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Organisation of the meeting

Meeting:


3GPP TSG RAN WG3 #73bis
Meeting location:


Zhuhai, China

Duration:


10th - 14th October 2011

Host:



CATT
Chairman:


Dino Flore (Qualcomm Incorporated)






email:
dino@qualcomm.com
TSG RAN WG3 Secretary:
Juha Korhonen (ETSI MCC)






email:
Juha.Korhonen@etsi.org
Email reflector:


3GPP_TSG_RAN_WG3@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Technical documents:

ftp://ftp.3gpp.org/tsg_ran/WG3_Iu/TSGR3_73bis/Docs
Next meetings:


TSG RAN WG3 #74
14.11.2011 - 18.11.2011
San Francisco, USA





TSG RAN WG3 #75
06.02.2012 - 10.02.2012
Dresden, Germany

Statistics of TSG RAN WG3 meeting #73bis

· 98 participants

· 388 contributions

· 24 agreed in principle CRs

· 12 incoming liaison statements

· 5 outgoing liaison statements

NOTE: all CRs marked as "Agreed" later in this document are in fact only "Agreed-in-Principle". The formal agreement for such CRs will be done in the next RAN3 WG meeting in San Francisco.

1
Opening of the meeting

The chairman opened the meeting at 09.00 on Monday, 10th of October. Hajing Hu (CATT) welcomed the delegates to Zhuhai on behalf of the hosting company.

2
Approval of the Agenda

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-112322
	Agenda for RAN3#73bis, Zhuhai, China
	Chairman
	Agenda
	Approved


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

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Decision

	R3-112323
	RAN3#73 Meeting Report, Athens, Greece
	MCC
	Report
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by the Chairman.

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
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112328
	LS on Physical Layer Measurement for network positioning (To: RAN2, RAN3)
	RAN1
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	Rel-11
	R1-112864
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). RAN1 presents the definition for UL Relative Time of Arrival measurement and asks if other RAN groups have any feedback.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): The definition does not seem to cover the standalone LMU case. Based on the discussion in RAN2  - should we also support standalone LMU?
Decision: Noted
	R3-112336
	LS on Release 11 Features (To: SA1, SA2, SA3, SA5, CT, CT1, CT3, CT4, RAN, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN, GERAN2; Cc: CT6, RAN4, RAN5, SA4, RAN1)
	SA
	All
	Rel-11
	SP-110657
	Samsung
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). SA informs RAN3 that LIMONET is not a REL-11 WI in SA, whereas rSRVCC has been approved.

Decision: Noted
6
Documents for immediate consideration
7
Organizational topics

7.1
Work plan and organisation

7.2
Future meeting dates and hosting

	Meeting
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	RAN WG3#74
	14 - 18 Nov 2011
	San Francisco, USA
	The North American Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#54
	6 - 9 Dec 2011
	Berlin, Germany
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#75
	6 - 10 Feb 2012
	Dresden, Germany
	The European Friends of 3GPP

	TSG RAN#55
	28 Feb - 2 Mar 2012
	Xiamen, China
	ZTE and CMCC

	RAN WG3#75bis
	26 - 30 Mar 2012
	USA
	The North American Friends of 3GPP

	RAN WG3#76
	21 - 25 May 2012
	Prague, Czech Republic
	The European Friends of 3GPP


8
General, protocol principles and issues

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112324
	TR 30.531, v.1.6.0 for information
	MCC
	Info
	30.531
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the MCC Secretary. Updates to this version include the list of WI/SIs that are relevant for RAN3.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112337
	Proposal to formalise draft specification reviews
	MCC
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by the MCC secretary. This paper proposes to formalize the process of checking ASN.1 changes in draft specifications.
-> The proposal is endorsed, to be added to the next version of TR 30.531.

Decision: Noted
9
Corrections to Rel-9 or earlier releases
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112451
	TSN reoderering ambiguities
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper highlights a specific issue for Enhanced UL cell-FACH, related to UE TSN setting and ambiguities that can be caused at the RNC. ALU proposes to add a 4-bit MAC-i/is acquisition indicator flag in the IuB E-DCH DATA FRAME which will then enable the RNC to distinguish a new common E-DCH resource acquisition from the UE (caused by a reset of MAC-i/is).
Decision: Noted
	R3-112452
	Addition of MAC-i/s acquistion indicator
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.435
	-
	-
	F
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR implements the proposals made by R3-112451.

Ying Zhang (CATT): Where is the ambiquity, between RNC and UE?
Vikas Dhingra (ALU):  This ambiquity is between Node and RNC.
YZ: Maybe this scenario is not applicable for the TDD case. -> noted

Isman Bazar (NSN): This is implementation specific.
Nianshan Shi (Ericsson): Agrees with NSN. This is implementation specific, there is no reason to specify this bit.
Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Wants to understand this issue better, it may not be completely irrelevant.

-> offline

-> agreed that there is a problem to solve, to be further discussed at the next meeting.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112443
	Correction on Measurement for Event A and Event B
	TD Tech
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Ying Chen (TD Tech). This CR proposes to add the following description: "If at the start of the measurement, the Node B shall initiate the Common Measurement Reporting procedure when the measured entity is above the requested threshold and stays there for the requested hysteresis time." Similar descriptions are added for Event B and Dedicated Measurement.
Isman Bazar I(NSN): What is the difference between the first and second addition? They look the same.

Martin Warner (ALU): In added sentences, it is better to put the condition in the beginning of the sentence.

MCC: Wrong meeting info in the header.

-> offline

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112444
	Correction on Measurement for Event A and Event B
	TD Tech
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-112443.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112457
	Correct missing SPI reference in tabular.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-112647
	Correct missing SPI reference in tabular.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR adds a reference to Scheduling Priority Indicator in the tabular for Common E-DCH MAC-d Flow Specific Information to make this conform with ASN.1.
Liwei Qiu (Huawei): The current version in the spec should be 9.7.0

-> Agreed unseen in R3-112647.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112458
	Correct missing SPI reference in tabular.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112648
	Correct missing SPI reference in tabular.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by . This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-112457.
MCC: Source to TSG should be R3.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-112648.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112572
	DTX/DRX Related HS-SCCH order
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Nianshan Shi (Ericsson). This paper discusses how Rel-7&8 unpredicted behaviour should be solved in case of DRX/DTX related to HS-SCCH order. Three proposals are made:

1: Add an indicator for CPC UE uniform/non-uniform in UE Support Indicator Extension in NBAP /RNSAP.

2: Add an indicator for CPC Recovery  in HS-DSCH data frame by using the spare bit in the header.

3: Add an indicator for CPC Recovery Report in Radio Link Parameter Update Indication in NBAP/RNSAP to notify SRNC that the related CPC Recovery indication has been received via HS-DSCH data frame.
Liwei Qiu (Huawei): Huawei has CRs about the same topic - similar to Ericsson's proposal 1.

LQ: Questions for Ericsson:

- no signalling between SRNC and eNB ?
- proposal 2 seem complicated - causes extra signalling?
NS: There is no NBAP / RNSAP signalling during soft HO.

Isman Bazar (NSN): Agrees with Huawei's proposal.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112487
	S1 and X2 Ping Pong Handover
	 Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9 
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper presents a potential ping-pong handover scenario involving S1 and X2 interfaces, and points out some problems related to this scenario. As a solution ALU proposes a clarification that in such a scenario the eNB should not reuse the existing S1 connection.
Chairman: Is the assumption presented in this paper valid? Would the sitution that causes the problem occur?

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Believes that the scenario is not valid. It is theoretically possible but operators would not configure their network like this.

PG: But if this is possible, then product vendors have to be prepared for it if they want to provide robust products.

AK: The specifications enable lots of scenarios that can cause problems - but we cannot prepare for all of them. Operators have to configure their networks accordingly.
Michael Bach (NSN): This scenario is potentially possible.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): The current specification already prevents this scenario. 

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): This scenario requires a deployment in which S1 is configured in one direction and X2 in another. This is an extreme corner case.

PG: This is a critical correction which removes a problem which is quite possible.

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): The is no need to configure the network tis way

Andreas Neubacher (DT): This is a result of a misconfiguration of a network - it should not  need to be specified.
Luis Lopes (NSN): Does not  believe this is a result of a misconfiguration. Maybe it does not need a specified solution but the problem should be better understood

-> offline
Decision: Postponed
	R3-112490
	Correction of Emergency call 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper argues that the emergency call correction agreed in the last RAN3#73 meeting should have been made applicable for Rel-9 as well.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): What was the reasoning to have this change in the first place? The way is worded now looks like 

Hui Ma (HiSilicon): TS 32.320 already captures this, starting from Rel-9.

PG: In this case we have to align the specs, thank you for support.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Should everything that is mentioned in Stage-2, also be mentioned in Stage-3?

-> Should we make it more explicit the fact that only the emergency bearer is handed over?
-> offline
Decision: Noted
	R3-112491
	Correction of Emergency call 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-112657
	Correction of Emergency call 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR implements the proposals made by R3-112490.
-> offline
-> Revised in R3-112657

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): Does not think a stage-2 change is needed.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112663
	Correction of Emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU).

- Not a mirror CR.

Decision: Agreed

	R3-112492
	Correction of Emergency call 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed

	R3-112658
	Correction of Emergency call 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Withdrawn


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR implements the proposals made by R3-112490.
-> offline
- R3-112492 first revised into R3-112658, but the revision was withdrawn (i.e., the original CR is used).
Decision: 

	R3-112493
	[DRAFT] LS on Emergency Call Handling and Closed Cells (To: SA2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9 / TEI10
	Rel-9 /  Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112652
	[DRAFT] LS on Emergency Call Handling and Closed Cells (To: SA2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9 / TEI10
	Rel-9 /  Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112698
	[DRAFT] LS on Emergency Call Handling and Closed Cells (To: SA2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9 / TEI10
	Rel-9 /  Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-112707
	LS on Emergency Call Handling and Closed Cells (To: SA2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI9 / TEI10
	Rel-9 /  Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). RAN3 asks SA2 to take note of the emergency call use case RAN3 has covered and to consider whether any alignment is needed in SA2 specifications.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): RAN2 spec 23.401, section 4.3.12 already captures this requirement.

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): This issue could also happen in LTE, it is not unique to UMTS.

Luis Lopes (NSN): It is not clear that the RAN2 spec covers this.

LX: The subsection that covers this is 4.3.12.1

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): The LS is not clear.

-> unclear whether this requirement is really covered, thus a short LS will be sent.

-> Revised in R3-112652.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Add Cc: RAN2 -> No support.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Remove "..in case any necessary alignment would be felt needed by SA2".
Chairman: Lets attach the CRs.

-> Revised in R3-112698
-> Agreed, Final LS in R3-112707.
Decision: Approved
	R3-112455
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112669
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-112683
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-112687
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-112694
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). In this CR an exception is made for the handover to HNB at failed access control for the case where the call is an emergency call.
Chairman: The same changes that are applied to the UMTS case, should also be applied here.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Should we have this correction in Stage-2 only?

MW: We have a stage-2 CR as well.

Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): LTE  and UMTS cases should not be kept together. Generally speaking, no stage-3 changes are needed.

-> Needs also a Rel-9 change.

-> Agreed unseen in R3-112694.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-112670
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112684
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112688
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112695
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This CR is a Rel-10 mirror of R3-112669.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): There is a reference to TS 23.060, but this spec is only for PS.

Hong Wang (Samsung): Reference to 23.401? -> becomes ref to 23.060.
-> Agreed unseen in R3-112695
Decision: Agreed
	R3-112456
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112671
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Revised

	R3-112696
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). In this CR an exception is made for the handover with failed access control in the CN or in the HNB-GW for the case where the call is an emergency call. To ensure the handover to any HNB cell is possible, additional measurement control message needs to be sent when an emergency call is initiated.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Sentence on Measurement control message is not needed.

Qualcomm and Samsung support Ericsson's view.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Does not support these changes

-> Offfline for the second change.
-> Revised in R3-112671 (Rel-9) and R3-112672 (Rel-10 mirror)

-> Revised in R3-112696
Decision: Postponed
	R3-112672
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112697
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU).

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson):

- align Wording in 5.9.2 with the corresponding LTE CR.
- 5.9.3 also needs rewording

-> Revised in R3-112697
Decision: Postponed
Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112453
	Addition of MAC-i/s acquistion indicator
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	25.435
	-
	-
	A
	RANimp-UplinkL2dataRates
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112573
	UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX HS-SCCH order
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	F
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-112574
	UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX HS-SCCH order
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	A
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112575
	UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX HS-SCCH order
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-112576
	UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX HS-SCCH order
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	A
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112561
	Extend UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	F
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-112562
	Extend UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	A
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112563
	Extend UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-112564
	Extend UE Support Indicator Extension for DTXDRX
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	A
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112577
	Indicator for DTXDRX HS-SCCH order
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.435
	-
	-
	F
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-112578
	Indicator for DTXDRX HS-SCCH order
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.435
	-
	-
	A
	RANimp-CPC, TEI9
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112488
	Correction of UE Context Release Command
	 Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9
	

	R3-112489
	Correction of UE Context Release Command
	 Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	A
	TEI9 
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112512
	Correction of the Emergency call
	NEC
	Appr
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	

	R3-112513
	Correction of the Emergency call
	NEC
	Appr
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	


10
Corrections to Rel-10

10.1
H(e)NB mobility enhancements

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112345
	Clarification on CSG Member Status in the Drift HNB for SHO
	Huawei, NEC
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hui Ma (HiSilicon). This CR proposes two changes:
1. Remove the description for the SHNB to evaluate the UE’s access rights to the drift.

2. Clarify that the DHNB shall treat the UE as non-member UE in case of the SHO between two hybrid HNBs.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Does not agree with the removal of the sentence.

Martin Warner (ALU): Agrees with Samsung.

Vivek Jha (NEC): There is a difference between UMTS and LTE cases - therefore this sentence is not needed.
Pascal Adjakple (Interdigital): I think this has been discussed before - the UE is a member.

VJ: Does the SHNB need to do access control  & membership check with the information it has available?

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Believes SHNB needs to do access control.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): But the SHNB does not need to trigger access control check.
Philippe Godin (ALU): DRNS need not know the UE membership, in case it becomes SRNS, then it will know the UE membership via RANAP relocation.

Vivek Jha (NEC): Can we capture that "SRNS may use the SPI and THP to take the UE membership into account at the DRNS" -> agreed
-> DRNS need not know the UE membership. As an example, SRNS may use the SPI and THP to take the UE membership into account at the DRNS. In case the DRNS becomes SRNS, then it will know the UE membership via RANAP relocation.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112482
	Access Control in RNSAP Relocation between HNBs
	InterDigital Communications
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112653
	Access Control in RNSAP Relocation between HNBs
	InterDigital Communications
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Catalina Mladin (Interdigital). In order to perform access control for RNSAP Relocation scenarios between HNBs, the serving HNB shall evaluate whether the UE’s access rights match the available neighbour information. The proposed clarification aligns evaluation of the CSG information in RNSAP relocation with similar evaluation of the CSG information during SHO.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Align the reason for chnage with the actual change.
MCC: Rev 1 in the cover page, since no CR numbers are allocated in bis meetings, the Rev field should also be empty.
-> Revised in R3-112653.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112504
	Measurement configuration for Inbound Mobility
	NEC
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112654
	Measurement configuration for Inbound Mobility
	NEC
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This CR adds appropriate references and clarification for the Inbound mobility procedure in order to clarify the proper sequence of Inbound mobility scenario.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Should we reference 25.331 instead?

VJ: No strong opinion on this.

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): Agrees with Ericsson

-> Reference to 25.331 instead
-> Revised in R3-112654.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112524
	Editorial modification
	ZTE
	CR
	25.471
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liu Lin (ZTE). Collection of miscellaneous editorial corrections.

- No editorials to a frozen spec.

- It is better to collect these changes and introduce them in the end of Rel-11 in a large rapporteur's review.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112525
	Correction to Iurh Setup
	ZTE
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liu Lin (ZTE). This CR argues that the current description is ambiguous and proposes to replace “an SCTP transport session” with “respective SCTP transport sessions”.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Where is the ambiquity?

Dario Tonesi (NSN): There is no ambiquity, the old text is simply wrong.

Hui Ma (Huawei): The current spec is OK, no change is needed.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112505
	CSG ID “turn-off” via eNB Configuration Update
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This paper provides use cases to prove that the “turn-off” of the CSG ID is a relevant use case and need to be supported by the S1AP protocol.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone):

- If PCI is changed, then the neighbour information is not relevant anymore.

- CSG IDs are assigned by over-the-air system, which is not part of HeNB O&M system. However, here they are managed together?
Andreas Neubacher (DT): 

- The use of CSG IDs is a matter of configuration.

- Turning off CSG IDs generates more traffic

Ying Wang (CATT): Doubts if these are valid scenarios.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Does not agree with use cases.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112506
	CSG Update in eNB Configuration Update
	NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: This CR implements the proposals made by R3-112505.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-112507
	CSG Update in eNB Configuration Update
	NEC
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Not Treated


Discussion: Presented by . This CR implements the proposals made by R3-112505.

