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	Tdoc
	Title
	Comments

	1.  Opening of the meeting

	Monday - 9AM

	

	2.  Approval of the Agenda

	R3-102554
	Agenda for RAN3#69, Xi'an, China (Chairman)
	Agenda

Approved

	

	3.  Approval of the minutes from previous meetings

	R3-102555
	RAN3#69 Meeting Report, Madrid, Spain (MCC)
	Report

Approved

	

	4.  Reminder of IPR declaration

	Chairman statement: “I draw your attention to your obligation under the 3GPP Partner Organizations’ IPR policies.  Every Individual Member organization is obliged to declare to the Partner Organization or Organizations of which it is a member any IPR owned by the Individual Member or any other organization which is or is likely to become essential to the work of 3GPP.”


	5.  Incoming LSs

	R3-102557
	Inclusion of the “RRC Establishment Cause” in the “(RANAP) Initial UE message” (Source: CT1; To: RAN3, SA2; Cc: RAN2)
	LSin

	R3-102573
	Reply LS on Inclusion of the “RRC Establishment Cause” in the “(RANAP) Initial UE message” (Source: SA2; To: CT1; Cc: RAN3, RAN2)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102558
	LS on Transfer of SPID during (inter-RAT) handover (Source: GERAN2; To: CT1, CT4; Cc: RAN3, SA2)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102559
	LS on Enhancements of Iur-g interface (Source: GERAN; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102571
	Reply LS to on Enhancements of Iur-g interface (Source: RAN; To: GERAN, RAN3, GERAN2, RAN2; Cc: SA)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102560
	Reply LS on intra-eNB energy saving solutions (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, RAN4)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102561
	LS on eICIC progress in RAN1 (Source: RAN1; To: RAN, RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102563
	Reply LS on Support for different HS-SCCHs in contiguous TTIs in CELL_FACH (Source: RAN2; To: RAN1, RAN3)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102567
	SRB only PS Handover (Source: RAN2; To: SA2, CT4; Cc: RAN3, RAN5)
	Lsin

Noted

	R3-102572
	LS on GERAN and UTRAN handling of RFSP Index/SPID (Source: SA2; To: GERAN2, RAN3; Cc: CT1)
	LSin

CRs available in 2680/2681

	R3-102574
	LS on PS handover failure during the SRVCC (Source: SA2; To: RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2)
	LSin

CRs available in 2969

	R3-102576
	LS on new Study Item on Core Network Overload issues (Source: SA2; To: RAN2, RAN3, GERAN, GERAN2, CT1, CT4, SA3; Cc: SA, SA1)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102562
	LS on draft RAN1 CRs for Carrier Aggregation, Enhanced Downlink Multiple Antenna Transmission and Uplink Multiple Antenna Transmission Work Items (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4; Cc: RAN)
	LSin

Moved to AI 12.1

	R3-102564
	Response LS to R2-104233_S3-100901 on enhancing AS security (Source: RAN2; To: SA3; Cc: RAN3, SA5)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 14.

	R3-102565
	Considerations on counting for MBMS activation (Source: RAN2; To: RAN3, SA2)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 17.

	R3-102566
	Reply LS on MDT configuration for IDLE mode UE (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 22.

	R3-102568
	LS on RN testing (Source: RAN2; To: RAN; Cc: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4, RAN5)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 14.

	R3-102569
	LS on Interaction with Trace for MDT (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 22.

	R3-102570
	Reply LS on 4C-HSDPA capabilities (Source: RAN4; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN1, RAN3)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 15.3

	R3-102575
	LS on Release 10 NIMTC Conclusion (Source: SA2; To: GERAN, GERAN2, CT1, CT4, SA1, SA3, SA5, RAN2, RAN3)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 18.

	R3-102577
	LS on Access Delay estimation for RACH Optimization (Source: SA5; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 16.

	R3-102578
	LS on Relay Node Security (Source: SA; To: SA3; Cc: RAN, RAN2, RAN3, CT, CT1, CT4)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 14.

	R3-102579
	LS on Remaining work for LIPA completion (Source: SA; To: SA3, RAN3; Cc: RAN, SA2)
	Lsin

Moved to AI 23.

	R3-102940
	LS on How to differentiate RN and UE (Source: SA3; To: CT4; Cc: SA2, RAN2, RAN3)
	LSin

Moved to AI 14.

	R3-102941
	Reply LS to LS on the security on the direct interface between H(e)NBs (Source: SA3; To: RAN3)
	LSin

Moved to AI 13.

	R3-102942
	Reply LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE (Source: SA3; To: RAN3)
	LSin

Moved to AI 20.1

	R3-102956
	Progress on relay node security (Source: SA3; To: RAN2, RAN3, CT1, CT4, CT6; Cc: SA2)
	LSin

Moved to AI 14.

	R3-102957
	LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (Source: SA3; To: RAN3; Cc:SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	LSin

Moved to AI 14.

	R3-102958
	LS reply on Location Information for MDT (Source: SA5; To: SA2, RAN2; Cc: RAN3, SA1)
	LSin

Moved to AI 22.

	R3-102983
	Reply LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (Source: SA2; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2)
	LSin

Moved to AI 17.

	

	6.  Documents for immediate consideration

	

	7.  Organizational topics

	R3-102556
	TR 30.531 for information (MCC)
	Info

	

	8.  General, protocol principles and issue

	

	9.  UTRAN Rel-8 and earlier releases 

	R3-102586
	Correction of Inter-system SRVCC (Huawei)
	CR (25.413, Rel-8, Cat. F)

Agreed in principle

	R3-102587
	Correction of Inter-system SRVCC (Huawei)
	CR (25.413, Rel-9, Cat. A)

Agreed in principle

	R3-102588
	Clarification on downlink power balancing (Huawei)
	CR (25.433, Rel-8, Cat. F)

- Is there a confusion with current text “specific request”?  What else than the “DL POWER CONTROL REQUEST”?

It was clarified that a “specific request” could be a request for power balancing using dedicated NBAP/RNSAP signaling

	R3-102589
	Clarification on downlink power balancing (Huawei)
	CR (25.433, Rel-9, Cat. A)

	R3-102590
	Clarification on downlink power balancing (Huawei)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. A)

	R3-102591
	Clarification on downlink power balancing (Huawei)
	CR (25.423, Rel-8, Cat. F)

	R3-102592
	Clarification on downlink power balancing (Huawei)
	CR (25.423, Rel-9, Cat. A)

	R3-102593
	Clarification on downlink power balancing (Huawei)
	CR (25.423, Rel-10, Cat. A)

	R3-102635
	Correction on the Functional Split Table of MOCN (Huawei)
	CR (25.467, Rel-8, Cat. F)

Agreed in principle

	R3-102750
	Secondary Serving Cell Information (ZTE)
	CR (25.423, Rel-8, Cat. F)

- Being an optimization it can be discussed further for Rel-10

	R3-102751
	Secondary Serving Cell Information (ZTE)
	CR (25.423, Rel-9, Cat. A)

	R3-102752
	Secondary Serving Cell Information (ZTE)
	CR (25.423, Rel-10, Cat. A)

	R3-102828
	Clarification of use of RNC Id (ip.access Ltd)
	CR (25.469, 8, Cat. F)

- Background: RNC ID can configured by O&M in HNB, but is also received from the HNBGW.

- Should be rather be a stage-2 change (we don’t specify in one protocol things for another protocol)

- Should we cover handling of RNC-ID in U-RNTI?

- What release?

Conclusion of the discussion:

=> Will do a stage-2 change instead.

=> Stage-2 CR in R3-103043
Agreed in principle

	R3-102829
	Clarification of use of RNC Id (ip.access Ltd)
	CR (25.469, 9, Cat. A)

	R3-102830
	Clarification of HNB De-registration procedure (Ip.access Ltd)
	CR (25.469, 8, Cat. F)

- Specification is clear enough: a deregistration triggers also a tear down of the related SCTP assoction. (And corresponding Ipsec tunnel)

	R3-102831
	Clarification of HNB De-registration procedure (Ip.access Ltd)
	CR (25.469, 9, Cat. A)

	R3-102693
	Clarification on E-PUCH transmision power in enhanced CELL_FACH (CATT)
	CR (25.435, Rel-8, Cat. F)

withdrawn

	R3-102694
	Clarification on E-PUCH transmision power in enhanced CELL_FACH (CATT)
	CR (25.435, Rel-9, Cat. A)

withdrawn

	R3-102753
	HSUPA Independent Schedule for Cell Portion (ZTE)
	Appr

Withdrawn

	R3-102754
	Introduction of HSUPA Schedule for Cell portion Indepented (ZTE)
	CR (25.433, Rel-8, Cat. C)

Withdrawn

	R3-102755
	Introduction of HSUPA Schedule for Cell portion Indepented (ZTE)
	CR (25.433, Rel-9, Cat. A)

Withdrawn

	R3-102756
	Introduction of HSUPA Schedule for Cell portion Indepented (ZTE)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. A)

Withdrawn

	

	10.  E-UTRAN Rel-8

	R3-102832
	Alignment of tabular with ASN.1 for S1 Setup message (Ip.access Ltd)
	CR (36.413, 8, Cat. F)

R8/R9 not agreed

CR may be needed for R10 

Revision in R3-102971 (Rel-10 change)
- During the discussion it was clarified (and it is clearly written in the spec) that in case of IE order mismatch between tabular and ASN.1, precedence is given to ASN.1
Agreed in principle

	R3-102833
	Alignment of tabular with ASN.1 for S1 Setup message (Ip.access Ltd)
	CR (36.413, 9, Cat. A)

	R3-102789
	Aspects of CS fallback handling during HO (InterDigital)
	Disc

Withdrawn

	

	11.  UTRAN/E-UTRAN Rel-9 

	E-UTRAN

	R3-102636
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List (Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, INC.)
	CR (36.413, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- “CSFB incator” is not in the HO request message. What about the correspoding change in 8.4.2.2 ?

Offline (check if the item in 8.4.2.2. related to ‘CSFB indicator’ handling is applicable)
Revised CR in R3-103030:

=> CSFB -> CCO in 9.2.1.22 

=> need to add CCO to the abbreviation

Revision in R3-103062, Agreed in principle unseen

	R3-102637
	Clarification on Handover Restriction List (Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, NTT DoCoMo, INC.)
	CR (36.423, Rel-9, Cat. F)

Revision in R3-103031
=> CSFB -> CCO (same as above) 

=> need to add CCO to the abbreviation

Revision in R3-103063, Agreed in principle unseen

	R3-102825
	Applicability of Handover restriction list for CSFB
	LSout

- reword actions

- reword part related to redirection

Revision in R3-102972
=> simplify the description (focus only on the status quo after agreements above) 

=> attach the CRs we just agreed

Revision in  R3-103064
=> Rel-10 -> Rel-9 (TEI-10 -> TEI9)

Revision in R3-103107, Agreed unseen
Final in R3-103108
 

	R3-102723
	NAS tx not necessary if E-RAB unknown at eNB (Motorola, KDDI)
	Disc

	R3-102724
	NAS-PDU not sent to UE if E-RAB ID unknown during E-RAB Release cmd (Motorola, KDDI)
	CR (36.300, Rel-9, Cat. F)

Standard allows both possibilities: 

1. NAS PDU is sent over the radio when all RABs are unknown in the E-RAB release command message (using RRC downlink info transfer)
2. NAS PDU is NOT sent over the radio when all RABs are unknown in the E-RAB release command message. 

