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1 Introduction
In RAN2#77b meeting, it was agreed that

· CCCH and DCCH may be fallback to R99 by the network, and DTCH can not be fallback.

· The network may fallback the UE with a specific E-AI index which is to be configured by the network after UE accesses requesting a common E-DCH resource.
· After specific E-AI index is received by UE, the UE fallbacks if the UE is accessing to transmit CCCH or DCCH, and the UE back-off if the UE is accessing to transmit DTCH.

· Fallback means that the UE accesses again with a PRACH R99 signature to transmit its CCCH/DCCH data. 

The basic solution of fall-back to R99 PRACH has been decided, and the contribution gives possible RAN3 impacts of fall-back to R99 PRACH based on the current agreements of RAN2.
2 Discussion
Currently both Granted E-DCH RACH Resources and Denied E-DCH RACH Resources are reported to the CRNC by common measurement procedure over Iub, and CRNC is able to determine whether common E-DCH resource should be adjusted or not based on the amount of Granted E-DCH RACH Resources and Denied E-DCH RACH Resources in order to avoid common E-DCH access congestion. 
	>Acknowledged PRACH Preambles 
	
	
	
	FDD Only
	
	

	>>Acknowledged PRACH Preamble Value
	M
	
	INTEGER (0..240,…) 
	According to mapping in [22]
	–
	

	…
	…
	…
	…
	…
	…
	…

	>>>E-DCH RACH Report Information
	
	1..< maxnoofCommonEDCHs >
	
	The maximum repetitions should be limited to 1 so that this information is reported only once for a cell.
	GLOBAL
	ignore

	>>>>Granted E-DCH RACH Resources
	M
	
	INTEGER (0..240,…)
	According to mapping in TS 25.302 [25]
	–
	

	>>>>Denied E-DCH  RACH Resources
	M
	
	INTEGER (0..240,…)
	According to mapping in TS 25.302 [25]
	–
	


Similarly upon the introduction of fallback to R99, CRNC will determine whether fallback to R99 sub-feature should be on/off based on the Granted E-DCH RACH Resources, Denied E-DCH RACH Resources and Acknowledged PRACH Preamble Value, and fall-back to R99 on/off indicator is included in PHYSICAL SHARED CHANNEL RECONFIGURATION REQUEST. Thus, it is proposed that it is the CRNC who decides whether fallback to R99 should be on/off.

Proposal1: Fall-back to R99 on/off indicator is included in PHYSICAL SHARED CHANNEL RECONFIGURATION REQUEST message.

Based on proposal1, it is seen that fallback to R99 of local cell capability should be reported to the RNC in order to avoid sending fall-back to R99 on/off indicator to NodeB which does not support fallback to R99. Therefore, it is proposed that fall-back to R99 capability for a Local Cell is included in AUDIT RESPONSE/ RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION message.
Proposal2: Fall-back to R99 capability for a Local Cell is included in AUDIT RESPONSE/ RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION messages.

3 Conclusion

In this paper, the possible RAN3 impacts of fallback to R99 are listed based on current agreements from RAN1&RAN2. It is proposed RAN3 to discuss and agree the proposals listed below:

Proposal1: Fall-back to R99 on/off indicator is included in PHYSICAL SHARED CHANNEL RECONFIGURATION REQUEST message.
Proposal2: Fall-back to R99 capability for a Local Cell is included in AUDIT RESPONSE/ RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION messages.
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