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Discussion
1 Introduction
Due to the remaining open item in NAICS WID, RAN1 has been discussing how to handle the resAllocationGranularity. This has been the topic of e-mail discussion in the RAN1 reflector, and the initial message indicated the scope as follows:

1. Revert the agreement on network assisted signaling of resource allocation and precoding granularity in RAN1#78 and remove it from higher-layer signaling

2. Draft reply LS to RAN3 in R1-144498

3. Draft CR for resource allocation and precoding granularity in R1-144490

· TM10 clarification

· Duplicate parameter name of physCellId-r12 in both NAICS higher-layer signaling and “VisitedCellInfoList” in 36.331

RAN3 has agreed a baseline CR [1] with assumption that its content is to be changed, in particular presence of the Resource Allocation Granularity is to be removed, if needed, when RAN1 responds. Since at the submission deadline for RAN3 #86 the decision of RAN1 is not known yet, this paper proposes options for RAN3 for the way forward.

2 Discussion

Resource Allocation Granularity was introduced based on the LS from RAN1 [2]. However, once RAN3 provided the information on possible delays of X2 signalling, RAN1 decided to reconsider if the parameter is indeed useful for the NAICS support. The decision is not know yet and it is possible that RAN1 will not be able to conclude on the question (one of the needed inputs is the X2 delay, which cannot be predicted). In the discussion it has been confirmed though that the NAICS can work also if the resource allocation granularity is always assumed to be ‘1’.
RAN3 cannot make the decision on the need of the Resource Allocation Granularity for NAICS, as this is beyond group’s competence. However, if the decisive response from RAN1 does not arrive, the group must consider the best option for X2 signalling. There are two possibilities:

1) To maintain the Resource Allocation Granularity in the X2 signalling, as agreed in the baseline CR [1]. The parameter, if not used, does not have to be signalled, except of the first time after the NAICS support is activated.

2) To remove the Resource Allocation Granularity from X2 signalling. This way the parameter does not need to be signalled at all, while NAICS can still be supported (Resource Allocation Granularity is assumed to be 1).

Both options are technically feasible and enable X2 support for NAICS, but RAN3 cannot make the decision if the Resource Allocation Granularity is useful or not. Therefore, if the response from RAN1 does not provide clarification on the topic, it is proposed to endorse technically the baseline CR and the alternative CR without the Resource Allocation Granularity and to provide both CRs to the plenary for decision.
3 Conclusions
In this paper we’ve presented the situation with the RAN1 response concerning the need to signal over X2 the Resource Allocation Granularity. It is shown that RAN1 may not be able to make the decision since it lacks some information (X2 delay, which is implementation dependant). It is also reminded that also without the parameter, NAICS support can be provided. An alternative CR is therefore presented in [3] and it is proposed to endorse both versions of the CR and to send them for final decision to the plenary.
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