	R3-102757
	CR for Description of Energy Saving (CMCC, CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-9, Cat. F)

	R3-102758
	CR for Description of Energy Saving (CMCC, CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. A)

- clarification of the existing functionality

CR coverpage (version number)

Revision in 2973, “Agreed in principle” (unseen)

	R3-102834
	SRVCC procedure in case of PS handover failure (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	Appr

- How is such failure handled in case of intra-UMTS case? (SRVCC applies to intra-UMTS as well). 

Today: in case of intra-UMTS relocation if one of the domain fails then the relocation fails. (this also means that today the target RNC never builds an HO commnad for the UE where one domain fails and the other doesn’t not)
Clarification to RANAP may be necessary.

Clarification on proposal #3 (CR in 2837 below)

Revised CR for i-RAT case: R3-103011
LS to SA2:

Postponed

	R3-102835
	Clarification on SRVCC procedure in case of PS handover failure (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	CR (36.413, Rel-9, Cat. F)

Revised in R3-102969


	R3-102836
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on PS handover failure during the SRVCC
	LSout

	R3-102837
	Support of CS only SRVCC handover to UTRAN with PS handover support (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. C)

	R3-102858
	Handling of CDMA2000 HO Required Indication (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.413, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- Revised in R3-102962 (KDDI added as cosigning company)

- fine to have a “shall” given that MME is a receiver 

- using old version of cover page and of the spec.

(consistent with the decisioni made in R8 for S1AP)

Agreed in principle

	R3-102859
	Correction of GBR and MBR definition (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.413, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- Is PDCP SDU or RLC SDU?

- Is it the case that MBR/GBR definition in CN specs refers to 36.413/423? Should be rather clarified in the stage-2 for QoS (23.107)

Revision in R3-102978 (w/ reference to 23.401)

Postponed (until further notice from SA2)
LS to SA2/RAN2 R3-102974
=> RAN2 in TO
Revision in R3-103066
=> CC to CT1

=> CC to RAN2

Revision in R3-103109, Agreed unseen
Final in R3-103110

	R3-102871
	Correction of semantics description (Ericsson)
	CR (36.423, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- Don’t want to have duplication between procedural text and semantic description

- Rel-10 CR only

- more discussion is needed…

	R3-102872
	Missing definitions (Ericsson)
	CR (36.902, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- Coverpage

Agreed in principle

	R3-102927
	Correction of E-RAB Data Forwarding in HANDOVER COMMAND and DOWNLINK S1 CDMA2000 TUNNELING (NEC, Motorola)
	CR (36.413, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- Coverpage needs to be updated

- Case 8-16 should be considered logical errors (case 4-7 are implementation dependent)

- Change in 8.8.4 is not consistent with change in 8.4.1.4 (should be either both shall or may; CSFB applies to both)

- Change in 8.8.4 to be discussed offline

Revision in R3-102975
Agreed in principle

	R3-102728
	Max number of Cell IDs in Write Replace Warning msg (Motorola)
	Disc

- Is there a scaling issue related to ETWS ? 

- If there is a large area to warn, shouldn’t we use list of TAIs instead of large number of cells?

- Is the problem applicalble to macro, home, both ? 

- Is there a difference between LTE and 3G different?

- If we need to add a change, should it be for R9?
Conclusion: no changes needed for LTE; discussion to be continued for 3G

Noted

	R3-102679
	Scaling issues for SABP and ETWS. (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Disc

	UTRAN

	R3-102680
	RNC selection of SPID (Telecom Italia)
	CR (25.401, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- Can SPID be received from MSC?

- Some rewording of the CR may be needed.

MSC cannot sent SPID (CT4 specs say that in case VLR receives SPID [for MAP inter-working function with Diameter] it shall ignore it)
LS to CT4/SA2 in R3-103016
=> attach the original LS from SA2 (given that CT4 was not copied)
Revision in R3-103067, Final in R3-103068 Agreed unseen

	R3-102681
	RNC selection of SPID (Telecom Italia)
	CR (25.413, Rel-9, Cat. F)



	R3-102767
	Discussion on Signalling Connection for HNB to HNB Mobility (Huawei, Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc
- Why do we absolutely need to create a second SCCP connection in this scenario?

Discuss how to best handle the intra-GW mobility in R9

Conclusion: it is possible to have HNB-to-HNB handling in R9. No specification as to whether a single or two SCCP connections would be used  
Revision in R3-103052
=> sentence needs rethough 

Revision in R3-103078, Agreed in principle

	R3-102939
	On Rel-9 HNB-to-HNB mobility (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

	R3-102768
	Clarification on the SCCP connection for intra-GW inter-HNB mobility (Huawei)
	CR (25.467, Rel-9, Cat. F)

	R3-102926
	PPI value for SABP in Iuh (NEC)
	CR (25.467, Rel-9, Cat. F)

- No need for squared bracket

- Add reference to 25.419 (instead of abbreviation of SABP)

Revision in R3-102979
Agreed in principle (unseen)

	

	12.  ITU-R submission related topics 

As per RAN guidance, all RAN WGs need to prioritize ITU-R submission related topics. RAN3 involvement in those areas so far seems minimal. I expect RAN3 work should be triggered primarly by LSs received from RAN1/2. 

	12.1.  Carrier Aggregation WI

WID: RP-100661  (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100775 (level: 60%)        

Note RAN1 LS in RP-100964. Companies are invited to check whether any changea are required to the RAN3 specs.

	R3-102562
	LS on draft RAN1 CRs for Carrier Aggregation, Enhanced Downlink Multiple Antenna Transmission and Uplink Multiple Antenna Transmission Work Items (Source: RAN1; To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4; Cc: RAN)
	LSin

	R3-102648
	CA impact on RAN3 (Huawei)
	Disc

=> No impact to RAN3, so far

	R3-102873
	Analysis of potential RAN3 impacts from the Carrier Aggregation WI (Ericsson)
	Appr
=> Same conclusion as Huawei on RAN3 impact

Q: how to deal in RAN3-spec with DL-only carrier component?  A: Same as today (keep the current concept of cell in RAN3)

Primary cell can be only downlink/uplink. Seconday cell can be downlink-only OR downlink/uplink 

	12.2.  UL MIMO WI

WID: RP-100959 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100773 (level: 70%)        

	12.3.  DL MIMO WI

WID: RP-091429 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100771 (level: 80%)        

	

	13.  H(e)NB mobility enhancements
WID: RP-100371 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100874 (level: 50%)   
Note also the additional task in RP-100364.

Goal for this quarter: finalize the three solutions in parallel and bring technically endorsed CRs to RAN#50. A vote may then take place in RAN#50 to decide which solution should be standardized in Rel-10.

	R3-102941
	Reply LS to LS on the security on the direct interface between H(e)NBs (Source: SA3; To: RAN3)
	LSin

In Rel-10, “direct communication” between H(e)NBs will have to be routed via a centralized security GW (if standardized security is required)

	13.1.  RANAP-based solution

	13.1.1.  Stage-2 aspects / CELL_DCH
Starting point: technically endorsed CR in R3-102496.

	R3-102928
	Optimized HNB to HNB mobility in Cell-DCH – HNB-GW based solution (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom, ZTE)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)
Noted

Response document in R3-102955 (ALU). Detailed response by Vivek (uploaded in Inbox/draft folder)
To be continued at next meeting..

	13.1.2.  Stage-2 aspects / CELL_FACH
Need to add CELL_FACH support

	Enhanced mobility in CELL_FACH

	R3-102633
	Discussion on the Access Control for CELL_FACH Mobility (Huawei)
	Disc



	Isues & solutions common to all approach:

Issue #1: who perform access control for non-CSG UEs?

Issue #2: who verifies that it is an intra-CSG HO?

Issue#3:  reselection to CSG is not defined for Cell_FACH 
With respect to CELL_FACH mobility support:

=> LS to RAN2 in R3-103021
=> revision in R3-103028, final in R3-103029 (agreed unseen) 
- Clarify why we should not support non-CSG UEs for optimized HNB-to-HNB mobility



	R3-102934
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange)
	Appr

	R3-102935
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	URNTI management

	R3-102634
	Discussion on U-RNTI Management (Huawei)
	Disc

	R3-102930
	U-RNTI management over the Iuh interface (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange)
	Disc

	R3-102931
	U-RNTI management over the Iuh interface: Comparison of Solutions (NEC)
	Disc
Alternative approaches in
=>  R3-102925 (NSN).

=>  R3-102673 (ALU).

Response document in R3-102949 (NSN)

	R3-102932
	U-RNTI Management over the Iuh interface (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	13.1.3.  Stage-3 aspects

Starting point: draft RAN3 CR in R3-102516

	R3-102929
	RANAP procedure clarification in the Optimized HNB to HNB mobility in Cell-DCH (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Huawei, Orange, Samsung, IP. Access, China Unicom, ZTE)
	CR (25.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

Pretty much a resubmission of draft RAN3 CRs

Noted

	R3-102936
	Intra CSG Intra HNB-GW Mobility in CELL FACH state (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange)
	CR (25.469, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102933
	U-RNTI Management over the Iuh interface (NEC, Kineto Wireless, Orange)
	CR (25.468, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	13.2.  HNBAP-based solution

	13.2.1.  Stage-2 aspects / CELL_DCH
Starting point: technically endorsed CR in R3-102533. 

	R3-102820
	Introduction of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility procedures using HNBAP (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)
Natural heir of 2533

=> is the solution ensuring no interruption in UL uplane?

	R3-102819
	Benefit of exchanging neighbor lists (NLs) between HNB and HNB-GW (Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent)
	Disc

	R3-102966
	Enhanced registration procedure for supporting HNB to HNB mobility using HNBAP (NSN)
	CR (25.467)

Add on to 2820/2533 (added the enhanced registration procedure)

=> Is NL provided by HMS superseeded by GW?

=> How dynamic is the NL info?

=>  The new NL functionality is essential for the HNBAP solution (otherwise HNB will not be able to select whether to use the optimized mobility or not). Will add functionality to GW

=> Q: How do you downselect from the hundreds of HNBs reports to the 20s that are neighbors of a specific HNB? A: the list reported by the HNB initially is used as starting point

To be continued at the next meeting

	13.2.2.  Stage-2 aspects / CELL_FACH

Need to add CELL_FACH support

	R3-102925
	HNBAP based management of U-RNTI for HNB to HNB Cell Fach mobility (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)
- Part of the paper to be discussed in AI 13.1.2

	13.2.3.  Stage-3 aspects

Starting point: draft RAN3 CR in R3-102497

	R3-102967
	Support of HNB GW transparent HNB to HNB mobility in HNBAP (NSN)
	CR (25.469, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102821
	Enhanced neighbor relationship establishment for HNB-to-HNB mobility based on HNBAP (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CR (25.469, Rel-10, Cat. B)

Revision of (merged) stage3 in R3-103004
To be continued at next meeting

	R3-102822
	IuUP enhancements to support HNBAP based enhanced HNB to HNB mobility (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CR (25.415, Rel-10, Cat. B)


	13.3.  RNSAP-based solution

	13.3.1.  Stage-2 aspects / CELL_DCH
Starting point: technically endorsed CR in R3-102535. 

	R3-102769
	Performance analyze for soft handover between HNBs (Huawei)
	Disc
Noted

	Comments related to stage-2 CR:

=> Active Set Update should be coming from the source HNB not from the drift HNB

=> There is no guarantee that the commit message arrives to the target HNB before the UE completes RRC reconfiguration. 

