immediate MDT reporting
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). This paper makes proposals aiming to ensure that solutions developed under the Rel-10 MDT work item may be used for SON purpose in the eNB, so that duplication of  functionality may be avoided:
1: RAN3 sends an LS to RAN2 (cc SA5) to inform about the possibility of the eNB to use MDT UE measurements collected for the purpose of SON and ask about restrictions on such use.

2: In order to not delay Rel-10 work, RAN3 agrees upon the working assumption that MDT UE measurements collected by immediate MDT reporting in connected mode is transferred over X2 to be used to solve the HO to Wrong cell w/o RLF problem.

-> Need more time to understand the RAN2 agreement and the overall MDT framework.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102225
	Discussion on MDT configuration
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). The paper proposes that:

1.  RAN3 should discuss if eNB would always send the MDT configuration parameters to UE when UE initiates RRC connection to E-UTRAN.

2.  If eNB may not send MDT configuration to UE in some scenarios, MME should send LOG MDT configuration parameters to eNB during the handover procedure.

3.  In any case, IMT MDT configuration should be transferred between source and target.

- Is SA5 working on SA1?

Decision: Noted

20.
TEI-10
MPS
	Tdoc
	Title
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-101990
	LS response on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS (Source: RAN2; To: SA2; Cc: RAN3)
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	R2-104202
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philppe Godin (ALU). RAN2 kindly asks SA2 to provide feedback on whether if it is also necessary to prioritise the subsequent access over UMTS for CSFB when Release with re-direction option as per TS 23.272 clause 7.4 is used.
Decision: Noted
	R3-101991
	LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS (Source: SA2; To: RAN2,:RAN3)
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	S2-103098
	Telcordia
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philppe Godin (ALU). SA2 asks RAN3 to provide feedback if there is any concern on priority indication in S1-AP message.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102263
	Prioritised handling of MPS session in S1-AP
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Huawei, KDDI
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). Priority indication in the S1-AP PAGING message can be a feasible solution for priorising MPS MT sessions. However, for prioritising radio resource in CS fallback the indication is not necessary. Hence it is proposed to reply to SA2 with this conclusion.

Phiippe Godin (ALU): We cannot use the high priority CS fallback indicator here, it is only for MO calls.
Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Disagrees with ALU; this indicator can be used.

- Can the “CSFB High Priority” indicator be used for both MO and MT calls?

- The eNB needs to know that it is an MPS call (for prioritising the paging message)

Decision:  Noted

	R3-102023
	Priority for terminating sessions for MPS
	Telcordia Technologies
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philppe Godin (ALU). RAN3 has received an LS from SA2 regarding support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS. This paper provides some background for the LS to help focus discussion on the needs identified by SA2 and proposes a path forward in RAN3, and makes three proposals:
1: It is acceptable to include a priority indicator over the S1-AP interface to meet the needs outlined by SA2 in TR 23.854.

2: To meet the needs outlined by SA2 in TR 23.854, the priority indicator should be carried in the S1-AP Paging message as defined in TS 36.413 clause 9.1.6.

3: The priority indication should be carried in the S1-AP Paging message using an optional IE similar to the "Paging Cause" IE to be added to TS 36.413 clause 9.1.6  Specific values of this parameter will be defined in Stage 3 work by RAN3.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102208
	MPS prioritization aspects
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This discussion paper summarizes the status of the study on priority handling for MPS sessions. The following conclusions are drawn:
1: Introducing a paging cause over S1AP does not have benefits provided that such paging cause is not forwarded to the UE to steer RRC Connection establishment causes.

2: MME-based mechanisms already being worked upon by SA2 appear like a robust and sufficient approach to the aspect of MPS MT sessions prioritization.

3: Regarding eNB congestion, the eNB already has plenty of ways to handle it, which are all better than paging discard as they can be tailored to the actual level of congestion.

4: If a MME-eNB-UE paging cause mechanism similar to legacy is introduced for other reasons (for example MTC), it would nevertheless make sense to define the appropriate value (‘high priority’) to also cover MPS.

5: Regarding CSFB aspects, the currently defined mechanisms appear sufficient to cover the needs of MPS. It is proposed that RAN3 agrees to the above conclusions and that they are captured in the LS response to be sent to SA2 and RAN2.

Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): In real networks congestion can happen at a cell level.

Philippe Godin (ALU): What we are trying to prevent is RACH overload.

- Is it efficient to only rely the “MPS Priority” indication to the eNB without propagating to the UE? (is it efficient to discard paging messages at the eNB?)
Decision: Noted

	R3-102331
	MPS liaisons across all groups
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telcordia Technologies
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philppe Godin (ALU).  Alcatel-Lucent has noticed that SA2 forgot to include RAN3 on the last liaison so it is provided as an annex of this contribution.
Second, Alcatel-Lucent is providing at this RAN3 meeting contributions and CRs together with Telcordia Technologies that implement the SA2 request to RAN3 seen in S2-103098 for a paging priority indicator over S1. It can be noted that this is needed even for the intra-LTE case so it is independent of the ongoing SA2-RAN2 exchange on RRC radio paging.

Third, Alcatel-Lucent is providing at RAN3#69 also the equivalent RANAP CR.
Finally, Alcatel-Lucent is providing in RAN2 an exhaustive analysis showing that because of CSFB case, the decision of no paging priority indicator in LTE RRC paging might be revisited according to S2-103205 for the GERAN case and also UMTS case where UMTS network doesn’t support PPAC feature. 

Decision: Noted

	R3-102264
	Priority handling of MT eMPS in case of CSFB redirection
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This paper looks into how prioritisation of eMPS can be achieved in case of CSFB redirection to UTRA.
Elena Voltolina (Ericsson): Are PPAC/DSAC mandatory?

