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Discussion
1 Introduction

Some unclarities remain in TS 25.323 and TS 25.331 with regards to:
· ROHC segmentation and padding

· CID indication within PDCP header

2 Discussion
2.1 ROHC segementation and padding
As stated in TS 25.323, ROHC segmentation and padding is to be used in transparent mode only, and it uses the parameter PACKET_SIZES_ALLOWED. However, according to TS 25.331 section 8.6.4.10, the configuration for the PACKET_SIZES_ALLOWED is FFS.

If RAN2 believes ROHC is to be used for transparent mode, the FFS should be removed. Otherwise, ROHC segmentation and paading and PACKET_SIZES_ALLOWED should be removed from TS 25.331 and TS 25.323.

2.2 CID indication within PDCP header

In TS 25.323, it stated that, when configured so be the network, ROHC should not use Add-CID octets, but the CID in instead indicated with an associated PID value in the PDCP header. However, the specification does not clearly distinguish between Add-CID for data packets and Add-CID for feedback packets, while the PID can most likely only be used for the data packets (and not for feedback, whether piggybacked or standalone).  

If RAN2 would like to make it possible to use the above mentioned configuration, it is suggested to disambiguate ROHC/PDCP packet formats, so as to ensure interoperability between UTRAN and UE implementations.

 Add-CID of a data packet with no feedback, Add-CID of a feedback alone packet, Add-CID of data packet feedback.

3 Conclusion

NEC suggest that RAN2 decide its preferred option for both unclear points.








































































