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1. Introduction

Kick-off email was sent on 27/01/01 and it contained the answers for the questions which had been brought up during RAN3 #18 meeting. And also it contained 4 contributions. One question from Vodafone was received and was answered.

2. Discussion

2.1 Contents of kick-off email

Q. Clarify second paragraph now in chapter 6; activation IE going from SRNC -> Node-B, support indication going from Node-B -> SRNC

A. I can provide the answer later about this.

Q. Clarify why the same approach as used for SSDT would be used; e.g. does the SRNC need to know that the E-DSCH-PC is executed or not;

A. The difference with SSDT is that only Node B transmitting needs to have necessary parameters, the other Node Bs in the active set need only to have correct uplink slot structure but they can ignore the FBI field content (unless SSDT is used on the DCH). The RNC (was it CRNC) that sets the DSCH power level onin the FP needs to know whether E-DSCH is used since it can then set the power offset of the DSCH lower in the FP protocol since there is then the additional overhead added when the cell is non-primary.

Q. Is the UE aware of E-DSCH-PC ? Is this a network only feature ?

A. UE needs to be aware whether it does the normal SHO combining in the downlink or whether the SSDT transmission is used on the DCH. (i.e. is SSDT signalling used in the uplink only or is it applied of the DCH as in Rel'99 as well. This is indicated to the UE in the RRC messages, such as with active set update message which currently can be used e.g. to control the SSDT.

Q. Why the RL-reconfiguration procedure ? Why not the DL-power-control procedure? Does the activation/de-activation always need to take place synchronised ?

A. This can be activated/deactivated independently since only one cell is transmitting the DSCH. Activation requires that uplink slot structure is such that FBI field exists. This needs to be synchronised but for this there are existing procedures in Rel'99 already.

It was clarified (not in the TR yet) that the DSCH FP offset is the only offset valid if the cell is the primary cell. If the cell is the secondary cell, an additional offset is applicable. Version is not approved. => New version with only structure will be provided: 0243

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

And you can find 4 documents attached.

1. TR25.849 v.0.1.0 : I propose to use it as it is because in other document, I proposed to include backward compatibility chapter

and open issue chapter in chapter 6 study area.

2. R3-010297 Text proposal in Chap4-25.849 : I submitted during last meeting but we couldn't treat this because of lack of time.

3. Text proposal in Chap6-25.849 : Text proposal for chapter 6 study area.

4. Text proposal in Chap6.3-25.849 : Example scenario

Because this WI is Rel 4 and WG1(leading group of this WI) is already change control phase I hope we can decide proper signalling method to support this function through this email discussion. 

Any comments are highly welcome.

2.1 Vodafone Comment

Q. In the text proposal for Chapter 4 of 25.849, you have suggested that the maximum setting of the DSCH power transmitted from the secondary cell could be limited to the power of the FACH. This could be a problem because the Spreading Factor and Power requirements of the FACH could be quite different to those of the DSCH.

A. About your question, actually those parts are copied from WG1 TR. Well basically I agree that it's not fully correct. But based on the knowledge FACH should be accessed by all UEs in the cell and doesn't have power control, the sentence was just an example. And the main point is not this but how to improve the DSCH power control. Of course this can be removed in our WG3 TR but it's still in WG1 TR. Hopefully this can be discussed in WG1 too.

To avoid ambiguity, problematic part was deleted from the original proposal. This was considered in R3-010728 : Text proposal in Chap4-25.849.

3. Conclusion

During the email discussion one comment from Vodafone was received and answered. This was considered in the new proposal. Because there was no other comment about the submitted contributions, more contributions based on the idea, which is included in the previous contributions, are submitted in RAN 3 #19 in addition to the contributions by email.

4. Contribution list

1. R3-010726 : TR 25.849 v.0.1.0 : DSCH power control improvement in soft handover

2. R3-010728 : Text proposal in Chap4-25.849

3. R3-010729 : Text Proposal in Chap6-25.849

4. R3-010730 : Text Proposal in Chap6.3-25.849

5. R3-010731 : Text Proposal in Chap7-25.849

6. R3-010732 : Text Proposal in Chap8-25.849

7. R3-010722 : Text proposal in Chap5-25.849

8. R3-010723 : DSCH PC Improvement-RNSAP(CR310)

9. R3-010724 : DSCH PC Improvement-NBAP(CR362)




