3GPP TSG RAN WG1 Meeting #88


      
R1-1702415
Athens, Greece 13th - 17th February 2017
Agenda Item:
7.2.5.1.2
Source: 
LG Electronics

Title: 
Discussion on shortened processing time for FS2 in 1ms TTI
Document for:
Discussion and decision
1. Introduction

In RAN#73, the revised WID of an LTE work item on shortened TTI and processing time was approved [1]. One of the objectives of the WI is to investigate processing time reduction for legacy 1ms TTI for FS2. In this contribution, we discuss some consideration points on shortened processing time for FS2 with legacy 1ms TTI. 
2. Shortened processing time for FS2 with 1ms TTI
· DL data to DL HARQ timing

According to the current specification, the DL data to DL HARQ timing for each UL/DL configuration is shown in Table 1 [2]. In [3], it was agreed that new DL HARQ and UL scheduling timing relations will be defined for FS2. When a minimum timing of 3 ms is supported for DL data to DL HARQ and UL grant to UL data for UEs capable of operating with shortened processing time, the DL data to DL HARQ timing is proposed as Table 2. Note that DL subframes having different HARQ timing compared with the legacy are highlighted in red. Furthermore, the DL data to DL HARQ timing for minimum timings of 3 ms is also proposed in Tables 3 for a UE configured with eIMTA.
	TDD UL/DL

Configuration
	Subframe n

	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9

	0
	-
	-
	6
	-
	4
	-
	-
	6
	-
	4

	1
	-
	-
	7, 6
	4
	-
	-
	-
	7, 6
	4
	-

	2
	-
	-
	8, 7, 4, 6
	-
	-
	-
	-
	8, 7, 4, 6
	-
	-

	3
	-
	-
	7, 6, 11
	6, 5
	5, 4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	4
	-
	-
	12, 8, 7, 11
	6, 5, 4, 7
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	5
	-
	-
	13, 12, 9, 8, 7, 5, 4, 11, 6
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	6
	-
	-
	7
	7
	5
	-
	-
	7
	7
	-


Table 1. DL association set for TDD in current LTE 
	TDD UL/DL

Configuration
	Subframe n

	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9

	0
	-
	-
	-
	3
	3
	-
	-
	-
	3
	3

	1
	-
	-
	6, 3
	3
	-
	-
	-
	6, 3
	3
	-

	2
	-
	-
	7, 4, 6, 3
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7, 4, 6, 3
	-
	-

	3
	-
	-
	7, 6, 5
	5, 4
	4, 3
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	4
	-
	-
	8, 7, 11, 6
	6, 5, 4, 3
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	5
	-
	-
	12, 9, 8, 7, 5, 4, 11, 6, 3
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	6
	-
	-
	6
	4
	4
	-
	-
	6
	3
	-


Table 2. DL association set for TDD with minimum timing of 3 ms
	Higher layer parameter 
‘eimta-HARQ-ReferenceConfig-r12’
	Higher layer parameter ‘subframeAssignment’
	Subframe n

	
	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9

	2
	0
	-
	-
	7,6,3,4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7,6,3,4
	-
	-

	
	1
	-
	-
	7,4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7,4
	-
	-

	
	6
	-
	-
	7,3,4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7,3,4
	-
	-

	4
	0
	-
	-
	7,6,11,8
	4,6,5
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	1
	-
	-
	8,7,11
	4,6,5
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	3
	-
	-
	11,8
	6,3
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	6
	-
	-
	7,11,8
	3,6,5
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	5
	0
	-
	-
	12,7,6,11,3,8,4,5,9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	1
	-
	-
	12,8,7,11,4,5,9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	2
	-
	-
	12,9,8,11,5
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	3
	-
	-
	12,4,3,11,8,9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	4
	-
	-
	12,5,4,3,9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	6
	-
	-
	12,7,3,11,8,4,5,9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-