Decision: Not Treated
	R3-112565
	Correction of inbound mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Revised

	R3-112655
	Correction of inbound mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Revised

	R3-112699
	Correction of inbound mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). Section 10.5.1.2 on inbound mobility is modified to remove Rel-9 restriction where only S1 handover can take place for the inbound mobility.
Ying Wang (CATT): Agrees with the CR, but the change should refer to 4.6.1.
Goino Masini (Ericsson): The first change should be reworded to include the second change.
-> Revised in R3-112655.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): For the first sentence, keep the original text and use "may take place".
- for the second sentence add “in some cases ”at the end of the sentence
-> Agreed unseen in R3-112699.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112396
	Discussion on the requirements and solutions of MME differentiating HeNB GW from eNB
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Wang (CATT). This paper proposes that to make the MME differentiate HeNB GW from macro eNB, some specific Global eNB ID should be reserved for HeNB GW.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): This change may lead into a situation that configuration becomes strictly standardised

Dario Tonesi (NSN): All the proposed changes can be configured by the operator without standardising them.

Lixing Xu (Samsung): Prefers solution 2.

-> No need for standardization.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112642
	Response to R3-112396
	Hitachi, Ltd.
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Keizo Kusaba (Hitachi). Hitachi believes that reserving a special “Global eNB ID” for HeNB-GW would change the intention of the current specification.
Ying Wang (CATT): Our approach is already used in TS 36.300.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112397
	HeNB GW differentiation from eNB by MME
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Wang (CATT). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-112396.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112566
	Conditions for X2-based handover in Release 10
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). In this CR it is clarified that the purpose of the direct X2 connectivity between two HeNBs in Rel-10 is limited to enabing the use of the X2-based handover between the two HeNBs.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Not needed, and anyway Rel-10 is frozen.
NSN and Qualcomm agree with Ericsson.

Vivek Jha (NEC): Supports the CR.

Decision: Noted
10.2
MDT

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112330
	LS on Applicability of ePLMN to MDT (To: RAN3, SA2, CT1, SA5; Cc: RAN, SA, SA3, CT4)
	RAN2
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-114802
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). RAN2 informs RAN3 that:

- The decision about support in Rel-10 for continuity of immediate MDT (connected mode MDT) across equivalent PLMNs is left to RAN3.

- In consideration of potential solutions in Rel-11, RAN2 has at the moment considered the following:

- The current Equivalent PLMN list cannot be used as is to determine the area scope of an MDT task, since it would be too restrictive. However it may be sufficient to signal a subset of PLMNs from the ePLMN list in which an MDT task could be configured. 

- The PLMNs which are equivalent for MDT task could be indicated either by AS or by NAS signalling.
Xuelong Wang (Huawei): In previous meeting it was decided to postponed this discussion to Rel-11. Lets hope that after this meeting we have something we can put into a response.

->  A response LS is possible towards the end of this week.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112331
	LS on MDT and RAN Sharing (To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	RAN2
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-114807
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (NSN). In this LS RAN2 informs SA5 about two potential MDT security probems in RAN sharing environment.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112332
	LS on MDT inconsistency (To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	RAN2
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-114810
	MediaTek
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Debby Lin (MediaTek). RAN2 informs that there is no need to support the combining of both periodical and event measurement triggers in one MDT configuration for immediate MDT RRC measurements for Rel-10.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112335
	Reply LS to LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT (To: SA; Cc: SA3, CT, CT1, RAN, RAN2, RAN3, SA1, SA2, SA4, CT3, CT4, CT6, RAN1, RAN4, RAN5, GERAN, GERAN1, GERAN2, GERAN3)
	SA5
	OAM-ePM-UE
	Rel-11
	S5-112707
	Huawei
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). SA5 has agreed a solution which supports area based MDT activation in EPLMN scenario with usage of existing user consent mechanism. The following sentence was agreed to be included into TS 32.422 for Rel-10 and Rel-11: “If the user is within his home operator’s PLMNs in the home country and the user has given his consent, the MME/ SGSN/MSC-S shall send the user consent information to the eNB/RNC during the UE context setup procedure. Otherwise the MME/ SGSN/MSC-S shall not send the user consent information to the eNB/RNC.”
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112409
	Handling of the Management Based MDT Allowed IE (user consent)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (NSN). This paper shows that there are inconsistencies in the handling of the Management Based MDT Allowed IE during RAN mobility events when compared across RATs and types of HO. It is proposed to adopt some small changes to fix these:

- In 3G, state in the specification that the Management Based MDT Allowed IE shall not be included in the Source RNC-to-Target RNC Transparent Container in the case of an inter-PLMN relocation .
- In LTE, add the Management Based MDT Allowed IE to the DOWNLINK NAS TRANSPORT message.
The latter change results in an ASN.1 modification.

Xuelong Wang (Huawei): We have previously agreed not to touch Rel-10.
- no need to touch LTE for Rel-10.

- Huawei wants  to remove the redundant specifications.

Philippe Godin: I think we have been agreed that intra-PLMN ifs fine.

Hong Wang (Samsung): We do not have to change anything in Rel-10.
-> offline

- To be discussed further. It also has some relation to ongoing Rel-11 discussion.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112339
	Discussion on TCE IP for UTRAN trace
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This paper disucsses on whether TCE IP should be added in CN INVOKE TRACE and IUR INVOKE TRACE messages.

Martin Warner (ALU): How is this TCE IP set currently?

LQ: It is set by the OAM.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112441
	Addition of TCE IP in IUR INVOKE TRACE
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112692
	Addition of TCE IP in IUR INVOKE TRACE
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This CR adds Trace Collection Entity IP Address in IUR INVOKE TRACE.
Martin Israelsson (Ericsson): IE should be made conditioned to the MDT scenario

Luis Lopes (NSN): or could be inside the MDT configuration IE.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Is it only applicable to the MDT scenario?

-> offline

-> Revised in R3-112692

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112442
	Addition of TCE IP in CN INVOKE TRACE
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112693
	Addition of TCE IP in CN INVOKE TRACE
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This CR adds Trace Collection Entity IP Address in CN INVOKE TRACE.
-> offline

-> Revised in R3-112693

-> LS to SA5 will be sent in R3-112700.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-112700
	[DRAFT] LS on TCE IP for UTRAN (To: SA5)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112708
	[DRAFT] LS on TCE IP for UTRAN (To: SA5)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed 

	R3-112709
	LS on TCE IP for UTRAN (To: SA5)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved 


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei).

Philippe Godin (ALU): remove: ‘which may also impact Trace feature’
-> Agreed unseen in R3-112708, Final LS in R3-112709.

Decision: Approved

	R3-112466
	MDT Anonymization
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). This paper proposes that eNB sends the MDT type to the MME in case the MDT Anonymization is set to TAC level.
Philippe Godin (ALU): We should wait for SA5's response before progressing with this issue.

-> postponed to the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112526
	Clarification on MDT PLMN definition
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This paper proposes to adopt a universal definition for MDT PLMN. Two proposals are made:

1: From the view of network side, the MDT PLMN should be understood as the PLMN id included in TraceReference IE.

2: Adopt a new definition which defines the MDT PLMN as the PLMN specified in TraceReference.
Luis Lopes (NSN): Why are we making this change since it won't make anything in practise.

Martin Israelsson (Ericson): If  we change the coding of PLMN, it will also affect core networks, not only RAN.

LL: This would result in a non-backwards compatible change into RAN2 spec.

-> No agreement.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112527
	CR37.320 Clarification on MDT PLMN definition
	ZTE
	CR
	37.320
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This CR proposes to adopt a universal definition which defines the MDT PLMN as the PLMN included in TraceReference. Note that since 37.320 is not a RAN3 specification, we cannot formally agree this CR.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112410
	Adding MDT user consent to the DOWNLINK NAS message
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112471
	Prevent propagation of user consent on inter-PLMN relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112340
	Correction on MDT user consent in the container
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	 


10.3
eMBMS enhancements

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112333
	Parallel counting issue (To: RAN3; Cc: SA5)
	RAN2
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	R2-114811
	Orange
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Serban Purge (Orange). RAN2 wishes to avoid changes to Rel-10 ASN.1 and assumes that the parallel counting scenario will be rare and can be avoided by proper MCE or OAM configuration.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112464
	parallel counting in different MBSFN areas
	Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). This CR adds a note to avoid parallel counting for different areas which are configured in the same eNB.
Philippe Godin (ALU): This is not aligned with RAN2's response.

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): The scenario in RAN2's response is different from the scenario in this CR.
Serban Purge (Orange): Agrees with Qualcomm.

MCC: Wrong tdoc number in the header.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112604
	Unsollicited Counting Response
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper discusses the consequences of the LS sent by RAN2 in R2-114811.

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): In Figure 1, do you assume that there is one counting ongoing, or two parallel counting sessions? Does not believe that this would work. If no ongoing session, the eNB does not know how to map the response to an TMGI. With parallel sessions, it would probably map the response to a wrong TMGI.

Serban Purge (Orange): This proposal would not work in a parallel counting scenario.
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): This CR does not follow RAN2's decision.
Steven Xu (NSN): Agrees with Huawei, this CR does not follow the idea of RAN2's CR.

-> offline

-> More discussion needed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112605
	Unsollicited Counting Response
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	CR
	36.443
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Noted 


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR specifies that MCE shall not consider it as an error if a counting result report is received over an M2 interface instance whereas the corresponding request had been sent over another M2 instance.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112603
	Correction of Counting Request
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	CR
	36.443
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Revised

	R3-112656
	Correction of Counting Request
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	CR
	36.443
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). It is clarified that the eNB shall ignore a subsequent Counting Request message as soon as it contains one TMGI different from the previously received list of TMGIs.
Steven Xu (NSN): We do not have a term "MBMS Counting Request session".

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): better to add "IE" at the end of the existing sentence.

-> Add IE at the end of the existing sentence.

-> Agreen unseen in R3-112656.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112358
	Missing Procedure Code for “Private Message”
	Huawei
	CR
	36.443
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR adds ‘Private Message’ into the Message Type IE in the tabular 9.2.1.1.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Is this a critical change, this could be handled as an editorial by the rapporteur to Rel-11.
Chenghock Ng (NEC): Supports the change.

Hong Wang (Samsung): Supports the change.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Supports the change
Martin Warner (ALU): In UMTS this is not in the tabular, only in ASN.1.

-> offline
-> To be added in the editorial CRs for Rel-11.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112359
	Missing Procedure Code for “Private Message”
	Huawei
	CR
	36.444
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: This CR adds ‘Private Message’ into the Message Type IE in the tabular 9.2.1.1.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112601
	Correction of Reset
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent 
	CR
	36.443
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core 
	Rel-10
	Withdrawn


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR proposes two corrections:

1. the scheduling information data is preserved during reset;
2. text is added for Reset All.
Steven Xu (NSN): No need for the change related to scheduling information.

Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): The current text already covers all cases.

SX: The added text (2. and 3. additions) is not clear. How about the M1 interface?

MCC: Clauses affected does not list all clauses.

-> offline.

Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-112360
	Correction on the Length of Spare Extension
	Huawei
	CR
	25.446
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112660
	Correction on the Length of Spare Extension
	Huawei
	CR
	25.446
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). As stated in the title.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Coverpage updates are needed.

-> Revised in R3-112660
Decision: Agreed
	R3-112516
	Correction to the eNB Configuration Update procedure, and the MCE Configuration Update procedure
	NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.443
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112661
	Correction to the eNB Configuration Update procedure, and the MCE Configuration Update procedure
	NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.443
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC). This CR adds a clarification that the terminating node shall interpret no change if the information for a cell or MBSFN area is not included in the received message.
Mingzeng Dai (Huawei): Clarify behavior if IEs are not included.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Is there really a danger of misinterpretation? Is this CR needed?

CN: The text is aligned with S1AP.

MD: NEC has a point here.

-> More text is needed for the removal case

-> Revised in R3-112661.

Hong Wang (Samsung): As per current stage-2, MBSFN is statistically configured by O&M and cannot be dynamically changed by MCE.

Steven Xu (NSN): Not so.
Decision: Agreed
	R3-112602
	Correction of MBMS Resumption Function
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Revised

	R3-112679
	Correction of MBMS Resumption Function
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Revised

	R3-112702
	Correction of MBMS Resumption Function
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). It is clarified that the eNB shall not always reallocate the resources at service resumption but only if previously released.
Steven Xu (NSN): No need for this change.
Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Agrees with the wording in the CR.
-> offline

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Remove "if previously ... allocation" and remove "re" from preceeding "reallocation"

-> Agreed unseen in R3-112702.

Decision: Agreed
10.4
SON

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112325
	Reply LS on enabling detection of unnecessary IRAT HO for A/Gb-mode BSS (To: RAN3)
	GERAN2
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	GP-111305
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This LS contains three stage-2 CRs that have been approved in GERAN2, all of them related to detection of unnecessary IRAT Handovers.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112380
	Corrections of MRO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	 
	Revised

	R3-112651
	Corrections of MRO
	Huawei, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper proposes a few corrections to MRO:
1: Introduce the RRC re-establishment cause into the RLF indication.  

2: Modify some MRO problem definitions.
3: Add the definition of successful handover.
These changes have previously been proposed in two CRs which will be resubmitted for this meeting.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112381
	Adding RRC re-establishment cause to RLF indication
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	 Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This CR implements the first proposal made by R3-112380.
-> offline

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112612
	Correction of the MRO definitions and stage-2 clean-up
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Huawei
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Revised

	R3-112691
	Correction of the MRO definitions and stage-2 clean-up
	Nokia Siemens Networks, ZTE, Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Luis Lopes (NSN). This CR implements second and third proposals made by R3-112380.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): The new definition for Too Late Handover also covers cases for Handover to Wrong Cell.

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Agrees with Ericsson.

-> offline

AC: During the offline discussion the group identified ambiguities in the failure case definition.

-> Discussion to continue at the next meeting.

Decision: Postponed

	R3-112382
	Correction of OAM control of MRO
	Huawei, Telecom Italia
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	 
	Revised

	R3-112681
	Correction of OAM control of MRO
	Huawei, Telecom Italia
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). Section 22.4.2.4 in 36.300 defines the OAM requirements for MRO. The solution defined by SA5 in 32.522 is not aligned with these requirements. This paper proposes to send an LS to SA5 and ask them to add two clarifications into 32.522.
Decision: 

	R3-112383
	[DRAFT] LS on OAM control of MRO (To: SA5)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	 
	Revised

	R3-112682
	[DRAFT] OAM control of MRO (To: SA5)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	 
	Agreed

	R3-112703
	OAM control of MRO (To: SA5)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	 
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This LS informs SA5 about the decisions made in R3-112382.
Luis Lopes (NSN): The current discussion document is almost like a CR, maybe it is better to just explain the problem and not give direct advice in how to solve it in SA5.
-> remove from the package any reference to the actual SA5 solution.

-> offline
-> Agreed, Final LS in R3-112703.

Decision: Approved 

	R3-112391
	Handling of multiple RLF indications
	CATT, CMCC, Huawei, Samsung
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). This CR specifies the handling of the multiple RLF indication messages.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Why do you discard the message?
Luis Lopes (NSN): It cannot be guaranteed that there is an re-establishment attempt (the first attempt in this CR).

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Agrees with the CR.

-> offline

-> Agreed as a working assumption.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112528
	Corrections for the MRO descriptions
	ZTE
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112649
	Corrections for the MRO descriptions
	ZTE, China Unicom
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This CR proposes corrections to MRO descriptions.
-> to be discussed offline in the Huawei offline discussion related to R3-112380.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112610
	Correction of Support for RACH optimization
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Caravaglia (Qualcomm). This CR includes a clarification about X2-AP support for RACH optimization in TS 36.300. 
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): "exchange" -> "exchanged"

AG: Here exchange is used as part of a procedure name.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Supports the CR.
-> offline

-> Agreed as a working assumption.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112621
	[DRAFT] LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover (To: GERAN2)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed

	R3-112662
	LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover (To: GERAN2)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This LS informs GERAN2 about the recent RAN3 CRs related to this topic.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Does our clarification CR has any impact on GERAN2 specs.

-> No

Aijuan Liu (CATT): Supports the LS.

-> Agreed, Final LS in R3-112662.

Decision: Approved
	R3-112622
	Definition of Maximum no. of candidate cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). The definition of the constant for "Maximum no. of candidate cells" is indicated as "FFS" in the tabular.
LixiangXu (Samsung): There is a FFS also in ASN.1 in maxIRATReportingCells, to be removed
-> This FFS is to be handled by the rapporteur.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112640
	Considerations on candidate target for mobility load balance procedure
	China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yunxiao Wu (China Unicom). This paper proposes that the historical load information of neighbour cells should be taken into consideration when making MLB decisions.

Chairman: This can be considered in the SON study item for Rel-11.

Decision: Noted
10.5
Others

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112326
	Reply LS on the frequency band specific compressed mode (To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, RAN4)
	RAN1
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	R1-112860
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Isman Bazar (NSN). RAN1 has identified three possible solutions to the presented frequency band specific compossed mode problem.

