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1
Discussion
· When the offloading CQI occurs?
It has been clarified when the triggering of offloading is network decision.
· Reporting of TBS is needed via explicit indicator?
There was discussion on whether there is a need to identify each DL TBS of HS-DSCH cell or not. Explicit indication is proposed. Also there is another proposal to say that an implicit way of mapping channel quality information to the HS-DSCH cell should be enough. 
After further discussion, companies think no restriction exists how the Node B should report TBS to RNC. It has been agreed that the order of reporting will be up to implementation.
· Is event triggering needed?
Event triggering might be useful for NAICS offloading if the measured cell for event triggering is selected correctly. However, there is no agreement on how to select one measured cell for event triggering when there is a list of cells to be measured and reported. Currently the consensus is not to introduce any event triggering and stick to On Demand and Periodic. .
· Reference of RAN1 specification?
It has been clarified that TS 25.214 defines the new mapping table for CQI and TBS, thus no change on reference.
· If possible solution alternative?
For now there is no new alternative.
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