HT: Yes, they are.

EV: But not for networks.
EV: Should ACB be transferred via RIM?

Philippe Godin (ALU): Is this feasible given that we would need quick refreshes in the eNB.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-102265
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102332
	MPS prioritization in eNB 
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telcordia Technologies
	CR
	36.413
	747
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102401
	MPS prioritization in eNB 
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telcordia Technologies
	CR
	36.413
	747
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102333
	MPS prioritization in RNC
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telcordia Technologies
	CR
	25.413
	1073
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102402
	MPS prioritization in RNC
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telcordia Technologies
	CR
	25.413
	1073
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102330
	LS Response on Support for priority for terminating sessions for MPS
	Alcatel-Lucent, Telcordia Technologies
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102021
	Priority handling for MPS session
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	723
	-
	B
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102022
	Priority handling for MPS session
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	1070
	-
	B
	eMPS
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


*************************

MPS discussion is about access/RACH overload

- Filtering at the MME would not be efficient as the MME would have no knowledge of which cell is overloaded.

- Filtering at the eNB may not be very efficient.
- Propagating the new paging cause at the UE would not help reduce the access overload.
Filtering pages at eNB would have no negative consequences at the MME

-> offline: NTT DoCoMo:

Questions:

1. “MPS Priority” indication in the S1-AP PAGING message ? YES

- whether this is for CS or PS, is decided by the CN.
2. Any need for further changes to CSFB? => RAN2 will continue the discussion until the next meeting, RAN3 to wait for RAN2’s decision.
- LS to SA2/RAN2 in R3-102442:
	R3-102442
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS
	NTT DoCoMo
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102523
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS
	NTT DoCoMo
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102543
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS
	NTT DoCoMo
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102543
	Reply LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS
	RAN3
	LSout
	
	
	
	
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo).

-> Revised in R3-102523.

- editorials

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102543, Final LS in R3-102544

Decision: Approved

Other enhancemts / HSPA
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102070
	Discussion about Offload at Iu-PS for UMTS
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). SA has a WI on LIPA/SIPTO in the Rel-10 specification. The Traffic Offload Function (TOF) is functionally transparent to the RAN, but some information is required to be transferred over RAN for TOF usage. In order to complete SIPTO in Rel-10 Huawei asks RAN3 to open and agreed the corresponding CR against 25.401 and 25.413.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102071
	Introduction of Selected IP Traffic Offload at Iu-PS
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	1071
	-
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102070.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Are these additions supposed to go to the normative or informative part of the specification?

-> Need to check what are the required changes from SA2 (from TR 23.829 & Annex in 23.060)?

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Are we supposed to agree the changes now and thus create Rel-10 specs?

Chairman: We can also agree these in-principle in this meeting, and then re-submit it the next quarter. However, we need to have a set of Rel-10 specs in December for ITU submission.
- Is there a clear way to introduce this into our specifications?

- TR 23.829 defines a TOF as a function? Not clear in which node it is located?

-> CB: offline checking of the CRs.

- Agreed in principle the introduction of TOF-related changes into our specification.
- The actual method to be discussed in the next meeting.
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102072
	Introduction of Selected IP Traffic Offload at Iu-PS
	Huawei
	CR
	25.401
	129
	-
	B
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zheng Zhou (Huawei). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102070.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102088
	Enhanced location information
	Alcatal-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This document outlines why it would be useful to extend the Macro coverage information in the HNB location information sent from the HNB to the HNB-GW. CR R3-102089 has been drafted with the required changes to 25.469 and it is proposed that this CR is accepted as an update to 25.469.

- Location verification is done in HMS and optionally on GW. The proposed changes align the location reporting in HMS with th ereporting to GW.
- But if the HNB is registered (proposal is to have the reporting in the HNB registration), would the HN already be operational state (and thus have already contacted teh HMS)?

- Location reporting in HNB registration was added for somehow a “secondary” location verification in case of e.g., temporary drop of the SCTP connection (in that case a less accurate location verification may be OK).

- Location verification based on a single cell is very inaccurate.

- At power up the HNB need not connect to HMS (Vodafone, ALU, Telecom Italia, Huawei). 

- Is the reference scenario the case that HNB connects to HMS at every power up?


YES: NTT DoCoMo, IP.access, NSN, NEC, Kineto, Ericsson, AT&T, Mitsubishi, Samsung

Decision: Noted
	R3-102089
	Addition of enhanced location information
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	54
	-
	C
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102088; that is; macro coverage information is extended to allow a number of macro cells to be reported.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102085
	CN Unavailability
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This document outlines why it would be useful to introduce a new procedure to HNBAP to allow the HNB-GW to indicate CN domain availability to the HNB. 

Kit Kilgour (IP.Access): Supports this discussion document.

Angelo Centonza (NSN): Would RUA be more appropriate than HNBAP?

MW: RUA is for transporting RANAP messages – there are no RANAP messages here.

- General understanding is that the feature is beneficial.

- Scenario that is addressed is when one CN suddenly becomes unavailable (it was at the start)
Decision: Noted
	R3-102086
	Addition of HNB-GW Status procedure.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.469
	53
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102447
	Addition of HNB-GW Status procedure.
	Alcatel-Lucent, IP.access
	CR
	25.469
	53
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR implements the changes proposed by R3-102085.
Kit Kilgour (IP.access): Why enum instead of choice?

-> Revised in R3-102447

Patrick Tao (Kineto): Need to also deal with HNB registering?
-> Needs more discussion

Decision: Noted
	R3-102355
	Correction of alignment of tables in RANAP
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	1077
	-
	D
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR aligns tables in 25.413.

