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1 Introduction
During the last RAN1 meeting, there has been discussion on uplink interference issues with EUL in Cell_FACH ‎[2]

 REF _Ref190005363 \r \h 
‎[3]. 
2 Discussion
In principle, one could operate the system without any handling of inter-cell interference, by simply trusting that the NodeB scheduler would not schedule excessive data rates to users at the cell edge. The NodeB can make assumptions on whether a users is a cell edge user based on information available in the NodeB, e.g. CQI, power headroom, TPC, etc.

However, as NodeB scheduler implementations may vary, it may not be guaranteed that in an actual deployed system excessive inter-cell interference from EUL in Cell_FACH users would not occur. 

In order to avoid excessive inter-cell interference from EUL in Cell_FACH, it may thus be desirable to limit the maximum TBS used on EUL in Cell_FACH. The maximum TBS size could e.g. be specified in the standard with a fixed value. This does however bring the drawback that an adjustment depending on actual interference situation is not supported.

To support a more flexible approach, the TBS size might be adjusted by the NodeB or the RNC. One proposal that has been made was to relay UE measurements from the RNC to the NodeB so that the NodeB can set a proper maximum TBS. This is seen as somewhat unpractical, as the NodeB does only receive information about its own cell and not about the interference situation experienced in neighbor cells. Relaying further information about neighbor cells from the RNC to the NodeB might solve that issue, but comes at the cost of increased signaling load on Iub/Iur.
Another approach would be to let the RNC might decide the maximum TBS value. We believe this approach is more useful, because the RNC does have more information about the conditions in neighbor cells available from existing NodeB measurements and thus is in a better position to set appropriate maximum TBS size values for each NodeB. The signaling load on Iub/Iur would be lower than in the aforementioned case, and the adjustment of the TBS value is expected to be rather infrequent. 

3 Conclusion
We have discussed issues related to inter-cell interference handling for EUL in Cell_FACH, and we propose to agree on either of the two approaches:
· It is left to the implementation of the NodeB scheduler to avoid scheduling excessive inter-cell interference cause by users at the cell edge. No further UE measurements would need to be defined, and no additional signalling on Iub/Iur would be needed.
· A maximum TBS value to be used by the NodeB scheduler for cell edge UEs is set by the RNC and informed to the NodeB. Required signalling on Iub/Iur would need to be introduced by RAN3.
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