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

	R3-112415
	Introduction of the frequency specific compressed mode
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Isman Bazar (NSN). This paper presents NSN's view on what signaling should be introduced for the Iub/Iur interfaces to support the “frequency specific” compressed mode. Based on the presented analysis:

- introduce the NodeB/cell capability and
- an explicit signaling indication for NodeB that compressed mode should not be applied for particular frequencies.
Disputed point of views are (in different CR implementations below):

- how do we identify the frequency?

- whether we need to introduce different patterns for different frequencies?

- identify which procedures need to be updated?

-> offline

Agreements:

- we will have signalling support to have different patterns for different frequencies. However for Rel-10 the spec will state that there will be same patterns for same frequencies.

- procedures that need to be changed:


- RL setup


- RL addition


- Synch RL reconfig


- Unsynch RL reconfig


- CM command

Decision: Noted
	R3-112496
	Correction of Processing Transparent Containers
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: This paper explains by an end-to-end view how the encoding of the transparent containers works well according to the annex C of TS36.413 drafted at RAN3#73. It shows that the rules apply not only to Gn and S3 interfaces but also to S10 interface in the intra-LTE handover scenario where two MMEs are involved.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112412
	Correction of the annex on the processing of transparent containers at MME
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112665
	Correction of the annex on the processing of transparent containers at MME
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Luicent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR rewords Annex C so that it refers to all interfaces and clarifies that the handling of messages in the MME.

- Difference between NSN and ALU CRs is whether we should also cover the Gp interface.

-> offline

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112497
	Correction of Processing Transparent Containers
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). The annex C has been drafted as RAN3#73 to capture the decision related to the issues of encoding and transfering the Source to Target containers and Target to Source containers. However this annex only refers to the S3 interface for GTPv2 while the decision also applies to the S10 interface between two MMEs. In this CR the S10-specific message is also referenced for the processing of transparent containers.

-> offline with NSN's CR.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112413
	Introduction of the annex on the processing of transparent containers at SGSN
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112666
	Introduction of the annex on the processing of transparent containers at SGSN
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112674
	Introduction of the annex on the processing of transparent containers at SGSN
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This CR introduces a new Annex explaining how the SGSN handles the Source to Target Transparent Container IE and Target to Source Transparent Container IE received from the RNC or from another Core Network node.
Philippe Godin (ALU): S10 should be removed.

- Should Gp interface be covered?

-> offline

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112476
	Paging sending timing for Enhanced Paging with Common H-RNTI
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Isman Bazar (NSN). In this paper, the process of target DL sending timing for paging channel in HS-DSCH Data Frame Protocol Type 3 is analysed, and the problem in the current specification in case of paging transmission with Common H-RNTI is discussed.

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112418
	Clarification on paging CFN timing for Enhanced Paging
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.435
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Postponed


Discussion: Presented by Isman Bazar (NSN). This CR clarifies that for a non-dedicated H-RNTI stored case, CFN in HS-DSCH Frame Type 3 indicates the timing of the PICH frame instead of the HS-SCCH frame.
Liwei Qiu (Huawei): Does not believe that the scheduling delay problem exists.
Vikas Dhingra (ALU): Does not support the CR.
-> offline

Decision: Postponed
	R3-112446
	New cause value for LIPA-related mobility
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by New Postcom. This paper argues that the existing cause values in the S1 application protocol do not provide enough support for LIPA-related mobility.

Philippe Godin (ALU): This proposal has already been rejected twice.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): Supports ALU's view.

New Postcom: We believe SA2 has already finished the related work.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112447
	New cause value for LIPA-related mobility
	New Postcom, ZTE, Potevio
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by New Postcom. This CR defines a new cause value for the LIPA related mobility signalling.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112472
	Rapporteur update on specification references
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.467
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). Some references in the specification are missing in the reference list, or reported in the wrong style or need to be voided because not used anymore.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112361
	Correction on the Reset Procedure
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This CR clarifies the specification by defining that the Reset procedure does not affect the procedures using non UE-associated signalling and the application level configuration data exchanged during e.g., the S1 Setup procedure and Downlink Non UE Associated LPPa procedure.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Reset should affect only UE associated signalling.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Supports Samsung.
-> No agreement on issue
Decision: Noted
	R3-112362
	Correction on the Reset Procedure
	Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by . This CR clarifies the specification by defining that the Reset procedure does not affect the procedures using non UE-associated signalling and the application level configuration data exchanged during e.g., the X2 Setup and Mobility Setting Change procedure.
-> No agreement on issue

Decision: Noted
	R3-112411
	Specify procedures the X2 Reset impacts
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (NSN). The general section (8.3.4.1) states that a Reset msg does not affect the application level Config data exchanged during X2 SETUP, but this is not complete and it remains unclear what procedures are impacted by a Reset msg.
-> offline (with R3-112362).

Decision: Noted

	R3-112408
	Correction on Reference of Correlation ID
	CMCC
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	LIPA_SIPTO
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). The correlation ID clause number and its reference do not match.
- To be included in the Rel-11 rapporteur upate.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112365
	Correction on RN Security
	Huawei, NEC
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). The inconsistent sentence “Relay OAM traffic connection relies on an end-to-end security mechanism.” is removed, leaving 36.300 to refer only to a SA3 spec.

Haijing Hu (CATT): How end-to-end secrity mechanism is defined?

YW: End-to-end is defined by SA3, and we should simply refer to it as such.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112366
	Correction on ABS Information
	Huawei, CMCC
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	F
	eICIC_LTE-Core
	Rel-10
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). The definition of ABS is “Almost blank subframes are subframes with reduced power on some physical channels and/or reduced activity.”, but the Semantics description of ABS Pattern Info are captured as “value "1" indicates ‘blanked in DL’ and value "0" indicates ’not blanked in DL’.” They are conflict with the ABS definition.
Aijuan Liu (CATT): Should we define that this applies to downlink.
YW: ABS only applies to downlink.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Supports Huawei.

Decision: Agreed
	R3-112389
	Specify the Missing UE or Non UE Associated Signalling Used by Produres
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112664
	Specify the Missing UE or Non UE Associated Signalling Used by Produres
	Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	LTE-interfaces, TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). Some procedures in the specification are lacking the text indicating as to whether they use UE-associated signalling on non-UE associated signalling.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Correct the NAS transport change.

Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Coverpage to be toned down.

-> Revised in R3-112664.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112414
	Rapporteur update on the meaning of the term ‘IE’
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). In RAN3#73, R3-112236 vs. X2AP changed the style of the text explaining the meaning of “IE” from normative text to note, so that it was aligned with RANAP. It was also agreed that a similar change was needed for S1AP as well.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112494
	Correction of S1 Setup
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). Currently the action upon receiving the list of GUMMEIs from the MME is not specified, in particular the relation with the NNSFfunction. In this CR it is clarified that the list list of GUMMEIs received in the S1 Setup Response may be used by the NNSF function.
Lixiang Xu (Samsung): The change is not needed.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): Already defined earlier in the same section - the change is not needed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112495
	Crossing TAU and Path Switch Request messages
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112680
	Crossing TAU and Path Switch Request messages
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This CR clarifies that the Path Switch Request shall be the first message sent on the new S1 after an X2 Handover.
Ying Wang (CATT): There is no ambiquity in the current spec.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Prefers a clarification in the spec.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): What is the harm if this is solved by using Initial UE message?

-> offline

Decision: Noted
	R3-112541
	Clarification on eNB configuration update for RN
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Potevio. This contribution presents a problem in the eNB configuration update procedure in relay networks, and proposes an implementation based solution which also requires a stage-2 clarification.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112542
	Clarification on eNB configuration update procedure in relay networks
	Potevio
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Potevio. This CR adds a clarification that the DeNB has to process the received eNB CONFIGURATION UPDATE message for RN to indicate the ID information of the neighbour eNB if necessary.
Steven Xu (NSN): If this can be solved by implementation, why do we need this CR?

Yan Wang (Huawei): This is a corner case, do need to have a CR for it.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112613
	Rounding to use for the value in Time UE stayed in Cell IE
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (NSN). This CR adds a clarification that the FLOOR function is used for mapping actual time in cell to the seconds granularity value to report in the Time UE stayed in Cell IE.
Philippe Godin (ALU): This solution does not provide a perfect solution.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): It may be too late to have it in Rel-10.

PG: This change may not be backwards compatible, lets introduce a new IE for milliseconds.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): But such a change would certainly be non-backwards compatible.

-> offline

Decision: Noted
	R3-112614
	Rounding to use for the value in Time UE stayed in Cell IE
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Noted


Discussion: This CR is the 36.413 equivalent of R3-112613.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112615
	Rounding to use for the value in Time UE stayed in Cell IE
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	 Noted


Discussion: This CR is the 25.413 equivalent of R3-112613.

Decision: Noted

	R3-112616
	HO Cancel msg received after UE has accessed the target eNB should be ignored
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Michael Bach (NSN). This CR adds to the specification that the HO Cancel msg is ignored if the UE has successfully accessed the target eNB.
Ying Wang (CATT): what does "access" mean in the added part? Accessed via establishment or handover?

MB: here it refers to RRC (re-)establishment.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Does not understand when this scenario can happen, what is the use case for this?

Decision: Noted
	R3-112581
	explicit SRVCC indication
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson (Ericsson). It is currently assumed in the specifications that the Target RNC knows if a Relocation is due to SRVCC, but there is no way for the Target RNC know this. It is therefore proposed to add a Relocation Reason IE in the Source RNC to Target RNC Transparent Container. The new IE should be defined as an ENUMERATED (SRVCC operation, Handover from EUTRAN, Handover from GERAN,...).
Philippe Godin (ALU): You can already determine the HO type from the source cell.

Chairman: Not in case of UMTS.

-> target can infer the type of HO (regular vs srvcc). In case of LTE source cell by knowing that the source cell is an LTE cell. In case of 3G source cell from the transparent container.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112582
	explicit SRVCC indication
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: This CR implements the proposals made by R3-112581.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112583
	Inconsistencies in TR36.927
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Markus Drevo (Ericsson). This paper argues that the inter-RAT scenario should be kept applicable for energy saving.
Ying Nang (CMCC): This change is not needed.

Chairman: This about the scope of the Rel-11 Energy saving work, can be discussed in that session.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112416
	Support for frequency specific compressed mode
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112417
	Support for frequency specific compressed mode
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	B
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112356
	Introduction of frequency band specific compressed mode
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112357
	Introduction of frequency band specific compressed mode
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112579
	Supporting CM for different band
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112580
	Supporting CM for different band
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112644
	Correction to CSFB procedure for UEs with LIPA PDN connections only in 36.300
	Research In Motion UK Limited
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 
	Not Treated

	R3-112584
	Inconsistencies in TR36.927
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.927
	-
	-
	F
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112646
	Inconsistencies in TR36.927
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.927
	-
	-
	F
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	Revised

	R3-112667
	Inconsistencies in TR36.927
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.927
	-
	-
	F
	FS_Energy_LTE
	Rel-10
	 


11.
Further SON enhancements WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112419
	A proposal for the work organisation at the evaluation phase
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This document proposes how to organise the work in the evaluation phase of SON WI. The key proposals are:

1. The applicability of use cases 3 and 6 to RAN3 area of responsibility should be evaluated

2. Relevance of all the use cases is to be evaluated

3. For the use cases decided to be relevant and appropriate for RAN3’s competence, precise problem / objectives are to be defined and informed to RAN plenary
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): On study item 6, the instruction was that we should wait for the outcome of SA5's study tem, but SA5 has abandoned its study.

Xuelong Wang (Huawei): Prefers to go ahead without SA5's involvement.
Chenghock Ng (NEC): When did SA5 abandon this work? -> CATT's paper in R3-112392 explains this.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112378
	Performance Verification on SON solutions at R11
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). This paper proposes some principles for the SON work during Rel-11:

1: It is proposed that system gain should be shown via system simulation result for Rel-11 SON solutions concerning the mobility performance related use cases.

1a: RAN3-level simulations shall be carried out in a way similar to the work RAN2 is carrying out within the HetNet Mobility Enhancements SI.

1b: Alternatively, simulation work and quantitative evaluation work can be conducted during the evaluation phase of the WID.

2: It is proposed to create an internal TR to document the solutions for evaluation and the corresponding quantitative simulation result for SON WI (Rel-11).
Johan Johansson (MediaTek): So this paper proposes a have a simulation that quantifies the problems, not solutions.

Philippe Godin (ALU): However, typically it takes 3-4 months in other groups to agree on the simulation parameters.

- Support for the proposal: MediaTek (and the Chairman).
Decision: Noted
11.1
MRO enhancements
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112585
	On the need of MRO enhancements
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This paper proposes to delay the start of study cases on Inter-RAT MRO enhancements until the necessary corrections to Intra-LTE MRO specifications in Rel-10 ad Rel-9 are finalised and agreed.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): It has already been agreed that Rel-9 is closed, and NSN believes that Rel-10 can be closed in this meeting.

Johan Johansson (MediaTek): Are the open issues major or minor?

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Minor.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): The changes are not  minnor

Chairman: There are still fundamental differences in the view of companies w.r.t. to MRO.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112372
	MRO enhancements in SON WI
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). This paper lists Huawei's proposals on what should be included in the SON WI:
- study of solutions for detecting Too late inter-RAT handovers from LTE to UTRAN
- other MRO problem detection mechanisms for LTE->UMTS IRAT MRO

- study of solutions for detecting the same MRO problems in UMTS as defined in LTE
- scenarios of UMTS->LTE IRAT mobility
- study of scenarios and solutions required to enable MRO for HetNEt scenarios
Philippe Godin (ALU):Is too late LTE  to 3G/2G HO relevant?

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): 

Decision: Noted
Inter-RAT

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112420
	Inter-RAT MRO failure types
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper proposes to include 4 failure scenarios in the SON Rel-11 work:

- Too late inter-RAT HO

- Too early inter-RAT HO

- Inter-RAT HO to wrong cell

- HO to wrong RAT

Johan Johansson (MediaTek): It would be useful to get operators' feedback on what is important.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112376
	IRAT too late
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: 
Decision: Noted
****************************************************************************
Proposed failure scenarios:

- Too late inter-RAT HO

- Too early inter-RAT HO

- Inter-RAT HO to wrong cell

- HO to wrong RAT

3G

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112374
	Introduction of UMTS MRO
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Postponed


Discussion: 
Decision: Postponed
LTE

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112555
	MRO vs. RLF
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu). This paper reviews the related agreements made in both RAN3 and RAN2 for MRO and RLF, analysed the MRO failure cased identified in RAN3, and identifies open issues.

- Any Rel-11 work needs to be done after an analysis of Rel-10 MRO capabilities and its shortcomings.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112635
	Connection Failure SON
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Johan Johansson  (MediaTek). This paper discusses:
- a general approach to RRM self-optimization of Connection Failures, building on MRO. 

- RLF report for IRAT MRO.
Philippe Godin (ALU): This proposal goes beyond the WID scope.

JJ: Yes, but it is not very useful to consider MRO and MLB in separation.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112633
	ePLMN support for RLF Report
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Debbie Lin (MediaTek). This paper discusses if ePLMN support is needed for RLF report. The conclusion is that the support is needed and RAN2 should be informed with an LS.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Supports the sending of LS.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): RAN2 will not discuss this topic until at the next meeting.
-> RAN2 is currending discussing about multiple PLMN support for MDT in R11. It is understood that RAN2 will take RLF report into account when discussing the multiple PLMN support. Therefore we will wait for RAN2 decision.
- Agreement: It is RAN3 understanding that RLF report should support multiple PLMNs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112634
	[DRAFT] LS on RLF report support for ePLMN
	MediaTek
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion:
Decision: Not Treated
***********************************************************************************

Proposal to widen the scope of R10 MRO: RRM-related correcting actions, HetNet environment, ...

11.2
Short stay and ping pongs avoidance
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112623
	Short stay scenarios in Rel-11
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper concludes that potential solution elements for centralised or distributed automation of the handover strategy include:

- enhanced information in UE History (UE speed)

- enhanced cell information on X2 (e.g. size, other attributes)

- possible retropropagation of updated UE History from target cell to source cell (in case of short stay)

- coverage verification in target cell, and possible retropropagation of this information to the source cell

- definition of KPIs for the concerned scenarios
Decision: Noted
	R3-112421
	MRO non-failure scenarios
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). In this paper the existing mechanism for ping-pong / short stay detection was reviewed. Based on this and on the SON methods developed so far, it is proposed to review if this mechanism can be enhanced, so that more precise detection and possibly automatic correction of the problem can be enabled.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112517
	Discussion on Short Stay Problem in HetNet Environments
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Kyungmin Park (LG). This paper discusses short stay scenarios in HetNet environments and concludes that:

1: More discussion is needed to clarify if a stable connection is possible with outer cells in a short staying small cell.
2: RLF problems need to be considered.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Could you consider using SPID in this case?