- This is agreed in principle (the rapporteur to resolve this in one of the next Rel-10 CRs to 25.413).
Decision: Agreed

	R3-102235
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (RNSAP)
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.423
	1638
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102545
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (RNSAP)
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.423
	1638
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm).

- CB: Check status on Friday.

- Agreement conditioned on RAN2 decisions

- No RAN3 specific concerns.

-> Email#03 until Friday


- wait for RAN2 final agreement

- Criticality should be rather ignore than reject.

-> Revised and Agreed in R3-102545.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102236
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (PCAP)
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.453
	123
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102546
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (PCAP)
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.453
	123
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm).

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Why criticality ‘reject’?

-> Will be part of Email#03
-> Revised and Agreed in R3-102546.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102237
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (NBAP)
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.433
	1834
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102547
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (NBAP)
	Qualcomm Incorproated
	CR
	25.433
	1834
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm).

-> Will be part of Email#03

-> Revised and Agreed in R3-102547.

Decision: Agreed
Others enhancements / LTE
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102266
	LCS function for HeNB
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102434
	LCS function for HeNB
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., Qualcomm Incorporated, Telecom Italia
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo). This document clarifies that there is no standard restriction for HeNB to support the same LCS functionality as macro eNB, and proposes a routing solution for a case when HeNB-GW exist. Furthermore, the document also discusses the additional LCS function to enable E-SMLC to timely update configuration information in the context of HeNB deployment.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102380
	Response to R3-102266
	Ericsson
	Resp
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Elena Voltolina (Ericsson). This paper argues that NTT DoCoMo’s proposal should be be agreed in RAN3. The reasons are:
1. The current LCS architecture does not forbid HeNB deployments, but does not imply that special solutions solely targeting specific HeNB deployments should be in place either.

2. For the scenario depicted in [1], the currently defined LCS architecture and solutions fulfill the requirements.

3. The necessity of deploying a HeNB GW in the discussed use case is not clear. 

4. Assuming HeNBs do not have an O&M system, especially in the case of open access/operator deployed HeNBs is not correct.

5. The proposed ‘push’ mechanism does not work.

The paper then proposes that no specific HeNB optimization is necessary as the requirements are already fulfilled within the current scope.

Hideaki Takahashi (NTT DoCoMo): Can we agree that without gateway there is no problem?
EV: Yes. Since HeNB has a small cell area, the cell ID provides enough location information.
Wuri Hapsari (NTT DoCoMo): But cell Id in itself does not provide enough location information.

Nathan Tenny (Qualcomm): We have to acknowledge that some of the location mechanisms we have, cease to exist to be useful when a gateway is involved.

EV: Prefers to have a new work item for this work; it is not within the scope of the existing WI.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Agrees with Ericsson. 

EV: To be minuted: There is no requirerment for LPPa support at HeNB.

- Without GW everything is supported.
- With GW routing of LPPa does not work (but there is no requirement either of LPPa support at HeNB).
Decision: Noted
	R3-102230
	Inclusion of source eNB TNL IP Address in SON Configuration Transfer IE
	Deutsche Telekom, NTT DoCoMo, Orange
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andreas Neubacher (Deutsche Telecom). This paper proposes to provide the source TNL IP address to the target eNB in the “SON Configuration Transfer IE”. It is also proposed to send an liaison statement to SA3 after an initial discussion in RAN3.
Xuelong Wang (Huawei): The location of the ACL functionality; is it in the transport layer?
AN: That is an implementation matter.

Serban Purge (Orange): ACL is at the transport layer.
XW: This is applicable to both user and control planes?

AN: Yes.

CB:

-> General understanding that it is beneficial to add the source IP address in the SON container.

-> LS to SA3 (in R3-102443) asking whether there are security concerns (Deutsche Telecom).

Decision: Noted
	R3-102230
	[Draft] LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE

	Deutsche Telekom
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102443
	[Draft] LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE


	Deutsche Telekom
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102524
	[Draft] LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE


	Deutsche Telekom
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-102525
	LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE


	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Andreas Neubacher (DT)

- general understaning is that it is beneficial to add the source IP address in the SON container.
- LS to SA3 asking whether there are security concerns 
-> Revised in R3-102443

- Small rewording

- Change TO, Action TO

-> Agreed unseen in R3-102524, Final LS in R3-102525.

Decision: Approved

	R3-102128
	On the need for a Non Delivery Indication for CDMA2000 msg
	Motorola
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102412
	On the need for a Non Delivery Indication for CDMA2000 msg
	Motorola, KDDI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Not Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (Motorola). The loss of S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING messages will likely occur using the current spec.  Loss of these messages will cause longer CSFB from LTE times compared with “native” cdma2000 1x calls. Emergency calls may not get delivered. This document proposes to make the LTE path as reliable for CDMA2000 signalling as it is already for the NAS signalling so as to minimize end-to-end retransmissions by the endpoints. The assumption of reliable delivery relied on for LTE NAS should extend to 1xRTT messages so that the IWS and eHRPD can similarly assume the path between IWS and eHRPD AN and the UE is a reliable connection. The correction for this problem is already in place for the LTE NAS procedure making ready the solution for S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING messages. 
Decision: Not Agreed
	R3-102334
	CSFB enhancement related to SRB-only handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	748
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 

Decision: Withdrawn

	R3-102387
	CSFB enhancement related to SRB-only handover 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	1078
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Treated
Not Treated:

	R3-102129
	Add NON NAS NON DELIVERY INDICATION message
	Motorola
	CR
	36.413
	724
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-102413
	Add NON NAS NON DELIVERY INDICATION message
	Motorola, KDDI
	CR
	36.413
	724
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102164
	The Enhancement of the Radio Load Information Interaction
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-102165
	The Enhancement of the Radio Load Information Interaction
	ZTE
	CR
	36.423
	379
	-
	F
	LTE- interfaces
	Rel-10
	Not Treated

	R3-102335
	Update of CSG ID Table
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413 
	749
	-
	B
	 
	Rel-10 
	Not Treated

	R3-102087
	Automatic Update of CSG ID in source RNC
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.413
	1072
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


21.
Energy Savings SIs

21.1 LTE aspects and inter-RAT aspects

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102108
	Status Report for Progress of Energy Saving in SA5
	CMCC
	Info
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC).

