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1. Overall Description:

RAN WG1 thanks RAN WG2 for providing feedback on the issue of NDI vs. RV. 

RAN WG1 has discussed the pros and cons of the various approaches and has arrived at the following decisions:

1. Downlink Operation:


- No explicit NDI is required


- RV0 is used to signal a “new packet”


- If the UE has transmitted an ACK for a HARQ process and it receives a PDCCH assignment with RV not set to 0, the UE shall continue to decode the packet. The UE can use the TB size to disambiguate an erroneous re-transmission from a new transmission. The latter could result due to a missed “new packet” assignment while the former results from an ACK-> NACK error. Any potential packet duplicates are handled by the upper layers.

- On transmitting an ACK, the UE shall flush it’s soft buffer – this avoids potential corruption of the soft buffer contents due to subsequent lost PDCCH assignments. 
2. Uplink Operation

- In order to avoid lost packets and loss of spectral efficiency and the high probability of occurrence of lost grant with RV0, an explicit NDI is included in the PDCCH grant.

- The NDI bit is toggled between the two possible values to signal change in packet expected.
2. Actions:

RAN1 asks RAN2 to take note of the above decisions.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG1 Meetings:

RAN1#52
February 11-15 2008, Sorrento.
