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1. Introduction
As described in [1] just now, for UE capable of 3 or 4 carriers and/or multi MIMO, two new IEs “Multi cell support extension” and “Dual cell MIMO support extension” are proposed to be included in RRC CONNECTION REQUEST message, so that RNC may provide sufficient configuration&resources at the early stage of call setup, avoiding reconfiguration procedures afterwards.   
In [1], an initial table as below was given, summarizing all possible combinations inside 4C-HSDPA scope. Regarding the table design, ZTE wanna point out that it is possible to improve it. 
2 Consideration about the table design
	#
	Max. DL carrier
	Max. MIMO
	Multi cell support
	Dual cell MIMO support
	Multi cell support extension
	Dual cell MIMO support extension
	Release

	1
	1
	0
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Pre-Rel7 

	2
	1
	1
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Rel 7

	3
	2
	0
	TRUE
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Rel 8

	4
	2
	1
	N.A
	N.A
	N.A
	N.A
	N.A

	5
	2
	2
	TRUE
	TRUE
	Notexist
	Notexist
	Rel 9

	6
	3
	0
	Notexist
	Notexist
	3
	Notexist
	Rel 10

	7
	3
	1
	Notexist
	Notexist
	3
	1
	Rel 10 

	8
	3
	2
	Notexist
	Notexist
	3
	2
	Rel 10 

	9
	3
	3
	Notexist
	Notexist
	3
	3
	Rel 10 

	10
	4
	0
	Notexist
	Notexist
	4
	Notexist
	Rel 10 

	11
	4
	1
	Notexist
	Notexist
	4
	1
	Rel 10 

	12
	4
	2
	Notexist
	Notexist
	4
	2
	Rel 10 

	13
	4
	3
	Notexist
	Notexist
	4
	3
	Rel 10 

	14
	4
	4
	Notexist
	Notexist
	4
	4
	Rel 10 


First of all, the meaning of values in above table is straightforward, where 2 bits are needed to support IE “Multi cell support extension” due to three possibilities: “not exist”, 3,4, and 3 bits are needed to support IE “Dual cell MIMO support extension” due to five possibilities: “not exist”, 1,2,3,4. Hence in total, 5 bits are needed for indicating UE’s multi-carrier&MIMO capability. From the coding point of view, for combinations from #6 to #14, there are nine possibilities, so 4 bits are enough. Actually, the suggested values in “Multi cell support extension” and “Dual cell MIMO support extension” can be encoded jointly with the existing values “Multi cell support” and “Dual cell MIMO support”.

Secondly, according to current status of UE category design, some multi-carrier&MIMO combination may not be supported, for example, #7,#8, #11, #13 are not supported in [2]. It means even less bits are needed for indicating UE’s multi-carrier&MIMO capability. 

Based on arguments above, we make following proposal:      
Proposal 1: Consider better design of the table indicating UE’s multi-carrier&MIMO combinations, especially taking the supported UE category into account. . 
3 Conclusion
RAN2 is kindly asked to consider the following proposal:
Proposal 1: Consider better design of the table indicating UE’s multi-carrier&MIMO combinations, especially taking the supported UE category into account. 
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