Decision: Noted
	R3-102183
	TR Skeleton Update
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC).

Decision: TP is Agreed
Inter-RAT
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102110
	Inter-RAT Energy Saving Scenario Description
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102436
	Inter-RAT Energy Saving Scenario Description
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102487
	Inter-RAT Energy Saving Scenario Description
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102526
	Inter-RAT Energy Saving Scenario Description
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This document contains a text proposal for the TR.
-> Revised in R3-102487.

- Need to change the file name
- Figure 2 is a bit misleading

- Need to clarify that solution 1 is already available today

- Some typos (e.g., “turning it on”)
- Further checking throughout the document

- No need of the third bullet in complementary features

-> To Email#04 until Friday, revision in R3-102526.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102111
	Inter-RAT Energy Saving Potential Solutions and Initial Evaluations
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This is a further text proposal for the Energy Saving TR.
- may need to clarify that solution 1 is based on O&M?
Decision: Noted
	R3-102084
	Inter-RAT Energy Saving Analysis
	TNO, Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102474
	Inter-RAT Energy Saving Analysis
	TNO, Huawei, Telefonica
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ljupco Jorguseski (TNO). This contribution presents a text proposal for the TR. The scenario involved is that UTRAN Cell A provides basic coverage in the area, while E-UTRAN Cell B enhances the capacity and/or data rates in the area.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102250
	Inter-RAT energy saving analysis
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (Qualcomm). This paper proposes:
1: Due to the advantages and different use cases of cell switching based to message exchange and cell switching based on local policy, we propose that the standards provision for both approaches. It is noteworthy that the signalling required for cell switching based on local policy would automatically be provided if cell switching based on message exchanging is supported.

2: Due to the implementation ease and availability of the signalling solutions, we propose that the RIM procedure be adopted as means to communicate messages and neighbour notifications between network nodes across different RATs for network energy savings purposes.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102251
	P-CR on Inter-RAT energy saving
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Osok Song (Qualcomm). This is a TP for the Inter-RAT Network Energy Saving report.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102171
	Discussion on energy saving enhancement
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). ZTE proposes that the negotiation among the relative neighbor cells should be applied before autonomous switching off, especially in the Inter-RAT scenario.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102209
	LTE and Inter-RAT Energy Saving aspects
	Ericsson
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). Ericsson’s proposes that the work in RAN3 regarding IRAT Energy Saving is considered complete because the functionality is already available.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102272
	Multi-cell hotspots in inter-RAT energy saving scenarios
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hakon Helmers (ALU). The discussions in RAN3 and SA5 so far focused on single cell hotspot entirely overlaid by a single wide-coverage cell. In this paper we propose that the Rel-10 inter-RAT energy saving solution takes into account a wider range of deployment scenarios, in particular larger scale hotspot deployment scenarios where the hotspot  is composed of multiple adjacent cells which may be the case in public areas like railway stations and shopping malls.

Decision: Noted
	R3-102349
	Constrains and opportunities for energy saving with compensation functionality
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper proposes an unambiguous mechanism to support both, intra-LTE and inter-RAT Energy Saving (ES). This approach should be supported by defining clear hierarchical responsibilities with respect to different ES states and state-change events.
Decision: Noted
Inter-eNB
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102109
	Rule for Inter-eNB Energy Saving
	CMCC
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This contribution contains a short TP for section 6.2.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-102112
	Inter-eNB Energy Saving Scenario Description
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-102437
	Inter-eNB Energy Saving Scenario Description
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper contains a text proposal for Inter-eNB Energy Saving.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Looks like in this picture there is a hole in the coverage?

Decision: Noted
	R3-102054
	OAM Policy for inter-eNB Energy Saving
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). This document provides an end-to-end view of a distributed ES solution which combines both OAM ES policy configuration and Rel-9 inter-eNB X2 signalling method. Huawei proposes that:
· Rel-9 solution can well fulfil the interaction requirements between eNBs in a cell switch off/on energy saving scenario with a HCS network.

· More enhanced or complementary scenario in the inter-eNB ES use case can be resolved in a way which combines the X2 solution with OAM policy configuration. The OAM policy configuration falls into the scope of SA5 work.

We believe the above mentioned principles is also applicable for the inter RAT case.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102143
	Proposed Description for Inter-eNB Energy Saving
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This contribution presents a description for inter-eNB Energy Saving mechanism. We would like to ask RAN WG3 to capture the proposed description in Section 2 into the new TR for Energy Saving Mechanism.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102217
	Further discussion on the scenarios of the energy saving cell activation
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This paper presents an energy saving scheme based on a local eNB policy.
Xuelong Wong (Huawei):

Decision: Noted
	R3-102218
	Selective activation of the Energy Saving Cells
	CATT
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). CATT  makes two proposals in this paper:
1: Within coverage area of a macro cell, it is possible that the state of the energy saving cells change irregularly. Some optimization mechanism for this energy saving scenario needs to be further investigated.

