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1
Introduction
In the current CR introducing LWA to RRC [1], the value range of statusPDU-Periodicity is as follows:


statusPDU-Periodicity-r13

ENUMERATED {ms50, ms100, ms150, ms200, ms300, ms500,










ms1000, ms2000, ms5000, ms10000, ms20000, ms50000,









spare4, spare3, spare2, spare1}

Since there has been no discussion on this value range, its current state can only be regarded as tentative. This contribution discusses what this value range should look like.
2
Discussion
Figure 1 shows some simulation results of the impact of the flow-control periodicity used for LTE dual-connectivity split bearers on the performance; the detailed assumptions are given in Annex. 
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Figure 1: Performance impact of flow-control periodicity
These results make it evident that the meaningful region of the flow-control periodicity lies around 50ms, while values of several seconds have little or no value. In fact, already increasing the periodicity to 100ms depletes much of the gains from the use of split bearers.

While also recognizing that the UE should not be burdened with too frequent reporting, we don’t see much reason to support very large values for periodic reporting: If infrequent reports are needed, it is easier to let eNB poll them when necessary. Hence, we propose the following.

Proposal 1:
statusPDU-Periodicity has value range 
{ms40, ms50, ms60, ms70, ms80, ms90, ms100, ms150, ms200, ms300, ms500, ms1000}
3
Conclusion
This contribution discusses what the value range of statusPDU-Periodicity should look like, and concludes with the following.
Proposal 1:
statusPDU-Periodicity has value range 
{ms40, ms50, ms60, ms70, ms80, ms90, ms100, ms150, ms200, ms300, ms500, ms1000}
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Annex: Simulation assumptions

All other assumptions (i.e. not listed in the table below) are according to scenario 2a in Annex A of 3GPP TR 36.872.
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