Table 3. eIMTA DL association set for TDD with minimum timing of 3 ms
· PUCCH resource
Regarding PUCCH resource, the similar issue as eIMTA is expected since PUCCH resource collision can happen if PDSCHs with different processing time operation may be mapped onto the same PUCCH resource in the same UL subframe. In order to avoid any impact on PUCCH resource reservation of UE with legacy processing time, several options can be considered as follows. Note that hereafter type 1 subframes are fixed subframes having the same HARQ timing for eIMTA and non-eIMTA UEs, type 2 subframes are fixed subframe having different HARQ timing for eIMTA and non-eIMTA UEs, and type 3 subframes are flexible subframes. Also, examples are shown for each option under assumptions of TDD UL/DL configuration 1 and DL HARQ reference configuration 2 at UL subframe #2. 
· Option 1: Separate PUCCH resource of HARQ-ACK for shortened processing time 
This option will be the simplest approach for PUCCH resource handling. For distinguishing the PUCCH resource, two more additional offsets will be necessary as shown in Figure 1.  
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Figure 1. Separation of PUCCH resource for shortened processing time
· Option 2: Share the same PUCCH resource having the same DL HARQ timing between UEs configured with legacy and shortened processing time for type 1 subframes 
In order to save PUCCH resource, at least type 1 subframes which have the same DL HARQ timing between UEs configured with legacy and shortened processing time share the same PUCCH resource. Subsequently, PUCCH resources are allocated for type 1 subframes for shortened processing time which have different DL HARQ timing between UEs configured with legacy and shortened processing time. Type 2 and 3 subframes will have separated PUCCH resources via resource offset. 
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Figure 2. Common PUCCH resource for part of type 1 subframes
· Option 3: Share the same PUCCH resource having the same DL HARQ timing between UEs configured with legacy and shortened processing time for all types of subframes
For higher resource efficiency, type 2/3 subframes having common DL HARQ timing between UEs configured with legacy and shortened processing time can also share the same PUCCH resource, which is depicted in Figure 3. 
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Figure 3. Common PUCCH resource for part of type 1 subframes and for part of type 2/3 subframes
· UL grant to UL data timing

In case of the UL grant to UL data timing, the following is proposed for minimum timings of 3 ms in Table 4.
	TDD UL/DL

Configuration
	Subframe n

	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9

	0
	3/4
	3/6
	
	
	
	3/4
	3/6
	
	
	

	1
	3
	
	
	
	3
	3
	
	
	
	3

	2
	
	
	
	
	3
	
	
	
	
	3

	3
	3
	3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3

	4
	3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3

	5
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3

	6
	4
	6
	
	
	
	3
	6
	
	
	4


Table 4. k for TDD configuration 0-6 with minimum timing of 3 ms
With new tables for the UL grant to UL data timing, it would be necessary to further consider timing with UL index in case of TDD UL/DL configuration 0. In case of minimum timing of 3 ms, if the MSB of UL index is equal to 1, then the corresponding PUSCH is transmitted in subframe n+3. If the UL grant DCI is detected in subframe n equal to 0 or 5, and if the LSB of UL index is equal to 1, then the corresponding PUSCH is transmitted in subframe n+4. On the other hand, if the UL grant DCI is detected in subframe n equal to 1 or 6, and if the LSB of UL index is equal to 1, then the corresponding PUSCH is transmitted in subframe n+6. 
· DAI related issue
In FS2, DAI has been used to indicate the accumulative number of (E)PDCCH(s) with assigned PDSCH transmissions and with DL SPS release up to the present subframe within subframe(s) n-k. For a UE configured with shortened processing time, some issues related to DAI needs to be investigated. For example, in case of TDD UL/DL configuration 1, the DL association set of legacy processing time for UL subframe n =2 consists of DL subframe n-8, n-7, n-4, n-6 while that of shortened processing time consists of n-7, n-4, n-6, n-3 referring to Tables 1 and 2. If PDSCH transmissions are scheduled to the UE in subframe n-8 with legacy processing time (e.g., for dynamic fallback purpose) and also in subframes n-7, n-4, n-6, n-3 with shortened processing time, then the number of DL subframes for HARQ-ACK response in subframe n exceeds 4. If the UE is not configured with PUCCH format supporting large payload (e.g., PUCCH format 3), it would be unavoidable to induce the loss of HARQ-ACK information. In this sense, some restriction can be considered such as limitation of the number of PDSCHs not to exceed the number of elements in the DL association set for the certain UL subframe. Or, some HARQ-ACK compression rule needs to be considered for such the case. 
3. Conclusions

In this contribution, we discussed aspects of FS2 for 1ms TTI with shortened processing time. Based on the above discussions, our proposals are given as follows:

Proposal 1: The DL data to DL HARQ timing tables and the UL grant to UL data timing tables proposed in this contribution should be considered for shortened processing time.
Proposal 2: PUCCH resource allocation method with taking into account shortened processing time should be further investigated. 
Proposal 3: The UL grant to UL data timing with UL index for TDD UL/DL configuration 0 should be also clarified. 
Proposal 4: In case of HARQ-ACK feedback at a UL subframe for more DL scheduling assignments than legacy, further study on HARQ-ACK procedure with shortened processing time is needed. 
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