2: For the above scenario, it is allowed to apply the signalling based activation/deactivation option or the selective activation of the Energy Saving Cells option to save network equipment energy.
Decision: Noted
****************************

Inter-RAT ES:

1. LTE hotspots on overlay 3G/GSM network (smaller footprint for LTE than 3G/GSM coverage)

2. Overlapping coverage LTE / 3G / GSM (same footprint for LTE and 3G/GSM coverage)

Two main approaches for switch on/off cells:

1. Based on O&M (Already possible today)

2. Based on signalling between RATs

Benefits of B vs A, need to be better understood,

Complementary ES features (both intra and inter-RAT):

- Extra coordination with neighbours and compensation mechanism?

- in case of approach B above, add “deactivation indicator”

- Whether we should allo autonomous switch in decision based on local policy / information at eNB.

- Need feasibility studies and clearly understand its benefits

21.2
HSPA aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102174
	Switch off antenna 2 solution discussion
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
22.
M2M SI (RAN2)
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102053
	M2M Standard Status Report and Impact on RAN3 Analysis
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_NIMTC_RAN
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). It is thought that no RAN3 action is needed until other WGs finalize the solutions which will affect RAN3 specification.
Decision: Noted
	R3-102114
	Considerations on MTC Device Indication
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Genebeck Hahn (LG Electronics). The proposals made are:
1 : To avoid the data/signalling congestion due to massive/concurrent MTC devices, the network should have a means to distinguish “normal HTH devices” and MTC devices.

2 : To protect itself against congestion being caused by the MTC devices with lower criticality levels, the network should be prepared to receive the class information indicating several criticality levels of MTC devices.

3 : Send a LS to RAN2 and request RAN2 to discuss on this point and find a solution.

Decision: Noted
23.
Other active WI/SIs with impact on RAN3
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-102431
	Spectrum band definition additions for TDD 2600 MHz
	Motorola
	CR
	25.466 
	25
	 -
	B
	 LTE_TDD_2600_US-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (Motorola).

This CR has earlier been technically endorsed by RAN4.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-102433
	Spectrum band definition additions for TDD 2600 MHz
	Motorola
	CR
	25.461
	59
	 -
	B
	 LTE_TDD_2600_US-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (Motorola).

This CR has earlier been technically endorsed by RAN4.

Decision: Agreed
24.
Outgoing LSs
Note that the list of final outgoing LS is given in Annex C.
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


25.
Any other business
26.
Closing of the meeting

The meeting was closed at 16.08 on Friday 27.8.2010 by the Chairman.
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	R3-101977
	LS on Referencing to TS23.041 in EPS specifications (Source: CT1; To: RAN3, SA2, CT4; Cc: CT)
	C1-101944
	CT1
	Motorola
	Rel-8, Rel-9
	ETWS, PWS
	5
	Noted

	R3-101978
	Response LS on Coding of UE AMBR, MBR and GBR (Source: CT1; To: RAN3; Cc: SA2, CT4)
	C1-102548
	CT1
	Ericsson
	Rel-9
	LTE-Interfaces
	5
	Noted

	R3-101979
	LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover (Source: CT1, CT4; To: GERAN2; Cc: RAN3, SA2)
	C4-101573
	CT1, CT4
	Nokia Siemens Networks and Huawei
	Rel-8
	SAES/GELTE
	5
	Noted

	R3-101980
	LS on agreements on HS-DPCCH design for 4C-HSDPA (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3)
	R1-103423
	RAN1
	Qualcomm
	Rel-10
	4C_HSDPA
	15.2
	Noted

	R3-101981
	LS on Draft RAN1 CRs for 4C-HSDPA (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	R1-104242
	RAN1
	Qualcomm
	Rel-10
	4C_HSDPA
	15.2
	Noted

	R3-101982
	LS on Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs in CELL_FACH (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3)
	R1-104243
	RAN1
	Ericsson
	Rel-8
	RANimp
	5
	Noted

	R3-101983
	LS on RAN1’s agreements on LCR TDD MC-HSUPA (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	R1-104258
	RAN1
	Datang Mobile
	Rel-10
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	15.5
	Noted

	R3-101984
	LS on UTRA ANR (Source: RAN2; To: RAN; Cc: RAN3)
	R2-103392
	RAN2
	Nokia.
	Rel-10
	SON
	15.1
	Noted

	R3-101985
	LS on Possible Limitation of ‘Immediate MDT’ (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	R2-10345
	RAN2
	Vodafone
	Rel-10
	MDT_UMTSLTE
	19
	Noted

	R3-101986
	LS to RAN3 on RAN2 progress on TDD MC-HSUPA (Source: RAN2; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN1)
	R2-104111
	RAN2
	Datang Mobile
	Rel-10
	TDD_MC_HSUPA
	15.5
	Noted

	R3-101987
	Reply LS on Secondary Serving HS-DSCH Cell Indication in 4C-HSDPA (Source: RAN2; To: RAN1; Cc: RAN3)
	R2-104112
	RAN2
	Qualcomm
	Rel-10
	4C_HSDPA
	15.2
	Noted

	R3-101988
	 LS on RAN2 progress on UTRA ANR (Source: RAN2; To: RAN3)
	R2-104120
	RAN2
	Nokia
	Rel-10
	SON
	15.1
	Noted

	R3-101989
	 LS on RAN2#70bis 4C-HSDPA agreements (Source: RAN2; To: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4)
	R2-104121
	RAN2
	Qualcomm
	Rel-10
	4C_HSDPA
	15.2
	Noted

