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During the RAN2 meeting #18 in Edinburgh, Samsung presented contributions of Gating for Terminal Power Saving Feature. Some comments were raised on the assumption of comparison between Gating and Using CELL_FACH state. It was agreed to have an email discussion on the issues of Gating. The e-mail discussion was kicked off with Samsung’s clarifications of the comments on the comparison between Gating and Using CELL_FACH as follows but no comment was received on them.
Dear RAN2 colleagues,

This is kick-off of the e-mail discussion on the Gated DPCCH transmission.

In the last RAN2 meeting Samsung presented the comparison between Gating and Using CELL_FACH

and Gating procedure.

There were comments on the parameter assumptions of the comparison and Gating procedure:

C1: Delay budget should be re-estimated in the control plane. (Denis, WG2 Chair)

C2: Is it possible to signal for switching to CELL_FACH by Physical channel recongfiguration message? (Joe Kwak, GBT)

C3: Is RACH ramping process necessary in addition to power control preamble? (Joe Kwak, GBT)

C4: The message Gated DPCCH Transmission Control Info was a bit too high in the table.

C5: Gating should not be in the Active Set Update.

In my current understanding the following are possible answers:

A1: Basically it seems that there is little difference in delay times of control signal and data 

    when they are transferred between RNC and node B.

    Some processing delays are additionally required in the control plane but it may be only a few

    mili-seconds order, which is agreed with implementation experts in Samsung.

A2: It is possible to use Physical Channel Reconfiguration message when switching from CELL_DCH

    to CELL_FACH. But it is not possible when switching from CELL_FACH to CELL_DCH

    because the Physical Channel Reconfiguration message has no Trch IE.

    Added or Reconfigured Trch UL/DL Information can not be available with

    Physical Channel Reconfiguration message.

A3: RACH ramping process is optionally necessary if UE requires UTRAN to send data on DSCH.

    For example, if a web surfer requires some data transfer by clicking an icon, the delay which the

    surfer perceives starts from the time that he clicks.

    Therefore, in this case the delay for switching to CELL_DCH should includes the transmission

    of RACH message transmission which contains the clicking information.

A4: Gating Control Info can be moved down to a radio resource part in the table.

A5: Our intention of including Gating IE in Active Set Update message is possible gating rate change during radio link deletion.

These are the current status of my investigation on the comments in the last RAN2 meeting.

Welcome any comments or opinions on the above answering.
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