3GPP TSG-RAN WG3 Meeting #42 
R3-040811

Montreal, Canada, 10th – 14th of May 2004


Title:
Discussion on the 2nd level addressing approach of proposal two in TR 25.802 on RET Control

Agenda Item:
11.1.5

Source:  

Vodafone Group

Document for:
Discussion and Approval

1.
Introduction

In proposal two of TR 25.802 a split between functional messages and hardware messages is described. In this contribution the proposed 2nd level addressing approach is discussed and compared to the functionality provided by proposal one.

2.
Discussion and Proposal

The described split between functional and hardware messages is used to distinguish between a single antenna as the function and the RET antenna control unit as the hardware of a RET Antenna System. Therefore, it is possible to control more than one RET motor with one RET Antenna Control Unit by using a 2nd level address information as an additional parameter for the RETAP commands. The HDLC address is used to address the RET antenna control unit and the RET motor to be controlled is addressed by the 2nd level address information.

Although this functionality is useful in order to minimise the number of RET Antenna Control Units needed e.g. to control multiband antennas, the 2nd level address information as described in proposal two of TR 25.802 is not really needed, because the same functionality can be achieved at HDLC level as described in proposal one.

In order to implement this functionality to control more than one RET motor by one RET Control Unit several HDLC addresses can be assigned to one RET Control Unit. Each of these HDLC addresses is used to control one of the RET motors. Therefore, from a protocol point of view there is no need for additional 2nd level address information. Only the RET Control Unit must be able to handle several HDLC addresses.

3.
Conclusion

The 2nd level address approach described in proposal two of TR 25.802 is discussed and compared to the already available functionality at HDLC level in proposal one. It is shown that the same functionality can be implemented without any additional 2nd level address information.

Therefore, RAN WG 3 is asked not to agree on the 2nd level address approach as described in proposal two of TR 25.802.


































































































































