3GPP RAN WG3#29
R3-021429

Gyeongju, Korea, 13th – 17th May 2002

Agenda Item: 
Rb-5.0.3

Source: 
Rapporteur (Ericsson)
Title: 
Email discussion report on HS-DSCH Initial credits 

Document for:
Information
Introduction

As decided in the RAN3#28, there should be an email discussion to see if there is any benefit of having initial capacity allocation in control plane (HS-DSCH FDD/TDD Information Response). Also that today the DSCH lacks this possibility.
Discussion

Saso (Nortel) indicated that the initial credits would be useful and this feature should be added for DSCH, as the handling of DSCH and HS-DSCH has to be made as uniform as possible. 

Saso commented that this parameter has to be defined on per MAC-d flow basis. Sharokh (Ericsson) agreed.

Woonhee (Nokia) commented that based on which MAC-d PDU size Node B should calculate the initial credits? 

Sharokh commented that either based on the maximum MAC-d PDU size that SRNC had configured or the size that is explicitly indicated in the initial capacity allocation information. 

Woonhee commented that it is difficult to understand the real benefit to have Initial Window Size in the RL Setup phase. The delay aspect of transport bearer setting was not considered before. After setting up UP, Node B can send Capacity allocation control frame at any time. So why it is better to have it in RL Setup Response?

Sharokh commented that the data transfer interruption is reduced by approximately 20-30 ms which may not be a considerable gain but this should be considered because this is a simple way of reducing the delay.

Woonhee argued that this is not a simple method. Node B has to keep track of the resources after that the resources are allocated which would be longer when having the initial credit method. This would add some overhead to Node B implementation. 

Sharokh commented that  Node B has to keep track of resources for approximately 50 ms, compared to about 10 ms in the case capacity allocation over UP is used.

No further discussion took place.
Conclusion

 No conclusion was reached.
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