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1
Introduction
Chapter 5.2.3 of TS 36.322 v2.0.0 states:

RRC configures whether or not the status prohibit function is to be used an AM RLC entity.

Triggers to initiate STATUS reporting include:

· Indication from upper layers;

· Polling from its peer AM RLC entity:

· The receiving side of an AM RLC entity shall trigger a STATUS report when it receives a RLC data PDU with the P field set to “1” and the HARQ reordering of the corresponding RLC data PDU is completed.

· Detection of reception failure of an RLC data PDU.

This paper briefly analyzes the requirement for the status prohibit function mentioned above. 

2
Discussion
The RLC specification does not describe the handling of the status report triggers explicitly in more detail than the extract above defines, but the interpretations presented below seem rather obvious.
The indication from upper layers is at least mainly, if not solely, related to handovers. Sending a status report at handovers is very urgent, because the UE will switch to the target eNB as soon as possible. Therefore, no status prohibition mechanism should be applied when the status report is triggered by the upper layer indication, but the status report should be constructed and sent immediately.

The status report after the polling request is sent after the HAQ reordering has been completed, so the status report construction is delayed until timer T_reordering has expired if there were any missing RLC PDUs. The detection of the reception failure is also based on the same timer. As a result, the status report is never triggered by these two events more often than timer T_reordering can expire. No status prohibit mechanism is thus needed, because nothing triggers status reports more often than the timeout value of timer T_reordering. This fact is sufficient for acting as the status prohibit function. The status reports should not be delayed for a longer time either, because the ARQ retransmission loop should be kept as short as possible to minimize the total transmission delay.
It is naturally possible that more status report triggers are added later, so the concept of the status prohibit function itself should not be deleted from the specification. However, it should be defined to be an empty function. An editor’s note could be added to the specification to remind that a reassessment about this should be made if the status report triggers are changed.
3
Summary
We propose that:
-
the status prohibit function should be defined to be an empty function;
-
an editor’s note should be added to remind that this should be reassessed if the list of status report triggers is changed.
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