=> Issue with 4.1-y: NEC believes that currently SeGW for HNB does not have routing function (we are sending an LS to SA3 related to this point). This view is not shared by ALU, NSN, Huawei, Qcom.
=> there is no description on Uplane handling

=> how is data volume/location reporting handling?

Revision in R3-103026
To be continued at next meeting
Related to all solutions: it is understood that HOs should not cause audible interruptions.



	13.3.2.  Stage-2 aspects / CELL_FACH

Need to add CELL_FACH support

	R3-102673
	URNTI management within the HNB RAN (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Disc

- To be discussed in AI 13.1.2

	R3-102675
	Cell FACH support for HNB Handover (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Disc

	R3-102676
	Introduction of Cell_Update procedure. (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102677
	Introduction of HNB to HNB Cell_FACH mobility procedure using direct interface. (Alactel-Lucent)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	13.3.3.  Stage-3 aspects

Starting point: draft RAN3 CR in R3-102536 and R3-102537

	R3-102671
	Text Proposal for HRNSAP (Alcatel-Lucent)
	TP

- missing Relocation Cancel message

Revision in R3-103027
To be continued at next meeting

	R3-102672
	Additional messages to support HNB-HNB HO in HNBAP (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.469, Rel-10, Cat. B)

=> any UE-specific procedure between HNB and GW are handled via Context ID. This proposes a new method. Why is this the case? 

To be continued at next meeting

	R3-102678
	Additional messages to support CELL_FACH mobility in HNBAP (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.469, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	13.4.  LTE --- Solutions for optimized (H)eNB-to-HeNB mobility

	13.4.1.  Requirements & scope of the work

Higher priority will be given to the optimization of HeNB to HeNB mobility (enterprise scenario).

Agreement that X2-based mobility is allowed between:

· eNB and open access HeNB

· two open access HeNBs

· two closed/hybrid HeNBs (with the same CSG ID) 

Note: the current understanding is that we will not touch the Rel-9 (CN-based) access control/membership verification framework for inbound mobility into close/hybrid cells

	R3-102874
	HeNB Mobility Enhancements  Scenarios (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102839
	Use case of direct X2 based (H)eNB-HeNB mobility (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	Appr

Noted

	R3-102896
	Requirement of Enhanced Inter-HeNB mobility  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr
Agreement to cover closed/hybrid HeNB to open access HeNB



	13.4.2.  HeNB to HeNB mobility 

	13.4.2.1.  stage-2 aspects

Two approaches being discussed:

· Direct X2-based: direct X2 interfaces allowed between HeNB and its neighbor (H)eNBs

· X2 GW-based: only one X2 interface allowed from HeNB to a X2 concentrator, X2 GW; X2 traffic is then relayed from  X2 GW to the neighbor (H)eNBs

Other working assumptions made on X2-based mobility for HeNBs:

· It is restricted to intra-MME pool mobility case

· When HeNB GW is present, it is restricted to the intra-HeNB GW mobility case
· In case of HeNB-to-HeNB mobility, both direct X2 and X2 GW-based solution will be standardized, to address different deployment scenarios and use cases.
Open Issues from RAN#69 on X2 based mobility for HeNBs:

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?

	Two main dimensions:

1. HeNB-to-HeNB vs Macro-to-HeNB

2. direct vs GW
Primary focus on HeNB-to-HeNB: 
Working assumption to standardize only direct interface in Rel-10
 Yes: E///, QC, ALU, Hitachi, DoCoMo, AT&T, KDDI, Ipaccess, DT
 No: Samsung
Stage-2 in R3-103005 (Qcom), Agreed as baseline
LS to SA3 in R3-103006 (ALU)

Revision in R3-103085, Agreed 
Final in R3-103111
AI: next meeting to discussion possible stage-3 issues, if any

For Macro-to-HeNB: 
- No X2 between HeNB and Macro in Rel-10; 
Because of time constraint, the work in Rel-10 focused on HeNB-to-HeNB. Further dicussions on eNB-to-HeNB mobility enhancements are postponed to Rel-11 (interested companies invited to open a dedicated WI)
AI: At next meeting: do we want to continue the discussion in R10 on HO termination at HeNB GW:


	General stage-2

	R3-102778
	X2 usage for HeNB mobility enhancement (Samsung, Motorola, ZTE, CATT, New Postcom, LG Electronics, InterDigital)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102898
	Introduction for Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility Architecture  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102899
	Introduction of Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility Function  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	Possible TPs for stage2:

### 1. 

Mobility between two HeNBs may be supported via X2 handover if both are directly connected to the same MME and only in the following use cases:

-
target cell is either hybrid or closed and source cell is either hybrid or closed and they have same CSG ID,

-
or the target cell is open.
### 2.

X2-based HO between HeNB is allowed when there is no access control is needed

### 3. 

This version of the specification does not support X2 connectivity of HeNBs, except in the following cases:

· Between two open access HeNBs;

· Between two closed/hybrid HeNBs only if they have the same CSG ID 
· From closed/hybrid HeNB to open access HeNB;


	Issues in presence of HeNB GW / MME pool requirements 

	R3-102838
	Applicable network architecture for X2 based HeNB mobility (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	Appr

See also considerations in R3-102632 (Huawei)

	R3-102738
	Discussion on MME Pool Requirments for HeNB GW (ZTE)
	Appr

	Issues in presence of HeNB GW / X2 setup & ANR

	R3-102823
	X2 mobility aspects with HeNB-GW proxy (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	R3-102824
	X2 mobility via HeNB GW proxy (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102597
	X2 setup between macro eNB and HeNB-GW (Motorola)
	Disc

	R3-102786
	Consideration on X2 setup for HeNB mobility enhancement (LG Electronics)
	Disc

	R3-102706
	Open issues in X2 setup procedure between HeNBs (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102854
	X2 Management with a HeNB-GW (Mitsubishi Electric)
	Disc

	R3-102612
	Issues on X2-based mobility for HeNBs from ANR perspective (New Postcom)
	Disc

	Issues in presence of HeNB GW / Others 

	R3-102704
	Discussion on routing X2AP messages with X2-GW (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102705
	Add the function of routing X2AP message to HeNB-GW (CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102775
	X2 Setup between GW and HeNB (Samsung)
	Appr

	R3-102780
	X2 HO routing and identification issue (Samsung)
	Appr

	HO termination at HeNB GW 

	R3-102777
	X2 Handover termination at the HeNB GW (Samsung, Alcatel-Lucent, CATT, CMCC)
	Appr



	R3-102779
	HeNB GW functionality to terminate X2 handover procedure (Samsung)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102897
	Optimized Solution for Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

Response document in R3-102947 (DoCoMo)

	R3-102900
	Introduction of Enhanced inter-HeNB Mobility Procedures (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	13.4.2.2.  stage-3 aspects

	R3-102707
	Add a new cause value for X2 setup failure (CATT)
	CR (36.423, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	13.4.3.  eNB to HeNB mobility 

	13.4.3.1.  stage-2 aspects

See above for 13.4.2.1

	General aspects 

	R3-102632
	Discussion on the Mobility Enhancement between HeNB and eNB (Huawei)
	Disc

	13.4.4.2.  stage-3 aspects

	13.5.  Others

	Addressing of open HeNBs 

	R3-102901
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

=> solution based on piggybacking in UE history info

	R3-102902
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102903
	Inbound Mobility to HeNB open cells  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10 , Cat. B)

=> how reliable it the method?

	R3-102875
	Addressing of HeNBs (Ericsson)
	Appr

=> solution based on PCI split

	R3-102611
	Solutions to HeNB addressing issue (New Postcom)
	Disc

=> solution based on CELL ID split

	R3-102805
	Clarification to ANR Operation (Samsung, NEC)
	CR (36.300, Rel-9, Cat. F)

=> solution based on PCI split

	In light of the decision to move HeNB – Macro mobility optimization to R11: the above discussion is now in the context of TEI10
Three solutions on the table:
1. PCI split

2. E-GCI split 

3. Piggybacking in UE history info

1. and 2. are always possible (network configuration issue). 

1. was the method adopted in the standard for close/hybrid.
Offline (Samsung)

- Why we should not recommend the method to use for open, if this is the case for close/hybird

- If we do recommend a method, agree on a stage-2 CR 
- what release?

Stage-2 proposal in R3-103056
=> add ‘configuration’ after PCI and EGCI

=> minor editorials

Revision in R3-103089, Agreed unseen


	14.  Relays WI 
WID: RP-100953 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100952 (level: 50%)   

	R3-102564
	Response LS to R2-104233_S3-100901 on enhancing AS security (Source: RAN2; To: SA3; Cc: RAN3, SA5)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102568
	LS on RN testing (Source: RAN2; To: RAN; Cc: RAN1, RAN3, RAN4, RAN5)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102578
	LS on Relay Node Security (Source: SA; To: SA3; Cc: RAN, RAN2, RAN3, CT, CT1, CT4)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102940
	LS on How to differentiate RN and UE (Source: SA3; To: CT4; Cc: SA2, RAN2, RAN3)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102956
	Progress on relay node security (Source: SA3; To: RAN2, RAN3, CT1, CT4, CT6; Cc: SA2)
	LSin

= > why for solution 7/9 an interdependency between AS level and Ipsec is created?

Group notes the the progress of SA3 (i.e. no comment at this time). We will wait for further determination of SA3 on this matter.

	R3-102957
	LS on OAM security and OAM connection issues of RN (Source: SA3; To: RAN3; Cc:SA2, SA5, RAN2)
	LSin

Noted

	14.1.  O&M requirements

> Starting point: agreed initial set of O&M requirements in R3-102542.
> Agreed design principle: as O&M systems could be different, standardized solutions for management of Relays and Donor eNBs minimizing information exchange between the related O&M systems should be preferred

	PGW location and addressing requirements for O&M traffic

	R3-102917
	O&M and addressing Requirements  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

	R3-102918
	P-GW function embedded in Denb and addressing requirements (Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Incorporated)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)
=> what does it mean ‘separate’?

Revision in R3-103039
=> Missing ‘M’ in ‘O&..”

=> Wrong spec version number

=> remove ‘s’ from ‘allocates’

Revision in R3-103095, Agreed unseen

	R3-102737
	PDN connection for RN’s OAM Traffic (ZTE)
	Appr

=> Would mandate S5 in the DeNB

=> The proposal apply to both phase1/2

=> As already decided: no external PGW for phase2 (PGW in the DeNB will be used); clarification to be added to the ALU CR.

