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1.
Introduction
During the RAN#37 plenary meeting, the WI “Enhanced Uplink for Cell FACH state in FDD”[1] was agreed with the intention to allow transmission of background traffic such as HTTP requests and keep alive message in Cell FACH, avoiding transition to Cell_DCH state or repeated random access to deliver the required data amount. In this contribution we will discuss how network should control the load and power efficiently on the enhanced E-DCH.
2.
Discussion
It is important to control the load on the enhanced E-DCH. Even though UE has data to transmit, network could prevent UEs from allowing transmission of data because network has to control the uplink load.  Also network has to be able to prevent the UE from re-starting E-DCH too frequently. Therefore something similar to the wait time would be necessary.  e.g. the RNC or NodeB could give a general wait time per RB given the Radio Bearer setup. On the other hand the load situationcould vary quite rapidly, and the RNC may not be the best entity to control the load in a detailed basis Therefore we prefer a mechanism in which the eNodeB would control the load.. 

Proposal 1: Wait time should be controlled by the NodeB. 

In the legacy RACH, access to the RACH is controlled by the persitency value transmitted in the SIB 7. Unlike legacy RACH which transmits small messages during only one TTI, in the enhanced Cell_FACH state, UE sends the E-DCH that will be a maximum limit on the data rates granted to the UE. Therefore the network needs to control the access that may vary fast. We believe that persistency in SIB 7 may have to be controlled differently for RACH and E-DCH. We believe that the network should be able to indicate persistency differently for RACH and E-DCH. And we prefer that it would be controlled by the NodeB.

Proposal 2: Persistency should be controlled differently for RACH and E-DCH by the NodeB. 
3.
Conclusion
It is proposed to discuss and agree on the following proposals.
Proposal 1: Wait time should be controlled by the NodeB. 

Proposal 2: Persistency should be controlled differently for RACH and E-DCH by the NodeB. 
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