KP: Yes

Decision: Noted
	R3-112373
	Short stay in SON WI
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Olofsson (Huawei). Huawei proposes to include short stay time for both intra-frequency and inter-frequency mobility in the SON WI.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112445
	Short-stay and ping-pong handover issues in high-speed scenarios
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Wei Liu (New Postcom). This contribution makes two proposals:

1: The MRO function should be capable of distinguishing different scenarios and then properly identify unnecessary HOs especially in HetNet deployments.

2:  Study TimeToTrigger-based HO setting negotiation as a potential solution for these problems.

Henrik Olofsson (Huawei): in Proposal 2, do you want to negotiate the time-to-trigger between two eNBs? A: Yes.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): Time to trigger is more a global than a cell-specific parameter. Changing it could be difficult. Moreover, cannot see any reason why this value should be similar in different cells.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112529
	Rapid HO detection
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-112650
	Rapid HO detection
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Jianmin Fang (ZTE). This paper concludes that the serving eNB should know the characteristics of the neighbour cell, e.g., if the neighbour cell is contained in the serving cell, whether the neighbour cell is compensating the coverage hole of serving cell or just enhancing the capacity, in order to avoid applying wrong operations in the serving cell.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): If the parameters (characteristics) mentioned here are static in nature, could they be operator-defined parameters which should not be standardised?
Decision: Noted
***********************************************************************************

Potential solutions to optimize handover strategy (centralized or distributed methods):
- enhanced information in UE History (UE speed)

- enhanced cell information on X2 (e.g. size, other attributes)

- possible retropropagation of updated UE History from target cell to source cell (in case of short stay)

- coverage verification in target cell, and possible retropropagation of this information to the source cell

- definition of KPIs for the concerned scenarios
Consider: Intra-LTE vs Inter-RAT, HetNet scenario
Need to evaluate how severe is the problem.

11.3
RAT selection
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


11.4
ANR enhancements

Inter-RAT

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112637
	Discussions on inter-RAT exchange of neighbor cell relations
	China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Shengli Guo (China Unicom). This document makes two proposals:

1: The exchange of neighbour cell relations between LTE cells and UTRAN cells need to be specified, and ANR between GERAN and UTRAN also need to be captured in the extensions to existing ANR mechanisms.

2: The exchange of neighbour cell relations between GERAN cells and H(e)NB cells can be included in the scope of the extensions to existing ANR mechanism.
-> The case of HeNB - GERAN exchange requires more discussion (not clear at the moment what would be the benefit)

Decision: Noted
	R3-112379
	Discussion on neighbor cell relation exchange for inter-RAT ANR
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This document discusses the benefits of enabling the exchange of neighbour cell relations belonging to different RATs. Two proposals are made:

1: Neighbour cell relation exchange should be introduced for inter-RAT ANR.

2: RIM should be used for Neighbour Cell Relation in inter-RAT ANR.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Is this neighbour cell information exchange done blindly (without UE's involvement)? A: Yes.

-> More discussion is needed on whether neighbour relations should be exchanged from eNB to RNC.
Decision: Noted
3G
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112422
	ANR – Potential fields of extensions and improvements
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Isman Bazar (NSN). This paper argues that there are two potential areas for further improvements:
1) ANR report entries concerning cells not served by directly neighbouring RNCs should be considered

2) Rel-10 specifications restrict ANR measurements to non-CSG cells.
Liwei Qiu (Huawei): What if one RNC (in the middle) does not support ANR?

IB: It will then propagate via other RNCs.

Chairman: Why not use an existing mechanism to transfer the information, e.g., RIM ?

IB: This solution would not involve CN.

-> proposal 1: could be beneficial, but need to study the feasibility of the solution.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112454
	ANR for CSG Cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper argues that ANR for CSG should be included in the SON Work Item.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Does this proposal cover both directions (macro-> HNB and HNB-> macro). A: to be checked.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112375
	Discussion on CSG ANR
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This contribution makes 3 proposals:

1: consider detecting CSG neighbour cells for macro cell and detecting CSG neighbour cells for CSG cell using ANR function.

2: current Iur exchange message for macro ANR can be re-used for CSG ANR.

3: the inter-RAT E-UTRAN CSG ANR scenario should be considered.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): what is the purpose of proposal 1?

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): What is the use case for this? Does any operator support CSG ANR? No operator support for CSG?

Note that the usecase for HNB -> macro exchange is not the broadcasting of NLs at the macro (macro can broadcast only 32 neighbours). On the other hand, there may be some value in the macro knowing which HNBs are under its footprint.
-> More discussion needed on the usecase of CSG ANR

Decision: Noted
	R3-112636
	Discussions on removal function for UTRAN ANR
	China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yunxiao Wu (China Unicom). This paper makes two proposals:
1: Neighbor Removal Function plays an important role in UTRAN ANR, and hence should be described in details in related specification.

2: The priority of the neighbor cells should be marked according to the statistics of count of handover between cells during a period. Neighbor Removal Function could delete the lowest priority neighbor cell according to the priority of the neighbors in neighbor cell list when another neighbor relationship needs to be added.
Isman Bazar (NSN): Isn't the function in proposal 1 already exist ? Yes, but this function should be clearly specified.

-> Was discussed during work on LTE ANR.  No need was felt to specify details of removal function. The actual removal algorithm remains proprietary.
Decision: Noted
11.5
MRO - MLB coordination
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112638
	Considerations of MRO and MLB Integration
	China Unicom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Meng Zhang (China Unicom). This paper makes two proposals:

1: The priority of MRO and MLB functions in different network deployment is not the same. The integration/coordination approach between MRO and MLB should be classified differently based on the scenario type.

2: The integration of MRO and MLB should contain two phases: Phase 1 should accomplish the coordination solution based on priorities in different type scenarios, retaining the integrity of existing MRO and MLB use cases; Phase 2 should merge MRO and MLB into one new use case to reduce mobility optimization management, which has separate options for operator service/policies based scenarios and radio coverage based scenarios.
- Phase 1 would be Rel-11

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Do we need to specify the priority or can it be left for implementation?

Decision: Noted
	R3-112407
	Requirements for MRO&MLB coordination
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper proposes to develop a coordination mechanism between MRO and MLB which

- Avoids MRO and MLB conflicts resulting from control parameters changing

- Guarantees an optimal network performance in case these two functions procedures operate simultaneously

- When MRO performs the corrective actions, corresponding information, e.g. policy, of MLB should be notified, or vice versa.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): This seems to be an algorithm implementation issue.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112423
	Coordination between MRO and traffic steering solutions
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). In this paper, the MRO mechanism, traffic steering (including MLB) and their mutual interaction are discussed. It is shown that currently MRO may take into consideration also HOs executed based on triggers not directly related to the users mobility. It is proposed to discuss the following issues:

- shall mobility failures caused by traffic steering or MLB be included in the MRO framework? 
- are all the MRO failure scenarios defined in Rel-9 and Rel-10 applicable to traffic steering / MLB HOs? How to distinguish a HO caused by regular mobility from that due to traffic steering? 

- how to exclude failure reports from events caused by traffic steering?
Decision: Noted
	R3-112639
	The use of Coverage Indicator IE in MRO and MLB Integration
	China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Meng Zhang (China Unicom). The following proposals are made:

1: The coverage indication between cells should be added in order to accurately indicate possible capability and interrelationship of neighbor cells. Furthermore, the priority consideration in integration/coordination between MLB and MRO can be easily solved.

2: Coverage Indicator IE defined in UMTS (may be extended) should be introduced in LTE and inter-layer/RAT systems, so that can indicate coverage relationships of all the neighbor cells in IRAT/inter-layer networks.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): How the cells would know about mutual relations between each other?
MZ: By configuration.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): There is an extra burden to maintain this configuration information and it may not be useful after all.

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

Next meeting: study specific examples where coordination is needed and demonstrate the need of standardising any signalling support, if any
11.6
Self-healing
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112377
	[DRAFT] LS on Self-healing (To: SA5)
	Huawei
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 SONenh2_LTE_UTRA-Core
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
	R3-112392
	Consideration on self healing in the SON WI
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). If self-healing is to be included in the SON WI, CATT proposes that the WID should be be revised and more elaborated objective and use cases concerning self-healing should be provided to facilitate the evaluation work. RAN3 shouldn't continue this work without a new/revised WID.
Decision: Noted
************************************************************************************************

- As per current status and WID self-healing discussion will be based on SA5 input.

- It is not clear whether SA5 has concluded on Self-healing and the work is closed.

- WID would have to be changed for RAN3 to work on it without SA5 input.

12
Carrier-based HetNet ICIC for LTE WI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112617
	An update of the TR R3.024
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This text proposal updates the TR with the assigned number, date and history information. The version of the TR is then raised to 0.0.2.
- Agreed as a starting point

Decision: Agreed
12.1
Evaluation of solutions for the macro-pico interference scenario

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112404
	Discussion on Per UE Carrier Selection for CA
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper discusses two issues:

- How to coordinate carrier resources for interference avoidance (either pico or macro is responsibe for interference mitigation)

- How to confirm the UEs which lead to the interference (use either location or time information)

Hong Wang (Samsung):

- For the 1st question: prefers macro since it has more resources to do the task.

- For the 2nd question: does the pico knows about the mismatch between its UL and DL?
A: No.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): For the protocol level, there is no difference between pico and macro cells.
Philippe Godin (ALU): How pico could be responsible for interference mitigation?

NY: Pico can handle only those UEs for which it is responsible.

Li Chu (ZTE): Prefers option 2 in issue 2.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): What responsibility means? Should we agree on a principle that one party adapts to another one.  But which party adapts; pico or macro?
Aijuan Liu (CATT): We need to evaluate if the interference is really a serious problem, and in that one we need help from RAN2.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112586
	PCell and SCell Selection for HetNet ICIC
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This paper makes two proposals:

1: investigate the possibility of supporting enhanced PCell selection for HetNet ICIC purposes

2: It is proposed to study the problem of identifying Macro UEs generating UL interference to Pico cells and that solutions based on X2 signalling are designed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112550
	Discussion on Per UE based PcellScell Selection for CA
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). This paper makes two proposals:

1: RAN3 is requested to consider a network-based approach for identifying MUEs causing UL interference to pico. 

2: RAN3 is requested to focus on the UL interference scenario for considering per-UE based Pcell/Scell selection for CA.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): There is also a asymmetrical problem in the downlink. The downlink coverage of macros can be a problem for picos.

Chairman: ZTE does not claim that there is no problem in the downlink, but there are well-known methods to deal with those.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112450
	Analysis on UL interference in Macro-Pico scenario
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Aijuan Liu (CATT). In this paper CATT proposes that we should carefully evaluate the complexity and benefits of solutions before introducing any further optimization solutions for UL interference alleviation. The existing mechanisms seem sufficient to address the MUE UL interference to pico eNB scenario.
Li Chu (ZTE): There could be several MUEs causing interference to a pico eNB.

- The focus of the contribution is on a scenario where pico is deployed in the coverage extension.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112367
	Per UE carrier selection for CA in Macro-Pico scenario
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This contribution analyses the high priority issues in CA_HetNet_ICIC WI, and makes observations and proposals as below:

Observation 1: current RAN3 spec can support “The PCell/SCell selection for the Handover UEs by the target eNB”. 

Observation 2: current procedures can support “The PCell/SCell selection for the access UEs by the serving eNB”. 

Proposal 1: the “Per UE carrier selection for CA in Macro-Pico scenario” has already been supported by current specification. There is no need to introduce new inter-node signalling for it.

Proposal 2: The further optimization of the “Uplink interference from Macro UE to Pico”, which should only be discussed after evaluation in RAN1.  
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): According to your paper, the uplink interference problem can be overcome by increasing UL power. This results in more UL interference and the problem can be severe when there are several picos.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112611
	Carrier-based HetNet ICIC
	Kyocera
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by David Comstock (Kyocera). This paper makes two proposals:

1: Include the text from section 2 in the RAN3 carrier based HeNet ICIC technical report and consider the proposal for approval.

2: Liaise to RAN1 and RAN2 to get feedback on the proposal and to request assistance to determine the feasibility of the proposal and to work out the details.
Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): This solution seems to involve new signalling. Is there any estimate on the signalling load or on time frames of this signalling.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): The solution relies on MUE timing tracked by the pico via made up RACH accesses.

Yan Wang (Huawei): Do you have to maintain synchronization to both macro and pico? Yes.
Wei Liu (New Postcom): We should start by sending an LS to RAN1/RAN2 before agreeing on any solution.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112609
	Carrier-based HetNet ICIC use cases and solutions
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm). Qualcomm makes the following proposals, to be captured in the TR:

1: It is proposed to: 
(a) study the use case of macro-pico interference with particular reference to the optimization of carrier selection (Pcell/Scell allocation) of users around CRE region when CA-ICIC is used to manage interference and 
(b) to capture the description and preliminary analysis included here it the TR.   

2: In case inter-eNB assistance is found beneficial, it is proposed to first consider the re-use of the RNTP IE included in the Load Information message for assisting carrier selection in HetNet deployments and to capture this as baseline in the TR.

3: In case inter-eNB assistance is found beneficial, it is proposed to 

a) consider the adoption of TDM ICIC procedural approach to assist carrier selection in HetNet scenarios

b) discusss the extension of the current RNTP reporting mechanisms by enabling an eNB to indicate to another eNB the RNTP threshold it likes to receive a report about.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Does this scenario assume that Macro has a more static carrier deployment and pico can choose carriers more freely?

AG: No, this proposal concentres on a case where carriers are shared.

Yan Wang (Huawei): The Pcell is a per carrier concept.

- Focus on the DL interference issue

- ABSs was standardized for non-CA case (in the specification it says that in case of CA it is restricted to Pcell; extension to Scell is currently being discussed)

Decision: Noted
	R3-112627
	Clarifications on way forward for macro-pico scenario
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-112659
	Clarifications on way forward for macro-pico scenario
	Alcatel-Lucent, Nokia Siemens Networks
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). In this paper ALU provides a 3 proposals for clarification on the way forward in the present evaluation phase:
1: Table 1 to be considered as a suitable base for the present discussion.
2: The whole macro-pico scenario (scenario #1) to be prioritised, including solutions for Rel-8/9 UEs (column "A" - operational carriers selection).

3: Column "B" refers to Cross Carrier Scheduling. RAN3 to clarify whether other solutions shall be considered (extra columns will be needed).
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): In this contribution, is it assumed that Scells and Pcells are statically configured? Yes.

-> static configuration makes it difficult to reduce the interference

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): There are different flavours in "static".

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Pcell and Scell are per UE concepts.

Debby Lin (MediaTek): Confirming that cell assignment is per UE.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112448
	Terminologies for carrier-based HetNet ICIC
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by New Postcom. This paper makes two proposals:

1: consider the need of new terminologies for various types of carriers in the context of the carrier-based ICIC WI in Rel-11.

2: consider the BC/AC concepts proposed for facilitating RAN3 discussions on the Carrier based HetNet ICIC for LTE WI.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112498
	Carrier Selection for Macro-Pico Scenario
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by New Postcom. This paper proposes:

1: For pico cells, both network planning and autonomous methods can be used for operational selection according to different use cases.

2: Re-use existing R8 ICIC mechanism as the solutions of Scell autonomous selection of UE.

3: The mechanisms of carrier re-selection reuse the principle defined by RAN2.

4: Consider the issues that how to apply ABS for a node supporting carrier aggregation.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): This paper is focusing more into DL interference. Isn't UL interference important.

-> New Postcom sees DL interference solution as a higher priority.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112518
	Solution for Per-UE carrier selection for CA
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Genebeck Hahn (LG). Two proposals are made in this paper:

1: The information on whether the cell is configured as PCell or not should be exchanged via the X2 interface. 

2: The information on which carrier is more feasible to be used for PCell configuration should be exchanged via the X2 interface.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): SA5 is working with these issues now from O&M point of view.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112519
	Discussion on the improvement of Carrier-based HetNet ICIC
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Kyungmin Park (LG). This paper discusses on how to increase the efficiency of carrier based HetNet ICIC. One question to investigate is how to inform the neighbour eNB whether the cell currently has any UEs served through a particular carrier.

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Do you think that the existing method shoul dbe enhanced? Yes.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): What kind of interference scenario are you trying to solve by identifying an empty cell?

James Xian (LG): This scenario enables the macro cell to reuse the carrier made vacant by an empty pico.

Yan Wang (Huawei): There are already existing methods that can be used to find out if a cell is not in use.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112439
	Solutions for the macro-pico interference scenario
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by ETRI. In this paper, the scenario of ‘Per UE carrier selection for CA between Macro and Pico’, which has the highest priority in the way forward paper, is divided into two use cases. Using suggested two use cases and the existing procedures, solutions of ‘Per UE carrier selection’ for Macro or Pico are described.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112467
	Carrier-based ICIC solution for Macro/Pico HetNet
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hong Wang (Samsung). This paper proposes that the PCC candidate set used by the pico eNB is configured by the macro eNB.
Wei Liu (New Postcom): What is the definition of  "UE far from the Pico"?