	R3-101990
	LS response on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS (Source: RAN2; To: SA2; Cc: RAN3)
	R2-104202
	RAN2
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-10
	eMPS
	20
	Noted

	R3-101991
	LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS (Source: SA2; To: RAN2,:RAN3)
	S2-103098
	SA2
	Telcordia
	Rel-10
	eMPS
	20
	Noted

	R3-101992
	LS on Enhancing the AS security (Source: SA3; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, SA5)
	S3-100901
	SA3
	Qualcomm
	Rel-10
	LTE-Advanced
	14
	Noted

	R3-101993
	Reply LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (Source: SA3; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2, SA5)
	S3-100924
	SA3
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	LTE-Relay-Core
	14
	Noted

	R3-101994
	LS reply on UE selection for MDT (Source: SA5; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3)
	S5-101558
	SA5
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	MDT_UMTSLTE
	19
	Noted

	R3-101995
	LS on Configuration of Parameter Ranges for MRO (Source: SA5; To: RAN3)
	S5-101559
	SA5
	Qualcomm
	Rel-10
	SON
	16
	Noted

	R3-101996
	LS on PLMN coding in trace IEs (Source: SA5; To: RAN3)
	S5-101565
	SA5
	Motorola
	Rel-9
	OAM9-Trace
	5
	Noted

	R3-101997
	Reply LS on Use cases for cell change indication from MME to E-SMLC (Source: SA3-LI; To: RAN2; Cc: SA2, SA3, RAN3, CT4)
	S3LI10_052r1
	SA3-LI
	Österreichischer Verband für Elektrotechnik
	Rel-9
	LCS_LTE
	5
	Noted

	R3-101998
	Consent of Recommendation G.9971 “Requirements of transport functions in IP home networks” (Source: ITU-T SG-15; To: RAN2, RAN3)
	oLS_183
	ITU-T SG-15
	Corning, Inc. and Mitsubishi Electric
	 
	 
	5
	Noted

	R3-101999
	LS on MDT configuration for IDLE mode UE (Source: SA5; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3)
	S5-102078
	SA5
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	OAM8-Trace
	19
	Noted
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	R3-102460
	Required information from UE for 3G ANR (To: RAN2)
	RAN2
	
	

	R3-102465
	LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (To: SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	SA2
	RAN2
	

	R3-102476
	LS on Relay Setup (To: RAN2; Cc: SA2)
	RAN2
	SA2
	R3-102451

	R3-102479
	Information on the way forward concerning CCO solution (To: SA5)
	SA5
	
	RP-100606

	R3-102507
	LS on support of PWS in RAN Sharing Environment (To: SA1; Cc: SA2, RAN2)
	SA1
	SA2, RAN2
	

	R3-102518
	Response LS to Configuration Parameter Ranges for MRO (To: SA5)
	SA5
	
	

	R3-102525
	LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE (To: SA3)
	SA3
	
	R3-102230

	R3-102529
	LS on Energy Saving Framework (To: SA5)
	SA5
	
	R3-102423

	R3-102530
	CS Fallback triggered upon Service Reject (To: CT1, SA2)
	CT1, SA2
	
	

	R3-102539
	Reply LS OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (To: SA3; Cc: SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	SA3
	SA2, SA5, RAN2
	R3-102451

	R3-102541
	 LS on OAM architecture issues for RNs (To: SA5, Cc: SA3)
	SA5
	SA3
	R3-102451

	R3-102544
	Reply LS on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS (To: SA2, RAN2)
	SA2, RAN2
	
	

	R3-102551
	Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection setup (To: RAN2)
	RAN2
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	R3-102031
	Incorrect message reference
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.433
	1821
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8

	R3-102102
	Best CELL Portions measurement report On Modification for 1.28Mcps TDD
	TD Tech, CATT, ZTE, New Postcom
	25.433
	1830
	-
	F
	CP_LCRTDD
	Rel-9

	R3-102189
	Alignment of tabulars to agreed notation for TS36.413 and TS36.423 
	Ericsson
	36.443
	27
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9

	R3-102190
	Alignment of tabulars to agreed notation for TS36.413 and TS36.423 
	Ericsson
	36.444
	13
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9

	R3-102191
	Rapporteur’s update
	Ericsson
	36.455
	16
	-
	F
	LCS_LTE
	Rel-9

	R3-102210
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	25.423
	1636
	-
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8

	R3-102211
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	25.423
	1637
	-
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9

	R3-102212
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	25.433
	1832
	-
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8

	R3-102213
	Correction of procedure text for E-DCH SPS operation
	CATT
	25.433
	1833
	-
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9

	R3-102293
	CS Data forwarding support for Iur interface
	NEC
	25.420
	61
	-
	F
	RANimp-SrnsReloc
	Rel-9

	R3-102326
	Simultaneous Rekeying and CSFB
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	745
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9 

	R3-102350
	Correction of Forwarding TNL IE for Enhanced Relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	25.413
	1074
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102351
	Correction of the interaction between CN Invoke Trace and Enhanced Relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	25.413
	1075
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102354
	Correction of inconsistencies between tabular, procedural text and ASN.1 code for Enhanced Relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	25.413
	1076
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102357
	Keeping neighbouring eNBs up-to-date with complete list of served cells
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102358
	Keeping neighbouring eNBs up-to-date with complete list of served cells
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10

	R3-102403
	Addition of enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator in CELL_FACH
	Huawei
	25.435
	239
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8

	R3-102404
	Addition of enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator in CELL_FACH
	Huawei
	25.435
	240
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9

