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1. Introduction

This contribution list some possible issues related with the Rel7 RAN3 CRs that were provided in RAN3#55 meeting. 

Those Rel7 RAN3 CRs are related with:

· Introduction of Continuous Packet Connectivity (RANimp-CPC) 

· Introduction of Enhanced CELL_FACH state in FDD (RANimp-Ehnstate)
· Support of higher bitrates and Flexible RLC PDU size on HS-DSCH (RANimp-L2DataRates)

· Introduction of MIMO (MIMO-IurIub)
· Introduction of 64QAM of HSDPA (RANimp-64QamDownlink)

· Introduction of 16QAM (RANimp-16QamUplink)
It has to keep in mind that the possible issues listed in this contribution are those we detected from the approved CRs or the postponed CRs in RAN#35. Proposed way forward for those issues are also provided. However, those proposed way forward are just a preliminary proposal from NEC so it should justify if the proposed way forward are appropriate. 
2. Issues from CRs
2.1 Introduction of Continuous Packet Connectivity (RANimp-CPC)
1) 25.433 CR1330r2 (R3-070349): CR approved.
· (A) Issue: Continuous Packet Connectivity DTX-DRX Information IE is not present in Radio Link Addition procedure. 
proposed way forward: to add Continuous Packet Connectivity DTX-DRX Information IE in the Radio Link Addition procedure.
2.2
 Introduction of Enhanced CELL_FACH state in FDD (RANimp-Ehnstate)

1) 25.401 CR113r1 (R3-070438): CR postponed
· (A) Issue: there is no description to show the MAC-ehs in chapter 11.2.7
proposed way forward: to add MAC-ehs in chapter 11.2.7
2) 25.423 CR1273r2 (R3-070439): CR postponed
· (A) Issue: it is understood that the dedicated H-RNTI (HS-DSCH-RNTI IE) is allocated in CRNC when C-RNTI is allocated to the UE. This is currently reflected in the UPLINK SIGNALLING TRANSFER INDICATION message from the CRNC to the SRNC. If assume that the SRNC does not support this new IE in UPLINK SIGNALLING TRANSFER INDICATION message, how does the CRNC release the allocated dedicated H-RNTI, is not clear.
proposed way forward: to clarify if the CRNC need to release the allocated dedicated H-RNTI. If needed then discuss how to do that.
3) 25.433 CR1348r2 (R3-070440): CR postponed
· (A) Issue: There is no definition of “Common MAC Flow”.
proposed way forward: to define the “Common MAC Flow”.
· (B) Issue: It has been in the CR specified that both Common HS-DSCH-RNTI Information IE and Dedicated HS-DSCH-RNTI Information IE can be included in the Enhanced FACH Information IE. It is however not clear why Node B need to know the Common HS-DSCH-RNTI and Dedicated HS-DSCH-RNTI during the Physical Shared Channel Reconfiguration procedure, in addition to the H-RNTI in the Frame Protocol. 
proposed way forward: to clarify how Node B to handle Common and Dedicated HS-DSCH-RNTI.
· (C) Issue: The value range for the FACH Measurement occasion cycle length coefficient does not align with RRC.
NBAP CR: 0 .. 127 (unit 10ms)
RRC     : 1 .. 12
proposed way forward: change NBAP to align with RRC.
4) 25.435 162r2 (R3-070443): CR postponed