A: Does not cause interference to Pico.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112543
	Consideration on Per UE carrier selection for macro+pico deployment in carrier based HetNet ICIC
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Potevio. This contribution makes four proposals for carrier based HetNet ICIC support WI:

1: The operational carrier at the macro eNB is statically configured.  

2: The participation of the basic carriers is orthogonal. Option 2 to is preferred ensure the spectral utilization efficiency.

3: The resulting carrier pattern may be signalled over the X2 interface.

4: Per UE carrier selection should observe Criterions 1-4. 

Criterion 1: The PCC of cell edge UE can be only in the basic carrier list; 

Criterion 2: The SCC of cell edge UE that is intended to transmit the PDCCH can be in both the basic carrier list and the complementary carrier list, and is preferred from the basic carrier list;

Criterion 3: The SCC of cell edge UE that is not intended to transmit the PDCCH can be in both the basic carrier list and the complementary carrier list, and is preferred from the complementary carrier list;

Criterion 4: PCC/SCC selection of cell centre UE should be preferred from the complementary carrier list.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112631
	Considerations on carrier based HetNet ICIC for the macro-pico scenario
	MediaTek
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Debbie Lin (MediaTek). The following proposals are made:
1: Additional information exchange, e.g., carrier loading, interference level per carrier, between macro and pico should be considered before pico performs autonomous carrier selection. Detailed signaling to be exchanged among macro cell and pico cell is FFS.

2: CA with cross-carrier scheduling can be considered as baseline ICIC for the macro-pico scenario. 

3: PCell/SCell allocation for cross-carrier scheduling should be coordinated between macro cell and pico cell.
Decision: Noted
******************************************************************************

Questions to be addressed:
1. What problem(s) we want to solve and why with respect to Pcell / Scell selection?


a. MUE UL interference to Pico (2586, 2550)?

b. DL interference between Macro and Pico (2550, 2609)?

c. PUE UL interference to Macro (2469/2470) ?
2. Depending on answer in 1. above, what new methods are needed to address the problems and why?
- Once we have a more clear understanding on the above, we can send an LS to RAN1 asking feedback on the relevance on the interference scenario.

-> Offline (NSN):
	R3-112690
	Offline discussion on Pcell/ Scell selection
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN).

The conclusions in this document are endorsed.

Email discussion until the next meeting.

TP for internal TR.

- scenario(s) of interest

- solutions(s) best effort

Decision: Noted
	R3-112689
	[DRAFT] LS on UL interference in the scope of the Carrier-Based HetNet ICIC WID (To: RAN1, RAN4)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-112704
	[DRAFT] LS on UL interference in the scope of the Carrier-Based HetNet ICIC WID (To: RAN1; Cc: RAN4)
	Alcatel-Lucent
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Agreed

	R3-112705
	LS on UL interference in the scope of the Carrier-Based HetNet ICIC WID (To: RAN1; Cc: RAN4)
	RAN3
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). 

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): RAN4 should not have an action. -> RAN4 to Cc:

-> Agreed unseen in R3-112704, Final LS in R3-112705

Decision: Approved
12.2
Further considerations on non-high priority usecases

Considerations on the priority of low-priority usecases
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112618
	Further discussion on operational carrier selection
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-112645
	Further discussion on operational carrier selection
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Orange
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This paper proposes that the use case: "Operational carrier selection in macro-pico environment" should be included in the WI.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): In 2.3: 2nd bullet: does this mean that carrier selection can be done without notifying the O&M?
KK: Yes.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112587
	Considerations on operational cell carrier selection
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). It is proposed to keep solutions labelled in the way forward document as “operational carriers selection” as low priority and to focus on HetNet interference mitigation scenarios where no solutions are currently available.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112643
	Response to R3-112587
	Telefónica
	Resp
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Campoy (Telefonica). This paper proposes to keep “operational carriers selection”  cases as FFS, in order not to close inputs on that subject.

Decision: Noted

	R3-112552
	Further Discussion for the use case with unequal bandwidth
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). This paper makes two proposals:

1: RAN3 should consider the unequal bandwidth use case between macro and LPN for carrier-based eICIC.

2: In macro-LPN scenarios, LPN should choose its operating carrier following two rules: 

(1) the centre 6 RBs of LPN’s carrier do not collide with those of macro;

(2) LPN’s carrier do not collide with the PDSCH frequency partition used for the same area by a macro.
Yan Wang (Huawei): Unequal bandwidth is already covered by default.

Decision: Noted
*******************************************************************************************
Andreas Neubacher (DT): Does Ericsson acknowledge the problem?

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Believes that the status quo provides good enough solutions.

Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): There are already several solutions which work autonomously with O&M control.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Ericsson's proposal has the weakness that it does not work in a multi-vendor environment.
AC: In the end, the solution ends up being validated by O&M.
Discussion to be continued at the next meeting, with the following questions:

1. what problems we want to solve and why, with respect to carrier selection?
2. depending on the answer in 1 above, do we need anything on top w.r.t. the existing mechanism and why? Any value add from other solutions?
********************************************************************************************
HeNB 
	R3-112558
	Priority for the use case with uncoordinated single carrier HeNB
	TeliaSonera
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Persson (TeliaSonera). This paper proposes that RAN3 should upgrade the priority of Macro-SC HeNB uncoordinated for HeNB from FFS to YES.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112470
	Macro uncoordinated H(e)NB scenarios analysis
	Telefónica
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Campoy (Telefonica). This paper proposes to include Macro – MC HeNB (uncoordinated) scenarios as priority one scenarios, for which CA based ICIC techniques could be developed.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112469
	Macro coordinated H(e)NB scenarios analysis
	Telefónica
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Campoy (Telefonica). This paper proposes to include Macro – MC HeNB (coordinated) scenarios as priority one scenarios, for which CA based ICIC techniques could be developed in the framework of the WI.
Decision: Noted
-> offline

	R3-112701
	Way forward on carrier based ICIC LTE
	Telefónica
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Campoy (Telefonica).

Agreement: Handling of  Macro - uncoordinated/coordinated SC HeNB same as for carrier selection for pico above.
Decision: Noted

Other considerations on low-priority usecases
Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112368
	Operational carrier selection for Pico and HeNB
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	LTE_CA_HetNet_ICIC-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112514
	Initial analysis on OTA
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112544
	Consideration on operational carrier selection for macro+pico deployment in carrier based HetNet ICIC
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112545
	Discussion on carrier selection for macro plus femto cells in carrier based HetNet ICIC
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112546
	Consideration on the informing of carrier pattern in carrier based HetNet ICIC
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112551
	Discussion on Robust Operating Carrier Selection
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


13.
Energy Saving WI

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112334
	LS on including Wi-Fi / LTE RAT combination for Inter-RAT ESM (To: SA1, SA2, RAN2, RAN3)
	SA5
	FS_OAM_ES_iRAT
	Rel-11
	S5-112706
	Intel
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sasha Sirotkin (Intel). SA5 makes a question to RAN3:

- Can a support be expected within the Rel-11 time frame of WiFi as a RAT to which LTE could handover traffic in order to be able to apply energy saving to the LTE network?
Philippe Godin (ALU): SA2 should answer this since they have an ongoing WID.

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

	R3-112406
	Kickoff of Energy Saving Work Item for E-UTRAN
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This contribution makes several proposals:
1: The solution to inter-RAT use case should have the first priority.

2: The most effective enhancement for each scenario should also be specified.

3: Further discussion is needed for the inter-eNB scenario, where no cells are overlapping with each other.
Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN): Do we need to prioritise these use cases?

Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Supports the proposal.

Adrian Pais (KPN): Inter-RAT and inter-eNB cases have a strong overlap.

-> Agreement to prioritise so that Inter-RAT has the highest priority.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112559
	Energy Saving in shared networks
	TeliaSonera
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Persson (TeliaSonera). This paper suggests that Network Energy Saving for E-UTRAN WI should (as far as possible) support Energy Saving in shared networks, including e.g., the MOCN case. The work ought to also consider networks were one RAT or carrier frequency is shared and another RAT or carrier frequency is non-shared. Moreover the ePLMN concept should also be considered.
Andreas Neubacher (DT): These are nice proposals, but quite general. We should have detailed requirements.

-> Network sharing will be taken into account during the work, but operator input is needed to determine what are the functionalities required for Energy Saving.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112393
	Energy Saving Scenarios for E-UTRAN
	CATT
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	Netw_Energy_LTE-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ying Wang (CATT). This paper adds four energy saving scenarios for E-UTRAN:

- Intra-eNB scenario

- Inter-eNB overlapping scenario

- Inter-eNB non-overlapping scenario

- Inter-RAT scenario
Presented as a draft CR.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112515
	The consideration of idle UE for ES
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Chenghock Ng (NEC). This paper proposes to discuss whether energy saving cells should take idle mode UEs into account when entering the dormant mode.
Xuelong Wang (Huawei): How do you know the number of idle mode UEs in a given area?

CN: Information to be retrieved from the CN.

Ning Yang (CMCC): The CN knows the number of UEs only at the tracking area level, not at the cell level.

Philppe Godin (ALU): Why do we need to know about idle mode UEs?

Ying Zhang (CATT): Agrees with ALU.
Ning Yang: Supports ALU and CATT.

-> Discussion to continue.

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

	R3-112624
	Down-selection of methods for switch-on in overlaid inter-eNB energy saving scenarios
	Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper makes the following proposals linked to the eNB energy saving scenario 1:

1: RAN3 is suggested to down select one or two solutions as the cell switch-on enhancements to reduce the standard effort before a step forward. 

2: OAM based solutions (predefined low-load periods) should be kept in the work item.  

3: The UE measurement method should be evaluated as the first priority, followed by the IoT measurement method.
- ALU's proposal for cell wake-up enhancements for RAT is to develop a UE measurement solution.
Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Supports this solution.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): Prefers to start with Qualcomm's solution.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112608
	Inter-RAT Signalling for E-UTRAN Energy Saving
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm). With regards to inter-RAT messages, the following proposals are made:
1: Inter-RAT messages for both the OAM-based and the basic signalling-based energy savings procedures should be communicated using the RIM procedure.

2a: A new “RIM Application Identity” called “Network Energy Savings Application” shall be defined for energy saving scope. The application is similar to the SON TRANSFER but also includes an additional “notification” container. 

2b: A new “Network Energy Savings Application identity”, the “Cell Power State” application should be defined to carry notification, response and request messages for energy saving.  

3: Existing RIM-based cell load, multi-cell load and event triggered IRAT load reporting mechanisms for SON can be used for inter-RAT network energy savings load reporting.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Can we really have a common platform for all of this signalling?

Xuelong Wang (Huawei): How often this signalling is expected to be used?

AG: Not too frequent - > RIM can be employed.

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

-> Signalling-based solution to be standardised.

Signalling based solution requires at least:

- signalling request between neighbour RAN nodes to switch on a cell

- signalling notifications to neighbour RAN nodes of cell switch-on/offs

Alternatives to transport the required signalling:

- RIM

- new transparent signalling via CN

- new direct interface between eNB and RNC/BSC
- piggyback in RAT HO signalling

-> To be decided in the next meeting, contributions invited.

- Do we want to standardise any switch-on enhancements to standardise (for iRAT ES) ?

-> Will depend on gains provided with respect to the existing solution. Further discussion required.
Inter-eNB, non-overlapped / compensation
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112468
	Analysis of scenarios with energy saving cells and  compensation cells 
	Telefónica
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Luis Campoy (Telefonica). This paper makes several proposals for new definitions related to Energy saving mechanisms.

1: Define Area Coverage Cluster (ACC) as the set of energy saving cells and compensating cells for which energy saving procedures are specified.

2: ACC creation and management will be ruled and communicated from operator OAM, assigning Energy Saving Cell (ESC) or Compensation Cell (ESC) roles on the ACC.
3. Define the ACCCO as ACC coordinator, to which cell information will be sent if needed, and from which commands or parameter set will be received for ESC algorithm control.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): One cell cannot command the other cell to switch-off via the X2 interface.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): This can also be called an indication or a request.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112625
	Requirements for signaling based solution for non-overlapped inter-eNB energy saving scenario
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). The following proposals are provided for non-overlapped inter-eNB energy saving scenario:

1: RAN3 should choose a single solution. This solution shall support scenarios where one or several compensation cell(s) are used (case 1, case 2).

2: RAN3 should confirm that the decision leading the energy saving cell to enter dormant mode shall be taken at the compensation cell(s).

3: The compensation node(s) shall inform the energy saving cells about the outcome of its evaluation of possibility for energy saving.

4: Cells are preconfigured as energy saving cells or compensation cells by OAM. An energy saving cell shall have configured knowledge about the identity of its compensation cell(s).

5: An energy saving cell shall enter energy saving mode only if all its configured compensation cells have provided information confirming the possibility for energy saving.
Markus Drevo (Ericsson): unclear on how this would save energy?

Do we want to standardise compensation mechanisms for ES (Compensation mechanism here means that for Energy Saving purposes some cells are switched off while the RF parameters of other cells are adapted to the new network condition)

Support:

- ALU, Mitsubishi, ZTE, Telefonica, 
No:

- Vodafone, Huawei, DT

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:

	R3-112626
	Discussion on non-overlapped scenario energy saving implementation
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated

	R3-112530
	The solution for compensation mode energy saving
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


Inter-eNB, overlapped / improvements over R9 scheme

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112390
	Energy Saving scenario
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Xuelong Wang (Huawei). This paper proposes to study the solution for HetNet deployment and prioritize Macro-Pico scenario for this work at Rel-11.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112556
	Power control for cell activation in BS probing scheme
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Zhaojun Li (Fujitsu). This paper proposes that Alt2 should be considered as an enhancement of “UEs measurement” solution. Alt2 means that the eNB of the coverage cell informs the selected cell(s) the estimated power reduction level.

- Do we want to standardise any switch-on enhancements to standardise (for intra-LTE ES) ?

-> Will depend on gains provided with respect to the existing solution. Further discussion required.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112557
	An efficient scheme for waking up the most appropriate cell(s)
	Fujitsu
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
14.
HSPA topics

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112686
	HSPA Session Report
	Vice Chairman
	Report
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Martin Israelsson (Vice Chairman).

Philippe Godin (ALU): There was no conclusion on the solution for rSRVCC.

Decision: Approved
14.1
SRVCC from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA WI

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112338
	Overview of Single Radio Voice Call Continuity from UTRAN/GERAN to E-UTRAN/HSPA
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This contribution discusses SA2's progress on rSRVCC. The corresponding RAN impacts are also identified.
Dario Tonesi (NSN):

- in 2.1 we should avoid mentioning the handover interrupt delay number 300ms, since this is defined as a target in SA2.
- figure 2 needs changes: synchronization as phase 4a.

- in 2.2, how is NRI retrieved; requires interaction with CT4?
- any difference for the non-DTM case?
Agreements:

- Notify the MSC of the initiation of rSRVCC handover

For discussion:

- rSRVCC capability indicator

- Notify the MME of the Source SGSN info

1. UE reports the serving SGSN info to RNC with impact on RAN2

2. RNC determines the serving SGSN info without impact on RAN2 (agreed)
Open Issues:

- Notify the UE of the IP / port allocated by ATCF.
- Questions on option 1.

Decision: Noted
14.2
8-carrier HSDPA WI (RAN1-led)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112327
	LS on the RAN1 agreements for 8C-HSDPA (To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	RAN1
	8C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-11
	R1-112862
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Nianshan Shi (Ericsson). RAN1 informs the other RAN groups about the decisions they have made regarding 8C-HSDPA.
Decision: Noted
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112351
	Possible Secondary Cell List Report Optimization for 8C-HSDPA
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	8C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This paper proposes to introduce a cell group based possible secondary cell list report mechanism into 8C-HSDPA.
Isman Bazar (NSN):

- In 3.1: cell groups - do these have impact on UEs - A: no impact on UEs.

- Who manages the grouping? - A: RNC.

- Table 4: does this table list all possible groups? - A: Appear to miss some combinations, will table really deacrease the signalling?
Nianshan Shi (Ericsson): More complicated logic compared to potentially reducing the signalling overhead. Tradeoff?

-> No support
Decision: Noted
	R3-112588
	Introduction of 8-carrier HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	B
	8C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Nianshan Shi (Ericsson). This CR:

- defines MIMO cell capability Dual Band,  Single-stream MIMO Single Band and Single-stream MIMO Dual Band for 5 to 8 carriers in Cell Capability Container Extension
- increases the multi carrier limitation supported from 3 to 7

- extends MAC-hs Guaranteed Bit Rate ” to 1Gbits.
Isman Bazar (NSN): 

- The CR should be based on the latest version
- Questions on how to name the added bits

-> The seventh to eleventh bit indicate the maximum number carriers supported. The capability signalling 14th and onwards just indicate that more than dual cell is supported in combination with other features.

-> Rename to "HSDPA 3 or more..." (Agreed)
Liwei Qiu (Huawei):

- In 9.2.1.34Aa: MAC-hs Guaranteed Bit Rate value not aligned with values used in ASN.1 -> The need to change depends on RAN2 decision (Agreed).
- The name of the IE is not the same as in ASN.1

Philippe Godin (ALU): If we modify this value, we also need to modify the RANAP spec.