	R3-102405
	Addition of UE with enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator IE for Cell_FACH
	Huawei
	25.423
	1640
	-
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8

	R3-102406
	Addition of UE with enhanced HS-SCCH support indicator IE for Cell_FACH
	Huawei
	25.423
	1641
	-
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9

	R3-102408
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	25.433
	1838
	2
	F
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-8

	R3-102409
	Corrections to the mismatch between tabular and ASN.1 for E-FACH 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	25.433
	1839
	2
	A
	RANimp-EnhState1.28TDD
	Rel-9

	R3-102410
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	25.433
	1840
	2
	F
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-8

	R3-102411
	Corrections to the range of Enabling Delay for CPC 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE, CATR, CATT, TD-Tech, New Postcom
	25.433
	1841
	2
	A
	RANimp-LCRCPC
	Rel-9

	R3-102418
	Correction of Repetition Period
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	741
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102420
	Notification of Location Reporting Failure
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	742
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9 

	R3-102421
	Add missing cause value descriptions
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.469
	51
	1
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9

	R3-102422
	Add missing cause value descriptions
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.468
	30
	1
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-9

	R3-102423
	Description of Energy Saving mechanisms
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102424
	Description of Energy Saving mechanisms
	Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10

	R3-102425
	HS-DSCH data transmission in enhanced CELL_FACH state and the relation to HS-DSCH physical layer category
	Ericsson, Huawei
	25.435
	243
	-
	F
	RANimp-EnhState
	Rel-8

	R3-102426
	HS-DSCH data transmission in enhanced CELL_FACH state and the relation to HS-DSCH physical layer category
	Ericsson, Huawei
	25.435
	244
	-
	A
	RANimp-EnhState
	Rel-9

	R3-102429
	Correction of UE AMBR
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	743
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9 

	R3-102431
	Spectrum band definition additions for TDD 2600 MHz
	Motorola
	25.466
	25
	-
	B
	LTE_TDD_2600
	Rel-10

	R3-102433
	Spectrum band definition additions for TDD 2600 MHz
	Motorola
	25.461
	59
	-
	B
	LTE_TDD_2600
	Rel-10

	R3-102446
	Delete references to 23.041 in Tabular
	Motorola
	36.413
	751
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102451
	Start-up procedure for relays
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102455
	Handover request routing toward RN
	Huawei
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102461
	Complete list of served cells to be provided in X2 SETUP and eNB Configuration Update messages
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.423
	384
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102468
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.433
	1824
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8

	R3-102469
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.433
	1825
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9

	R3-102470
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.423
	1632
	1
	F
	TEI8
	Rel-8

	R3-102471
	Clarification of 64 QAM usage at intra Node B serving HS-DSCH RL change
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.423
	1633
	1
	A
	TEI8
	Rel-9

	R3-102480
	MBMS Session Update procedure
	Motorola
	36.444
	12
	1
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9

	R3-102481
	MBMS Session Update procedure
	Motorola
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-9

	R3-102482
	MBMS Session Update procedure
	Motorola
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	MBMS_LTE
	Rel-10

	R3-102485
	Corrections to HSDPA cell capability container
	Ericsson
	25.433
	1842
	-
	F
	RANimp-DCHSDPA
	Rel-9

	R3-102488
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	36.413
	738
	1
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9

	R3-102489
	Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	36.423
	383
	1
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9

	R3-102490
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9

	R3-102491
	CS Fallback Indication and Handover Restriction List
	NEC
	36.300
	-
	-
	A
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-10

	R3-102494
	X2-AP non UE dedicated messages handling
	Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent, NTT DOCOMO, INC., Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, CATT, Motorola,  Nokia Siemens Networks, New Postcom, ZTE, KDDI, III, Fujitsu, LG Electronics, Ericsson, Samsung, Potevio
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102499
	Explicit PLMN coding in Trace IEs
	Motorola, Huawei
	36.413
	726
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102500
	Explicit PLMN coding in Trace IEs
	Motorola, Huawei
	36.423
	376
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102504
	DGANSS ASN.1 correction
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	25.453
	124
	1
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102505
	The corrections for Last Visited Cell Information
	ZTE
	36.423
	380
	2
	F
	LTE-interfaces
	Rel-9

	R3-102511
	Cause value for UE context release during CSFB
	Qualcomm Incorporated, KDDI Hitachi, Motorola, NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, Inc., Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	731
	3
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-102515
	Detach procedure for relays
	NTT DOCOMO, INC., CATT, Qualcomm Incorporated, CMCC, Huawei, Potevio, New Postcom, Nokia Siemens Networks, NEC, LG Electronics, ZTE, Alcatel-Lucent, Mitsubishi
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102528
	Corrections to HSDPA secondary serving cell list handling
	Ericsson
	25.423
	1634
	2
	F
	RANimp-DCHSDPA, RANimp-MultiBand_DC_HSDPA
	Rel-9

	R3-102542
	RN and DeNB OAMs should be able to exchange info
	Ericsson
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102545
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (RNSAP)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	25.423
	1638
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-102546
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (PCAP)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	25.453
	123
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-102547
	Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS (NBAP)
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	25.433
	1834
	1
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-102549
	Introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	25.423
	1635
	2
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102550
	Introduction of 4C-HSDPA
	Ericsson
	25.433
	1831
	2
	B
	4C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-102552
	Clarifications to the common measurement for 1.28Mcps TDD
	ZTE
	25.433
	1837
	3
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
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Annex F:
Email Approvals

