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1 Introduction

Paper R3-031278 presented in RAN3#38 argued that important HSDPA-related information was missing from the RESOURCE STATUS INDICATION and AUDIT RESPONSE messages in REL-5 NBAP and proposed a way for including it in the specification.

One company could not see the benefit of the proposal and therefore the proposed CR was not agreed.

It was only agreed to discuss the proposal further on the reflector.
2 Email discussion report
Nortel Networks kicked-off an email discussion on Thursday, Nov 6th 2003 with an update of the original proposal.

In the updated proposal:

· it is proposed to define both an HSDPA Capability IE for a Local Cell, in addition to the HS-DSCH Resources Information IE for a Cell (the latter was proposed in RAN3#38 under a slightly different name); 

· at Node B startup (or sometime later) the Node B would inform the CRNC via Local Cell Information (in either RSI or AUDIT RSP) whether it is HSDPA-capable, among other things (e.g. max power, min SF, consumption laws, etc); 

· the CRNC will then configure a Cell based on the received Local Cell Info, as usual; 

· only if the Local Cell was HSDPA-capable will the CRNC try to configure HS-DSCH Resources in the corresponding Cell via the Physical Shared Channel Rcfg procedure; 

· after successful configuration of HS-DSCH Resources in a Cell, the Node B can signal the HS-DSCH Resources Information IE in the future (in either AUDIT RSP or RSI). 

Note that it is proposed to define the HSDPA Capability IE as an ENUMERATED with a value {HSDPA Capability supported}.

It is also possible to make this information richer e.g. it could include the max number of HS-PDSCH and/or HS-SCCH codes that could be supported in a Local Cell, or a list of supported combinations of HS-PDSCH and HS-SCCH codes, or whatever. While being open to other proposals on the best way to define it, Nortel Networks feel it might be too early for going into such details in REL-5 and believe that the enhancements could be left for later releases.

3 Conclusion and Proposal

No comments on the updated proposal were received on the reflector.
It is therefore proposed that RAN3 approve the updated proposal which is found in the companion tdoc R3-031675.
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