	R3-102682
	Consideration on O&M requirement (CATT)
	Disc

=> Why there is a need for multiple PDN connections? One PDN connection can be used for all traffic. 

	Others

	R3-102759
	Discussion on OAM architecture (CMCC)
	Appr

=> Initial access in phase I is authorized by HLR

Offline

How do we restrict UE access to O&M ?

LS to SA3 in R3-103054
Noted, Issue should be raised directly in SA3.

	R3-102760
	CR  for RN OAM architecture (CMCC)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	14.2.  RN initial attachment
> Note the agreed framework in R3-102451 
> Open issues:

- GW selection

- How MME advertises its support of Relays to the eNB during S1 setup

	GW selection

	R3-102684
	Impact on GW selection by different phases of RN startup procedure (CATT, CMCC)
	Disc

Novely is proposal#2.

It is understood that MME needs to differenciate between step1 and step2.
Open issue: what method to use to differenciate?

May relate to RAN2 decision on how to carry the “RN indication” during RRC establishmetn. If RRC establishment cause is used, then DeNB may forward it in the initial UE message and there is no need fo extra IE.

	R3-102598
	GW selection for RN (Motorola, Samsung)
	Disc

	R3-102599
	GW selection for RN (Motorola, Samsung)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102907
	GW Selection for Relay (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

	R3-102908
	GW selection for relays (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102649
	The GW selection for RN (Huawei)
	Appr

GW selection in Phase I is same as today (no special changes required). Should be added as clarification in the update CR to the intial attachment

	R3-102806
	Consideration on PDN-GW selection of the RN (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	R3-102876
	Static GW Selection for Relay Nodes (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102919
	Solution for P-GW selection in relay (Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell)
	Appr

	Four possible mechanisms for GW selection (in phase II):

1. Fixed: E///
2. DeNB-based: Moto, NSN, ALU, Orange, Samsung
3. DNS-based: Qcom, Huawei
WA:

=> MME needs to have some indication to differenciate between phase I and phase II.
=> GW selection in based on approach 2

	RN verification (HSS -> MME -> DeNB)

	R3-102761
	Discussion on Issue about RN Confirmation (CMCC)
	Appr

Two possible options for RN verification:

1. New IE

2. SPID

	R3-102653
	Remaining Issues on RN Indication (Huawei)
	Appr

=> Preference for SPID appraoch i.e. standardize a (recommended) SPID value as “relay”

	R3-102683
	Discussion on how DeNB identifies the RN from CN (CATT)
	Disc

Proposed a third option via GTP-C

	RN verification based on new IE in S1 signaling (downlink)

	Signaling of MME support of Relays to the eNB

	R3-102615
	Advertisement of MME’s support of Relays (New Postcom)
	Disc

	Other RN startup enhancements

	R3-102734
	Two-Phrase RN Start-up Procedure (ZTE)
	Disc

	R3-102791
	Aspects of Phased RN Startup (InterDigital)
	Disc

	R3-102840
	DeNB cell measurements during RN attach (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	Disc

	Stage-2 updates to initial attachment (Yan)

- Add clarification that in phase I, GW selection is same as today (no special changes required, special APN…)
- GW selection mechanism in phase II; it can be actual text in our stage-2 or a reference SA2 (which we would have to liase …)
- RN verification

- E-GCI configuration



	14.3.  RN detachment procedure
> Note the agreed procedure in R3-102515
> Open issue: Should TA of RN and DNB be the same? (related to the FFS in R3-102515 on Configuration Update procedure)

	R3-102841
	TA configuration for relays (NTT DOCOMO, INC., New Postcom, LG Electronics, Qualcomm Incorporated, Mitsubishi Electric, Alcatel-Lucent, NEC, Huawei, CMCC, CATT, KDDI, Telecom Italia)
	Appr
=> What happens if DeNB MME does not support the new TA? In LTE, RAN provides supported TAs; CN complies

Principle agreed



	R3-102650
	Add X2 eNB Configuration Update procedure in RN attachment (Huawei)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

-remove FFS

- discuss whether you need “shall”, “should” or “may”

- Add the release part
Revision in R3-102998
Revised in R3-103096, Agreed in principle

	14.4.  Issues related to non UE-associated messages

	14.4.1.  S1 related

	General

	R3-102657
	S1 non UE associated msg handling (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102658
	S1 non UE associated msg handling (Huawei)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102920
	Non UE associated S1 message handling in Relay system (Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell)
	Appr

	It is agreed that as a general principle:

1. All the non-UE associated S1AP procedures are terminated at DeNB.

2. Upon reception of an S1 non-UE-dedicated message from a MME, the DeNB may trigger corresponding S1 non-UE-dedicated procedure(s) to the RN(s), if more than one RN are involved then the DeNB may wait and aggregate the response messages from all involved RNs before respond to the MME. 

FFS the handling of:

3. Reset (RN -> DeNB): 
4. S1 Setup Response (DeNB -> RN): 
5. Overload Start (DeNB -> RN): 
6. MME Direct Information Transfer (DeNB -> RN):

7. Paging (DeNB -> RN):



	MME overload

	R3-102937
	Handling of MME Overload in a RN deployment (NEC)
	Appr

	R3-102938
	Adding MMEC to Overload related messages (NEC)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102601
	MME Overload handling in relay deployment (Motorola)
	Disc

	Others

	R3-102685
	Handling of the MME Direct Information Transfer message (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102582
	Discussion on GUMMEI handling in S1 Setup Response (New Postcom)
	Appr

	14.4.2.  X2 related

Starting point: agreed CR in R3-102494.
Open issue: partial success in Resource Status reporting (related to SON discussion)

	R3-102585
	Non-UE associated S1/X2 procedure handling in DeNB (New Postcom)
	Appr

	R3-102609
	Discussion on non-UE Dedicated X2-AP Messages Handling (Fujitsu)
	Disc

	14.5.  HO related / C-plane

	14.5.1.  ECGI configuration
Solutions on the table: O&M-based vs DeNB-based (RRC or S1 setup)

	R3-102842
	Way forward on RN E-CGI configuration (NTT DOCOMO, INC., Fujitsu, Panasonic, KDDI, Motorola, Samsung, Alcatel-Lucent, Telecom Italia, ZTE, Qualcomm Incorporated, Orange, NEC)
	Appr

	R3-102877
	Relay Node ECGI Configuration  (Ericsson, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Appr

Revision in R3-102996 (CATT as cosigning companies; changes to Sec 3.4)

	R3-102922
	Configuration of E-CGI and radio parameters for Relay Operation (Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell)
	Appr


	R3-102584
	ECGI configuration for RN (New Postcom)
	Appr

- Support O&M solution

	R3-102618
	ECGI Configuration for Cells under RN (Potevio)
	Disc

- Support O&M solution

	R3-102735
	DeNB based ECGI configuration (ZTE)
	Appr

	R3-102790
	Configuration of Relay ECGI (InterDigital)
	Disc

	Two solutions on the table:

1. O&M-based: Ericsson, Huawei, NSN, New Postcom, Potevio, CATT, [VDF, CMCC]
2. DeNB-based: DOCOMO, Fujitsu, Panasonic, KDDI, Motorola, Samsung, Alcatel-Lucent, Telecom Italia, ZTE, Qualcomm Incorporated, Orange, NEC, interdigital
=> Radio resources is not a real issue as we are talking about initial attachment

=> DeNB solution will touch O&M. The main difference between the two solutions is how:

· How info circulates between the following network nodes RN OAM - RN – DeNB – DeNB OAM
· Level of coordination between RN OAM – DeNB OAM (=> and hence multi-vendor support)
=> It is already agreed that list of DeNB IDs will have to be present in RN OAM. Where the RN O&M gets the list of DeNB IDs is FSS (from DeNB OAM, RN scan …).
=> Does RN O&M need to know RN EGCI?



	14.5.2.  Handling of neighboring info and choice of HO type
Open issues: 

- Does the DeNB needs to store its neighbor’s 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 neighboring eNBs

- Which nodes decides the HO type?

- Any specific ANR handling for RN?

	HO type determination

	R3-102602
	Offline report on Neighboring cell handling and HO Type determination (Motorola, New Postcom, CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102603
	Clarify the criteria for S1 HO and X2 HO related to Relay (Motorola, New Postcom, CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

- Status quo; will be used as starting point for further discussion

	R3-102808
	HO type determination (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

Proposal:  
=> DeNB signals to RN the GUMMEI of the MME selected for each relayed UE.

=> RN is informed about the supported MME pools (i.e. the GU Group ID list) of the neighbor.

	R3-102910
	HO type determination with relays (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc
Proposal: DeNB advertises neighbour eNB cells to the RN via e.g. eNB Configuration Update only if 
(a) an X2 interface is established between DeNB and neighbour eNB AND 
(b) MME pool serving the DeNB/RN is the same or a subset of the MME pool serving the neighbour eNB

	R3-102878
	DeNB Proxying of Inbound Non-UE Associated X2 Messages  (Ericsson)
	Appr

Proposal: extra X2 setup request sent to RN. 

- If the neighbor is already known, then a Configuration Update message.

	R3-102736
	How RN learns the X2 availability between DeNB and Neigbour eNB (ZTE)
	Appr

- DeNB informing RN about X2 availabilty and other mobility parameters.

	R3-102583
	Neighbour relationship handling for handover type decision (New Postcom)
	Appr

Noted.

	R3-102923
	Choice of Handover Type by Relay Node (Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell)
	Appr
Proposal: DeNB signal to the RN the type of HO per neighbor (not per UE) 

	R3-102691
	GUMMEI information for handover type determination (CATT)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	Stage-2 (revision of 2603) in R3-103002 (Steven)
Starting point: two high-level solutions (to be continued offline…):

1. Send to RN the list of GUMMEIs supporter by each RN’s neighbor and the selected GUMMEI per served UE 
2. S1 HO when DeNB MME pool is subset of neighbor MME pool; otherwise you send X2 or S1 per neighbor

AI Discussion to be continued at next meeting



	Other ANR considerations

	R3-102809
	RN neighbor discovery (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	R3-102604
	X2 setup between DeNB and eNB (Motorola)
	Disc

	R3-102605
	Add TAI for neighbour cell in X2 Setup procedure and eNB Configuration Update procedure (Motorola)
	CR (36.423, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102807
	X2 TNL address discovery issues of the RN (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	R3-102853
	Neighbour Discovery by a Relay Node (Mitsubishi Electric)
	Disc

	R3-102610
	Discussion on Handling of Neighbour Relation in Relays (Fujitsu)
	Disc

	R3-102686
	ANR handling for RN (CATT)
	Disc

	Others

	R3-102600
	Clean up on S1 related text in C-Plane Handling section (Motorola)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102659
	S1 handover routing toward RN (Huawei)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102687
	Self-configuration handling for RN (CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102688
	MME addressing during X2 HO (CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102689
	X2 connectivity information for RN (CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102690
	X2 connectivity information for RN (CATT)
	CR (36.423, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102921
	Further consideration for intra-DeNB handover for RN (Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell)
	Appr

	14.6.  Others

	TNL issues

	R3-102651
	TNL address mapping (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102652
	TNL address mapping (Huawei)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102607
	Transport layer address handling for S1 message and X2 message in DeNB (Motorola)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102654
	Relay Node Un Signalling Transport Support (Huawei)
	Disc

	R3-102655
	Signalling Transport for Relay Node Support (Huawei)
	CR (36.412, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102656
	Signalling Transport for Relay Node Support (Huawei)
	CR (36.422, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	MLB for Relays

	R3-102810
	Discussion of Mobile Load Balancing for Relay (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	R3-102911
	Mobility Load Balancing in case of relay nodes (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

	Others

	R3-102906
	Automatic PCI Selection at Relay Nodes (Qualcomm Incorporated, NTT DOCOMO, Inc.)
	Disc

	R3-102606
	No NNSF function in RN (Motorola)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102924
	GTP handling for control plane messages (Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell )
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102692
	How to map UE EPS bearers to Un bearers (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102909
	Un Bearer Management with Configurable Uu-Un Bearer Mapping (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

	Offline discussion R3-103082
Non UE S1 message handling:

Agreements:

· With regards to the S1 Reset message, the DeNB needs not to wait for RN/MME acknowledgement. Local handling is sufficient.

