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1 Introduction
This response paper considers the issues surrounding standalone HS-DPCCH in discussion paper [1] related to proposed changes in [2].

2 Discussion
The discussion paper [1] considers the proposal to allow the RNC to control the period and repetition of SCCH orders in [2]. In considering this it states:

“We know that the standalone HS-DPCCH should be NodeB controlled feature, and maximum repetitions and repetition period should be known in NodeB for HS-SCCH order resending. All discussed parameters can be got from RNC as proposal in [1], it also can be implemented by NodeB self by internal timer and counter.”
We agree that it could be implemented in the Node B, the Node B could perform blind repetition of HS-SCCH order until HS-DPCCH acquisition is complete. However, to ensure reliability of HS-SCCH, high power has to be used and this would inject interference in the downlink, as well as the waste of (HS-SCCH) code resource. Or some fixed timer/counter could be used, using the same setting for any level of service.
However, the key issue here is that the Node B would not be aware of the traffic type and level of service and cannot therefore produce optimum results. This ‘one size fits all’ approach is inconsistent with achieving optimum results for limited resources in UMTS. 
Observation 1: Using fixed values in Node B does not give optimum results and can cause a waste of resources and DL interference.

On the second proposal (3) in the paper [1], to allow the RNC to enable/disable a UEs standalone HS-DPCCH feature based on data size. This approach is aligned with the control of repetition and period based on RNC knowledge of UE/user service, but contrary to the statement that it is a Node B controlled feature.  So the objection to the control of repetition and period is just as applicable to the control of enable/disable standalone HS-DPCCH. 
Observation 2: Allowing RNC enable/disable of standalone HS-DPCCH is consistent with approach used in [2], but inconsistent with the analysis in [1].

There does not seem to be any reason why both solutions could not be applied, they are not mutually exclusive, and both would optimize performance based on RNC knowledge of UE/call characteristics.

Observation 3: Both solutions should be used to ensure the best performance.

3 Conclusion

Both solutions should be implemented to improve performance. 
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