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1
Introduction

This contribution is a response paper for the proposals regarding secondary carrier numbering in R3-102069[1] and R3-102202[2].
2
Discussion & Proposal

Reference to [1]. 
Method1 vs. Method2

In summary, explicit secondary carrier numbering seems clear and simple from RAN3’s point of view however the simplicity comes up with the cost of extra signaling, while implicit secondary carrier numbering introduces complex update rules to save the signaling cost. Considering the secondary carrier addition and removal are relative rare scenarios, it is prefer to keep clear and simple update rule other than to save the singling cost. So we proposal:
Proposal 1: the secondary carrier shall be numbered explicitly in NBAP/RNSAP messages.
Reference to [2]. 
Conclusion: There are no drawback to use explicit indication of the assigned ordinal number to a secondary serving HS-DSCH RL in NBAP/RNSAP, the change is only one new IE added to three existing IEs and can easily be done. For implicit numbering a complex analyze of all possible scenarios has to be performed before the set of rules can be specified. There is a big risk that some scenarios, later proved as essential, are forgotten and hard to correct later in a backwards compatible way.

Proposal 2:

Include a new IE that indicates the ordinal number of the frequency in the IEs: HS-DSCH FDD Secondary Serving Information, HS-DSCH FDD Secondary Serving Information To Modify and HS-DSCH FDD Secondary Serving Information To Modify Unsynchronised.
At RAN2#70bis, it has been agreed as WA that RRC would take implicit ID scheme (i.e. not to introduce the secondary carrier ID) and the finalization work is ongoing at this meeting. In principle it is possible that RRC spec and NBAP/RNSAP specs take different approach, however, it should be avoided as much possible except for the case some issues are applied for RRC and NBAP/RNSAP differently. Regarding this secondary carrier ID issue, any NBAP/RNSAP specific issues have not been identified so far so that same scheme can be applicable for RRC and NBAP/RNSAP.

In addition having the different schemes in RRC and NBAP/RNSAP generate the following drawbacks. 
· In general an RRM program decides the parameter value and distributes the decided value to RRC protocol and NBAP/RNSAP protocols applications. The different approach requires the extra implementation efforts in RNC. And there are some risk that RNC may generate different configuration to RRC and NBAP/RNSAP.
· Since specification can not remove possibility that RNC configures wrong configuration so that a good Node B implementation needs to implement error handling at the reception of message with wrong configuration, i.e. Node B needs to implement implicit scheme ID for checking the validity of the configuration in addition to the explicit scheme. This generates the additional implementation efforts to Node B.  

· Introduction of different approach in RRC and NBAP/RNSAP may generate some confusion to readers for the specifications.
Considering the drawbacks above, it is proposed to wait for RAN2 finalization of the RRC work for the RAN3 decision and check the suitability of RRC scheme to NBAP/RNSAP after it.

So it is proposed not to introduce changes required for implicit and explicit schemes for RAN3 CRs(based on [3,4]) for the introduction of the MC-HSDPA should be sent to RAN#49 for the approval since the changes are expected to be very small. (only one IE for explicit or some texts for implicit method) 
Proposal: Wait for RAN2 finalization of the RRC scheme for secondary carrier numbering. 
3
Conclusion

It is proposed to discuss section 2 and RAN3 to agree: 

Proposal: Wait for RAN2 finalization of the RRC scheme for secondary carrier numbering. 
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