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1
Introduction

This document lists the open issues for Stage 3 E-UTRA RLC specification work coming into RAN2#61.
2
Open issues
2.1 RLC data transfer mode for DL CCCH
TS 36.322 currently states that DL CCCH is handled by RLC UM, but TS 36.331 currently states that DL CCCH is handled by RLC TM. This discrepancy needs to be resolved.

2.2 Duplicate detection support for RLC UM
It is FFS if UM data transfer needs a duplicate detection mechanism. It depends on whether or not the HARQ receiver delivers duplicate data to RLC.

2.3 Description of TM data transfer in sub clause 5.1.1
Currently 5.1.1 is empty. Is anything needed?

2.4 Segmentation and concatenation (for RLC AM & RLC UM)
Should segmentation and concatenation be left to implementation? To what extent should we specify in the standard?

2.5 RLC UM reordering window operation
Should the “pull + push model” be kept or should the “pull model” be adopted instead? (See R2-081181)

2.6 RLC AM receiving operation
Various issues have been highlighted in R2-081180.

2.7 RLC retransmission trigger – “Local NACK1”
It was agreed in Stage 2 that the HARQ transmitter notifies the corresponding RLC entities on the transmitting side when it detects HARQ transmission failure. However, whether this mechanism is really desired or not should be confirmed. If it is desired, it should be discussed whether or not there should be mechanisms to avoid duplicate retransmissions (e.g. when both Local NACK and STATUS PDU will trigger the retransmission of the same PDU).

2.8 Polling
Details of how to use the AMD PDU segment with empty data field (sent just for polling) should be specified if needed.

Whether the polling trigger “Every Poll_PDU PDUs” should be configurable or not should be clarified.

Whether or not to support some byte based polling trigger should be decided.

2.9 PDUs
The actual order of [D/C, RF, P, SI and E] for AMD PDU / AMD PDU segment must be confirmed.

For the STATUS PDU, whether byte alignment should be performed per entry (e.g. NACK + SOstart + SOend) or only for the PDU as a total should be clarified.

The naming of SI (Segmentation Info) should be confirmed. Currently it is in brackets.

2.10 Configurable parameter value range
The value range of configurable RLC parameters (see R2-081169) needs to be decided.[image: image1.png]





































































