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1 Introduction

This report contains a summary of the e-mail discussion regarding the study item “DCH FP Version Handling”. The report further more contains a recommendation on how to proceed.

2 Discussion

The discussion on the mail reflector used the following suggested requirements as a starting point:

1. It shall be possible to support a RL in UTRAN where the SRNC, DRNC, and Node B supporting the RL are not supporting the same highest protocol version in the DCH FP but which support at least one common protocol version.

2. It shall be possible to support SHO in UTRAN where the SRNC, DRNCs, and Node Bs supporting the RLs are not supporting the same highest protocol version in the DCH FP but which support at least one common protocol version (assuming requirement 1 is fulfilled).

3. If no common version can be found for the SRNC, DRNCs, and Node Bs supporting the RLs then it shall be possible to support HHO (assuming requirement 1 is fulfilled).

However, the discussion that followed could neither confirm nor reject the above requirements. There were further more no other requirements proposed. It was thus not possible to agree on a set of requirements for the version handling of the DCH FP. The discussion instead focused on the whether or not there is a requirement on forward/backward compatibility and thus whether or not there is a need for requirements such as the ones above.

3 Conclusions

There is no conclusion on the requirements for DCH FP Version Handling since there was a more general debate that needs to be sorted out first.

4 Recommendation

It is recommended that RAN WG3 further discuses the following questions:

1. Is there a requirement on forward/backward compatibility of the DCH FP or not?

2. Can it be excluded that there will be releases of the DCH FP between which macro-diversity combination/splitting cannot be performed?
This implies a requirement on macro-diversity combination/splitting between any “pair of releases” of the DCH FP.

3. Is there a need for a version negotiation/re-negotiation mechanism in Release '99?
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