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1.
Introduction

This is the first meeting with EUL discussions involving RAN2. 
In order to speed up the discussions, we identified some of the main design aspects of the E-DCH transport channel structure and QoS architecture and we are providing below a comparison between the main proposals. 

Note that only contributions provided in RAN2 or for the joint RAN1/RAN2 were considered for lack of time. Furthermore, contributions that did not indicate a clear preference on a given point or that were ambiguous in their preference were not included. For example, the Samsung and Infineon contributions simply seemed to enumerate alternative design options but without expressing any preference. The reason why the Samsung document was withheld is that it was the only one which seemed to consider the alternative of transmitting on multiple transport channels in one TTI. The idea was to still have all alternative opinions represented.
2.
Contributions that were considered
Ericsson (R1-040560, R2-040917)

Samsung (R2-040930)

Nortel (R2-040957)

Nokia (R1-040531, R2-040964)

LG (R1-040479, R2-041055)

Qualcomm (R1-040538, R2-041010)
3.
Comparison table
	
	Ericsson
	Samsung
	Nortel
	Nokia
	LG
	Qualcomm

	Separate CCTrCH for DCHs
	Yes
	No proposal
	No proposal
	No proposal
	Yes
	Yes

	Nb TrCHs per TTI
	1
	Depends
	1
	1
	1
	1

	Nb TrCHs
	1
	Depends
	1
	1
	Multiple??
	Multiple

	Mapping between LCH and TrCH
	N/A
	No proposal
	N/A
	N/A
	No proposal
	Flexible

	TTI duration
	Semi static??
	No proposal
	No proposal
	10ms only
	No proposal
	Semi static

	Nb TBs per TTI
	1
	No proposal
	No proposal
	1
	1
	1

	Priority
	Per LCH
	No proposal
	No proposal
	Per LCH
	No proposal
	No proposal

	Mux multiple PDUs per TTI
	Yes
	No proposal
	No proposal
	Yes
	No proposal
	Yes

	Mux different PDU sizes
	Yes
	No proposal
	No proposal
	Yes
	No proposal
	Yes

	Mux different priorities
	Yes
	No proposal
	No proposal
	Yes
	No proposal
	Yes


* Note that I have added question marks where it was not clear exactly what the documents were proposing.
4.
Conclusion
It is proposed to consider the summary table above and to attempt to reach a working assumption on each of the identified topics.
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