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1. Introduction

This email discussion is intended to discuss a list of open issues associated with MC-HSUPA SI content. It is divided into three parts:
· SI format when transmitted in band (on E-PUCH)
· SI periodic triggers
· SI transmission on E-RUCCH
The discussion is based on the following assumptions which are agreed in RAN2:

1. In MC-HSUPA, only MAC-i/is entity is supported.

2. Splitting for data  from different carriers are performed in MAC-i/is for the UE side,  convergence for data from different carriers are performed in  MAC-i for UTRAN side 

3. There is only one E-DCH per carrier and one HARQ entity (HARQ sub-entity) per E-DCH transport channel.
4. multiplexing and TSN setting functions at UE side, reordering, disassembly and reassembly functions at UTRAN side are joint for all carriers.

5. There is requirement for extending the TSN length in MC-HSUPA. FFS how many extra bits we need.
6. TEBS, HLBS, HLID are common for all carriers.

7. Reference frequency for intra/inter-frequency definition needs to be introduced in MC-HSUPA.

8. New UE category should be defined for MC-HSUPA.

9. SNPL reporting is based on configuration from the network: it can be per group or per carrier depending on configuration.
10. An MC-HSUPA UE will send the SI to NodeB on E-RUCCH or in MAC-i PDU.
11. Control channels are distributed on each carriers and control UEs on that carrier (E-AGCH/E-HICH)
12. FFS whether we have a mode where control channels are aggregated on a particular carrier
13. The TSN field is configurable between SC and MC formats.
14. The SI format over E-RUCCH is unchanged compared to SC-HSUPA

15. SI event triggers are the same between SC-HSUPA and MC-HSUPA

16. The relative priority of E-PUCH channels compared to other channels is same as SC-HSUPA.
Companies are kindly asked to provide your viewpoints on the following 3 parts, and give your advices. As the discussion goes forward, we will open more questions and discussion if needed. Final document will be provided with a list of agreed proposals and open issues.
2. Current situation
The following topics are discussed in RAN2 email reflector.
1. SI format when transmitted in band (on E-PUCH)
a) The single-carrier SI format should be supported by MC-HUSPA.
b) A new extended format should be supported and be transmitted on one carrier which owns a grant.
2. SI periodic triggers
a)
T-SI and T-WAIT are maintained by UE and re-use from SC-HSUPA for both E-RUCCH and inband.
b) T-SI is maintained per carrier group and T-WAIT is maintained by per UE. 
3. SI transmission on E-RUCCH

a) The carrier on which the E-RUCCH is transmitted is configured by RRC.
b) The carrier on which the E-RUCCH is transmitted is chosen dynamically by UE depending on a metric
3.  Summary
Agreement can be reached?
Open issues:
…
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