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1
Introduction
In RAN2#62, the stage 2 description of Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH and Idle mode has been agreed in [1]. However some details have been left “ffs”. In this contribution, we propose a way forward on these open issues. 
2
Discussion 
Number of MAC-d flows configured with a common E-DCH resource allocation:

In CELL_DCH state, up to 8 MAC-d flows can be configured per UE, allowing the setting of different HARQ profiles per MAC-d flow. Different HARQ profiles allow setting of different power offset for the logical channels mapped on their respective MAC-d flows. With this the transmission reliability can be increased for the logical channels of selected MAC-d flows.
So far, we do not see currently any other use for different HARQ profiles than for conversational services, which are not served in CELL_FACH state. Different HARQ profiles may be introduced in CELL_FACH state e.g. to increase the transmission reliability for SRBs. However the common E-DCH resource is short, and estimated to be 500 ms or less. Therefore we assume that the increased transmission reliability will come into effect – if at all – for a very short period of time. 

Therefore, to no further increase the BCCH load and to keep the complexity of Enhanced Uplink in limits, we make following 

Proposal: One MAC-d flow only can be configured in CELL_FACH state and Idle mode.
Maximum duration of common E-DCH resource allocation for DTCH/DCCH transmission:

The intention is to define a maximum period of time, an E-DCH resource can be allocated to a UE.
Benefit to limit the common E-DCH resource allocation time is given in the event of an error case, when i.e. a UE does not receive a required explicit resource release message on the E-AGCH, the UE’s resource usage is limited. 

However the probability of such an event is low and is in the order of the E-AGCH reception error. The UE additionally can detect the release of the common E-DCH resource with some delay, as this will lead to a radio link failure.

We have no preference on this issue, and kindly ask the group to discuss the way forward on this issue. 

Option A: 
no maximum duration of a common E-DCH resource allocation for DTCH/DCCH transmission has to be provided to the UE. 

Option B: 
a maximum duration of a common E-DCH resource allocation for DTCH/DCCH transmission can to be provided to the UE.

QoS configuration principles:

In section 11.1.1 of 25.319, the QoS configuration principles are descripted, and a new paragraph added for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state and Idle mode. A list of Quality of Service parameters is listed there, which is either in use already in for E-DCH in CELL_DCH state (Power offsets for reference E-TFC(s), E-DPCCH power offset, HARQ profile per MAC-d flow, and Maximum UL UE power), which apply also with E-DCH transmission in CELL_FACH and Idle mode. Additional CELL_FACH and Idle mode specific parameters are listed which have been already agreed (Maximum duration of collision resolution phase for DTCH/DTCCH transmission and Maximum duration of common E-DCH resource allocation for CCCH transmission), leaving one parameter ffs (Maximum duration of common E-DCH resource allocation for DTCH/DCCH transmission). If a decission on the maximum duration of common E-DCH resource allocation for DTCH/DCCH transmission has been made, there is no open issue left, and therefore we propose also to remove the “ffs” in the sentence:

For FDD, in CELL_FACH state and Idle mode, to the Node Bs in the Serving E-DCH cell, the following QoS-related parameters are provided by the CRNC to enable scheduling and resource reservation (ffs):
Node B – RNC reporting:

A new, but empty section 14.3 was introduced on Node B to RNC reporting. 
In RAN3#60, it was decided that a CRNC configures one resource pool shared for E-DCH and E-RACH and that the Node B splits and configures the combination from the spited E-RACH resource.  

Pros: 

· Node B can manage the resource efficiently by asking CRNC to allow the resource split.  

· Some frequent reporting over Iub is not needed. 

Cons: 

· New NBAP procedure to allow Node B to request CRNC to reconfigure E-RACH resource. (similar to RL Parameter Update)

In the solution as written above, we do not see the needs of the measurement for dynamic resource allocation since Node B executes it and Node B request CRNC. 

Therefore we propose to remove this new section 14.3 (set it to void). 
Implicit release:

In section 16, following paragraph has been set “ffs”:

· Release of the common E-DCH Resource:
[…]

· implicitly by the UE after an empty buffer status has been reported as SI to the Node B, and after the last HARQ process has been acknowledged or maximum number of retransmission has been reached; The empty buffer status report is transmitted if buffer remains empty for a network configured period of time, starting with the transmission of the last MAC-i PDU. E.g. if the network configured period of time is set to zero, then the buffer status report is piggybacked with the last MAC-i PDU containing user data.  (ffs).  

According to the meeting minutes, this has been agreed, therefore it is proposed to remove the “ffs” at the cited section. 
3
Conclusion
In this document we list the issues left open in the stage 2 description for Enhanced Uplink in CELL_FACH state and Idle mode. In [3], a draft CR is provided included all needed changes to remove the “ffs”, if agreed.  
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