Page 4
Draft prETS 300 ???: Month YYYY


3GPP TSG-RAN WG2 #61bis
Tdoc  R2- 081779
Shenzhen, China,  March 31st – April 4th, 2008 



Agenda Item:
6.4.11
Source: 
Ericsson 

Title:  
EUL coverage enhancements
Document for:
Discussion and Decision
1 Introduction
HSPA has evolved into a viable alternative to DCH, even for conversational services, due to

· F-DPCH and Enhanced F-DPCH
· SRB on HS

· CPC

· Improved L2

· CS voice over HS

· HS cell change enhancements (WI recently started)
The purpose of this contribution is to discuss possible enhancements in order to provide an EUL coverage that approaches the DCH coverage even for 2 ms E-DCH TTI.

2 Discussion
2.1 Analysis of current techniques
Rel-6/7 supports both 2 ms and 10 ms TTIs for E-DCH including switching from one TTI to another. The benefit of longer TTI is that it improves the received energy per information bit for power-limited UEs because the received energy is an increasing function of the transmission time ‎[1]. In general, improved received energy per information bit for power limited UEs can contribute to better coverage. Though switching to a longer TTI has this advantage, it has also the following disadvantages.
· Switching between TTIs should be always conservative. Therefore, there is a risk that many users end up staying on 10 ms TTI unnecessarily long time because they switch to 10 ms TTI earlier than is needed and switch back to 2 ms TTI later than is necessary. It would be desirable if users stay on 2 ms TTI as long as possible since 2 ms TTI has several performance advantages over 10 ms TTI, e.g. CPC gains (improved uplink capacity and battery savings), higher data rates and lower delays. 

· Switching from one TTI to another always takes some time and therefore undesirable data losses normally happen whenever the TTI is changed. It would be desirable to avoid this kind of switching since data losses degrade the user perceived communication quality when compared to solutions that do not involve reconfiguration of the TTI.
· The time that it takes to make a retransmission is directly proportional to the TTI. Hence, it is not obvious that 10 ms TTI should always outperform 2 ms TTI since the longer HARQ RTT (for 10 ms TTI) typically allows only one retransmission e.g. for voice services. 

· Switching to a longer TTI may have a negative impact on delay sensitive services since a longer TTI also implies longer delays.
· It may happen that the UE has several different type of services ongoing at the same. In that case, it would be useful to support only one TTI (i.e. 2 ms TTI)  and thereby avoid dealing with several bearer configurations.
It is therefore motivated to look for alternative solutions to TTI switching.
2.2 Proposed enhancements
This section lists a few potential alternative or complementary approaches for enhancing the EUL coverage, both for 2 and 10 ms E-DCH TTI.
1) Smaller transport block sizes

In this approach, the EUL coverage is increased by using smaller transport blocks, at least for coverage limited users. The main motivation for reducing the smallest transport block size is to increase the energy per information bit for power limited users. This approach has already been discussed in ‎[2] and ‎[3] without making any final conclusion on the benefits with this approach.
2) Autonomous retransmissions

In this approach, the EUL coverage is increased by decreasing the time between retransmission by letting the UE make a certain number of retransmissions without waiting for a NACK in between them. This allows the UE to transmit more retransmissions before the maximum packet delay is reached.

A similar technique called TTI bundling has recently been agreed to be introduced for LTE UL in order to improve uplink coverage ‎[4].

In LTE UL, a single transport block is coded and transmitted in a set of consecutive subframes, and the same HARQ process number is used in each of the bundled subframes. We think that the same approach could be used for HSUPA. In order to stay aligned with the existing number of HARQ processes, the possible number of autonomous retransmissions could be limited to {0, 1, 3, 7} for 2 ms TTI and {0, 1, 3} for 10 ms TTI, which results in a total transmission burst (including the first transmission) of {1, 2, 4, 8} TTIs in the 2 ms TTI case and {1, 2, 4} TTIs in the 10 ms TTI case.

Furthermore, in LTE UL, if the transmission burst is NACK’ed by the NodeB, the UE will transmit a retransmission burst of the same length as the first transmission burst. In order to keep the HARQ protocol as simple as possible, we think that the same approach could be used for EUL.

Finally, in LTE UL, the TTI bundling is to be switched on or off using higher layer signalling. However, due to the architectural differences between LTE UL and EUL, we think that a lower layer signalling such as HS-SCCH orders may be preferable for EUL in order to allow NodeB to have dynamic control over the number of autonomous retransmissions from each UE, possibly within some limits set by the RNC.

3) Improved power control at UE power limitation

When the Rel-6 physical channel power scaling at UE power limitation were designed, time critical information such as SRB and voice were assumed to be transmitted over DPDCH, and E-DPDCH was seen as a best-effort packet data channel. In cases when SRB and/or voice is mapped to E-DPDCH, we think that the prioritization of the physical control channels (DPCCH, HS-DPCCH, E-DPCCH) over the data channel E-DPDCH may not be the best approach from an overall coverage point of view.

The outer-loop power control (OLPC) may further complicate things in power limited scenarios if it is based on the number of HARQ retransmissions. If the NodeB reports a high number of HARQ retransmissions for a certain user to the RNC, and the RNC responds by increasing the SIR target, this will only cause the UL control channels to grab an even larger share of the scarce UE power, thus decreasing the remaining amount of power available for E-DPDCH even further.

We see two possible approaches to help avoid this situation:

a) Equal scaling of physical channels at UE power limitation instead of only scaling down E-DPDCH, i.e. a RAN1 solution
b) NodeB signaling to the RNC that the SIR target should not be increased in response to a high number of retransmissions for the user, i.e. a RAN3 solution – note that this approach has the potential to help the situation also for legacy UEs

4) Reduced UL control channel overhead

At least for particular services like speech services, it might be possible to reduce the UL control channel overhead for HSPA from today’s all-purpose structure with three UL control channels (DPCCH, HS-DPCCH and E-DPCCH) to something lighter (DCH only has one, the DPCCH).

We see this as a rather unattractive solution since it seems to require that the lower layers pose constraints on the higher layers, and this approach probably requires significant modifications to the physical layer.
3 Conclusions
· It is desired to use 2 ms TTI as much as possible.

· We wish to avoid switching and ensure that UEs stay on 2 ms TTI because 2 ms TTI gives e.g. shorter delays and better CPC gains.
There is some potential for improving EUL coverage especially for 2 ms TTI using for example one or more of the following approaches:
· Smaller transport block sizes

· Autonomous retransmissions 
· Improved power control at UE power limitation

· Reduced UL control channel overhead

We propose to discuss the approaches listed above and agree on which, if any, that are seen as suitable EUL coverage enhancements for Rel-8 or later.
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