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WG2 would like to thank WG3 for the response to the liaison considering the support of DSCH. 

WG3 requests information on which case or cases of the DSCH solution the proposed network solutions should be considered. After WG2 meeting #4, the only stable solution is DCH / DCH + DSCH.

On the comment from WG3 related to the ‘further refinement’ section in the liaison, stating that increased complexity is foreseen in the Iur interface and asking if it is necessary to include this feature in release 99 of the UMTS specifications, WG2 would like to make sure that all aspects of the question have been addressed. In particular, WG2 would like to get back to the section on the case where SRNC = CRNC:

For the case when SRNC = CRNC Iur is not impacted by the capacity allocation procedure. The only difference should then be that for other branches in macro diversity (besides the CRNC of the DSCH which is the same as SRNC) the TFI needs to be transported without data.

WG2 would like to request that transmission of this kind of “phantom” TFI without associated data would be made available on Iur and Iub, if no problems are found.

As it is not really easy to understand why providing this possibility  would cause increased complexity, WG2 would like to make sure that this was indeed the case that was referred to.

When SRNC ( CRNC the increased complexity can be understood. However, the response from WG3 did not state in which aspect problems are seen. Proposals to control the access to common and shared resources have lately been presented in both WG3 and WG2 and there is a need to incorporate some controlled method of flow control. With this background WG2 would like to make sure that the indicated difficulties are really related to the timing aspects (second bullet below) and not the capacity reservation signalling (first bullet), which may be necessary for the ‘99 release in any case.

Furthermore, to be able to achieve the same benefits for the case when SRNC ( CRNC, WG2 would like to receive guidance from WG3 on the possibility of similar operation as in the previous example also for this configuration. This would imply:

· A capacity allocation procedure for DSCH across Iur. MAC-d in SRNC needs to be able to request and obtain transmission capacity from MAC-sh. This could be realised e.g. as associated to the data transmission requests from MAC-d to MAC-sh then requiring confirmations on the capacity to be returned across Iur.

· TFI:s constructed in SRNC according to the capacity allocation information from CRNC. Consequently the transmission of the TFI needs frame-exact synchronisation with the DSCH data from CRNC. In other words, the transmission time scheduled in MAC-sh needs to be the exact time when DSCH data from MAC-sh and TFI:s and DCH data from SRNC are available at the different Node B:s.

Does WG3 see new impacts or problems on Iur and Iub interfaces, if this model is adopted for DSCH transmission in WG2?

WG2 hopes that the clarification on the current status of the work in RAN WG2  helps WG3 in concentrating on refining aspects related to the DCH/DCH+DSCH solution to be incorporated into the standard. As the currently incorporated method to use two separate TFCI codewords on the physical layer has limitations (such as the hard limit for TFCI-values to be used either for DSCH or all DCH:s), all further consideration of the two aspects presented herein is much appreciated.
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