· The RN ignores Served GUMMEIs IE in the S1 Setup Response message.

· List of GUMMEI is included in the Overload Start/Stop message from the DeNB to the RN.

· The DeNB sends S1 paging messages to relevant RNs based on the TAI list. Whether the full TA list or only a filtered TA list is forwarded is implementation dependent.

Open issue: 

· Routing of MME Direct Transfer down to RN
Stage-2 CR in R3-102999, Agreed in principle
E-CGI configuration

Working assumption to go for the OAM based-solution 
LS to SA5 in R3-103076
=> TO: RAN2 (action: take it into account)

=> some editorials
=> 6 bits -> 8 bits

Revision in R3-103090, Final in R3-103091, Agreed unseen
GW selection
LS to SA2: R3-103080
=> add ‘and’ between SGW and PGW in phase I

Revised in R3-103092, final in R3-103093
Agreed unseen
Initial attachment
Update to the stage-2 CR in R3-103081
=> add ‘and’ between SGW and PGW in phase I

=> RN cells’ ECGIs are configured by RN OAM
=> Move ‘The RN is preconfigured with information about which cells (DeNBs) it is allowed to access. The RN cells’ ECGIs are configured by RN OAM.’ to startup phase
Revision in R3-103094
=> keep the sentence ‘The RN is preconfigured with information about which cells (DeNBs) it is allowed to access.’

Revision in R3-103112, Agreed in principle


	15.  HSPA topics 

	15.1.  UTRAN ANR WI
WID: RP-100688 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100761 (level: 8%)        
Focus of the RAN3 work should be on the overall stage-2 feature description (including O&M requirements) and in defining the required support over the network interfaces. RAN2 will be responsible for defining the required UE support.

	R3-102741
	The way forward issues for UTRAN ANR (ZTE, China Unicom)
	Appr

	R3-102749
	Proposed TS on ANR for UTRAN (ZTE)
	Appr

	R3-102827
	Scope of RAN3 work for Inter-RNS ANR (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	15.1.1.  Stage-2 aspects

	R3-102739
	ANRF for UTRAN (ZTE, China Unicom)
	Appr

	15.1.2.  Stage-3 aspects

	R3-102740
	Intra-UTRAN ANR with Iur (ZTE)
	

	15.2.  Iur-g enhancements WI 

WID: RP-101013 (target: RAN#51); Status: new!       

Note the worksplit/workplan in RP-101016. The following steps apply:
1. GERAN2 to provide RAN3 with a stable version of stage-2
2. RAN3/RAN2 to review the initial stage-2 and to provide feedback to GERAN2 if neede
3. RAN3 to start to work on the stage-3 work

	15.2.1.  Stage-2 aspects

	15.2.2.  Stage-3 aspects

	15.3.  Four carrier HSDPA WI (RAN1)

WID: RP-100886 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100751 (level: 80%)        

RAN3 CRs were approved in RAN#49 but the WI will be closed in RAN#50 to allow RAN4 to finalize the work on core performance requirements. AI is kept for possible corrections.

	R3-102570
	Reply LS on 4C-HSDPA capabilities (Source: RAN4; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN1, RAN3)
	LSin

	R3-102879
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change (Ericsson)
	CR (25.423, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102880
	Secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change for 4C-HSDPA (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102881
	Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change (Ericsson)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	15.4.  1.28Mcps TDD Multi-carrier HSUPA WI (RAN1)

WID: RP-090990 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100748 (level: 75%)        

	R3-102616
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA for 1.28Mcps TDD (TD Tech)
	CR (25.427, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102695
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA to RNSAP (CATT)
	CR (25.423, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102696
	Introduction of MC-HSUPA to NBAP (CATT)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	15.5.  “RF Pattern Matching Technologies” WI (RAN2)
WID: RP-091427 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100753 (level: 70%)        

	R3-102802
	Periodic Reporting for CellID Positioning Method and clarification of  reporting of CellID measurements. (Polaris Wireless)
	CR (26.453, Rel-10, Cat. C)

Revision in R3-103017 (added , AT&T, T-Mobile USA, Thales Alenia, True Position as cosigners)

=> Currently the reporting is only for active cells. The proposal is to add reporting for detected cells as well.

=> RNC does not “detect” cells. Some rewording is needed to the corresponding sentence

=> Will the removed sentence cause backward compatibility issues?



	R3-102803
	Inclusion of IMSI/IMEI in PCAP Discussion (Polaris Wireless)
	Disc
=> Proposal to include IMSI/IMEI info in PCAP

=> Currently, in regular scenarios RNC is not allowed to know IMEI (the proposal would expose it to him). For emergency purposes IMEI may be exposed to the RNC.

To be continued…

	R3-102804
	IRAT measurements for enhanced positioning capabilities Discussion (Polaris Wireless)
	Disc
=> Note: activation of inter-freq/RAT measurements is *expensive*

=> PW: the understanding is that this is an optional feature especially important in emergency applications. NSN: need to be carefull, activation of inter-freq/RAT measurements may impact the link budged and cause call drops (during emergency services). 

AI: need to assess

	Email discussion to be started on the reflector until next meeting by Polaris Wireless to come up with agreeable for next meeting CR(s) 



	15.6.  MU-MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD WI (RAN1)

WID: RP-100347 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100755 (level: 70%)        

	R3-102617
	Discussion on standalone midamble channel in MU-MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD (TD Tech)
	Appr

	R3-102697
	Impact analysis on RAN3 specifications for MU-MIMO (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102698
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to RNSAP (CATT)
	CR (25.423, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102699
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to NBAP (CATT)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102700
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to CTCH of Iur user plane (CATT)
	CR (25.425, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102701
	Introduction of MU-MIMO to CTCH of Iub user plane (CATT)
	CR (25.435, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	15.7.  Others

	LS on ANR for UTRAN in R3-102994
- inter/intra-RAT as subsection

- is scope section agreed?

- no need for abbreviation?

Revision of stage-2 in R3-103024, agreed (as 0.0.0)
Revision of LS in R3-103025, final in R3-103071 agreed
HSPA session report in R3-103047
The following CRs was in principle agreed:

· R3-102991, Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change, RNSAP CR 
· R3-102992, Correction of 4C-HSDPA secondary serving HS-DSCH RL change, NBAP CR 

For 1.28Mcps TDD Multi-carrier HSUPA and MU-MIMO for 1.28Mcps TDD, email discussions will be started on the reflector until next meeting (goal: comeup with agreeable CRs)
Offline discussion on an agreeable TP for the stage-2 TS on UTRAN ANR.



	16.  SON enhancements WI
WID: RP-100606  (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100788 (level: 25%)        

	R3-102577
	LS on Access Delay estimation for RACH Optimization (Source: SA5; To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3)
	LSin

Noted

	16.1.  MRO enhancements

Agreement from RAN#69: 

=> it is beneficial to extend the UE RLF report mechanism to the case where the re-establishment fails and UE goes to idle
=> high priorities inter-RAT MRO use cases:

- too late HO

- unnecessary HO (i.e. Too early HO w/out RLF)

Potential solutions identified so far for iRAT MRO:

=> Extension of the UE RLF report to the inter-RAT case
=> Extension of the UE history information framework to GERAN

	General on inter-RAT aspects

	R3-102843
	Analysis on inter-RAT ping pong handover (NTT DOCOMO, INC., Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102762
	Discussion on Inter-RAT MRO Issue (CMCC)
	Appr

	R3-102798
	Inter-RAT MRO: Too late HO and unnecessary HO (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

	16.1.1.  Enhancement of RLF report framework 

	16.1.1.1.  Intra-LTE aspects

Agreement from RAN#69: it is beneficial to extend the RLF report framework to the case where the re-establishment fails and UE goes to idle.

Goals for next meeting:

1. Establish the exact information needed to be reported by the UE

2. Clarify the usage of the enhanced RLF report (ideally in a TP for the internal TR)

3. Send followup LS to RAN2  with clarifications on 1. and 2. Above

	R3-102811
	Time information to be reported in the UE-originated RLF reporting in case of RRC connection setup (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	R3-102812
	[DRAFT] Request to enable UE-originated RLF reporting after fresh RRC connection setup
	LSout

	R3-102718
	eNB behaviour for generation of RLF INDICATION (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102721
	RLF report from idle (Huawei)
	Disc

	R3-102771
	Time Interval Definition in RLF Report (Samsung)
	Appr:

	R3-102772
	Overall flow for MRO evaluation in Rel-10 (Samsung)
	Appr
Response document in R3-102944 (ALU)

	R3-102783
	RLF reporting in case of HO failure (Samsung)
	Appr

	R3-102710
	Content extension of RLF report for MRO (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102742
	 The supplement of the UE-originated RLF reporting (ZTE)
	Appr

	R3-102796
	Cost/benefits of Rel-10 extension of RLF report for intra-LTE MRO (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr



	Two extensions to the RLF framework being discussed:

1. Extension of the existing successful reestablishment case 

a. Extend it to the case of HO failure (not only RLF failure); item 3 below

b. Extend it with the timer (used for the unsuccessful case)

2. Extension to the non successful case after the UE goes to idle 

a. there is common understanding that for this case a timer will have to be reported

b. FFS if there is a meaningful extension w/out a timer

Result of offline discussions:

A. TP for internal TR / Background info on R9 RLF framework: R3-103042 
Sec 2-4 are agreed (rapporteur to add it to the internal TR)
B. Rel-10 extension proposals analyzed R3-103038
Open issues:
1. What timer information to be reported in case we extend the Rel9 RLF framework
2. Rel9-Rel10 compatibility (avoid using multiple RLF indications (in the network) for the same failure event)
3. Applicability of RLF reporting to the cases of HO failure

With respect to open issue #1: options are

A. Start timer at the successful completion of the last handover and stop it at RLF (NSN, Huawei)

B. Start timer at initialization of the last handover procedure and stop it at RLF (Samsung)

CATT supports A but with the addition of a flag from the UE that timer 304 expired
ALU see no need for a timer

E/// would like more time to study what is the appropriate timer and how to use it

With respect to open issue #2: need to look at solutions that solve the backwarding compatibilty

Offline discussion:
Way forward proposal in R3-103102
Noted

Paper to explain the handling of multiple RLF indication R3-103097
Noted
LS to RAN2 in R3-103103
=> Apart for the second timer: Working Assumption to extend the RLF framework as described in the LS

=> we continue the discussion in the meeting (open issues are PCI, timer..)


