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1. Introduction 

In this contribution, we discuss about the Node B controlled scheduling when the UE is in soft handover with more than one Node B. 
2. Discussions about the Node B controlled scheduling in soft handover
When the UE is in soft handover with more than one Node B, its E-DCH transmission would affect RoT condition of each Node B. Hence, the impact on RoT condition of neighbouring Node Bs should be taken into account in scheduling process. 

With having Node B controlled scheduling, the scheduler residing in each Node B cannot know about RoT conditions of other Node Bs. Then, the natural question would be: is it acceptable to involve only a single Node B in scheduling process?

If a single Node B, e.g., either the best downlink Node B or the best uplink Node B, is identified as the scheduling Node B, it cannot take into account uplink RoT condition of the other active set Node Bs. Therefore, E-DCH transmission according to the single scheduling Node B’s command may cause significant amount of unexpected noise rise in other neighbouring Node Bs. This could deteriorate system stability.
A possible way to avoid this problem would be to restrict the data rates allowed for the UEs in soft handover. It may restrict E-DCH transmission from the SHO UEs too much. However, it would not be desirable to impose too severe restriction on the allowed data rate only because the UE is located in soft handover. It may mean that a user who is usually located in soft handover could be almost always disappointed.
On the other hand, if the UE can take into account scheduling commands of all neighbouring Node Bs in making data rate decision, it would be possible to avoid too much restriction on the data rate while maintaining unexpected RoT variation to a reasonable extent. 

When a UE is in soft handover, the impact of its E-DCH transmission would be different for different cells, e.g., depending on their RoT situation, the UE location, etc. It would be natural to allocate the highest significance to the scheduling command of the Node B which experiences the largest impact. However, it also should be guaranteed that the RoT situation of the Node Bs with less significance is also taken into account carefully to prevent severe increase of RoT which they may not be able to accommodate.
3. Conclusions
From the discussions in section 2, we propose to agree on the following proposals as a way forward for further studying about the Node B controlled scheduling in soft handover. 

Proposed way forward:
· Proposal 1: The allowed data rate for a UE in soft handover should not be limited by default (e.g. in the specification): as long as the caused RoT situation is acceptable, the UE can transmit at higher data rates also in soft-handover.
· Proposal 2: All of the active set Node Bs should be involved in scheduling process, i.e., should be allowed to send their own scheduling commands, for the UEs in soft handover with having different significance allocated to their scheduling commands. 
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