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TSG RAN WG2 would like to thank TSG T WG2 for the liaisons titled “Report of the current status on terminal capabilities” and “LS on ongoing work in T2 SWG5 – Multimode terminals”. This liaison provides responses to both of those liaisons and also raises some further issues regarding the treatment of terminal capabilities within T2.








1	Response to liaison ‘Report of current status on terminal capabilities’





T2 requested R2 to identify whether each of the baseline implementation capabilities that were identified in our previous liaison statement (R2-99319/T2-99397) are mandatory or optional. When R2 produced that liaison, it was considered that all the baseline implementation capabilities are mandatory.  





Furthermore, it is our understanding that where a particular baseline implementation capability is only applicable to one mode (TDD or FDD) then that capability could be considered optional because the mode as a whole is optional. In this situation, we consider that the particular baseline implementation capability is mandatory for that mode. In our previous liaison, all the baseline implementation capabilities identified were applicable to both modes, with the exception of the SCCH logical channel and the SCH transport that are only applicable to the TDD mode.








2	Response to liaison ‘LS on ongoing work in T2 SWG5 – Multimode terminals’





R2 is currently working on a number of areas that are relevant to multimode terminals, and the current status of this work can be found in the documents listed below. Furthermore, it is anticipated that the work in these areas will be further progressed during the workshop on handover and cell selection to be held 8th-9th June. 





25.303, UE Functions and Interlayer Procedures in Connected Mode


25.304, UE procedures in Idle Mode


25.331, RRC Protocol Specification








3	Further questions regarding terminal capabilities





In connection with terminal capabilities, R2 would like inform T2 that a number of implementation capabilities are currently described in the specifications prepared by R2. In order to be able to properly describe the relation of these features to service capabilities, some high-level definitions of service capabilities are needed. In the meantime, R2 has started using a number of different terms for different service capabilities, some of which are rather vague (e.g. ‘high rate’ NRT data). Some examples of what is currently included in our specifications include:





The Dynamic Resource Allocation (DRAC) mechanism is described in 25.303 and 25.331. It has been agreed that this is mandatory for terminals that support high rate NRT data services.


An RLC-header compression scheme is described in 25.322. It has been proposed by Nokia that this should be mandatory for terminals supporting packet data services that use acknowledged-mode RLC-transmission on user plane. 


The RLC Toolbox is also described in 25.322. It has also been proposed that this should be mandatory for terminals supporting the packet data services that use acknowledged-mode RLC-transmission on user plane.





R2 approaches T2 in the hope that a basic set of service capabilities would soon be made available to help in making the specifications more exact in terms of the implementation capabilities required for different types of services.





Furthermore, there are some implementation capabilities that should be mandatory in order for a terminal to simultaneously support a combination of services. For example, it has been highlighted that to support the Cell Broadcast Service simultaneously with a voice service would require that the terminals supports simultaneous reception of the FACH and DCH transport channels. R2 asks for guidance from T2 in how to handle this situation.
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