	16.1.1.2.  Inter-RAT aspects

Further discuss the possibility of extending the RLF report framework to inter-RAT. Starting point the agreed TP for the internal TR in R3-102527.

	R3-102882
	Inter-RAT MRO – Detection of too early inter-RAT handover with no RLF (Ericsson)
	Appr
=> failure during handover to 2G/3G; reporting via signaling from UTRAN to EUTRAN

	R3-102713
	IRAT too late (Huawei)
	Appr

=> failure during handover to 2G/3G; reporting upon returning to E-UTRAN

	R3-102714
	Text proposal for 3.023 on IRAT too Late (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102715
	Draft LS for IRAT too late (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102813
	Avoiding unnecessary handovers in inter-RAT environment (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

	R3-102814
	Information needed to avoid unnecessary handovers in inter-RAT environment (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	Progress on inter-RAT MRO:
 High priority scenarios:
- too late HO

- unnecessary HO (i.e. Too early HO w/out RLF)

Requirement: no over the air support in UTRA

Two (complementary) new functionalities proposed:

1. Detection and reporting of failure events (“too late” and “unnecessary”)
A. “too late”
· Reporting upon returning to E-UTRAN (extension to RLF framework; need to involve RAN2)

· Final decision and LS to RAN2 to be sent together with intra-RAT RLF

B. “unnecessary”

· Detection:

· Extra info needs to be signaled to UTRAN during HO preparation so that UTRAN can instruct the UE to continue some specific measurements (RAN3 change)

· Detection that the HO was unnecessary is done at the target side

· Reporting the decision: 

· Extra Signaling from UTRANto EUTRAN (RAN3)
· Alternatively the UE history information could be enhanced in some cases to report the decision of the target (RAN3)
2. Exchange of mobility parameters between RATs (“unnecessary”) ?
Open issues:
- Reporting the decision

- whether it should be extended to GERAN



	16.1.2.  UE history information
Further discussion on whether there Is a need to extend UE history information to GERAN

	R3-102719
	Active mode Inter RAT Ping-Pong (Huawei)
	Appr
Revision in R3-103001
=> addressed short stay problems.

=> HO cause in “UE history info”?

=> add UE history for GERAN?

	16.1.3.  Others 

	R3-102844
	Consideration on Too Early HO and HO Too Wrong Cell scenarios (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	Appr

	R3-102716
	Rapid HO (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102717
	Text proposal for 3.023 on Rapid HO (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102797
	Handover optimisation using periodic UE measurements (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

	R3-102613
	Measurement framework support for detection of short-stay problems (New Postcom)
	Disc

	R3-102614
	Detection method for the short-stay problems (New Postcom)
	Disc

	R3-102747
	MRO enhancement for idle mode ping-pong problem (ZTE)
	Appr

	R3-102748
	Cell reselection parameters negotiation (ZTE)
	CR (36.423)

	16.2.  MLB enhancements

	16.2.1.  Enhancements to the Resource Status Reporting procedure 

WA from RAN#69: will add partial failure to the Resource Status Reporting procedure

	R3-102792
	Introduction of partial failure in Resource Status Reporting Initiation procedure (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.423, Rel-10, Cat. B)
=> need to clarify behavior in case of multivendor environment
=> need to clarify the handling in case of relays
To be continued..

	R3-102743
	The Enhancement of the Radio Load Information Interaction (ZTE)
	Appr

	R3-102744
	The enhancement of the load information interaction procedure (ZTE)
	CR (36.423)
Noted

	

	16.2.2.  Enhancements to information exchange between neighbors 

Further discussions on possible extensions to the information exchange between neighbors: 

- Information to be able to predict the UL load increase in a neighbor cell in case of HO of a UE to this cell 

- neighbors’ neighbors load information

	R3-102815
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes (Nokia Siemens Networks, Vodafone)
	Disc

Noted

	R3-102816
	Additional information to be exchanged for intra-LTE UL MLB purposes (stage-2) (Nokia Siemens Networks, Vodafone)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102745
	The additional information for UL MLB (ZTE)
	Appr

Response document in R3-102948 (DoCoMo)

Revised in R3-103037 (KDDI added as cosourcing)
LS to RAN1 in R3-103083, Agreed
Final in R3-103105

	R3-102763
	Discussion on Further MLB Enhancement (CMCC)
	Appr

	R3-102764
	CR for Further MLB Enhancement (CMCC)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

=> could -> may

Samsung, CATT support
ALU proposed an alternative formulation

Noted

	16.2.3.  Enhancements to the load reporting mechanism 

Further discussions on possible extensions to  the load reporting mechanism (event trigger, multiple cell capability for iRAT, ad-hoc reporting mechanism for iRAT mobility parameters exchange)

	16.2.3.1.  Intra-LTE aspects

	R3-102720
	Events for MLB (Huawei)
	Appr

=> Do we want to add “event trigger” ? no agreement that this will hep.
Noted. 

	R3-102851
	Rel-10 enhancements for intra-LTE cell load reporting. (Kyocera Corp)
	Appr

	16.2.3.2.  Inter-RAT aspects

	Event-trigger & multi-cell reporting

	R3-102793
	Benefits of event-triggered and multi-cell inter-RAT cell load reporting (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

=> iRAT signaling is more expensive than X2 signaling

=> As per ALU proposal the threshold to trigger the reporting is proprietary (i.e. up to target cell to decide when it has available capacity to offer)

=> It is understood that the method is not assumed to work in real time (with low latency)

Agreement to add event-trigger & multi-cell iRAT cell load reporting 

	R3-102794
	Inter-RAT cell load reporting for multiple cells (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102795
	Event-triggered inter-RAT cell load reporting (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	Others

	R3-102711
	Inter-RAT MLB scenario and parameters coordination (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102845
	Offloading action based on redirection procedure (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	Appr

	R3-102846
	Offloading action based on redirection procedure (NTT DOCOMO, INC.)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)
Two proposals:

1. make it clear in stage-2 that you can offload traffic usign release with redirection

2. exchange cell access parameters (cell barred, cell reserved for operator used, access control barring status) between RATs

	16.2.3.  Others 

	16.3.  CCO

	16.4.  Others

	R3-102912
	Mobility Robustness Optimization for HeNB (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

	R3-102913
	OAM requirements for configuraiton of ranges of HO parameters for MRO (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

Response document in R3-102943 (Huawei)

	

	17.  E-MBMS enhancements WI
WIDs: RP-100691 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100791 (level: 30%)        
Note also the agreed R11 WI in RP-100690. Work on the R11 WI will start once the work on the R10 WI is done.

	R3-102565
	Considerations on counting for MBMS activation (Source: RAN2; To: RAN3, SA2)
	LSin

	R3-102983
	Reply LS on MBR to be greater than GBR for MBMS services (Source: SA2; To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2)
	LSin

	R3-102580
	Discussion on MBMS Status Report (New Postcom)
	Disc

	R3-102581
	Issues on MBMS Pre-emption (New Postcom)
	Disc

	R3-102608
	Deactivate and Activate the MBMS service based on the reception status report (Motorola)
	Disc

	R3-102640
	[DRAFT] Reply LS on MBMS Reception Status Counting
	Lsout

Revised in R3-102970

	R3-102641
	Support of ARP Pre-emption (Huawei, CATT, CMCC)
	Appr

	R3-102642
	Support of ARP Pre-emption (Huawei)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102643
	Support of ARP Pre-emption (Huawei)
	CR (36.444, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102644
	MBMS Reception Status Counting (Huawei)
	Appr

	R3-102645
	MBMS Reception Status Counting (Huawei)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102646
	MBMS Reception Status Counting (Huawei)
	CR (36.443, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102647
	MBMS procedure for MBR greater than GBR (Huawei)
	Disc

	R3-102702
	The counting procedure in M2 interface (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102730
	Consideration on Counting statistics (ZTE)
	Disc

	R3-102731
	Consideration on MBR larger than GBR (ZTE)
	Disc

	R3-102732
	MBMS counting procedure (ZTE)
	Disc

	R3-102733
	CR for MBMS User Data flow synchronisation (ZTE)
	CR

	R3-102787
	Introduction of MCE initiated SESSION START and SESSION STOP procedures (Orange SA)
	Disc, Appr

	R3-102883
	Considerations UE Counting (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102884
	Considerations about ARP and UE counting (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102885
	[DRAFT] LS on admission control using additional RAN specific information (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102886
	Requirements UE Counting (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102904
	MBMS Status Report Solution over M2 interface (Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent )
	Appr

	R3-102905
	Introduction of Status Report function over M2 interface (Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.443, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102916
	On using unicast bearer for MBMS (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

	eMBMS session report in R3-103033
Noted
Agreements

1) MBR>GBR

According to SA2 decision (LS R3-102983), RAN3 agreed to not continue the work on MBR > GBR.

2) Status Report

Two scenarios were discussed:

· 1. Service not started from BMSC i.e MCE has not received Session Start (Counting may be provided to BMSC by OAM)

· 2. Service already started from BMSC

RAN3 has agreement on the following aspects:

· CAC in MCE is independent of counting for rel-10, it is  relying on radio Resource

· MCE can take the decision to active service in case of scenario 2.

· Focus on option B for scenario 2 (R3-103008): Introduction of MCE initiated SESSION START REQUEST procedure
· Counting (Status Report is) terminated in MCE (no signaling to report the counting result to the BMSC)
· How to report counting: Agreement for a new message/procedure (Huawei to provide CR and contact companies per email discussion on detail) 

The following CRs where agreed:

· None

3) ARP

No agreements

Revisions

The following need to be open and reviewed for agreement:
· R3-102640 [DRAFT] Response assumption1 shall be reviewed according to last agreements (Huawei) 

· Rev in R3-103023

· Response to RAN2

· LS needs to be improve to make a link with ARP 

· If no agreement it suggest to postponed to next meeting (email?)
Revision in R3-103104, Agreed 

Final in R3-103113
· R3-103079 Introduction of MCE initiated MBMS Session Start Request (Orange, …) (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

· Rewording 2 points

· Check for counting of multiple services in RAN3 message how to report (per service, aggregate) 

· FFS may be needed first point
Revision in R3-103079, Agreed in principle


	18.  M2M (RAN2)

SID: RP-100330 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100795 (level: 40%)    (On hold)

WID: RP-101026 (target: RAN#51); Status: new!