- Any NAS impact on CT1?

MCC: Source to TSG should be R3.

-> updated version of the CR to the next meeting

Decision: Noted
	R3-112589
	Introduction of 8-carrier HSDPA
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	B
	8C_HSDPA-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Nianshan Shi (Ericsson). This CR is the 25.433 equivalent of R3-112588.
- See comments from R3-112588.

-> updated version of the CR to the next meeting

Decision: Noted
14.3
UL CLTD WI (RAN1-led)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	WI
	Rel
	Source Tdoc
	Contact Company
	Comments

	R3-112329
	LS on RAN1 agreements on uplink Closed Loop Transmit Diversity for HSPA (To: RAN2, RAN3; Cc: RAN4)
	RAN1
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv
	Rel-11
	R1-112881
	Huawei and Nokia Siemens Networks
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This LS presents such RAN1 agreements on uplink Closed Loop Transmit Diversity for HSPA that may have impact on other RAN WGs.

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

	R3-112352
	Discussion on Stage-3 Implementation for UL CLTD
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This document proposes detailed principles for implementing UL CLTD in RAN3 specifications based on the previous agreements and specifies the remaining open issues in RAN1 which may have further impacts in RAN3.
Nianshan Shi (Ericsson):

- in 2.1: The second paragraph is not correct: "Cell Capability Container Extension FDD IE, which is contained in UPLINK SIGNALLING TRANSFER INDICATION message. RNSAP message for capability signalling?
- in 2.2: how UL CLTD information removal IE is supposed to be used? Is it needed?

- in abnormal condition, if UL CLTD IE is not there, should the procedure fail, or continue without CLTD? Partial failure?
- in 2.3: Activation/deactivation: Need a new message or not?

Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm): RAN1 agreed 5 configurations; why do you cover only 2 of them?
Decision: Noted
	R3-112353
	Introduction of UL CLTD
	Huawei
	CR
	25.433
	-
	-
	B
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This very large CR introduces UL CLTD into 25.433.
- Presented as a draft CR.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112354
	Introduction of UL CLTD
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	B
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Liwei Qiu (Huawei). This very large CR introduces UL CLTD into 25.423.
- Presented as a draft CR.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112590
	Introduction of uplink Closed Loop Transmit Diversity
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Niashan Shi (Ericsson). This paper proposes that spare bit ( or bits) in the DL Data Frame is used to indicate the Removal of UL CLTD. Upon the receival of this indicator,  the old Node B may stop the UL CLTD related operation.
Liwei Qiu (Huawei): In 2.2: Could use control signalling for the removal even if no configuration change is needed?
-> offline
Decision: Noted
	R3-112591
	Indicator to the old UL CLTD Control Node B
	Ericsson
	CR
	25.427
	-
	-
	B
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-CL-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Niashan Shi (Ericsson). This CR implements the proposal made by R3-112590.
- Presented as a draft CR.

- Alternative: use spare extension instead of spare bit

Decision: Noted
14.4
Others
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112355
	Introduction of UL Open Loop Transmit Diversity
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv-OL-Core
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion: 
Decision: Not Treated
15.
Further H(e)NB Mobility enhancements SI
15.1
Macro to femto
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112592
	Macro to Closed CSG mobility scenario considerations
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). It is proposed to move the “Macro to HeNB” mobility case and the “Macro to closed HNB” Hard Handover mobility case to priority 2, due to sufficient efficiency of existing S1 and RANAP based mobility procedures.
Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN): Supports the proposal.

Vivek Jha (NEC): Supports the proposal, but how about macro-to-hybrid?

AC: Yes, but macro-to-open has the highest priority

Huawei: How about non-CSG UEs?

- This particular discussion is about CSG UEs.

Pascal Adjekple (Interdigital): It seems that this paper assumes that the access control is at the CN. Is this an agreement?

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): Macro to closed HeNB is priority 2.

Conclusions:

- Macro to closed HeNB is already priority 2

-> With focus on CSG UEs, and to align with the LTE case, agreement that Macro-to-closed HNB and closed HNB-to-Macro becomes priority 2.

- NEC proposes to extend the above to hybrid.


- Ericsson agrees


- ALU, LG, NSN opposes

TC: We should align and also deprioritize closed HNB-to-Macro.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112510
	Further Mobility Enhancements between H(e)NB to Macro
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Vivek Jha (NEC). This paper makes 2 proposals:

1: Capture the requirements as in section 6.1.1 and 6.2.1 in the TR 37.803.

2: Introduce the functionality split table for SRNC/ DRNC function for HNB GW and HNB.
Martin Warner (ALU): Does not believe that the 1st proposed requirement can be met.

Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN): In requirements lets replace: shall -> should.

Decision: Noted

15.1.1
3G

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112424
	Macro to femto enhanced mobility for 3G
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN). This document describes possible deployment scenarios for macro-femto enhanced mobility for 3G, analyses them, and suggests additions to TR 37.803.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): GW option for the Iurh connectivity may not solve all the scalability problems (see 2.2.1.5)..

-> This issue needs further discussion.

- It is the RAN3 understanding that enhanced mobility should also work in case of legacy macro RNCs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112477
	Enhanced Mobility with Iur Connectivity
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). It is proposed that Iur interfaces can be established between an HNB-GW and another HNB-GW, and between an HNB-GW and a macro RNC to support H(e)NB mobility enhancements, consistent with the Rel-11 SI.

Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN): No need to consider inter-GW interoperability at this stage.

Vivek Jha (NEC): Why do we need to define different types of mobility in Fig 2, step 15 ?

MW: That is an error.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112478
	UMTS Enhanced Mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper proposes to use Iur and Iurh to support macro-femto and inter-GW enhanced mobility in UMTS. It also makes a text proposal for section 6.1.0 in the TR.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112346
	Discussion on the Enhanced Mobility from Macro to HNB
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hui Ma (Huawei). This paper makes the following proposals:

1: An interface between HNB and RNC through HNB-GW is introduced to support enhanced SRNS relocation between RNC and HNB.

2: The enhanced SRNS relocation between RNC and HNB should be CN involved.

3: To capture the section 2 into 37.803 for further pros and cons discussion on solutions.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112596
	Enhanced mobility between macro and hybrid cells
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Cantonza (Ericsson). This paper makes several proposals:

1: The access control and membership verification for inter-CSG Enhanced HHO Mobility is always performed at the CN.
2: In case of Enhanced Hard Handover mobility between Macro and HNB cells existing procedures for Enhanced SRNS Relocation are followed both by macro RNC and by HNB.

3: Add the CSG ID IE and Cell Access Mode IE to RANAP: ENHANCED RELOCATION COMPLETE REQUEST, in order to allow the CN to carry out membership verification for the relocated UE.

4: Optionally add the CSG Membership Status IE to the RANAP: ENHANCED RELOCATION COMPLETE RESPONSE message, in order to timely inform the target HNB about the UE membership.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Prefers to have access control at the CN.

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

Various solutions on the table for membership verification: see R3-112426.

-> Email until next meeting on macro-to-HNB mobility (Ericsson)

- draft TP for TR

- enhancements we want to work on for high-priority use cases (i.e., find common ground among inputs above)
- open issues to be resolved for the above enhancements

-> Email until next meeting on macro-to-LTE mobility (Ericsson)

- draft TP for TR

- enhancements we want to work on for high-priority use cases

- open issues to be resolved for the above enhancements

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

	R3-112600
	Legacy UE Macro to HNB Active Hand-in
	Qualcomm Incorporated, AT&T, Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Andrei Radulescu (Qualcomm). Earlier it has been clarified that legacy UE support must be addressed for all priority cases. Among these cases, the Macro -> HNB hand-in (closed/hybrid/open) use case must address the problem of PSC Confusion. The following proposals are made:
1: Providing target OFFHNB, TmHNB and other measured cells’ OFFMNB, TmHNB, (or corresponding ∆OTD values) and Cell IDs to the target HNB-GW shall constitute a basis of resolving PSC Confusion.
2: Providing target pilot identity (PSC, ARFCN), as well each reported cell’s pilot quality information (C-PICH RSCP) to the HNB-GW would also be useful for resolving PSC Confusion.

3: Capture section 2 of this contribution in Study Item TR.
Hui Ma (Huawei): Supports this paper.

Angelo Centonza (Ericsson):
- Another option is to disambiguate at the source (RNC has the timing difference information).
- Source Cell ID is already present in the transparent container.

-> Email until the next meeting on macro-to-HNB (legacy UE) (Qualcomm)

- draft TP for TR

- describe the options on the table (source vs target disambiguation)

- compare (best effort, will be continued at the next meeting)

Decision: Noted
15.1.2
LTE

Architectural aspects

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112405
	Discussion on Issues for Macro-HeNB Mobility Enhancement
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112425
	Macro to femto enhanced mobility for LTE
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112459
	Solution for mobility enhancement between eNB and HeNB
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112394
	Feasibility analysis on GW based X2
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112538
	Discussion on enhanced mobility between eNB and HeNB
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112502
	X2 GW for HeNB
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112520
	Further consideration on the mobility from Macro eNB to femto
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112595
	X2 Mobility between Macro and Open HeNBs
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112499
	Mobility enhancement from Macro eNB to HeNB
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112485
	Analysis of X2 GW Proxy for HeNB support
	Intel Corporation
	Appr
	37.803
	-
	-
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112629
	Macro eNB/HeNB enhanced mobility for dense deployment of hybrid HeNBs
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112521
	X2 setup from Macro eNB to HeNB
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112594
	CSG awhare X2 Handovers
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 


Membership verification in case of handover to close/hybrid

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112539
	Consideration on solutions of inbound handover to hybrid HeNB
	ZTE, China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112593
	CSG Checking at the MME through Path Switch
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112342
	Enhanced mobility from macro to femto
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112395
	Inter-CSG Handover to Hybrid HeNB
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112460
	Solution discussion for mobility enhancement from eNB to HeNB
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 


15.2
Femto to Macro
15.2.1
3G

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112347
	Discussion on the Enhanced Mobility from HNB to Marco
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 


15.2.2
LTE

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112343
	Enhanced mobility from femto to macro
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112500
	Mobility enhancement from HeNB to Macro eNB
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


15.3
Femto to femto
15.3.1
3G

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112348
	Discussion on the Enhanced Mobility between HNBs
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Hui Ma (HiSilicon) This paper makes the following proposals:
1a: There should be no membership verification in the SHO to a hybrid HNB and thus the target HNB always accepts UE as a non member.
1b: The target HNB should perform membership checking via a new procedure to HNB-GW/CN according to UE’s capability during the enhanced HHO.

2: For CSG UEs, the CN should be informed about the change of the CSG ID or the access mode and the RAB Data Volume Information in the source HNB.
Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN): Proposal 1a is dangerous because accepting a non-member UE may result in a resouces being lost from member UEs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112426
	Femto to femto enhanced mobility for 3G
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN). This paper proposes that the specification work for usecases other than the inter-CSG case can be performed by a mere modification of the existing Rel-10 stage 2 specification text without the need to introduce a new function. 
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): Agrees with option 4.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112479
	HNB to HNB Enhanced Mobility – Iur use
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


Discussion:
Decision: Not Treated
**********************************************************************

Agreements:

- SHO support across CSGs
- SHO support between open and hybrid

15.3.2
LTE

Architectural aspects
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112427
	Femto to femto enhanced mobility for LTE
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (NSN). This contribution includes different deployment variants for the femto-to-femto mobility case, and makes several proposals:
1: The typical use case of HeNB with a high number of neighbouring HeNBs requiring X2 proxy function should be clarified before proceeding with the specification work.

2: The mixed deployment of Rel-10 and Rel-11 HeNBs with X2 for mobility enhancement should be clarified. If this is specified, the Rel-11 scheme should provide X2 connectivity via HeNB-GW even for a Rel-10 HeNB.

3: Possible interest to support the deployment variant in which one HeNB-GW is connected, and the X2-proxy is via that same HeNB-GW, should be clarified in RAN3.

4: Possible interest to support the deployment variant in which both HeNBs are HeNB-GW connected, each HeNB is S1 connected to a HeNB-GW and each HeNB-GW includes the X2-proxy functionality for the HeNB to which is S1 connected, should be clarified in RAN3.

5: The deployment variant in which both HeNBs are HeNB-GW connected, and only one HeNB-GW acts as X2- proxy should be explicitly ruled out.

6: The deployment variant in which both the HeNBs are MME connected and the X2 proxy is via a HeNB-GW should be explicitly rule out. 

7: Include Section 2 and 3 in the TR 37.803.
Philippe Godin (ALU): The benefits of X2 proxy are not clear.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112568
	Scope of Enhanced Inter-CSG HeNB Mobility in Release 11
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	37.803
	-
	-
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper recalls some basics of the protocol architecture agreed in Rel-10 for the intra-CSG inter-HeNB handover. It is claimed that inter-CSG case doesn’t change this architecture and thus limiting the scope to intra-GW scenarios in Rel-11 would introduce O&M complexity for no benefit. It is therefore proposed that both intra-GW and inter-GW scenarios will be covered.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112569
	Scope of Enhanced HeNB Mobility in release 11
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	37.803
	-
	-
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Revised

	R3-112675
	Scope of Enhanced HeNB Mobility in release 11
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	37.803
	-
	-
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This text proposal implements the proposal by R3-112568.
Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Leave the removed FFS to the text proposal.

-> Revised in R3-112675.

-> No agreement, further discussion required.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112461
	Solution discussion for mobility enhancement from HeNB to HeNB
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Lixiang Xu (Samsung). This paper includes the following proposals:
1: X2 through HeNB GW for HeNB to HeNB mobility should have the lowest prority.

2: The direct X2 interface between two HeNB GWs should have the lowest prority.

3: The target hybrid HeNB gets CSG membership status from the source HeNB. The target HeNB can update it after receiving the Path Switch Request Acknowledge message.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): Very similar to Ericsson's proposal.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112501
	Mobility enhancement between hybrid HeNBs
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yihua Jiang (New Postcom). This paper analyses issues related to enhanced mobility between hybrid HeNBs. 

In the X2 setup procedure, existing mechanism and parameters can be used and two observations are made:
Observation 1: An X2 interface can always be setup between two hybrid HeNBs.

Observation 2: It is the serving HeNB that decides whether an X2 interface is established towards the detected HeNB, according to PCI/ECGI split information of the target cell as reported by the UE.

These Observations are proposed to be put into TR 37.803.

During the X2 handover procedure, two alternatives are proposed to solve MV/AC problems:

Alternative 1: UE performs X2 handover to the open part of the target HeNB.

Alternative 2: Introduce MV/AC during the handover procedure (S1 or X2) and decide the handover type according to the result of MV/AC.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112522
	Mobility enhancement from open/Hybrid mode HeNB to hybrid mode HeNB
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by James Xu (LG). This paper discusses inter-CSG HeNB mobility enhancements. The following proposals are made:

1) Both the direct X2 interface and the HeNB GW proxy X2 interface should be adopted for the mobility enhancement between HeNBs in Rel-11. 

2) The solution for the access control problem related to mobility from open/Hybrid mode HeNB to Hybrid mode HeNB, should adopt the existing messages as much as possible.
Decision: Noted
Membership verification in case of inter-CSG mobility

Not Treated:

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112344
	Enhanced mobility between HeNBs
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112428
	Inter-CSG enhanced mobility
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112567
	Inter-CSG Enhanced HeNB Mobility 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	37.803
	-
	-
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112437
	Inter-CSG mobility enhancement between HeNBs
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112449
	Analysis of inbound handover to hybrid HeNB
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112486
	Inter-CSG X2 Mobility Access Control
	Intel Corporation
	Appr
	37.803
	-
	-
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 


15.4
CELL_FACH, CELL_PCH and URA_PCH (3G only)
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112480
	Issues related to Reselection in Cell FACH support for HNB Handover.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper proposes that when an HNB handles a Cell Update with a cause other than Cell Reselection, it is an implementation decision whether the HNB triggers procedures to handle that Cell Update or whether the HNB triggers the release of the RRC Connection associated with that UE.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112481
	Issues related to Cell FACH support for HNB Handover
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Martin Warner (ALU). This paper proposes to agree on the following:

1: how a THNB can best identify a SHNB when a UE reselects to the THNB.

2: how to implement a procedure in which the CN is informed about a UE performing an inter-CSG reselection. This procedure involves the CN performing Access Control and charging for the RAB.

3: how to implement an efficient procedure to relocate a UE context from the SHNB to the THNB, utilising the Iuhr interface.
Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN): Proposal 3 involves also RAN2.

Methods for THNB to identify SHNB by Vivek Jha (NEC):

1. HNB GW manages U-RNTI allocation/deallocation

2. Static partitioning of SRNTI
3. UE signals SHNB which signals to THNB (prior to reselection to THNB)
- NSN supports option 1

- Ericsson support option 2

-> option 2 is removed after a discussion
- MW: CELL_FACH mobility  enhancements applicable only to Rel-11 UEs.

