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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 would like to thank RAN1 for their liaison on the topic of UE procedures for TFC Selection.

RAN2 has identified two aspects to the proposed scheme, one involving the TFC restriction mechanism (long term) and the other the power compression in case the UE maximum power is exceeded (short term). 

The RAN1 proposal on these two aspects seems to be:

· Consider the actual past HS-DPCCH transmissions in deciding whether a TFC can be supported, and

· DTX the HS-DPCCH transmission when the power is insufficient to transmit it in addition to one of the TFCs in the minimum set.

Although RAN2 considers each of these behaviours to be appropriate by itself, there was some concern that the combination of aggressive TFC restriction (does not take enough account of the HS-DPCCH) combined with aggressive power management (DTX the HS-DPCCH when available power is insufficient) could lead to excessive loss of HS-DPCCH information and thus degradation of HS-DSCH performance.

RAN2 would like to ask RAN1 and RAN4 to evaluate whether these concerns are founded and potentially consider alternative combinations such as the ones below:

1. Conservative/ Aggressive:

· Consider always “ON” HS-DPCCH transmission in deciding whether a TFC can be supported, and

· DTX the HS-DPCCH transmission when the power is insufficient to transmit it in addition to one of the TFCs in the minimum set.

2. Aggressive/ Conservative:

· Consider the actual past HS-DPCCH transmissions in deciding whether a TFC can be supported, and

· Equally compress power of all channels independently of TFC and leave it up to the network to determine whether the UE is able to transmit reliably the HS-DPCCH.

3. Aggressive/ Not-so-aggressive:

· Consider the actual past HS-DPCCH transmissions in deciding whether a TFC can be supported, and

· DTX the HS-DPCCH transmission when the power is insufficient to transmit it in addition to the TFC carrying only one transport block of DCCH data.

2. Actions:

To RAN1 and RAN4 groups.

ACTION: 
RAN2 asks RAN1 and RAN4 to evaluate whether the combination of the two policies originally proposed by RAN1 could lead to degradations in HS-DSCH performance, and if so to consider other, less aggressive, policy combinations such as the alternatives proposed above. 

RAN2 asks RAN1 and RAN4 to provide additional information on the expected actions of the UTRAN in case the HS-DPCCH is DTXed according to the “short-term” mechanism suggested by RAN1. 

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

RAN2#39
17th – 21st November 2003 San Diego, USA 

RAN2#40
12th – 16th January 2003 Sophia-Antipolis, France

