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Agreements

1/ It was agreed to use the term eHRPD in the annex B of TS36.413 (and not HRPD)
2/ The two following solutions have been eliminated for the definition of the eHRPD sector ID:
· Bit string (128) which refers to CS0024 – revA 

· Reference to TS29.276 
3/ For the definition of the eHRPD Composite Available Capacity, it was agreed that the eHRPD Cell Capacity Class value will be mandatorily provided (either by asn1 or by procedural text, depending on the selected specification option)
Revisions (CB)
None.
Postponed issues 

The agenda at next RAN3#82 meeting will be structured along the following postponed issues:
1) Finalize eHRPD sector ID definition: e.g. reference CS0024-rev B or reference TS36.413 section 9.2.1.25 with octet string?

2) Finalize the eHRPD composite available Capacity definition: load per sector or load per sector/carrier? If per carrier, which event-trigger thresholds?
3) Decide the stage 3 specification between the two following identified options:

a. Option 1: TS36.413 references TS36.423, change of TS36.423, further update on TS36.300 in addition to R3-131546?  

b. Option 2: duplication of the load definition in TS36.413 annex B, but does not touch TS36.423

4) Provide corresponding baseline stage 3 CRs

Minutes
	11.  LTE-HRPD Inter RAT SON WI 

WID: RP-130831, (target: RAN#64) [TU: 1]  

	R3-131737
	Session Report, LTE-HRPD SON (Vice Chairman )
	Appr

	R3-131629
	Reply LS on impact on RIM from LTE-HRPD SON (To: RAn3; Cc: RAN, CT4, SA2)
	LSin
GERAN has used eHRPD AN

GERAN used eprpd sector ID reference to CS0024-rev B

Noted

	R3-131636
	Reply LS on LTE-HRPD load reporting (To: RAN3)
	LSin
Need to send load definition to PP2 when ready.

Noted

	11.1.  Stage3 discussion and description

	R3-131660
	Introduction of exchange of load information between eHRPD and LTE (Huawei, China Telecom)
	CR1144, TS 36.413, Rel-12, Cat. B
eHRPD sector ID reference to 36413 section 9.2.1.25

issue because 9.2.1.25 without RAT type can mean 1xRTT cell or HRPD?
capacity class made mandatory

load defined in stage 3 TS36413

Noted

	R3-131725
	Comparison of the alternative documentation solutions (ZTE)
	Appr
Solution 1: 413 reference 423, change 423, further update on 36300 in addition to R3-131546?
Solution 2: duplication of load definition in 413, but does not touch 423

Solution 1: Ties eHRPD load to E-UTRAN load, is it good? 
ALU: load format should not evolve because of backwards compatibility issue
ALU mixed feelings?

Is solution 1 complete? Other spec affected?
NSN: Remove eutran from 423 change of the meaning of EUTRAN resources
NSN not against but would need clarification

ALU: also issue with section 19.2.1.5 of 36300
Noted

	R3-131726
	Open the door of “Composite Available Capacity” for eHRPD (ZTE)
	CR608, TS 36.423, Rel-12, Cat. F
Noted



	R3-131727
	RIM extension for eHRPD (ZTE)
	CR1145, TS 36.413, Rel-12, Cat. B
Cell identifier in B.1.9 ?

In B.1.10 move eHRPD at the top together with GERAN?
eHRPD sector ID octetstring 16

B.1.6 cannot change title, need new section

eHRPD sector ID reference 29276

Noted

	R3-131853
	Stage 3 choices for eHRPD Sector ID (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr
Ehrpd terminology: hrpd or ehrpd?

Reference CS0024 rev B because referencing TS29276 would create circular reference
Fixed length and not variable length
NEC: flexible length is better in case other spec chnage

ALU: don’t see the need for flexible length. See PP2 fixed length. 

Ericsson: why cannot reuse CDMA 2000 in TS36413?
We were requested to refer to eHRPD by PP2 and geran2 refers to rev B

Huawei: then should we update TS36.413 section 9.2.1.25?
Send LS to CT4?

Noted

	R3-131854
	Stage 3 choices for eHRPD load reporting (Alcatel-Lucent)
	Appr
1/ Proposes load per sector/carrier because redirection from LTE to eHRPD uses carrier indication 

Huawei: sees useful to have per carrier as well
Ericsson: seems a bit of over-engineering: could contradict the best radio condition

ALU: thinks that eNB today is supposed to decide the carrier based on UE measurements (no blind)

Ericsson: carrier that is pre-configured is very unlikely to be fully loaded
2/ Load defined as per solution 2

Noted

	R3-131855
	Introduce support for load reporting between LTE and eHRPD (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR1151, TS 36.413, Rel-12, Cat. B
Noted

	R3-131856
	[DRAFT] LS on CDMA2000 Sector ID definitions in CT4 and RAN3 specifications (To: CT4)
	LSout
Not treated

	11.2.  Other

	

	eHRPD terminology
  option 1: use HRPD  aligned with 23402
  option 2: use eHRPD aligned with geran
use eHRPD terminology
1/ eHRPD sector ID  coding

 option 1: reference 36413 section 9.2.1.25 with octetstring (huawei, eric, CT, ZTE, NEC)
 option 2: bit string(128) CS0024 - rev A  

  option 3: bit string(128) CS0024 – rev B  (ALU)

  option 4: reference TS29276 
  eliminate options 2 and 4 
decision next meeting
Load definition

Option 1:  Capacity class mandatroy

Option 2: Capacity class optional 

Option 1 agreed
2/ Load definition
 Option 1: Load per sector/carrier, ALU, Huawei
 Option 2: load per sector, Eric
 Postponed next meeting 

3/ Load definition

Solution 1: 413 reference 423, 423 change, further update on 36300 in addition to R3-131546?  - ZTE
Solution 2: duplication of load definition in 413, no touch of 423   - ALU, Huawei, NSN, CT
Postponed next meeting
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