-> RAN3 to decide at the next meeting between options 1 and 3 (unless RAN2 makes a decision before that)
-> Email until next meeting (ALU)

- draft TP for TR

- list problems to be resolved for CELL_FACH mobility

- describe options for above problem of THNB identifying SHNB

[at the next meeting we will compare the options]
Decision: Noted
	R3-112473
	U-RNTI management
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Tsunehiko Chiba (NSN). This paper proposes that
1: include of section 2 and 3 of this contribution about the centralized U-RNTI allocation scheme into TR 37.803.

2: pursuing the non-static U-RNTI assignment scheme only, as the static scheme has shortcomings in case of enterprise/mall scenarios.
Angelo Centonza (Ericsson): What does "Consequently there are only 4 bits left to allow for not more than 16 different U-RNTIs per HNB" mean?
- ALU & NEC claim that there are only 4 bits available, Ericsson claims there are more than 4 bits left.

Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-112349
	Discussion on the Mobility Enhancement in CELL_FACH /CELL_PCH /URA_PCH
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112511
	Intra HNB GW Cell FACH Mobility
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Not Treated


15.5
RAN Sharing

Not Treated:
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112429
	RAN sharing for H(e)NB
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_EHNB_enh
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112474
	[DRAFT] LS on RAN sharing for H(e)NB (To: SA2, SA3)
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	LSout
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112350
	Discussion on RAN Sharing for H(e)NB
	Huawei
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_Further_Enh_HNB_HENB
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112462
	Inbound mobility to shared CSG cell
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112540
	Consideration on RAN sharing for HeNB
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112438
	RAN sharing for HeNB
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


15.6
Others

Not Treated:
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112463
	HeNB moblity enhancment usecases discussion
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112436
	A Quantitative Analysis on EPC load impact by S1 HO and X2 HO
	ETRI
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


16.
Mobile Relays SI
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112398
	TR skeleton for mobile relay SI
	CATT
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-112678
	TR skeleton for mobile relay SI
	CATT
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-112706
	TR skeleton for mobile relay SI
	CATT
	TP
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This is the TR skeleton proposal for the Mobile Relay TR.
Hiroaki Aminaka (NEC): Multi-RAT is not in the scope of the study item.

HH: It is mentioned in the justification of  the SID.

Philippe Godin (ALU): What is a multi-RAT mobile relay?

HH: The same operator may have several RATs in operation. This can be implemented for example by LTE backhauling and 3G access.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): What kind of Uu-interface this service would provide?

HH: Normal.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): doubts about multi-RAT mobile relays - are they within the scope of the SID.

PG: In Rel-10 work on (static) relays multi-RAT aspects were not considered.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): We should discuss about the deployment scenarios first.

Lixiang Xu (Samsung): This is too early a stage to start excluding issues from a study item.

Chairman: We should start by defining the scenarios we want to cover, and then list solutions (either new or old) to address these scenarios, and finally compare these solutions. Mobile relays will be one category in solutions.

Chairman:

Outline of the work / TR

- Scenario(s) & requirements


+ includes also multi-RAT requirement 

- Solutions (to address the scenario(s) of interest)


+ Existing mechanisms 


+ Mobile relays options 

- Comparison
-> Revised in R3-112678

- No need to have group mobility at the same level of architecture (remove sections 5.2.3 and 5.2.4 for the time being).
- Section 5 should only be called "solutions

- Remove editor's notes.

-> Revised in R3-112706 (the text proposal is agreed unseen).

Decision: Agreed
16.1
Identify the scenario(s) of interest

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112399
	Target Deployment Scenario for Mobile Relay
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Haijing Hu (CATT). This paper proposes that:
1. RAN3 confirms that following issues need to be considered for fast-moving environment during the study of this SI.


- Severe Doppler frequency shift 


- High penetration loss


- Low handover success rate


- Low UE battery life


- High CAPEX and OPEX

2: RAN3 to confirm the high speed train scenario as the target deployment scenario

Philippe Godin (ALU): There are no typical figures provided for parameters other than for doppler frequency shift.

Yan Wang (Huawei): Things like doppler frequency shift are not within the RAN3 domain.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): These issues belong to RAN1.

HH: These parameters are mentioned as reasons for scenarios to be covered. They are not to be analysed further within RAN3.

Ning Yang (CMCC): These parameters are not within RAN3 domain, but they do affect the architecture decisions here.

Li Chu (ZTE): Agrees with CATT that high-speed trains are the main target scenario.

Ting Li (Potevio): We should also cover metro scenarios.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): High speed is the main scenario, but this does not exclude the solutions to be used for other purposes too.
-> Agreement that the SI will focus on high speed train scenario as the main scenario.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112403
	Discussion on Mobile Relay Scenarios and Solutions
	CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ning Yang (CMCC). This paper proposes that two tables should be included in the TR: Test performances and Initial evaluation between repeater and mobile relay.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112628
	High Speed Train Scenario for Mobile Relays SI
	Mitsubishi Electric
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Herve Bonneville (Mitsubishi). This contribution provides some figures about handover requirements in case of high speed trains. Based on this analysis, group handover mechanisms would be beneficial.
Philippe Godin (ALU): Why do you conclude that group HOs are necessary? The number of expected HOs is not very large.

Gino Masini (Ericsson): This paper shows that with proper cell planning, many of the reasons for mobile relays will disappear.

Huawei: How many repeaters do you expect to be used in a typical high-speed train?
Luis Lopes (NSN): Remember that the presented numbers are averages - for example some carriages will be quiet ones, while active users may be concentrated on others.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112369
	Clarification on Mobile Relay Scenario
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). In order to identify the key properties of mobile relay, RAN3 should first clarify the questions below:  

1: Which deployment case(s) should be focused in RAN3 discussion??

2: Is the travelling route of mobile relay fixed? Besides high speed train, should car/bus deployments also be considered?

3: Is multi-RAT supporting is needed in mobile relay Uu-interface?  Or only LTE UE is served in the access link of mobile relay?

4: Will the mobile relay always works in outband mode? Will a specified frequency be used on MR’s Uu-interface? 

5: Will the specified frequency be in an operator licensed band or GSM-R band?
Question 1:

Steven Xu (NSN): The deployment table in 2.1; which of the scenarios are of relevance here?

Haijing Hu (CATT): Only the case 1 of the deployment table should be supported.

Philippe Godin (ALU): Also case 3 is valid.

Chenghock Ng (NEC): I believe only a mobile operator can get an operating licence - thus only case 1 is applicable.

Chairman: In the table, maybe it is better to call "Railway company" as "Operator B".

Philippe Godin (ALU): However, femtos can be deployed freely.

Gino Masini: The railway operator could deploy femto-like devices.

Ning Yang (CMCC): Does not see the discussion on the deployment table as important - it does not have much impact on technical issues.
Question 2:

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Answer to question2 is yes; the travelling route is fixed.

Question3:

Chenghock Ng (NEC): This question is partly related to the spectrum model.
Chairman: it has been already mentioned: LTE backhaul, 3G Access

Haijing Hu (CATT): LTE backhaul, 3G/2G access

Ning Yang (CMCC): How about Wifi access?

Hiroaki Aminaka (NEC): Why not rename the options are LTE backhaul / 3GPP access, and LTE backhaul / non-3GPP access.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): Why not concentrate only on 3GPP access options?
Question4:

Gino Masini (Ericsson): Does inband / outband make any difference on RAN3 requirements?

Serban Purge (Orange): Agrees with Ericsson.
Steven Xu (NSN): Believes that inband/outband does not have an impact on RAN3.

Yan Wang (Huawei): It may have an impact on RAN1&2.

-> RAN3 will consider both inband and outband mobile relays.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112547
	Discussion on Deployment Scenarios of Mobile Relay for E-UTRA
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Ting Li (Potevio). This contribution proposes two use cases for mobile relays:

1. High Speed Railway

2. Metro

The presentation concentrated on the Metro case.

Andreas Neubacher (DT): The Metro scenario already exist, and so do the solutions for it.

Haijing Hu (CATT): If solutions are defined for the high-speed scenario, those are also applicable for low-speed scenarios.
Chairman: A slow-moving cell in an urban environment may cause more interference than a high-speed cell in the countryside.

Steven Xu (NSN): The WID clearly mentions high speed.

Catalina Mladin (Interdigital): But note that even a high-speed train will slow down at some point in cities and that will cause more interference.
Haijing Hu (CATT): Another issue to consider are high-penetration loss carriages.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112483
	Mobile Relays Scenarios and Issues
	InterDigital Communications
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Catalina Mladin (Interdigital). This contribution discusses several scenarios/topics of the Mobile Relay SI, and proposes:
1: In addition to the high speed scenario, RAN3 should consider lower speed transportation scenarios as well.

2: The study on Mobile Relays should include Emergency Scenarios.

3:  Signalling efficiency enhancements through Group Mobility should be considered by RAN3 in parallel to Mobile Relays scenarios.

4:  RAN3 should attempt to address the questions in section 2.3 in order to provide guidance for further architectural and procedural proposals.
-> No support for a special low-speed scenario.

-> No support for an emergency scenario.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112553
	Considerations on the scenarios for mobile relay
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Li Chu (ZTE). In this contribution the possible deployment scenarios of mobile relay are clarified, the pros and cons of mobile relays are discussed, and the impacts of mobile relay on Rel-10’s relay architecture and signalling procedure are presented. Three proposals are made:

1: Clarify whether the in-band or out-band mobile relay shall be employed in mobile relay deployment scenarios.

2: The architecture/signaling impact and backhaul enhancement of mobile relay should be considered.
3: Current relay architecture and signalling procedures will have difficulties to meet the requirements of mobile relay. The architecture problems should be identified and the signalling procedures that are required to support mobile relays should be investigated.
- ZTE prefers out-band mode mobile relay.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112523
	Scenario for Rel-11 Mobile Relay
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-112673
	Scenario for Rel-11 Mobile Relay
	LG Electronics
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 
Decision: Withdrawn
	R3-112641
	Considerations on Mobile Relay Deployment Scenarios
	China Unicom
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Withdrawn


Discussion:
Decision: Withdrawn

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

Agreements:

Scenario:
- high speed train (characteristics: high speed, known trajectory, high penetration loss, UE at pedestrian speed w.r.t. RN, …)


(Need to clearly describe some reference scenario)

Requirements:

    + spectrum model: 


a. same operator for backhaul link and access link spectrum


b. FFS operator A for backaul link spectrum, operator B for access link spectrum 

    + multi-RAT scenarios: 


c. LTE backhaul, LTE/3G/2G access

    + consider both out-of-band and in-band relay (when applicable)

-> Email discussion until next meeting to put the above into a text proposal (CATT).
16.2
Identify possible mobile relay solutions (to address the scenario of interest)

Not Treated:
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112400
	Analysis on mobile relay functionalities
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112401
	Discussion on Mobile Relay Architectures
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112554
	Initial Discussion on the Architecture of Mobile Relay
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Revised

	R3-112677
	Initial Discussion on the Architecture of Mobile Relay
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112503
	Consideration of Architectural Aspect on Mobile RN
	New Postcom
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112548
	A Possible Mobile Relay Solution
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112549
	Consideration about Identifying Mobile Relay Solutions
	Potevio
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112619
	Handover Procedures for Mobile RN
	Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112630
	TAU and Reconfiguration issues for Mobile Relay
	Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112620
	Timing of Source DeNB releasing RN context for RN Mobility
	Institute for Information Industry (III), Coiler Corporation
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112508
	The analysis of impact from Mobile Relay (scenario)
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112475
	Clarification and proposal of way forward for mobile relay SI
	Hitachi, Ltd.
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


16.3
Identify existing solutions (to address the scenario of interest)

Not Treated:
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112597
	Mobile Relay for E-UTRA
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	FS_LTE_mobRelay
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112402
	Existing railway covering methods
	CATT
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112509
	The analysis of impact from Mobile Relay (solutions)
	NEC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 


16.4
Comparison between mobile relays and existing solutions

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


18.  eMBMS Service Continuity WI (RAN2-led)

All CRs in this section were noted without presentation since RAN2 decisions are needed before their approval.
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112363
	MBMS Service Continuity
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This paper proposes:
1: RAN2’s agreements should be taken into account in RAN3’s discussion.

2: The preferred solution “the MBMS cell broadcasts the list of MBSFN Service Area IDs – linking MBMS service to MBMS Service Area by ESG to support RRC_IDLE mode MBMS service continuity”  has no impact on RAN3.

3: A new cause value may be needed for the release of E-RAB or UE context due to prioritized MBMS service.

4: Information reported by UE may be exchanged between eNBs in an RRC container.
Andrea Garavaglia (Qualcomm): Proposal 1 lists the current status quo but  the discussion in RAN2 is still ongoing and thus many of the presented issues may change. It may be premature to base our work on these.

Steven Xu (NSN): When it comes to service suspension/resume by MCE, it has not been agreed that the CN must be notified.

Philippe Godin (ALU): RAN2 is studying option A, but that has an impact on UE in that it has to monitor other frequencies (SIB13) which consumes batteries.

PG: One more drawback with option A is that it will not be possible to update the electronic service guide if the service is suspended.

AG: There are other ways for the core network to inform about the service.
Ying Zhang (ZTE): If a service is suspended as in option A, the main drawback is that the UE has to search all frequencies.

Chenghock Ng (NEC): The agreement for not to inform the CN was for Rel-10 - this can be changed for Rel-11.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112430
	MBMS Service Continuity
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Steven Xu (NSN). This contribution analyses different solutions on how the eNB knows the MBMS information for neighbouring eNBs. Two proposals are made:
1: Introduce new X2 procedure to report the MBMS information to neighbouring eNBs.

2: Add MBSFN Area ID in the Served Cell Information IE.
Chenghock Ng (NEC): In solution 2A: how does the eNB knows the change of neighbouring cells? A: via X2, eNB configuration update.
Philippe Godin (ALU): In Rel-10 and 11 the UE selects the cell based on radio conditions, not based on MBMS service. This may cause service discontinuity if the best cell does not provide the desired MBMS service. But this is not within the scope of  this WID.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112431
	New X2 procedure to report MBMS information
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: 
Decision: Noted
	R3-112432
	Add MBSFN Area ID in Served Cell Information IE
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	B
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: 

Decision: Noted
	R3-112606
	Service Information Exchange for MBMS Service Continuity
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This document discusses on how to exchange the MBMS service information between the eNBs in order to achieve MBMS service continuity. Four proposals are made:

1: The neighbouring cells’ MBSFN frequencies and corresponding lists of MBMS service ids are needed in an eNB to ensure the service continuity. 

2: X2AP is used to exchange this MBMS neighbouring service information.

3: After setup, the trigger of eNB to initiate the MBMS service information exchange is the completion of the M2AP MBMS Scheduling Information procedure.

4: Use a new dedicated MBMS message to exchange the MBMS service information between eNBs.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112607
	Service Information Exchange for MBMS Service Continuity
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: 
Decision: Noted
	R3-112676
	eMBMS Service Continuity Session Report
	Vice Chairman
	Approval
	 
	 
	 
	 
	MBMS_LTE_SC-Core
	 
	Approved


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Reininger (Huawei). This paper contains the MBMS session report held on Thursday morning.

Decision: Approved
19.  Network-based positioning WI (RAN2-led)

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


20.  TEI-11
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112364
	Discussion on MBMS Cause Values
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Mingzeng Dai (Huawei). This paper discusses whether some cause values in RANAP are beneficial to improve E-UTRAN MBMS performance and enhance the protocol robustness and introduce some necessary cause values into M2AP or M3AP.

Steven Xu (NSN): "TMGI Unkown" may be unnecessary.
Philippe Godin  (ALU): Introducing cause values later on for existing features/services may break backwards compatibility.

Philippe Reininger (Huawei): The use of cause values is not mandated - you can always choose not to implement them.
Steven Xu (NSN): "No Cell in MBMS Service Area" is a cause value that indicates an O&M configuration problem. MCE cannot do anything if it receives this.

Hong Wang (Samsung): Without use cases it is difficult to decide if these cause values are needed.

Cause values that may be introduced:

- Successful MBMS Session Start - No Data Bearer Necessary (-> Not needed)
- TMGI Unknown (-> Not needed)

- MBMS - No Data Bearer Necessary (-> Not needed)
- MBMS - No Cell in MBMS Service Area (-> Not needed)
Cause values that were FFS:

- Successful MBMS Session Start – IP Multicast Bearer established (-> Not needed)

- IP Multicast Address And APN Not Valid (-> Not needed)
- TMGI in Use and overlapping MBMS Service Area (-> Not needed)

-> Decision: No need to align UTRAN and EUTRAN in terms of eMBMS cause values.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112370
	Tuning Transmission Power of ABSs
	Huawei, CMCC
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This paper describes the issuess related to Tx power setting of ABSs, and makes the proposals below:

1: Radio Resource Status should also be considered for Macro ABSs allocation.

2: “the maximum tolerable power tuned by Macro eNB” from Pico should be taken into consideration for Macro ABS power setting. 