[#01 – Four Carriers HSDPA, 2483/2484] (Ericsson)
- checking the RL handling related to ordinal number of frequencies and RL continue flag 
- further checking
- Juha to assign final Tdoc# if changes are required to the current versions
Deadline: Friday 12 pm (noon) CEST
Discussion kicked off by Ericsson on Tuesday. Questions and comments from Nokia Siemens Networks and Qualcomm addressed in reply emails. Additional discussion between Nokia Siemens Networks and Ericsson with revisions of the drafts. Green flag on the latest draft from Nokia Siemens Networks. 
Please add IE Id's in the RNSAP and NBAP CRs, and remove the color highlights before providing the agreed versions in new Tdoc's that needs to be allocated by Juha.
-> allocated tdoc Numbers : R3-102549, R3-102550
[#02 – LS to RAN2 on extension of RLF framework, 2472] (NSN)
- decide on the timer 
Deadline: Friday 12 pm (noon) CEST
Discussion kicked off by Nokia Siemens Networks on Monday. Comments from NTT DOCOMO, Samsung and Alcatel-Lucent addressed by reply from Nokia Siemens Networks. Many many many emails exchanged ;-) Simplified version 2 of the LS was provided, and this version appears to be acceptable. 
The simplified version in "DRAFT_R3-102472 SON_MRO_idle_status_LS_DF" is agreed. 
Juha: will you turn the agreed draft into the final LS? (or do we also have to allocate a Tdoc for the agreed version?) 
 
-> The agreed version in R3-102521 (NSN), Final in R3-102551 (MCC)
[#03 – Small Technical Enhancements and Improvements for GNSS, 2235/2237/2237] (Qualcomm)
- decide on the timer 
- wait for RAN2 final agreement
- criticality of IEs should rather be ignore and not reject
- Juha to assign final Tdoc documents
Deadline: Friday 12 pm (noon) CEST
Discussion kicked off by Qualcomm on Tuesday. Since no comments was raised, the 3 CRs are agreed. 
Please add IE Id's in the RNSAP and NBAP CRs, and remove the color highlights before providing the agreed versions in R3-102545, R3-102546 and R3-102547. 
 

[#04 – TP for inter-RAT Energy Savings, 2487] (CMCC)
- Figure 2 is a bit misleading
- Need to clarify that the solution 1 is already available today
- Some typos (e.g. ‘turning it on’)
- Further checking throughout the document
- No need of third bullet in complementary features
- Final Tdoc in 2526
Discussion kicked off by China Mobile on Monday. Editorial corrections provided by Nokia Siemens Networks. Comment from Ericsson addressed by proposed clarification from China Mobile, but also NTT DOCOMO raise concerns with scenario 2. Comment from Alcatel-Lucent acknowledged by China Mobile. Discussion on scenario 2, it appears as if the support for the current scenario 2 is low so lets remove it from the TR for the time being, and continue the discussion at next RAN3 meeting. 
Please update and provide the agreed version of the TR in R3-102526. 
 

Deadline: Friday 12 pm (noon) CEST
[#05 – RANAP-based solution for HNB to HNB enhanced mobility, 2469/2516] (NEC)
- goal to technically endorse the stage-2
- further checking throughout the document
- Do we need to have a stage-3 for IuUP (25.415)?
- Final Tdocs: stage-2 in 2531; stage-3 in 2532
Deadline: Friday 12 pm (noon) CEST
Discussion kicked off by NEC on Tuesday, stating that comments received at the end of the meeting would be addressed in the email discussion and final versions of the documents. Comment from Alcatel-Lucent on the need for stage 3 solutions. 
Since no comments was submitted on the stage 2, the stage 2 document in R3-102496 is endorsed (and we don't need to use the allocated Tdoc for the final version). 
 

[#06 – HNBAP-based solution for HNB to HNB enhanced mobility. 2522/2497] (NSN)
- goal to technically endorse the stage-2
- further checking throughout the document
- is there any impact on IuUP and RUA?
- what is the benefit of signaling NLs from HNB to GW? 
- need to clarify in stage-2 what restrictions in terms of IuUP version/rates apply
- Final Tdocs: stage-2 in 2533; stage-3 in 2534
Deadline: Friday 12 pm (noon) CEST
Discussion kicked off by Nokia Siemens Networks on Tuesday. Comments from Kineto followed by reply from NSN. Additional follow up comments from Kineto was addressed by Nokia Siemens Networks  that also provided updated drafts. 
Extended to Monday 12pm CEST to allow Kineto to confirm. 
Additional comments from NEC and Kineto with response and updated stage 2 from NSN. Updates agreed by NEC. 
The draft stage 2 provided by NSN as "Draft-R3-102xxx-HNB-HNB-HOBIS-CR_for_25 467_rev02_10" is technically endorsed. 
Please provide the technically endorsed version R3-102533. 
-> Revised by MCC in R3-102553 to fix the revision info (rev.4 now).
[#07 – Direct interface-based solution for HNB to HNB enhanced mobility, 2448/2450] (ALU)
- goal to technically endorse the stage-2
- further checking throughout the document
- need to clarify in stage-2 what restrictions in terms of IuUP version/rates apply
- Final Tdocs: stage-2 in 2535; stage-3 in 2536 and 2537
Deadline: Friday 12 pm (noon) CEST
Discussion kicked off by Alcatel-Lucent on Tuesday. A follow up mail addressed late comments that had been raised during the end of the RAN3#69 meeting, and provided updated drafts. Additional questions and comments raised by Kineto, response and updated stage 2 provided. 
Extended to Monday 12pm CEST to allow Kineto to confirm. 
Additional comments from Kineto addressed by reply from Alcatel-Lucent. None of the comments affected the draft stage2. 
The final version of the stage 2 that was submitted on Monday noon in R3-102535 is technically endorsed. 
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