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1. Introduction 

In the WG1/WG2 joint adhoc meeting on HSDPA, we presented a contribution on UL signaling for TFRC selection [1]. There was  a contribution from Nortel on the same issue , Feedback signaling for HSDPA [2], which had quite similar ideas, and a paper from Philips, "Channel quality measurement report" [3]. The conclusion of the joint WG1/WG2 adhoc session was that need for feedback was agreed, detailed scheme still open. WG1 to define a proposal of UE sending information which TFRC(s) fulfills BLER target.  

This paper gives some comments to proposals [2,3] from Nortel and Philips. 

2. Nortel proposal [2]

If we understood correctly, there was basically quite similar ideas in [2] what we had. However, there it was proposed that instead of providing target reference TFRC to the network , it is proposed to define a target code rate to the network. 

We do not yet fully understand the Nortel proposal. If a UE is measuring SIR from CPICH, and if it is supposed to use an internal mapping table, in order to signal some value back to the network, we need to define what cases have to be included into the UE internal mapping table. The usage of internal mapping table means that there are some prerun simulations done for certain cases.  It is not possible to prerun the simulations, if the cases are not defined in detail. Defining only a code rate is not enough. Also we need to define the modulation and the number of codes before the simulations can be done for SIR/BLER curves beforehand. 

Also it should be understood that the number of reference cases, i.e. TFRCs , should be limited to some reasonable value, to keep the UE measurement method within reasonable complexity. Our proposal has been that there would be 6 TFRCs in the reference list.

3. Philips proposal [3]

In [3] it is proposed that UE would signal the difference in SIR between different TFRCs, if network requests it. We think it should be discussed first what does this proposal mean in practice. Does it mean that the difference in SIR is then signaled for one specific channel impulse response case, and UE will report it always only for that particular case. At least we think that only one case can be reported, otherwise it will become too complex. However, if only one case is reported , does it improve the situation or is it just redundant information. 

4. Conclusions 

In this paper we have clarified, that we think that we need to define the reference TFRCs clearly enough, otherwise the UE internal mapping scheme is not possible. We have also raised some issues from Philips proposal which need further discussion.
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