3: “the maximum tolerable power tuned by Macro eNB” should be an adjustable information from Pico to Macro, e.g. it can be sent from Pico to Macro via Load Indication procedure.
- Actual proposal: Pico to send a "max tolerable tx power (over "ABS")" IE to Macro.
-> No agreement
Decision: Noted
	R3-112433
	Addition of TAC to the neighbour information of a served cell for X2 setup and eNB update procedures
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	C
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN). This CR adds TAC to the neighbour information in X2 setup and eNB configuration update procedures.
-> More discussion is needed on the use case. A discussion paper is preferred for the next meeting.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112484
	Load Reporting for Relay Cells
	InterDigital Communications
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Catalina Mladin (Interdigital). This contribution discusses relay cell load estimation and reporting by DeNBs, based on the observation that estimates using separate Un and Uu load measurements will be more accurate. It is proposed that a DeNB could report its own estimates of RN load conditions and not necessarily the measurements provided by its relays.
-> after an offline discussion, not clear if there is an issue to solve. Discussion to continue.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112570
	Reduction of HeNB/HeNB GW Signalling 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Philippe Godin (ALU). This paper analyses the signalling overhead issue introduced by the current Rel-10 HeNB-HeNB X2 handover solution and proposed 3 solutions. ALU presents 3 possible solutions of which it prefers the third one.
Gino Masini (Ericsson): This looks like a corner-case.

Wei Liu (New Postcom): This is not a corner-case, a large number of HeNBs have to be supported.

Alexej Kulakov (Vodafone): Agrees with Ericsson. This problem can be avoided with careful cell planning.
GM: Acknowledges the problem but proposes a new solution in which we can only have a single tracking area per gateway.

Vince Spatafora (AT&T): From an operator point  of view, this wouldn't work.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112598
	HeNB Architecture Clarification
	Ericsson
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Agreed


Discussion: Presented by Gino Masini (Ericsson). This CR removes ambiguous references to “relay function” in HeNB GW protocol stack descriptions. It is also proposed that this change could be done in Rel-10.
Wei Liu (New Postcom): The CR category should be D.

Chairman: True, but if proposed for Rel-10, then this will be cat F.

-> Agreed for Rel-10 (no Rel-11 spec is yet available).
Decision: Agreed
	R3-112599
	MRO for HetNet mobility scenarios
	Ericsson
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Angelo Centonza (Ericsson). This paper makes two proposals:
1: Include in the X2: RLF INDICATION message the cell size of the cell from which the message was originated

2: Include in the X2: HANDOVER REPORT message a list of cell sizes (for non source cells involved in the mobility failure) as well as the RLF report that was included in the received RLF INDICATION that triggered the sending of the HANDOVER REPORT.
Andreas Neubacher (DT): Cell size in itself does not provide much help for operators.
Krzysztof Kordybach (NSN): This topic could be discussed within the MRO WI in the future. -> agreed.
Henrik Olofsson (Huawei): Could you collect this information from the history information of UEs that pass-by a cell
AC: Yes, but only the cell size, not UE speed.

Philippe Godin (ALU): What could the receiving NodeB do with this information (even if it included the speed)?
Andreas Neubacher (DT): Doubts that this additional information will help the network to make proper decisions? For example cell shape could be more useful than cell size.
KK: Supports DT's position.

Johan Johansson (MediaTek): Speed is an important parameter - the other parameters possibly not.

KK: How the speed information is acquired? -> it is based on UE measurements.
Aijuan Liu (CATT): How about UEs which have not undergone a HO? They do not report speed information.

AC: The eNB can trigger the speed measurements in a UE.
- For MRO purposes, is it beneficial to know at the source eNB the UE speed and cell size for the target cell at which failure occurred?
-> Within the context of the SON WI, we need to discuss further the MRO HetNet usecase.

Decision: Noted
	R3-112434
	On the impact of core network failures on Enhanced SRNS Relocation
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	TEI11
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Dario Tonesi (NSN). This discussion paper presents an issue that may occur during the Enhanced Relocation procedure in UTRAN:

In case of CN failure, the CN node might send a RANAP: ENHANCED RELOCATION COMPLETE FAILURE message to the Target RNC and the (new) Iu interface instances needed to terminate the relocation procedure might not be established. This would imply that the entire relocation procedure would fail, even though all necessary RAN resources are available. Therefore, e.g., an ongoing voice call would need to be dropped. The contribution also describes a possible solution, consisting in anchoring the necessary Iu-UP and Iur-UP resources.
-> in case of overload the RNC will now about it thanks to the overload procedure.
Decision: Noted
Not Treated:
	R3-112531
	Introduce Allowed MDT PLMN list
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	B
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112532
	Introduce Allowed MDT PLMN list
	ZTE
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	B
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112533
	Update of MDT user consent
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	A
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10
	 

	R3-112534
	Update of MDT user consent
	ZTE
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112571
	Reduction of HeNB/ HeNB GW Signalling 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	CR
	36.300
	-
	-
	B
	HNB-HENB_mob_enh
	Rel-11
	 


21.
Other WI/SIs with impact on RAN3
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision

	R3-112560
	Immediate MDT at inter-PLMN handover
	TeliaSonera
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Henrik Persson (TeliaSonera). This paper makes a few proposals:

1: Allow immediate MDT to continue if a user is changing PLMN in the country same as the country identified by the IMSI. The target PLMN should be Home PLMN or a PLMN that is in the equivalent PLMN list. 

2: Continue immediate MDT at inter-PLMN handover whenever intra PLMN MDT can continue, i.e. for both area based and signalling based MDT in UTRAN and EUTRAN.

3: Add the possibility to forward user consent and MDT configuration at inter-PLMN handover by adding multiple PLMN IDs. These PLMNs determines to which PLMN user consent and MDT configuration can be forwarded to and if immediate MDT should continue in target network. 

4: Area scope cell list and TA/LA/RA list can contain different PLMNs. To cover the shared networks as MOCN, the UE should be registered to one of the PLMNs in the multiple PLMN IDs area scope while logging in allowed cell list or TA/LA/RA list.
Johan Johansson (MediaTek): In RAN2 there has been no discussion on Rel-11 MDT this week (and there won't be).

Xuelong Wang (Huawei): Proposes an email discussion until the next meeting.

- No liaison to RAN2 at this meeting.
Rel-11 MDT:
At next meeting RAN3 to provide their view on:

- MDT configuration handling in RAN 

- user consent handling in RAN

(LTE and 3G as separate AIs)

-> email (NSN)

Decision: Noted
	R3-112388
	Data forwarding for MDT
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Not Available


Discussion: 

Decision: Not Available

Not Treated:
	R3-112632
	ePLMN support for Immediate MDT
	MediaTek, TeliaSonera
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112341
	Support of MDT in ePLMN/ multi-PLMN networks
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112435
	Multi-PLMN support for MDT in Release 11
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112465
	MDT Support in the equivalent PLMN
	Samsung
	Disc
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112535
	MDT support across the PLMNs identified as equivalent
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112536
	Configuration of Multiple PLMNs for MDT
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	R3-112384
	MDT EPLMN support 
	Huawei
	CR
	36.413
	-
	-
	B
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112385
	MDT EPLMN support
	Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	B
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112386
	Iu CR MDT EPLMN support
	Huawei
	CR
	25.413
	-
	-
	B
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112387
	Iur CR MDT EPLMN support
	Huawei
	CR
	25.423
	-
	-
	B
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-11
	 

	R3-112440
	Remove the restriction on the transfer of MDT user consent over X2
	Huawei
	CR
	36.423
	-
	-
	F
	eMDT_UMTSLTE-Core 
	Rel-11
	 


	R3-112371
	EAB Impacts on RAN3
	Huawei
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Rel-11
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Yan Wang (Huawei). This contribution presents some impacts from EAB applied for CN overload control. The following proposals are made:

1: About whether “delay tolerant” is one to one mapped to “EAB”, it is better for RAN3 to wait for the progress from other groups.

2: With the assumption of one-to-one mapping between “delay tolerant” and “EAB”, only in case all the connected CN nodes which subject to this PLMN request the same overload action, the RAN node will apply a certain PLMN based EAB, otherwise RAN node should reject the connection requests for that specific CN node.

3: In order to help the RAN node to perform EAB to exactly category of UEs which the CN node wants, it is proposed to send category UEs information to RAN, i.e. adding new Category UE IE in overload message.
Sergio Parolari (ZTE): Agrees with proposal 1; for proposal 2 we need to wait for the response from CT1 and SA1. It is possible that there is nothing for RAN3 to do.

Dario Tonesi (NSN): The restriction in proposal 2 should not apply.

Philippe Godin (ALU): This proposal does not work since the eNB does not know the UE category. 
SP: Part of the work in RAN Overload WI also deals with core network overload. This proposal works so that if all UEs belonging to a PLMN are overloaded, then EAB can be used to bar them.
Decision: Noted
	R3-112537
	Consideration of Extended Access Barring for shared network
	ZTE
	Appr
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Noted


Discussion: Presented by Sergio Parolari (ZTE). In this contribution some preliminary analysis of the potential impact of the new RAN2-led Work Item ‘RAN overload control for MTC’ on RAN3 specifications is performed, leading to the following observations:

Observation 1: If the one-to one mapping between “delay tolerant access requests” and “access requests subject to EAB” is confirmed, the existing overload signalling on the Iu/S1 interfaces will not require any modification, i.e. no new code-points will be needed in the Priority Class Indicator IE (for RANAP) and in the Overload Action IE (for S1AP).

Observation 2: the requirement to be able to apply EAB independently for different PLMNs (in case of network sharing) does not seem to require any modification to the RAN3 specifications.
Yan Wang (Huawei): Agrees that there is no need to introduce new messages to RAN nodes.

SP: No need for RAN3 to do anything unless the oncoming liaison response from CT/SA requests otherwise.

Philippe Godin (ALU): This type of overload limitation would work in network sharing only if you have one PLMN per CN, or if all PLMNs are overloaded.
SP: SA1's requirement is that there are different levels of UEs that should be barred in addition to all UEs.

Decision: Noted
R11 MTC:

- At this time no consensus that there is need for RAN3 involvement.

- We will wait for further input from RAN2

22.
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


23.
Any other business
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Type
	Spec
	CR
	Rev
	Cat
	WI
	Rel
	Decision


24.
Closing of the meeting

The meeting was closed at 13:20 on Friday 14.10.2011 by the Chairman.
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Annex B:
Incoming liaison statements for TSG RAN WG3 #73bis

	Tdoc #
	Title
	Source Tdoc
	Source
	Contact
Company
	Release
	Work Item
	Agenda Item
	Decision

	R3-112325
	Reply LS on enabling detection of unnecessary IRAT HO for A/Gb-mode BSS (To: RAN3)
	GP-111305
	GERAN2
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	10.4
	Noted

	R3-112326
	Reply LS on the frequency band specific compressed mode (To: RAN2; Cc: RAN3, RAN4)
	R1-112860
	RAN1
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	TEI10
	10.5
	Noted

	R3-112327
	LS on the RAN1 agreements for 8C-HSDPA (To: RAN2, RAN3, RAN4)
	R1-112862
	RAN1
	Ericsson
	Rel-11
	8C_HSDPA
	14.2
	Noted

	R3-112328
	LS on Physical Layer Measurement for network positioning (To: RAN2, RAN3)
	R1-112864
	RAN1
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Rel-11
	LCS_LTE-NBPS
	5
	Noted

	R3-112329
	LS on RAN1 agreements on uplink Closed Loop Transmit Diversity for HSPA (To: RAN2, RAN3; Cc: RAN4)
	R1-112881
	RAN1
	Huawei and Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-11
	HSPA_UL_TxDiv
	14.3
	Noted

	R3-112330
	LS on Applicability of ePLMN to MDT (To: RAN3, SA2, CT1, SA5; Cc: RAN, SA, SA3, CT4)
	R2-114802
	RAN2
	Huawei
	Rel-10
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	10.2
	Noted

	R3-112331
	LS on MDT and RAN Sharing (To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	R2-114807
	RAN2
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Rel-10
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	10.2
	Noted

	R3-112332
	LS on MDT inconsistency (To: SA5; Cc: RAN3)
	R2-114810
	RAN2
	MediaTek
	Rel-10
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	10.2
	Noted

	R3-112333
	Parallel counting issue (To: RAN3; Cc: SA5)
	R2-114811
	RAN2
	Orange
	Rel-10
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	10.3
	Noted

	R3-112334
	LS on including Wi-Fi / LTE RAT combination for Inter-RAT ESM (To: SA1, SA2, RAN2, RAN3)
	S5-112706
	SA5
	Intel
	Rel-11
	FS_OAM_ES_iRAT
	13
	Noted

	R3-112335
	Reply LS to LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT (To: SA; Cc: SA3, CT, CT1, RAN, RAN2, RAN3, SA1, SA2, SA4, CT3, CT4, CT6, RAN1, RAN4, RAN5, GERAN, GERAN1, GERAN2, GERAN3)
	S5-112707
	SA5
	Huawei
	Rel-11
	OAM-ePM-UE
	10.2
	Noted

	R3-112336
	LS on Release 11 Features (To: SA1, SA2, SA3, SA5, CT, CT1, CT3, CT4, RAN, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN, GERAN2; Cc: CT6, RAN4, RAN5, SA4, RAN1)
	SP-110657
	SA
	Samsung
	Rel-11
	All
	5
	Noted
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	 Tdoc
	 Title
	 LS To
	 LS Cc
	 Attachments

	R3-112662
	LS on Rel-10 updates of detection of unnecessary handover
	GERAN2
	
	R3-112216

R3-112308

	R3-112703
	OAM control of MRO
	SA5
	
	R3-112681

	R3-112705
	LS on UL interference in the scope of the Carrier-Based HetNet ICIC WID
	RAN1
	RAN4
	

	R3-112707
	LS on Emergency Call Handling and Closed Cells
	SA2
	
	R3-112657

R3-112694

	R3-112709
	LS on TCE IP for UTRAN
	SA5
	
	R3-112692

R3-112693


Annex D:
List of agreed and endorsed in-principle CRs in RAN WG3 #73bis

	 Tdoc
	 Title
	Source
	Spec
	Cat
	WI Code
	Rel

	R3-112365
	Correction on RN Security
	Huawei, NEC
	36.300
	F
	LTE_Relay-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-112366
	Correction on ABS Information
	Huawei, CMCC
	36.423
	F
	eICIC_LTE-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-112472
	Rapporteur update on specification references
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	25.467
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-112492
	Correction of Emergency call 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.300
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-112598
	HeNB Architecture Clarification
	Ericsson
	36.300
	F
	TEI11
	Rel-11

	R3-112610
	Correction of Support for RACH optimization
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	36.300
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10 

	R3-112622
	Definition of Maximum no. of candidate cells
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	F
	SONenh_LTE-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-112647
	Correct missing SPI reference in tabular
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.433
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-112648
	Correct missing SPI reference in tabular
	Alcatel-Lucent
	25.433
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10

	R3-112653
	Access Control in RNSAP Relocation between HNBs
	InterDigital Communications
	25.467
	F
	HNB_HENB_mob_enh-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-112654
	Measurement configuration for Inbound Mobility
	NEC
	25.467
	F
	EHNB-RAN3
	Rel-10

	R3-112656
	Correction of Counting Request
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	36.443
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 

	R3-112657
	Correction of Emergency call 
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-112660
	Correction on the Length of Spare Extension
	Huawei
	25.446
	F
	MBMS_LTE, TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-112661
	Correction to the eNB Configuration Update procedure, and the MCE Configuration Update procedure
	NEC, Nokia Siemens Networks
	36.443
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-112663
	Correction of Emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-112665
	Correction of the annex on the processing of transparent containers at MME
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	36.413
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-112674
	Introduction of the annex on the processing of transparent containers at SGSN
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Alcatel-Lucent
	25.413
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10

	R3-112692
	Addition of TCE IP in IUR INVOKE TRACE
	Huawei
	25.423
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-112693
	Addition of TCE IP in CN INVOKE TRACE
	Huawei
	25.413
	F
	MDT_UMTSLTE-Core
	Rel-10

	R3-112694
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	25.413
	F
	TEI9
	Rel-9

	R3-112695
	Correction of emergency call
	Alcatel-Lucent, ip.Access, NEC, Qualcomm Incorporated
	25.413
	A
	TEI9
	Rel-10

	R3-112699
	Correction of inbound mobility
	Alcatel-Lucent
	36.300
	F
	TEI10
	Rel-10 

	R3-112702
	Correction of MBMS Resumption Function
	Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell 
	36.300
	F
	MBMS_LTE_enh-Core
	Rel-10 


Annex E:
List of technical documents for RAN WG3 #73bis

See the attached tdoc list.

Annex F:
Email Approvals after RAN WG3 #73bis

Annex G:
History

	Document history

	Date
	TSG RAN WG3 Tdoc
	Subject

	17.10.2011
	
	First draft

	21.10.2011
	
	Second draft

	10.11.2011
	R3-112711
	Submitted for approval in RAN3#74

	Author:

Juha Korhonen    3GPP TSG RAN WG3 MCC Support




ETSI Mobile Competence Centre (MCC)



Tel.
+33-492944352



email:
Juha.Korhonen@etsi.org