	R3-102575
	LS on Release 10 NIMTC Conclusion (Source: SA2; To: GERAN, GERAN2, CT1, CT4, SA1, SA3, SA5, RAN2, RAN3)
	LSin

	R3-102660
	Way forward for overload control of MTC Devices (Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics)
	Appr

=> Q: why S1 Setup/Configuration is needed to inform eNB that this is a dedicated MME node for MTC (instead of O&M configuration)? A: yes, it can be achieved via configuration. This is an alterantive proposal. (HW will be OK with O&M approach)
Note that the dedicated CN node applies only to UMTS. 

Q: why SA2 decided not to rely on Iu flex instead? Is the intention to create a new CN domain?

LS to SA2 (Huawei) in R3-103010
Revised in 3014, Final in 3015 (agreed unseed)

RAN2 agreed:

1. assume to keep RAN MTC-agnostic. 

2. assume to add a new “low priority indication” in RRC 

3. to liase SA2 on the above and asked if enough
(rapporteur will make sure that we are copied) 


	R3-102661
	Introduce overload control mechanism for MTC Devices (Huawei, HiSilicon)
	CR (25.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102662
	Dedicated CN node for MTC Device (Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102663
	A method to avoid CN overload due to Machine-Type Communications (Huawei, HiSilicon, LG Electronics)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102669
	MTC Overload Considerations (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Disc

=> Is MTC Overload applicable to H(e)NB?

	R3-102667
	Introduction of MTC overload protection (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.467)

	R3-102668
	Introduction of MTC Overload support (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.413)

	R3-102860
	Introduction of MTC Overload Support (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102861
	Introduction of MTC Overload Support (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102703
	Discussion on MTC Overload Indication (CATT)
	Disc

	R3-102887
	Overload management for low priority accesses (Ericsson)
	Appr

	R3-102888
	Enhancement of Overload management for low priority accesses (Ericsson)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. F)

	R3-102964
	Rejection of Connections towards a congested CN Node for UMTS and LTE (VDF)
	Disc

	R3-102965
	Rejection of Connections towards a congested CN Node (VDF)
	CR (36.413)

	Agreements:

=> Re-use the existing Overload Control procedure to handle MTC overload (both LTE and UMTS)
=> MTC overload actions in case of roaming devices is out of scope of RAN3
RAN3 topics to be discussed (for next meeting): 
1. Given current RAN2 decision (new MTC-agnostic cause value), discuss what changes are needed in both UMTS and LTE to the Overload Control procedure to handle MTC overload? 
New LSs (arrived during the meeting)
LS from SA2 (in response to our request above) in R3-103032
Noted

LS from RAN2 (RAN3 only CC) in R3-103058
Noted



	19.  Enhanced ICIC WI (RAN1)

WIDs: RP-100383 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100968 (level: 40%)        

Note LS in RP-100708 and the following way forward agreed in RAN#49 (RP-101005). As far as RAN3 is concerned the following steps apply:
1. RAN1 will discuss details of time-domain ICIC messages and send LS to RAN2,3,4 at RAN1#62bis
2. RAN3 will not discuss time-domain ICIC until LS is received from RAN1
3. After LS is received from RAN1, RAN3 can discuss possible enhancements to ICIC procedure

	R3-103055
	LS on time-domain extension of Rel 8/9 backhaul-based ICIC for Macro-Pico scenario (RAN1)
	Noted

	R3-102817
	On TDM eICIC Coordination for Macro+Pico Cases (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

Response document in R3-102946 (Qualcomm)

	R3-102774
	X2 update for eICIC (Samsung)
	Appr

	R3-102773
	Addition of eICIC information to LOAD INFORMATION message (Samsung)
	CR (36.423, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	Intiial thoughts on RAN3 impacts due to eICIC (from offline discussion) R3-103060 (Qualcomm, Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks, Samsung, AT&T, NTT DOCOMO, KDDI, Inter Digital, CMCC) - Noted


	20.  TEI-10 

	eMPS

Note the agreement in RAN#69bis that we will add a “MPS Priority” indication in the S1-AP PAGING message. Note also that with respect to the CSFB scenario, we decided to wait fo RAN2 decision.

	R3-102847
	Prioritised handling of MPS session in S1-AP PAGING message (NTT DOCOMO, INC., KDDI)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102639
	Prioirity handling for eMPS Paging (Huawei)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

- Not clear what is the special treatment in case of “CSFB high priority indication”. What is eNB behavior?

	R3-102850
	[DRAFT] LS on prioritised handling of IMS signalling in S1-AP PAGING message
	LSout

	R3-102865
	Paging priority indication over S1 for eMPS (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

- Which priority indicator to use?  new ‘high priority indicator’ vs use ARP vs. new “ARP-styte (service agnostic) IE” 



	R3-102866
	Paging priority indication over S1 for eMPS (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.413)

	R3-102867
	LSout on Paging priority indication over S1 for eMPS
	LSout

	R3-102801
	Priority handling of MT calls from LTE into UMTS via eMPS using CSFB (AT&T)
	Disc

	- Preference is to have an new ARP-styte (service agnostic) IE for the priority indication.
- check status of RAN2 discussion on CSFB

Revision in R3-102980 (DoCoMo)
=> Why 3 values instead of e.g. 15? Way forward: 8 
Revision in R3-103098
=> rapporteur to allocate IDs

Agreed unseen
LS to SA2 (CC RAN2) in R3-102981 (ALU)

=>Update attachment

=> remove ‘n ARP-like definition (Allocation Retention Priority) which consists of’

Revision in R3-103100, Final in R3-103101
Agreed unseen



	20.1.  LTE-only enhancements

	R3-102942
	Reply LS on transfer of source eNB IP address via SON Configuration Transfer IE (Source: SA3; To: RAN3)
	LSin



	R3-102818
	Enhancement of the IP address exchange mechanism for ANR purposes (Nokia Siemens Networks, Deutsche Telekom)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. C)

- Align with LS/SA3 terminology

- Introductory text for 9.2.2.x should be more specific

- need procedural text for optional IEs (slim-down corresponding semantic descriptions: focus on what it means)

- Need to be more specific: be more clear than ‘special address’, ‘some configuration’… and 3GPP compliant (e.g. IPsec -> NDS)

- Check if there are issues with Interface Address Extension IE

Revision in R3-102982
=> need to discussion what is the number of allowed IP addresses

Discussion to be continued at next meeting

	R3-102848
	Prioritised handling of IMS signalling in S1-AP PAGING message (NTT DOCOMO, INC., Huawei)
	Appr

Noted

	R3-102849
	Prioritised handling of IMS signalling in S1-AP PAGING message (NTT DOCOMO, INC., Huawei)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

Noted

	R3-102862
	Handling Service-Based RAT restrictions or operator preferences  (Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange)
	Appr

Revision in R3-102959 (adding VDF as cosigner)

- Why CDMA case is precluded?

- SPID & HO restriction lists could be used in alternative (but w/ SIPD we control at UE-level rather than at RAB-level; HO restriction lists are applicable to roaming agreements)

- SRV_HO not widely used in 3G

Discussion need to be based on actual usecases. What are the advatanges of SRV_HO vs SPID/HO_restrictions? To be continued @ RAN#70

	R3-102863
	Introduction of Service Handover  (Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. B)

Revision in R3-102960

	R3-102864
	Introduction of Service Handover  (Alcatel-Lucent, AT&T, Orange)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10 , Cat. B)

Revision in R3-102961

	R3-102638
	Clarification on definition of MMEC (Huawei)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. F)
=> some rewording maybe beneficial
Revision in R3-102984
Noted

	R3-102785
	Clarification for the X2 setup procedure (CATT)
	CR (36.300, Rel-10, Cat. F)

- No need for stage-3 changes (neighbor cell information are already present as optional IEs)

- Proposal relates to relays (it is better to discuss it in that context)

Noted

	R3-102725
	Clarification for setting AP IDs in the Error Indication msg and incorrect causes (Motorola)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. F)

Revision in R3-102967 (KDDI added as cosigner)

Revised in R3-103019
Noted

	R3-102726
	Clarification for setting the AP IDs in Error Indication msg (Motorola)
	CR (36.423, Rel-10, Cat. F)

- Q: why removing the eNB-initiated error indication? A: it was a mistake

- is this already covered in 10.6?

	R3-102727
	Specify what are the first messages, first returned messages and the last messages (Motorola)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. F)



	R3-102708
	Discussion on overload procedure for HeNBs (CATT)
	Disc

- Similar discussion on Relays with proposals from NEC/HW/Moto.

- One difference between HeNB and Relays is that in the HeNB, the HeNB GW is optional (HeNB should not be aware whether there is a GW or not)

- Is there an issue? If so, what is the best way to handle the highlighted issue?

	R3-102709
	Additional information in overload procedure (CATT)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)



	20.2.  3G-only enhancements

	R3-102670
	Addition of HNB-GW Status procedure. (Alcatel-Lucent, ip.access)
	CR (25.469, Rel-10, Cat. B)

- some stage-2 may be needed

- NSN’s proposal for additional sentence: “if the availability status is set ot ‘available’ the HNB may remove the domain restriction if applied earlier”

- Procedural text at the end of 8.x2 (in red) relates to RAN2 

- what are the mentioned “key resources”?

Revision of stage-3 CR in R3-102989
New Stage-2 CR in R3-103009
Not sufficient justification for the change
Noted

	R3-102889
	The need for PLMN civic address location format (Ericsson)
	Appr

A: Why the proposal is not applicable to LTE? Q: one difference is that in UMTS, SMLC is in RAN. (the equivalent proposal in LTE should rather impact CT4)

- proposal should be rather based on a high level requirement (SA2/1)

- If it is a requirement for UMTS it will most likely be a requirement for LTE (even the handling is different)

Proponents to trigger it in SA2/1 

	R3-102890
	Introduction of possibility to report Civic Address (Ericsson)
	CR (25.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102891
	Introduction of possibility to report Civic Address (Ericsson)
	CR (25.453, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102628
	Operating mode Switch of dual cell and MIMO (Huawei)
	Disc

- Aren’t UE/Iub measurements enough in RNC? 

- CQI is very rapid information handled by NB (w.r.t. RRC measurements)
Noted

	R3-102629
	Operating mode Switch of dual cell and MIMO (Huawei)
	CR (25.423, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102630
	Operating mode Switch of dual cell and MIMO (Huawei)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102594
	UE EDRX deactivation (Huawei)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. F)

- deactivation is per cell (affect all users in the cell)
noted

	R3-102595
	Addition of common E-DCH resource information report (Huawei)
	CR (25.433, Rel-10, Cat. F)

- what is common E-DCH resource information?