· (A) Issue: There is no specification for PICH to be transferred by HS-DSCH data frame.
proposed way forward: either to define new frame format specifically for PICH/HS-DSCH or to add PICH in HS-DSCH Channels DATA FRAME TYPE 2.
2.3
 Support of higher bitrates and Flexible RLC PDU size on HS-DSCH (RANimp-L2DataRates)
1) 25.401 CR113r1 (R3-070438): CR postponed
· (A) Issue: There is no description to show the MAC-ehs in chapter 11.2.7
proposed way forward: to add MAC-ehs in chapter 11.2.7
2) 25.435 162r2 (R3-070443): CR postponed 
· (A) Issue: It is not clear how does the Node B select either existing HS-DSCH Data Frame or HS-DSCH Data Frame Type2.
proposed way forward: to add a description to specify that the Node B select HS-DSCH Data Frame Type 2 based on the information from the RNC when HS-DSCH MAC-d PDU Size Format IE include “Flexible MAC-d PDU size” or when Physical Shared Channel Reconfiguration Request include Enhanced FACH Information IE.
2.4
 Introduction of MIMO (MIMO-IurIub)
1) 25.423 CR1267r1 (R3-070363): CR approved
· (A) Issue: The MIMO Information Response IE include Associated Secondary CPICH IE, which refer to the Common Physical Channel ID 9.2.1.13. In fact, there is no Common Physical Channel ID in RNSAP as the SRNC does not involve in the common physical channel setup in Node B which is under control of other RNC. It should be the Channelisation Code of Secondary CPICH.
proposed way forward: to change the reference in Associated Secondary CPICH IE to Secondary CPICH Information IE 9.2.2.38A.
2) 25.433 CR1342r1 (R3-070362): CR approved
· (A) Issue: RRC (CR2985r1) has extended the HARQ process (9..16). There was no such extension in NBAP.
proposed way forward: to extend the Number of Process IE (9..16) in order to align with RRC.
· (B) Issue: MIMO Information To Modify IE in HS-DSCH Information To Modify IE and HS-DSCH Information To Modify Unsynchronised IE have different Criticality assignment. One is “reject” and one is “ignore”. In CR1267r1 for RNSAP, both are “reject”. All these should be aligned.
proposed way forward: to change the criticality of MIMO Information To Modify IE HS-DSCH Information To Modify Unsynchronised IE to “reject”.
2.5
 Introduction of 64QAM of HSDPA (RANimp-64QamDownlink)
1) 25.423 CR1270r1 (R3-070366): CR approved
· (A) Issue: CR312r1 for 25.321 specified that the values of k0,i used whether in table 9.2.3.1 or table 9.2.3.2 is configured by higher layer, but there is no such in RNSAP.
proposed way forward: to discuss an appropriate way whether the refer tables is configured by higher layer or it is implicitly decided by Node B based on the HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category.
· (B) Issue: The newly added Sixtyfour QAM DL Support Indicator IE in Radio Link Setup Response and Radio Link Setup Failure does not have backward compatibility. This is because it says “[FDD - The DRNS shall include the SixtyfourQAM DL Support Indicator IE in the RADIO LINK SETUP RESPONSE message.]” so if this CR is implemented by SRNC but not by DRNC, there may be unexpected behaviour e.g. remove of the RL by SRNC. 
proposed way forward: to change as follow: “[FDD - The DRNS, if support, shall include the SixtyfourQAM DL Support Indicator IE in the RADIO LINK SETUP RESPONSE message.]”
the same proposal for Radio Link Failure.

· (C) Issue: The support indicator should be also introduced in Cell Capability Container 
proposed way forward: to add a 64 QAM support indicated in Cell Capability Container
2) 25.433 CR1346r1 (R3-070365): CR approved
· (A) Issue: CR312r1 specified that the values of k0,i used whether in table 9.2.3.1 or table 9.2.3.2 is configured by higher layer, but there is no such in NBAP.
proposed way forward: to discuss an appropriate way whether the refer tables is configured by higher layer or it is implicitly decided by Node B base on the HS-DSCH Physical Layer Category.
2.6
 Introduction of 16QAM (RANimp-16QamUplink)
1) 25.423 CR1271r1 (R3-070368): CR postponed
· (A) Issue: CR311r1 (not approved yet) for 25.321 will add scheduling grant table 2 and will specify that “The higher layers configure the scheduling table that is to be used for determining the power ratio to use.”, but there is no such in RNSAP. 
Would it be correct understanding that the scheduling table to be used by the RNS is implicitly determined by RNS?
proposed way forward: to clarify if the use of scheduling table is implicitly determined by RNS or by specification mean.
2) 25.433 CR1347r1 (R3-070367): CR postponed
· (A) Issue: CR311r1 (not approved yet) for 25.321 will add scheduling grant table 2 and will will specify that “The higher layers configure the scheduling table that is to be used for determining the power ratio to use.”, but there is no such in NBAP. 
Would it be correct understanding that the scheduling table to be used by the Node B is implicitly determined by Node B?
proposed way forward: to clarify if the use of scheduling table is implicitly determined by RNS or by specification mean.
3. Conclusion and proposal
This contribution has listed some potential issues that may need to have further clarification or correction for those Rel7 features. 

It is proposed to discuss the listed issues and the proposed way forward.
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