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1. Introduction
On Tuesday, august 11 2009, RAN2 held a conference call to discuss proposals and open items for the E-TFC selection algorithm for DC-HSUPA.
This report is submitted for information.
2. Attendance
LGE, Motorola, Interdigital, Infineon, Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia, HT mMobile Inc, Alcatel  Lucent, Qualcomm Europe, Ericsson

3. Minutes
3 documents were presented:
(1) InterDigital: R2-yyxxxx_E-TFC_Selection_ConfCall. A.k.a DC-HSDUPA.1
· Ericsson asks why the multiplexing  restrictions cause an issue for the parallel scheme only?

· Interdigital indicates if the power is split upfront then some power can be left unused on a particular carrier.

· Ericsson asks what type of requirements would be used in RAN2 to address the power imbalance. Interdigital considers that first RAN4 would need to decide how much of a problem this is and in case there is a problem RAN4 would need to tell.

· Alcatel Lucent asks if RAN4 isn’t waiting for a RAN2 discussion.

· Qualcomm indicates carrier imbalance was discussed a lot in RAN4 and is proceeding ahead.

· Infineon asks if the non-scheduled transmission decision in RAN1 (assumed it’s on anchor carrier only) impacts the greedy filling decision. Interdigital doesn’t think there would be a big impact.

· Ericsson asks which scheme parallel or sequential would reduce the amount of power imbalance the most. Interdigital considers for both schemes the power imbalance can be reduced.

· Ericsson considers that having one user in the system isn’t a typical scenario. Interdigital agrees but considers the goal is to compare schemes

(2) Qualcomm Europe: R2-09xxxx Qualcomm ETFC Selection.Conf.10.08.2009 A.k.a DC-HSDUPA.2
· Ericsson indicates that with other channel models, with more multipath the difference between the algorithms is much smaller. Qualcomm agrees that the average data rate will be very small but the cell edge users should always get better 

· Ericssson asks if the users at cell edge shouldn’t be allocated to 1 carrier only. Qualcomm isn’t convinced that a NB would react fast enough to be switching as fast. 

· Ericsson considers it doesn’t make sense to present edge of cell users when the traffic is full buffer. Qualcomm indicates the reason for looking at edge tput is to look at fairness, in addition, the fairness improvement will be more if bursty traffic is simulated

(3) Alcatel Lucent: R2-09XXXX - Rel-9 DC-HSUPA - E-TFC Selection - Conference Call A.k.a DC-HSDUPA.3
· Qualcomm asks why 4 carriers were tested? Alcatel Lucent indicated 4 carriers were tested to stress the algorithms.

· Qualcomm asks if the RoT target is achieved on each carrier across the schemes. Alcatel-Lucent considers most of carriers achieve the respective target. Qualcomm indicates the tput for different schemes is very sensitive to RoT target.

· Qualcomm asks if the 24dbm measure is done per TTI or slot. It’s done per TTI.

· Ericsson indicates the number of users/cell is 8 and that seems to be a very loaded scenario. Ericsson indicates the different results don’t have a similar outages and capacity number hence it’s difficult to compare the schemes with those results.

· Ericsson asks what is the impact of the algorithms on the other users. Alcatel-Lucent saw that the other users were not impacted significantly.

· Qualcomm considers the SG-TxDPCCH scheme is similar to InterDigital’s E-greedy proposal however it was seen that there was very little difference. Alcatel-Lucent notices the simulation assumptions are different. Interdigital indicates they focused on a single UE performance without real system scheduling. Qualcomm considers the Alcatel-Lucent simulation is emphasizing the difference by looking at the results on a subset of UEs and subset of time only when UE is transmitting at 24 dBm.

· Nokia asks why parallel approach wasn’t considered? Alcatel-Lucent is going in the direction of greedy filing based on results by Qualcomm.

4. Way forward

2 Major schemes have been identified and evaluated for the principle of the E-TFC selection: sequential and parallel approach.
In order to be able to make a decision at the next RAN2 meeting (RAN2#67), companies are invited to evaluate some particular aspects of both approaches:

· Implementation complexity (for the UE)

· Operation issues (for the NW)

· Any open item

5. Documents

3 documents were submitted and have been attached to the official report under their respective a.k.a name for reference
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