To be continued at next meeting

	R3-102826
	Correction of missing presence statements in RAB Parameters tabular (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	CR (25.413, Rel-10, Cat. F)

- optionality is not needed (range is from 0). It would be good to have a check througout the spect to check for inconsistencies
Revision in R3-102990
To be continued

	R3-102596
	Paging based on UE Subscriber Information (Huawei, Hisilicon)
	Disc

- Related to smartphone problem

- (definition of ARP not correct)

- In UTRAN there is a paging cause (sent directly to the UE) . One cause is “low priority signaling”
- Discussion has some relation with the discussion on paging priority indication for eMPS. 
- Should make sure that UTRAN has same capability of EUTRAN in terms of handling the use cases mentioned in this discussion (MPS, paging storm, …)

Noted

	20.3.  Others

	

	21.  Study on Network Energy Saving for E-UTRAN SI 

SIDs: RP-100674  (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100798 (level: 40%)        

	21.1.  Usecases and scenarios of interest
Starting point (R3-102526).

	R3-102892
	Inconsistencies in Energy Saving Use Cases (Ericsson)
	Appr

- Issue with LTE-only capable mobiles (in case LTE cells/layer is switched off)

- In most of the scenarios (and especially at initial deployment) network will deal with multi-mode devices
Conclusion: add to the TR something along the following lines“proposed solutions should only be considered in case there are no LTE-only capable devices”

	R3-102765
	TR update of Energy Saving for E-UTRAN (CMCC)
	Appr
Noted

	R3-102766
	TP for Some Description and Inter-eNB Energy Saving Scenarios and Solutions (CMCC)
	Appr

Revised in R3-103053 (editorials)

For the compensation scenario: are impact to HO parameters being considered?

Conclusion: add to the TR the first scenario & solutions applicable to this scenario (already available) to be captured in the TR

	R3-102894
	Scenario for Inter-eNB Energy Saving Enhancement (CHTTL)
	Disc
Withdrawn

	21.2.  Evaluate benefits of identified solutions (over what is available today)
Starting point (R3-102526). Baseline for the comparison should be solution 1 (already existing today)

	R3-102856
	Mechanism for optimised cell wake up in hotspot deployments (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

=> Issue highlighted is relevant

=> Is the proposed IoT report-based method reliable? What happens in case of hotspots at the cell edge (between macros)? What happens in case of UL/DL unbalance?

=> Key assumptions for the scheme: 1) the sleep mode is not “deep sleep” but the cell monitors the environment from time to time; 2) pico cell measures IoT and reports it to macro (UL receiver is assumed); 3) request/response mechanism which builts on top of the R9 framework 
The alternative to the above is to wake all cells up and then let non-busy cells to switch-off. 

Conclusion: let’s capture the issue and the two solutions (existing and optimization)

	21.3.  Discuss benefits of other ES features
Further discuss merit of the following ES features:

 - Extra coordination with neighbors and compensation mechanism 

 - “deactivation indicator”

	R3-102784
	Load exchange interval selection in Inter-RAT energy saving (TNO, Huawei)
	TP

=> clarified that “switch off” means that the PA is switched off.

It could beneficial to capture in the TR some estimate savings due to ES. Companies need to discuss more offline…

Revision in R3-103072
Noted

	R3-102857
	Negotiation-based algorithm for ES compensations (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	Disc

=> solution is applicable to both: intra & inter-RAT

	R3-102855
	Feasibility of Compensation-based intra-RAT Energy Saving (Mitsubishi Electric)
	Disc

Revised in R3-102963
Conslusion: consider scenario & solution further.
AI: at next meeting we need to establish its Feasibility in real world scenarios will have to be established (next meeting). 

	R3-102895
	Discussion on Inter-RAT Energy Saving (CHTTL)
	Disc
Withdrawn

	R3-102712
	Discussion on coordination of energy saving parameters (CATT)
	Disc

=> Q: What are the “ES parameters”? A: “cell traffic threshold” and “time duration“

=> why is the exchange of ES parameters required?

=> Part of the dicussion on compensation

	R3-102746
	Discussion on energy saving enhancement (ZTE)
	Disc

=> intercell coordination before swith-off (usecase: cells at the border of two macros)

=> applicable to both inter/intra-RAT
Today the picocell decides autonomoulsy to switch off and the picocell has all info available (including whether the picocell is at the cell border.

Several companies see the benefits for coordination. However a better articulated proposal is needed.

Noted

	R3-102914
	RIM-based Signaling in Inter-RAT Network Energy Saving (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc
Noted

	R3-102776
	Proposal for Inter-eNB energy saving mechanisms (Samsung)
	Appr

	21.4.  Others

	Update to the internal TR: R3-103073
=> email#01 check until Friday (editorial improvements)
Revision in R3-103106


	22.  Minimization of drive tests for E-UTRAN and UTRAN WI (RAN2)
WID: RP-100360  (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100763 (level: 60%)        
Focus on RAN3-specific topics listed in WID.

	R3-102566
	Reply LS on MDT configuration for IDLE mode UE (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102569
	LS on Interaction with Trace for MDT (Source: RAN2; To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102958
	LS reply on Location Information for MDT (Source: SA5; To: SA2, RAN2; Cc: RAN3, SA1)
	LSin

Noted

	R3-102799
	MDT impacts on S1 and X2 (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

=> Stage-3 proposal to extend Trace Activation IE to support MDT

=> MBT can be used for measurement campaign for non-specific UEs

SA5 is still discussing what information to have in the Trace Activation IE (LS expected by next meeting)

	R3-102800
	MDT impacts on RANAP (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr

	R3-102893
	MDT overview (Ericsson)
	Disc

Noted

	

	23.  Other active 3GPP WI/SIs with impact on RAN3

	R3-102579
	LS on Remaining work for LIPA completion (Source: SA; To: SA3, RAN3; Cc: RAN, SA2)
	LSin

	R3-102770
	LIPA SIPTO impact on termination of CN interface in RAN (Huawei)
	Disc

- If based on SA2 decision, there is a new standardized interface corresponding to a standardize function that terminates to RAN, we will document it in our specs as well.

	23.1.  SIPTO (TOF)

	R3-102619
	The Overview of SITPO in R10 (Huawei)
	Disc

	R3-102620
	The Introduction for SIPTO at Iu-PS for UMTS (Huawei)
	Disc

=> How to document TOF in RAN3 specs:

A. Logical node

B. Function (of RNC or HNBGW)

=> TOF is captured in a normative annex in 23.060 (sec 5.3.12.2), referring to an informative annex. LS to SA2 maybe beneficial
=> According to 23.060, TOF needs to have UE context and paging function.

=> SA2 conclusions in the TR seems to point to option B.

=> Need to clarify whether it is really the case that for all options GW selection for SIPTO does not impact RAN

=> Is SIPTO applicable to HNB?

1. Try agree on the approach to adopt (A vs. B)

2. Liase SA2 with (our decision and) clarifications on the open issues (R3-102997)

Introduce SIPTO as logical node
R3-103065 (401)
R3-103045 (410)
R3-103046 (413)
Introduce SIPTO as function of … :
R3-103086 (401)
R3-103087 (410)
R3-103088 (413)
Way forward: to be continued at next meeting

	R3-102621
	Introduction of TOF as a function (Huawei)
	CR (25.401, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102622
	Introduction of TOF as a function (Huawei)
	CR (25.410, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102623
	Introduction of TOF as a function (Huawei)
	CR (25.467, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102624
	Introduction of TOF as a function (Huawei)
	CR (25.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

	R3-102625
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node (Huawei)
	CR (25.401, Rel-10, Cat. B)

Response document in R3-102950 (Ericsson)

	R3-102626
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node (Huawei)
	CR (25.410, Rel-10, Cat. B)

Responsed document in R3-102951 (Ericsson)

	R3-102627
	Introduction of TOF as a logical node (Huawei)
	CR (25.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)
Responsed document in R3-102952 (Ericsson)

	23.2.  LIPA

	R3-102915
	LIPA impacts in RAN3 (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	Disc

=> Ongoing discussions in SA2 on deactivation. The original solution for the deactivation mentioned in the paper (last item in Sec 3.1) was found not to work. Issue is with the source-MME/SGSN-based deactivation
=> Q: is it possible to access the public internet with LIPA? A: Not clear  (SA2 matter; people interested in it should check the SA2 status)

=> Security issue in Note III/Sec 3.2 need to be clarified
=> Purpose & handling of Correlation ID need to be clarified.  Why they did not use E-RAB ID for the correlation?

Response document in R3-102945 (ALU)

Offline on whether there is a need to send an LS to SA2 to highlight the issue pointed out by ALU

	R3-102664
	Introduction of LIPA Functions for UMTS (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.401)

	R3-102665
	Introduction of LIPA Functions for UMTS (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.410)

	R3-102666
	Introduction of LIPA Functions for UMTS (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (25.467)
Discussion (PhilippeG)
=> [3G/LTE] Security requirements and corresponding text to be clarified. 

· Seems not necessary to use two different IPsec tunnels for S1 & S5 connections
=> [3G/LTE] Deactivation method. 

· Using existing procedures is possible to deactivate LIPA from the local GGSN in the source femto

=> [3G/LTE] Purpose & handling of Correlation ID need to be clarified.  
· SA2 just agreed some CRs with impact to stage-3 (to be addressed in stage-3 CRs)

· Why they did not use E-RAB ID for the correlation? A: not possible because E-RAB ID is per UE

LS to SA2 in R3-103040
=> how does it work in target-based mobility? A: is is always the source that triggers the relocation

Email#2 until Friday

Revision in R3-103114


	R3-102782
	LIPA Impact In RAN3 (Samsung)
	CR (25.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)
Response document in R3-102954 (Ericsson)

	R3-102868
	Introduction of LIPA function (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.300)

	R3-102869
	Introduction of LIPA function (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.401)

	R3-102870
	Introduction of LIPA function  (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR (36.410)

	R3-102781
	LIPA Impact In RAN3 (Samsung)
	CR (36.413, Rel-10, Cat. B)

Response document in R3-102953 (Ericsson)

	

	24.  Network-Based Positioning Support for LTE WI
WID: RP-100135 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100769 (level: 30%)    

- RAN1 will conclude the evaluation phase by Dec. On the other hand, RAN invited RAN2/3 to start preliminary discussions in the next quarter on the changes that would be required in their specifications, in case RAN1 gives a green light on the new feature

	R3-102722
	Uplink Signaling required for Network Based Positioning (Andrew Corp)
	Disc

=> Steps 2 & 7 are directly between UE and E-SMLC 

=> Do we need to involve SA2 in the architectural discussion?

=> Q: Are we considering standardization of LMU? A: No

	R3-102788
	LPPa Message Definition to Support UTDOA (TruePosition)
	Disc
Stage-2 in R3-103050
=> Method apply to HeNBs provided that routing of LLPa to eMLC works (don’t need to have an LMU collocated with HeNB)

=> Don’t we need to standardize the LMU in the LCS architecture (even tough we are not standardizing the trasfer mechanism)?
=> should we use a transparent container between eNB to E-SMLC? (LLAa is already transparent to MME)

More detailed comment over email.

	R3-102729
	Corrections on LPPa message transfer in 36.305 (HTC)
	CR (36.305, Rel-9, Cat. F)

=> not a correction (functional modification); 

=> is this aligned with stage-3 ?

To be continued at next meeting..

	

	25.  Outgoing LSs

	

	26.  Any other business

	

	27.  Closing of the meeting

	Friday – 5PM 
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